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Com plem entarity wasoriginally introduced asaqualitativeconceptforthediscussion ofproperties

ofquantum m echanicalobjects that are classically incom patible. M ore recently,com plem entarity

has becom e a quantitative relation between classically incom patible properties,such as visibility

ofinterference fringesand "which-way" inform ation,butalso between purely quantum m echanical

properties,such as m easures ofentanglem ent. W e discuss di�erent com plem entarity relations for

system sof2-,3-,orn qubits.Using nuclearm agneticresonancetechniques,wehaveexperim entally

veri�ed som e ofthese com plem entarity relationsin a two-qubitsystem .

PACS num bers:03.65.Ta,03.65.U d,76.60.-k

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Com plem entarity is one of the m ost characteristic

properties of quantum m echanics, which distinguishes

the quantum world from the classical one. In 1927,

Bohr[1]�rst reviewed this subject, observing that the

wave-and particle-likebehaviorsofa quantum m echani-

calobjectarem utually exclusivein a singleexperim ent,

and referred to this as com plem entarity. Probably the

m ost popular representation of Bohr com plem entarity

is the ‘wave-particle duality’[2, 3], which is closely re-

lated to thelong-standingdebateoverthenatureoflight

[4]. This type of com plem entarity is often illustrated

by m eans oftwo-way interferom eters: A classicalpar-

ticle can take only one path,while a classicalwave can

pass through both paths and therefore display interfer-

encefringeswhen the two partialwavesarerecom bined.

Depending on their state,quantum m echanicalsystem s

(quantons) can behave like particles (go along a single

path),like waves (show interference),or rem ain in be-

tween theseextrem ecasesby exhibiting particle-aswell

aswave-likebehavior.Thiscan bequanti�ed by thepre-

dictabilityP ,which speci�estheprobabilitythatthesys-

tem willgo along a speci�c path,and the visibility V of

the interference fringes after recom bination ofthe two

partialwaves,which quanti�esthe wavelikebehavior.A

quantitative expression for the com plem entarity is the

inequality [5,6,7,8,9,10]

P
2 + V

2
� 1; (1)

which statesthatthem oreparticle-likeasystem behaves,

the lesspronounced the wave-likebehaviorbecom es.

In com posite system s, consisting of two (or m ore)

quantons,itispossible to optim ize the \which-way" in-

form ation of one particle: one �rst perform s an ideal

projective m easurem ent on the second particle. By an

appropriate choice ofthe m easurem ent observable,one

can then m axim izethepredictability forthe�rstpartial

system . Thisoptim ized property,which iscalled distin-

guishability D ,obeys a sim ilar inequality [5,6,7,8,9,

10]:

D
2 + V

2
� 1: (2)

Forpurestates,the lim iting equality holds,

D
2 + V

2 = 1; (3)

while the inequality holds for m ixed states. This is-

sue has been experim entally investigated in the con-

text ofinterferom etric experim ents,using a wide range

ofphysicalobjects including photons[11],electrons[12],

neutrons[13],atom s[14]and nuclear spins in a bulk en-

sem ble with nuclear m agnetic resonance (NM R) tech-

niques[15,16].

In system sofstrongly correlated pairsofparticles,itis

often usefulto considerparticlepairsascom positeparti-

cleswith an independentidentity.Such com positeparti-

clesthatconsistofidenticalparticlesincludepairsofelec-

trons(Cooperpairs)and photon pairs[17]. M any inter-

esting phenom ena,such as superconductivity,are m uch

easierto understand in term softhe com posite particles

than in term s ofthe individualparticles. Suitable ex-

perim ents,such as two-photon interference [17,18]can

m easurepropertiesofthecom positeparticles.Theseex-

perim ents m ade it possible to quantify the \com posite-

ness" ofa two-particlestate.Extrem ecasesareproduct

states,which show no signalin two-particle interference

experim ents,whilem axim ally entangled statesm axim ize

thetwo-particlevisibility butshow vanishing visibility in

experim ents testing the interference ofindividualparti-

cles [19]. Between these extrem es lies a continuum of

statesforwhich the com plem entarity relation

V
2

k
+ V

2

12
� 1;(k = 1;2) (4)

holds,which isvalid forbipartitepurestates[9,20].Here,

Vk isthesingle-particlevisibility forparticlek,whileV12
represents the two-particle visibility. This interm ediate

regim eofthe com plem entarity relation ofone-and two-

photon interference has only recently been experim en-

tally dem onstrated in a Young’s double-slit experim ent

by Abouraddy etal.[21].

http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0507183v2
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From a quantum inform ation theoretic pointofview,

com posite quantum system s involve inevitably the con-

cept ofentanglem ent,which is a uniquely quantum re-

sourcewith no classicalcounterpart.Doesentanglem ent

constitute a physicalfeature ofquantum system s that

can be incorporated into the principle ofcom plem entar-

ity? Som e authors have explored this question and ob-

tained som e im portant results,such as the com plem en-

taritiesbetween distinguishability and entanglem ent[22],

between coherenceand entanglem ent[23]and between lo-

caland nonlocalinform ation[24]etc.Additionally,som e

com plem entarity relations in n-qubit pure system s are

also observed such as the relationships between m ulti-

partite entanglem ent and m ixedness for specialclasses

ofn-qubit system s[25],and between the single particle

propertiesand the n bipartite entanglem entsin an arbi-

trary pure stateofn qubits[26].

M orerecently,Jakob and Bergou[27]derived ageneral-

ized duality relation between bipartiteand singlepartite

propertiesforan arbitrarypurestateoftwoqubits,which

in som e sense accountsform any previousresults. They

showed thatan arbitrary norm alized pure state j�iofa

two-qubitsystem satis�esthe expression[27]:

C
2 + V

2

k + P
2

k = 1: (5)

Herethe concurrenceC [28,29]isde�ned by

C (j�i)�

�
�
�h�j

�

�
(1)

y 
 �
(2)

y

�

j� �
i

�
�
� (6)

asa m easure ofentanglem ent. �
(k)
y isthe y com ponent

ofthe Paulioperator on qubit k and j� �i is the com -

plex conjugate ofj�i. The concurrence is a bipartite

quantity,which quanti�esquantum nonlocalcorrelations

ofthe system and istaken asa m easure ofthe bipartite

characterofthe com positesystem .The com plem ent

S
2

k = V
2

k + P
2

k (7)

com bines the single-particle fringe visibility Vk and the

predictability Pk. Thisquantity isinvariantunderlocal

unitary transform ations(though Vk and Pk arenot),and

isthereforetaken asaquantitativem easureofthesingle-

particle characterofqubitk.

Sincethetwo-particlevisibility isequalto theconcur-

rence,V12 � C [27],we can rewriteEq.(5)as

V
2

12 + V
2

k + P
2

k = 1; (k = 1;2): (8)

Thisturnstheinequality (4)into an equality and identi-

�esthe m issing quantity asthe predictability Pk.

Forpurebipartitesystem s,an equation sim ilarto Eq.

(3)holds,D 2
k + V 2

k = 1. Here,the index k = 1;2 refers

to thedi�erentparticlesastheinterfering objectsin the

bipartitesystem .Com biningthiswith Eq.(5),weobtain

D
2

k = P
2

k + C
2
: (9)

Apparently,D k containsboth thea prioriW W inform a-

tion Pk and the additionalinform ation encoded in the

quantum correlation to an additionalquantum system

which serves as the possible inform ation storage. This

quantum correlation can be m easured by the concur-

rence. This reveals explicitly that quantum correlation

canhelp tooptim izetheinform ationthatcanbeobtained

from a suitablem easurem ent;withoutentanglem ent,the

availableW W inform ation islim ited to thea prioriW W

knowledgePk.

For m ixed states, a weaker statem ent for the com -

plem entarity (5) is found in the form ofan inequality

C 2 + V 2
k + P 2

k � 1. However,there is no correspond-

ing inequality for the two-particle visibility V12 in the

m ixed two-particle sourcesbecause itisvery di�cultto

geta clearand de�niteexpression forV12 and thedirect

relation between concurrence and two-particle visibility

ceasesto existform ixed states[27].

In thispaper,wegiveaproof-of-principleexperim ental

dem onstration ofthe com plem entarities(3),(5)and (8)

in a two-qubitsystem . In addition,we extend the com -

plem entarity relation (5) to m ulti-qubit system s. The

rem ainderofthepaperisorganized asfollows:In SecII,

we introduce NM R interferom etry asa toolform easur-

ing visibilitiesand which-way inform ation. Sec. IIIand

Sec. IV discussm easurem entsofthe visibilitiesand the

"which-way" inform ation in purebipartitesystem s.Sec.

V isan experim entalinvestigation ofthe com plem entar-

ity relation for a pure bipartite system on the basis of

liquid-state NM R.For this purpose,we express the en-

tanglem ent(concurrence)in term sofdirectly m easurable

quantities:the two-particlevisibility V12 and the distin-

guishability D k.Thisallowsusto testtwo interferom et-

ric com plem entarities (8) and (3) by speci�c num erical

exam ples. In section VI we generalize the com plem en-

tarity relation (5) to m ulti-qubit system s. A quantita-

tive com plem entarity relation existsbetween the single-

particlepropertyand thebipartiteentanglem entbetween

the particle and the rem ainder of the system in pure

m ulti-qubit system s. This allows us to derive,for pure

three-qubitsystem ,arelationbetween thesingle-particle,

bipartiteand tripartiteproperties,which should general-

ize to arbitrary pure statesofn qubitsystem s. Finally,

a briefsum m ary with a discussion isgiven in Sec.VII.

II. N M R IN T ER FER O M ET R Y

Com plem entarityrelationsareoften discussed in term s

ofphotons or other particles propagating along di�er-

ent paths. Another,very exible approach is to sim u-

latethesesystem sin a quantum com puter.In particular

liquid-stateNM R hasproved very successfulforsuch in-

vestigations.O pticalinterferom eterscan readily besim -

ulated by NM R-interferom etry [30].

Figure1showshow such an interferom etricexperim ent

can be im plem ented by a sequence of radio-frequency

pulses.Assum inganidealspin I = 1

2
particle,theHilbert

spaceH 1 associated with theparticleisspanned by vec-
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FIG .1:Principle ofNM R interferom etry:(a)Path represen-

tation and (b)Pulse sequence.

tors j0i(m = + 1

2
) and j1i(m = � 1

2
). A beam splitter,

which putstheparticleincom ingfrom oneportintoasu-

perposition ofboth pathsisrealized by aradiofrequency

pulsethatputsthespin in a superposition ofthetwo ba-

sis states. Ifthe ip angle ofthe pulse is taken as �

2
,

itcorrespondsto a sym m etric beam splitter. A relative

phaseshiftbetween thetwo paths,which correspondsto

a path length di�erence,can berealized by a rotation of

thespin around thez-axis.Thesecond �

2
radiofrequency

pulse recom binesthe two paths.

Forthe discussion ofthe com plem entarity ofinterfer-

encevs.\which-way"inform ation,weconsiderthesuper-

position statebehind the�rstbeam splitterasthestart-

ing point. The action ofthe phase shifter and the sec-

ond beam splittercan then be sum m arized into a trans-

ducer. M athem atically,this transducer m aps the input

stateinto an outputstate by the transform ation

U (�)= e
i�
4
�y e

� i
�

2
�z =

1
p
2

�
e� i�=2 ei�=2

� e� i�=2 ei�=2

�

: (10)

In theNM R interferom eter,a num berofdi�erentpos-

sibilities existforim plem enting the action ofthe trans-

ducer. W e chose the following pulse sequence, which

provides high �delity for a large range ofexperim ental

param eters:

[�]
(� �� �)=2

h
�

2

i

�=2

: (11)

Here,wehaveused theusualconvention that[�]
�
refers

to an rfpulse with ip-angle� and phase�.

The resulting populations ofboth states in the out-

put space vary with the phase angle �. As shown in

Fig. 1,they can be read outby �rstdeleting coherence

with a�eld gradientpulse(FG P)and then convertingthe

population di�erence into observable transverse m agne-

tization by a �

2
read-out pulse. The am plitude ofthe

resulting FID (= theintegralofthespectrum )m easures

then the populations:

SN M R � p(j0i)� p(j1i)= 2p(j0i)� 1;

where we have taken into account that the sum ofthe

populations is unity. The experim entalsignalcan be

norm alized to the signalofthe system in therm alequi-

librium .

Figure 2 shows,as an exam ple,the interference pat-

tern for the single proton spin in H 2O .The am plitude

ofthespectrallineshowsa sinusoidalvariation with the

phase angle �,which im plies the sinusoidalvariation of

the population p(j0i)orp(j1i).

The visibility ofthe resulting interference pattern is

de�ned as

V =
[p(jxi)]

m ax
� [p(jxi)]

m in

[p(jxi)]
m ax

+ [p(jxi)]
m in

(12)

where x = 0 or 1,and pm in and pm ax are the m inim al

and m axim alpopulations(asa function of�).

FIG .2:NM R signalsversusthe phase angle �.

Since an inputstate

�
(i) =

1

2

�

1+ ~s
(i)
� ~�

�

(13)

with an initialBloch vector ~s(i) =

�

s
(i)
x ;s

(i)
y ;s

(i)
z

�

and

Paulispin operators~� = (�x;�y;�z)istransform ed into

�
(i) U (�)

�! �
(f) =

1

2

�

1+ ~s
(f)

� ~�

�

(14)

with~s(f) =

�

� s
(i)
z ;s

(i)
x sin� + s

(i)
y cos�;s

(i)
x cos� � s

(i)
y sin�

�

by the transducer,we�nd forthe visibility

V =

r
�

s
(i)
x

�2
+

�

s
(i)
y

�2
(15)

and forthe predictability

P =

�
�
�s
(i)
z

�
�
�: (16)

W ith thedescribed experim ent,itisthusstraightforward

to verify the inequality (1).
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III. V ISIB ILIT IES IN B IPA R T IT E SY ST EM S

A . T heory

B'

B

A'

A
21

L
2

K
2

L
1

K
1

BS
1 BS

2S

FIG . 3: Schem atic two-particle interferom eter using beam

splittersBS1,BS2 and phase shifters�1,�2.

TheNM R interferom etry experim entcan easily beex-

panded to m ulti-qubitsystem s. W e startwith a discus-

sion ofpurebipartitesystem s,whereweexplorethevis-

ibility in di�erent types ofinterferom etric experim ents,

geared towardssingle-and bipartiteproperties.Figure3

showsthe reference setup:The source S em itsa pairof

particles1 and 2,oneofwhich propagatesalong path A

and/or A 0,through a variable phase shifter �1 im ping-

ing on an idealbeam splitterBS1,and isthen registered

in eitherbeam K 1 orL1.O n the otherside there isthe

analogousprocessfortheotherparticlewith pathsB and

B 0.

W ithout loss the generality,we �rst associate states

jAi;jB i;jK 1i;and jK 2iin Fig.3 with the spin-up state

j0i and jA 0i, jB 0i, jL1i, and jL2i with the spin-down

state j1i.A particle pairem itted from the source S can

be expressed asthe generalpuretwo-qubitstatej�i:

j�i=  1 j0i1 j0i2 + 2 j0i1 j1i2 + 3 j1i1 j0i2 + 4 j1i1 j1i2
(17)

with com plex coe�cients i thatarenorm alized to 1.

Assum ing that the transducers consist of variable

phase shifters and sym m etric beam splitters,they can

be described by the unitary operation

U (�1;�2)= U1 (�1)
 U2 (�2) (18)

where each transducerisde�ned according to Eq. (10).

Here the subscriptslabeltwo di�erentparticles.Apply-

ing the transducer(18)to the initialstate (17),we can

calculate the detection probabilitiesin the outputchan-

nelsas

p(jxi
1
)= 1

2
+ (� 1)

x
j1

�
3 + 2

�
4jcos(�1 � �1);

p(jxi
2
)= 1

2
+ (� 1)

x
j1

�
2 + 3

�
4jcos(�2 � �2);

(19)

where x = 0 or1,1
�
3 + 2

�
4 = j1

�
3 + 2

�
4je

i�1 and

1
�
2 + 3

�
4 = j1

�
2 + 3

�
4je

i�2. The single particle

countratesp(jxi
k
)reachtheirm axim aand m inim awhen

the phase shifters are set to �k = n� + �k;(n = 0;� 1).

From Eqs. (12) and (19),the single particle visibilities

can be obtained as

V1 = 2j1
�
3 + 2

�
4j V2 = 2j1

�
2 + 3

�
4j: (20)

Two-particlepropertiescan bem easured by higheror-

dercorrelations. Following reference [9,20],we use the

\corrected" two-particlefringevisibility

V12 =
[p(jxi

1
jyi2)]m ax

� [p(jxi
1
jyi2)]m in

[p(jxi
1
jyi2)]m ax

+ [p(jxi
1
jyi2)]m in

: (21)

where x;y = 0 or 1. The \corrected" joint probabil-

ity p(jxi
1
jyi2) = p(jxi

1
jyi2)� p(jxi

1
)p(jyi2)+

1

4
are

de�ned such that single-particle contributions are elim -

inated [9,20]. p(jxi
1
jyi2) denotes the probabilities of

jointdetections. As the visibilitiesexplicitly depend on

the form ofthe transducers involved and the details of

them easurem ent(e.g.,them easurem entbasisfjK i,jLig

ischosen asfj0i,j1ig),weusethesym bolsVk,V12 here,

to indicate the experim entalvisibilities under a speci�c

experim entalcon�guration,as opposed to the m axim al

visibilitiesVk,V12.

The\corrected" two-particlejointprobabilitiescan be

calculated as

p(jxi
1
jyi2)=

1

4
f1+ (� 1)

x+ y
[jM jcos(�1 + �2 � �1)

+ jN jcos(�1 � �2 � �2)]g;

(22)

where

M = 1
�
4 � (1

�
3 + 2

�
4)(1

�
2 + 3

�
4)= jM jei�1;

N = 2
�
3 � (1

�
3 + 2

�
4)(

�
12 + �34)= jN jei�2;

(23)

Them axim aland m inim alvaluesofp(jxi
1
jyi2)arethus

pm ax;m in (jxi1 jyi2)=
1

4
[1� 2(jM j+ jN j)]: (24)

These values are reached only when the phase shifters

are set to (�1;�2) =

�

n� +
�1+ �2

2
;m � +

�1� �2
2

�

,where

the param eters n;m can be (n;m = 0;� 1). Hence,on

substituting forthem axim aland m inim alvaluesofthese

probabilitiesin Eq.(21),we�nd

V12 = 2(jM j+ jN j): (25)

W ith Eqs. (20), (23), and (25), the com plem entarity

relation (4)isobtained,valid forarbitrary purebipartite

states.
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B . Experim ents on tw o extrem e cases

For the experim entalm easurem ents,we used the nu-

clearspinsof13C-labeled chloroform asa representative

2-qubit quantum system . W e identi�ed the spin ofthe
1H nucleiwith particle 1 and the carbon nuclei(13C)

with particle 2. The spin-spin coupling constant J be-

tween 13C and 1H is 214.95 Hz. The relaxation tim es

were m easured to be T1 = 16:5 secand T2 = 6:9 sec for

the proton,and T1 = 21:2 sec and T2 = 0:35 secforthe

carbon nuclei.Experim entswereperform ed on an In�n-

ity+ NM R spectrom eterequipped with a Doty probe at

thefrequencies150.13M Hzfor13C and at599.77M Hzfor
1H,using conventionalliquid-stateNM R techniques.

For m ost of the experim ents that we discuss in the

following,the system was �rst prepared into a pseudo-

pure state �00 =
1� �

tr(1)
1 + "j00ih00j.Here,1 isthe unity

operator and " a sm allconstant of the order of 10� 5

determ ined by the therm alequilibrium . W e used the

spatialaveraging technique [31]and applied the pulse

sequence:

h
�

3

i1

�=2

� G z �

h
�

4

i1

�=2

�
�=2

�J
�

h
�

4

i1

0

� G z; (26)

whereG z isa�eld gradientpulsethatdestroysthetrans-

verse m agnetizations. The upper indices ofthe pulses

indicate to which qubitthe rotation isapplied.

Startingfrom thispseudo-purestate,wethen prepared

the two-particle source states j�i. As an exam ple,we

considera productstate j�i

j�i=

�
1
p
2
(j0i

1
+ j1i

1
)

�




�
1
p
2
(j0i

2
+ j1i

2
)

�

; (27)

and a m axim ally entangled state j	i

j	i=
1
p
2
(j0i

1
j0i

2
+ j1i

1
j1i

2
): (28)

They can be prepared from �00 by the following pulse

sequences:

j�i:
�
�

2

�1
�=2

�
�

2

�2
�=2

j	i:
�
�

2

�1
� �=2

�
�

2

�1
� �

�
�

2

�1
�=2

�
�

2

�2
� �

�
�

2

�2
�=2

�
�=2

�J
�
�
�

2

�2
�=2

(29)

where� �

�J
� representsa freeevolution forthistim eun-

derthe scalarcoupling.

Theactualinterferom eterwasrealized by applyingthe

transducersU (�1;�2)ofEq. (18)to the prepared state

j�i,which describesthe e�ectofthe phase shiftersand

sym m etricbeam splitters.Thetransducerpulsesequence

(11)issim ultaneously applied to both qubits.

The probabilities that enter the com plem entarity re-

lations can be expressed in term s ofpopulations ofthe

fourspin states.To determ inethesespin states,weused

a sim pli�ed quantum statetom ography schem eto recon-

structonly the diagonalelem entsofthe density m atrix.

Thiswasrealized by

G z �

h
�

2

ik

�=2

� F ID k (30)

for k = 1;2. F ID k represents to recording the FID of

qubit k after a �eld gradient pulse G z and a read-out

pulse
�
�

2

�k
�=2

.Fig.4showstheNM R signalsafterFourier

transform ation ofthecorresponding FIDsfortheproton

and carbon spins in 13CHCl3 at �k = 0 when they are

prepared in the productstate j�i orthe m axim ally en-

tangled statej	i.The signalsm easurethe populations:

FIG .4:Experim entalspectraofproton and carbon at�k = 0:

(a) and (b) for the product state j�i; (c) and (d) for the

entangled statej	i.(a),(c)aretheproton signalsand (b),(d)

are the carbon signals.

SN M R (Carbon)� p(j0i1jxi2)� p(j1i1jxi2);

SN M R (Proton)� p(jxi1j0i2)� p(jxi1j1i2);
(31)

wherex = 0 forthe high-frequency resonanceline and 1

forthe low-frequency line.

To create an interferogram ,we varied the phases �k
from 0 to 2�,increm enting both sim ultaneously in steps

of�=16.Theresulting interferencepattern oftheproton

isshown in Fig.5.Thecarbon signalshavea sim ilarbe-

haviorasa function of�2 forthe statesj�iand j	i,as

Fig. 5 shows. From these experim entaldata points,we

calculated the probabilitiesp(jxik)and p(jxi
1
jyi2)and

�tted thoseto a cosinefunction:y = A � cos(x� x0)+ B .

From the �tted values ofthe am plitude A and the o�-

setB ,weextracted theexperim entalvisibilitiesasV1 =

1:04� 0:02;V2 = 0:99� 0:01,V12 = 0:05� 0:01 forthe

productstatej�iand V 1 = 0:03� 0:01;V2 = 0:14� 0:01,

V12 = 0:86� 0:02fortheentangled statej	ibythede�ni-

tionsofEqs.(12)and (21).Astheoretically expected,the

productstatej�ishowsone-particleinterferencefringes,

butalm ostno two-particleinterferencefringes,whilethe

situation is reversed forthe entangled state j	i. Itcan

also be seen that the discrepancies from the theory is
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FIG .5: Experim entalspectra ofproton with the phase �1:

(a)forthe productstate j�iand (b)for the entangled state

j	i.

larger for the entangled state j	i than for the product

statej�i.Thisiseasily understood by realizing thatthe

state preparation ism ore com plicated forthe entangled

state.

IV . "W H IC H -W A Y " IN FO R M A T IO N IN

B IPA R T IT E SY ST EM S

A . P redictability

Forthesam esystem ,wecan calculatethepredictabil-

ities,i.e.the probabilitiesforcorrectly predicting which

path the particle willtake,from the expectation value

of the �
(k)
z observable on the state j�i, i.e., P k =�

�
�h�j�

(k)
z j�i

�
�
�:

P1 =
�
�j1j

2 + j2j
2
� j3j

2
� j4j

2
�
�

P2 =
�
�j1j

2
� j2j

2 + j3j
2
� j4j

2
�
�; (32)

where �
(k)
z isthe z com ponentofthe Paulioperatoron

qubitk. Pk isthus the m agnitude ofthe di�erence be-

tween theprobabilitiesthatparticlek takespath j0ik or

the otherpath j1ik.

Forthe experim entalm easurem entofthe predictabil-

ity Pk,we m easure the observable �
(k)
z by partialquan-

tum state tom ography: a �eld gradient pulse destroys

coherencesand a readoutpulse
�
�

2

�k

�=2
converts�

(k)
z into

�
(k)
x ,which isrecorded asthe FID.Upon Fouriertrans-

form ation,theintegralofboth linesyieldsh�
(k)
z i,and its

m agnitudecorrespondsto the predictability Pk.

Figure 6 shows the m easurem ent of the pre-

dictability P2 on 13CHCl3 for two speci�c exam -

ples: the product state j�(�)i =

h
1p
2
(j0i

1
+ j1i

1
)

i



�
cos�

2
j0i

2
+ sin �

2
j1i

2

�
and theentangled statej	(�)i=

1p
2

�

j0i
1



h
1p
2
(j0i

2
+ j1i

2
)

i

+ j1i
2


�
cos�

2
j0i

2
+ sin �

2
j1i

2

��

.

0
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0.4

0.6

0.8
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FIG .6: Experim entalm eaurem ent ofthe predictability P 2

for j�(�)i (denoted by  ) and j	(�)i (denoted by � ). The

solid lines are the theoreticalexpectations. The insets are,

respectively,the experim entalspectra at� = 0;�
2
;�.

B . D istinguishability

In a bipartite system ,the which-way inform ation for

particlek can beoptim ized by �rstperform ing a projec-

tive m easurem ent on particle j(j6= k). For this m ea-

surem ent, we �rst have to choose the optim al ancilla

observable W
(opt)

j . According to Englert’s quantitative

analysisofthedistinguishability[10],westartby writing

the quantum state j�i as the sum oftwo com ponents

corresponding to two pathsofqubitk:

j�i= a k+ j0ikjm + ij + ak� j1ikjm � ij: (33)

Each com ponentiscoupled to a di�erentstate ofqubit

j:

jm + ij =
1
ak+

j0ij +
1+ k

ak+
j1ij

jm � ij =
4� k

ak�
j0ij +

4
ak�

j1ij
: (34)

Thecoe�cientsa k� are

ak+ =
p
j1j

2 + j1+ kj
2

ak� =
p
j4� kj

2 + j4j
2
: (35)
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A suitablem easurem entisperform ed on qubitjto m ake

qubit k acquire the m axim al\which-way" inform ation.

Todeterm inethem ostusefulancillaobservable,wewrite

itasW j = ~b� ~�(j). The probability thatthe ancilla ob-

servable�ndseigenvalue� di�ersforthetwo com ponent

states:

p+ (�)= a2k+ h �j(jm + ijhm + jj)j �i

p� (�)= a2k� h �j(jm � ijhm � jj)j �i
; (36)

where � isthe corresponding eigenvector.

The distinguishability D k for qubit k is obtained by

m axim izing the di�erence ofthe m easurem entprobabil-

itiesforthe two com ponents,

D k = m ax

(
X

�

jp+ (�)� p� (�)j

)

: (37)

Using the notation

jm � ihm � j= ~m � � ~�; (38)

where ~m � arevectorson the Bloch sphere,wewrite

D k = m ax

n�
�
�~b�

�
a
2

k+ ~m + � a
2

k� ~m �

���
�

o

: (39)

Clearly them axim um isreached ifthe two vectors~band
�
a2k+ ~m + � a2k� ~m �

�
are parallel.Since~bhasunitlength,

the distinguishability becom es

D k =

a

2

k+ ~m + � a
2

k� ~m �




=

q

1� 2a2
k+
a2
k�

(1+ ~m + � ~m� ): (40)

Com bining Eqs. (20) and (40),we obtain the com ple-

m entarity relation (3),i.e.,D 2
k + V 2

k = 1 fork = 1;2.

For the experim entalm easurem ent,we �rst have to

perform a "m easurem ent" on the ancilla qubit j,using

theoptim alobservableW j = ~b� ~�j.Thisisdonebyapply-

ing a unitary transform ation R to rotate the eigenbasis

fj �ijg ofthe observableW
(opt)

j into the com putational

basisfj0ij;j1ijg[32].Thesubsequent�eld gradientpulse

destroyscoherenceofqubitj [33],aswellasqubitk and

jointcoherences(= zeroanddoublequantum coherences).

Afterthisancillam easurem ent,thedistinguishability D k

can be m easured by a readout pulse, detection of the

FID,Fouriertransform ation,and taking the sum ofthe

m agnitudesofboth resonancelines.

Figure 7 showsthe observed distinguishability D 2 for

the states j�(�)i and j	(�)i. From Eq. (39),we �nd

the optim al observable W
(opt)

1
is �

(1)
z for j�(�)i, and

sin(�=2)�
(1)
x + cos(�=2)�

(1)
z with � = arctan(� sec(�

4
� �

2
))

forj	(�)i.Therefore,thetransform ation R wasrealized

by the NM R pulses
�
�

2

�1
3�

2

and [�]
1
3�

2

.Asthere isno en-

tanglem entin the state j�(�)i,D 2 = P2,while for the

entangled statej	(�)iwe�nd D 2 > P2.Theexperim en-

taldata also satisfy the relation D 2
2 = P 2

2 + C 2 ofEq.

(9).
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FIG .7: Experim entalm eaurem ent ofthe distinguishability

D 2 for j�(�)i (denoted by  ) and j	(�)i (denoted by � ).

Thesolid linesarethetheoreticalexpectationsand thedotted

line isthe theoreticalexpectation ofthe predictability P 2 for

j	(�)i.Theinsetsare,respectively,theexperim entalspectra

at� = 0;�
2
;�.

V . C O M P LEM EN TA R IT Y R ELA T IO N S FO R

B IPA R T IT E SY ST EM S

W ith the sam e experim entalschem e we now explore

thecom plem entarity relationsforbipartitequantum sys-

tem s. Between the single particle visibility Vk (see Eq.

(20)),the two-particle visibility V12 (Eq. (25)),and the

predictability Pk (Eq.(32)),wecan verify thattherela-

tion

V
2

12 + V
2

k + P
2

k � 1 (k = 1;2); (41)

holds in a pure bipartite system for any experim ental

setting and m easurem entbasis.

If the initial state j�i has only real coe�cients  i,

the inequality becom es an equality. In this case, the

two-particle visibility V12 becom es equalto the concur-

rence C , V12 � C = 2j14 � 23j. However, when

the coe�cients  i are arbitrary com plex num bers, the

two-particle visibility V12 can be sm aller than the con-

currence,V12 � C .Asa speci�cexam pleconsiderj�i=

� 0:3j00i� 0:2e� i
3�

5 j01i+ 0:8e� i
�

25 j10i+ 0:4796e� i
5�

12 j11i.

Usingsym m etricbeam splittersandthem easurem entba-

sisfj0i;j1ig),we �nd V12 = 0:1627 and C = 0:2110,i.e.

V12 < C .

By theSchm idtdecom position[34],any purestatej�i

can betransform ed intoonewith realcoe�cientsby local

unitary operations. Therefore,one can design a di�er-

entexperim entusing beam splittersthatim plem entthe

transform ation e
i
� k
2 (�

(k)

x cos�k + �
(k)

y sin �k) instead of the

sym m etric one ei
�

4
�
(k)

y . In this case,the single-particle

transducersim plem entthe operation

Uk (�k;�k;�k)= e
i
� k
2 (�

(k)

x
cos�k + �

(k)

y
sin �k)e� i

� k
2
�
(k)

z (42)

instead ofUk (�k) in Eq. (10). Note that the single-

particle character Sk (Eq. (7)) is invariant under local
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unitary transform ations though its constituents Vk and

Pk are not. By de�ning the m axim alvisibility V12 =

m axf� k ;�k g
fV12 (�k;�k)g,weobtain V12 � C and

V
2

12 + S
2

k = 1; (k = 1;2): (43)

Thisshowsthatthe com plem entarity relation (8)in the

equality form is ful�lled for any pure bipartite system .

An alternativeway isto keep thesym m etricbeam split-

tersand changethem easurem entbasis.O necan always

choose an optim albasis which consists ofthe eigenvec-

torsofan observableW = W 1 
 W 2 thatm axim izesthe

visibility V12,i.e.,V12 = m axfW g fV12 (W )g � C .Being

invariantunderlocalunitary transform ations,thism ax-

im altwo-particle visibility V12 (= concurrence C ) is a

good m easure ofthe bipartite property encoded in the

purestate.

In a pure bipartite system ,the com plem entarity rela-

tion (43),together with the identity V12 � C and the

de�nition (7) of the single particle character Sk o�ers

a m ethod for quantifying entanglem ent in term s ofthe

directly m easurable quantities, in this case visibilities,

predictability and distinguishability. In this section,we

experim entally explore these com plem entarity relations

forthe states

j (�1;�2)i =
1
p
2
[j0i

1



�

cos
�1

2
j0i

2
+ sin

�1

2
j1i

2

�

+ j1i
1



�

cos
�2

2
j0i

2
+ sin

�2

2
j1i

2

�

](44)

by preparing the state in the nuclearspinsofm olecules,

and m easuring the visibilities,predictability and distin-

guishabilityby NM R accordingtotheprocedureoutlined

above.

TableIliststhetheoreticalexpectationsforthevarious

quantities involved in the com plem entarity relation for

thisstate.The single particlecharacterSk and the con-

currence C (� the m axim altwo-particle visibility V12)

satisfy the duality relation ofEq. (43). For the state

j (�1;�2)i(Eq. (44)),the m axim altwo-particle visibil-

ityV12 isobtained from theexperim entalvisibilityV12 by

setting the m easurem entbasisfjx1y2ig to the com puta-

tionalbasisfjx;y = 0 or 1ig.Thepredictabilitiesforthe

two particlesare qualitatively di�erent,P1 6= P2,which

resultsin V 2
1 + V

2
12 = 1whereasV 2

2 + V
2
12 � 1.Thespecial

casewith �1 + �2 = � wasdiscussed in detailin Ref.[20];

in that case,both predictabilities vanish,P1 = P2 = 0.

However,V 2
12 + V 2

k
+ P 2

k
= 1 and D 2

k
+ V 2

k
= 1 are still

satis�ed fork = 1 or2.

Toverify theserelations,weused an experim entalpro-

cedure sim ilarto thatdiscussed in Section IIIB.To pre-

parethestatej (�1;�2)ifrom thepseudo-purestate�00,

weused the following NM R pulse sequence:

j (�1;�2)i:

h
�

2

i1

�=2

h
�

2

i2

�

�
�1 � �2

2�J
�

h
�

2

i2

� �

�
�1 + �2

2

�2

�=2

:

(45)

W hen (�1 � �2)=2�J is negative, we generate the re-

quired evolution by inserting two � pulses on one of

the two qubits before and after the evolution period of

j�1 � �2j=2�J.

W em easured thevisibilitiesforthestatej (�1;�2)iby

�rstscanning �1 while �xing �2 to �=2 ,then repeated

the experim entwith �xed �1 and variable �2.Thispro-

videsthem axim alprobabilitiespm ax;m in (jxi1 jyi2)ofthe

\corrected"jointprobabilities,which occurat(�1;�2)=�
n� + �

2
;m � + �

2

�
forj (�1;�2)i.

Asa speci�cexam ple,wepresenttheexperim entalre-

sults for j (�1;�2)i with �1 + �2 = �

2
. The resulting

interference fringes were closely sim ilar to those shown

in Fig.5.Using theproceduredescribed in Section IIIB,

weextracted therelevantvisibilitiesVk and V12 from the

experim entaldata. The visibilities and the predictabil-

ity werem easured asa function of�1 varying from � �=4

to 3�=4 in steps of�=8. The single-particle character

Sk =
p
V 2
k
+ P 2

k
and the two-particlevisibility V12 from

these experim entsaredisplayed in Fig.8,togetherwith

plotsofthe theoreticalcom plem entarity relations(solid

curves) indicating V 2
12 + S2k = 1 for the pure two-qubit

states. A �tofthese data to the equation x2 + y2 = r2

resulted in an am plitude r = 0:98� 0:01 forthe data of

Fig.8 (a)and 0:97� 0:01 forthe data ofFig.8(b).
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FIG .8: (Coloronline)Experim entalveri�cation ofthe com -

plem entarity relation V
2
12+ S

2

k = 1in apuretwo-qubitsystem :

(a)forqubit1 and (b)forqubit2.Solid curvesrepresentthe

theoreticalcom plem entarity relation ofsingle-particlecharac-

terSk versustwo-particlevisibility V12.Experim entalresults

are indicated by circles.

Forthequantitativem easurem entofthedistinguisha-

bility D k,the optim alobservable W
(opt)

j
for j (�1;�2)i

is a spin operatorparallelto ~b = (sin(�=2);0;cos(�=2))

with � = �1+ �2
2

� �

2
forD 1,in agreem entwith Ref.[16],

and � = arctan(� cot(�1+ �2
2

)=sin(�1� �2
2

))forD 2,accord-

ing to the analysisofsection IV B.The transform ation

R j wasrealized by a [�]
j
3�

2

pulse.Figure9 com paresthe

m easured valuesofthe single particle visibilitiesVk and

thedistinguishabilitiesD k to thetheoreticalcom plem en-

tarity relations (solid curves)D 2
k
+ V 2

k
= 1. The �tted

valuesofthe am plitude r are0:99� 0:01 forthe data in

Fig.9(a)and 0:98� 0:01 forFig.9(b).
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Particle k C � V12 Sk;
Vk

Pk

D k

1

2

�
�sin

�
�1� �2

2

��
�

�
�cos

�
�1� �2

2

��
�;

�
�cos

�
�1� �2

2

��
�

0

�
�cos

�
�1� �2

2

��
�;

�
�sin

�
�1+ �2

2

�
cos

�
�1� �2

2

��
�

�
�cos

�
�1+ �2

2

�
cos

�
�1� �2

2

��
�

�
�cos

�
�1� �2

2

��
�

q

1� sin2(
�1+ �2

2
)cos2

�
�1� �2

2

�

TABLE I:The variousquantitiesinvolved in the com plem entarity relation forthe fam ily ofstatesj (�1;�2)iin Eq.(44).
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FIG .9: (Color online)Experim entalveri�cation ofthe com -

plem entarity relation of D
2

k + V
2

k = 1 in a pure two-qubit

system . (a) for qubit 1 and (b) for qubit 2. Solid curves

represent the ideal com plem entarity relationship, while ex-

perim entalresultsare indicated by circles.

In Fig.10,wecom paretwoindependentwaysform ea-

suringtheconcurrenceC ,eitherthrough thetwo-particle

visibility V12,or through the single-particle quantities,

as
p
D 2
k
� P 2

k
. Both data sets are plotted against �1,

together with the theoreticalconcurrence C . The �g-

ure showsclearly thatthe two procedure give the sam e

results, within experim ental errors. Apparently, both

m ethods allow one to experim entally determ ine the en-

tanglem entofpure two-qubitstates. Atthe sam e tim e,

the data verify the com plem entarity relation (5).
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FIG .10: (Color online) M easured concurrence from the ex-

perim entalvaluesofV12 (denoted by 5 )and
p
D 2

k
� P 2

k
(de-

noted, respectively, by  and � for k = 1 and 2) verus

�1. The solid curve represent the theoretical concurrence

C =
�
�sin(�1 �

�

4
)
�
�.

In these experim ents,the m axim alabsolute errorsfor

the quantities Vk,V12 and Pk were about 0:1. The er-

ror is prim arily due to the inhom ogeneity ofthe radio

frequency �eld and the static m agnetic �eld,im perfect

calibration ofradio frequency pulses,and signaldecay

during the experim ents. A m axim alexperim entalerror

about6% resultsfortheveri�cationofthecom plem entar-

ity relations.Ifwetakeinto accounttheseim perfections,

the m easured data in our NM R experim ents agree well

with the theory.

V I. M U LT I-Q U B IT SY ST EM S

To generalize the com plem entarity relation (5) to

m ulti-qubitsystem s,weconsidera purestatej iwith n

qubitsi;j;k;:::;m .According to thegeneralized concur-

rence for pairs ofquantum system s ofarbitrary dim en-

sion by Rungta etal.[35,36],wecalculatethe bipartite

concurrence Ck(ij:::m ) between qubit k and the system

with the rem aining n � 1 qubits(ij:::m )in term softhe

m arginaldensity operator�k

Ck(ij:::m ) =

q

2[1� Tr(�2
k
)]: (46)

In term s ofthe single particle character Sk (Eq. (7)),

and using Tr
�
�2k

�
= 1

2

�
1+ S2k

�
,we obtain the com ple-

m entarity relation

C
2

k(ij:::m )
+ S

2

k = 1 (47)

Thisisa �rstgeneralization ofthetradeo� between indi-

vidualparticle properties,quanti�ed by Sk,and the bi-

partiteentanglem entCk(ij:::m ) to m any particlesystem s.

Itim plies also the relation
nP

i= 1

h

C 2

k(ij:::m )
+ S2k

i

= n de-

rived by Tessier[26].

To characterizethe pairwise entanglem entsofqubitk

with theotherqubits,wesum overthesquaresofthecon-

currencesofalltwo-partitesubsystem sinvolvingqubitk,

�
(k)

2
=
X

j6= k

C
2

kj: (48)

Here, the concurrence Ckj is de�ned in term s of the

m arginaldensity operator�kj forthe kj subsystem ,us-

ing the de�nition of C (�kj) = m axf�1 � �2 � �3 �

�4;0g, where �i(i = 1;2;3;4) are the square roots of
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the eigenvalues of�kj(�
(k)
y �

(j)
y )��kj(�

(k)
y �

(j)
y ) in decreas-

ing order[28,29].

W e now specialize to pure three-qubitsystem s. Here,

itispossibletospecify three-partiteentanglem entby the

3-tangle�3[37]as

�3 = C
2

k(ij) � C
2
ki� C

2
kj: (49)

Com bining Eqs (47), (48), and (49), we �nd a com -

plem entarity between single-particlepropertiesSk,pair-

wise entanglem ent �
(k)

2
,and three-partite entanglem ent

�3,which isvalid foreach individualqubit:

�3 + �
(k)

2
+ S

2

k = 1; (50)

For speci�c exam ples,we have listed in Table II dif-

ferent three-qubit states and calculated the 1-,2-,and

3-qubitquanti�ersappearing in Eq.(50).Ascan bever-

i�ed from thetable,thesestatessatisfyEq.(50)in di�er-

entways.Theproductstatesofthe�rstentry only have

singleparticlecharacter.Asdiscussed by D �uretal.[38],

the states listed in the second entry representbipartite

entanglem entbetween the second and third qubit,while

the�rstqubitisin a productstatewith them .TheG HZ

statesarepurethree-particleentangled states,while the

W statesexhibitnogenuine three-particleentanglem ent,

buttwo-and oneparticleproperties.

Sincethereisnogeneralization ofthe3-tangletolarger

system s,we can only speculate here ifit is possible to

extend the relation (50)to m ore than three qubits. O n

a heuristic basis,we considertwo typesofpure n-qubit

system s. O ne is a generalization ofthe G HZ states to

n qubits: jG H Zni= a1j0i

 n + a2j1i


 n. Thisisa state

with puren-way entanglem ent,i.e.,

�n = 4ja1a2j
2
; �

(k)
m = 0 for1< m < n

S
2

k =
�
ja1j

2
� ja2j

2
�2
; (51)

where�
(k)
m denotesthe pure m -tangleregarding qubitk.

Here,the m -tangle denotesm -way orm -party entangle-

m entthatcritically involvesallm parties,which isdi�er-

entfrom theI-tanglein Ref.[35,36]and arecentlyintro-

duced m easure ofm ulti-partite entanglem entde�ned by

C 2

(n)
= Tr(�~�)with a spin-ip operation ~� � �
 ny ��
 ny

by A.W ong and N.Christensen [39]. Currently,there

isno generalway to m easure thisform ofentanglem ent

beyond three qubits.

TheW statesofTableIIm ay also begeneralized to n

qubitsasjW ni= a1 j100:::0i+ a2 j010:::0i+ a3 j001:::0i+

:::+ + an j000:::1i. These states exhibit the m axim al

bipartite entanglem ents and no other m -way entangle-

m ents,i.e.,

�
(k)
m = 0 for2< m � n; �

(k)

2
=
X

j6= k

4jakajj
2

S
2

k =

0

@ jakj
2
�
X

j6= k

jajj
2

1

A

2

(52)

In thesetwo casesthecom plem entarity relation general-

izesto
nP

m = 2

�
(k)
m + S2k = 1.

V II. C O N C LU SIO N S

Com plem entarity is a universalrelationship between

properties ofquantum objects. However,it behaves in

di�erent ways for di�erent quantum objects. The pur-

pose ofthis paper was to analyze the di�erent com ple-

m entarity relations that exist in two- and m ulti-qubit

system sand to illustratesom eofthem in a sim pleNM R

system .

W e experim entally veri�ed the com plem entarity rela-

tion between thesingle-particleand bipartiteproperties:

C 2 + S2
k
= 1 in a pure two-qubit system . To deter-

m ine the entanglem ent,we used either the two-particle

visibility V12 or the distinguishability D k and the pre-

dictability Pk. Accordingly,two com plem entarity rela-

tions:V 2
12 + V 2

k
+ P 2

k
= 1 and D 2

k
+ V 2

k
= 1 were tested

fordi�erentstatesincluding m axim ally entangled,sepa-

rable,aswellaspartiallyentangled (interm ediate)states.

Furtherm ore,the com plem entarity C 2 + S2
k
= 1 be-

tween one- and two-particle character was generalized

to system s ofn qubits. The com plem entarity relation

C 2

k(ij:::m )
+ S2k = 1 holds for an arbitrary pure n-qubit

state,which im pliesa tradeo� between the localsingle-

particle property (S2k = V 2
k + P 2

k) and the nonlocalbi-

partite entanglem ent between the particle and the re-

m ainder ofthe system (C 2

k(ij:::m )
). M ore interesting,in

a pure three-qubit system ,the single-particle character

(S2
k
), the two-particle property regarding this particle

m easured by the sum ofallpair-wise entanglem entsin-

volving the particle (�
(k)

2
),and the three-particle prop-

erty m easured by the genuine tripartite entanglem ent

(�3)arecom plem entary,i.e.,�3+ �
(k)

2
+ S2k = 1.However,

the generalization ofthe sim ilarrelationship to a larger-

qubit system requires the identi�cation and quanti�ca-

tion ofm ulti-partite entanglem ent for pure and m ixed

states beyond three-qubit system s that stillrem ains an

open question currently. A sim ilar relationship cannot

be directly generalized to larger qubit system s. Som e

speci�c sam ples m ight be helpfulto conjecture the re-

lation
nP

m = 2

�
(k)
m + S2

k
= 1: the single-particle property

(local)ofa particle m ightbe com plem entary to allpos-

siblepure m ulti-particleproperties(nonlocal)connected

to thisparticle.

Com plem entarityand entanglem entaretwoim portant

phenom ena thatcharacterizequantum m echanics.From

theseobservations,weconcludethatentanglem entin its

various form s is an im portant param eter for the di�er-

ent form s ofcom plem entarity relations in m ulti-partite

system s. Di�erent form s ofentanglem ent quantify the

am ountofinform ation encoded in thedi�erentquantum

correlations ofthe system ,indicating the m ulti-partite
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Class �3 �
(k)

2
S
2

k = V
2

k + P
2

k

Productstates 0 0 1

Bipartite entanglem ent

j r� sti= j0i
r
(a1 j00i+ a2 j11i)st

0
0;(k = r)

4ja1a2j
2
;(k = s;t)

1;(k = r)

(ja1j
2
� ja2j

2
)
2
;(k = s;t)

W states

jW i= a1 j001i+ a2 j010i+ a3 j100i
0

P

j6= k

4jakajj
2

(jakj
2
�

P

j6= k

jajj
2
)
2

G HZ states

jG H Zi= a1 j000i+ a2 j111i
4ja1a2j

2
0 (ja1j

2
� ja2j

2
)
2

TABLE II:Som e exam plesforthe com plem entarity relation �3 + �
(k)

2
+ S

2

k = 1 in a pure 3-qubitsystem .

quantum attributes. These results have also im plica-

tions on the connection between entanglem ent sharing

and com plem entarity and m aybein turn providea possi-

bleway to study theentanglem entin m ulti-partitequan-

tum system s by com plem entarity. W e hope that these

�ndingswillbeusefulforfutureresearch into thenature

ofcom plem entarity and entanglem ent.
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