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Abstract

We propose a direct measure of tripartite quantum correlation in an arbitrary symmetric pure
state of N correlated two-level atoms (qubits). We compute the third order moments of the collec-
tive pseudo-spin operators in terms of the individual atomic operators of the atoms in the assembly
and find that all the bipartite quantum correlation terms among the atoms cancel out leaving only
the all possible tripartite quantum correlation terms among them. We observe that the third order
moments are made up of solely the tripartite quantum correlations among the atoms. This helps
to extract out only the tripartite quantum correlations among the N atoms and propose a measure
and quantification of these correlations. We also propose the necessary and sufficient condition for
the presence of tripartite quantum correlation in such multi-atomic systems. We conjecture the
way of determining the third order moments of the pseudo-spin operators of the two-level atoms
in the assembly, experimentally.

keywords: tripartite quantum correlation, two-level atom, pseudo-spin operator

1 INTRODUCTION correlation in multi-particle systems is yet to

be completely understood.

Quantum correlation in multi-particle sys-
tems is an important topic of research over
the last two decades. A lot of work has been
done in this direction [1-25]. The works of
Wootters [26, 27], Peres [29] and Horodecki
[28], and several other researchers have given
a strong understanding of quantum correla-

tion in bipartite states [25]. But, quantum
1

In this paper we consider an arbitrary
symmetric pure state of N correlated two-
level atoms (qubits) and calculate the third
order moments of the collective pseudo-spin
operators in mutually perpendicular direc-
tions in a plane perpendicular to the collec-
tive mean pseudo-spin vector. Calculation of

third order moments of the collective pseudo-



spin operators is necessary because the third
order moments of the collective pseudo-spin
operators of N two-level atoms reveal the
tripartite (three particle) quantum correla-
tions among the atoms. After calculating
the third order moments we find that all
possible bipartite (two particle) correlation
terms among the atoms cancel out and we
are left with only the tripartite correlation
terms. This helps to extract out the tripar-
tite correlation terms among the N atoms
and propose a measure of tripartite quantum
correlations among the atoms. The second
order moments of the collective pseudo-spin
operators are made up of only the bipartite
quantum correlation terms among the atoms.
The fourth and higher order moments contain
the fourth order and higher order correlation
terms among the atoms. So, to concentrate
only on the tripartite correlations among the

atoms, we calculate the third order moments

of the collective pseudo-spin operators.

The computation of higher order moments
and study of higher order squeezing have al-
ready been discussed in the context of degen-
erate parametric down-conversion, harmonic
generation and resonance fluoresence from an
atom in Ref. [30]. In the above mentioned
three situations the higher order moments
have been computed for the electric field op-
erators of the radiation field. In this paper

we calculate third order central moments of

the spin operators for the atoms and use it to
quantify tripartite quantum correlation. The
motivation for the calculation of third order
central moments also lies on the fact that,
third order central moments solely reveal the
tripartite quantum correlations among the
atoms.

Here, we would like to say that, in this
paper we study the tripartite quantum cor-
relations among the N two-level atoms us-
ing the collective spin operators of the atoms
as it is the standard technique to study the
dynamics of atom-field interactions in terms
of these spin operators and the creation and
annihilation operators of the radiation field.
But, since here we concentrate on the two-
level atoms only, we use the collective spin
operators of the atoms only and not the cre-
ation and annihilation operators of the radi-
ation field.

In order to study the quantum correlations
among the atoms other physical observables
such as the electric dipole moments or electric
quadrupole moments of the atoms can also
be used. But, since, that approach is quite
complicated, we consider the collective spin
operators to study the quantum correlations
among the atoms in this paper.

The organization of the paper is as fol-
lows. In Sec. 2 we briefly describe a two-level
atom, pseudo-spin operators and moments of

the pseudo-spin operators in mutually per-



pendicular directions in a plane perpendicu-
lar to the the mean pseudo-spin vector. In
Sec. 3 we present the third order moments
of these pseudo-spin operators for three two-
level atoms and quantify the amount of tri-
partite quantum correlation present in such
system. In Sec. 4 we extend these ideas in
the context of N two-level atoms. In Sec.
5 we conjecture the way of determining the
third order moments experimentally. In Sec.
6 we present the summary and conclusion.

The detail calculations of the third order mo-

ments are presented in the Appendix.

2 TWO-LEVEL ATOM, PSEUDO-
SPIN OPERATORS AND THIRD OR-
DER CENTRAL MOMENTS

An atom has many electronic energy lev-
els, but when it interacts with an exter-
nal monochromatic electromagnetic field, the
atom makes a transition from one of its en-
ergy level to the other. In this case, we
mainly concentrate on those two energy lev-
els and hence the atom is called as a two-
level atom. We consider a system of N such
two-level atoms. Now, if among the assem-
bly of N such two-level atoms, the n-th atom
has the upper and lower energy levels, de-

noted as |u,) and |l,), respectively, then,

we can construct the pseudo-spin operators

(with i = 1),
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and two more relations with cyclic changes in
x, y and z [32]. For the entire system of N
two-level atoms, we have collective pseudo-

spin operators,

N N N
Fo=S g gy =S g =S )
i=1 i=1 i=1
where each term in the above summations is
multiplied by the identity operators for all of

the other atoms [31], [32].

The individual atomic operators satisfy

= 07 |:j1x7j1y:| :ijlz7

= ?:jgz, (6)

As a consequence of these commutation
relations, the collective pseudo-spin opera-

tors jw, jy and J, satisty,

[, Jy)] = i, (7)

and two more relations with cyclic changes in
x, y and z.

The simultaneous eigenvectors of J? =
J? + ij + J2 and J. are denoted as |j,m)

where

(8)

J23,m) = §(j +1)|j,m)



and

(9)

jzlj,m> = m|j, m).

The quantum number j is related to the
number of atoms N as j = N/2 and m =
=i+ 1= 1), 5.

The use of these collective spin operators
and their eigenvectors as discussed in Egs.
to @D are widely used in the problems of
quantum optics [33-36].

The collective quantum state vector for a
system of NV two-level atoms can be expressed
as a linear superposition of |j,m) as

J

|¥y) = Z Cld,m).

m=—j

(10)

Now, if X is a random variable with its mean
value as (X) = m, then, the quantity ((X —
m)*) is called the k—th order central moment,
of X. If £ = 2, then it is the second order
central moment of X which is also called the
variance of X.

In this paper we calculate the third order
central moments of the collective pseudo-spin
operators in two mutually perpendicular di-
rections in a plane perpendicular to the col-
lective mean pseudo-spin vector. The moti-
vation of doing so lies on the fact that while
investigating spin squeezing in such systems,
we calculate the second order central mo-

ments

AJZ, = (|2 ) — (| Juyly)® (1)
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in a plane perpendicular to the mean spin
vector

~ ~ ~

() = (L)i+ ()i + (k. (12)

where 7, j and k are the unit vectors along
positive x, y and z axes respectively and the
expectation values (J,), (J,) and (J.) are
with respect to the state in Eq. .

This is because only in that plane the
quantum fluctuations in Eqgs. bring out
the original quantum correlations among the
atoms [33, 35]. Now, the mean pseudo-spin
vector (J) points in an arbitrary direction in
space. Therefore, we conventionally rotate
the coordinate system {z,y, z} to {2/, v/, 2},
such that (J) points along the 2/ axis and
calculate the second order central moments in

J,s and J,, for the state |1);). These moments

are
AJZ = (Wi T2 1) — (W] oy [7)2 (13)

Now, in the 2’ — ¢/ plane

(Wi | Tty = (sl Iy ley) =0, (14)
and hence, these moments reduce to
AJmQI’y/ - <w]|ja2t’7y’|¢]> (15)

The third order central moments are defined

as
AT = (| (Jary = (Jury))Ply),  (16)

which due to Eq. reduces to
AJg/’y/ = <’l/}j|j§/7y/‘w]> (17)



A collective state vector |a) for a system of
N atoms is said to be quantum mechanically
correlated if |o) cannot be expressed as a
product of the individual atomic state vec-

tors, i.e.,

@) # lan) @ Jag) © .. fan),  (18)

where |aq), |ag)...|an) are the state vectors
of the N individual atoms.

We, now, proceed to calculate the third
order moments AJ3, , for a system of three
two-level atoms and define a parameter to
quantify the amount of tripartite quantum

correlation in such system.

3 TRIPARTITE QUANTUM CORRE-

LATION IN A SYSTEM OF THREE

TWO-LEVEL ATOMS

We consider a system of three two-level
atoms. A symmetric quantum state vector
for such a system in the {my, mo, m3} repre-

sentation can be written as

111 Cs 111
s = G §’§’§>+ﬁ[‘_§’§’§>
1 11 n 11 1
27 272 2727 2
n Cs 1 11 n 11 1
Vall 2 22 2" 2 2
11 1 11 1
* ‘—575’—§> TGy 57—2>-
(19)

The collective pseudo-spin operators, from

Eqgs. , are

jzvyvz = jlz,y,z + jzz,y,z + j'?’cc,y,z' (20)

Now, the mean spin vector (J) points in
an arbitrary direction in space. So, assuming
that it lies in the first octant of the coordi-
nate system, we perform a rotation of the co-
ordinate system from {z,y, z} to {2',v/, '},
such that (J) points along the 2’ axis. The
operators {jx/, jy/, jz,} in the rotated frame
{a/,y/,2'} are related to {J,,J,,J.} in the

unrotated frame {z,y, z} as

jx/ = jx cos 6 cos ¢ + jy cos fsin ¢
— J.sinf (21)
jy/ = —J,sin¢+ jy cos ¢ (22)

jZ/ = jx sin 6 cos ¢ + jy sin 6 sin ¢
+ J.cosb, (23)

where,
cosf = < AZ> (24)
(D)

cosp = ) (25)

(Ja)? + (J,)?
We can observe that for the above choice of
cosf and cos ¢, we have <jx/> =0, (jy/) =0,
and the mean spin vector points along the 2’
axis.

To calculate the third order moment of J,

we need to calculate J%. The calculation of



the third order moment AJ? has been pre-

sented in the Appendix. Here we present the

expression of AJ?, as

3
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Apz Aqy Ary ZA ’ Ay . _ terms like the previous case.
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3(Jy, Iy T TN [(jx>4 +(J,)* Since the quantum state vector in Eq.
2 jx>2 ( jy>2] 3 jpy jqz jr> ( jy> ( jz> is a symmetric state where all the atoms have
- - - - been treated on equal footing, then, we have
("4 0+ 20007
(26)
The terms (il ), (J.) = (o) = {Js,) (28)
<prquer>, ...... <prquJrz> in the above <A1y> _ <A2y> _ < A3y> (29)
equation are the three-particle correlation - - -

terms. So, we observe that AJ? are made

up of the three-particle correlation terms

and all the two-particle correlation terms get

cancelled out. In this case, using Egs. (28), and, in
Similarly the expression of the third order Eq. and , the third order moments

moment in Jy is of J, and J,, reduce to



AT =
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and

AJ3 =

Now,

then
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2 Bl )

<A i ) Using Egs. (33142) and Egs. (28430 in Egs.
q Tz

. R R and , we observe that all the corre-

lation terms on the right hand side of Egs.

AT =0 (43)
AJy = 0. (44)

This confirms that the third order mo-
ments of jx/ and jy/ are the direct measures

of tripartite correlations among the atoms.

3
1
[< g >2 <A >2}3/2 Z So, now, we construct a parameter that
1. + J1 qr=1 ) . .
patr quantifies the amount of tripartite correla-

—{ jpl jqz jm>< jly>3 + jpy jq jTy> tions in this system of three two-level atoms.
Since AJ?, and AJ;’, may be both positive or
negative, and, to treat the tripartite correla-
tions in both ' and ' quadratures on equal
footing, we define the tripartite quantum cor-

if the three atoms are uncorrelated, relation parameter as the mean squared value



of AJ} and AJ}, as

széﬁaﬁf+uugﬂ. (45)

Since, AJJ, and AJ} are solely made up of
tripartite quantum correlations only, we may
take the numerical value of S as a measure of
the amount of tripartite quantum correlation

present in the system. Whenever

S =0, (46)

there is no tripartite quantum correlation in
the system.

The necessary and sufficient condition for
the presence of tripartite quantum correla-

tion in the system is that,

S > 0. (47)

We prove it in this way. Whenever there is
tripartite quantum correlation in the system,
the conditions in Eqgs. to are not
satisfied. This makes AJ} and AJJ non-
zero, implying that S > 0. So, S > 0 is
the necessary condition for the presence of
tripartite quantum correlation in the system.
The condition S > 0 is sufficient also for the
presence of tripartite quantum correlation in
the system, because, if S > 0, either AJ? or
AJ}, or both of them are non-zero. In this
case all the conditions in Egs. to
are not satisfied and hence, there is tripartite
quantum correlation in the system.

This can be understood physically in the

following way. When the N two-level atoms

rariuuin

(a)

CPPP
rPE3
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X

(b) correlated
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FIG. 1: Schematic illustrations of S-spin states

(a)

Symmetric distribution of J,» and J,» about the

in terms of 25 = N individual 1/2 spins.

collective mean pseudo-spin vector of 25 = N
uncorrelated 1/2 spins. (b) Asymmetric distri-
bution of J,» and .J,» about the collective mean
pseudo-spin vector of 2S5 = N correlated 1/2

spins.

are uncorrelated, the collective pseudo-spin
operators J,; and J, have symmetric distri-
bution about the mean pseudo-spin vector,
which lies along the 2’ axis. This has been
shown in Fig. 1(a). But, when the N two
level atoms are correlated the J,» and J
have asymmetric distribution about the mean
pseudo-spin vector. This has been shown in
Fig. 1(b).
from the paper by Kitagawa and Ueda [35].

These figures have been taken

Now, the third order moments of any distri-



bution function measures the departure from
symmetry of the distribution. So, when the
atoms are correlated having asymmetric dis-
tribution of J,» and J, the third order mo-
ments are non-zero, thus, making S > 0.
Now, we present some numerical values
of S for various choices of the constants Cf,
Cs, C3 and Cy in the quantum state repre-
sented in Eq. . The various choices of
these constants produces different quantum

states of the three two-level atoms. We ob-

TABLE I: Values of Cy, Cs, C3, Cy4 and S for

the number of atoms N = 3 (with & =1).

i Cy C3 Oy S

1 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 1 0
0.316 0.316 0.447 0.775 0.0035

0.447 0.548 0.447 0.548 0.0024

serve that, when C; = 1 and all other con-
stants are zero, the value of S is zero. This
is acceptable because when C; = 1 and all
other constants are zero, all the atoms are in
their upper states which represent an uncor-
related state. Similarly, when Cy = 1 and
all other constants are zero, all the atoms are
in their lower states which also is an uncor-
related state. Therefore, for the above two
cases S = 0. The numerical values in the

table are rounded off values.

We now proceed to extend these ideas for

a system of NV two-level atoms.

4 TRIPARTITE QUANTUM CORRE-
LATION IN A SYSTEM OF N TWO-
LEVEL ATOMS

We consider N two-level atoms in an

arbitrary symmetric pure state. The

quantum state vector for this system in

my, Mo, M3, .....Mmy representation is
o - ot} -4
AP R
27772 27 27277772
. ‘111 _1>]
27272 2
T
VNC, 27 27277772
MR L.
2727 272 2°2
S
) 5 g )| T

1 1 1 1
G —— = == = = 48
N+1 ) 2a 2a 2>7 ( )
where GG, Go, ..., Gyi1 are constants and

NC. is given as

(49)

The third order moments in jx, and jy/ for

this state can be written in analogy to Egs.



and as

AJ3

+ o+

(50

and,

N

D
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PAEGFET
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/\

j|3/2
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Y3+ 3(Jp, gy o, ) (1) (1, )
3<Jpzfqery><le>2<J1y>).

Jr,

me J(IT JTT <J1 > <jpy j(Iy >

(51)

respectively, where the upper index 3 in
the summations in Eqs and has been
replaced by N.
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Now, if all the NV atoms are uncorrelated,
then, the conditions of Egs. (33) to are

satisfied, and, we get

AT =AJ) =0. (52)

Thus, for the system of N two-level atoms
(qubits), we observe that the third order mo-
ments of J,, and jy/ are directly related to
the all possible tripartite correlations among
the atoms.

In this case also, we define the measure
of tripartite quantum correlation among the

atoms as the mean squared value of AJ?, and

AJ;’, as

s=s[(an) + @Ry 63

l\')l»—t

>Like our previous case the necessary and suf-
ficient condition for the presence of tripartite
quantum correlation in this system of N two-

)evel atoms is

S >0. (54)

The tripartite quantum correlation pa-
rameter S can be calculated analytically for
several systems of two-level atoms such as
Atomic Schrodinger Cat states, N two-level
atoms interacting with the squeezed vacuum
state of the radiation field, two-level atoms in
optical cavities etc. But, the analytical cal-
culations of S for only a system of four two-
level atoms is extremely cumbersome and te-

dious. The analytical expression of S is also



too large to be incorporated in this paper. It
is wise to calculate S numerically.

Here, we would like to mention that, if we
calculate the higher order central moments
of the collective pseudo-spin operators, we
obtain the higher order quantum correlation
terms among the atoms. For example, if we
calculate the k —th order central moments of
these spin operators we get the k — th order
quantum correlation among the atoms. Now,
the exact mathematical relationship between
the k—th order moments and k—th order cor-
relations can be obtained only after we cal-
culate and observe the exact mathematical
forms of these moments.

Our approach of measuring tripartite
quantum correlations in symmetric multi-
qubit pure states can be extended to investi-
gate quantum correlation in symmetric mul-
tiqubit mixed states where the third order
central moments of the spin operators are to

be calculated using density operators.

5 CONJECTURE FOR DETERMINING
THIRD ORDER MOMENTS BY EX-
PERIMENTAL TECHNIQUE

Computation of higher order moments
and study of higher order squeezing has been
described in Ref. [30] in the context of degen-
erate parametric down-conversion, harmonic

generation and resonance fluoresence from an

11

atom. In the above mentioned three situ-
ations the higher order moments have been
computed for the electric field operators of
the radiation field. Below we describe the
area of experiment where the third order mo-
ments of the angular momentum or pseudo-

spin operators of two-level atoms can be de-

termined.

In Ref. [33], Wineland et. al de-
scribed population spectroscopy of N two-
level atoms. They localize an ensemble of N
identical two-level atoms in a trap. They de-
note the upper and lower energy levels of the
atom as | + 3) and | — $) respectively. They
apply a classical radiation called the clock ra-
diation of frequency w to the atoms. As a
result an atom acquires a coherent superpo-
sition state C1| 4 1) + Cs| — 3). Then they
detect the number of atoms in | + 3) state,
which they denote as N,. In the detection
process each atom is projected either in state
| +3) or | — 3). So, there occurs a projec-
tion noise of the atoms. Due to the analogy
between an individual two-level system inter-
acting with radiation with that of the dynam-
ics of a spin-half particle in a magnetic field
[36], the quantum projection noise is propor-
tional to AJ, = 1/(J2) — (J.)2, where J. is
the collective angular momentum operator of
N atoms, which we call as the pseudo-spin
operator in Eq. in our paper. By mak-

ing measurements of the population in |+ %)



state M times the average (Ny)ys is calcu-
lated for various values of w, Consequently, a
resonance curve is obtained as a function of
w. For a particular value of w, the deviation
of the apparent position of the curve from the

true curve (N, ) is given by

dwyr = [(Ny)pr — (N1)]/(O(Ny)/Ow). (55)

The magnitude of the rms fluctuation of dw
for repeated measurements of N, at a partic-

ular value of w is given by

[Awl = AN (t)/[0(N)/0w|

= AJ(tr)/10{J:(t)0w],  (56)

where t; is the "final” time corresponding
to the time just after the clock radiation
is applied. Then they describe population
spectroscopy using Ramsey method. In Sec.
V of that paper, where they describe spec-
troscopy of correlated particles, they discuss
spin squeezing, thereby calculating the vari-
ance AJ, in a plane perpendicular to the
mean spin vector (J). So they have deter-
mined the second order moments of the angu-
lar momentum or pseudo-spin operators jx,
jy, and J, experimentally. Now, to calculate
higher order squeezing one needs to calculate
higher order moments. Also to calculate the
skewness of the resonance curve of Sec. V of
that paper one needs to calculate the third
order moments of the angular momentum or

pseudo-spin operators. Here we conjecture
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that with the same experimental technique
as described in the paper of Wineland et. al
[33] the third order moments in the angular
momentum or pseudo-spin operators can be
determined, and as proposed by us we can
calculate the amount of tripartite quantum

correlation present in the system.

6 SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

We proposed a measure of tripartite quan-
tum correlation present in an arbitrary sym-
metric pure state of N two-level atoms. We
calculated the third order moments of the
collective pseudo-spin operators in mutually
orthogonal directions in a plane perpendic-
ular to the mean pseudo-spin vector opera-
tor (J). We calculated the third order mo-
ments in terms of the individual atomic op-
erators. We found that in the expressions
of third order moments all the bipartite cor-
relation terms cancel out. These moments
depend solely on the tripartite quantum cor-
relation terms among the atoms. This helped
to construct a measure of tripartite quantum
correlations present among the atoms. Since,
the two third order moments AJ} and AJ}
may be positive or negative, and, also to treat
the two moments on equal footing, we de-
fined the measure of tripartite quantum cor-

relation as the mean squared value of the two

moments. We also established the necessary



and sufficient condition for the presence of
tripartite quantum correlation in such multi-
atomic systems. We hope that our study may
provide a new insight in the tripartite quan-
tum correlations among N two-level atoms in
an arbitrary symmetric pure state. We con-
jecture the experiment where the third or-
der moments of the angular momentum or

pseudo-spin operators can be determined.

7 APPENDIX

Here we show the calculations of the third
order moments AJ?, and AJS, for three two-

level atoms.
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Using Eq. , we obtain

J3, = J3cos® O cos® ¢+ j:?jy cos® fsin ¢
X cos® ¢ — J2 . sin 0 cos? 6 cos? ¢
727 B2 73 3

+ J, Jzcos® Osin® pcos ¢ + J, cos” 0

X sin® ¢ — JQJZ sin # cos? 0 sin® ¢

+ JZJ sin? 0 cos 6 cos ¢

+ j2 ysm290089$in¢—j3sir139

+ (ijerJAj)JA cos® 0 sin ¢ cos® ¢

+ (Jody + JyJa)J, cos® O sin® ¢ cos ¢

— (Ax Ay—i—jj)j sin @ cos® @ sin ¢ cos ¢
— (Jo . + J.Jy) J, sin 0 cos? 0 cos® ¢

— (Jo . + J.Jy)J, sin 6 cos® O sin ¢ cos ¢
+ (JoJ. + J.Jy)J. sin? 6 cos 6 cos ¢

- (Ay I+ J, Ay)JA sin 6 cos? 0 sin ¢ cos ¢
— (JyJ. + J.J,)J, sin 6 cos? B sin® ¢

+ (Ay I+ J, Ay)JA sin? @ cos @ sin ¢. (57)

We, now, express the above expression in

terms of the individual atomic operators

ley . J 242> and jgzyyyz. The motivation be-
hind this is to find out how the individual

atoms are correlated with each other. For

that we use the following results.

1/4, T = ({1/4) . (58)

Jod =Y (59)

iy =
yonz 9

(60)

, , and the fact that

Jngy In,, and Jy,

N = DN =

I,
Using Egs.

anticommute with each

other, we evaluate all the operator parts of



Eq. separately and the results are as

shown below. 5o 5 3/ R R PSR
L. = (le + o, + ng) iy, s,
T o +oidyyJs, +ida, s, i1 s,
S = Z(Jlr R J%) 61 o, ks, (61) idi s, +ids s, + 20 s,
s o - + 201 o, s, + 21, Do Js.,  (67)
J2J, = 1 (le + Jp, + ng) + iy, Jo, +iJ1, o,
iy s, Fidy, s, +idy. Js, +ida, Js. + ;
Qs o do, + 20 o o, 20 o d T = ;(fly +J, +J3y) — i,
(62) — iy, Iy, —idyJo, — iy Js,
— ido, Js, —ido, J5, + 201, o, Ja,
s o o + 201 o, Iy, + 201 Jy Js.,  (68)
J2), = Z(‘]lz + Jy, + ng) — i1, Jo, — i1, o,
— idy, Iy, —idy, Js, — ido, s, —iJa, T, +
i, + 2y, 4 2y, 2= () 6 (09
(63)

A oA oa 1/ o N A A A
Jedydy = (le + o, + ng) + 200, 0, T,

A 3/ » N A A A A A oA A A A

J;Jx = Z(Jlx + Jo, + ng) —iJ1.Ja, + 2J1,Ja, 03, + 21,2, J5, (70)

— idy,Jo, — iy, s, — iy, Ja.

— idy, Iy, —idy, Iy, + 21, I, 72 -
Pz sy Ty s 21y 2y Jy 2 = Z(le—i-JQyﬂLJSy) —iJ1, Ja,

+ 2J1, 2, J3, + 21, 00,05, (64) A .. NN

— i Js, — iy, Jo, — i1, s,

— ido, Js, —ido, Js, + 2y, Jo, I3,

A T A o o N A A A A o A A
Jy = Z(J1y + Ja, + ng) +6J1,J2,J3, (65) + 20,0, 5, + 201, D0, S5, (T1)
J3J. = Z(le + Ja, + ng) +iJ1, Ja, JoJ} = Z(Jl”” + Jo, + ng> +iJ1,Ja,

+ ’ijlyjzz + Z'jhjgy + Z'jlyj?;gg
idy, Ty, + idy, Ty, + 21, Ja, Js.
leyjzzjgy + 2jlzj2yj3y7 (66)
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+oidy Jy, iy o, iy s,
+ido, Jy, +ido, Iy, + 201, o, T,
+ 20y, Jo, Jy, 201, oy T, (T2)



>

A A A 1/ -~ ~ o A A A
Jyledy = (le +dy + ng) + 200,05, 5,

Jodody = —is —idy, Jo, —idy,Js, + iy o,
+ 20, o, Sy, + 200, s, (T3)

8
— iJy Jy, +idy Ty, —idy, Js,
— idy, Jy, +ido, Ja, — s, T,
v Ty o Js, A+ Ju day Js, 4y o, T,

>
>

3 Ao PN AN
idi, Jo, — iy, Js, + iy, s + S, o, s+ S So, s, £, o s,
z T y Y T T
ido. Js. —ida,Js, + i, Js, (78)

jlw j2y j3z + jlw j2z jgy + jly jzl. j3z

+ o+ + o+

T, j3y + j1y Jo.J3, + i, jzyj?,z;
(74)

>
>
>

% TP P P
zJdxdy Zg + Zjlngy + Zlejgy — ZJlml]Qz
iy, Jo. —idy, Js, +iJy. Js,
vt = _Zg —iJyJo, — i s, + iy, e

— ijlngy — ijlngy -+ Z.jlxj;;w le JQIJ?’y + leJZy‘]?’z + lej?zj?’y

+ + + +

— iy Js, — ijzyjzy +ida, Js, Ji, Jo. Sy, + i oy s+ Dy o, s
+ Dy o, s, + iy do. Js, + Ji, o s, (79)

+ j1zj2yj31 + jlijsty + jlzjz.rjsya

(75)
Dot = 3k ) = i,
Jidd, — }L(J - J) 2, idds, = id d, — ida, Js. — idy s,
+ 201, o, Js. + 201 Jo, s, (76) — iy Iy, + 201, o Iy, + 201 I, 5.

+ 201 Jo. 5, (80)

Ty = z<flz + o, + ng) +idy, T,
iy dy 4 idi oy + i, s,
bt iy 2 g, i = () 2
+ 20y, o, Js, + 20y Joy I, (TT) V20 Dy + 20 o s (81)
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>
>

>
>

>
>

>

8

>

>

<

+ o+ o+ o+ o+

3 PN PN A A
Zg + Z'Jligx + iJligx — ileJQZ

iy, Jo, — i Js. + iy, i,
ijgzjgz — ijQZ jsz + ij?yj%
jlngzj:;w + j1yj2$j3z + jlzj2yj3x
Jo oy s, + v s,
i, a3, (82)
3 s o~ L3
—zg —1Jy, Jo, — 01, J3,
ijlngy — ij1zj2z + Z'jlijy

!
4
+ 201, Jo, Js, + 201, Ja, s,

(jly - J> YN
(87)

We see from the above results that, the
operators in Eq. are made up of indi-

vidual atomic operators, bipartite correlation

terms and tripartite correlation terms. Using

(61487) in Eq. , we see that all

the bipartite correlation terms cancel and we

Egs.

are left with only the individual atomic op-

erators and tripartite correlation terms. The

iy Js. —ida, Js, + iy, Js,
ijgzjgz + jlz jzngl + jlzjgzjgy

+ jlyjzzj:sz + j11j2zj3y

+ jlijwj?)z + j1xj2yj3za

+ 200, Jo, Ja. + 201, T, T,

4

Z(jlz + jQZ + j3z) - ijlz‘];y
’ijlzjgy — ij1yj21 - ij?zjiiy

iy, Js, — io, Js, +2J1. Jo, Js,
2j1yj22j3y + leyjzyj327

3/ . P
Z (le + Jzy + ng) + ZleJQZ

+ idy Js, +idy Jo, +id, Js.

+oididy, +ido, s, 4 20, o, T,

+ 2j12j2yj32 + 2j12j22j3y7

(83)

1/ » A N PPN
z (le + Jo, + ng) +2J1, 0o, J3,

(84)

(85)
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final expression of Eq. reduces to

J3

+ 3Jp, jqz jTZ sin” § cos f sin ng) .
(83)
The first term on the right hand side is ij/

whose expectation value over [¢3) in this co-

7/ . .
Z (lel + JQZ/ + J3I/)

3
E <Jpz Jy, Iy, cos® 0 cos® ¢
D,g,r=1
PFGFET

;53 30 ain3
IpyJq, JIr, cOS” Osin® @

A A A

Jp. Jy. Iy sin® 0

A

GJApI Jq, J;Z sin @ cos® ' sin ¢ cos ¢

>

w

S cos® 0 sin ¢ cos® ¢

>
>

w

e g Iy, 5in 0 cos® O cos® ¢

>
>

w

7 30 a2
e Jay Jr, €COS” 08IN” @ cos @

L. o
vy Jay Jr. 8in 0 cos” 0 sin” ¢

>

w

>

~

o Jg. Jr. sin? 0 cos 6 cos ¢

w

>

(86) ordinate frame, that is, (2/,y,2') is zero.



Therefore, we observe that the third order

moment AJ? = (J3) is made up of only the A
tripartite correlation terms. So, we write ’ [(J)] [(jx>2 + (jy)2}3/2

2
oy dry) D) = (o)
X[+ ()0 + 3( ) ()2
+ 3(J2) ()] = 6(Jp, dy, )
3 X [(a)® + (T2 e (y)
B = ()= 30 (Chdaddeo0 g
a1 ez ry y
o etoate S G
L g st # ) AG
— 6(jpzquj ) sin @ cos® ' sin ¢ cos ¢ - 3<{py Aqy ATZ>[<A I>QA+< f/>2]<Jy>A2<JZ>2
+ 3( Apqumj ) cos® 0 sin ¢ cos® ¢ 3<‘]A7”“Jq2:]”><‘]x><‘]j>[A<J$A>4 +A<‘]y>A4
30 ) sinfeos? Beost b 2(Ja)*(Jy)°] + 3p, Jau Jr. ) ( Ty} J2)
+ 3(jpquyj ) cos® @ sin® ¢ . [<jx>4 4 Ay>4 +2<jx>2<jy>2])
X o8 ¢ — 3(Jy, g, Jr.) sin 0 cos® 0 (90)
x sin? ¢ + 3(J,, J,. J,.) sin? 6 cos 6 Similarly, we can calculate the third order

x cosgzﬁ—i—?)( Jz ) moment of J,. Using Eq. , , ,

x sin?f cos 0 sin gb) (89) ’ ’ and the fact that Jy,, J,,, and

J,. anticommute with each other, we obtain

the third order moment in J,/ as

ATy = e

Now, using the expressions of cos 6, cos ¢ and A .

. e = 30y B )EPUN) o
sinf and, sin ¢ obtained from Eqgs. and

, Eq. takes the form While calculating AJ;’,, we find that all the
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bipartite correlation terms cancel out and [5] S. Szalay, Phys. Rev. A 92, 042329 (2015)
it is solely made up of tripartite correlation [6] W. K. Wooters, J. Phys. A: Math. Theor.
terms like the previous case. 47, 424037 (2014)

[7] B. Liicke, J. Peise, G. Vitagliano, J. Arlt,
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