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I. Introduction

Information plays important roles in thermodynamics [1–3]. Work extraction is a significant aspect in thermodynam-
ics, while quantum correlations are the basic resources in quantum information processing tasks. Their connections
have been extensively studied [4–13].
Extracting work from quantum systems has gained renewed interest in quantum thermodynamics [14, 15]. In [16],

the authors addressed the concept of ergotropy: the maximum work that can be gained from a quantum state with
respect to some reference Hamiltonian and a cyclical unitary transformations. The maximum extractable work can be
naturally divided into two parts: the local contribution from each subsystems, named local ergotropy, and the global
contribution originating from correlations among the subsystems, named global ergotropy [17]. The work that can
be extracted is proportional to the quantum mutual information under the global operations of the subsystems [6, 9].
As the extractable work under cyclic local interaction is strictly less than that obtained under global interaction,
the presence of quantum correlations among the subsystems may result in non-vanishing ergotropic gap for the case
of non-degenerate energy subspace [18]. This fact brings a new insight in the quantum-to-classical transition in
thermodynamics.
As an essential kind of correlations, quantum entanglement plays an important role in quantum teleportation,

quantum cryptography, quantum dense coding, quantum secret sharing and the development of quantum computer
[19–26]. Distinguishing quantum entangled states from separable ones is of the significant but difficult problems
in the theory of quantum entanglement. Numerous entanglement criteria have been proposed, such as the positive
partial transpose (PPT) criterion [27, 28], realignment criteria [29–31], correlation matrix or tensor criteria [32–35],
covariance matrix criteria [36, 37], entanglement witnesses [28, 38], separability criteria via measurements [39] and so
on. In [40], Mir Alimuddin et al. presented a separability criterion (the operational thermodynamic criterion) based
on the evaluation of ergotropic gap of bipartite systems.
In this paper, we focus on the thermodynamic quantity ergotropic gap, given by the difference between the global

ergotropy and local ergotropy associated with the tripartite quantum system. We present an upper bound on the
ergotropic gap for arbitrary dimensional tripartite separable states. The bound presents a sufficient criteria for the
entanglement of tripartite states.

II. Bounds on the ergotropic gap of tripartite separable states

Consider a d × d × d tripartite state ρABC ∈ D{HA ⊗ HB ⊗ HC}, where HX(X = A,B,C) denotes the Hilbert
space corresponding to the subsystem X and D(X) denotes the set of density operator acting on Hilbert space

X. The subsystem X is governed by the local Hamiltonian HX =
d−1
∑

j=0

j E|j〉〈j|, where j E and |j〉 are the jth

energy eigenvalue and eigenvector of HX , respectively. The total non-interacting global Hamiltonian is HABC =
HA⊗IB ⊗IC +IA⊗HB⊗IC +IA⊗IB ⊗HC , where IX denotes the identity operator acting on the Hilbert space HX .
Under a cyclic Hamiltonian process, a time-dependent unitary operation U(τ) = −→exp

(

−i~
∫ τ

0
dt [HABC + V (t)]

)

can

be applied, which −→exp denotes the time-ordered exponential and V (t) denotes a time-dependent interaction among
the subsystems. The work extraction from an isolated tripartite system under such a process is the change in average
energy of the system, with the form We = Tr((ρABC − UρABCU

†)HABC). Within this framework, the maximum
work, extracted from the isolated tripartite state ρABC by transforming it to the corresponding passive state ρpABC ,
is defined below in (1).
The maximum extractable work, called global ergotropy, is defined by

Wg
e = max

U∈L(HA⊗HB⊗HC)
Tr((ρABC − UρABCU

†)HABC)

= Tr(ρABCHABC)− min
U∈L(HA⊗HB⊗HC)

Tr(UρABCU
†HABC)

= Tr(ρABCHABC)− Tr(ρpABCHABC),

(1)

where L(X ′) denotes the set of all bounded linear operators on the Hilbert space X ′ and ρpABC is the passive state
with Hamiltonian HABC for system ABC, from which no work can be extracted, of the form ρpABC =

∑

j ρj |j〉〈j| with
ρj+1 6 ρj . ρABC and ρpABC have the same spectrum, and therefore there exists a unitary operator U transforming
the former to the latter.
The total achievable work, called local ergotropy, is given by

W l
e = WA

e +WB
e +WC

e , (2)
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where WA
e , WB

e and WC
e are the maximum local extractable works from systems A, B and C, respectively,

WA
e = Tr(ρABCHA ⊗ IB ⊗ IC)− min

U∈L(HA)
Tr((UA ⊗ IB ⊗ IC)ρABC(UA ⊗ IB ⊗ IC)

†HA ⊗ IB ⊗ IC)

= Tr(ρABCHA ⊗ IB ⊗ IC)− Tr(ρpAHA),
(3)

and, similarly, WB
e = Tr(ρABCIA ⊗HB ⊗ IC)−Tr(ρpBHB), WC

e = Tr(ρABCIA ⊗ IB ⊗HC)−Tr(ρpCHC) with ρ
p
A, ρ

p
B

and ρpC the passive states associated with the subsystems A, B and C, respectively. Hence,

W l
e = Tr(ρABCHABC)−

{

Tr(ρpAHA) + Tr(ρpBHB) + Tr(ρpCHC)
}

. (4)

The difference between the global ergotropy and the local ergotropy is called the ergotropic gap ∆EG,

∆EG = Wg
e −W l

e =
{

Tr(ρpAHA) + Tr(ρpBHB) + Tr(ρpCHC)
}

− Tr(ρpABCHABC). (5)

Indeed, ∆EG ≥ 0 as global unitary operations are capable of extracting work from subsystems as well as from
correlations among the subsystems. Clearly the ergotropic gap depends on various kinds of correlations presented in
a tripartite quantum system. It is generally a challenging problem to compute ∆EG analytically. In the following we
derive analytic upper bounds of the ergotropic gap.

Theorem 1. Consider a d×d×d tripartite state ρABC with spectrum λ(ρABC) = {x0, x1, · · · , xd3−1} in nonincreasing

order. Let the subsystems be governed by the same Hamiltonian HA = HB = HC =
d−1
∑

j=0

j E|j〉〈j|. If ρABC is separable,

then the ergotropic gap is bounded by

∆EG ≤ min
{

(Y − Z)E,M(d)E
}

, (6)

where

Y = 3

d−1
∑

i=0

ixi + 3(d− 1)

d3−1
∑

i=d

xi,

Z =

d−1
∑

i=1

i

(i+1)(i+2)
2 −1
∑

j′
i
=0

xDi+j′
i
+

d−1
∑

i=1

(d−1+i)

(d+i)(d+i+1)
2 − 3

2 i(i+1)−1
∑

k′

i
=0

xDd+i−1−3Di−1+k′

i
+

d−1
∑

i=1

(2d−2+i)

(d−i)(d−i+1)
2 −1
∑

l′
i
=0

xD−Dd−i+l′
i
,

and

D =
(2d− 1)2d(2d+ 1)

6
− (d− 1)d(d+ 1)

3
,

Di =
i(i+ 1)(i+ 2)

6
,

M(d) =
3(d− 1)

2
− l

d
[
l3 + 2l2 − 5l+ 2

8
+m+ 1].

The integers l and m are uniquely determined by the constraint (l−1)(l+1)(l+2)
6 +m = d− 1, where 0 ≤ m ≤ (l+1)(l+2)

2 .

Proof: Let the spectra of the reduced sub-states ρA, ρB and ρC be λ(ρA) = {p0, p1, · · · , pd−1}, λ(ρB) =
{q0, q1, · · · , qd−1} and λ(ρC) = {r0, r1, · · · , rd−1}, respectively. Without loss of generality, we assume that the
spectra are arranged in nonincreasing order.
i) Proof of ∆EG ≤ (Y − Z)E
From (5), the ergotropy gap of the system can be written in the following form:

∆EG =

d−1
∑

i=0

i(pi + qi + ri)E − Tr(ρpABCHABC), (7)
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where the first three terms are the local passive state energies of subsystems A, B and C, respectively, and the last
term is the global passive state energy.

A state ρ is said to be majorized by a state σ, λ(ρ) ≺ λ(σ), if
k
∑

i=1

p↓i ≤
k
∑

i=1

q↓i for 1 ≤ k ≤ n− 1 and
n
∑

i=1

p↓i =
n
∑

i=1

q↓i ,

where λ(ρ) ≡ {p↓i } and λ(σ) ≡ {q↓i } are the spectra of ρ and σ, respectively, arranged in nonincreasing order. By
convention one appends zeros to make the two vectors λ(ρ) and λ(σ) have the same dimensions. From the Nielsen-
Kempe separability criterion [41], if ρABC is separable, one has λ(ρA) ≻ λ(ρABC) ∧ λ(ρB) ≻ λ(ρABC) ∧
λ(ρC) ≻ λ(ρABC). Namely, e.g. for ρA,

p0 ≥ x0, p0 + p1 ≥ x0 + x1, · · · , p0 + · · ·+ pi ≥ x0 + · · ·+ xi, · · · ,
d−2
∑

i=0

pi ≥
d−2
∑

i=0

xi, · · · ,
d3−2
∑

i=0

pi ≥
d3−2
∑

i=0

xi,

d−1
∑

i=0

pi =

d3−1
∑

i=0

pi =

d3−1
∑

i=0

xi,
(8)

by substituting pi for qi and ri, similar results are obtained for ρB and ρC , respectively.
Subtracting the last term by 1st term, 2nd term, · · · , (d3 − 1)-th term in (8), respectively, we get

d−1
∑

i=1

pi ≤
d3−1
∑

i=1

xi,

d−1
∑

i=2

pi ≤
d3−1
∑

i=2

xi, · · · ,

d−1
∑

i=j

pi ≤
d3−1
∑

i=j

xi, · · · , pd−1 ≤
d3−1
∑

i=d−1

xi.

(9)

Similar inequalities can be obtained for ρB and ρC , respectively.
Summing over the above inequalities for ρA, ρB and ρC , we obtain

d−1
∑

i=0

i(pi + qi+ri) ≤ 3

d−1
∑

i=0

ixi + 3(d− 1)

d3−1
∑

i=d

xi. (10)

From (10) into (7), we get the bound of the ergotropic gap,

∆EG ≤ 3

d−1
∑

i=0

ixiE + 3(d− 1)

d3−1
∑

i=d

xiE − Tr(ρpABCHABC) , (Y − Z)E, (11)

where Y ≡ 3
d−1
∑

i=0

ixi + 3(d− 1)
d3−1
∑

i=d

xi and ZE = Tr(ρpABCHABC).

To evaluate ZE = Tr(ρpABCHABC) = min
U∈L(HA⊗HB⊗HC)

Tr(UρABCU
†HABC), note that the total non-interacting

global Hamiltonian

HABC = HA ⊗ IB ⊗ IC + IA ⊗HB ⊗ IC + IA ⊗ IB ⊗HC

= diag{0, · · · , d− 1}E ⊗ diag{1, · · · , 1} ⊗ diag{1, · · · , 1}+ diag{1, · · · , 1} ⊗ diag{0, · · · , d− 1}E
⊗ diag{1, · · · , 1}+ diag{1, · · · , 1} ⊗ diag{1, · · · , 1} ⊗ diag{0, · · · , d− 1}E
= diag{0, · · · , d− 1, · · · , d− 1, · · · , 2d− 2, · · · , d− 1, · · · , 2d− 2, · · · , 2d− 2, · · · , 3d− 3}E.

(12)

To obtain the minimum value, we need to designate the corresponding spectrum of the passive state ρpABC :
Energy 0: x0 → |000〉.
Energy 1: x1 → |100〉; x2 → |010〉; x3 → |001〉.
Energy 2: x4 → |200〉; x5 → |110〉; x6 → |020〉; x7 → |011〉; x8 → |002〉; x9 → |101〉.
Energy 3: x10 → |300〉; x11 → |210〉; x12 → |120〉; x13 → |030〉; x14 → |021〉; x15 → |012〉; x16 → |003〉; x17 →

|102〉; x18 → |201〉; x19 → |111〉.
· · · .
Energy i: x i(i+1)(i+2)

6

, xDi
→ |i00〉; xDi+1 → |(i − 1)10〉; · · · ; xDi+i → |0i0〉, xDi+i+1 → |0(i− 1)1〉; · · · ;

xDi+2i → |00i〉; · · · ; xDi+j′
i
→ |j′i1j′i2j′i3〉; · · · ; xDi+1−1, where 0 ≤ j′i ≤ (i+1)(i+2)

2 − 1 and j′i1 + j′i2 + j′i3 = i.
· · · .
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Energy d−1: xDd−1
→ |(d−1)00〉; xDd−1+1 → |(d−2)10〉; · · · ;xDd−1+j′

d−1
→ |j′(d−1)1j

′
(d−1)2j

′
(d−1)3〉; · · · ; xDd−1,

where 0 ≤ j′d−1 ≤ d(d+1)
2 − 1 and j′(d−1)1 + j′(d−1)2 + j′(d−1)3 = d− 1.

Energy d: xDd
→ |(d − 1)10〉; xDd+1 → |(d − 2)20〉; · · · ; xDd+k′

1
→ |k′11k′12k′13〉; · · · ; x

Dd+
(d+1)(d+2)

2 − 3
2 (1×2)

=

xDd+1−3D1−1, where 0 ≤ k′1 ≤ (d+1)(d+2)
2 − 3

2 (1× 2)− 1 and k′11 + k′12 + k′13 = d with k′11, k
′
12, k

′
13 ≤ d− 1.

· · · .
Energy d + i − 1: xDd+i−1−3Di−1 → |(d − 1)i0〉; xDd+i−1−3Di−1+1 → |(d − 2)(i + 1)0〉; · · · ;xDd+i−1−3Di−1+k′

i
→

|k′i1k′i2k′i3〉; · · · ; xDd+i−3Di−1, where 0 ≤ k′i ≤ (d+i)(d+i+1)
2 − 3

2 i(i + 1) − 1 and k′i1 + k′i2 + k′i3 = d + i − 1 with
k′i1, k

′
i2, k

′
i3 ≤ d− 1.

· · · .
Energy 2d − 2: xD2d−2−3Dd−2

→ |(d − 1)(d − 1)0〉; xD2d−2−3Dd−2+1 → |(d − 2)d0〉; · · · ;xD2d−2−3Dd−2+k′

d−1
→

|k′(d−1)1k
′
(d−1)2k

′
(d−1)3〉; · · · ; xD2d−1−3Dd−1−1, where 0 ≤ k′d−1 ≤ (2d−1)2d

2 − 3
2 (d− 1)× d− 1 and k′(d−1)1 + k′(d−1)2 +

k′(d−1)3 = 2d− 2 with k′(d−1)1, k
′
(d−1)2, k

′
(d−1)3 ≤ d− 1.

Energy 2d− 1: xD2d−1−3Dd−1
, xD−Dd−1

→ |(d− 1)(d− 1)1〉; xD−Dd−1+1 → |(d− 2)(d− 1)2〉; · · · ;xD−Dd−1+l′1
→

|l′11l′12l′13〉; · · · ; xD−Dd−2−1, where D = (2d−1)2d(2d+1)
6 − (d−1)d(d+1)

3 , 0 ≤ l′1 ≤ (d−1)d
2 − 1 and l′11 + l′12 + l′13 = 2d− 1

with l′11, l
′
12, l

′
13 ≤ d− 1.

· · · .
Energy 2d + i − 2: xD−Dd−i

→ |(d − 1)(d − 1)i〉; xD−Dd−i+1 → |(d − 2)(d − 1)(i + 1)〉; · · · ;xD−Dd−i+l′
i
→

|l′i1l′i2l′i3〉; · · · ; xD−Dd−i−1−1, where 0 ≤ l′i ≤ (d−i)(d−i+1)
2 − 1 and l′i1 + l′i2 + l′i3 = 2d+ i− 2 with l′i1, l

′
i2, l

′
i3 ≤ d− 1.

· · · .
Energy 3d− 3: xd3−1 → |(d− 1)(d− 1)(d− 1)〉.
For convenience, we give a diagram to represent the above specification for the corresponding spectrum of the

passive state ρpABC . In this diagram, elements in each row have the same energy, as follows:

































































0 x0
1 x1 · · · x3
...

...
i xDi

· · · xDi+j′
i

· · · xDi+1−1

...
...

d− 1 xDd−1
· · · · · · · · · xDd−1

d xDd
· · · · · · · · · · · · xDd+1−3D1−1

...
...

d+ i− 1 xDd+i−1−3Di−1 · · · · · · xDd+i−1−3Di−1+k′

i
· · · · · · xDd+i−3Di−1

...
...

2d− 2 xD2d−2−3Dd−2
· · · · · · · · · · · · xD2d−1−3Dd−1−1

2d− 1 xD−Dd−1
· · · · · · · · · xD−Dd−2−1

...
...

2d+ i− 2 xD−Dd−i
· · · xD−Dd−i+l′

i
· · · xD−Dd−i−1−1

...
...

3d− 3 xd3−1

































































.

(13)

Therefore,

ZE = Tr(ρpABCHABC)

=
d−1
∑

i=1

iE

(i+1)(i+2)
2 −1
∑

j′
i
=0

xDi+j′
i
+

d−1
∑

i=1

(d− 1 + i)E

(d+i)(d+i+1)
2 − 3

2 i(i+1)−1
∑

k′

i
=0

xDd+i−1−3Di−1+k′

i

+
d−1
∑

i=1

(2d− 2 + i)E

(d−i)(d−i+1)
2 −1
∑

l′
i
=0

xD−Dd−i+l′
i
,

(14)
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where the last three terms in (14) correspond to the spectra {x0, x1, · · · , xDd−1}, {xDd
, · · · , xD2d−1−3Dd−1−1} and

{xD−Dd−1
= xD2d−1−3Dd−1

, · · · , xd3−1}, respectively.
Substituting (14) in (11), we get

∆EG ≤
(

3
d−1
∑

i=0

ixi + 3(d− 1)
d3−1
∑

i=d

xi −
d−1
∑

i=1

i

(i+1)(i+2)
2 −1
∑

j′
i
=0

xDi+j′
i

−
d−1
∑

i=1

(d− 1 + i)

(d+i)(d+i+1)
2 − 3

2 i(i+1)−1
∑

k′

i
=0

xDd+i−1−3Di−1+k′

i
−

d−1
∑

i=1

(2d− 2 + i)

(d−i)(d−i+1)
2 −1
∑

l′
i
=0

xD−Dd−i+l′
i

)

E,

(15)

which proves ∆EG ≤ (Y − Z)E.
ii) Proof of ∆EG ≤M(d)E
Similar to the approach used in [40], we rewrite (7) as,

∆EG =
d−1
∑

i=0

i(pi + qi + ri)E −
l−1
∑

i=1

iE

(i+1)(i+2)
2 −1
∑

k′=0

rDi+k′ − lE
m
∑

k′=0

rDl+k′

+

l−1
∑

i=1

iE

(i+1)(i+2)
2 −1
∑

k′=0

rDi+k′ + lE

m
∑

k′=0

rDl+k′ − Tr(ρpABCHABC),

(16)

where l and m are integers determined uniquely by the constraint

Di +m =
l(l+ 1)(l + 2)

6
+m = d− 1, 0 ≤ m ≤ (l + 1)(l + 2)

2
. (17)

Replacing pi with ri in (9), we obviously have

l−1
∑

i=1

iE

(i+1)(i+2)
2 −1
∑

k′=0

rDi+k′ + lE

m
∑

k′=0

rDl+k′ ≤
l−1
∑

i=1

iE

(i+1)(i+2)
2 −1
∑

k′=0

xDi+k′ + lE

m
∑

k′=0

xDl+k′ . (18)

Putting the expressions of (14) and (18) into (16), we get

∆EG ≤
d−1
∑

i=0

i(pi + qi + ri)E −
l−1
∑

i=1

iE

(i+1)(i+2)
2 −1
∑

k′=0

rDi+k′ − lE

m
∑

k′=0

rDl+k′ +

l−1
∑

i=1

iE

(i+1)(i+2)
2 −1
∑

k′=0

xDi+k′

+ lE

m
∑

k′=0

xDl+k′ −
[ d−1
∑

i=1

iE

(i+1)(i+2)
2 −1
∑

j′
i
=0

xDi+j′
i
+

d−1
∑

i=1

(d− 1 + i)E

(d+i)(d+i+1)
2 − 3

2 i(i+1)−1
∑

k′

i
=0

xDd+i−1−3Di−1+k′

i

+
d−1
∑

i=1

(2d− 2 + i)E

(d−i)(d−i+1)
2 −1
∑

l′
i
=0

xD−Dd−i+l′
i

]

.

(19)

Note that

d−1
∑

i=0

iriE −
l−1
∑

i=1

iE

(i+1)(i+2)
2 −1
∑

k′=0

rDi+k′ − lE

m
∑

k′=0

rDl+k′ =

l(l+1)(l+2)
6 −1
∑

i=1

(i− l′)riE +

d−1
∑

i= l(l+1)(l+2)
6

(i− l)riE, (20)

where (l′,m′) are determined by i = l′(l′+1)(l′+2)
6 +m′, 0 ≤ m′ ≤ (l′+1)(l′+2)

2 . Substituting (20) in (19), we have

∆EG ≤
d−1
∑

i=0

ipiE +

d−1
∑

i=0

iqiE +

l(l+1)(l+2)
6 −1
∑

i=1

(i − l′)riE +

d−1
∑

i= l(l+1)(l+2)
6

(i− l)riE − δE, (21)
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where

δ ,

[ d−1
∑

i=1

i

(i+1)(i+2)
2 −1
∑

j′
i
=0

xDi+j′
i
+

d−1
∑

i=1

(d− 1 + i)

(d+i)(d+i+1)
2 − 3

2 i(i+1)−1
∑

k′

i
=0

xDd+i−1−3Di−1+k′

i

+

d−1
∑

i=1

(2d− 2 + i)

(d−i)(d−i+1)
2 −1
∑

l′
i
=0

xD−Dd−i+l′
i

]

−
( l−1
∑

i=1

i

(i+1)(i+2)
2 −1
∑

k′=0

xDi+k′ + l

m
∑

k′=0

xDl+k′

)

≥ 0.

(22)

Maximizing the right hand side of (21) we have min(δ) = 0, pi = qi = ri = 1/d for i = 1, ..., d− 1, and

∆EG ≤M(d)E =

(

d− 1

2
+
d− 1

2
+
d− 1

2
− 1

d

l−1
∑

i=1

i
(i+ 1)(i+ 2)

2
− l(m+ 1)

d

)

E

=

(

3(d− 1)

2
− l

d

( l3 + 2l2 − 5l+ 2

8
+m+ 1

)

)

E.

(23)

Altogether we have ∆EG ≤ min
{

(Y − Z)E,M(d)E
}

.

From the Theorem, we have the following separability criterion

Corollary 1. A tripartite state ρABC is entangled if

∆EG > min
{

(Y − Z)E,M(d)E
}

. (24)

In particular, for three-qubit case, the reduced states are just qubit ones. The local qubit systems are governed
by the same two-energy levels Hamiltonian H = E|1〉〈1|. For separable three-qubit states ρABC with the spectrum
{x0, x1, · · · , x7} in nonincreasing order, the ergotropy gap is bounded by

∆EG ≤ min
{

[2(x1 + x2 + x3) + x4 + x5 + x6]E,E
}

. (25)

Let us consider several examples.

Example 1. The superposition of W and GHZ states [42]: |ψ〉 =
√
p|GHZ〉 + √

1− p|W 〉, 0 ≤ p ≤ 1, where

|GHZ〉 = 1√
2
(|000〉 + |111〉) and |W 〉 = 1√

3
(|100〉 + |010〉 + |001〉). For this state, we have ∆EG =

3−
√

1+4p−5p2

2 E,

Y − Z = 0 and M(d) = 1. From (24) we have that |ψ〉 is entangled for 0 ≤ p ≤ 1.
The entanglement criterion for GHZ states [26] claims that any separable 3-qubit state ρ satisfies the following

inequalities

| 〈A1〉ρ ± 〈A2〉ρ + 〈A3〉ρ |≤ 1, | 〈A1〉ρ ± 〈A2〉ρ − 〈A3〉ρ |≤ 1,

where A1 = σx⊗σx⊗σx, A2 = I⊗σz ⊗σz, A3 = σy ⊗σy ⊗σx, and 〈Ai〉ρ = Tr(ρAi). The inequalities may be violated

by entangled states. It has been shown that |ψ〉 is entangled for 2
5 < p ≤ 1.

And the entanglement criterion for W states [26] claims that any separable 3-qubit state ρ satisfies the following
inequalities

| 〈B1〉ρ ± 〈B2〉ρ + 〈B3〉ρ |≤ 1, | 〈B1〉ρ ± 〈B2〉ρ − 〈B3〉ρ |≤ 1,

where B1 = I ⊗σx ⊗σx, B2 = I ⊗σy ⊗σy , B3 = σz ⊗ σz ⊗ σz, and 〈Bi〉ρ = Tr(ρBi). The inequalities may be violated

by entangled states. It has been shown that |ψ〉 can be identified as an entangled state for 0 ≤ p < 4
7 . It is obvious

that our result is an improvement.

Example 2. The GHZ state mixed with a colored noise [43, 44],

ρ =
p

2
(|000〉〈000|+ |111〉〈111|) + (1− p)|GHZ〉〈GHZ|, 0 ≤ p ≤ 1.

For this state, we have ∆EG =
(

3
2 − p

2

)

E, Y − Z = p and M(d) = 1. Therefore ρABC is entangled for p < 1, which
is the same result obtained in [26].

Example 3. The GHZ state mixed with the white noise,

ρ = (1 − p)
I

8
+ p|GHZ〉〈GHZ|, 0 ≤ p ≤ 1.

For this state, we have ∆EG = 3
2pE, Y − Z = 9

8 (1 − p) and M(d) = 1. Hence ρABC is entangled for p > 3
7 , as the

result obtained in [45, 46].
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III. Conclusion

We have investigated the ergotropic gap, the difference between the global ergotropy and local ergotropy for tri-
partite systems. The upper bounds of the ergotropic gap have been analytically derived. The violation of the bound
provides a sufficient criterion for entanglement. The ergotropic gap is tightly related to the work extraction and
correlations among the subsystems. Our results may highlight further studies on ergotropic gaps for multipartite
systems the detection of bi-separability and the genuine multipartite entanglement.
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