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C om plem entarity was originally introduced as a qualitative concept for the discussion ofproperties
of quantum m echanical ob cts that are classically incom patible. M ore recently, com plem entarity
has becom e a quantitative relation between classically incom patible properties, such as visbility
of interference fringes and "which-way" infom ation, but also between purely quantum m echanical
properties, such as m easures of entanglem ent. W e discuss di erent com plem entarity relations for
system s 0f2—, 3— orn qubits. U sing nuclkarm agnetic resonance technigques, we have experin entally
veri ed som e of these com plem entarity relations in a two-qubit system .

PACS numbers: 03.65.Ta, 03.65Ud, 76.60.%«

I. NTRODUCTION

Complem entarity is one of the most characteristic
properties of quantum m echanics, which distinguishes
the quantum world from the classical one. In 1927,
Bohrb:] rst reviewed this sub fct, observing that the
wave—and particle-lke behaviors of a quantum m echani-
calob ect are m utually exclusive In a single experin ent,
and referred to this as com plem entarity. P robably the
m ost popular representation of Bohr com plem entarity
is the Wave-particke duality’d, 3], which is closely re-
lated to the long-standing debate over the nature of light
Eﬁ]. This type of com plem entarity is often illustrated
by means of two-way Interferom eters: A classical par-
ticle can take only one path, while a classical wave can
pass through both paths and therefore display interfer—
ence fringes when the two partialwaves are recom bined.
D epending on their state, quantum m echanical system s
(quantons) can behave like particles (go along a single
path), like waves (show interference), or rem ain In be-
tween these extrem e cases by exhbiting particlke-aswell
aswave-lke behavior. T his can be quanti ed by the pre—
dictability P , which speci esthe probability that the sys—
tem willgo along a speci c path, and the visbility V of
the interference fringes after recom bination of the two
partialwaves, which quanti es the wavelke behavior. A
quantitative expression for the com plem entarity is the
nequality B, &,1,8,1,10]

P2+VZ2 1; @)

w hich statesthat them ore particle-lke a system behaves,
the less pronounced the w ave-like behavior becom es.

In com posite system s, consisting of two (or m ore)
quantons, it is possibl to optin ize the \which-way" in—
form ation of one particle: one rst perform s an ideal
progctive m easurem ent on the second particke. By an
appropriate choice of the m easurem ent observable, one
can then m axim ize the predictability for the rstpartial
system . This optin ized property, which is called distin—
guishability D , obeys a sin ilar inequality [, @, i1, '§, 4,

:1'@]:

D+ V?® 1: @)
For pure states, the lin ing equality holds,
D+ V?=1; @)

while the inequality holds for m ixed states. This is—
sue has been experim entally investigated in the con-—
text of interferom etric experin ents, us:ng a wide range
of phys:cal ob fcts Jnc]udjng photons[ll], electrons fl2],
neutronsflél], atom s[14 and nuclar spins In a buk en-
samble with nuckar m agnetic resonance WM R) tech-
niques {5, i6].

In system s of strongly correlated pairs ofparticlks, it is
often usefiil to consider particle pairs as com posite parti-
clesw ith an independent identity. Such com posite parti-
clesthat consist of identicalparticles nclide pairsofelec—
trons (C ooper pairs) and photon pam:sll? M any inter-
esting phenom ena, such as superconductivity, are m uch
easier to understand in tem s of the com posite particles
than In tem s of the individual particles. Suitable ex—
perin ents, such as two-photon interference [_1]', :_1§'] can
m easure properties of the com posite particles. T hese ex—
perin ents m ade it possible to quantify the \com posite—
ness" of a two-particle state. E xtrem e cases are product
states, which show no signal In two-particle interference
experim ents, whilem axin ally entangled statesm axin ize
the tw oparticle visbility but show vanishing visbility in
experin ents testing the interference of individual parti-
cles (9]. Between these extremes lies a continuum of
states for which the com plem entarity relation

1; k= 1;2) (4)

holds, w hich isvalid frbipartite pure statesd, 20]. H ere,
Vi is the single-particle visbility for particle k, while Vi,

represents the two-particle visbility. This interm ediate
regin e of the com plem entarity relation of one-and two—
photon interference has only recently been experin en—
tally dem onstrated in a Young’s doubleslit experin ent
by Abouraddy et al.p1].
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From a quantum inform ation theoretic point of view,
com posite quantum system s involve nevitably the con-—
cept of entanglem ent, which is a uniguely quantum re-
source w ith no classical counterpart. D oes entanglem ent
constitute a physical feature of quantum system s that
can be incorporated Into the principle of com plem entar-
ity? Som e authors have explored this question and ob—
tained som e im portant results, such as the com plm en—
tarities betw een distinguishability and entanglem ent 22],
betw een coherence and entang]em ent@ﬁi] and between lo—
caland nonlocal inform ation @é ] 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 special classes
of n—qubit system sf25 and between the singlk particke
properties and the n bJparure entanglem ents in an arbi-
trary pure state ofn qubJrsQG

M ore recently, Jakob and B ergou [_Z-j] derived a general-
ized duality relation between bipartite and single partite
properties foran arbitrary pure state oftw o qubits, which
In som e sense accounts for m any previous resuls. They
showed that an arbitrary nom alized pure state j i ofa
two-qubit system satis es the expression I27- :

C?+ VvZ+pP72=1: ®)
H ere the concurrence C l_2-§,:_2-§] is de ned by

c@Ed h3i PP 54 ©6)

as a m easure of entanglem ent. ;k) is the y com ponent
of the Pauli operator on qubi k and j i is the com —
plex conjigate of ji. The concurrence is a bipartite

quantity, which quanti es quantum nonlcal correlations
of the system and is taken as a m easure of the bipartite
character of the com posite system . T he com plem ent

Sg = V72 + P} @)

com bines the singleparticlke fringe visbility Vi and the
predictability Py . This quantity is Invariant under local
unitary transform ations (though Vy and Py arenot), and
is therefore taken as a quantitative m easure ofthe single—
particke character of qubit k.

Since the two-particle visbility is equalto the concur-

rence, Vi, C [_Z-j], we can rew rite Eq. 615) as
VS+VZi+Pr=1; k= 1;2): ®)
T his tums the hequality (:ff) Into an equality and identi-
es the m issing quantity as the predictability Py .

For pure bipartite system s, an equation sim ilarto Eq.
@ hods, D2+ V2 = 1. Here, the index k = 1;2 refers
to the di erent particles as the interfering ob cts in the
bipartite system . Combining thiswih Eqg. fﬂ),weobtajn

DZ=PZ+C?: ©)

Apparently, D y containsboth the a priori W W inform a-
tion Py and the additional infom ation encoded in the

quantum ocorrelation to an additional quantum system
which serves as the possble nform ation storage. This
quantum ocorrelation can be measured by the concur-
rence. This reveals explicitly that quantum correlation
can help to optim ize the nform ation that can be cbtained
from a suitablem easurem ent; w thout entanglem ent, the
availableW W inform ation is lim ited to the a priori W W
know ledge Py .

For m ixed states, a weaker statem ent for the com —
plem entarity () is fund in the ©m of an iequaliy
c?+ v2+ P2 1. However, there is no correspond-
ing nequality for the two-particle visbility Vi, in the
m ixed tw o-particle sources because it is very di culk to
get a clear and de nite expression orV;, and the direct
relation between concurrence and two-particle visbility
ceases to exist form ixed statest_Z]'].

In thispaper, we give a proofofprinciple experin ental
dem onstration of the com plem entarities {_3), z_S) and zg)
In a twoqubit system . In addition, we extend the com —
plem entarity relation (id) to multtiqubi systems. The
rem ainder of the paper is organized as follow s: In Sec II,
we Introduce NM R interferom etry as a tool for m easur—
Ing visbilities and which-way inform ation. Sec. IIT and
Sec. IV discuss m easuram ents of the visbilities and the
"which-way" Inform ation In pure bipartite system s. Sec.
V is an experin ental investigation of the com plem entar-
ity relation for a pure bipartite system on the basis of
licquid-state NM R . For this purpose, we express the en—
tanglem ent (concurrence) in term sofdirectly m easurable
quantities: the tw o-particle visbility Vi, and the distin—
guishability D x . T his allow s us to test two interferom et—
ric com plem entarities (rg) and {_3) by speci ¢ num erical
exam ples. In section VI we generalize the com plem en—
tarity relation {::') to multiqubit system s. A quantita—
tive com plem entarity relation exists between the single—
particle property and the bipartite entanglem ent betw een
the particke and the rem ainder of the system in pure
multiqubit system s. This allow s us to derive, for pure
threequbit system , a relation betw een the singleparticle,
bipartite and tripartite properties, w hich should general-
ize to arbitrary pure states of n qubit system s. Finally,
a brief summ ary w ith a discussion is given in Sec. V IT.

II. NMR INTERFEROM ETRY

C om plem entarity relationsare often discussed in tem s
of photons or other particles propagating along di er-
ent paths. Another, very exible approach is to sinu-
late these system s in a quantum com puter. In particular
liquid-state NM R has proved very successful for such in—
vestigations. O ptical Interferom eters can readily be sin -
ulated by NM R -interferom etry B].

F igure']; show show such an interferom etric experim ent
can be Inplmented by a sequence of radio-frequency
pulses. A ssum ingan idealspin I = % particle, theH ibert
space H ; associated w ith the particle is spanned by vec—



FIG.1l: Principl ofNM R interferom etry: (a) Path represen-
tation and (o) Pulse sequence.

tors Pifm = +3) and i = ). A beam splitter,
w hich puts the particle incom ing from one port into a su—
perposition ofboth paths is realized by a radio frequency
pulse that puts the spin in a superposition of the two ba—
sis states. Ifthe I angk of the pulse is taken as 3,
i corresponds to a symm etric beam splitter. A relative
phase shift between the two paths, which corresponds to
a path length di erence, can be realized by a rotation of
the spin around the z-axis. T he second 5 radio frequency
pulse recom bines the two paths.

For the discussion of the com plem entarity of nterfer—
encevs. \which-way" infom ation, w e consider the super—
position state behind the rstbeam splitter asthe start-
ing point. The action of the phase shifter and the sec-
ond beam splitter can then be sum m arized into a trans—
ducer. M athem atically, this transducer m aps the input
state Into an output state by the transform ation

2
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In the NM R interferom eter, a num ber ofdi erent pos-
sbilities exist for in plem enting the action of the trans-
ducer. W e chose the follow ng pulse sequence, which
provides high delity for a large range of experin ental
param eters:
h i

[, 1)

=2 5 :
Here, we have used the usual convention that [ ] refers
to an rfpulsewih I-anglke and phase

T he resulting populations of both states in the out—
put space vary wih the phase angle As shown in
Fig. 1, they can be read out by rst deleting coherence
wih a eldgradientpulse EGP ) and then converting the
population di erence Into observable transverse m agne—
tization by a 3 read-out pulse. The amplitude of the
resulting FID (= the Integralof the gpectrum ) m easures
then the populations:
p@P1) pdd=2p@Pd) 1

SNMR

where we have taken into account that the sum of the
populations is unity. The experin ental signal can be
nom alized to the signal of the system in them alequi-
Horium .

Fjgurerg show s, as an exam ple, the interference pat-
tem for the single proton spin n H,0 . The am plitude
of the spectral line show s a sihusoidal variation w ith the
phase angle , which in plies the shusoidal variation of
the population p (Pi) or p (jli).

The visbility of the resulting interference pattem is
de ne

w here 1l
and r
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FIG.2: NMR signals versus the phase angle

Since an input state

. 1 .
1 — = 1+ s(l) ~ (13)
2
wih an iitial Bloch vector s = s)(ii);s;,i);sz(i) and
Pauli gpin operators~ = ( x; y; ) is transform ed into
R R R PN I 14)
2
withs® = s;s%sn + s cos jsi’ ws s s
by the transducer, we nd for the visbility
r
@ 2 @ 2
VvV = Sx + sy 15)
and for the predictability
Pp= s : 16)

W ih the described experin ent, it is thus straightforw ard
to verify the inequality (1).



III. VISIBILITIES IN BIPARTITE SYSTEM S

A . Theory
K, o, g 2 B 4o, K,
BS S BS,
L, A B L,

FIG . 3: Schem atic two-particle interferom eter using beam
splitters BS1, BS, and phase shifters 1, .

TheNM R Interferom etry experim ent can easily be ex—
panded to m ultiqubit system s. W e start w ith a discus—
sion of pure bipartite system s, where we explore the vis-
Dbility in di erent types of Interferom etric experin ents,
geared tow ards single—-and bipartite properties. F jgure:_ﬂ
show s the reference setup: The source S em its a pair of
particles 1 and 2, one of which propagates along path A
and/or A% through a variable phase shifter ; inping—
Ing on an idealbeam splitter BS;, and is then registered
in eitherbeam K; orL;. On the other side there is the
analogousprocess forthe other particle w ith pathsB and
B°.

W ithout loss the generality, we rst associate states
Pi;Bi;Kiiand K.i; Fig.d wih the spin-up state
Piand A%, B%, 1.1, and T.,i wih the spin-down
state jli. A particle pair em itted from the source S can
be expressed as the generalpure two-qubit state j i:
ji= > i, 34, +

s34, P+ 4 A4, T4,

a7

194 Pip +

w ith com plex coe cients ; that are nom alized to 1.

A ssum ing that the transducers consist of variable
phase shifters and symm etric beam gpolitters, they can
be described by the unitary operation

U (17 2)=U1 (1) Uz (2) 18)
w here each transducer is de ned according to Eq. 6'1-0:)
H ere the subscripts ]abeltwo di erent paﬁ:c]es Appl—
ng the transducer (18) to the iniial state {_17 we can
calculate the detection probabilities in the output chan-
nels as

(D31 5+
(131 ,+

+ 2 gJoos (1 1) 19)
+ 3 4Jo0s (2 2)i

NIEN |-

wherex = 0orl, 1 s+ 2 ,=731 3+ 2 43 and
1.+ 34 =31 ,+ 3 ,3"?. The singk particke
count ratesp (ki ) reach theirm axim a andm Inin a when
the phase shiftersaresetto y = n + ;0= 0; 1).
From Egs. C_l-z_i) and C_l-S_i), the singlk particle visbilities
can be obtained as
Vi=231 3+ 2 47 Vo=231 ,+ 3 43 0)

T w o-particle properties can be m easured by higher or—
der correlations. Follow ing reference E_Q, 2-(_]'], we use the
\corrected" tw o-particle fringe visbility

PG WL, B YL,
Viz = : (21)
@(}G‘l :ylZ)]max+ @(}(11 :ylz)]mjn

where x;y = 0 or 1. The \corrected" Ppint probabil-
ity B (i, ¥ie) = P (ki ¥h) P (ki)p (i) + § are
de ned such that sihhgleparticle contributions are elin —
hated i_é, E-C_i] p (ki ¥i2) denotes the probabilities of
pint detections. A s the visbilities explicitly depend on
the form of the transducers involved and the details of
them easurem ent (eg., them easurem entbasis fK i, Lig
is chosen as £1, jig), we use the symbolsVy, Vi, here,
to indicate the experim ental visbilities under a speci ¢
experim ental con guration, as opposed to the m axin al
visbilities Vi, Vis.

T he \corrected" tw o-particle pint probabilities can be
calculated as

x+y

1
I3(j><ilj/i2)=zfl+ ( M Joos(1+ 2 1)

+ N joos (1 2 2)1g;
22)
w here
M = 1, (13"'24)(12"’34)=:Mje.i1
N = 553 (131 24)(1 2% 5a)=NiJe?;
(23)

Them axin aland m inin alvalies ofp (ki, ¥i») are thus

— C . 1 )
Praxm in (K1 ¥ie) = 2 L 2@ J+ NJl: (24)
These values are reached only when the phase shifters

1t 2 12
2 2

the param eters n;m can be (n;m = 0; 1). Hence, on
substituting orthem _axin aland m inin alvalies ofthese
probabilities in Eq. C_Z]_:),we nd

n +

are set to ( 1; 2) = ;m + , Wwhere

Viz=2M 3+ N J: (25)

W ith Egs. @3), and (25 the com plem entarity
relation 64) Jsobtamed valid for arbirary pure bipartie
states.



B . Experim ents on tw o extrem e cases

For the experin entalm easurem ents, we used the nu—
clear spins of 13C Jlabeled chloroform as a representative
2-qubit quantum system . W e identi ed the spoin of the
H nuclei with particle 1 and the carbon nucki (3C)
w ith particle 2. The spin-spin coupling constant J be-
tween 3C and 'H is 214.95 Hz. The relaxation tin es
werem easured to be T; = 165 secand T, = 6:9 sec for
the proton, and T; = 212 sec and T, = 035 sec for the
carbon nuclei. E xperin ents were perform ed on an In n—
ity+ NM R spectrom eter equipped w ith a D oty probe at
the frequencies 150.13M H z ©r*3C and at 599.77M H z for
1H, using conventional liquid-state NM R techniques.

For m ost of the experim ents that we discuss in the
follow ing, the system was rst prepared into a pseudo—
pure state oo = g5l + "POIM003 Here, 1 is the unity
operator and " a small constant of the order of 10 °
determ ined by the them al equilbriim . W e used the
spatial averaging technique 1_31;] and applied the pulse
sequence:

h i h i;

— GZ i
3 = 4 = J 4 o

h i

Ges (@6)

whereG, isa eld gradient pulse that destroysthe trans—
verse m agnetizations. The upper Indices of the pulses
Indicate to which qubit the rotation is applied.

Starting from thispsesudo-pure state, we then prepared
the two-particle source states ji. As an exampl, we
consider a product state j i

Ji=  P= (P + 34) — (PL+ 1L) ;@D

[\)’-(F .
[\)’-(F .

and a m axim ally entangled state j i
1
Ji= Pz (PL PL+ Ii I 28)

They can be prepared from
sequences :

00 by the follow ing pulse

It 32 2 2 =
1 1 1 2 2 - 2
2 =

@9)

Jji:

|
I
N
N
|
[
L8]
|
N
I
N
[

where — representsa free evolution for this tin e un-
der the scalar coupling.

T he actual interferom eterw as realized by applying the
transducers U ( 1; 2) ofEqg. C_l-gl) to the prepared state
j i, which descrbes the e ect of the phase shifters and
symm etricbeam splitters. T he transducerpulse sequence
{17) is sin ultaneously applied to both qubits.

T he probabilities that enter the com plem entarity re—
lations can be expressed in tem s of populations of the
four spin states. To determ ine these soin states, we used

a sin pli ed quantum state tom ography schem e to recon—
struct only the diagonal elem ents of the density m atrix.
T hiswas realized by

FIDy (30)
=2
fork = 1;2. FIDy represents to recording the FID of
qubi k after a eld gradient pulse G, and a read-out
pule 5 _,.Fig.¥4 showstheNMR signalsafterFourier
transform ation of the corresponding F ID s for the proton
and carbon spins n 13CHCL at x = 0 when they are
prepared in the product state j i or the m axin ally en—
tangled state j i. T he signalsm easure the populations:

@ (b)
|

_J

-100 200 Hz 200 100 -100 -200 Hz

0 0
NMR frequency NMR frequency

(© @ J
4

—

200 100 0 -100
NMR frequency

200 100

-200 Hz 200 100 -100 -200 Hz

0
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FIG .4: Experin ental spectra ofproton and carbon at x = 0:
(@) and () Por the product state ji; () and (d) for the
entangled state j i. (@), (c) are the proton signals and (o), (d)

are the carbon signals.

Symr C arbon)
Sy u r (P roton)

P (i kiz);
p(xiJiz);

P (Pi; kiz)
p (ks Pia) G
where x = 0 for the high-frequency resonance line and 1
for the low —-frequency lne.

To create an Interferogram , we varied the phases g
from O to 2 , ncrem enting both sim ultaneously in steps
of =16. The resulting interference pattem ofthe proton
isshown n Fig. l_'i T he carbon signalshave a sin ilarbe-
havior as a function of , for the states jiand ji, as
Fig. § show s. From these experin ental data points, we
calculated the probabilities p (kix) and p (ki ¥iz) and

tted those to a cosine function: y= A s %)+ B.
From the tted values of the am plitude A and the o -
set B, we extracted the experim ental visbilities asV; =
104 002;V,= 099 001,V;, = 005 001 orthe
product state jiandVv,; = 003 001;V,= 014 001,
Viz = 086 0:02 fortheentangled state j iby thede ni-
tions ofE qs.(_l-z_i) and C_2-1:) . A stheoretically expected, the
product state j 1 show s oneparticle interference fringes,
but aln ost no tw o-particle interference fringes, while the
situation is reversed for the entangled state j i. It can
also be seen that the discrepancies from the theory is
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FIG . 5: Experin ental spectra of proton w ith the phase 1:
(@) for the product state j i and (b) for the entangled state
ji.

larger for the entangled state j i than for the product
state j i. T his is easily understood by realizing that the
state preparation is m ore com plicated for the entangled
state.

V. "WHICHWAY" INFORMATION IN
BIPARTITE SYSTEM S

A . P redictability

For the sam e system , we can calculate the predictabil-
ities, ie. the probabilities for correctly predicting which

path the particle will take, from the expectation value
&)

of the ., observable on the state ji, ie., Py =
LK) Lo
hj ;. ji:
Py = 315+ 325 33F 3.7
P = J1F J2F+3sF 3.5 (32)
w here z(k) is the z com ponent of the P auli operator on

qubit k. Py is thus the m agnitude of the di erence be-
tw een the probabilities that particle k takespath Pix or
the other path i .

For the experin entalm easurem ent of the predictabil-

ity Pk, we m easure the cbservable z(k) by partial quan—

tum state tom ography: a eld gradient pulse destroys

k
coherences and a readout pulse = converts

7 z Into

;k) , which is recorded as the FID . Upon Fourier trans—
form ation, the integralofboth linesyieldsh Z(k) i, and is
m agnji:uderoortesponds to the predictability Py .

Figure & shows the measurement of the pre-
dictability P, on '’CHCL fr tyo specic exagm-
ples: the product state § ( )i = 91—5 (Pi, + i)

cos3 Pi, +hsjn§ i, and}-:he entangled state j ( )i=

B DL, e5 DL+ Ji,) + i,  cosy Pi) + sing I,

Predictability P2

0 4 w2 34 b

FIG . 6: Experin ental m eaurem ent of the predictability P,
for 3 ()i denoted by ) and j ( )i (denoted by ). The
solid lines are the theoretical expectations. The insets are,
respectively, the experin ental spectra at = 0;5;

B . D istinguishability

In a bipartite system , the which-way infom ation for
particle k can be optin ized by rst perform ing a pro gc—
tive m easurem ent on particle j (j6 k). For this mea—
surem ent, we 1rst have to choose the optim al ancilla

observable W j(opt) . According to Englert’s quantitative
analysis of the distinguishability 101, we start by w riting
the quantum state j i as the sum of two com ponents

corresponding to two paths of qubit k:
Ji= ays Phdus i+ ac Adodn ig: (33)

Each com ponent is coupled to a di erent state of qubit
BE

e dy= =P+ 0y 54)
no4y= P o d
The coe cientsa y are
P
= 1 + 9
Ak + P ]1?? ]1+k]2 . 35)

ax = JaxF+ daF



A suitablem easurem ent is perform ed on qubit j tom ake
qubit k acquire the m axin al \which-way" inform ation.
To determ Ine them ost usefiilancilla ocbservable, we w rite
tasW ;=5 . The probability that the ancilla ob—
servable ndseigenvalie di ers for the two com ponent

states:

J@n + ighm 4 F)J
J@n ishm )3

pr () +h i_
p () h i G0

??'N?w"l\)

a

w here is the corresponding eigenvector.

T he distinguishability D x for qubit k is obtained by
m axin izing the di erence of the m easurem ent probabil-
ities for the two com ponents,

( )

X
Dy =max P () p ()I 37)
U sing the notation
jn im Jj= m ~; (38)
wherem~ are vectors on the B loch sphere, we w rite
n o
Dy=max D a}ZHer aﬁ n 39)

C learly them axin um is reached if the two vectors B and

al,m, a’ m arepamlel Sihcebhasuni kngth,
the distinguishability becom es

Dy = aﬁ+m+ aﬁ m

q

m): (40)

1 2al,af @L+m,
Combining Egs. £0) and C4d), we obtain the com ple-
m entarty relation @), ie, D2+ V2= 1fork= 1;2.

For the experimn entalm easumn ent, we rst have to
perform a "m easurem ent" on the ancilla qubit j, using
the optin alobservableW 5 = B 4. Thisisdoneby apply—
ing a uniary transform ation R to rotate the eigenbasis
fj ijg ofthe cbservable W (opt) into the com putational
basis £015; jlisg BZ] The subsequent eld gradient pulse
destroys coherence of qubit j B3], aswellas qubi k and
pint coherences & zero and double quantum coherences).
A fter this ancilla m easurem ent, the distinguishability D x
can be measured by a readout pulse, detection of the
FID, Fourder transform ation, and taking the sum of the
m agnitudes of both resonance lines.

Figure :j show s the cbserved distinguishability D , for
the states j ( )iand j ( )i. From Eq. (39}, we nd
the optim al observablke W ,° P for § ()i, and

( =2) ;1)+oos =2) z(l)wj:h = arctan ( sec(z 5))

f)rj ( )i. T herefore, the transform ation R was realized
by the NMR pulses 5  and [ I

= 2
tanglem ent in the state j ( )4, D , = P,, whik for the
entangled state j ( )iwe ndD , > P,. Theexperin en—
taldata also satisfy the relation D5 = P57 + C? ofEq.

.

. A s there isno en—

Distinguishability 02

FIG . 7: Experim ental m eaurem ent of the distinguishability
D, or § ( )i [denoted by ) and j ( )i (denoted by ).
T he solid lines are the theoretical expectations and the dotted
Iine is the theoretical expectation of the predictability P, for
j ( )i. The insets are, respectively, the experin ental spectra

at = 0;3;

V. COMPLEMENTARITY RELATIONS FOR
BIPARTITE SYSTEM S

W ith the sam e experin ental schem e we now explore
the com plem entarity relations for bipartite quantum sys—
tem s. Between the sihgl particle visbility Vi (see Eq.
d20 the two-particle visbilty Vi, Eq. (25 and the
predJctabJJJty Py Eq. {34)), we can verify that the rela—
tion

Vi, +Vi+ P! 1 k= 1;2);

holds in a pure bipartite system for any experin ental
setting and m easurem ent basis.

If the initial state j i has only real coe cients ir
the inequality becom es an equality. In this case, the
tw o-particle visbility Vi, becom es equal to the concur-
rence C, Vig c = 2j1 4 2 3j. H ow ever, when
the coe cients ; are arbitrary com plex num bers, the
tw o-particle visbility Vi, can be an aller than the con—
currence, Vi, C.Asa speci cexam ple consider j i=

03P0i 02e 5 Pli+ 08e iz 0i+ 0:4796e 7 1.
U sing sym m etricbeam splittersand them easurem entba—
sis £P1i;Jig), we nd Vi, = 0:1627 and C = 02110, ie.
Vi, < C.

By the Schm idt decom position {_3-4_;], any pure state j i
can be transform ed into onew ith realcoe cientsby local
unitary operations. Therefore, one can design a di er—
ent experin ent using beam splitters that in plem ent the
transfom ation e,iTk(k(ﬁk) c0s 1+ s 1) ingtead of the
symm etric one €7 v . In this case, the singleparticle
transducers in plem ent the operation

41)

; (k) (x)
el X COS xt+

Uk (k7 xi x)= sin x)g 1 5 4

Note that the single-
is nvariant under local

b4

particle character Sx Eqg.

nstead of Uy ( ) in Eq. {0).
)



uniary transform ations though is constituents Vyx and
Py are not. By de ning the m axim al visbility Vi, =
maxe ,;,qfViz ( ki x)g,weobtanV;, C and

VA4 SE=1; k= 1;2): 43)
This show s that the com plem entarity relation (§) in the
equality form is fiil lled for any pure bipartite system .
An altemative way is to keep the symm etric beam split—
ters and change the m easurem ent basis. O ne can always
choose an optin al basis which consists of the eigenvec—
tors of an cbservableW = W, W , that m axin izes the
VJSijJIty Vio, i.e., Vi, =m AXfy g fvlz W )g C. Bejng
Invariant under localunitary transform ations, this m ax—
In al two-particle visbility Vi, & concurrence C) is a
good m easure of the bipartite property encoded in the
pure state.

In a pure bipartite system , the com plm entarity rela—
tion ('_4§), together w ith the identity Vi, C and the
de nition (:Z:) of the single particke character Sy o ers
a m ethod for quantifying entanglem ent in tem s of the
directly m easurable quantities, n this case visbilities,
predictability and distinguishability. In this section, we
experin entally explore these com plem entarity relations
for the states

1 ,
1

3 (17 2)i= ooszljoi2+ sjnzljl_iz

+ 94, ooszz Pi, + s:inzz i1, 144)
by preparing the state in the nuclear spins ofm olecules,
and m easuring the visbilities, predictability and distin-—
guishability by NM R according to the procedure outlined
above.

Tablke!I lists the theoreticalexpectations frthe various
quantities involved in the com plem entarity relation for
this state. T he singl particle character Sy and the con—
currence C ( the m axin al two-particke visbility Viz)
satisfy the duality relation of Eq. {43). For the state
i (1; 2)i Eq. Cfl-é_i')), the m axin al tw o-particle visbil-
iy Vi, isobtained from the experim entalvisibility Vi, by
setting the m easurem ent basis fk; vy, ig to the com puta—
tionalbasis fk;yv = 0 or lig. T he predictabilities for the
tw o particles are qualitatively di erent, P; 6 P, which
resutsin V?+ V3 = lwhereasV/+ V23 1. The special
casewith 1+ ,= wasdiscussed in detailin Ref.RGJ;
In that case, both predictabilities vanish, P; = P, = 0.
However, V5 + V2 + P2 = land D+ V? = 1 are still
satis ed fork = 1 or 2.

T o verify these relations, we used an experim entalpro—
cedure sim ilar to that discussed in Section ITIB . To pre—
parethestate j (1; 2)1ifrom the psesudo-pure state gq,
we used the follow ing NM R pulse sequence:

h i

h i, h i, . 2

(1: i — _ _
I G 5 3 2 J 2 2

. tarity relations (solid curves) D2 + V2 =

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

i1 22 J.

W em easured the visbilities forthe state j (15 2)iby
rst scanning ; whilke xihg , to =2 , then repeated
the experiment wih xed ; and variabl ,. Thispro—

vides them axin alprobabiltties B, ,pm 1 (X1, ¥i) ofthe
\corrected" “pint probabilities, which occurat ( 1; 2) =
n +>s;m + 5 forj (1; 2)i.

27 2
A sa speci c exam ple, we present the experin ental re—
sults ©r j (17 2)iwih 1+ 2 = 5. The resulting

Interference fringes were closely sim ilar to those shown
nhFig. "§ U sing the procedure described in Section ITIB,
w e extracted the relevant visibilities Vi and Vi, from the
experim ental data. T he visbilities and the predictabil-
ity werem easured as a function of ; varying from =4
to 3 =4 in steps of =8. The singleparticle character
Sk = V2 + P? and the two-particle visbility V;, from

these experin ents are displayed in F ig. :_9, together w ith
plots of the theoretical com plem entarity relations (solid
curves) indicating V5 + SZ = 1 for the pure two-qubit
states. A t ofthese data to the equation x? + y? = r?

resulted in an am plitude r= 0:98 001 for the data of
Fig. 8 @) and 097 0:01 for the data of Fig. § ©).

(a) ()

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

FIG .8: (Color online) Experim ental veri cation of the com -
plem entarity relation \/122 + Sﬁ = 1 in apuretwo-qubit system :
(@) orqubi 1 and () for qubit 2. Solid curves represent the
theoretical com plem entarity relation of single-particle charac—
ter Sx versus tw o-particle visbility Vi, . Experim ental results
are indicated by circles.

For the quantitative m easurem ent of the distinguisha—
pility D i, the optin alobservable W ;7 forj (1; )i
(sin ( =2);0;co0s( =2))
with = 252 5 forD i, in agreem ent w ith Ref. t_lQ‘],
and = arctan( ocot( 1; 2 )=sn ( 12 2)) forD ,, accord—
Ing to the analysis of section IV B . T he transform ation
Ry wasrealized by a [ ]L pulse. Fjgure-'_q com pares the
m easured values of the szjng]e particle visbilities Vi, and
the distinguishabilities D x to the theoretical com plem en—
1. The tted
001 for the data In
001 BrFig. i 0).

is a spin operator parallelto B =

valies of the am plitude r are 0:99
Fi. () and 0:98



. Vk
Particle k C Via Sk ; Dy
Py
cos —+
1 cos 12 ; 02 cos 52
- 1 2
0T sin 2t2 cos 22 ! "
2 cos L2 2 2 1 sjr12(122)cos2 12
cos 212 cos 12

TABLE I:The varous quantities involved in the com plem entarity relation for the fam ily of states j (1; 2)iin Eq. @é)

(a) (b)

0.8 0.8

0.6 0.6

0.4 0.4

FIG.9: (Color online) Experim ental veri cation of the com -
plem entarity relation ofD,f + sz = 1 In a pure twoqubit
system . (a) for qubit 1 and () for qubi 2. Solid curves
represent the ideal com plem entarity relationship, whilk ex—
perin ental resuls are indicated by circles.

In Fig. :_l-Q', we com pare tw o Independent ways form ea—
suring the concurrence C , either through the tw o-particle
VJSJPJJJi:y V12, or through the shgleparticle quantities,
as D P2. Both data sets are pltted agahst 1,
together w ith the theoretical concurrence C. The g-—
ure show s clkearly that the two procedure give the sam e
results, wihin experin ental errors. A pparently, both
m ethods allow one to experin entally determm ine the en—
tanglem ent of pure two-qubi states. At the same tin e,
the data verify the com plem entarity relation 6'_5) .

Concurrence C

FIG .10: (Color online) M easured concurrenge from the ex—
perin entalvalues of Vi, (denotedby 5 )and D P72 (de-
noted, respectively, by and for k = 1 and 2) verus
1. The solid curve represent the theoretical concurrence
C= sn(1 7).

In these experim ents, the m axin al absolute errors for

the quantities Vi, V1, and Py were about 0:1. The er-
ror is prim arily due to the inhom ogeneity of the radio
frequency eld and the static m agnetic eld, im perfect
calbration of radio frequency pulses, and signal decay
during the experin ents. A m axin al experin ental error
about 6% results forthe veri cation ofthe com plem entar—
ity relations. Ifwe take Into acocount these in perfections,
the m easured data in our NM R experim ents agree well
w ith the theory.

VI. MULTIQUBIT SYSTEM S

To generalize the com plem entarity relation @) to
m ultiqubit system s, we consider a pure state j iwih n
qubits i; j;k; ::ym . A cocording to the generalized concur—
rence for pairs of quantum_ system s of arbitrary din en—
sion by Rungta et al. [35,136], we caloulate the bipartite
concurrence Cy (34.:m ) Petween qubit k and the system
w ith the rem ainingn 1 qubits (ij::m ) In tem s of the
m argihal density operator i

g
ck(ij:::rn)= 20 Tr(i)]: (46)
In temm s of the single particle character Sy Eg. @:)),
and ushg Tr £ = 1 1+ SZ ,we obtain the comple-
m entariy relation

2

Clugum) + Sp=1 @7

ij:im

Thisisa rstgeneralization ofthe tradeo between indi-

vidual particle properties, quanti ed by Sx, and the bi-

partite entanglem ent Cy (35::m ) %o m any particle system s.
=) 1

It in plies also the relation C?,

i=1

,* Sf = nde

ij:im
rived by Tessier E_Z-_d]

To characterize the pairw ise entanglem ents of qubit k

w ith the otherqubits, we sum overthe squaresofthe con—

currences of alltw o-partite subsystem s nvolving qubit k,

k) _ X

2.
2 Ciy

: @“8)

j6 k

Here, the concurrence Cyy is de ned in tem s of the

m arginaldensity operator 5 for the kj subsystem , us-

ing the de nition of C ( x5) = maxf ; 2 3
4;0g, where ;{1 = 1;2;3;4) are the square roots of



. )
the eigenvalues of 45 ( 4

ng orderéé_i, :_2-9‘]

W e now specialize to pure threequbit system s. Here,
it ispossble to specify threepartite entanglem ent by the
3+angk ;Bilas

&) 3

) x5(y vy ) In decreas-

3=Cfuy CH Ciy: (49)
Combining Eqs {7), (48), and {49), we nd a com -
plem entarity between single-particle properties Sy, pair-
w ise entanglem ent Z(k) , and threepartite entanglem ent

3, which isvalid for each individualqubit:
s+ v st=1; (50)

For speci ¢ exam ples, we have listed In Tabl :ﬁ dif-
ferent threequbit states and calculated the 1 2- and
3-qubit quanti ers appearing n Eq. C§(_]‘) . A scan be ver-
i ed from the tabl, these states satisfy Eq. (60) in di er—
ent ways. T he product states ofthe rst entry only have
single particle character. A s discussed by Duret al. 38),
the states listed In the second entry represent bipartite
entanglem ent betw een the second and third qubit, whilke
the rstqubitisin a product statew ith them . TheGHZ
states are pure threeparticle entangled states, whilke the
W statesexhibit no genuine threeparticlke entanglem ent,
but two—-and one particle properties.

Since there isno generalization ofthe 3-tangle to larger
system s, we can only speculate here if it is possble to
extend the relation (_5(_5) to m ore than three qubits. On
a heuristic basis, we consider two types of pure n—qubit
system s. One is a generalization of the GHZ states to
n qubits: HTHZ,i= a;Pi "+ axjli ". This is a state
w ith pure n-way entanglem ent, ie.,

n = 4ja1a2j7'; m(k)=0ﬁ3r1<m<n
. . 2
S = ¥ mF (51)
w here nfk) denotes the pure m -tangle regarding qubi k.

Here, the m tangle denotesm -way orm -party entangle—
m ent that critically involresallm parties, which isdi er-
ent from the Itangle in Ref. 5§,:_3-§] and a recently intro—
duced m easure of m ultipartite entanglem ent de ned by
C%,=Tr( ~) with a pin- ip operation ~ * "

by A .W ong and N . Christensen t_3-9'] Currently, there
is no generalway to m easure this form of entanglem ent
beyond three qubits. _

TheW statesofTablk 'l.itm ay also be generalized to n
qubisas 1 ,i= a; j100:0i+ a; PL0::0it az POL::0i+
i+ +a, P00:di. These states exhibit the maxinal
bipartite entanglem ents and no other m -way entangle-
m ents, ie.,

X

nfk) = 0fPor2<m n; Z(k) = 4j3.kajjz
36 k
0 1,
2 @ . 2 X . 2A
S = ¢ BJ By] (52)
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In these two cases the com plem entarity relation general-
P

izes to m(k)

m=2

+52=1.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

Com plem entarity is a universal relationship between
properties of quantum ob gcts. However, it behaves in
di erent ways for di erent quantum ob ects. The pur-
pose of this paper was to analyze the di erent com ple-
m entarity relations that exist In two— and multiqubi
system s and to illustrate som e ofthem in a smplkeNMR
system .

W e experim entally veri ed the com plem entarity rela—
tion betw een the singleparticlke and bipartite properties:
C?+ s? = 1 i a pure twoqubi system . To deter-
m Ine the entanglem ent, we used either the two-particle
visbility Vi, or the distinguishability D x and the pre—
dictability Py . A coordingly, two com plem entarity rela—
tions: V5 + V2 + P? = landD{ + V2 = 1 were tested
for di erent states incliding m axin ally entangled, sepa—
rable, aswellaspartially entangled (Intem ediate) states.

Furthem ore, the complm entarity C? + SZ = 1 be-
tween one- and two-particle character was generalized
to system s of n qubits. The com plem entarity relation
C]f(ij::m) + SZ = 1 holds fr an arbitrary pure n-qubit
state, which in plies a tradeo between the local single-
particle property (SZ = V> + P?) and the nonlbcal bi-
partite entanglem ent between the particle and the re—
mainder of the system  (C ;... ,)- M ore interesting, in
a pure threequbit system , the singleparticle character
(S{), the two-particke property regarding this particke
m easured by the sum of all pairw ise entanglem ents In—
volring the particle ( Z(k) ), and the threeparticle prop—
erty measured by the genuine tripartite entanglem ent
(3) are com plem entary, ie., 3+ Z(k) + S]f = 1. However,
the generalization of the sim ilar relationship to a larger—
qubit system requires the identi cation and quanti ca—
tion of m ultipartite entanglem ent for pure and m ixed
states beyond threequbit system s that still rem ains an
open question currently. A sim ilar relationship cannot
be directly generalized to larger qubit systems. Some
speci ¢ sam ples m ight be helpfiil to confcture the re—

1=
lation 2+ 82 = 1: the singlepartick property

m=2
(local) of a particle m ight be com plem entary to allpos—
sble pure m ultiparticle properties (nonlcal) connected
to this particle.

C om plem entarity and entanglem ent are tw o In portant
phenom ena that characterize quantum m echanics. From
these observations, we conclide that entanglem ent In is
various form s is an in portant param eter for the di er-
ent form s of com plem entarity relations in m ultipartie
system s. D i erent form s of entanglem ent quantify the
am ount of Inform ation encoded in the di erent quantum
correlations of the system , indicating the m ultipartie
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Class 2 Sk =V + P/
P roduct states 0 0 1
B jpartite entanglem ent 0 0; k= 1) 1; k= 1)
J . sei= Pi @ POi+ ap J19) dmarfik=s1 | @F )P ik= st
W states P ) . P
] ) ) ) 0 45 (e #55)°
W i= a; PO1i+ a, P10i+ a3 j001 i6 k 36 k
GHZ states . . .
4paF 0 (G-P O

BHZi= a; PO0i+ a, f11i

TABLE II: Som e exam ples for the com plem entarity relation 3+

quantum attributes. These results have also in plica—
tions on the connection between entanglem ent sharing
and com plem entarity and m aybe In tum provide a possi-
bl way to study the entanglem ent in m ultipartite quan—
tum system s by com plem entarity. W e hope that these

ndings w illbe useful for future research into the nature
of com plam entarity and entanglem ent.
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