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We discuss the construction of N -qubit pure states with maximum bipartite entanglement across
all possible choices of k vs N -k bi-partitioning, which implies that the Von Neumann entropy of
any k-qubit reduced density matrix corresponding to this state should be k ln 2. We name them
k-entangled states. We show that a subset of the ’graph states’ satisfy this condition hence providing
a recipe for constructing k-entangled states. Finding recipes for construction of k-entangled states
using graph states is useful as it paves the way to identification of unitary transformations which
when apply to a product state will generate these k-entangled states since such unitary transformations are known for all graph states. Though, a priori it is not clear how to construct a graph which
corresponds to an arbitrary k-entangled state, but in particular, we show that graphs organized as a
circular linear chain corresponds to the case of 2-entangled state, where we show that the minimum
number of qubits required to host such a state is N = 5. 3-entangled states can be constructed
by forming bilayer graphs with N2 qubits (N = 2Z) in each layer, such that each layer forms a
fully connected graph while inter-layer connections are such that the vertices in one layer has a
one to one connectivity to the other layer. 4-entangled states can be formed by taking 2D lattice
graphs( popularly referred to as a 2D cluster state ) with periodic boundary conditions along both
dimensions and both dimensions having at least 5 vertices.

I.

INTRODUCTION:

The physical phenomena of entanglement was discussed by Einstein, Podolsky, and Rosen in the famous
paper Ref. 1 in 1935. Since then, there has been extensive discussions of various measures of entanglement
[2–4]. The entanglement measure this paper uses is bipartitite entanglement. We are interested in constructing
qubit states that maximise the bipartite entanglement
across all bipartitions of given number of qubits. Page
[5] showed that the most typical large qubit state has very
high entanglement across the largest bipartition, That is,
it is trivial to see high bipartite entanglement for large
N qubit systems. Our work focus on the opposite limit
of finite number of qubits. We demonstrates four specific
pure state constructions that give us different amounts of
entanglement across many different system sizes(number
of qubits). Being able to engineer specific amounts of
entanglement into a smaller number of qubits could be
useful in quantum computation[6]. The particular kind
of entangled pure qubit state that we have worked on
in this paper has also been studied in the following papers [7, 8]. The authors in [7, 8] also studied pure qubit
states where all reduced density matrices of fixed number of qubits have maximum possible entropy. Arnaud
et al.[8] expanded their pure state density matrices in
the generalized Bloch basis and equated the entanglement criterion explored here to the presence and absence
of certain types of Bloch expansions terms and then connected this to some bounds related to quantum error cor-
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recting codes to claim a lower bound on the amount of
entanglement that can be seen in a typical large qubit
state. We utilize this same connection between Bloch expansions of pure states and their entanglement and for
the sake of completeness have proven this result following an independent route. Facchi et al.[7] worked in the
qubit basis to prove the existence of an extremal version of our entanglement criterion(Absolutely maximally
entangled states[9]) for small number of qubits and also
disprove the existence of such absolutely maximally entangled states in n qubits systems with n ≥ 8. Most
of the states we have constructed here do not approach
this extremal case. One of the motivation for our work
is to identify recipes for constructing unitary transformations which when apply to a product state leads to
a k-entangled states, that is states where every k vs N-k
bipartition leads to k qubit reduced density matrices that
are maximally mixed for different k values. Now we argue
that this is achieved once we construct the k-entangled
states in terms of graph state[10].
There exists a one to one map from any simple graph[11](
undirected, unweighted and without multiple edges or
loops) to a pure n-qubit state. The graph edges also
tell us what unitary operations need to be applied to
realise these states. Hence finding a recipes for construction of k-entangled states using graph state automatically
paves the way to identification of unitary transformations
which when apply to a product state will generate these
k-entangled states. Graph states have been experimentally realised [12] and it has been shown that these states
exhibit rich entanglement structures [13–16], have applications in quantum computation for a different model
of computation using measurements on graphs states[17]
and their local unitary equivalents are also useful in quan-

2
tum error correction[18].

II.

MAXIMALLY ENTANGLED STATES:

An n qubit state is k-entangled, if any k qubit reduced
density matrix of this state is maximally mixed. It is
straightforward to show that a k-entangled state is also a
1,2,3,. . . ,k-1-entangled
state[3]. An n qubit state can at
 
most be n2 -entangled, which follows from constraints
on the dimensions of the reduced density matrix and the
fact that both reduced density matrices in the bipartition should have the same entropy. An n qubit state
 is
called absolutely maximally entangled [19] if it is n2 entangled.
For example, a class of 1-entangled states is given by[8],

1
p
|0i⊗n + |1i⊗n
(2)

(1)

. For n = 2, this corresponds to the well known Bell
state[20] and for n ≥ 3 this corresponds to generalized
GHZ states[3, 21].
The 3 qubit GHZ state in particular turns
  out to be
absolutely maximally entangled, since 1 = 32 . Generalized GHZ states with n > 3 are not absolutely maximally
entangled.

A.

Generalized Bloch basis

In this section we introduce the generalized Bloch basis
[3, 8, 22] for describing an N qubit system. In this paper
we have restricted our study to systems comprising of n
qubits, hence our density matrices(ρ) are of dimensions
2n × 2n . Since ρ is also Hermitian, it can be expanded
in terms
0= I =

 of tensor products

 of Pauli matrices(σ

1 0
0 1
0 −i
, σ1 = X =
, σ2 = Y =
, σ3 =
0 1
1 0
i 0


1 0
Z=
),
0 −1
X
ρ2n ×2n =
ci1 ,i2 ,...,in σi1 ⊗ σi2 ⊗ ... ⊗ σin (2)
i1 ,i2 ...,in

where,
ci1 ,i2 ,i3 ,...,in =

1
T race(σi1 ⊗ σi2 ⊗ σi3 ⊗ ... ⊗ σin × ρ)
2n
(3)

For example, in this basis the Bell state, |ψi =
|10i) can be expanded as,

√1 (|01i +
2

XX, Y Y, ZZXIIIX and so on. These Pauli words
can be classified as 1-particle, 2-particle . . . n-particle
terms , based on how many non identity matrices they
contain. Example: XXY = 3-particle term, XIZZIY
= 4-particle term and so on. Now we define the weight
of a Pauli word, which is equal to the number of non
identity Pauli matrices it contains. At this point one
should remember ci1 ,i2 ,i3 ,...,in also corresponds to the
expectation value of an operator σi1 σi2 σi3 . . . σin in
state ρ is also given by the same expression. Therefore
expanding density matrices in this basis, directly gives
us access to the average values of various physical
observables associated with the individual spins for
systems in that state.
The expectation value of all one particle operators is zero for 1- entangled states
Proof:
From (3), we compute c0,0,...,0
=
1
1
T race(I2n ×2n × ρ) = n . Note that the rest of
2n
2
the terms is a subset of the set of 1-particle terms,
2-particle terms. . . n-particle terms. Therefore the first
I n n
term of the Bloch expansion of any state is 2 2×2
.
n
Partial tracing is distributive across matrix addition,
so we can sum over the partial traces of the different
matrices in the Bloch expansion. Partial tracing out
I n n
(n − 1) qubits from 2 2×2
can give us our required fully
n
matrix.
Therefore,
we need the rest of the
mixed I2×2
2
matrices in the Bloch expansion of ρ to partial trace out
to zero.
Partial tracing distributes across matrix tensor products as matrix multiplications.
example:
T race23 (A1 ⊗ B2 ⊗ C3 ) = A1 × T race(B2 ) × T race(C3 )
An m-particle term in the Bloch expansion of an
n-qubit state has m zero-trace matrices(X, Y, Z) and
n-m Identities(I). For m ≥ 2, when we partial trace out
n − 1 qubits, we will be forced to include at least one
trace = 0 matrix in the set of matrices being partial
traced by pigeon hole principle. This will make that
term in the Bloch expansion disappear and so we are
left with only the m = 1 and m = 0 operators. These
I n n
correspond to the 1-particle and 2 2×2
. So we can see
n
that if a Bloch expansion does not contain any 1-particle
I n n
terms then, all terms other than 2 2×2
will partial
n
trace out to zero and hence we will be left with the fully
mixed I2×2
matrix
2
=⇒ 1-entangled states do not contain one particle terms
in their Bloch expansions 
This idea of the lack of one particle operators can be
extended in a straightforward way to make the following
more useful result.

1
(I ⊗ I + X ⊗ X + Y ⊗ Y − Z ⊗ Z)(4)
4

Theorem 1:
The expectation values/coefficients
in the Bloch expansions of 1,2,3,. . . k-particle terms will
be zero for k-entangled states.

For the rest of the paper we will omit the explicitly
written tensor product symbols and then, the typical
terms appearing in an expansion are ’Pauli words’ like,

For an n qubit pure state density matrix to become a k qubit maximally mixed density matrix upon

(|ψi) (|hψ|) =

3
4,IZIX

3,IZXI

2,ZXZZ
1, XZII

FIG. 1: Example of 4 qubit graph

tracing out n-k qubits, we need the absence of any
1,2,3,..k-particle operators in its Bloch expansion.
1,2,3,..k-particle operators are the only operators that
may not trace out to zero, when tracing out n-k qubits
from an n qubit state. All higher particle operators will
necessarily partially trace out to zero.

B.

Graph states

We start this section by reviewing the definition of
graph states for the sake of completeness. Graphs [11]
are a collection of vertices and edges(the vertices are
connected by the edges), which can be represented as
G = (V, E) where, V is the set of vertices and E is the
set of edges respectively. In the graphs that we consider,
there will be no self loops(an edge from a vertex to itself)
and between any two vertices there can be at most one
edge. Also we only consider undirected graphs (graphs
where the edges are not assigned a sense of direction).
Corresponding to any undirected n vertex graph as in
figure 1, we can write down an n qubit pure quantum
state called a graph state [10]. The vertices are labelled
with certain operators (called correlation operators) and
it should be noted that these operators commute. The
way these correlation operators are constructed is by first
numbering each vertex as representing a qubit. There is
one correlation operator per graph vertex. The qubit
states we are looking at are not identical in the quantum
mechanical sense and so in an n qubit system, each qubit
can be numbered. Once we number the vertices/qubits of
the graph the correlation operator corresponding to each
vertex can be constructed by including a Pauli X(σx ) acting on the Hilbert space of the i’th qubit and Pauli Z(σz )
matrices at the Hilbert spaces of the qubits that are connected to the i’th qubit, and Pauli I(Identity) matrices
elsewhere. For example, in the graph in figure 1, the correlation operators are given by XIZZ, IXZI, ZZXZ,
ZIZX. These four operators commute and square to
identity and these two properties allow the correlation
operators to be the generators of a 16 element Z2 4 abelian
group of operators under matrix multiplication. In general the n correlation operators of an n vertex graph
generates 2n operators called the stabilizer of the state.
The sum of all these stabilizer operators multiplied by
1
2n gives the density matrix for the n qubit graph state.
The stabilizers of an n qubit state form a Z2 n group.
As an example we can write the full expansion of the

graph in fig 1, |G4 i,
1
(IIII+XIZZ+IXZI+ZZXZ+ZIZX
16
+XXIZ+Y ZY I+Y IIY +ZY Y Z+ZXIX+IZY Y +IXIZ
− Y Y XI − IY XY − XZXX + Y XZY − XY Y X)
(5)
|G4 ihG4 | =

III.

ENTANGLEMENT IN GRAPH STATES:

There have been previous works that have explored
the entanglement content of graph states through the
use of different entanglement monotones [14, 23]. There
has also been previous work exploring entanglement in
the same spirit as this paper, where they show the lower
limit of k-entanglement in large graph states using connections to quantum error correction as well as establishing that permutation symmetric stabilizer states [8] can
be at most 1-entangled. In contrast we are considering
graph states that are not permutation symmetric as a
possible construction of k-entangled states.
To make progress we start with the following definition.
Definition-1 k-products is the set of elements generated
by products between k correlation operators of a graph
state. The different k-product sets are disjoint subsets
of the full Bloch expansion because the correlation operators are elements of an abelian group. Now note that
the smallest particle sector in the Bloch expansion of a
k-entangled n qubit state is k + 1. The weight of a correlation operator corresponding to a vertex with degree d
is d + 1. The correlation operators are themselves part of
the Bloch expansion and hence a k-entangled graph state
will only contain vertices with degree, d ≥ k.
While degree, d ≥ k for every vertex of a graph is
necessary for the state to be k-entangled, this is not
sufficient because it is possible for products of correlation operators to have smaller weight. Since we need at
least degree k for each vertex a useful starting point in
a search for k-entangled graphs could be to look at kregular graphs(graphs with degree = k for each vertex).
(Since we are interested in studying the weights of different Bloch expansion terms ..) Note that the i’th correlation operator can be written as,
Ki = Xi ⊗

l∈N
Yi

Zl

(6)

⊗l

where i ∈ 1, 2, 3, ...n for n qubit system.Ni , the neighbourhood of vertex i, is the set of vertices that are connected to the vertex i with exactly one edge. The set of
Ni ’s comes from the underlying graph. For example, in
our previous 4 qubit graph(figure 1), N4 = [1, 3]. and
hence K4 = X4 Z1 Z3 .
To understand what a product of k correlation operators looks like,let us first construct a general two-product
between two correlation operators Ki and Kj with Ni =
neighbourhood of i and Nj = neighbourhood of j,

4

Ki × Kj

=

Xi

l∈N
Yi



m∈Nj

× Xj

Y

!
Zl


Zm 

(7)

⊗m

⊗l

where,
i 6= j ∈ N = {1, 2, 3, ..n}; l ⊂ N − {i}; m ⊂ N − {j}
(8)

where Sn = Ni1 ⊕ Ni2 ⊕ Ni3 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Nin ,
Looking at (10), (11) and (12), we see that the weight
of these products regardless
Y of the weight of what
appears inside the product( ) is at least equal to the
Y
number of X’s in front of the
. The number of X’s
is clearly equal to the number of different correlation
operators being multiplied, therefore in general,
Theorem 2: w(k − product) ≥ k.
minimum weight of k.

k-product has

which can be reduced to,
Ki × Kj = Xi Xj

l∈S
Y2

Zl

(9)

⊗l

where, S2 = Ni ⊕ Nj . ”⊕” is the symmetric difference
binary operation between sets, which is defined as, A ⊕
B = (A ∪ B) − (A ∩ B). Note that all Z’s will have
distinct indices owing to the fact that Z’s belonging to
the same index multiply with each other in pairs to give
identity as Z 2 = I. As defined earlier, the weight of the
above product is equal to the number of distinct indices
in the string of Pauli operators. We have unique indices
in eqn 9 for the Z operators. If we include Xi and Xj we
do not have all unique indices if S2 ∩ {i, j} =
6 φ, where
φ denotes the empty set. Note that while Ni cannot
contain i and Nj cannot contain j, Ni ⊕ Nj can contain
both. To ensure that every index in eqn 9 is unique, we
take out Zi and Zj if present, from the product over Z’s
and subtract {i, j} from the set S2 . These Z’s that we
have taken out will multiply with Xi and Xj depending
on whether they exist in the symmetric sum S2 or not.
Finally the two-product looks like,

The theorem above is very important to the rest of
this paper. What we have shown is that a 2-product has
minimum weight of two and a 3-product has a minimum
weight of 3 and so on, regardless of what graph you take.
This result allows us to avoid computing the full Bloch
expansion that corresponds to a given graph. We only
need to compute a certain number of terms depending on
what entanglement we expect in the state. With the n
correlation operators we can read off of any given graph,
one has to compute 2n products to get the full Bloch
expansion. But if one only
 n needs to check if the state
is
k-entangled,
since
k
≤
2 weonly need to evaluate
     
n
n
n
n
+
+
+· · ·+
≤ 2n−1 terms. So, for
0
1
2
k
1-entanglement we only need weights of 1-products to be
more than one, for 2-entanglement we only need weights
of 1-products and 2-products to be more than two, for
3-entanglement we only need weights of 1-products, 2products and 3-products to be more than three. We do
not need to evaluate any of the other terms of the Bloch
expansion when checking for 1,2 or 3. . . -entanglement in
graph states.

l∈S2 −{i,j}
Ci (S2 )

Ki × Kj = Xi (Zi )

Xj (Zj )

Y

Cj (S2 )

Zl(10)

A.

1 - entangled states:

⊗l

Where Ci (S2 ) is the cardinality of i in S2 , which means
the number of times element i appears in set S2 . So here
we have a neat way of writing a general 2-product where
each Pauli operator has a unique index. We see that
this is easily generalizable to 3-products and greater. A
general 3-product would look like,
Ki Kj Kr = Xi (Zi )Ci (S3 ) Xj (Zj )Cj (S3 )
l∈S3 −{i,j,r}

Y

Cr (S3 )

Xr (Zr )

Zl

(11)

⊗l

where S3 = Ni ⊕ Nj ⊕ Nr
The general n-product would look like,
Ki1 Ki2 . . . Kin = Xi1 (Zi1 )Ci1 (Sn ) Xi2 (Zi2 )Ci2 (Sn ) . . .
l∈Sn −{i1 ,i2 ,...,in }

Xin (Zin )Cin (Sn )

Y
⊗l

Zl

(12)

As per theorem 1 we need the correlation operators to have a weight of at least 2 (w ≥ 2) for 1entanglement. Because of theorem 2 we only need to ensure the 1-products(correlation operators) of 1-entangled
states have weight more than one. This can be easily
ensured by connecting every vertex to at least one other
vertex. So the recipe for a 1-entangled state is : Graphs
where the degree of every vertex is greater than zero are
1-entangled. If one needs to construct a 1-entangled state
with a minimum number of controlled-Z unitaries applied
to a product state, then one needs to pair off all the vertices(qubits). For an odd number of qubits, we need one
extra edge to connect the left out odd qubit with one of
the pairs(figure 2a).
n-qubit GHZ state is 1-entangled : N qubit GHZ state
is equivalent to an n qubit fully connected graph state up
to local unitary transformations [10]. A fully connected
graph is one, where every vertex is connected with an
edge each, to every other vertex as in figure 2b
Now comparing this graph with the result in the pre-
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(a) 7 qubit 1-entangled state
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FIG. 3: 5 qubit 2-entangled state

chain graph” as our ansatz and show that it is indeed 2entangled. The general form of the correlation operators
for a closed chain graph is given by
1

Ki = Zi−1 Xi Zi+1 .

2

For five qubits this ansatz gives us figure 3.
Now these are three particle terms and the i+1 and i−1
are modulo n sums so that they go in a cycle. Example
for 4 qubits, (4 + 1)mod(4) = 1 and (1 − 1)mod4 = 4.
Two-product looks like ,

(b) 4 qubit fully connected graph
state

FIG. 2: 1-entangled states

vious section, we know the GHZ state is at least 1entangled. Now we show how it is exactly 1-entangled.
Each of the correlation operators have weight n for n
qubit complete graph. Now look at the two products,
l∈S2 −{i,j}

Ki Kj = Xi (Zi )Ci (S2 ) Xj (Zj )Cj (S2 )

Y

Zl (13)

Ki Kj = Zi−1 Xi Zi+1 Zj−1 Xj Zj+1

All vertices are connected to all other vertices,
Ni ∪ {i} = Nj ∪ {j}

(14)

=⇒ S2 − {i, j} = Ni ⊕ Nj − {i, j} = φ

(15)

φ is the null set. So the weight of what’s inside the product in eqn(13) is zero. Therefore all two products of GHZ
states are two particle terms. By theorem 2 Three and
higher products have higher weights, therefore the smallest term in the Bloch expansion of the state has weight
two and hence an n qubit GHZ is exactly 1-entangled.

Ki Ki+1 = Zi−1 Yi Yi+1 Zi+2

1.

Qubit state with more than four qubits arranged in a
circular linear chain is 2-entangled

For 2- entanglement, we can start with 4-qubit systems, since smaller systems cannot have 2-entanglement
(due to the symmetry of the entropy in the two parts
after bi-partitioning as well as the fact that the maximum possible entropy of a 2n × 2n matrix is n log 2). We
take the corresponding correlation operators for a ”closed

(18)

This is a four body term
if i+2 = j, that is they are next nearest neighbours,
(19)

This is also a four body term. For 4 qubits, (i −
1)mod(4) = (i + 3)mod(4) and hence Zi−1 will square to
identity with Zi+3 and therefore, for 4 qubits, 2 product
between next nearest neighbours becomes two particle
term and hence 4 qubit state following this recipe cannot be 2-entangled. But for any qubit state above four
qubits, this cancellation due overlapping of indices from
modular addition does not take place and we again get
four particle terms. All two products other than those
between nearest neighbours and next nearest neighbours
are between correlation operators with no overlap, and
hence they give 6 particle terms,
Ki Kj = Zi−1 Xi Zi+1 Zj−1 Xj Zj+1

2 - entangled states:

(17)

If i + 1 = j, that is they are neighbours,

Ki Ki+1 = Zi−1 Xi Xi+2 Zi+3

⊗l

B.

(16)

(20)

To summarise, two products are all giving at least 4 particle terms for systems with more than 4 qubit in our
ansatz, three products and higher give at least 3 particle terms and higher due to theorem 2, and individual
correlation operators are 3 particle terms, therefore this
recipe gives us 2-entangled states.
C.

3 - entangled states:

For 3-entanglement the recipes we have constructed
involves arranging a 2n qubit state as a bilayer graph,
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FIG. 4: 3-entangled states with 6,8 and 10 qubits and their corresponding adjacency matrices. Note the two
diagonal blocks in all the matrices correspond to the fully connected sub graphs/layers and the off diagonal blocks
correspond to the one to one connections between the two layers.

with n qubits in each layer. Within a layer, all the qubits
are fully connected to one another. Between the layers,
there are edges in a one to one mapping between the two
sets of n qubits. The examples in figures 4a ,4b ,4c for
6,8 and 10 qubits might help clarify our construction.
This construction can be extended for any even number of qubits. To understand why this construction
works we need to look at the adjacency matrices(fig:4) for
these three graphs. Adjacency matrices are ubiquitous
in graph theory, for our purposes here, all we have done
is arrange the correlation operators for our 3-entangled
graphs in rows, such that the Pauli X’s are all along the
main diagonal. Note that this necessarily forms a symmetric matrix as we are considering undirected graphs
only. A ”Z” in row i and column j of the matrix denotes
that there is an edge between qubit i and qubit j. An ”I”
in row i and column j of the matrix denotes the absence
of an edge between qubit i and qubit j.
Observing the matrices in fig:4 we can see that even as
we scale up this system, there is a persistent structure to
these adjacency matrices. There are two diagonal blocks
which corresponds to each fully connected layer of the
bi-layer and the two off diagonal blocks represent the
one to one connections between the two layers. For 3entanglement we need to analyze 1-products, 2-products
and 3-products and ensure they have weight greater than
three, all higher products are necessarily four body and
higher as per theorem 2.
Now we prove how our ansatz is 3-entangled. For any
2n qubit system constructed according to our recipe, 1products all have weight n+1, where n weight comes from
connections in the plane and one from the connection be-

tween planes. Due to the symmetry of this system, there
are exactly three qualitatively ”different” 2-products and
3- products. The three different typical 2- products are,
1) 2-products where both the correlation operators belong to same layer
X Z Z . . . Z Z I I . . . I
× Z X Z . . . Z I Z I . . . I
= Y Y I . . . I Z Z I . . . I

(21)

=⇒ weight,w = 4
2) 2-products where the correlation operators are connected but belong to different layers
X Z Z . . . Z Z I I . . . I
× Z I I . . . I X Z Z . . . Z
= Y Z Z . . . Z Y Z Z . . . Z

(22)

=⇒ 2n weight.
3) 2-products where the correlation operators belong to
different layers of the bilayer graph and belong to vertices
that are not connected
X Z Z Z . . . Z Z I I I . . . I
× I Z I I . . . I Z X Z Z . . . Z (23)
= X I Z Z . . . Z I X Z Z . . . Z
=⇒ 2n − 2 weight.
The three different typical 3- products are,
1) All three correlation operators belong to same layer
X Z Z
× Z X Z
× Z Z X
= X X X
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FIG. 5: (a)25 qubit periodic lattice(torus) for 4-entangled state. Note that in this periodic lattice it is the edges
outgoing from the diagramatically opposite ends along the two independent directions that are identified to form the
torus. This is represented by the double headed arrows that represents the bonds on the edge.(b) Correlation
operators separated by distance ≥ 3 cannot overlap.(c) Two correlation operators overlapping at the lattice sites
marked yellow.The weight of the product is the number of red sites in this diagram. The reds represent the non
identity operators and the yellow dots show where the correlation operators overlap such that Z’s of same index
square to identity.(d) In this 5 × 5 lattice, note the minimum weight product of five correlation operators lies on one
of the diagonals.

=⇒ n + 3 weight.
2) Two correlation operators in one layer, third correlation operator in different layer and the corresponding
vertex is connected to one of the previous two vertices
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=⇒ n + 1 weight.
3) Two correlation operators in one layer, third correlation operator in different layer and the corresponding
vertex is NOT connected to one of the previous two correlation operators
X Z Z
× Z X Z
× I I Z
= Y Y Z
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=⇒ n + 1 weight.
The minimum weight term from the set of 1-products,
2-products and 3-products is equal to the minimum of
[(n + 1), 4, 2n, 2n − 2, (n + 3), (n + 1), (n + 1)] which is
equal to minimum of [4, (2n − 2), (n + 1)]. For n ≥ 3 this
minimum is 4. That is any 2n qubit system with n ≥ 3
that follows this bilayer construction is 3-entangled.
D.

4 - entangled states:

Consider a 2D lattice graph state as shown in fig 5 with
periodic boundary conditions imposed along both the independent directions hence forming a torus like geometry.
We claim that all such 2D lattice graphs with lattice dimensions more than 5×5 are 4-entangled. All correlation
operators (which are nothing but 1-products) has weight

= 5 for such a graph, as each lattice site in the graph
has four neighbours. Therefore the maximum entanglement that we can expect from this arrangement is 4 ln 2.
By theorem 1 we need to find out the minimum weights
of 2-products, 3-products and 4-products to confirm this
4 ln 2 entanglement. If we consider k correlation operators that are far apart(they have no overlapping vertices
in the graph), the weight of such a k-product will be 5k.
Like in figure 5 (b)with two correlation operators that
are three distance [24] apart.
What can reduce the weight of a k-product from 5k is
vertices common between multiple correlation operators.
These common vertices correspond to Z operators with
the same index squaring to Identity(I). For correlation operators to have common vertices, the distance
between them along this lattice graph needs to be at
most 2. So when attempting to evaluate the minimum
k-product we need to consider all configurations of k operators such that they are all within two distance of each
other. Weight of 2-product = 2 × 5 − θ × 2, θ =number
of overlapping vertices. In the 2D lattice it is possible
to exhaustively show that the best way to arrange a 2product to get minimum weight is to place them diagonal
to each other(figure 5(c)).
This produces two overlaps and so the weight is 10 −
4 = 6. This extends for 3-products, 4-products and so
on. That is, the minimum 3-product consists of the product of three correlation operators along the same diagonal, the minimum 4-product consists of the product of
four correlation operators along the same diagonal and
so on. The minimum k-product will involve k correlation operators along a diagonal. If k is less than both
lattice dimensions then there will be 2(k − 1) overlaps
or a reduction of 4(k − 1) weight. Therefore the minimum k-product has weight = 5k − 4(k − 1) = k + 4.
Since k ≥ 1, the minimum weight of 1-product= 5 ≤2-

8
product≤3-product and so on and so forth. Now we need
to evaluate what minimum size of the lattice will allow
4-entangled states. Consider a k-product organized along
a diagonal where k = min(l, m) where l,m are the number of vertices along the two independent directions, this
gives us two more overlaps(−4 weight) and therefore the
weight is k + 4 − 4 = k like in figure 5(d).

IV.

CONCLUSION:

We constructed 1, 2, 3 and 4-entangled states from
graph states. Since the structure of a graph state can
tell us what quantum circuit can be used to construct
the state starting from a product state [25], hence our
findings provides a series of explicit recipes to construct
these states starting from product states.
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[23] M. Hajdušek and M. Murao, Direct evaluation of pure
graph state entanglement, New Journal of Physics 15,
013039 (2013).
[24] The distance between two vertices on a graph is equal to
the number of edges on any of the shortest paths between
the two vertices.
[25] The qubit at each vertex is initially prepared in state
√1 (|0i+|1i). An edge between vertex i and j corresponds
2
to a controlled-Z gate acting between qubits i and j[10].

