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We demonstrate that the Global Entanglement (GE) measure dened by Meyer and Walla h, J.
Math. Phys. 43, 4273 (2002), is maximal at the riti al point for the Ising hain in a transverse
magneti eld. Our analysis is based on the equivalen e of GE to the averaged linear entropy,
allowing the understanding of multipartite entanglement (ME) features through a generalization
of GE for bipartite blo ks of qubits. Moreover, in ontrast to GE, the proposed ME measure
an distinguish three paradigmati entangled states: GHZN , WN , and EP R⊗N/2. As su h the
generalized measure an dete t genuine ME and is maximal at the riti al point.
PACS numbers: 03.67.Mn, 03.65.Ud, 05.30.-d
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Figure 1: (Color online) Von Neumann entropy (dashed) and
GE/LE (solid) as a fun tion of λ.
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