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O perationalC lassi�cation and Q uanti�cation ofM ultipartite Entangled States
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W e form alize and extend an operationalm ultipartite entanglem entm easure introduced in T.R.

O liveira, G .Rigolin, and M .C.de O liveira, Phys. Rev. A 73, 010305(R) (2006) through the

generalization of global entanglem ent (G E) [D .A.M eyer and N.R.W allach, J.M ath. Phys.

43, 4273 (2002)]. Contrarily to G E the m ain feature of this new m easure lies in the fact that

we study the m ean linear entropy ofallpossible partitions ofa m ultipartite system . This allows

the construction ofan operationalm ultipartite entanglem entm easure which is able to distinguish

am ong di�erentm ultipartiteentangled statesthatG E failed to discrim inate.Furtherm ore,itisalso

m axim um at the criticalpointofthe Ising chain in a transverse m agnetic �eld being thusable to

detecta quantum phase transition.

PACS num bers:03.67.M n,03.65.U d,05.30.-d

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

Since Schr�odinger’ssem inalpaper[1]entanglem entis

recognized to be at the heart of Q uantum M echanics

(Q M ).Fora long tim ethestudy ofentangled stateswas

restricted to the conceptualfoundations of Q M [2, 3].

Since the last two decades,however,entanglem ent was

also recognized asa physicalresourcewhich can beused

toe�cientlyim plem entinform ationaland com putational

tasks[4].Theunderstandingofthequalitativeand quan-

titativeaspectsofentanglem ent,therefore,naturally be-

cam ea fertile�eld ofresearch.Nowadays,entanglem ent

of bipartite states (a joint state of a quantum system

partitioned in two subsystem s A and B ) is quite well

understood. G ood m easures ofentanglem ent for these

system s are available,specially for qubits [5]. O n the

other hand entanglem ent ofm ultipartite states (a joint

state of a quantum system partitioned in m ore than

two subsystem s) cannot be understood through sim ple

extensions ofthe tools and m easures em ployed for bi-

partite entangled states. M ost of the tools available

to study bipartite states (e.g. the Schm idt decom posi-

tion [6])arein generalnotusefulform ultipartitestates.

Even a qualitative characterization ofthe m any possi-

ble m ultipartite entangled states (M ES) is very com -

plex since for a given N -partitioned system there are

m any \kinds" ofentanglem ent [7,8]. For exam ple,let

j	iN = j�1i
 � � � 
 j�pi
 j iN �p be a N -partite state

in which j�ii,1 � i� p,isthe ith subsystem state and

j iN �p is the state describing the other N � p subsys-

tem s. Ifj iN �p isan entangled state then j	iiscalled

a p-separable state [9]. After discovering the value ofp

foragiven m ultipartitestateanothercom plication shows

up when wefocuson j iN �p sinceitssubsystem scan be
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entangled in severalinequivalentways. Forexam ple,in

thecaseofthreequbitstherearetwo paradigm aticM ES

which cannotbe converted to each othervia localoper-

ationsand classicalcom m unication (LO CC)[7].Forfour

qubits,ninedi�erentkindsofentanglem entarepossible,

which cannotbe converted to each othervia LO CC [8].

Thusafterconsiderablework we stilllack a deep under-

standing ofM ES and new tools m ust be developed in

orderto capture the essentialfeaturesofgenuine m ulti-

partiteentanglem ent(M E).

O uraim in thispaperisto shed new lighton theway

M E ischaracterized and quanti�ed.W eintend to do this

by form alizing and extending an operational M E m ea-

sureintroduced in Ref.[10].W e em phasizethatitisan

operationalm easure in the sense that it is easily com -

putable,even fora m ultipartitestatecom posed ofm any

subsystem s. This new m easure can be seen as an ex-

tension ofthe globalentanglem ent and we callit,from

now on,the generalized globalentanglem ent: E
(n)

G
. The

generalized globalentanglem ent has severalinteresting

features,twoofwhich werealready explored in Ref.[10]:

(i)in contrastto theglobalentanglem entm easure[11]it

can identify genuine M ES and (ii)itism axim um atthe

criticalpointfortheIsing chain in a transversem agnetic

�eld. Anotherim portantaspectofE
(n)

G
isthe factthat

ithasan intuitivephysicalinterpretation.W ecan relate

itto thelinearentropy ofthepurestatebeing studied as

wellaswith thepuritiesofthereduced n-partystatesob-

tained by tracingouttheotherN � n subsystem s[12,13].

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec.IIwe for-

m ally de�ne E
(n)

G
and we extensively discuss a few im -

portantpropertiessatis�ed by thegeneralized globalen-

tanglem ent. In Sec.III we calculate E
(n)

G
for the m ost

representatives M ES.This gives us a good intuition of

the m eaning ofE
(n)

G
and illustrates its usefulness. W e

also com pare E
(n)

G
with other m easures available,high-

lighting them ain di�erencesand theadvantagesand dis-

advantagesofeach one.In the sam esection we useE
(2)

G

to quantify the ground state m ultipartite entanglem ent
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mailto:rigolin@ifi.unicamp.br
mailto:tro@ifi.unicamp.br
mailto:marcos@ifi.unicamp.br


2

ofthe one dim ension (1D) Ising m odelin a transverse

m agnetic �eld. Finally,in Sec.IV we present our �nal

rem arks.

II. G EN ER A LIZED G LO B A L EN TA N G LEM EN T

G lobalentanglem ent (G E) was �rstly introduced in

Ref. [11]to quantify the M E contained in a chain ofN

qubits.Latteritwasdem onstrated [14]to be equivalent

tothem ean linearentropy (LE)ofallsinglequbitsin the

chain.Thisconnection between G E and LE considerably

sim pli�ed the calculation ofG E and also extended itto

system sofhigherdim ensions. An intuitive,though not

so rigorous,way ofunderstanding G E is to consider it

asquantifying the m ean entanglem entbetween one sub-

system with the restofthe subsystem s. In this process

we are dividing a system ofN com ponents into a sin-

glesubsystem and therem aining N � 1 subsystem s.W e

could,nevertheless,separate the system into two parti-

tion blocks,one containing L subsystem sand the other

one N � L [16,17]. There are m any di�erent ways to

constructa given \block".In Refs.[16,17]a block ofL

subsystem sconsisted ofthe�rstL successivesubsystem s:

L = fS1;S2;S3;:::;SLg.Butany otherpossiblecom bi-

nation ofL subsystem scould be em ployed to construct

a block. W e m ay have,for instance,a block form ed by

the�rstL odd subsystem s:L = fS1;S3;S5;:::;S2L �1 g.

It is legitim ate to com pute the LE ofeach one ofthese

possible partitions. Roughly speaking this allows us to

detect and quantify allpossible ‘types’ofentanglem ent

in a m ultipartite pure state. The generalized globalen-

tanglem ent (E
(n)

G
) is de�ned to take into accountallof

thosepossiblepartitionsofa system com posed ofN sub-

system s. Before we de�ne E
(n)

G
we highlight two ofits

m ain im portantqualities:(a)Itisarelativelysim pleand

operationalm easure. Since it is based on LE it can be

easily evaluated and itisvalid forany type ofm ultipar-

titepurestate(statesbelongingeitherto�niteorin�nite

dim ension Hilbert spaces);(b) Each class ofE
(n)

G
is re-

lated to the m ixedness/purity ofall possible n-partite

reduced density m atricesoutofa system com posed ofN

subsystem s,and thusitisnotrestricted to reduced den-

sity m atrices ofonly one subsystem as the originalG E

[11,12,13]. Thisfactishelpfulforthe physicalunder-

standing ofE
(n)

G
.

Following the de�nition ofE
(n)

G
we m oveto the study

ofthegeneralpropertiesofthisnew m easurerelatingitto

them ixedness/purity ofthevariousreduced density m a-

tricesofthesystem .Afterthatweparticularizetoqubits

focusingon theability ofthegeneralized globalentangle-

m enttoclassify and quantify M ES.W econcludethissec-

tion bypresentingavarietyofexam ples,which clarifythe

necessity ofallthe classesofE
(n)

G
,i. e. n = 1;2;3;:::,

to properly understand the m any facetsofM ES.

A . Form alD e�nition ofthe M easure

Considera system S which ispartitioned into N sub-

system sSi,1 � i� N .Letj	i2 H be a quantum state

describing S and H the Hilbertspace ofthe whole sys-

tem .SincewehaveN subsystem s,H = H 1
 � � � 
 HN =
N N

i= 1
H i,in which H iistheHilbertspaceassociatedwith

Si.The density m atrix ofS is� = j	ih	jand wede�ne

the generalized globalentanglem ent[18]as,

E
(n)

G
(�) =

1

C
N �1
n�1

N �1X

i1= 1

N �1X

i2= i1+ 1

N �1X

i3= i2+ 1

� � �

� � �

N �1X

in � 1= in � 2+ 1

G (n;i1;i2;:::;in�1 ); (1)

where allthe param eters are naturalnum bers,n < N ,

and

C
N �1
n�1 =

(N � 1)!

(N � n)!(n � 1)!

is the de�nition ofthe binom ialcoe�cient. Note that

the sum m ation isoverallik’s,with the restriction that

1 � i1 < i2 < � � � < in�1 � N � 1. W e also assum e

i0 = 0.Thefunction G isgiven as,

G (n;i1;i2;:::;in�1 )=
d

d� 1

2

41�
1

N � in�1

N �in � 1X

j= 1

Tr

�

�
2

j;j+ i1;j+ i2;:::;j+ in � 1

�

3

5 ; (2)

where�j;j+ i1;j+ i2;:::;j+ in � 1
isobtained by tracing outall

thesubsystem sbutSA = fSj;Sj+ i1;Sj+ i2;:::;Sj+ in � 1
g

and d = m infdim SA ;dim SA g.Heredim SA and dim SA
are,respectively,theHilbertspacedim ension ofthesub-

system SA and of its com plem ent SA . In resum e the

index n isforthe num berofsubsystem sin the A parti-

tion and the indexesi1;i2;:::;in�1 arethe neighborhood

addressing foreach ofthe involved subsystem s.
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B . G eneralP roperties

Eqs.(1) and (2) are valid for any m ultipartite pure

system ,even system s described by continuous variables

(G aussian statesforexam ple). The key conceptbehind

generalized global entanglem ent is the fact that it is

based on the linear entropy,which is an entanglem ent

m onotoneeasily calculated forthe vastm ajority ofpure

states. Thus,by its very de�nition,E
(n)

G
and G inherit

allthe propertiessatis�ed by LE,including the crux of

allentanglem entm onotones:non-increaseunderLO CC.

Another im portant concept ofE
(n)

G
and G is the in-

troduction ofclassesofm ultipartite entanglem ent(M E)

labeled by the index n. As we willsee,they are allre-

lated with them any waysa m ultipartitestatecan been-

tangled. M oreover,a genuine n-partite entangled state

m usthave non-zero E
(n)

G
and G ’sforallclassesn. Here

a genuine M ES m eansa m ultipartitepureentangled sys-

tem in which no pure state can be de�ned to anyone of

its subsystem s. There is only one pure state describ-

ing the whole joint system . For three qubits, for in-

stance,the states jG H Zi = (1=
p
2)(j000i+ j111i) and

jW i = (1=
p
3)(j001i+ j010i+ j100i) are genuine M ES

butj�i= (1=
p
2)(j00i+ j11i)j0iisnot.

Letusnow explicitly show how the�rstclassesofE
(n)

G

look like. This willclarify the physicalm eaning ofthe

m easureaswellastheintuitiveaspectswhich led ustoar-

riveatthegeneraland form alde�nitionsgiven in Eqs.(1)

and (2).

1. FirstClass: n = 1

W hen n = 1 Eqs.(1)and (2)arethe sam e,

E
(1)

G
(�)= G (1)=

d

d� 1

2

41�
1

N

NX

j= 1

Tr
�

�
2

j

�

3

5 ; (3)

and ifwe rem em berthe de�nition ofthe linear entropy

forthe subsystem j [14,15],

E L (�j)=
d

d� 1

�

1� Tr
�

�
2

j

��

; (4)

then Eq.(3)can be written as[10]

E
(1)

G
=

1

N

NX

j= 1

E L (�j)= hE L (�j)i: (5)

In otherwords,E
(1)

G
issim ply them ean linearentropy of

allthesubsystem sSj.W eshould m ention thatforqubits

(d = 2),E
(1)

G
wasshown [14]to beexactly theM eyerand

W allach globalentanglem ent[11].

The physicalintuition behind the study ofthe m ean

linearentropiesliesin thefactthatthem orea stateisa

genuineM ES the m orem ixed theirreduced density m a-

tricesshould be.However,weshould notlim itourselves

to evaluating thereduced density m atricesofsinglesub-

system s Sj. W e can take either two,or three,...,or n

subsystem sand calculate theirreduced density m atrices

and also calculate their m ean linear entropies. This is

thereason ofwhy weintroduced theotherclassesofgen-

eralized globalentanglem ent.

2. Second Class: n = 2

Forn = 2 Eqs.(1)and (2)arenotidenticalanym ore,

being,nevertheless,entanglem entm onotones:

E
(2)

G
(�) =

1

N � 1

N �1X

i1= 1

G (2;i1); (6)

G (2;i1) =
d

d� 1

2

41�
1

N � i1

N �i1X

j= 1

Tr
�

�
2

j;j+ i1

�

3

5 :(7)

Now we dealwith the reduced joint density m atrix for

subsystem s Sj and Sj+ i1. The extra param eter i1 is

introduced to take account of the m any possible ‘dis-

tances’between the two subsystem s. Fornearestneigh-

borsi1 = 1,next-nearestneighborsi2 = 2,and so forth.

Noticing thatthe linearentropy ofthe subsystem sSj
and Sj+ i1 by tracingouttherestoftheothersubsystem s

isgiven by

E L (�j;j+ i1)=
d

d� 1

�

1� Tr
�

�
2

j;j+ i1

��

; (8)

then Eq.(7)can be written as,

G (2;i1)=
1

N � i1

N �i1X

j= 1

E L (�j;j+ i1)= hE L (�j;j+ i1)i:

(9)

Thisim pliesthatEq.(6)issim ply given by

E
(2)

G
(�)=

1

N � 1

N �1X

i1= 1

hE L (�j;j+ i1)i= hhE L (�j;j+ i1)ii;

(10)

where the double brackets representthe averaging over

allpossibleG (2;i1),1 � i1 � N � 1.

Looking at Eqs.(9) and (10) we can easily interpret

E
(2)

G
and G (2;i1). First,let us dealwith G (2;i1). W e

assum ethatallthe subsystem sareorganized in a linear

chain.(Thisassum ption sim pli�esthediscussion in what

follows.) Ifwerem em berthat1� i1 � N � 1,whereN is

the num berofsubsystem s,Eq.(9)tellsusthatG (2;i1)

isnothingbutthem ean linearentropy oftwosubsystem s

with therestoftheothersubsystem sconditioned on that

thesetwo subsystem sarei1 lattice sitesapart.
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Forconcreteness,letusexplicitly writeallthepossible

G (2;i1)foralinearchain of�vesubsystem s.SinceN = 5

we have 1 � i1 � 4, which gives four G ’s pictorially

represented in Fig.1:

(1) G (2;1),which is the m ean linear entropy (LE) of

the following pairs ofsubsystem s with the rest of

the chain:f(S1;S2);(S2;S3);(S3;S4);(S4;S5)g;

(2) G (2;2),which isthem ean LE ofthefollowingpairs

ofsubsystem s:f(S1;S3);(S2;S4);(S3;S5)g;

(3) G (2;3),which isthem ean LE ofthefollowingpairs

ofsubsystem s:f(S1;S4);(S2;S5)g;

(4) G (2;4),which isthem ean LE ofthefollowingpairs

ofsubsystem s:f(S1;S5)g.

S4S2 +

S1 S3+ S3 S5+

( 2 ) 

S5S2 +

S1 S4+

( 3 ) 

S1 S5+

( 4 )

S S+2 3 + S4S 5

+ SS3 4+ SS 21

( 1 )

Figure 1: Allcom binationsoftwo elem entsoutof�ve.

Finally,Eq.(10) shows that E
(2)

G
is the m ean linear

entropy oftwo subsystem swith the restofthe chain ir-

respective ofthe distance between the two subsystem s,

i.e.,itistheaveraged sum m ation ofallthe(1)-(4)kinds

ofG (2;i1),1 � i1 � 4.

3. Third Class: n = 3

By setting n = 3 Eqs.(1)and (2)becom e

E
(3)

G
(�)=

2

(N � 1)(N � 2)

N �1X

i1= 1

N �1X

i2= i1+ 1

G (n;i1;i2);

(11)

and

G (3;i1;i2)=
d

d� 1

2

41�
1

N � i2

N �i2X

j= 1

Tr
�

�
2

j;j+ i1;j+ i2

�

3

5 :

(12)

Eq.(12)dealswith reduced densitym atricesofthreesub-

system s: Sj,Sj+ i1,and Sj+ i2. Therefore,G (3;i1;i2)is

them ean linearentropy ofallthreesubsystem swith the

restofthechain conditioned to thatSj+ i1 and Sj+ i2 are,

respectively,i1 and i2 latticesitesapartfrom Sj.Taking

the m ean ofallpossible G (3;i1;i2) we obtain Eq.(11).

This is equivalent to averaging over alllinear entropies

ofthree subsystem s irrespective oftheir distances. Al-

though we do notexplicitly write them here,sim ilarex-

pressionsasthosegiven by Eqs.(9)and (10)can be ob-

tained forthisclass.

Again,aswedid forthesecond class,itisexplanatory

to analyzein detailsthe N = 5 case.Now 1 � i1 < i2 �

4.Thistim e wehavesix G ’s(See Fig.2):

(1) G (3;1;2),which isthem ean linearentropy (LE)of

the following triplesofsubsystem swith therestof

the chain:f(S1;S2;S3);(S2;S3;S4);(S3;S4;S5)g;

(2) G (3;1;3),which is the m ean LE ofthe following

triplesofsubsystem s:f(S1;S2;S4);(S2;S3;S5)g;

(3) G (3;1;4),which is the m ean LE ofthe following

triplesofsubsystem s:f(S1;S2;S5)g;

(4) G (3;2;3),which is the m ean LE ofthe following

triplesofsubsystem s:f(S1;S3;S4);(S2;S4;S5)g;

(5) G (3;2;4),which is the m ean LE ofthe following

triplesofsubsystem s:f(S1;S3;S5)g;

(6) G (3;3;4),which is the m ean LE ofthe following

triplesofsubsystem s:f(S1;S4;S5)g.

S1 S2 S3 S3 S5S4+ + + +

S2 S3 S4+ +

( 1 )

S1 S3 S4++

S2 S4 S5+ +

( 4 )

S2 S3 S5+ +

S1 S2 S4+ +

( 2 )

S1 S3 S5+ +

( 5 )

S1 S2 S5+ +

( 3 )

S1 S4 S5+ +

( 6 )

Figure 2: Allcom binationsofthree elem entsoutof�ve.
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4. Higher Classes: n � 4

Rem em bering thatn < N ,higherclassesn ofE
(n)

G
(�)

only m ake sense for system s such that N � n + 1 sub-

system s. The higher a class n the greater the num ber

ofG ’snecessary forthe com putation ofE
(n)

G
(�).Thisis

a satisfactory property we should expect from a useful

m ultipartite entanglem entm easure since as we increase

thenum berofpartitionsofa system weincreasetheway

itm ay be entangled [7,8].

Ifweem ploy thede�nition ofLE forn subsystem sout

ofa totalofN ,

E L (�j;:::;j+ in � 1
)=

d

d� 1

h

1� Tr

�

�
2

j;:::;j+ in � 1

�i

; (13)

wecan write Eqs.(2)and (1)respectively as

G (n;i1;:::;in�1 ) = hE L (�j;j+ i1;:::;in � 1
)i; (14)

E
(n)

G
(�) = hhEL (�j;j+ i1;:::;in � 1

)ii: (15)

In Eq.(14)the single pairofbracketshirepresentsthe

averagingoverallpossiblecon�gurationsofn subsystem s

in which subsystem Sj+ ik isik latticesitesapartfrom Sj.

Here 1 < k < n � 1. Finally,the double bracketshh ii

istheaverageofthelinearentropy ofn subsystem sover

allpossible com binations (distances) in which they can

be arranged.

W e should m ention at this point that E
(n)

G
and G

are m ore generalthan the block entanglem ent(E
(n)

B
)as

presented in Refs.[16,17,19]. By block entanglem ent

it is understood that we divide a set ofN subsystem s

fS1;S2;:::;SN g in two blocks,A n = fS1;S2;:::;Sng

and B N �n = fSn+ 1;Sn+ 2;:::;SN g,and calculate the

linearorvon Neum ann entropy between blocksA n and

B N �n . In the language ofgeneralized globalentangle-

m ent,block entanglem entfora translationalsym m etric

stateissim ply

E
(n)

B
= G (n;i1 = 1;i2 = 1;:::;in�1 = 1);

which is only one ofthe m any G ’s we can de�ne. The

m ain di�erence between these two m easures lies in the

factthatweallow allpossiblecom binationsofn subsys-

tem soutofN to representa possible‘block’.Contrarily

to block entanglem ent,here there exists no restriction

onto the subsystem s belonging to a given ‘block’to be

nearest neighbors. They lie anywhere in the system ’s

dom ain.

C . Particular P roperties for Q ubits

Although Eqs. (1) and (2) are de�ned for Hilbert

spaces of arbitrary dim ensions we now focus on som e

propertiesofE
(n)

G
and G forqubits.Therearetwo m ain

reasonsforstudyingqubitsin detail.Firstly,theyarerec-

ognized asakey conceptforquantum inform ation theory

and secondly,the sim plest m ultipartite states are con-

structed em ploying qubits.

Let � = j	ih	jbe the density m atrix ofa N qubit

system and �j = Tr
j
(�) the reduced density m atrix of

subsystem Sj,which isobtained by tracing outallsub-

system sbutSj.A generalone qubitdensity m atrix can

be written as

�j = Tr
j
(�)=

1

2

X

�

p
�
j�

�
j ; (16)

wherethe coe�cientsaregiven by

p
�
j = Tr

�

�
�
j �j

�

= h	j� �
j j	i: (17)

Here ��j is the Paulim atrix acting on the site j,� =

0;x;y;z,where �0 is the identity m atrix ofdim ension

two,and p�j isreal.Since�j isnorm alized p0 = 1.Using

Eqs.(16)and (17)weobtain

Tr
�

�
2

j

�

=
1

2

�

1+ h�
x
ji

2 + h�
y

ji
2 + h�

z
ji

2
�

: (18)

Thislastresultim pliesthatEq.(3)can be written as

E
(1)

G
= 1�

1

N

NX

j= 1

�

h�
x
ji

2 + h�
y

ji
2 + h�

z
ji

2
�

: (19)

O neinterestingsituation occurswhen wehavetransla-

tionalinvariantstates�.(The Ising m odelground state

forexam ple.) In thisscenario h��i i= h��j iforany iand

j.Therefore,Eq.(19)becom es

E
(1)

G
= 1� h�

x
ji

2
� h�

y

j
i
2
� h�

z
ji

2
; (20)

which isrelated to thetotalm agnetization M ofthesys-

tem ,jM j2 = N (h�xji
2+ h�

y

ji
2+ h�zji

2),byE
(1)

G
= 1�

jM j
2

N
.

By tracing outallsubsystem sbutSi and Sj weobtain

the two qubitreduced density m atrix

�ij = Tr
ij
(�)=

1

4

X

�;�

p
��

ij �
�
i 
 �

�

j; (21)

where

p
��

ij = Tr

�

�
�
i �

�

j�ij

�

= h	j� �
i �

�

jj	i: (22)

Eq.(21)isthem ostgeneralway torepresenta two-qubit

stateand togetherwith Eq.(22)im ply that

Tr
�

�
2

ij

�

=
1

4

X

�;�

h�
�
i �

�

ji
2
: (23)

Rem ark thatin Eq.(23)thetraceof�2ij isthesum ofall

oneand two-pointcorrelation functions.M oreover,since

E 2
G and G (2;i1) depend on Eq.(23),we �nd in these

entanglem ent m easures both diagonaland o�-diagonal

correlation functions.
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Again itisinstructivetostudytranslationalsym m etric

states in which p
��

ij = p
��

ij for any � and �. Using this

assum ption in Eq.(7)weget

G (2;i1) = 1�
2

3

�

h�
x
ji

2 + h�
y

ji
2 + h�

z
ji

2 + h�
x
j�

y

j+ i1
i
2

+ h�xj�
z
j+ i1

i
2 + h�

y

j�
z
j+ i1

i
2 + h�

x
j�

x
j+ i1

i
2
=2

+ h�
y

j�
y

j+ i1
i
2
=2+ h�

z
j�

z
j+ i1

i
2
=2
�

: (24)

Note that the previous form ula is not valid for N � 3.

ForN = 2 only E
(1)

G
is de�ned and forN = 3 we have

d = m infdim SA ;dim SA g = 2 and notd = 4,the value

ofd forallN � 4.Now ifwe com pare G (2;i1)with the

concurrence(a bipartiteentanglem entm onotone),aswe

do for the Ising m odelin Sec. IIIB,we willnote that

whiletheconcurrencedoesnotdepend on any one-point

and on any o�-diagonaltwo-point correlation function

[20,21]G (2;i1)does.

D . W hy D o W e N eed H igher C lasses?

The sim ple fact that di�erent types ofentanglem ent

appear as we increase the num ber ofqubits (or equiv-

alently the num ber ofsubsystem s) [7,8]indicates that

thevariousclasseshereintroduced m ay beusefulto clas-

sify and quantify the m any facets ofM E.For exam ple,

the�rstclassE
(1)

G
doesnotsu�cetounequivocallyquan-

tifyM ES.Although itism axim alforG reenberger-Horne-

Zeilinger(G HZ)states[22]itisalso m axim alfora state

which is not a M ES,as we now dem onstrate. Let us

com puteE
(1)

G
forthreeparadigm aticm ultipartitestates.

The �rstoneisthe G HZ state:

jG H ZN i=
1
p
2

�

j0i
N + j1i
N
�

; (25)

wherej0i
N and j1i
N represent,respectively,N tensor

products ofthe states j0i and j1i. The G HZ state is a

genuine M ES since by m easuring only one ofthe qubits

in the standard basiswe know exactly the resultsofthe

otherN � 1 qubits.Furtherm ore,tracing outany oneof

thequbitsweobtain a separablestate.A directcalcula-

tion givesE
(1)

G
(G H ZN )= 1.

The second state we shallanalyze is given by a ten-

sorproductofN =2 Einstein-Podolsky-Rosen (EPR)Bell

states[12]:

jE P R N i= j�+
i
 � � � 
 j�+

i= j�+
i

 N

2 ; (26)

where j�+ i= (1=
p
2)(j00i+ j11i). Forde�niteness,we

chose one speci�c Bellstate. However,the results here

derived are quite generaland valid for any N =2 tensor

products of Bellstates. This state is obviously not a

genuineM ES.O nly thepairsofqubits(2j� 1;2j),where

j = 1;2;:::;N , are entangled. Nevertheless, we again

obtain E
(1)

G
(E P R N )= 1.Thislastresultillustratesthat

E
(1)

G
being m axim alisnotasu�cientcondition to detect

genuine M ES.Note that E
(1)

G
for both the G H ZN and

E P R N states are independent ofthe num ber ofqubits

N in the chain.

The last state we consider is the W state [7]. It is

de�ned as,

jW N i=
1

p
N

NX

j= 1

j000� � � 1j� � � 000i: (27)

The state j000� � � 1j� � � 000i represents a N qubit state

in which the j-th qubitisj1iand allthe othersare j0i.

Asshown in Ref. [11],E
(1)

G
(W N )= 4(N � 1)=N 2. Note

thatE
(1)

G
dependson N and atthetherm odynam iclim it

(N ! 1 ) we have E
(1)

G
(W N ) = 0. For three qubits,

the W state was shown [7]to be a genuine M ES not

convertiblevia LO CC to a G HZ state.

Thecom putation ofE
(2)

G
and G (2;1)givedi�erentval-

uesforeach ofthose states.Rem ark thatforN = 2 the

previous functions are not de�ned and that for N = 3

E
(2)

G
= G (2;1)= 1. Table IshowsE

(2)

G
and G (2;1)for

thestatesG H ZN ;E P R N ,and W N .W e should m ention

thatdueto translationalsym m etry,G (2;1)and E
(2)

G
are

identicalforthe statesG H ZN and W N .Itisinteresting

Table I: The third and fourth colum nsgive G (2;1)and E
(2)

G

for the three states listed in the �rst colum n when N > 3.

The second colum n gives E
(1)

G
for allN . Contrary to E

(1)

G
,

weseethatG (2;1)and E
(2)

G
distinguish thethreestatesfrom

each other.

E
(1)

G
G (2;1) E

(2)

G

G H ZN 1
2

3

2

3

E P R N 1
N � 2

2(N � 1)
(2N � 1)(N � 2)

2(N � 1)2

W N

4(N � 1)
N

2

16(N � 2)
3N 2

16(N � 2)
3N 2

to notethatdepending on thevalueofN ,the statesare

di�erently classi�ed through G (2;1). Fig. 3 illustrates

thebehaviorofG (2;1)forthosethreeparadigm aticstate

as we vary N . A sim ilar behavior is observed for E
(2)

G

(Fig. 4). In this case,however,E P R N is the m osten-

tangled state forlong chains. The reason forthisliesin

the de�nition ofE
(2)

G
. For the E P R N state,G (2;l) =

1 for any l � 2. Therefore,since E
(2)

G
is obtained av-

eraging overallG (2;l),forlong chainsG (2;1)doesnot

contributem uch and E
(2)

G
! 1.

W ealsocalculated thevaluesofE
(1)

G
,E

(2)

G
,and G (2;1)

atthe therm odynam ic lim it. See Tab. II. Thuseven at

thetherm odynam iclim itE
(2)

G
and G (2;1)distinguish the

three states. The ordering ofthe states,nevertheless,is

di�erent. Again this is related to the de�nition ofE
(2)

G
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4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20
0,0

0,1

0,2

0,3

0,4

0,5

0,6

0,7

G
(2

,1
)

N

 GHZN

 EPRN

 WN  

Figure 3: (Coloronline)Here we show G (2;1)asa function

ofthenum berofqubitsN forthestatesG H ZN ,E P R N and

W N . Note that only when N = 4 we have two states with

the sam e entanglem ent. Furtherm ore,for 4 � N � 8,W N

ism ore entangled than E P R N .Thisordering ischanged for

N � 9.

4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20
0,0

0,2

0,4

0,6

0,8

1,0

E
G

(2
)

N

 GHZN

 EPRN

 WN

Figure 4: (Color online) Here we show E
(2)

G
as a function

ofN . Again,only when N = 4 we have two states with the

sam eentanglem ent.M oreover,forN � 4,E P R N isthem ost

entangled state.

TableII: E
(1)

G
,G (2;1),and E

(2)

G
atthetherm odynam iclim it.

N ! 1 E
(1)

G
G (2;1) E

(2)

G

G H ZN 1 2=3 2=3

E P R N 1 1=2 1

W N 0 0 0

and is due to the contribution ofG (2;l),l� 2,in the

calculation ofE
(2)

G
(E P R N ).

Besides a m easure of m ultipartite entanglem ent be-

ing able to distinguish di�erentkindsofstatesitshould

notdi�erentiate statesthatessentially contain the sam e

am ount ofentanglem ent. For exam ple,let us consider

the following state,

jE P R 2i = j�+
i12j�

+
i34

=
1

2
(j0i1j0i2j0i3j0i4 + j0i1j0i2j1i3j1i4

+ j1i1j1i2j0i3j0i4 + j1i1j1i2j1i3j1i4):(28)

Thisstate describesa pairofEPR stateswhere subsys-

tem S1 isentangled with S2 and S3 isentangled with S4.

Considernow the state de�ned as[23]

jg1i =
1

2
(j0i1j0i2j0i3j0i4 + j0i1j1i2j0i3j1i4

+ j1i1j0i2j1i3j0i4 + j1i1j1i2j1i3j1i4)

=
1

2
(j0i1j0i3j0i2j0i4 + j0i1j0i3j1i2j1i4

+ j1i1j1i3j0i2j0i4 + j1i1j1i3j1i2j1i4)

= j�+
i13j�

+
i24; (29)

which isalso a pairofEPR states. Thistim e,however,

subsystem S1 is entangled with S3 and subsystem S2
is entangled with S4 (See Fig. 5). Although di�erent

EPR2

S1 

S2

Alice

(a)

Bob

S4

S3

g
1

S1 

S2

Alice

(b)

S3

S4

Bob

Figure 5: Pictorialrepresentations ofthe states (a) E P R 2

and (b)g1.

pairs of subsystem s are entangled in these two di�er-

ent states, their am ount of entanglem ent is the sam e:

there are two EPR states in both cases. This fact is

captured by theentanglem entm easureshereintroduced,

i.e. E
(n)

G
(E P R 2)= E

(n)

G
(g1). The block entanglem ent,

nevertheless,doesnotalwaysgivethesam evalueforthe

two statesabove(seeTab.III).Thisexam pleillustrates

Table III: Com parison between E
(n)

G
,G (2;1),and E

(n)

B

E
(1)

G
E

(2)

G
G (2;1) E

(1)

B
E

(2)

B

E P R 2 1 7=9 1=3 1 0

g1 1 7=9 1=3 1 1

thattheblock entanglem ent,asitsnam esuggests,quan-

ti�esonly theentanglem entofpartition A (sites1 and 2)

with partition B (sites3 and 4).The generalized global

entanglem entE
(n)

G
,however,quanti�estheam ountofen-

tanglem entofa stateindependently on theway itisdis-

tributed am ong the subsystem s. W e can go furtherand



8

show the im portanceofusing higherclassesE
(n)

G
to cor-

rectly quantify the entanglem entofa m ultipartite state

no m atter how the entanglem ent is distributed am ong

the subsystem s.Forexam ple,considerthe state

jG H Z
M
N i= jG H ZN i


M
; (30)

where the integer M � 1 represents how m any tensor

products of G H ZN we have. Restricting ourselves to

N = 3 and M = 2 weget,

jG H Z
2

3i =
1
p
2
(j000i+ j111i)


1
p
2
(j000i+ j111i)

=
1

2
(j000000i+ j000111i+ j111000i

+ j111111i): (31)

Here,subsystem sS1,S2,and S3 form agenuineM ES and

S4,S5,and S6 anotherone.ForthisstateE
(3)

B
(G H Z 2

3)=

0.Ifweinterchangethe second qubit(S2)with the �fth

one(S5)weobtain the following state:

jZH G
2

3i =
1

2
(j000000i+ j010101i+ j101010i

+ j111111i): (32)

Now subsystem s S1, S3, and S5 form a genuine M ES

and S2,S4, and S6 another one (See Fig. 6). Those

S3

S2

S1 

Alice

(a)

S4

6S

S5

Bob

2
3GHZ

S3

S2

S1 

Alice

(b)

2
3ZHG

S5

S4

6S

Bob

Figure 6: (Color online) Pictorial representations of the

states(a)G H Z
2
3 and (b)ZH G

2
3.

two stateshave the sam e am ountofentanglem ent,i. e.

two G HZ states.However,thecom putation ofthe block

entanglem entgivesE
(3)

B
(ZH G 2

3)= 6=7 6= E
(3)

B
(G H Z 2

3).

Had we em ployed the generalized globalentanglem ent

wewould haveobtained E
(3)

G
(G H Z 2

3)= E
(3)

G
(ZH G 2

3)in-

stead. In generalwe have E
(n)

B
(G H Z 2

n)6= E
(n)

B
(ZH G 2

n)

and E
(n)

G
(G H Z 2

n)= E
(n)

G
(ZH G 2

n).Therefore,ifwewant

to study the am ount ofentanglem ent ofa m ultipartite

state,independently on how itisdistributed am ong the

subsystem s,weshould em ployE
(n)

G
instead ofE

(n)

B
,since

the laterfurnishesonly the am ountofentanglem entbe-

tween a particulartwo block-partition in which the sys-

tem can be divided.

III. U SEFU LN ESS O F T H E G EN ER A LIZED

G LO B A L EN TA N G LEM EN T

In this section we present two exam ples in which we

explore the ability of E
(n)

G
and the auxiliary m easure

G (n;i1;i2;:::;in�1 ) to quantify m ultipartite entangle-

m ent.The�rstexam pledealswith a �nite chain offour

qubits. W e show that E
(2)

G
together with G (2;1) allow

us to correctly identify M ES.M oreover,com paring the

valuesofG (2;i1)forallthe M ES here presented we are

led to a practicalde�nition ofwhat is a genuine M ES.

In the second exam ple we investigate the entanglem ent

properties of the Ising m odelground state. W e show

thatE
(2)

G
and G (2;i1)are m axim alatthe criticalpoint

and weanalyzewhatcorrelationfunctionsareresponsible

forthisbehaviorofthegeneralized globalentanglem ent.

Theresultsherein presented suggestthatthelong range

correlationsin the criticalpointforthe Ising m odelare

related to genuineM ES.

A . Finite C hains

Letusnow focus on the sim plestnon-trivialspin-1/2

chain,i. e. states with N = 4 qubits,by studying the

entanglem ent properties offour genuine M ES [24,25].

The �rst one [24]is the fam ous four qubit G HZ state

[22],

jG H Z4i= j�1i=
1
p
2
(j0000i+ j1111i): (33)

Q ualitative and quantitative features ofthis state were

already discussed in Sec.IID.A directcalculation gives

E
(1)

G
(�1) = 1;E

(2)

G
(�1) = G (2;i1)(�1) = 2=3;where

i1 = 1;2;3.Thesecond state [24]iswritten as,

j�2i =
1
p
6

�p
2j1111i+ j1000i+ j0100i+ j0010i

+ j0001i): (34)

Calculating its�rstand second ordergeneralized global

entanglem ent we obtain E
(1)

G
(�2) = 1;E

(2)

G
(�2) =

G (2;i1)(�2) = 8=9: Note that as well as j�1i this

state is a translational sym m etric state. M oreover,

G (2;i1)(�2) � G (2;i1)(�1). This last result willturn

outto be very usefulin constructing an operationaldef-

inition ofM ES.Thethird state [24]isgiven as,

j�3i=
1

2
(j1111i+ j1100i+ j0010i+ j0001i): (35)

Since this state is not translationalsym m etric,G (2;i1)

arenotallequal.Aftera straightforward calculation we

obtain E
(1)

G
(�3) = 1;E

(2)

G
(�3) = 25=27;G (2;1)(�3) =

7=9;G (2;2)(�3) = G (2;3)(�3) = 1:Again we should

notethatG (2;i1)(�3)� G (2;i1)(�1).

These three states have in com m on a few rem arkable

properties[24]:(a)Thelocaldensity operatordescribing
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eachqubitisthem axim allym ixed state(1=2)I2,whereI2

isthe2� 2identity m atrix,thusexplainingwhy E
(1)

G
= 1

for allofthem . (b) The two-and three-qubits reduced

operatorsdo nothave any k-tangle [26],k = 2;3. This

em phasizesthatthey allare genuine M ES,i.e.there is

no pairwiseortriplewiseentanglem ent.(c)They cannot

be transform ed into oneanotherby LO CC.

W e shallconsidera fourth state,

j�i =
1

2
p
2
(j0000i� j0011i� j0101i+ j0110i

+ j1001i+ j1010i+ j1100i+ j1111i); (36)

recently introduced and extensively studied in Ref.[25].

The m ain feature ofthis state lies in its usefulness to

teleportan arbitrary two-qubitstate. Em ploying � this

task can beaccom plished eitherfrom subsystem sS1 and

S2 to S3 and S4 orfrom S1 and S3 to S2 and S4. The

usualchannel(two Bellstates) used to teleport an ar-

bitrary two-qubit state [23,27]can teleport two qubits

only from a speci�c location to another one: from S1

and S2 to S3 and S4 for exam ple. In addition state

j�i has a hybrid behavior in the sense that it resem -

bles both the G H Z and W states [25]. Tracing out

any oneofthequbitstherem aining reduced density m a-

trix � hasm axim alentropy,a characteristicoftheG H Z

state.However,� hasa non-zeronegativity [28]between

one qubit and the other two [25],a property ofthe W

state.Bycalculatingthegeneralizedglobalentanglem ent

we obtain E
(1)

G
(�) = 1;E

(2)

G
(�) = 23=27;G (2;1)(�) =

8=9;G (2;2)(�)= 1;G (2;3)(�)= 2=3:Again weseethat

foralli1 wehaveG (2;i1)(�)� G (2;i1)(�1).

W e have grouped in Tab. IV the entanglem entcalcu-

lated for the previous four states. It is clear then that

TableIV: Calculated valuesofE
(n)

G
and G (2;i1)forthegen-

uine M ES shown in Sec.IIIA and forthe E P R 2 state.

E
(1)

G
E

(2)

G
G (2;1) G (2;2) G (2;3)

E P R 2 1 7=9 � 0:778 1=3 1 1

� 1 1 2=3 � 0:667 2=3 2=3 2=3

� 2 1 8=9 � 0:889 8=9 8=9 8=9

� 3 1 25=27 � 0:926 7=9 1 1

� 1 23=27 � 0:852 8=9 1 2=3

E
(1)

G
cannot be considered as the last word concerning

the quanti�cation and classi�cation ofM ES.A glim pse

ofthe �rst colum n in Tab. IV shows that allthe �ve

stateslisted haveE
(1)

G
= 1,even theE P R 2 state,an ob-

viousnon-genuineM ES.Therefore,sinceE
(1)

G
= 1 isnot

usefulto classify di�erent genuine M ES or to correctly

identify them we are com pelled to go furtherand study

thehigherclassesofthegeneralized globalentanglem ent

in orderto achievesuch a goal.Turning ourattention to

E
(2)

G
weseethatitisdi�erentforallthe�vestateslisted

in Tab. IV,im plying that E
(2)

G
can distinguish am ong

the �ve states. According to E
(2)

G
the m ost entangled

stateis�3,which wasshown to be a genuineM ES [24].

M oreover, im portant clues for the understanding of

what kind ofentanglem ent is present in a given m ulti-

partite state are also available in G (2;i1),i1 = 1;2;3.

Actually,these auxiliary entanglem entm easuresgive us

a m ore detailed view of the types of entanglem ent a

state has than E
(2)

G
since the latter is an average over

allG (2;i1). For exam ple,ifwe relied only on E
(2)

G
to

decide whether or not a state is a genuine M ES we

would arrive at a wrong answer. This point is clearly

dem onstrated ifwe com pare E
(2)

G
for the states E P R 2

and �1 (G H Z4). Looking at Tab. IV we see that

E
(2)

G
(E P R 2)> E

(2)

G
(�1),where E P R 2 is nota genuine

M ES.The averaging process,asexplained in Sec. IID,

is responsible for this relatively high value ofE
(2)

G
for

thestateE P R 2.Rem ark thatfortranslationalsym m et-

ric states E
(2)

G
and G (2;i1) are equivalent to detect a

genuine M ES. However, if we analyze all the G (2;i1)

term s we are able to detect a com m on characteristic

shared only by thegenuineM ES:for� and alli1 wehave

G (2;i1)(�j;�)� G (2;i1)(G H Z4)= 2=3. This suggests

the following operationalde�nition ofa genuineM ES:

D e�nition 1 Let j	i be a pure state describing four

qubits.IfG (1)= 1 and G (2;i1)(	)� G (2;i1)(G H Z4)=

2=3,i1 = 1;2;3,then j	iisa genuine M ES.

Besidesbeingpractical,De�nition 1hasasim plephys-

icalinterpretation ifwerem em berthatE
(2)

G
and G (2;i1)

areconstructed in term softhelinearentropy ofany two

qubitswith therestofthechain.Noticingthatthelinear

entropyisrelated tothepuritiesofthetwo-qubitreduced

density m atrices,the de�nition aboveestablishesan up-

per bound for allthe two-qubit purities ofa M ES.In

other words,ifallthe two-qubitpurities are below this

upperbound theN qubitstatecan beconsidered a gen-

uineM ES [29].Furtherm ore,thisupperbound wascho-

sen to be thatofthe G H Z state,which isundoubtedly

a genuineM ES.

Rem ark also thatsinceG (2;i1)isa m onotonically de-

creasing function ofthepurities,an upperbound forthe

purities im plies a lower bound for the value ofG (2;i1)

(cf. De�nition 1). W e can easily generalize this de�ni-

tion to N qubitsifwe expressitin term sofalln-qubit

purities(n < N ):

D e�nition 2 A pure state ofN qubits j	i is a genuine

M ES if

Tr
�

�
2

j1

�

� Tr
�

�
2

1

�

= 1=2;

Tr
�

�
2

j1;j2

�

� Tr
�

�
2

1;2

�

= 1=2;

..

.

Tr
�

�
2

j1;j2;:::;jn

�

� Tr
�

�
2

1;2;:::;n

�

= 1=2;
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where

�j1;j2;:::;jn = Tr
j1;j2:::;jn

(j	ih	j);

�1;2;:::;n = Tr
1;2;:::;n (jG H ZN ihG H ZN j);

and

1 � j1 � N ;

1 � j1 < j2 � N ;

...

1 � j1 < j2 < � � � < jn � N :

Note that as we increase the size ofthe chain we need

to calculate m ore and m ore purities. Take for instance

the state G H Z 2
3 given by Eq.(31).A directcalculation

gives Tr(�2j1) = 1=2 for 1 � j1 � 6, Tr(�23;4) = 1=4,

and Tr(�2j1;j2) = 1=2 for all 1 � j1 < j2 � 6 but

(j1;j2) = (3;4). Hence, if we restricted De�nition 2

justto theone-and two-qubitsreduced density m atrices

we would erroneously conclude thatG H Z 2
3 isa genuine

M ES.Extending,however,the de�nition to allpossible

reduced density m atriceswecan detectthatG H Z 2
3 isnot

a genuine M ES since Tr(�21;2;3)= 1,a clearviolation of

De�nition 2.

W eend thissection rem arkingthatDe�nition 2iscom -

pletely de�ned only for�nite chains. Forin�nite chains

(N ! 1 ) one would have to calculate allG (n;i1;i2)

(and G (n;i1;i2;:::;in�1 )) to com pletely characterize a

genuine n-partite entangled state. Finally, the previ-

ous de�nition does not im ply that all genuine M ES

m ust have Tr
�

�2j

�

� 1=2, Tr
�

�2j;j+ i1

�

� 1=2, :::,

Tr

�

�2j;j+ i1;:::;j+ in � 1

�

� 1=2. It is thus only a su�cient

condition fora stateto be a genuineM ES.

B . In�nite C hains

Currently there is an increasing interest on the rela-

tion between entanglem ent and Q uantum Phase Tran-

sitions occurring in in�nite spin chains [16,17,30,31,

35,36,37]). For spin chains presenting a second order

quantum phase transition (Q PT)the correlation length

goesto in�nity atthe criticalpoint,thussuggesting in-

teresting entanglem ent properties for the ground state

ofsuch m odels. Particularly interesting is the 1D Ising

m odel[33],which istranslationallyinvariantandpresents

a ferrom agnetic-param agneticQ PT.Aswe have seen in

Sec.II,thegeneralizedglobalentanglem entiseasilyeval-

uated fora system with translationalsym m etry.In this

perspective,for the 1D Ising m odelground state,here

wecom puteG (1),which isshown to behavesim ilarly to

the von Neum ann entropy calculated in Ref. [30],and

G (2;i1)forsom evaluesofi1.

The1D Ising m odelwith a transversem agnetic�eld is

given by the Ham iltonian

H = �

NX

i

�
x
i�

x
i+ 1 +

NX

i

�
z
i: (37)

This m odelhas a sym m etry under a globalrotation of

180� over the z axis (�x ! � �x) which dem ands that

h�xi= 0.Howeveraswedecreasethem agnetic�eld,in-

creasing�,thissym m etryisspontaneouslybroken(in the

therm odynam ic lim it)and we can have a ferrom agnetic

phasewith h�xi6= 0.Thisphasetransition occursatthe

criticalpoint � = �c = 1 where the gap vanishes and

the correlation length goesto in�nity.Thistransition is

nam ed quantum phase transition since ittakesplace at

zero tem perature and hasm any ofthe characteristicsof

a second order therm odynam ic phase transition: phase

transitionswherethesecond derivativeofthefreeenergy

diverges or is not continuous. It is worth noting that

in the therm odynam ic lim it for � > 1 the ground state

istwo-fold degenerated.These two stateshave opposite

m agnetization. Here we willuse the broken sym m etric

statefor� > 1 and nota superposition ofthetwo degen-

erated states,which isalso a ground state butunstable.

Fora m oredetailed discussion seeRefs.[30,32].

Now, let us explain how we can evaluate G (1) and

G (2;i1)for the one dim ensionalIsing m odel. W e need,

then,thereduced density m atrix oftwo spins,which isa

4� 4 m atrix and can be written as

�ij = Tr
ij
(�)=

1

4

X

�;�

p
��

ij �
�
i 
 �

�

j: (38)

Thecoe�cientsaregiven by

p
��

ij = Tr

�

�
�
i �

�

j�ij

�

= h�
�
i �

�

ji; (39)

and,asusual,Tr
ij
isthepartialtraceoveralldegreesof

freedom exceptthespinsatsitesiand j,��i isthePauli

m atrix acting on the site i,�;� = 0;x;y;z where �0 is

the identity m atrix,and the coe�cientsp
��

ij arereal.

Eq.(39)showsthatallweneed arethetwo-pointspin

correlation functionswhich,in principle,areatm ost16.

Thisnum bercan bereduced using thesym m etriesofthe

Ham iltonian (37). The translationalsym m etry im plies

that�ij dependsonly on thedistanceji� jj= n between

thespinsso thatwehavep
��

ij = p��n and p��n = p��n .All

these sym m etries im ply that the only non-zero correla-

tion functionsare:p��n ,p0x = px0 = px,p0z = pz0 = pz,

and pxzn = pzxn .

First,let us show the diagonalcorrelation functions

and the m agnetizations,which were already calculated

in Ref. [33]. For periodic boundary conditions and an

in�nite chain wehave:

h�
x
i�

x
i+ ni=

�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�

g(� 1) g(� 2) � � � g(� n)

g(0) g(� 1) � � � g(� n + 1)
...

...
...

...

g(n � 2) g(n � 3) � � � g(� 1)

�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�

;(40)
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h�
y

i�
y

i+ ni=

�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�

g(1) g(0) � � � g(� n + 2)

g(2) g(1) � � � g(� n + 3)
...

...
...

...

g(n) g(n � 1) � � � g(1)

�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�

; (41)

h�
z
i�

z
i+ ni= h�

z
i
2
� g(n)g(� n); (42)

h�
z
i= g(0); (43)

and

h�
x
i=

�
0; � � 1

(1� ��2 )1=8 ; � > 1
; (44)

with

g(n)= l(n)+ �l(n + 1); (45)

and

l(n)=
1

�

Z �

0

dk
cos(kn)

1+ �2 + 2� cos(k)
: (46)

W earenow leftwith theevaluation ofpxzn = pzxn .This

calculation wasm ade in Ref.[34]where the authorsob-

tained theo�-diagonal,tim eand tem peraturedependent,

spin correlation functions. In the param agnetic phase

(� � 1) the ground state has the sam e sym m etries of

the Ham iltonian which leadsto pxzn = 0. For the ferro-

m agnetic phase (� > 1)an explicitevaluation leavesus

with an expression in term sofintricatecom plex integrals

which are notstraightforward to com pute.Forthisrea-

son we willuse bounds for this o�-diagonalcorrelation

function.

W ecan obtain an upperand lowerbound forthiscor-

relation function by im posing thepositivity oftheeigen-

valuesofthe reduced density operator�ij.Forthe Ising

m odeltheseboundsresultto bevery tightaswecan see

in Fig.7,and depend on n.In Ref.[10]som eofthe re-

sultsherediscussed werepresented using zero asa lower

bound.Itisworth m entioning thatsince both G (1)and

G (2;i1)aredecreasingfunctionsofthesquareofthecor-

relation functions,a lower(upper) bound for the latter

im pliesan upper(lower)bound forthe form er.

Sincewehaveallthecorrelation functionsathand we

proceed with the calculationsofG (1)and G (2;i1). Re-

m em bering thatforthe Ising m odelpy = 0 Eq.(20)can

be written as

G (1)= 1� (px)2 � (pz)2: (47)

As we have already shown G (1) is the m ean linear en-

tropy ofone spin which,due to translationalsym m etry,

isequalto thelinearentropy ofany spin ofthechain.A

0 0.5 1 1.5 2
Λ

0

0.1

0.2

0.3

p1
xz

Lower Bound

Upper Bound

Figure 7: (Coloronline)Boundsforp
xz
n obtained by im pos-

ing the positivity ofthe eigenvalues ofthe reduced density

operator�ij.

sim ilarrelated analysiswasdoneby O sborneand Nielsen

[30]for the von Neum ann entropy instead ofthe linear

entropy. AswellasG (1),see Fig. 9,the von Neum ann

entropy is m axim alat the criticalpoint [30]. At that

tim eO sborneand Nielsen did notgivem uch im portance

tothisresultsincethey suspected thatthevon Neum ann

entropy ofone spin with the rest ofthe chain does not

m easuregenuineM ES.However,fora translationalsym -

m etricstateitisa reasonablegood indication ofgenuine

M E as we have shown in previous sections. (W e have

explicitly studied thelinearentropy butthesam eresults

apply to the von Neum ann entropy. W e have adopted

the form er m ainly due to its sim plicity and relation to

the M eyerand W allach globalentanglem ent[11]).

Analyzing Eq.(47) we can understand why G (1) is

m axim alat the criticalpoint (� = 1). As we explain

in whatfollows,it is h�xi the m ain responsible for this

behavior ofG (1). For � � 1 we have h�xi = 0. After

the criticalpoint,however,h�xi6= 0.M oreover,for� >

1 Eq.(44) tells us that h�xi is a m onotonic increasing

function of� and thath�xi! 1 as� ! 1 . Therefore,

sinceh�ziisnegligibleforlargevaluesof� and h�xi� 1

(See Fig. 8)we m ust have G (1)approaching zero after

the criticalpoint.

0 0.5 1 1.5 2

Λ

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

pΑ

Figure 8: (Color online) M agnetizations p
x
= h�

x
i (bla-

ck/dashed line) and p
z = h�

z
i (red/solid line) as a function

of�.
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W e now analyze G (2;i1).Using the Ising m odelsym -

m etriesEq.(24)reads,

G (2;n)= 1�
1

3

�

2(px)2 + 2(pz)2 + 2(pxzn )2+

(pxxn )2 + (pyyn )2 + (pzzn )2
�

: (48)

W ith Eq.(48)wecan evaluateG (2;n)forany valueofn.

In Fig.9wehaveplotted G (1)and thebondsforG (2;1).

W e can seethatboth G (1)and G (2;1)arem axim um at

the criticalpoint � = 1. Notice that the bounds are

very tightand can barely bedistinguished justin a sm all

region for� & 1.Furtherm ore,G (2;1)isalwayssm aller

than G (1),contrary to whatwasobtained using zero as

a lower bound [10]. As wellas in the case ofG (1) we

can seethatthereason forG (2;1)being m axim alatthe

criticalpointisdueto thebehaviorofh�xisinceitisthe

only function in Eq.(48)thatdoesnotchangesm oothly

as we crossthe criticalpoint (see Fig. 10 for the other

correlation functions).

0 0.5 1 1.5 2
Λ

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

G

Figure 9: (Color online) G (1) (red/dashed line) and the

bounds for G (2,1) (black/solid lines). Note that they are

m axim um atthe criticalpoint.

0 0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3
Λ

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

p1
zz

Èp1
yy
È

p1
xx

Figure 10: (Color online) Two point correlation func-

tions: p
xx
1 (red/solid), � p

yy

1
(black/long-dashed), and p

zz
1

(blue/short-dashed).

W e have also plotted G (2;n) for n = 1, 7, and 15

(Fig. 11). W e can observe that allofthem are m axi-

m um at the criticalpoint and increase as a function of

n (In Fig. 11 we have plotted only the upper bounds

sincethelowerboundsproducevery sim ilarcurves).W e

also notethatG (2;7)isvery nearG (2;15)showing that

G (2;n)rapidly saturatesto a �xed value.Atthecritical

pointwehavelim n! 1 G (2;n)= 0:675.Thisbehaviorfor

G (2;n)pointsin the direction ofthe existence ofm ulti-

partite entanglem entatthe criticalpointsince any two

spins are entangled with the rest ofthe chain and this

entanglem entincreaseswith the distancebetween them .

Itisalso interesting to confrontthisresultwith the fact

that two spins that are separated by two or m ore sites

are notentangled since theirconcurrencesare zero [31].

The behaviorofthe concurrence(C (n))can also be un-

0 0.5 1 1.5 2
Λ

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

G2HlL

Figure 11: (Coloronline)G (2;n)forn = 1;7,and 15.From

bottom to top n = 1;7,and 15

derstood if we note that it can be expressed in term s

ofthe one and two point correlation functions. W hile

forthenon-sym m etric(ferrom agnetic)statetheanalyti-

calexpression fortheconcurrenceiscum bersom eforthe

sym m etriconeitisverysim ple.Fortunately,fortheIsing

m odelitwasshow thattheconcurrencedoesnotchange

upon sym m etry break [20,21]and itturnsoutto be

C (n)=
1

2
(� 1� p

yy
n + p

xx
n + p

zz
n ): (49)

From this expression we can see that the concurrence

(Fig.12)doesnotdepend on eithertheo�-diagonalcor-

relation function pxzn oron theonepointcorrelation func-

tions(m agnetizations).Thisisan interestingfeatureand

helpsusto understand why the concurrenceisnotm ax-

im um atthe criticalpoint.

IV . C O N C LU SIO N

A N -partite quantum system m ay be entangled in

m any distinct ways. To characterize and to de�ne a

good m easureofentanglem entforthosesystem sisahard

problem . The only sim ple alternative, valid whenever

the joint N -system state is pure,is to split the system

intotwopartitionsand com putetheentanglem entin that

way.Thisbipartition could be constructed in m any dif-

ferentform sand thus give distinct am ountofentangle-

m ent.O nepossibleapproach isto dividethesystem into
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Figure 12: Concurrence fornearestneighbors.

two blocksofL and N � L subsystem sand to com pute

the block entanglem ent[16,17]between the two blocks.

Howeverone could think ofa situation where allofthe

subsystem sin theblock L areentangled with each other,

aswellasthesubsystem sofblockN � L,butwithoutany

entanglem entbetween the two blocks.Forthissituation

the block entanglem ent would quantify a zero am ount

ofentanglem ent,which is clearly not true. A valid bi-

partition approach,which would be ableto quantify the

entanglem entin such a situation,isto com pute the en-

tanglem entforallkindsofbipartition and then to aver-

agethesetogivethetotalam ountofentanglem entin the

system .

In thisarticlewehaveform alized an operationalm ulti-

partite entanglem entm easure,the generalized globalen-

tanglem ent(E
(n)

G
),�rstly introduced in Ref. [10]. For

n = 1,E
(n)

G
recoversthe M eyer and W allach globalen-

tanglem ent m easure [11]. However for n > 1 E
(n)

G
to-

gether with the auxiliary function G (n;i1;i2;:::;in�1 )

quantify entanglem ent in the m any distinct form s it is

distributed in am ultipartitesystem .W ehaveshown that

forsom e m ultipartite system sthe originalglobalentan-

glem entisnotableto properly classify and identify m ul-

tipartite entanglem ent in a unequivocally way,whereas

higherclasses(n > 1)ofE
(n)

G
are.A genuinek-partiteen-

tangled stateistheonethatcannotbewritten asaprod-

uctj�il
 j i(k�l) ofstatevectorsforany l< k,m eaning

thatthereisno otherreduced purestateoutofthejoint

k-system sstate.To com pletely quantify and classify the

m ultipartiteentanglem entin thiskind ofstateonewould

havetocom putealltheE
(n)

G
classesup ton = k� 1.How-

everwehaveobserved thatlowerclassesofE
(n)

G
,such as

E
(1)

G
and E

(2)

G
,aresu�cientto detectm ultipartiteentan-

glem ent. The com putation ofhigherordersofE
(n)

G
and

ofthe auxiliary functions G (n;i1;i2;:::;in�1 ) is neces-

sarily required only to distinguish and classify the ways

the system isentangled. Although the calculation ofall

those higherordersm ay be operationally laboriousitis

straightforwardtoperform for�niteN system s.Thuswe

have dem onstrated fora variety ofgenuine m ultipartite

entangled qubitstates[24,25]thatE
(2)

G
and G (2;i1)are

able to properly identify and distinguish them whereas

E
(1)

G
failsto do so.Inspired by the com m on characteris-

ticpresented by allG (2;i1)forthoseparadigm aticstates

we then discussed an operationalde�nition ofa genuine

m ultipartite entangled state [24,25].

Finite m ultipartite system s are interesting for funda-

m entaldiscussions on the de�nition ofm ultipartite en-

tanglem ent.In�nitesystem son theotherhand areinter-

estingsincem ultipartiteentanglem entm ayberelevantto

im proveourknowledgeofquantum phasetransition pro-

cessesoccurring in the therm odynam icallim it.W e have

dem onstrated thatforthe1D Isingm odelin atransverse

m agnetic�eld both E
(2)

G
and G (2;i1)arem axim alatthe

quantum criticalpoint,suggesting thus a favorable pic-

ture forthe occurrence ofa genuine m ultipartite entan-

gled state. M oreover,the behaviorofG (2;i1) and thus

E
(2)

G
can beeasily understood ascontributionsoftheone

and two-pointcorrelation functionsgiving usa physical

pictureforthebehaviorofthem ultipartiteentanglem ent

during the phasetransition process.

In conclusion the generalized globalentanglem ent we

presented hasthe following im portantfeatures:(1)Itis

operationally easy to be com puted,avoiding any m ini-

m ization processovera setofquantum states;(2)Ithas

a clear physicalm eaning,being for each class E
(n)

G
the

averaged n-partition purity;(3) It is able to order dis-

tinctkindsofm ultipartiteentangled stateswhereasother

com m on m easures failto do so;(4) It is able to detect

second orderquantum phase transitions,being m axim al

atthe criticalpoint.(5)Finally,fortwo-levelsystem sit

isgiven in term sofcorrelation functions,and thuseasily

com puted foravarietyofavailablem odels.W ehopethat

thism easurem ay contributeforboth theunderstanding

ofentanglem entin m ultipartite system sand forthe un-

derstandingoftherelevanceofentanglem entin quantum

phasetransitions.
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