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W eproposea m ethod to characterizeand quantify m ultipartiteentanglem entforpurestates.The

m ethod hingesupon the study ofthe probability density function ofbipartite entanglem entand is

tested on an ensem bleofqubitsin a variety ofsituations.Thischaracterization isalso com pared to

severalm easuresofm ultipartite entanglem ent.

PACS num bers:03.67.M n;03.65.U d

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

Entanglem ent is one of the m ost intriguing features

ofquantum m echanics. Although it is widely used in

quantum com m unication and inform ation processingand

playsa key role in quantum com putation,itisnotfully

understood.Itisdeeplyrooted intothelinearityofquan-

tum theory and in the superposition principle and basi-

cally consists(forpurestates)in theim possibility offac-

torizing the state ofthe totalsystem in term s ofstates

ofitsconstituents.

The quanti�cation of entanglem ent is an open and

challenging problem . It is possible to give a good def-

inition of bipartite entanglem ent in term s of the von

Neum ann entropy and the entanglem ent of form ation

[1].Theproblem ofde�ning m ultipartite entanglem entis

m ore di�cult[2]and no unique de�nition exists: di�er-

entm easurescapture in generaldi�erentaspects ofthe

problem [3]. Attem pts to quantify the degree ofquan-

tum entanglem entareusually form ulated in term sofits

behaviorunderlocaloperations/actionsthatcan beper-

form ed on di�erent (possibly rem ote)parts ofthe total

system . Som e recentwork hasfocused on clarifying the

dependenceofentanglem enton disorderand itsinterplay

with chaos[4,5],oritsbehavioracrossaphasetransition

[6,7].

The work described here ism otivated by the observa-

tion that as the size ofthe system increases,the num -

ber ofm easures (i.e.realnum bers) needed to quantify

m ultipartite entanglem entgrowsexponentially. A good

de�nition ofm ultipartite entanglem entshould therefore

hinge upon som e statisticalinform ation about the sys-

tem .W e shalllook atthe distribution ofthe purity ofa

subsystem overallpossible bipartitionsofthe totalsys-

tem .Asa characterization ofm ultipartite entanglem ent

wewillnottakea singlerealnum ber,butrathera whole

function: the probability density ofbipartite entangle-

m ent between two parts ofthe totalsystem . The idea

that com plicated phenom ena cannot be \sum m arized"

in a single (or a few) num ber(s) stem s from studies on

com plex system s[8]and hasbeen considered also in the

context ofquantum entanglem ent [9]. In a few words,

weexpectthatm ultipartite entanglem entbe largewhen

bipartite entanglem entislarge and doesnotdepend on

the bipartition,nam ely when itsprobability density isa

narrow function centeredatalargevalue.Thischaracter-

ization ofentanglem entwillbe tested on severalclasses

ofstatesand willbe com pared with severalm easuresof

m ultipartite entanglem ent.

II. T H E SY ST EM

W e shallfocus on a collection ofn qubits. The di-

m ension of the Hilbert space is N = 2n and the two

partitions A and B are m ade up of nA and nB spins

(nA + nB = n),respectively,wherethetotalHilbertspace

readsH = H A 
 HB and theHilbertspacesH A and H B

have dim ensionsN A = 2nA and N B = 2nB ,respectively

(N A N B = N ).W e shallconsideronly pure states

j i=

N �1X

k= 0

zkjki; (1)

where jki= jjA i
 jlB i,with a bijection between k and

(jA ;lB ),0 � jA � NA � 1 and 0 � lB � NB � 1. As a

m easure ofbipartite entanglem entbetween A and B we

considerthe participation num ber

N A B = �
�1

A B
; �A B = TrA �

2
A ; �A = TrB �; (2)

where � = j ih j, and TrA (TrB ) is the partialtrace

over the degrees offreedom ofsubsystem A (B ). N A B

can be viewed as the relevant num ber of term s in

the Schm idt decom position of j i [10]. The quantity

nA B = log2 N A B representsthe e�ective num ber ofen-

tangled spins. Clearly,fora com pletely separable state,

TrA �
2
A = 1forallpossiblebipartitions,yieldingN A B = 1

and nA B = 0. In this sense the participation num ber

can distinguish between entangled and separable states.

M oreover �A B is directly related to the linear entropy

SL = 1� �A B ,thatisan entanglem entm onotone,i.e.it

isnon increasingunderlocaloperations[11]and classical

com m unication. In general,the quantity N A B willde-

pend on the bipartition,asin generalentanglem entwill

be distributed in a di�erent way am ong allpossible bi-

partitions. Therefore,itsdistribution p(N A B )willyield
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inform ation about m ultipartite entanglem ent: its m ean

willbe a m easure ofthe am ountofentanglem entin the

system ,whileitsvariancewillm easurehow wellsuch en-

tanglem entisdistributed,a sm allervariancecorrespond-

ing to a higher insensitivity to the particular choice of

the partition.

W e willshow thatfora largeclassofpure states,sta-

tistically sam pled over the unit sphere,p(N A B ) is very

narrow and hasa very weak dependence on the biparti-

tion: thusentanglem entisuniform ly distributed am ong

allpossible bipartitions. M oreover,p(N A B )willbe cen-

tered at a large value. These are both signatures ofa

very high degreeofm ultipartite entanglem ent.

By plugging (1)into (2)onegets

�A B =

N A �1X

j;j0= 0

N B �1X

l;l0= 0

zjl�zj0lzj0l0�zjl0: (3)

W e note that �A B = TrA �
2
A = TrB �2B and 1=N A �

TrA �
2
A � 1, with the m inim um (m axim um ) value at-

tained for a com pletely m ixed (pure) state �A . There-

fore,

1� NA B = N B A � m infNA ;N B g: (4)

A largervalue ofN A B correspondsto a m ore entangled

bipartition (A;B ),the m axim um value being attainable

for a balanced bipartition, i.e.when nA = [n=2](and

nB = [(n+ 1)=2]),where[x]istheintegerpartofthereal

x,that is the largest integer not exceeding x,and the

m axim um possible entanglem entisN A B = N A = 2nA =p
N (=

p
N =2)foran even (odd)num berofqubits.As

anticipated,asa characterization ofm ultipartite entan-

glem entwewillconsiderthedistribution ofN A B overall

possiblebalanced bipartitions.

III. M EA SU R IN G M U LT IPA R T IT E

EN TA N G LEM EN T :SO M E EX A M P LES

Let us illustrate this approach on the sim plest non-

trivialsituation,that ofthree entangled qubits. Ifthe

purestate isfully factorized,say

j i= jki (5)

fora given 0 � k � 7,then the reduced density m atrix

�A ofevery qubitisa pure state,whence

p(N A B )= �N A B ;1 : (6)

thereisno entanglem ent.O n theotherhand,fora m ax-

im ally entangled state

j i=
1
p
2
(j0002i+ j1112i); (7)

one gets a com pletely m ixed state for every partition,

nam ely �A = I2=2 and thus

p(N A B )= �N A B ;2; (8)

with m axim um averageand zero variance:thereism axi-

m um m ultipartiteentanglem ent,fully distributed am ong

the three qubits. The above probability distributions

should be com pared with an interm ediatecaselike

j i=
1
p
2
(j0002i+ j1102i); (9)

wherethe�rstcoupleofqubitsarem axim ally entangled

(Bellstate)while the third one iscom pletely factorized.

In such situation one gets �1 = �2 = I2=2,while �3 =

j1ih1j,whence

p(N A B )= �N A B ;1=3+ 2�N A B ;2=3: (10)

Thissim pleapplication disclosestherationalebehind the

quantity p(N A B )asa m easure ofm ultipartite entangle-

m ent.

W hen the system becom es larger,the naturalexten-

sion istowardslarger(balanced)bipartitions.W e stress

that,besides the com m entthatfollowsEq.(4),the use

ofbalanced bipartitionsissim ply m otivated by the fact

that,in thetherm odynam icallim it,theunbalanced ones

give a sm allcontribution,from the statisticalpoint of

view:thiscan beeasily understood ifoneconsidersthat

forn largeand nA � n the binom ialcoe�cients

�
n

n=2

�

�

�
n

nA

�

; (11)

sothatourcharacterization ofm ultipartiteentanglem ent

willbe largely dom inated by balanced bipartitions. No-

tice also thatvery unbalanced bipartitions oflarge sys-

tem syield negligibleaverageentanglem ent[12][20].For

allthese reasons,ifone considers the distribution over

allbipartitions,the contribution from the balanced bi-

partitionswilldom inatedueto (11).By contrast,ifonly

unbalanced bipartitionsareconsidered theresultswillbe

in generalvery di�erent.

Itisinteresting to study thefeaturesofthecharacteri-

zation ofentanglem entproposed in Sec.IIwhen applied

to particular classes ofstates. For the G HZ states [13]

we�nd

N A B (G HZ)= 2 (12)

for allpossible bipartitions (both balanced and unbal-

anced) and for an arbitrary num ber ofqubits. Clearly,

the width ofthe distribution is0,i.e.p(N A B )= �N A B ;2.

Forthe W states[14]weobtain

N A B (W )=
n2

n2
A
+ n2

B

: (13)

This value depends only on the relative size ofthe two

partitions,i.e.also in this case the width ofthe distri-

bution ofbipartite entanglem entis 0. Notice that,ifn

is even,N A B (W ) = 2 for balanced bipartitions (and in

this case a discrim ination between W and G HZ states

would require the analysis ofunbalanced bipartitions).
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M oreover,in the large n lim it N A B (W ) ’ 2 also for n

odd.

Theseresultsindicatethat,forn large,the am ountof

(m ultipartite)entanglem entislim ited both forG HZ and

W states.Thesestatesessentiallysharethesam eam ount

ofentanglem ent when n is large. They can be distin-

guished only by considering less relevant(from the sta-

tisticalpointofview)bipartitions.M oreover,forn large,

N A B (W )6= 1 forbalanced bipartitions.Thism eansthat

also in the therm odynam icallim it the W states retain

som eentanglem ent.

IV . T Y P IC A L STA T ES

Letusnow study thetypicalform ofourcharacteriza-

tion ofm ultipartiteentanglem entp(N A B )foraverylarge

classofpurestatesoftheform (1),sam pled according to

a given statisticallaw.Severalfeaturesofthese random

statesarealready known in theliterature[5,16,17],but

we shallfocus on those quantities that are relevant for

ourpurpose.W e write

j i=

N �1X

k= 0

rke
i�k jki; (14)

where �k areindependentrandom variableswith expec-

tation

E [ei�k ]= 0 (15)

and r = (r1;:::;rN ) is a random point with a given

sym m etricdistribution p(r)on thehypersphereSN �1 =

fr 2 R
N jr2 = 1g. The featuresofthese random states

arereadily evaluated:one�rstsplits�A B in two parts

�A B = X A B + M A B ; (16)

where

X A B =
X

j;j0

0X

l;l0

0

rjlrj0lrj0l0rjl0e
i(�jl�� j0l+ �j0l0�� jl0);

(17)

M A B =
X

j;j0

0X

l

r
2
jlr

2
j0l+

X

j

X

l;l0

0

r
2
jlr

2
jl0 +

X

j;l

r
4
jl; (18)

with j;j0= 0;:::;N A � 1,l;l0= 0;:::;N B � 1,and prim es

banning equalindicesin the sum s.

W e note thatthe expectation value E [r2jl]= O (1=N ),

thus X A B and M A B are sum s ofat m ost N 2 term s of

order1=N 2. By the centrallim it theorem ,for large N ,

�A B tendstoaG aussian random variablewith m ean and

variance

�A B = E [�A B ];

�
2
A B = E [�2A B ]� �

2
A B ; (19)

respectively,nam ely itisdistributed as

f(�A B )=
1

(2��2
A B

)
1

2

exp

�

�
(�A B � �A B )

2

2�2
A B

�

: (20)

From E [X A B ]= 0 and theindependencebetween phases

�k and m odulirk weget

�A B = E [M A B ]= N (N A + N B � 2)E [r21r
2
2]+ N E [r41]

(21)

and

�
2
A B = E [X 2

A B ]+ E [M 2
A B ]� �

2
A B ; (22)

where

E [X 2
A B ]= 2N (N A � 1)(NB � 1)E [r21r

2
2r

2
3r

2
4] (23)

and

E [M 2
A B ]= N (N A + N B � 2)

� [(NA + N B )(N � 4)� 2(N � 5)]E [r21r
2
2r

2
3r

2
4]

+ 2N (N A + N B � 2)(N + 2NA + 2N B � 8)E [r21r
2
2r

4
3]

+ N (N + 2N A + 2N B � 5)E [r41r
4
2]

+ 4N (N A + N B � 2)E [r21r
6
2]+ N E [r81]; (24)

where we used E [r�1 r
�

2r


3r
�
4]= E [r�i r

�

jr


l
r�k]with i;j;l;k

alldistinct.Noticethattheaboveresultsdo notdepend

on the particulardistribution of�k,asfarasthe condi-

tion (15)issatis�ed (otherwisetheanalysisisstillvalid,

but Eqs.(21)-(24) becom e m ore involved). O ur results

particularizeforthecaseofa typicalpurestate(1),sam -

pled according to the unitarily invariantHaarm easure,

where each zk 2 C is chosen from an ensem ble that is

uniform ly distributed over the projective Hilbert space
P

k
jzkj

2 = 1. In such a case,in (14),�k 2 [0;2�]are

independentuniform ly distributed random variablesand

r = (r1;:::;rN )isa random pointuniform ly distributed

on the hypersphereSN �1 ,with distribution function

p(r)=
2N

�N =2
�

�
N

2

�

�(1� r
2); (25)

the prefactorbeing twice the inverse area ofthe hyper-

octantfri > 0g,with �(x)the G am m a function.

Theexplicitexpressionsof(21)-(24)can be com puted

through (25),recoveringthevaluesofm ean and variance

obtained by di�erent approaches [5, 16, 17]. However

onecan easily estim atethem forlargeN by thefollowing

reasoning.ForlargeN the m arginaldistributionsofthe

am plitudesrk becom enorm al,

p(rk) =
2
p
�

�(N =2)

�((N � 1)=2)

�
1� r

2
k

�(N �3)=2

� 2

r
N

2�
exp

�

�
N

2
r
2
k

�

(8k); (26)

with variance1=N .O necan convinceoneselfofthe cor-

rectness of the above expression just by recalling the
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n G HZ W cluster random

5 2 1.923 3.6 2.909

6 2 2 5.4 4.267

7 2 1.96 6.171 5.565

8 2 2 8.743 8.258

9 2 1.976 10.349 10.894

10 2 2 14.206 16.254

11 2 1.984 17.176 21.558

12 2 2 23.156 32.252

TABLE I:M ean bipartite entanglem entE [N A B ],analitically

evaluated according to Eqs.(12),(13) and (27). The values

for the cluster state were com puted by inserting (29) in the

de�nitions(2)-(3).

asym ptotic behaviorofgam m a function and expanding

(1 � r2
k
)N =2. M oreover it is not di�cult to show that

therk’sbecom euncorrelated,henceindependent.There-

foretheexpectation ofproductsfactorizesand E [r2m1 ]=

(2m � 1)!!=Nm ,yielding

�A B =
N A + N B � 1

N
; �

2
A B =

2

N 2
: (27)

It is im portant to notice that when N � 1 we can

e�ectively replace rk with its m ean square root value,

rk = 1=
p
N ,from which (27) im m ediately follows. In

the sim ulation plotted in Fig.1 we used the above sub-

stitution. The fact thatfor Haardistributed states the

average (27) is concentrated around a large value was

already recognized by otherauthors[5,16,17].

The quantity of interest is N A B de�ned in Eq.(2).

From Eq.(20),itsprobability density reads

p(N A B ) =
1

N 2
A B

(2��2
A B

)1=2
exp

�

�
(N �1

A B
� �A B )

2

2�2
A B

�

:

(28)

Itisinteresting to com parethefeaturesoftherandom

stateswith thoseofotherstatesstudied in theliterature.

TableIdisplaystheaveragevalueofN A B (evaluated for

n = 5� 12)forG HZ states[13],W states[14],thegeneric

states(14)and one-dim ensionalclusterstates[18]de�ned

as

j�ni=
1

p
2n

nO

k= 1

(j0ik�
(k+ 1)
z + j1ik); (29)

where �z is the third Paulim atrix and the convention

�
(n+ 1)
z = 1 is applied. W hile the entanglem ent ofthe

G HZ and W states is essentially independent ofn [see

Eqs.(12)-(13)],the situation is drastically di�erent for

cluster and random states. In both cases,the average

entanglem entincreaseswith n;forn > 8 theaverageen-

tanglem ent is higher for random states. However,it is

now clearthatthe averageE [N A B ]yieldspoorinform a-

tion on m ultipartite entanglem ent.Forthisreason,itis

usefulto analyze the distribution ofbipartite entangle-

m entoverallpossiblebalanced bipartitions.Theresults

fortheclusterand random statesareshown in Fig.1,for

n = 5� 12,wheretheproductoftheprobability density

p tim es the num ber ofbipartitions np = n!=nA !nB !is

plotted vsN A B .Noticethatthedistribution function of

the random state is alwayspeaked around �
�1

A B
in (27)

and becom es narrower for larger n,in agreem ent with

�2A B in (27).Noticealso thattheclusterstatecan reach

highervaluesofN A B (them axim um possiblevaluebeing

2[n=2]),however,the fraction ofbipartitions giving this

resultbecom essm allerforhighern.Thisisim m ediately

understood ifonerealizesthatclusterstatesaredesigned

foroptim ized applicationsand therefore perform better

in term sofspeci�c bipartitions.O n the otherhand,ac-

cording to the characterization we propose,the random

states(14)arecharacterized by alargevalueofm ultipar-

tite entanglem ent, that is roughly independent on the

bipartition. The probability density functions (28) are

displayed in Fig.2.

A few additionalcom m ents on random states are in

order.In the therm odynam icallim it

�A B

�A B
=

p
2

N A + N B � 1
= O (1=

p
N ) (30)

and thesinglerealnum berE [N A B ]issu�cienttocharac-

terizem ultipartiteentanglem ent(m odulo m oreaccurate

therm odynam icalconsiderations).

In general,for�nitesystem s,them ean bipartiteentan-

glem entN A B ’ �
�1

A B
in (27)ism axim um forN A = N B =

p
N (N A = N B =2=

p
N =2)foreven (odd)n,nam ely for

balancedbipartitions.Noticehoweverthat,aswealready

em phasized a num ber oftim es in this article,although

we focused on balanced bipartitionsforillustrative pur-

poses,the m ain resultsare valid when one includesalso

unbalanced bipartitions,as,by virtueof(11),thecontri-

bution ofthe balanced bipartition willbe exponentially

dom inant.

M oreover,for large N ,any (sym m etric)radialdistri-

bution p(r) yields the sam e results (27),the only rele-

vantfeaturebeingthecurvaturein theprojectiveHilbert

space,forced by thenorm alization r2 = 1 [seeforexam -

ple (25)]. In this sense,the above analysisisofgeneral

validity,beingindependentoftheparticularchoiceofthe

ensem ble.

V . C O M PA R ISO N W IT H SO M E

M U LT IPA R T IT E EN TA N G LEM EN T M EA SU R ES

It is interesting to com pare our proposed characteri-

zation ofm ultipartiteentanglem entwith som eotheren-

tanglem entm easures. In general,we will�nd that this

characterization shedsadditionallighton thisissue and

helpsspecify som e ofthe globalfeaturesofm ultipartite

entanglem entin a clear-cutway.

Thequantity [15]

Q (j i)= 2

 

1�
1

n

X

k

Tr�2fkg

!

; (31)
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FIG .1:Num berofbalanced bipartitionsvsN A B ;pistheprobability density,np = n!=nA !nB !isthenum berofbipartitions.The

yellow barsrepresentone-dim ensionalclusterstates[see Eq.(29)],thered onesrandom states;thesolid lineisthedistribution

(27)-(28);the black arrowsindicate the average hN A B icluster.Foreven n (n = 12 in particular)the distribution ofthe random

state partially hidesa peak ofthe corresponding clusterstate distribution,centered atN A B = 2
n A � 1

= 2
[n=2]� 1

.

where �fkg isthe reduced density m atrix ofqubitk,i.e.

�A with A = fkg.In ourlanguage,itcorrespondsto the

m ean value of�A B overm axim ally unbalanced biparti-

tions,nam ely

Q (j i)= 2(1� Em ax unbal[�A B ]): (32)

For W states this yields Q (W ) � 0 for large n. This

should be com pared with the value N A B (W )= 2 (exact

foreven n,approxim ateforodd n),obtained by consid-

ering balanced bipartitionsofthe system .Aspreviously

stressed,this m eans that the W states retain som e en-

tanglem enteven in the therm odynam icallim it.

M oreover,atvariancewith Q ,them ean valueofN A B

can distinguish sub-globalentanglem ent. For instance,

the statej i= (j0ij0i+ j1ij1i)
 (j0ij0i+ j1ij1i)=2 can-

notbedistinguished from theG HZ statebyusingonlyQ .

O n the otherhand,one getsan averagehN A B i= 3 and

a width forthe distribution � = 1:55.Anotherinterest-
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FIG .2: Probability densities functions (28) vs N A B . Each

curveislabeled with thecorresponding valueofn (num berof

qubits). The standard deviation ofthe distribution isessen-

tially independentofn.

ing pointisthatthedistribution ofN A B can distinguish

G HZ and cluster states(actually the average is already

su�cient,ascan be seen from Table I). From these re-

sultsonecan arguethattheprobability density function

oftheparticipation num berN A B notonlybetterspeci�es

them eaning ofQ butalso yieldsadditionalinform ation.

Itisalso interesting to recallthe behaviorofthepair-

wiseentanglem ent(concurrence)and thetangle[3].The

form erisde�ned (forstates�fi;jg oftwo qubitsiand j)

as

Cij = m ax(0;�1 � �2 � �3 � �4); (33)

where �k are the square rootsofthe eigenvalues(in de-

creasing order)ofthe m atrix �fi;jg�y 
 �y�
�
fi;jg

�y 
 �y,

and is therefore related to �A B with A = fi;jg (highly

unbalanced bipartitionswhen N islarge).The tangle is

de�ned as

�
(i)

1 = 4det�fig = 2(1� Tr�2fig); (34)

where�fig isthereduced densitym atrix forqubiti.Note

that�
(i)

1 = 2(1� �A B ),with A = fig,isnothing butthe

localversion ofQ in (31). In particular one can con-

siderthe ratio R (i) = �
(i)

2 =�
(i)

1 [7]where �
(i)

2 =
P

j6= i
C 2
ij

is the sum ofthe squared concurrences ofqubit iwith

qubit j. Due to the Co�m an-K undu-W ootters conjec-

ture �
(i)

1 � �
(i)

2 [3]one can take R (i) as a witness of

m ultipartite entanglem ent: ifR (i) < 1 pairwise entan-

glem entislessrelevantthan m ulti-qubitcorrelations.In

particular,in ordertoelucidatetheirrelation with thebi-

partite entanglem ent ofhighly unbalanced bipartitions,

itisinteresting to apply thesem easuresto typicalstates.

W e notice that,in the lim it oflarge n one has,on the

average,

E [�1] = Q = 1� 1=2n�1 � 1;

E [�2] � 0: (35)

These resultsare interesting because they show how,in

thetherm odynam icallim it,pairwiseentanglem entisneg-

ligiblefortypicalstates.Atthesam etim e,Eq.(35)does

notyield m uch inform ation aboutthe very structure of

m ultipartiteentanglem ent:actually onecan seethatthe

sam e result can be obtained for G HZ states (for arbi-

trary n). In this sense our characterization in term s of

the probability density function corroboratesand better

speci�estheresultsobtained by studying thebehaviorof

R.

V I. C O N C LU SIO N S

Itiswellknown thatan e�cientwaytogeneratestates

endowed with random featuresisby a chaotic dynam ics

[4,5],oratthe onsetofa quantum phase transition [6].

In particular,the random states(14)describequite well

states with support on chaotic regions ofphase space,

before dynam icallocalization hastaken place. Interest-

ingly,otherwayshavebeen recently proposed [17,19]in

orderto generatethesestates,in particularby operating

on couples ofqubits with random unitaries followed by

CNO T gates[19].Theintroduction ofa probability den-

sity function asa m easure ofm ultipartite entanglem ent

paves the way to further investigations ofthis intim ate

relation between entanglem entand random ness.W ork is

in progressin orderto clarify whethertherandom states

can be e�ciently used in quantum inform ation process-

ing.

In som e sense,the characterization we propose quan-

ti�es the robustness ofentanglem ent against allpossi-

ble partialtracing. Clearly,itism ore e�ective forlarge

num ber ofqubits and when relatively few m om ents are

su�cientto specify the distribution. W e stressthat al-

though westudied thedistribution function oftheinverse

purity (linearentropy)(2),ouranalysiscould havebeen

perform ed in term sofany otherm easureofbipartiteen-

tanglem ent,such asthe entropy.

Finally,we em phasize again the m ain m otivation be-

hind this work: as the num berofsubsystem s increases,

the num ber of m easures (i.e.realnum bers) needed to

quantify m ultipartite entanglem entgrowsexponentially.

Itisthereforenotsurprising ifa satisfactory globalchar-

acterization ofentanglem entrequiresthe use ofa func-

tion.
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