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W epropose am ethod to characterize and quantify m ultipartite entanglem ent for pure states. T he
m ethod hinges upon the study of the probability density function of bipartite entanglem ent and is
tested on an ensem ble of qubits in a variety of situations. T his characterization is also com pared to

severalm easures of m ultipartite entanglem ent.

PACS numbers: 03.67M n; 03.65Ud

I. NTRODUCTION

Entanglem ent is one of the m ost intriguing features
of quantum m echanics. A though it is widely used In
quantum com m unication and inform ation processing and
plys a key role In quantum com putation, it is not fully
understood. It isdeeply rooted into the lineariy ofquan—
tum theory and in the superposition principle and basi
cally consists (for pure states) in the im possibility of fac—
torizing the state of the total system in tem s of states
of its constituents.

The quanti cation of entanglem ent is an open and
challenging problem . It is possble to give a good def-
Inition of bipartite entanglem ent in termm s of the von
Neum ann entropy and the entanglem ent of form ation
]. The problem ofde ningm uljpartite entanglem ent is
more di cul [E] and no unigue de nition exists: di er—
ent m easures capture in generaldi erent aspects of the
problem E]. A ttem pts to quantify the degree of quan-—
tum entanglem ent are usually form ulated in tem s of its
behavior under local operations/actions that can be per—
form ed on di erent (possbly rem ote) parts of the total
system . Som e recent work has focused on clarifying the
dependence of entanglem ent on disorder and its interplay
w ith chaos E,E], or itsbehavior across a phase transition

i, 1.

T he work described here ism otivated by the observa—
tion that as the size of the system increases, the num —
ber of m easures (ie. real num bers) needed to quantify
m ultipartite entanglem ent grow s exponentially. A good
de nition ofm ultipartite entanglem ent should therefore
hinge upon som e statistical inform ation about the sys—
tem . W e shall ook at the distribbution of the purity ofa
subsystem over all possble bipartitions of the total sys—
tem . A s a characterization ofm ultipartite entanglem ent
we w ill not take a single realnum ker, but rather a whole
function : the probability density of bipartite entangle-
ment between two parts of the total system . The idea
that com plicated phenom ena cannot be \summ arized"
In a sihglke (or a few) number(s) stem s from studies on
com plex system s E] and has been considered also in the
context of quantum entanglem ent ]. In a few words,
w e expect that m ultjpartite entanglem ent be large when

bipartite entanglem ent is lJarge and does not depend on
the bipartition, nam ely when is probability density is a
narrow function centered at a largevalue. T his character—
ization of entanglem ent w ill be tested on several classes
of states and w ill be com pared w ith severalm easures of
m ultipartite entanglem ent.

II. THE SYSTEM

W e shall focus on a collection of n qubits. The di-
m ension of the Hibert space is N = 2" and the two
partitions A and B are made up of np and ng spins
(na + ng = n), respectively, w here the totalH ibert space
readsH = H, Hp and the H ibert spacesH , and Hg
have dimensions N, = 2"* and Ny = 2"° , respectively
NANp = N ).W e shall consider only pure states

N 1
7 ki; @)

k=0

ji=

where ki= a1 3% i, wih a bipction between k and
(hik),0 2 Na land 0 & Np l.Asa
m easure of bipartite entanglem ent between A and B we
consider the participation num ber

Nap = Aé; ap = Tn i; a=Tn ; @)
where = jih j and Tn Tnr ) is the partial trace
over the degrees of freedom of subsystem A B ). Nag
can be viewed as the rmlvant number of terms In
the Schm idt decom position of j i @]. The quantity
nag = log, Nap represents the e ective num ber of en—
tangled spins. C learly, for a com pletely separable state,
Tn 2 = 1Prallpossblkbipartitions, yieldingNap = 1
and npg = 0. In this sense the participation num ber
can distinguish between entangled and separable states.
M oreover pp is directly related to the linear entropy
S;, =1 as , that is an entanglem ent m onotone, ie. i
isnon increasing under localoperations ﬂ] and classical
comm unication. In general, the quantity Nz will de—
pend on the bipartition, as In general entanglem ent w ill
be distrdbuted in a di erent way am ong all possible bi-
partitions. T herefore, its distrdbution pN a5 ) willyield
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Inform ation about m ultipartite entanglem ent: is m ean
w illbe a m easure of the am ount of entanglem ent In the
system , while its variance w illm easure how well such en—
tanglem ent is distribbuted, a sm aller variance correspond-—
Ing to a higher insensitivity to the particular choice of
the partition.

W e will show that for a large class of pure states, sta—
tistically sam pled over the unit sphere, pN Ay ) is very
narrow and has a very weak dependence on the biparti-
tion: thus entanglem ent is uniform ly distribbuted am ong
all possible bipartitions. M oreover, pN a5 ) willbe cen—
tered at a large value. These are both signatures of a
very high degree ofm ultipartite entanglem ent.

By plugging [I) into [2)) one gets

NX 1 NX 1
2417012010 Z510 & 3)
Jii%=0 L’=0

2 _

We note that a5 = T ; =

2

Ty g and l:I\IA

T 3 1, with the m nImum (M axinum ) value at-
tained for a com pletely m ixed (oure) state . There—
fore,

1 Nag = Ngpa m infNp ;Ng g: 4)

A larger value of N 5 corresponds to a m ore entangled
bipartition @ ;B ), them axinum value being attainable
for a lalnoad bipartition, ie. when np, = h=2] (@nd
ng = [+ 1)=2]), where K] isthe integer part ofthe real
x, that is the largest integer not exceeding x, and the
iga_xjmuxﬁ possble entanglement isN g = Ny = 2" =

N & N =2) for an even (odd) number of qubits. As
anticipated, as a characterization of m ultipartite entan—
glem ent we w i1l consider the distrdbbution ofN 55 overall
possible balanced bipartitions.

III. MEASURING M ULTIPARTITE
ENTANGLEMENT:SOME EXAMPLES

Let us illustrate this approach on the sim plest non—
trivial situation, that of three entangled qubits. If the
pure state is fully factorized, say

Ji= ki ©)

for a given 0 k 7, then the reduced density m atrix
a ofevery qubit is a pure state, whence
PNag)= N, ¢ (6)

there is no entanglem ent. O n the other hand, fora m ax—
In ally entangled state

J i= p= (P00:i+ J1l21); 0

[\)’-CF'_‘

one gets a com pletely m ixed state for every partition,
namely a = L=2 and thus

PNag)= N,y 27 (8)

w ith m axin um average and zero variance: there ism axi-
mum m ultipartite entanglem ent, filly distrdbuted am ong
the three qubits. The above probability distributions
should be com pared w ith an intem ediate case lke

1
ji= 19—E (P00z21+ J1021); ©)

where the st couple of qubits arem axin ally entangled
Bell state) whilke the third one is com pletely factorized.
In such situation one gets , = L=2,while 3 =

JLihlj whence

1=

PNag)= Nuopa=3+ 2y, 2=3: 10)

T his sin ple application discloses the rationalebehind the
quantity pMN a5 ) as a m easure of m ultipartite entangle—
ment.

W hen the system becom es larger, the natural exten—
sion is towards larger (palanced) bipartitions. W e stress
that, besides the comm ent that llows Eq. [4), the use
ofbalanced bipartitions is sim ply m otivated by the fact
that, in the them odynam icallim i, the unbalanced ones
give a an all contrbution, from the statistical point of
view : this can be easily understood if one considers that
forn large and np n the binom ialcoe cients

n n
n=o n, 1)
so that our characterization ofm ultipartite entanglem ent
w il be largely dom inated by balanced bipartitions. No—
tice also that very unbalanced bipartitions of large sys—
team s yield negligble average entanglem ent E] ]. For
all these reasons, if one considers the distribbution over
all bipartitions, the contrbution from the balanced bi-
partitions w illdom inate due to [11l). By contrast, ifonly
unbalanced bipartitions are considered the resultsw illbe
in generalvery di erent.

Tt is interesting to study the features ofthe characteri-
zation of entanglem ent proposed in Sec.[ when applied
to particular classes of states. For the GHZ states [L3]
we nd

Nag GHZ)= 2 12)
for all possible bipartitions (poth balanced and unbal-
anced) and for an arbitrary number of qubits. C learly,
the w idth of the distrdbution is 0, ie.pN g ) =

Napi2-
FortheW states ﬂ] we obtain

2

Nag W)= T o2 : 13)
B

B3
=N

T his value depends only on the relative size of the two
partitions, ie. also in this case the width of the distri-
bution of bipartite entanglem ent is 0. Notice that, ifn
iseven, Nag W ) = 2 Porbalanced bipartitions (@nd in
this case a discrin ination between W and GHZ states
would require the analysis of unbalanced bipartitions).



M oreover, In the argen Imit N,y W ) / 2 also forn
odd.

T hese results indicate that, for n large, the am ount of
(m ultipartite) entanglem ent is 1im ited both orGHZ and
W states. T hese statesessentially share the sam e am ount
of entanglem ent when n is large. They can be distin—
guished only by considering less relevant (from the sta—
tisticalpoint ofview ) bipartitions. M oreover, forn large,
Nag W )6 1 orbalanced bipartitions. Thism eans that
also in the themm odynam ical 1im it the W states retain
som e entanglem ent.

Iv.. TYPICAL STATES

Let usnow study the typical form ofour characteriza—
tion ofm ultipartite entanglem ent p N 5 5 ) ora very large
class of pure states ofthe form [I]), sam pled according to
a given statistical law . Several features of these random
states are already known in the literature E,@,E], but
we shall focus on those quantities that are relevant or
our purpose. W e w rite

I‘xl
ji=
k=0

ree" ¥ ki 14)

where  are independent random variables w ith expec—
tation

EE *]=0 s)
and r = (r;:::;ny ) is a random point with a given
sym m etric distrbution p (r) on the hypersphere SN 1 =

fr 2 RY ¥? = 1g. The features of these random states
are readily evalnated: one st splits ap In two parts

ap = Xap T Mag; (16)
w here
® oot i( 0+ 2000 450)
Xag = 41750175010 L40€ L 50T 50 5100 .
330 110
a7)
X 0>( X X 0 X .
Mas = 1o + ot + r5; (18)

1,and prin es
banning equal indices in the sum s.

W e note that the expectation value E [r,]= 0 (1= ),
thus X ag and M a5 are sum s of at most N 2 tem s of
order 1=N 2. By the central lin it theorem , for large N ,

ap tendsto a G aussian random variablew ith m ean and
variance

Elasl;

iB = E[iB] iB; 19)

regpectively, nam ely it is distrbuted as

(AB AB)2
exp —— 22 ¢ (0)

1
2 2 35

f(as)= 2

@2 ;g)

From E K ]= 0 and the lndependence betw een phases
x and modulirpy we get

2)E Fril+ NE [ ]
@1)

aB = EMag]=N N + Ng

and

s =EKZgI+EMZI] g @2)

w here
LE Eririr]  @3)

EKzigl=2N Nap 1)0s

and

EMZ,1=N M +Ng 2)

[Na + Ng)N  4) 2N 5)E firr]
+2N Na + Ng  2)N + 2N, + 2N 8)E Frirs]
+N N + 2N, + 2Ng  5)E Er]
+4N N, + Ng  2)E Frol+ NE E); (4)

whereweused E [ r, 1, ]= E [r-lrjrlrk]wji:h 19,5k

alldistinct. N otice that the above results do not depend
on the particular distrdbbution of i, as far as the condi-
tion [19) is satis ed (otherw ise the analysis is still valid,
but Egs. 2I)-[24) becom e m ore involved). O ur resuls
particularize for the case ofa typicalpure state [Il), sam —
pled according to the unitarily invariant H aar m easure,
where each zx 2 C is chosen from an ensemble that is
gnjﬁ)m Iy distributed over the profctive H ibert space

L xF = 1. msuchacase, n [@4), « 2 D;2 Jlare
Independent uniform ly distributed random variables and

on the hypersphere S¥ !, with distrdoution fiinction

N
T T 25)

the prefactor being tw ice the inverse area of the hyper-
octant fr; > Og,wih (x) the Gamm a function.

T he explicit expressions of [21))-[24)) can be com puted
through [25), recovering the valies ofm ean and variance
obtained by di erent approaches B, |E, |ﬂ]. H ow ever
one can easily estin ate them for largeN by the follow ing
reasoning. For large N the m argihaldistributions of the
am plitudes rx becom e nom al,

2 N =2) N 3)=2
= I A————
P = P=—my5 L
r
N N
2 o exp Erﬁ Bk); ©26)

w ith variance 1=N . O ne can convince oneself of the cor-
rectness of the above expression jist by recalling the



ni||GHZ| W cluster| random
5 2 11.923| 3.6 2.909
6 2 2 54 4267
7 2 196 | 6171 | 5565
8 2 2 8.743 | 8258
9 2 |1.976[10.349| 10.894
10 2 2 |14206| 16254
11 2 11.984|17.176| 21558
12 2 2 |23.156| 32252

TABLE I:M ean bipartite entanglem ent E N a p ], analitically
evaluated according to Eqgs. [12), [I3) and [27). The values
or the cluster state were com puted by inserting 29) in the
de nitions @)-0).

asym ptotic behavior of gamm a function and expanding
@ £)V7?. Moreover i is not di cult to show that
the 1y 'sbecom e uncorrelated, hence independent. T here—
fore the expectation of products factorizes and E =™ ]=
(2m 1)!IEN" , yvielding

Na + Ng 1 2
AB = Ni; iB = F: @7)
Tt is in portant to notice that when N 1 we can
e ectile.‘%gieplaoe ry wih is mean square root value,
n, = 1= N, from which 27) inmediately ©llows. In
the sin ulation plotted in Fig.[ll we used the above sub-
stitution. The fact that for Haar distrdbbuted states the
average [27) is concentrated around a large value was
already recognized by other authors E,@,E].
The quantity of interest is Nas de ned in Eq. [2).
From Eqg. [20), its probability density reads

1 N,z  ap)?
T 5 o, &Xp - A 2
Nig @ 25)72 2 ix

pWNag) =
(28)

Tt is Interesting to com pare the features of the random
states w ith those of other states studied in the literature.
Tablk[d displays the average value of N (evaluated for

= 5 12) ©HrGHZ states[13], W states [L4], the generic
states [[4) and one-din ensionalclister states [L8]de ned
as

o
Jni= p=
2n e

=

Pi FP 4+ qdy); 29)
1

where , is the third Paulim atrix and the convention
o+ 1)

z = 1 is applied. W hile the entanglem ent of the
GHZ and W states is essentially independent of n [see
Egs. [[2)-[13)], the siuation is drastically di erent for
cluster and random states. In both cases, the average
entanglem ent increasesw ith n; orn > 8 the average en—
tanglem ent is higher for random states. However, it is
now clear that the average E N 5 ] yields poor inform a—
tion on m ulipartite entanglem ent. For this reason, it is
usefiil to analyze the distrdbution of bipartite entangle—
m ent over all possible balanced bipartitions. T he resuls

for the cluster and random states are shown in F ig.[, or
n=>5 12, where the product of the probability densiy
p tin es the num ber of bipartitions n, = nkna hg ! is
plotted vsN 5 g . N otice that the distrbution function of
the random state is aways peaked around ,% in [7)
and becom es narrower for larger n, In agreem ent w ith

2. in [27). Notice also that the cluster state can reach
highervaliesofN 5 (them axin um possible value being
2P=2]y however, the fraction of bipartitions giving this
result becom es an aller or highern. This is in m ediately
understood ifone realizes that cluster states are designed
for optim ized applications and therefore perform better
In tem s of speci ¢ bipartitions. O n the other hand, ac—
cording to the characterization we propose, the random
states [14) are characterized by a Jarge value ofm ultipar—
tite entanglem ent, that is roughly independent on the
bipartition. The probability density finctions [28) are
displayed in Fig.[2.

A few additional comm ents on random states are In
order. In the them odynam ical lim it
o
AB 2

pP—
= =0(@0= N 30
T NL+n, 1 ( ) (30)

and the single realnum berE N ]issu cient to charac—
terize m ultipartite entanglem ent (m odulo m ore accurate
them odynam ical considerations).

In general, or nite system s, them ean bipartite entan—
glementN,5 ’ a5 0 ) ismaximum HrN, = Ng =

N Na=Ng=2= N=2) Hreven (odd) n,nam ely or
balanced bipartitions. N otice how everthat, aswe already
em phasized a num ber of tim es In this article, although
we focused on balanced bipartitions for illustrative pur—
poses, the m ain results are valid when one includes also
unbalanced bipartitions, as, by virtue of [Idl), the contri-
bution of the balanced bipartition w ill be exponentially
dom nant.

M oreover, for large N , any (sym m etric) radial distri-
bution p(r) yields the sam e resuls [27), the only rele-
vant feature being the curvature in the pro gctive H ibert
space, forced by the nom alization r® = 1 [see for exam —
ple [28)]. In this sense, the above analysis is of general
validity, being independent ofthe particular choice ofthe
ensam ble.

V. COMPARISON W ITH SOM E
M ULTIPARTITE ENTANGLEM ENT M EASURES

Tt is Interesting to com pare our proposed characteri-
zation ofm ultipartite entanglem ent w ith som e other en—
tanglem ent m easures. In general, we will nd that this
characterization sheds additional light on this issue and
helps specify som e of the global features of m ultipartite
entanglem ent in a clearcut way.

The quantity [19]

1X
o@EH=2 1 - Tr 2, i (31)
k
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FIG .1: Numberofbalanced bipartitionsvsN 5 & ; p isthe probability density, np, = n Ena g !isthe num berofbipartitions. T he
yellow bars represent one-din ensional clister states [see Eq. [29)], the red ones random states; the solid line is the distribution
27)-28) ; the black arrow s indicate the average WN a 5 icumster- FOoreven n (m = 12 in particular) the distrdbution of the random

state partially hides a peak of the corresponding cluster state distrdbbution, centered at Npp = 272 =

where ¢4 is the reduced density m atrix of qubit k, ie.

a wih A = fkg. In our language, it corresponds to the
mean value of pp overm axin ally unbalanced biparti-
tions, nam ely

Q@gH=201 En ax unbail aB D 2 (32)

For W states this yields Q W ) 0 or large n. This
should be com pared w ith the value Nag W ) = 2 (exact
for even n, approxin ate for odd n), obtained by consid-

2[n:2] 1

ering balanced bipartitions of the system . A s previously
stressed, this m eans that the W states retain som e en—
tanglem ent even In the them odynam ical 1im it.

M oreover, at variance w ith Q , the m ean value ofN 5
can distinguish sub-global entanglem ent. For instance,
the state j i= (PiPi+ jlijli) (PiPi+ Jijli)=2 can-
notbe distinguished from theGHZ stateby usihgonly Q .
O n the other hand, one gets an average N5 1= 3 and
a width for the distrdboution = 1:55. A nother interest—
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FIG . 2: Probability densities fiinctions [28) vs Nag . Each
curve is labeled w ith the corresponding valuie ofn (num ber of
qubits). The standard deviation of the distrdbution is essen-
tially independent ofn.

Ing point is that the distrbution ofN 5 can distinguish
GHZ and cluster states (actually the average is already
su cient, as can be seen from Tabl ). From these re—
sults one can argue that the probability density function
ofthe participation num berN 5 5 not only better speci es
the m eaning ofQ but also yields additional inform ation.

Tt is also interesting to recall the behavior of the pair-
w ise entanglem ent (concurrence) and the tangle ]. The
form er is de ned (for states ¢y;4g 0ftwo qubits iand j)
as

Ciyy=max(0; 1 2 3 4); (33)

where | are the square roots of the eigenvalues (in de—
creasing order) of the m atrix 4,59 v Y fig ¥ vr
and is therefore related to ap with A = fi;jg highly
unbalanced bipartitionswhen N is Jarge). T he tangle is
de ned as

Y= ddet qg= 20 Triy); 34)

where ¢, isthe reduced density m atrix forqubit i. Note

that 1(1): 21 ap ), Wih A = fig, is nothing but the
local version of Q in [3Il). In particular one can con-—

. . . 5 P

sidertheratioR @ = = [jwhere /' = 461CH
is the sum of the squared concurrences of qubit i w ith
qubit j. Due to the Co m an-K undu-W ootters congc—

mre 5 ] one can take R @ as a wimess of
multipartite entanglem ent: if R @ < 1 paimw ise entan—
glem ent is less relevant than m ultiqubit correlations. In
particular, in order to elucidate their relation w ith thebi-
partite entanglem ent of highly unbalanced bipartitions,
it is interesting to apply these m easures to typical states.
W e notice that, in the lm it of lJarge n one has, on the

average,
g=1 1=21 1;
0: (35)

T hese results are interesting because they show how, in
the them odynam icallim i, pairw ise entanglem ent isneg—

ligble for typical states. At the sam e tin e, Eq. [39) does
not yield much inform ation about the very structure of
m ultipartite entanglem ent: actually one can see that the
sam e result can be obtained for GHZ states (for arbi-
trary n). In this sense our characterization in tem s of
the probability densiy fiinction corroborates and better
speci esthe results obtained by studying the behavior of
R.

VI. CONCLUSION S

Tt iswellknown that an e cient way to generate states
endowed w ith random features isby a chaotic dynam ics
E,B], or at the onset of a quantum phase transition B].
Th particular, the random states [14) describe quite well
states w ith support on chaotic regions of phase space,
before dynam ical localization has taken place. Interest—
ngly, other ways have been recently proposed m,@] n
order to generate these states, in particular by operating
on couples of qubits with random unitaries followed by
CNOT gates @]. T he Introduction of a probability den—
sity function as a m easure of m ultipartite entanglem ent
paves the way to further nvestigations of this intim ate
relation betw een entanglem ent and random ness. W ork is
In progress in order to clarify whether the random states
can be e clently used In quantum nform ation process—
ing.

In som e sense, the characterization we propose quan—
ti es the robustness of entanglem ent against all possi-
bl partial tracing. C kearly, it ism ore e ective for large
num ber of qubits and when relatively few m om ents are
su clent to specify the distribbution. W e stress that al-
though we studied the distrbution finction ofthe inverse
purity (linear entropy) [2)), our analysis could have been
perform ed in termm s of any otherm easure ofbipartite en—
tanglem ent, such as the entropy.

F inally, we em phasize again the m ain m otivation be—
hind this work: as the num ber of subsystem s increases,
the number of m easures (ie. real numbers) needed to
quantify m ultipartite entanglem ent grow s exponentially.
Tt is therefore not surprising if a satisfactory global char-
acterization of entanglem ent requires the use of a func—
tion.
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