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Recentexperim entsclaim ing form ation ofquantum superposition statesin nearm acroscopic sys-

tem sraise the question ofhow the sizes ofgeneralquantum superposition states in an interacting

system are to be quanti�ed. W e propose here a m easure ofsize for such superposition states that

is based on what m easurem ents can be perform ed to probe and distinguish the di�erent branches

ofthe state. The m easure allows com parison ofthe e�ective size for superposition states in very

di�erent physicalsystem s. It can be applied to a very generalclass ofsuperposition states and

reproduces known results for near-idealcases. Com parison with a prior m easure based on analy-

sis ofcoherence between branches indicates that signi�cantly sm aller e�ective superposition sizes

result from our m easurem ent-based m easure. Application to a system ofinteracting bosons in a

double-welltrapping potentialshowsthatthe e�ective superposition size isstrongly dependenton

the relative m agnitude ofthe barrierheightand interparticle interaction.

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

Despite quantum m echanics being one of the m ost
sweepingly successfultheoreticalfram eworksin the his-
tory ofphysics,there hasalwaysbeen and stillappears
to bea greatdealofuneaseand confusion aboutsom eof
itsfundam entalconceptsand consequences.M oststrik-
ingly,quantum m echanicsrequiresthatifthe outcom es
ofcertain experim entsare known with certainty,then it
willnotbe possible to predictthe outcom e ofother,in-
com patible experim ents.Instead,the system m ustexist
in an indeterm inate state,allowing forthe possibility of
severaldi�erentoutcom esoftheseexperim ents.In m any
interpretations,this is viewed as the system sim ultane-
ouslyexistingin a\superposition"ofallthedi�erentout-
com esatonce,untilan experim entisactually perform ed
and an outcom edeterm ined.

This seem ingly ghostly state ofa�airsis perhaps not
very unnerving in the contextofatom sand m icroscopic
system s. But,asSchr�odingerpointed outin 1935 [1],a
m icroscopic system coupled to a m acroscopicone would
inevitablylead toasituation in which even am acroscopic
living being | in hisexam plea cat| could conceivably
end up in a state ofbeing neither alive nor dead,until
an observeractually looksand determ inesitsfate. O ne
\solution" proposed by som epeopleuncom fortablewith
this situation,is thatthere m ay be som e intrinsic \size
lim it" forquantum m echanics,which som ehow prohibits
nature from putting m acroscopic system sinto thiskind
ofcounter-intuitive superposition (see e.g.,Ref.[2]for
a review). Although one m ay doubtsuch a proposalor
question theneed forit,itdoesdeservetobeinvestigated
whether it can be form ulated in a precise enough way
to be tested experim entally, especially given claim s in
recentyearsthat\Schr�odingercat" stateshave been or
can be produced in m ore or less m acroscopic system s
[2,3,4,5,6,7].

In orderto investigateany possiblesizelim itsto quan-
tum m echanicsexperim entally,onem ustofcoursehavea
reasonablyclearde�nition ofwhatthesizeofasystem in-
volved in quantum coherentbehaviouris. In thispaper
we willinvestigate system s described by cat-like states
thatcan begenerically written asj	i/ jAi+ jB i,where
jAi and jB i are m acroscopic or m esoscopic states that
aredistinguishableto som eextent.Thetask isto de�ne
a m easure ofhow \large" thisquantum superposition is
in term s ofthe constituent subsystem s. Each ofthese
notions willbe m ade m ore precise in the course ofthis
paper.W e explicitly seek a m easurethatisindependent
ofthe physicalnature ofthe subsystem s and that can
thereforebeused to com parethee�ectivesizeofcat-like
statesrealized in very di�erentphysicalsituations,e.g.,
Bose Einstein condensatesand superconducting current
loops.
This question,which could be succinctly phrased as

\how big is Schr�odinger’s cat" for a given system in a
particularquantum superposition state,hasbeen asked
in severalearlierpapers[2,8].By sizewem ean thenum -
berofe�ectiveindependentsubsystem sthatcan describe
thesuperposition (wewilldiscussin m oredetailwhatwe
m ean by these notions in Section II). O ne \ideal" N -
particle cat state,for which the answer would be N ,is

a G HZ-state ofthe form j	i= 2 � 1=2

�

j0i
 N + j1i
 N
�

,

wherej0iand j1iareany pairoforthogonalone-particle
states.Hardly any statesrealizablein thelaboratory are
ofthis idealized form however,and we therefore seek a
m easurethatcan quantify thesizeofm oregeneralstates
that are stillrecognizable as generic cat-like states but
thatm ay bevery di�erentfrom theidealform .Thepar-
ticularcaseofa generalized G HZ-likeN -particlestateof

theform j	i= K � 1

�

j�0i

 N + j�1i


 N
�

,wherej�0iand

j�1iare non-orthogonalone-particle states,wasstudied
in [8]with two independent approaches,one based on
the stability with respectto decoherence,and the other
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on the am ountofdistillable entanglem ent. In the lim it
ofhighly overlapping states,where jh�0 j�1ij

2 = 1� �2

forsom e � � 1,D �uretal.found thatboth decoherence
and distillable entanglem entm easuresofthe \e�ective"
num berofdegreesoffreedom participating in thesuper-
position,n,yielded an e�ective catsize ofn � N �2 [8].
Thesetwo m easureswerespeci�cto theform ofthenon-
orthogonalG HZ-like statesand itisnotobvioushow to
apply them to arbitrary superposition states. Another
m otivation ofthis paper is thus to derive a m easure of
the e�ective cat size that can be applied to superposi-
tions jAi+ jB i having com pletely generalform s ofthe
statesjAiand jB i.
The rest ofthis paper is divided into four parts. In

section 2,we present a m easure ofe�ective \cat size"
for generalbinary superposition statesthat is based on
the notion that the \cattiness" ofa superposition state
should depend prim arily on how distinguishable the two
branches ofthe state are. This m easure is based fun-
dam entally on m easurem ents,and thereby di�ers from
earlier m easures that have tended to be based on the
m athem aticalform of the state. The new m easure is
thuspotentially m oreusefulforexperim entalim plem en-
tations.In section 3,weapply them easuretoasystem of
bosonsin a two-m ode description. In section 4 we con-
nect the results from section 2 with realistic num erical
M onte Carlo sim ulations ofBosons with attractive in-
teractionstrapped in a double-wellpotential. Section 5
sum m arizesand indicatesfuture directionsofresearch.

II. ID EA L C A T S A N D EFFEC T IV E C A T SIZES

In thisSection wewillgivea de�nition ofthesizeofa
cat-likestateofan object,j	i= jAi+ jB i.W ewillcon-
siderthattheobjectisform ed by N subsystem s,and our
m easureofe�ectivesizewillthen rangebetween 0and N ,
analogously asin Ref. [8]. However,in contrastto that
work,the quantity we introduce here willm easure how
(m acroscopically)distinguishable the statesjAiand jB i
are.Them ain ideathatwewanttocapturewith thisdef-
inition isthe following: how m any fundam entalsubsys-
tem softheobjectdo wehaveto m easurein orderto col-
lapse the entire state into a single branch corresponding
to oneofthetwo statesjAiorjB i,and how m any tim es
largerthan this num ber is the entire system ? By \fun-
dam entalsubsystem ",we m ean som ething thatin som e
sense can be taken as a fundam entalbuilding block of
oursystem ,e.g.,singleparticlesorsom ething sim ilar.It
isby nom eansalwaysclearwhatoneshould considerthe
fundam entalbuilding blocks ofa given physicalsystem
(m olecules, atom s, Cooper pairs, electrons, quarks...),
and wewillnotattem ptto m akeade�nitivede�nition of
whatsuch building blocksshould be,ifthisiseven pos-
sible.However,ourm easurewillbe based on how m any
m easurem entsm ustbe carried outto perform a speci�c
task,nam ely to collapsethesuperposition stateinto one
branch orthe other. A reasonable qualitative de�nition

would therefore be thata fundam entalsubsystem isthe
sm allestsubsystem that one could in principle m easure
in som e experim entalcontextand which would provide
inform ation thatcould help distinguish onebranch from
theother.Fora BEC experim entonecould in principle,
e.g.,scatterlightfrom singleatom s,m akingsingleatom s
reasonablecandidatesforfundam entalsubsystem s.O ur
m easure thuswilldepend on the experim entalsituation
and the relevantsize and energy scale,som ething which
probably m ustbe expected ifonewishesa m easurethat
doesnotinvolvePlanck-scalephysics.Fortherem ainder
ofthispaper,even though relevantfundam entalsubsys-
tem sm ay notalwaysbe som ething thatcan reasonably
be called particles,we willuse the term s\particle" and
\fundam entalsubsystem " interchangeably,and thiscon-
ceptplaysan im portantrolein ourm easure.M orespecif-
ically,the question we ask to de�ne our m easure is the
following:W hatisthe m axim alnum berofdisjointsub-
sets that one can constitute from the N particles such
that by m easuring allparticles in any given subset one
can cause the superposition state to collapse into one
ofthe branches jAi or jB i to a high degree. A m ea-
surem ent that causes such a collapse is equivalent to a
m easurem ent that with high probability lets us deter-
m inecorrectly whethera system is in statejAiorjB iif
wearegiven a system which isde�nitely in eitheroneof
thesetwostates,butwedo notknow which one.W eem -
phasize thatthe lattersituation isclearly very di�erent
from havingasystem which isactually in asuperposition
jAi+ jB i.Butsince a m easurem entwhich collapsesthe
superposition state isidentialto onewhich iscapableof
distinguishing between the two branch states(assum ing
an idealm easurem entwith no classicalnoise),we shall
often usethe latterpicture in the discussion below
It is not di�cult to write a m athem aticalde�nition

which expressesourm easureasform ulated above.How-
ever,in practiceitm ay bequitedi�cultto calculatethis
forgeneralsuperpositions,sincefora given accuracy one
has to optim ize the num ber ofsubsets over allpossible
partitionings ofthe N particles. Thus,we willuse an
alternative de�nition that also captures the above con-
cepts but is sim pler to evaluate,particularly for states
possessing perm utation invariance.

D e�nition ofcat size. Given an objectcom posed ofN

subsystem s and 0 < � � 1,we de�ne the catsize ofa

state j	i / jAi+ jB i with jjjAijj= jjjB ijj= 1,to a

precision �,by

C�(	):= N =n m in; (1)

where nm in is the m inim um num ber ofparticles one has

to m easure,on average,in orderto distinguish the states

jAiand jB iwith probability greaterthan orequalto 1-�.

In order to determ ine C�(	) we can proceed as fol-
lows. W e begin with 1-particle m easurem ents (n = 1).
Foreachparticlek wecalculatetheoptim alprobabilityof
being able to distinguish jAiand jB iby m easuring just
this particle and average this probability with respect
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to k. Ifthe resulting average probability is largerthan
1� �,then nm in = 1 and hence C�(	)= N . Ifnot,we
then go on to considerallpossible setsoftwo particles,
(j;k),determ ining the corresponding optim alprobabil-
ity ofdistinguishing jAiand jB iby m easuring thesetwo
particles.Ifafteraveraging thisprobability with respect
to j;k weobtain an averageprobability largerthan 1� �,
we have nm in = 2 and hence C�(	) = N =2. Ifnot,we
repeat the procedure with m easurem ents ofan increas-
ing num ber ofparticles untilwe reach a value ofnm in

forwhich theaveraged probability ofsuccessfully distin-
guishingthetwobranchesisforthe�rsttim elargerthan
1� �. Ifthis happens only when allparticles are m ea-
sured,then nm in = N ,and the cat size is C� = 1. If
even m easuring allN particles stillfails to distinguish
the two branches to the desired precision 1 � � ,then
nm in and hencethecatsizeC� areessentially unde�ned.
For sim plicity,we willde�ne the cat size to be zero in
thissituation.
Thus, the only ingredient we need in order to de-

term ine the cat size is the m axim alprobability to be
able to distinguish two states jAi and jB i by m easur-
ing only a given subset of the total system (or using
som esim ilarly restricted setofm easurem ents,aswewill
see in Section III). W e now brie
y discuss this proba-
bility. For m ore thorough and generaldiscussions,see
Refs. [9, 10, 11]. Using a generalized quantum m ea-
surem ent,i.e.,a POVM (positive operatorvalued m ea-
sure) [12], in which the outcom e described by POVM
elem ent E A is taken to indicate that the system is in
state jAi and the outcom e E B that it is in jB i, then
given equalpriorprobabilitiesfor each state (i.e. equal
weight for the two branches ofthe superposition),the
probability P ofinferring the correctstate from a single
m easurem entis

P =
1

2
[tr(�A E A )+ tr(�B E B )]; (2)

where�A = jAihAjand �B = jB ihB jarethedensity m a-
trices ofthe two states. Ifwe now restrictourselves to
m easure only a subsetofn particles,then the m easure-
m entoutcom esare given by POVM elem entsE (n)

A
;E

(n)

B

that act non-trivially only on these n particles,acting
as the identity on the rem aining N � n particles. The
probability ofsuccessfully inferring the state isthen

P =
1

2

h

tr
�

�A E
(n)

A

 11(N � n)

�

+ tr
�

�B E
(n)

B

 11(N � n)

�i

=
1

2

h

tr
�

�
(n)

A
E
(n)

A

�

+ tr
�

�
(n)

B
E
(n)

B

�i

;

(3)

with �
(n)

A
� trN � n �A and �

(n)

B
� trN � n �B the corre-

sponding n-particlereduced density m atrices(n-RDM s).
(trN � n denotesthe trace overallparticlesexceptthe n
particlesbeingm easured.) Them axim um probability for

successfully distinguishing two density m atrices�(n)
A

and

�
(n)

B
willthen be given by an optim alPOVM ,which is

known to be a projectivem easurem entin the eigenbasis
ofthe operator�(n)

A
� �

(n)

B
:[9,10,11]

P =
1

2
+
1

4
jj�

(n)

A
� �

(n)

B
jj: (4)

Here jjX jj= trjX jis the trace norm ,i.e.,
P

i
j�ij,with

�i the eigenvaluesofX .
Severalrem arksarein orderhere.

(i) W e have based ourworking de�nition here on the
averageprobability overallequalsizesubsetsbeing
largerthan 1� �.O necould alternatively haveem -
ployed a requirem entthatthe m inim alprobability
is larger than 1-�. Also,as m entioned above,at
thecostofintroducing a greatdealm orecom puta-
tionalexpense,one could replace the average over
equalsize subsets by the optim um partition over
allpossiblesubsets.

(ii) Although itshould be clearfrom the notation,we
note that,asde�ned,ourm easure appliesonly to
pure quantum states,not m ixed states. De�ning
a catsize m easure form ixed statesiscom plicated
by the factthatthere isno unique way to decom -
pose a m ixed state density m atrix into a convex
sum ofpurestates,so that,e.g.,a m ixtureofcom -
pletely separable states could also be written for-
m ally as a m ixture of very cat-like states. Any
catsize m easure applicable to m ixed stateswould
therefore have to weightthe catsize quite heavily
with the purity ofthe state. W e willnot pursue
such an extension ofourm easurein thispaper.

(iii) Forstatesthataresym m etric with respectto per-
m utations,for a given num ber ofm easured parti-
cles n it su�ces to consider only a single subset,
since allsubsets give rise to the sam e probability
because ofsym m etry. This results in a consider-
able gain for com putationalstudies with large N
and willbe analyzed in detailforbosonic system s
in the rem ainderofthispaper.

(iv) W e have assum ed that we can perform collective
m easurem entson a subsetofn particles.However,
we can also consider the situation in which only
individual single-particle m easurem ents are per-
form ed. In som e cases the calculation could then
be highly sim pli�ed,since we would have to con-
sideronlysingle-particlereduced densityoperators.
This situation appears wellsuited to bosonic sys-
tem sand willbe analyzed furtherin Section IIIB.

(v) G iven a state 	 in which jAi and jB i are not
speci�ed,therearem any waysofselecting thetwo
branches,and thesem aygiverisetodi�erentvalues
ofthem easure.Thus,when wetalk aboutthesize
ofa catstate,wem ustalwaysspecify whatarethe
branchesA and B .Furtherm ore,application ofthe
m easurem ent-based catsizede�ned aboverequires
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thatthe two brancheshave the sam e norm . Ifthe
norm ofthe two branchesaredi�erent,i.e.,

j	i/ jAi+ gjB i; (5)

with 0 � g � 1,we expect that C�(	) m ust be
m ultiplied by a factor that interpolates sm oothly
between a value ofzero when g = 0 and a value of
unity when jgj= 1.Thisfactorcan be determ ined
by recognizing that the generalsuperposition for
generalgcan alwaysbedistilled totheequalsuper-
position jgj= 1 by generalized m easurem ents [8],
yielding an e�ectivecatsizethatisreduced by the
associated probability.ForthestateofEq.(5),one
can perform a m easurem entusing the operator

A 1 �
gjAihB ? j

hB ? jAi
+
jB ihA ? j

hA ? jB i
(6)

and com plem entthiswith any otherm easurem ent
operatorA 2 such thatE 1 � A

y

1
A 1 and E 2 � A

y

2
A 2

form a POVM ,i.e.,E 1 + E 2 = 11. jA ? iand jB ? i

areanystatesthatareorthogonaltojAiand jB ire-
spectively.Ifone obtainsthe outcom ecorrespond-
ingtoA 1,then thestateafterthem easurem entwill
be the equalsuperposition state j	i/ jAi+ jB i.
Theprobability forthisto happen is

pg =
(2+ hA jB i+ hB jAi)jgj2

1+ hA jB ig+ hB jAig� + jgj2
(7)

Thusifthenorm ofthetwo branchesaredi�erent,
we can take the e�ective cat size to be pgC�(	),
whereg isthesm allerofthetwo norm s.Notethat
ifatleastone particle separatesoutin each ofthe
branches jAi and jB i,i.e., ifj	i can be written
in the form jai

�
�A N � 1

�
+ jbi

�
�B N � 1

�
forsom e one-

particle states jai,jbi and (N � 1)-particle states�
�A N � 1

�
,
�
�B N � 1

�
,then the distillation can be ac-

com plished using only a localsingle-particle m ea-
surem ent,nam ely

A 1 =
gjaihbj

hb? jai
+
jbiha? j

ha? jbi
(8)

Theprobability ofobtaining theoutcom eA 1 isthe
sam easin Eq.(7),with jAireplaced byjai

�
�A N � 1

�
.

(vi) In orderto calculate C�(	),we can calculate P =
1� PE ,wherePE istheprobability oferrorin dis-
tinguishing the two states,and then �nd the value
ofn for which P > 1 � �. In SectionIII we will
show plots ofPE rather than P ,since these bet-
ter illustrate the scaling ofthe error with n. For
largeN values,in som esituationswecan alsosolve
P = 1� � to obtain a continuous value ofn (see
Section IIIB).

(vii) O ur approach of asking how m any subsystem s a
system can bedivided intosuch thateach onealone

su�ces to distinguish the branchesofa state,has
som e sim ilarities with the concept ofredundancy,
introduced in adi�erentcontextin [13].There,the
redundancy ofapieceofinform ation aboutaquan-
tum system isde�ned asthe num beroffragm ents
(partitions,in ourterm inology)intowhich theenvi-
ronm entcan be divided such thatthisinform ation
iscontained in every one ofthe fragm ents.Thisis
used in [13]to probe how objective a certain piece
ofinform ation about a quantum system is,since
inform ation thathasa high degree ofredundancy
can be obtained by m any observersindependently
through m easuring di�erent parts ofthe environ-
m ent,withoutdisturbing the system itselforeach
other’sm easurem ents.

(viii) Finally,wenotethatourm easuredoesnotlook at
the physicalpropertiesofthe object,such asm ass
orspatialdim ensions,butratheratthe num berof
com ponents.Forexam ple,with thism easureavery
m assive elem entary particle can have a catsize of
1 atm ost.

W e now give som e exam ples ofthe cat size for sim -
ple superposition states,calculated using the above for-
m alism in a two-state basis. Suppose we have a sys-
tem consisting ofa m acroscopic num ber N ofspin-1/2
particles. First,consider the idealG HZ states j	 � i:=
(j0i
 N � j1i
 N ). Here only one particle need be m ea-
sured to distinguish the two branches with certainty,
i.e.,theone-particlereduced density m atrix (1-RDM )al-
ready gives P = 1,and hence nm in = 1 and C� = N

for all�. Now consider the linear superposition state
j	i= 1p

2
(j	 + i+ j	 � i)= j0i
 N . This is also a super-

position oftwo distinguishable(orthogonal)m acroscopic
quantum states,but here allN particles m ust be m ea-
sured in orderto distinguish the two branches. The n-
RDM s for j	 + i and j	 � i are identicalfor alln < N ,
so P = 0 unless n = N ,in which case P = 1. Hence
nm in = N and thecatsizeisequalto 1,asexpected since
the state isequivalentto a productstate.Asa �nalex-
am ple,weapply ourm easureto thenon-idealstatewith
non-orthogonalbranches that was studied in Ref. [8],
nam ely j	i:= (j0i
 N + j�i


 N )with jh0j�ij2 = 1� �2,
where � � 1. Here,the two branchesj0i
 N and j�i


 N

are separable states,and their respective n-RDM s are
therefore equal to density m atrices of pure n-particle
states,nam ely j0i
 n and j�i


 n respectively. In general,
for any quantum system and any pair ofstates jai and
jbi with jhajbij2 = c2, we can write the correspond-
ing density m atricesin a two-state partialbasisde�ned
by jaiand ja? i,whereja? iisthestateorthogonalto jai
butcontained in thesubspacespanned byjaiand jbi[37].
Speci�cally,writingjbi= cjai+ sja? iwith jcj2+ jsj2 = 1,
wehave

�a � �b =

�
1� jcj2 � sc

� sc � jsj2

�

(9)
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UsingEq.(4),we�nd thatjaiand jbican besuccessfully
distinguished with probability P = 1

2
(1+ jsj). De�ning

jai = j0i
 n and jbi= j�i

 n,we then obtain the m axi-

m um successprobability

P =
1

2

�

1+
p
1� (1� �2)n

�

(10)

fordistinguishing j0i
 N and j�i
 N usingn-particlem ea-
surem ents.Requiringthistobegreaterthan 1� �,where
� isthedesired precision,resultsin a valueofnm in given
by

nm in =

�
log(4� � 4�2)

log(1� �2)

�

(11)

whered:::edenotestheceiling function,i.e.,thenearest
integer above the value ofthe argum ent. For � and �

sm all,thisresultsin C� = N =nm in = N �2=(� log(�)),in
agreem entwith theN �2 scaling found forthesestatesin
Ref.[8].

III. C A T STA T ES IN B O SO N IC SY ST EM S

M ost experim ents involving quantum coherence in
m ore or less m acroscopic system s,including potentially

m acroscopiccatstates,areperform ed on system sofiden-
ticalparticles. These include photon states [14],super-
conducting currentloops[3,4],spin-polarized atom icen-
sem bles [5] and Bose Einstein Condensates [15]. Cat
states ofbosonic particles allow som e sim pli�cation of
the proposed m easure ofe�ective catsize,since m aking
use ofthe perm utation sym m etry reduces the size and
num berofthen-RDM stobeanalyzed.W econsiderhere
a genericform ofcatstatewavefunction thatgeneralizes
the idealG HZ state

jG H ZN i=
1
p
2

�

j0i
 N + j1i
 N
�

(12)

to situations described by a superposition ofnon-ideal
G HZ-like states in which the single particle states are
non-orthogonal. In particular,we considerstatesofthe
form [16]

j	i/

Z �

2

� �

2

d� f(�)
h�
cos� ay + sin� by

�N
+
�
sin� ay + cos� by

�N
i

j0i

�

Z �

2

� �

2

d� f(�)
��
�
��

(N )

A
(�)

E

+
�
�
��

(N )

B
(�)

E�

�

��
�
�	

(N )

A

E

+
�
�
�	

(N )

B

E�

;

(13)

where the operators ay and by create two orthogonal
single-particle states. For �xed values of �, the inte-
grand ofEq.(13)correspondsto ground statesofa two-
state BEC with attractiveinteractions,found in [17]us-
ing a two-m ode approxim ation and an extended m ean-
�eld calculation. In this section we willillustrate the
e�ects off(�) for various values ofits m ean and vari-

ance. The two branches of the superposition
�
�
�	

(N )

A

E

and
�
�
�	

(N )

B

E

are thus de�ned here by a superposition

of states
�
�
��

(N )

A
(�)

E

and
�
�
��

(N )

B
(�)

E

that are them selves

non-idealG HZ-like states ofvariable orthogonality de-
�ned by the angle �. In the notation above,� = 0 and
�=2 correspond to perfect orthogonality of the single-

particle states
�
�
��

(1)

A
(�)

E

= (cos� ay + sin� by)j0i and
�
�
��

(1)

B
(�)

E

= (sin� ay+ cos� by)j0i(with
�
�
��

(1)

A
(0)

E

= ayj0i

and
�
�
��

(1)

B
(0)

E

= byj0i,switched for � = �=2),� = �=4

correspondsto com plete overlap (with both
�
�
��

(1)

A
(�=4)

E

and
�
�
��

(1)

B
(�=4)

E

equalto 2� 1=2(ay + by)j0i),� = � �=4

also corresponds to com plete overlap but with di�er-

ing overall sign (
�
�
��

(1)

A
(� �=4)

E

= �

�
�
��

(1)

B
(� �=4)

E

=

2� 1=2(ay � by)j0i), and � = � �=2 corresponds to or-
thogonality again but with a factor of � 1 for each of
the statesrelative to � = �=2. The extentto which the
two branchescan be delineated is clearly dependent on
the am plitude function f(�) that controls the am ount
ofspreading ofeach branch. The form ofthe spreading
function f(�) willdepend on the details of the physi-
calrealization ofthe m acroscopic superposition,as will
the values of the angle �. This generalized superpo-
sition reduces to the form em ployed in Ref.[17]when
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f(�)= �(� � �0)forsom e �0 dependenton the param e-
tersofthe Ham iltonian used there,and isin agreem ent
with generalexpectations for the form of m acroscopic
superposition wavefunctionsforsuperconductors[2].In
Section V we analyze the form off(�)appropriate to a
catstateform ed from aBEC trapped in an externaldou-
ble wellpotential. Num ericalcalculationsforattractive
Bosegaseshaveshown thatthecom peting e�ectsoftun-
neling between m odesand interactionsbetween particles
can betaken into accountby letting f(�)bea G aussian,
the shape ofwhich is determ ined by the ratio oftun-
nelling and interaction energies[18,19].Notethatwhile
Eq.(13)isim plicitlyatwo-m odewavefunction,thisform
can readily begeneralized to m ulti-m odesuperpositions.

A . C alculation ofe�ective cat sizes for

superpositions ofnon-idealstates

W ecan �rstgivesom equalitativeexpectationsforthe
e�ectivesizeofthissuperposition statewhen N becom es
large.Therearetwo factorsthatwillreducethee�ective
size below that ofthe idealG HZ state,N . Firstly,for
valuesof� 6= 0,the two branchesofj	iin Eq.(13)are
not orthogonal,and hence not com pletely distinguish-
able. Asshown explicitly in Section IIabove,ourm ea-
surethereforegivesacat-sizeforthisstatethatissm aller
than N ,in agreem entwith theresultsderived previously
in Ref.[8]. Second,ifthe am plitude function f(�) de-
viatesfrom a �-function,the innerproductbetween the
two branches willnot approach zero even in the lim it
N ! 1 . Hence there willalways be a �nite m inim al
probability that we willnot be able to distinguish the
two branches,even in thetherm odynam iclim itand even
ifallN particles are m easured. Eventually,ifthis irre-
ducibleoverlap between thebranchesislargeenough,the
division intotwodi�erentbranchesbecom esm eaningless.
Thee�ectofthissecond factorhasnotbeen investigated
before,but is essentialto investigate for understanding
m acroscopicsuperpositionsin realisticphysicalsystem s.
Tom akequantitativecalculationsforstatesoftheform

of(13),itisconvenientto �rstm akea changeofbasisas
follows,

c=
1
p
2
(a+ ib) d =

1
p
2
(b+ ia) (14)

c
y =

1
p
2

�
a
y � ib

y
�

d
y =

1
p
2

�
b
y � ia

y
�
; (15)

so thattheintegrand com ponentsofthetwo branchesin
Eq.(13)becom e

�
�
��

(N )

A
(�)

E

=
1

p
N !2N =2

�
e
i�
c
y + ie

� i�
d
y
�N

j0i;

�
�
��

(N )

B
(�)

E

=
1

p
N !2N =2

�
e
i�
d
y + ie

� i�
c
y
�N

j0i: (16)

W hen m easuring indistinguishable bosons, we ob-
viously cannot pick out n speci�c particles to m ake

an n-particle m easurem ent as described in the dis-
cussion in Section II. For indistinguishable particles,
the K raus operators [20] describing the e�ect of any

m easurem ent outcom e have the form , e.g., A
(n)

k
=

P

fig
c
i1i2� � � in

k
ai1ai2 � � � ain , where i denotes a single-

particlestate,with corresponding POVM elem ents

E
(n)

k
=

X

fig;fjg

(ci1� � � in

k
)� cj1� � � jn

k
a
y

in
� � � a

y

i1
aj1 � � � ajn

�
X

fig;fjg

�

E
(n)

k

�i1� � � in

j1� � � jn

a
y

in
� � � a

y

i1
aj1 � � � ajn :

(17)

Here k labelsthe outcom e and the superscript(n)spec-
i�esthe num berofparticleson which the operatoracts
[38].
Eq.(17)givesusthe probability

Pk = tr
�

j	ih	jE (n)

k

�

=
X

fig;fjg

�

E
(n)

k

�i1� � � in

j1� � � jn

h	ja y

in
� � � a

y

i1
aj1 � � � ajn j	i

� tr
�

E
(n)

k
�
(n)
�

;

(18)

for a given outcom e E
(n)

k
when the system is in state

j	i. Here E
(n)

k
is the m atrix given by the coe�cients

�

E
(n)

k

�i1� � � in

j1� � � jn

� N !=(N � n)!,and

�

�
(n)
�i1i2� � � in

j1j2� � � jn

�
(N � n)!

N !

� h	jayin � � � a
y

i2
a
y

i1
aj1aj2 � � � ajn j	i (19)

is the n-particle reduced density m atrix,or n-RDM ,of
thebosonicsystem in second quantized form .Thecom bi-
natorialfactorshereareintroduced sothat�(n) willhave
trace1.Furtherm ore,since�(n) issym m etricin both all
upperand alllowerindices,we can index �(n) by m ode
occupation num bersk and l.Theresulting sym m etrized
m atrix actson a vectorspace which isequalto the full
vector space projected onto a sym m etric subspace [21].
Denoting the sym m etrized RDM by ~�(n),weobtain:

�

~�(n)
�k

l
=

s �
n

k

��
n

l

� �

�
(n)
�i1� � � in

j1� � � jn

(20)

where the index k refers to the num ber ofcreation op-
eratorsequalto cy and lto the num ber ofannihilation
operatorsequalto c [39].W ith thisde�nition,the sym -
m etrized n-RDM ~�(n) hasthe sam e nonzero eigenvalues
as�(n) and can thereforebe used in placeof�(n) forthe
calculation ofe�ective catsizes.
This projection onto the sym m etric subspace results

in a signi�cant reduction in dim ensionality,perm itting
calculationsto bem adeforvaluesofn up to severalhun-
dred.M atrixelem entsof~�(n)

A
� ~�(n)

B
arereadilycalculated
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for generalform s of the am plitude spreading function
f(�)(seeAppendixA).A key com ponentofthesem atrix
elem entsareinnerproductsbetween thestates

�
��NA ;B (�)

�

atdi�erentvaluesof�,which yield factorsofcosN (�� �0)
and sinN (� + �0). Forlarge valuesofN these functions
can be approxim ated by delta functions. This sim pli-
�es the resulting integrals but rem oves any explicit N -
dependence from the result(see Appendix A). The m a-

trix �(n)
A

� �
(n)

B
isthen diagonalized and Eq.(4)evaluated

to obtain the m axim alprobability ofsuccessfully distin-

guishing
�
�
�	

(N )

A

E

and
�
�
�	

(N )

B

E

with an n-particlem easure-

m ent. The e�ective catsize C � isthen obtained by de-
term ining the m inim um value ofn such thatP > 1� �,
according to Eq.(1). W hen using the delta function
approxim ation for large N , since the total num ber of
particlesisunspeci�ed,weevaluatethe relative catsize,
C�=N = 1=nm in.
Figures1 and 2 show the resultsofcalculationsfora

gaussian am plitude spreading function

f(�)=
�
2��2

�� 1=4
e
�

(� � �0 )
2

4� 2 : (21)

Thisform isconvenientfora system atic analysisofthe
behaviorofe�ective catsize with spread and overlap of
the two branchessince allm atrix elem ents are analytic
(seeappendix A).Therangeof�0 should be from � �=2
to + �=2 in order to encom pass allrelative phases and
degrees of overlap/orthogonality. Superposition states
characterized by � = 0 possess zero spread and reduce
to the non-idealstates studied earlier in Ref. [8]that
are characterized by the extentofnon-orthogonality for
�0 > 0. Figure 1 showsthe errorprobability PE = 1�
P ,plotted on a logarithm ic scale asa function ofn,for
variousvaluesofthe spread function param eters�0 and
�.W eshow PE ratherthan P ,sincetheform erallowsa
cleareranalysisofthedi�erencesbetween resultsfor� =
0 and for� 6= 0. The relative e�ective catsize C �=N �

1=nm in resulting from these probabilitiesisplotted asa
function of�0 and � for severaldi�erent values ofthe
precision param eter� in Figure2.
Figure1 showsthatwhileforallvaluesoftheparam e-

ters�0 and � thereisagenericincreasein theprobability
P fordistinguishing thetwo branchesofthe catstateas
n increases(i.e.,a decrease in the errorprobability PE ),
the nature ofthisdecrease isstrongly dependenton the
actualvalues of�0 and �. For � = 0,the error is due
entirely to non-orthogonality,asdiscussed in Ref.[8]and
Section II. Here,when �0 = 0 the generalized super-
position reduces to the idealG HZ state and the error
probability is zero,independent ofn (not shown in the
bottom rightpanelsincethelogarithm icscalecannotac-
com m odatePE = 0).W hen � 6= 0,thenon-orthogonality
m akesthe successprobability increase m ore slowly with
n,and hence the e�ective cat sizes in Figure 2 becom e
sm aller as �0 approaches the value � �=4 at which the

two branches
�
�
�	

(N )

A

E

and
�
�
�	

(N )

B

E

overlap com pletely.In

particular,forstrong overlap,jh�A j�B ij2 = 1� �2 with

� � 1(outerlim itsof�0 on � = 0axis),weverifythatthe
relative catsizesare in accordance with the asym ptotic
scaling � �2 established in Section II.Thise�ectofnon-
orthogonality also actswhen � > 0,with therelativecat
sizesalso dropping o� away from �0 = 0. Howevernow
thereisan additionaldecrease,duetothebranchesofthe
catstategetting \sm eared out" and overlappingm oreas
the width param eter� increases. Forall�,we see that
the e�ective catsize islargestfor�0 = 0,where the two

branches
�
�
��

(N )

A
(�0)

E

and
�
�
��

(N )

B
(�0)

E

areorthogonal.

Detailed analysisofthe dependence ofthe errorprob-
ability PE on thewidth param eter� providesadditional
inform ation.W hen � = 0and �0 6= 0,consistentwith the
scalingshown in Section IItheerrorprobabilitydecreases
exponentially with n and asym ptotically approacheszero
as m ore particles are m easured (solid blue lines in top
right and bottom panels). However,for � > 0,we see
thatthe decrease in the errorprobability isslowerthan
exponential.In factitappearstoneverapproachzerobut
isinstead bounded below by som e �nite value,im plying
thatthesuccessprobability isbounded away from unity.
Thisderivesfrom an im portantfeature ofthis gaussian
am plitudefunction f(�)thatisillustrated by com paring

theoverlap between
�
�
�	

(N )

A

E

and
�
�
�	

(N )

B

E

fordi�erentval-

ues of� and �0. For exam ple,at � = 0,� 6= �=4,the

innerproductbetween
�
�
�	

(N )

A

E

and
�
�
�	

(N )

B

E

goesto zero

as N ! 1 ,so that the two branches becom e orthogo-
nalin the lim it ofan in�nite num ber ofparticles,and
onecan thereforealwaystellthem apartwith arbitrarily
high certaintybym easuringenough oftheparticles(solid
blue line).However,for� > 0,the overlap approachesa
�nite value asN ! 1 .In thissituation itisnotalways
possible to distinguish the two branches within a given
precision,regardlessofhow m any particlesarem easured
{even forn = N .Thisim pliesthatnm in isunde�ned for
theseextrem ecases.Asnoted in Section II,weform ally
de�neC � = 0 in thesesituations,with theadditionalun-
derstanding thatj	iisnotreally a m eaningfulcatstate
atallhere.

This behavior for � > 0 is consistent with the fact
that the two branches

�
�
��

(N )

A
(�)

E

and
�
�
��

(N )

B
(�)

E

can be

interchanged,either by transform ing � ! �=2 � �,for
0� � � �=2,orby �rsttransform ing � ! � �=2� � and
then changing sign,for 0 � � � � �=2. Thus when the
am plitude spread function f(�)hassupportboth inside
and outside the region � �=4 � � � + �=4,som e ofj	i

contributes to both branches
�
�
�	

(N )

A

E

and
�
�
�	

(N )

B

E

,and

the state cannotbe splitinto two disjointbranches.Us-
ing Eqs.(A1){(A3),itisalso easy to see thatfor� = 0,D

	 (N )

A

�
�
�	

(N )

B

E

! 0 when N ! 1 ,so thatthe branches

becom e orthogonaland distinguishable in the therm o-

dynam ic lim it, whereas for � 6= 0,
D

	 (N )

A

�
�
�	

(N )

B

E

ap-

proaches a �nite m inim um value. This is the physical
reason why two strongly overlapping branchescannotbe
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FIG .1: (Color online.) Error probability, PE � 1 � P , for distinguishing the two branches of the generalized cat state

superposition Eq.(13)when characterized by a gaussian am plitude spreading function f(�),forvariousvaluesofthe gaussian

param eters�0 and �.

distinguished to arbitrary high precision (� ! 0),even in
the lim itN ;n ! 1 .Detailed analysisofthe supportof
the am plitude spread function willthus be very im por-
tantforrealisticestim atesofcatsizein physicalsystem s
involving superpositionsofnon-orthogonalstates.

Thisdi�erence in behaviorofsuccessprobability scal-
ing for � = 0 and for � > 0 has a large e�ect on
the e�ective cat size. Figure 2 shows the e�ective rel-
ative cat size C�=N for four di�erent precision values,
� = 10� 2;10� 4;10� 6 and 10� 10.Itisevidentthatif� is
su�ciently sm all,the e�ective catsize doesnotdepend
too heavily on the exactvalue of� when � = 0. Thisis
to beexpected,since1� P decreasesexponentially with
n when � = 0,and hence nm in willonly be proportional
to log(1 � P ). However,when � > 0,we see that the
catsizecan be signi�cantly reduced oreven vanish fora
given system aswedecreasethedesired precision �.This
illustratesthepointm adeabove,nam ely thatstateswith

� > 0 becom eincreasingly poorcatstatesas� increases
and eventually arenotcatstatesatall.Italsoprovidesa
dram atic illustration ofthe generalfactthatthe degree
to which a superposition state can be viewed as a cat
state is inherently dependent on the precision to which
the im plied m easurem entsarem ade.

B . Estim ate ofe�ective cat sizes from

single-particle m easurem ents

In alloftheanalysisso far,wehaveassum ed thatany
n-particlem easurem entscan be m ade to distinguish the
branchesjAiand jB iofa catstate,including collective
m easurem entsin entangled bases.In practice,thisisusu-
ally notfeasible for large values ofn. From a practical
perspective,itwould thereforebedesirabletohaveadef-
inition ofcatsize which reliesnoton generaln-particle
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FIG .2: (Color online.) Relative e�ective cat size C �=N � 1=nm in as a function ofthe gaussian param eters �0 and �,for

severalvaluesofdesired precision �. Allplotshave a resolution of�=40 in both �0 and �. Num ericalcalculations were m ade

forn � 100,im posing a num ericalcuto� of0.01 on the value of1=nm in .

m easurem ents,but instead only m akes use ofm easure-
m entsthatcan beputtogetherfrom n separate1-particle
m easurem ents.
Allowing only thosen-particlem easurem entsthatcan

be realized as a sequence of 1-particle m easurem ents
m eans that we restrict the corresponding POVM ele-
m entsto be ofthe form

E =
X

fig

pfigE
(1)

i1
E
(2)

i2
� � � E

(n)

in
; (22)

where each E
(k)

ik
� A

(k)y

ik
A
(k)

ik
actson a single particle k

only,and where pi are positive num bers subject to the
constraintthattrE � 1.(Notethat,unlikethesituation
in Sections II and IIIA,the POVM elem ents here act
each on only a single particle,and the superscriptindex
(k)in parenthesesthereforelabelsthe particlethateach
operatoractson,notthenum ber ofparticlesitactson.)

This m eans that the POVM elem ents m ust be separa-
ble. Furtherm ore,to ensure thatthe m easurem entscan
be realized asa sequence of1-particle m easurem ents,it
m ust be possible to write express the POVM elem ents
in such a way thatE (k)

ik
only depends on E

(l)

il
forl< k

butnot forl> k. To �nd the m axim um probability P

ofsuccessfully distinguishing the branches jAi and jB i

ofa catstate using such m easurem ents,we would then
need to m axim izeEq.(3)with E (n)

A
and E (n)

B
subjectto

the above constraints.Unfortunately,we know ofno ef-
�cientway to do this. In particular,deciding whethera
given POVM isseparable asin Eq.(22)isknown to be
an N P -hard problem [22].

However,ifwerestrictourselvesto a very sim plecase,
nam ely to superposition states where each of the two
branchesofthe catstate are them selvesproductstates,
not only is the optim alm easurem ent strategy using a
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sequence ofn one-particle m easurem ents known,but it
even perform s equally well as the optim al general n-
particle m easurem ent. To show thiswe adaptthe tech-
niquesused in [23].In thatwork,oneisgiven n copiesof
a quantum system ,allprepared in oneoftwo statesj A i
and j B iand asked to tellwhich one(notethat[23]uses
0;1 rather than A;B ). The joint state ofalln copies
isthen eitherj A i


 n orj B i

 n,and the corresponding

density m atrix is �
 n
 � (j 
ih 
j)
 n, for 
 = A;B .
O ne assum es prior probabilities qA and qB = 1 � qA
thatthecorrectstateisj A iand j B i,respectively.The
m axim um possibleprobability ofguessing therightstate
would in generalconsistofm aking an optim ally chosen
collective n-party m easurem ent (i.e.,possibly in an en-
tangled basis)on then copies.However,itisshown that
by m easuring only a single copy ata tim e and choosing
eachm easurem entaccordingtoaprotocolthate�ectively
am ounts to Bayesian updating ofthe priors qA and qB

based on the outcom eofthe previousm easurem ent,one
can obtain a success probability which is equalto the
m axim um one fora generaln-party m easurem ent.
In ourcase,wearetrying to ascertain whethera single

system consisting ofN subsystem sisin a state j	 A ior
anotherstate j	 B i,where these statesare known to be
product states with respect to the N subsystem s. W e
can thereforewrite

j	 
i�

�
�
� 

(1)




E




�
�
� 

(2)




E


 � � � 


�
�
� 

(N )




E

(23)

where 
 = A;B and
�
�
� 

(k)



E

isthe state ofparticle num -

ber k,and we assum e that we willm easure the �rst n
particles. This is equivalent to a generalization of[23]
to a situation where notallthe copiesofthe system un-
der study are the sam e,but where each \copy" k is in

one oftwo states
�
�
� 

(k)



E

for 
 = A or B ,and where 


isthe sam e foreach k,and the task isto determ ine the
valueof
,by only m easuring n ofthe\copies".W ewill
now show that the conclusion of[23]stillholds in this
case,nam ely that the perform ing a sequence ofn opti-
m alone-particle m easurem ents with Bayesian updating
between each m easurem ent gives the sam e probability
ofsuccessasthe bestcollectiven-particlem easurem ent.
W e willuse a slightly di�erent approach than [23],us-
ing 1-particlereduced density m atricesinstead ofsingle-
particlestatevectors,sincethisapproach ism orereadily
generalizableto indistinguishable particles.
Following the notation of[23],we willhere write the

states
�
�
� 

(k)

A

E

and
�
�
� 

(k)

B

E

ofparticle k in the branches

j	 A iand j	 B irespectively as

�
�
� 

(k)



E

� cos�k jxki+ (� 1)a sin�k jyki (24)

where a = 0 for 
 = A and a = 1 for 
 = B , and
jxi and jyi are two basis vectors in the state space of
particle k chosen such that this relation is valid (this
is alwayspossible). The corresponding reduced density

m atrix with respect to particle k in the fjxi,jyig basis
arethen

�
(k)

 =

�
cos2 �k (� 1)a cos�k sin�k

(� 1)a cos�k sin�k sin2 �k

�

=

 

cos2 �k
(� 1)

a

2
sin2�k

(� 1)
a

2
sin2�k sin2 �k

! (25)

(noteherethatthesuperscriptk again refersto thepar-
ticleto which the RDM belongs,notthenum berofpar-
ticlesdescribed by theRDM ,which in thiscaseisjust1.)
Ifwenow lettheprobability,priorto m easuring particle

k,ofthestatebeing
�
�
� 

(k)



E

beq(k)
 ,then them easurem ent

which produces the highest probability of successfully
identifying thecorrectstate,isa projectivem easurem ent
in thebasisin which them atrix �(k) � q

(k)

0
�
(k)

0
� q

(k)

1
�
(k)

1

isdiagonal([9,24]).The conclusion 
 = A isassociated
with the eigenspaces with positive eigenvalues of�(k),
while 
 = B correspondsto the eigenspaceswith nega-
tiveeigenvalues.In thebasisfjxki,jykig,them atrix �(k)

is:

�(k) =

 

(q(k)
A

� q
(k)

B
)cos2 � 1

2
(q(k)
A

+ q
(k)

1
)sin2�

(q(k)
A

+ q
(k)

B
)sin2� (q(k)

A
� q

(k)

B
)sin2 �

!

(26)

and isdiagonalized by

U (�k)=

�
cos�k sin�k
� sin�k cos�k

�

(27)

with

sin2�k =
q
(k)

A
+ q

(k)

B

R k

sin2�k =
1

R k

sin2�k (28)

cos2�k =
q
(k)

A
� q

(k)

B

R k

cos2�k (29)

R k =
q

(q(k)
A

+ q
(k)

B
)2 � 4q(k)

A
q
(k)

B
cos2 2�k

=
q

1� 4q(k)
A
q
(k)

B
cos2 2�k; (30)

resulting in eigenvalues

�
(k)

A ;B
�
1

2

�

q
(k)

A
� q

(k)

B

�

�
1

2
R k : (31)

Theoutcom eE (k)

A
isassociated with theeigenspaceof

�(k) corresponding to the eigenvalue �(k)
A
,which is the

�rsteigenvectorin the diagonalbasis.In the basisused
in Eq.(26),wethen have

E
(k)

A
= U (�k)

y

�
1 0
0 0

�

U (�k)

=

�
cos2 �k

1

2
sin2�k

1

2
sin2�k sin2 �k

� (32)

Com bining this with Eq.(25) gives us the conditional

probabilitiesP (E (k)

A
j
)= tr

�

E
(k)

A
�
(k)



�

ofobtaining the
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outcom eE (k)

A
when m easuring particlek,given thatthe

initialstateofthe jointsystem wasj	 
i:

P (E (k)

A
jA)=

1

2
+

1

2R k

�

1� 2q(k)
B

cos2 2�k
�

(33)

P (E (k)

A
jB )=

1

2
�

1

2R k

�

1� 2q(k)
A

cos2 2�k
�

: (34)

Thecorresponding probabilitiesofobtaining E (k)

B
= 11�

E
(k)

A
arethen

P (E (k)

B
jA)=

1

2
�

1

2R k

�

1� 2q(k)
B

cos2 2�k
�

(35)

P (E (k)

B
jB )=

1

2
+

1

2R k

�

1� 2q(k)
A

cos2 2�k
�

(36)

Using Eqs.(33)and (36),the probability ofsuccessfully

identifying the state
�
�
� 

(k)



E

after m easuring particle k

(conditionalupon ealierm easurem entsyieldingthepriors

q
(k)

A
and q(k)

B
)is

Pk � q
(k)

A
P (E (k)

A
jA)+ q

(k)

B
P (E (k)

B
jB )

=
1

2
+
1

2
R k

(37)

To �nd the overallsuccess probability of the proce-
dure,we need to evaluate what the posterior probabil-
ities for 
 = A and 
 = B are after m easuring each
particle. These willthen serve as the prior probabili-
tiesq(k+ 1)

A
and q(k+ 1)

B
forthenextm easurem ent,and the

overallsuccessprobability willbe the probability ofob-
taining the correctresultatthe very last m easurem ent.
The outcom e ofthis m easurem ent willbe used as the
indicator ofwhat the initialstate was. Sim ilar to [23],
we show in Appendix B thatone ofthe posteriorprob-
abilities q(k+ 1)
 willbe equalto the success probability
Pk ofthe k’th m easurem ent,while the otherwillbe the
error probability P k = 1 � Pk. W e then know that ei-
ther q(k+ 1)

A
= Pk and q

(k+ 1)

B
= 1 � Pk ifthe outcom e

E
(k)

A
was obtained, or vice versa if the outcom e E

(k)

B

wasobtained.To sim plify the notation in the following,

we de�ne c2
k
� cos2 �k = j

D

 
(k)

A

�
�
� 

(k)

B

E

j2. Com bining

Eqs.(37) and (30) we can then establish the recursive
relation

R k =
q

1� 4Pk� 1(1� Pk� 1)c2k (38)

whosesolution is

R k =

v
u
u
t 1� 4q(1)

A
q
(1)

B

kY

l= 1

c2
l

(39)

From this we see that the probability ofobtaining the
correctresultwhen m easuringparticlenum bern,thelast

ofthe n particlesto be m easured,and hence the overall
probability ofsuccess,isequalto

Pn =
1

2
+
1

2

v
u
u
t 1� 4qA qB

nY

k= 1

c2
k

(40)

where qA � q
(1)

A
and qB � q

(1)

B
are the priorsbefore the

start of the whole m easurem ent series. W hen we ap-
ply this to m easuring cat size,we assum e equalweight
for the two branches, so that qA = qB = 1=2, and
Pn = 1=2+ 1=2

p
1�

Q

k
c2
k
.Now ifweem ploy thesam e

reasoning aswentinto deriving Eq.(10)forthe success
probability ofthe optim alcollective n-particle m easure-
m ent, we easily obtain that this is identicalto Pn in
Eq.(40).Hence,when thebranchesareproductstates,a
sequence ofsingle-particle m easurem entswith Bayesian
updating hasthesam esuccessprobability astheoptim al
n-particlem easurem ent.
Theabovediscussion wascarried outentirely in term s

ofdistinguishableparticles.Theresultgeneralizespartly
to bosonic system ,butnot entirely. The resultholds if
each ofthebranchesaresingle-m odeFock stateswith all
N particlesin the sam e m ode,i.e. j	 A i= (ay)N j0i=N !
and j	 B i = (by)N j0i=N !,where the m odes created by
ay and by arenotnecessarilyorthogonal.Ifwethen write
ay = cos� cyx + sin� cyy and b

y = cos� cyx � sin� cyy in anal-
ogywith Eq.(24),wherecyx and c

y
y arecreation operators

fororthogonalm odesx and y,thebosonicn-RDM sthat
weobtain using thetechniquesfrom Section IIIareiden-
ticaltothoseweobtain fordistinguishableparticlesusing
Eqs.(23)and (24).Furtherm ore,the action ofthe opti-
m alm easurem entsobtained in the bosonic case can (at
least in principle) be realized through K raus operators
consisting ofa singleannihilation operatorforeach m ea-
surem ent.Thissim ply annihilatesasingleboson without
changing the jointstate ofthe system in any otherway.
Hence allconclusionsobtained fordistinguishable parti-
clescarry overto the bosoniccasein thissituation.
However,ifeach branch is a m ore generalFock state

with m orethan one occupied m ode,i.e.oftheform

jAi/
Y

k

a
y

k
j0i jB i/

Y

k

b
y

k
j0i (41)

whereay
k
and ay

k0
m ay createparticlesin di�erentm odes

(notnecessarilyorthogonal)when k 6= k0,then thesingle-
particle Bayesian updating m easurem ent protocol de-
rived above for distinguishable partcles cannot even be
im plem ented.Since the particlesarenotdistinguishable
and cannotbeaddressed individually,thereisno way to
associatea singlevalueofk with each m easurem ent,and
hence no way to optim ize each single-particle m easure-
m entin thewaywedid above.Furtherm ore,ifthem odes
associatedwith di�erentay

k
orby

k
arenotorthogonal,then

thebranchesin Eq.(41)in factcontain entanglem entbe-
tween m odes,and m easuring one particle willtherefore
changethestateoftherem aining system and a�ectsub-
sequentm easurem ents. Hence the protocoldescribed in
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this section only works for bosonic system s when each
branch isa Fock statewith allparticlesin a single m ode.

IV . n-R D M EN T R O P IES A N D R ELA T ED

C A T T IN ESS M EA SU R ES

W e now analyze the von Neum ann entropy ofthe n-
RDM �(n) and show thatthisprovidesinsightinto how
m eaningfulit is to treat the state j	i ofEq.(13) as a
two-branch catstate. Calculating the entropy ofthe n-
RDM also allowsusto com pare ourcat-size m easure to
an earlierone,theso-called \disconnectivity"introduced
by Leggett[25].
The von Neum ann entropy of a density m atrix � is

given as

S = � tr[� ln�]� �
X

i

�i ln�i; (42)

where f�ig are the eigenvalues of�. Analogous to the
Shannon entropy ofaprobability distribution,thisquan-
tity tells us how m uch inform ation is encoded in the
knowledgeofthephysicalsystem represented by theden-
sity m atrix. Equivalently,it can be viewed asthe m in-
im um am ountofignorance,we can have aboutthe out-
com e ofany m easurem enton a system represented by a
given density m atrix,where the m inim ization isoverall
possible m easurem entsencom passed by the density m a-
trix,i.e.,allpossiblen-particlem easurem entsin thecase
ofan n-RDM .To evaluatethevon Neum ann entropy Sn
characterizingn-particlem easurem entson a catstatewe
need the n-RDM ~�(n) ofthe fullstate j	iand not just
thatoftheindividualbranches.Thisiscalculated forthe
statesofEq.(13)in Appendix A.
Before analyzing the entropy of ~�(n) for Eq.(13),we

�rstsum m arizehow theentropy should scaleforgeneral
classesofcat-likeand non-cat-likestates.In general,for
an experim entthathasd equally likely outcom es,theen-
tropy oftheprobability distribution issim ply lnd.Ifnot
alloutcom esareequally likely,then theentropy S willbe
less than lnd. Therefore,ifthe probability distribution
ofa m easurem enthasentropy S,then the m easurem ent
m ust have at least eS distinct outcom es. This further
m eansthat,sincethevon Neum ann entropy ofa density
m atrix isthe m inim um entropy ofany m easurem entde-
scribableby thatdensity m atrix,any m easurem enton a
system whosevon Neum ann entropy isS m ustalso have
atleasteS distinguishableoutcom es.
For a perfect cat state, schem atically of the form

j i = 1=
p
2
�

j0i
 N + j1i
 N
�

with h0j1i = 0,this im -

pliesthatthen-RDM ofthesystem willhavea von Neu-
m ann entropy Sn = ln2,independentofn,untiln = N

where SN = 0. Ifwe m ake a single-particle m easurent
in the fj0i;j1ig basis,the outcom esj0iand j1iareboth
equally likely,sotheentropy ofthatm easurem entisln2.
Unless we m easure allN particles however,m easuring
m ore particlesgives us no additionalinform ation,since

m easuring justoneparticlecom pletely collapsesthesys-
tem intooneofitsbranches,and hencetheentropyofthe
n-RDM foralln < N isequalto ln2. Fora \poor" cat
state,e.g.,one ofthe form j i� j�0i


 N + j�1i

 N with

h�0 j�1i 6= 0, we cannot distinguish the two branches
perfectly with an n-particlem easurem ent.O necan show
that the von Neum ann entropy in this case willbe less
than ln2.However,aswem easurem oreand m oreparti-
cles,thebranchesbecom em oreand m oredistinguishable
as they approach orthogonality in the therm odynam ic
lim it. Hence the von Neum ann entropy willasym ptoti-
cally approach ln2 asn grows. Itwillthen decrease to
zero again,in a sym m etric fashion,asn approachesN ,
asm oreand m oreinform ation aboutthecoherenceofthe
branchesbecom esavailable.

Unlikesuch cat-likestates,the entropy ofthe n-RDM
ofcom pletely generic (pure)stateswillusually notlevel
outasn increases.Fora genericstate,m easuring n par-
ticlesisnotlikely to tellusvery m uch aboutthee�ectof
adding an n + 1’th particle to the m easurem ent.There-
fore,the num ber ofdistinguishable outcom es willusu-
ally keep increasing with n,untilit reaches� N =2. At
thatpoint,we willstartgaining enough phase inform a-
tion thattheentropy willstartdecreasing again.Atthis
point,thenum berofparticlesthatwearetracingoutbe-
com essm allerthan the num berofparticleswearekeep-
ing,so the entropy can increase no further,and instead
dropssteadily,untilitreacheszero atn = N (in a pure
state).

W e turn now to the entropy of ~�(n) for the G aussian
catstatesde�ned by Eqs.(13)and (21).Thisisplotted
as a function ofn for various param eter com binations
�0 and � in Figure 3,underthe sim plifying assum ption
that N � n (since we restrict ourselves to this region,
the drop in entropy asn ! N cannotbe seen). As ex-
pected from the above generalargum ents,when � = 0
the entropies asym ptotically approach ln2 as n ! 1 .
Thism eansthataswem easurem oreand m oreparticles,
there exists a von Neum ann m easurem ent with exactly
two distinguishableand equally likely outcom es.In con-
trast, for � > 0 the entropy of the n-RDM seem s to
grow withoutany upperbound,in an approxim ately log-
arithm ic fashion. This m eans that,regardless ofwhat
kind ofn-particle von Neum ann m easurem entwe m ake,
asn ! 1 there willalwaysbe an everincreasing num -
berofdistinguishable outcom es. O urstate ishence not
just branching into a nice catwith two cleanly distinct
branches,but instead developing a whole canopy! This
canopy keeps growing with n. Hence it does not really
m akesensetoview j	iasany kind oftwo-branch oreven
a d-branch catstate in thissituation.Instead,itissim -
ply som em orecom plicated kind ofgenericsuperposition
state.(Thezigzag-pattern forlargevaluesof� iscaused
by the factorof(� 1)n+ k� l in Eq.(A11)in Appendix A,
which results in a di�erent behaviourfor even and odd
valuesofn when � 6= 0,dueto interferencebetween con-
tributionswith a given � in Eq. (13)forodd valuesof
n.)
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FIG .3:(Coloronline.) von Neum ann entropiesofn-RD M sforvariousvaluesof�0 and �,evaluated in allcaseswith n � N .

Thevon Neum ann entropyofthedensity m atrix ofthe
fullstatej	ihaspreviouslybeen usedtode�neam easure
ofcatsizereferred toasthedisconnectivity D by Leggett
[2,25].To com pute D ,the entropy Sn ofthe n-RDM is
calculated forsuccessively largern. Foreach n one also
�ndsthe m inim um totalentropy ofany partition ofthe
n particles,i.e.m inm (Sm + Sn� m ),wherethem inim um
istaken overallm from 1 to n� 1.O nethen de�nesthe
ratio [40]

�n �
Sn

m in1� m < n (Sm + Sn� m )
; (43)

and the disconnectivity ofthe system ,D ,is de�ned as
the highestintegern forwhich �n issm allerthan som e
\sm all" fraction � 1 (�1 is de�ned to be 0). Thus
D = m ax(nj�n � 1). The m otivation for this m easure
is that as long as n is sm aller than the totalnum ber
ofparticlesneeded to observeperfectly the coherenceof
the jointstate ofallN particles,the entropy Sn willbe
nonzero since som e inform ation about the coherence is

being neglected when N � n particles are being traced
out. Subdividing the system further willonly neglect
m oreinform ation and increasethetotalentropy,so that
Sm + Sn� m > Sn and �n < 1.Asn approachesthenum -
berofparticlessu�cientto capturethefullcoherenceof
the system ,Sn and thus �n willapproach zero. How-
ever,ifn can increase further beyond this point,then
the denom inator willalso vanish,and �n jum ps again
to 1. Thusthe �rstvalue ofn atwhich allcoherence is
taken into accountwillbe the largestnum berforwhich
�n � 1. The term \coherence" is used here quite gen-
erally in the sense ofcorrelations.Ifthe system ism ade
up ofdistinguishable particlesand in a pure state,then
thesecorrelationswillbeequivalentto entanglem entand
theentropySn ofthen-RDM sisidenticaltothebipartite
entanglem ententropybetween then particlesincluded in
then-RDM and theN � n particlesbeingtraced out[21].
However,forindistinguishableparticles,de�nition ofen-
tanglem ent m ust be m ade with care,since states with
little\useful" entanglem entcan stilllook very entangled
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FIG .4: (Color online.) n-RD M entropies Sn and disconnectivity ratios �n for �nite system s with N bosons described by

wavefunctionsofthe form ofEq.(13)with three di�erentsetsofparam etervalues�0 and �.The disconnectivity D isde�ned

as the largest n value for which �n � 1 and is clearly equalto N in allthree cases shown here. The verticaldashed line

indicatescatsize C 0:01 forprecision � = 0:01. The lowerrightplotshowsthe e�ective catsize asa function of� forthe three

cases.

ifone viewssingle particlesasgood subsystem s,due to
the requirem ent that the totalN -particle wavefunction
besym m etrized oranti-sym m etrized with respectto per-
m utation ofparticles[26,27,28,29]. W e willcom m ent
on these issuesin m oredetailbelow.

There are both sim ilarities and im portant di�erences
between thedisconnectivity and ourm easureofe�ective
catsize. Both are based on considering how m any par-
ticles m ustbe m easured to obtain a speci�c kind ofin-
form ation aboutthe state oritscom ponents. Butwhile
C� asks how m any particles m ust be m easured to dif-

ferentiate between the two branches com posing the to-
talstate,the disconnectivity D askshow m any particles
m ust be m easured in order to observe allor nearly all
correlationsin the fullquantum state. It also does not
addresswhetherornotthestateisnaturally divided into

branches. These di�erences are re
ected in very di�er-
ent num ericalresults. For the bosonic system s treated
above,wherewehaveassum ed thatN islargeand m ade
approxim ationsbased on n � N (see Appendix A fora
fulldescription),explicitcalculation fora rangeof� and
�0 valuesshowsthatSn increasesm onotonically with n

for the whole range treated (except for som e m inor os-
cillationsbetween odd and even valuesofn),so that�n
does not drop below 1=2 untilthe assum ption n � N

is no longer valid. This m eans that the disconnectivity
m ust be oforder N for allparam eter values � and �0.
In contrast,Figure 2 shows that for allvalues of� our
m easurem ent-based m easure can give values ofe�ective
catsizeC� m uch sm allerthan N ,depending on thevalue
of�0.

In orderto m ake a m ore directcom parison ofD with
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C�,we have also calculated Sn for n from 1 to N for
a �nite value of N and used this to evaluate the dis-
connectivity directly forsom especi�c exam ples.W e use
�0 = 9�=40;� = 0 to study a system close to the full
overlap situation (�0 = �=4). W e use two exam ples at
�0 = �=8 (� = 0,N = 100 and � = �=16,N = 20)
for study ofan interm ediate system and for analysis of
the e�ect ofnonzero spreading. The n-RDM entropies
and disconnectivity ratios �n,Eq.(43),are plotted for
thesethreecasesin Figure4.Thevaluesofm easurem ent-
based catsize C� obtained forthese param etersare su-
perim posed asdashed verticallinesand thebottom right
panelshows the sensitivity ofC� to the precision � for
thesethreecases.Itisevidentthatforallthreecases,�n
is m ore or less constant ata value largerthan one half
and dropsto a sm allfraction substantially sm allerthan
this value only atn � N . Hence the disconnectivity D

is equalto or very close to N in allcases. In contrast,
ourcatsize m easure based on distinguishability givesa
catsizeC� thatissubstantially lessthan N forallthree
exam ples. W ith an errorthreshold � = 0:01,we obtain
C0:01 = N =5 for�0 = �=8 and � = 0 or� = �=16,and
C0:01 = 0 for�0 = 9�=40.Furtherm ore,thebottom right
panelshowsthatin allthree casesC� � N forallsm all
�,so thatourm easuredi�ersfrom disconnectivity forall
reasonableerrorthresholds.

This di�erence between disconnectivity and
m easurem ent-based cat size is not totally unexpected.
In order to observe perfectly allthe correlations in the
states ofEq.13, one does indeed need to m easure all
or nearly all particles in the system , even when the
branchesarenon-orthogonal,unless�0 = �=4.However,
itisclearthatexceptwhen thebranchesareorthogonal,
itis notpossible to tellthem apartwith nearcertainty
withoutm easuringm orethan oneparticleand onehence
obtainsa reduced e�ective catsize.O nly when we have
a perfectcatwith truly orthogonalbranches,e.g.,asin
an idealG HZ state,willthe two m easures agree. For
other statesthe two m easurescan be regarded as char-
acterizing di�erent aspects ofthe quantum correlations
in a quantum state.

Another im portant aspect of disconnectivity can be
seen by applying it not to cat-like states but to Fock
states,i.e. states ofthe form j	i / a ykbyN � k j0i. For
thesestatesexplicitcalculation ofthen-RDM sand their
associated entropy Sn shows that D = N for allk ex-
ceptk = 0,where one obtainsD = 1 (see Appendix C).
In contrast,since Fock states have no branches in the
second-quantized form alism em ployed here, nm in > N

and the m easurem ent-based catsizem easuregivesa cat
sizeC� = 0 (seeSection II).They also haveno entangle-
m entwhen expressed in a second-quantized occupation-
num berbasis.Thusitm ay seem puzzling thatD can be
large. However,we note that the disconnectivity relies
on the entropies ofthe n-RDM s for its de�nition,and
Sn treats individualparticles as the fundam entalsub-
system s into which the system is divided and m easures
the correlation between them . Asnoted in m any recent

papers,this is not appropriate ifone is dealing with a
system of indistinguishable particles, since the system
can then appearto exhibitfullN -particle entanglem ent
sim ply due to the fact that the wavefunction has to be
(anti-)sym m etrized underexchangeofparticles.This�c-
titiousentanglem ent,which hasbeen referredtoas\
u�y
bunny"-entanglem entin theliterature[30][29]and which
goesaway ifone treatsonly the m odesasgood subsys-
tem sinstead ofparticles,ishowevernecessarilypresentin
the entropy ofthe n-RDM ,Sn.The 
u�y bunny entan-
glem entcontribution todisconnectivityisnon-zeroforall
statesotherthan thosethatcan bewritten asFock states
with only a singleoccupied m ode.Consequently thedis-
connectivityofasystem ofindistinguishableparticleswill
be large for allstates that are notofthis latter special
kind,whetherthey aresuperposition statesornot.This
suggeststhatonereason forthem uch largervaluesofD
than C� found here forthe statesofEq.(13)isin
ation
ofthedisconnectivity cattinessby 
u�y bunny entangle-
m ent. W e note thatrede�ning disconnectivity in term s
ofreduced density m atricesofm odesinstead ofparticles,
while possible in principle,willhoweverbe strongly de-
pendenton the speci�c choiceofm odes.Nevertheless,a
m odedisconnectivity would belim ited by thenum berof
m odes,and fora quantum condensate it is hence likely
to also besubstantially sm allerthan thetotalnum berof
particlesincluded in thedescription.

V . A P P LIC A T IO N T O C A T STA T ES O F B EC IN

A D O U B LE W ELL P O T EN T IA L

Finally,weapply ourm easureofcatsizeto a realistic
system ofbosonsin adoublewell.W econsidernum erical
results thathave been obtained for bosons with attrac-
tiveinteractionsin asphericallysym m etric3-dim ensional
harm onic trapping potential,which is split in two by a
gaussian potentialbarrierin thexy-plane,form ingadou-
ble wellin the z-direction [31]. The num ericalcalcula-
tions were m ade using variationalpath integralM onte
Carlo (VPI)[32,33]with 40 interacting bosonic atom s.
TheHam iltonian used was

H =
X

i

�

�
1

2
r 2

i +
1

2
r
2

i +
Vb

p
4��2

e
�

z
2
i

2� 2

�

+
X

i6= j

Vint(ri� rj) (44)

where the sum s run over the coordinates ri ofeach of
the 40 atom sand Vb is a variable barrierheightforthe
gaussian potential separating the two wells. Energies
are given in units of~!=2,where ! is the frequency of
theground stateoftheharm onictrapping potential,and
lengths are given in units of

p
~=m !. The two-particle

interaction potentialVint used herewasa Lennard-Jones
potential

Vint(r)= E LJ

��
aLJ

r

�12
�

�
aLJ

r

�6
�

(45)
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FIG .5: Particle num ber distribution between two wells calculated from M onte Carlo sim ulation for bosons in a double well

potential(open sym bols)com pared with best �tdistributions given by Eq. (13)with a G aussian spread function f(�)(solid

lines).aLJ = 0:15 forallfourcases.

with Lennard-Jones energy E LJ and length aLJ. The
Lennard-Jones potential param eters E L J and aL J de-
term ine the scattering length a [34]. It thus provides
a m odel potential that allows us to design a com pu-
tationally e�cient sam pling schem e for a given scat-
tering length, a [31]. Form ation of cat states require
a negative value of a. For a realistic cold atom sys-
tem s with attractive e�ective interactions such as 7Li
(a = � 14:5�A [35]),we �nd that stable cat states can
be form ed with � 1000 atom sin a trap oflineardim en-
sion aho = ~=m ! = 13;000 �A,using suitable values of
Lennard-Jonesparam eters.

To com parewith ourm odelstatesin Eq.(13),thenu-
m ericaldatawasused to�nd theprobabilitydistribution
P (n) for �nding n ofthe N = 40 particles on one side
ofthe double-well. This was done for three cases with
Vb = 10;15;20 and with E LJ = 50,aLJ = :15 in allthree
cases,and for one case with Vb = 120,E LJ = 150,and

Vb E LJ Best�t�0 Best�t� C 0:01 C 10� 4

10 50 :22� :030� 0 0

15 50 :10� :020� 10 4

20 50 :05� :010� 20 10

120 150 0 :005� 40 40

TABLE I:Best�tof�0,�,and e�ectivecatsizesC 0:01 at� =

0:01 and C 10� 4 at � = 10� 4,for four num erically calculated

distributionsofbosonsin a double-wellpotential.aLJ = 0:15

in allcases.

aLJ = :15 (the last choice ofextra high potentialbar-
rierand strong attractiveinteraction wasm adeto getas
closeto a m axim alcatstateaspossible).W ethen �tthe
probability distribution P (na) for the num ber ofparti-
clesin m ode a calculated from the statesin Eq.(13),to
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the num erically calculated distributions in each case by
varying�0 and � toobtain thesm allestpossibledi�erence
between the two distributions in the least m ean square
sense. The �tting had a resolution of0:10� in �0 and
:005� in �.Theresulting best�tvaluesforeach caseare
shown in TableI,along with the e�ective catsizesC 0:01

for� = 0:01 and C10� 4 for� = 10� 4 calculated using the
statesofEq.(13)with the �tted valuesof�0 and � (the
num ericalprecision in the calculations do not warrant
sm aller values of�). The corresponding �tted num ber
distributions are com pared to the VPI distributions in
Figure 5,showing a very good �t for the cases studied
here.Note thatthisdoesnotim ply thatourstatesgive
the correctphasesbetween the superposed states,since
weareonly �tting to thenum berdistribution.However,
given that Eq.(13) with � = 0 gives the exact ground
state in the m ean-�eld lim it[17],itisreasonable to ex-
pectthatEq.(13)constitutes a good approxim ation to
the true states. O ur com parison with the distributions
calculated from VPIM onteCarlo supportsthisexpecta-
tion and also im plies that the probability distributions
(but not necessarily the am plitudes [31]) can be accu-
rately described by a two-m odeapproxim ation.

TableIshowsthatforthelowestbarrierheightVb = 10
wedo notreally geta catstateatall,sincethe low bar-
rier height results in large tunneling,which allows the
particles to overcom e their attractive interactions and
distributethem selvesalm ostbinom ially between thetwo
wells. The best �t value of�0 (0:22�),is less than one
� away from thecom plete-overlap value�=4,and theef-
fectivecatsizeiscorrespondinglyzerosincethebranches
are strongly overlapping. Asthe barrierheightVb isin-
creased foragiven attraction strength E LJ,thetunneling
ratedecreases,and itbecom esm orefavorableforallpar-
ticles to sit in one well. However,since the tunneling
am plitude is still�nite, the lowest-energy state is not
a Fock state but rather a superposition state ofnearly
allparticles being in either one wellor the other,i.e.,
a cat state. Thus,C� increases with Vb. In the m ost
extrem eexam ple here,Vb = 120;E L J = 150,the tunnel-
ing am plitude isextrem ely sm alland the brancheshave
negligibleoverlap,resulting in an idealcatstateC� = 40
for N = 40. As expected,we see that C� does depend
on the value ofthe precision �,becom ing sm aller as �
decreases. W e also see that the decrease in cat size is
greater for larger � values,while for the m ost \catty"
case (Vb = 120 and E LJ = 150),where � is practically
zero,C� isnota�ected atallby reducing � from 10� 2 to
10� 4.

W e also calculated the disconnectivity D for these
statesand �nd thatD = N = 40 in allfourcases.This
m ay appearinitially som ewhatsurprising,especially for
the case ofVb = 10 (top leftpanelin Figure 5,since in
that state the branches are alm ost com pletely overlap-
ping,and resem ble a binom ially distributed state m ore
than a cat state. However,even in this case,since the
distribution isnotexactly binom ial,therem ustbe som e
entanglem entbetween the particles.Furtherm ore,allN

particlesm ustbeinvolvedin thisentanglem entsincethey
areindistinguishable.Asdiscussed in Section IV,thisco-
herencebetween allparticlesleadsto alargevalueforD ,
even though the state cannotbe reasonably called a cat
statein any way.

V I. C O N C LU SIO N S A N D FU T U R E W O R K

W ehavepresented am easureofthee�ectivesizeofsu-
perposition statesin generalquantum system s,i.e.,the
num berofe�ectivesubsystem sthatcan describethesu-
perposition,thatisbased on how wellm easurem entscan
distinguish between the di�erent branches ofthe state.
O ur m easure does in general require one to consider
coherentm ulti-particle m easurem ents,although we �nd
that for the specialclass ofstates considered in [8], a
procedure using only single-particle m easurem ents can
beuseful.Theresulting "catsize" m easureisdependent
on the precision to which the branchesare to be distin-
guished.Application ofthism easurem ent-based m easure
to generalized superpositions states ofbosons in a two-
m ode system predictscatsizesm uch sm allerthan what
is predicted from the earlier m easure ofdisconnectivity
thatwasproposed in [25].Analysisofdisconnectivity for
speci�c exam plesshowed thatforindistinguishable par-
ticles this quantity is large for a m uch wider variety of
statesthan superposition states,including single-branch
Fock states,due to the inclusion ofparticle correlations
induced by (anti-)sym m etrization.
W e expect that the new m easure will be useful for

com paring the e�ective size of superposition states in
di�erentkindsofphysicalsystem s,including those with
m acroscopic num bers ofconstituents. W e have shown
that the generalized superposition states studied here
can be �tto realistic num ericalsim ulationsofbosonsin
a 3D double-welltrapping potential,and have analyzed
the cattinessofsuperposition statesofthese interacting
bosons as a function of their interaction strength and
ofthe barrierheight.Future directionsinclude applying
ourm easuretom orecom plicated system sthathavebeen
realized experim entally,in particularto the experim ents
with superconducting loopsreported in [3]and [4].In a
veryrecentpaper[36],adi�erentcatsizem easurewasde-
�ned and applied to thethree-Josephson junction circuit
reported in [3],and thecatsizeaccordingtothatm easure
found tobeextrem elysm all(oforder1).Itwould thusbe
ofgreatinterestto evaluatethenew m easurem ent-based
m easureofcatsizeforsuperpositionsofsuperconducting
loops.
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A P P EN D IX A :C A LC U LA T IO N O F n-PA R T IC LE

R ED U C ED D EN SIT Y M A T R IC ES
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The �-function approxim ationsare valid in the lim it of
largeN .W e have assum ed that� + �0 isbounded to lie
between � �=2.
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with �� = AA,B B ,AB or B A (~�A A and ~�B B corre-

spond to ~�(n)
A

and ~�(n)
B

asde�ned in IIIA),and using the

action oftheoperatorsc;don thebranches
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where in the last steps we have m ade use ofthe above
delta function approxim ation.
Using the gaussian form in Eq.(21)forthe am plitude

spreadingfunction,resultsin thefollowinganalyticform s
forthe n-RDM m atrix elem ents:
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Then-RDM ofthefullstatej	i,which weuseforcalcu-

lating entropiesin IV,requiresalso the sum of~�(n)
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The tracesofthe two �rstm atricesare already equalto
1,so no furthernorm alization isnecessary.The traceof
the m atrix de�ned in Eq.(A11)isgiven by
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so thatthe �nalform ofthe sym m etrized n-RDM ~�(n),
properly norm alized,is
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A P P EN D IX B :D ER IVA T IO N O F q
(k+ 1)


 = Pk FO R


 = A O R B

To show that one ofthe prior probabilities q(k+ 1)
A ;B

of
branch A or B before perform ing the (k + 1)’th m ea-
surem ent in Section IIIB willbe equalto the success
probability Pk ofidentifying the correct branch in the
k’th m easurem ent,�rstnote thatusing Bayes’theorem
and the de�nition ofconditionalprobabilities,the suc-
cessprobability Pk asgiven by Eq.(37)can equivalently
be written as
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After a good dealofalgebra,using Eqs.(33){(36),the

factthatq(k)
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= 1,and m oving factorsbetween the
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proving that indeed P (AjE (k)
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). Finally,

sincethem easurem enton particlek m ustgiveeitherthe
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which iswhatwe wanted to show.

A P P EN D IX C :D ISC O N N EC T IV IT Y O F FO C K

STA T ES

In thisappendix we show thatthe disconnectivity,D ,
determ ined by Eq.(43)isequaltothetotalparticlenum -
berN forallFock statesthathavem orethan onem ode
with non-zero occupation num ber.
A Fock state in a second-quantized system with d

m odes,occupation num bers n � (n1;n2;:::;nd) and a
totalofN particleshasthe form
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nk = N . W e assum e here that the particles

are bosons,although this does not a�ect our �nalcon-
clusion. W e then de�ne a sym m etrized n-RDM ~�(n)

by generalizing Eqs. (20) and (19). For this we use
p � (p1;p2;:::;pd)and q � (q1;q2;:::;qd)asupperand
lower indices,representing the num ber ofcreation and
annihilation operators,respectively,
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subjectto the constraintthat
P

k
pk =

P

k
qk = n. For

a Fock stateEq.(C2)isnon-zero only forp = q,i.e.the
n-RDM isdiagonal.Furtherm ore,wem usthavepk;qk �
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nk for a given m atrix elem ent not to vanish. For the
case N = n,the only non-zero m atrix elem ent is then
p = q = n, i.e. the N -RDM ~�(N ) has only a single
m atrix elem entequalto 1 on the diagonaland the rest
are equalto zero. Hence the entropy is SN = 0. O n
the otherhand,ifn < N and ifthere ism ore than one
nk > 0,there willbe at least two di�erent p = q for
which (~�(n))p

p
6= 0,so that ~�(n) m ust have m ore than

one non-zero eigenvalue. Therefore Sn > 0 for alln <

N . This im plies that the num erator of�N in Eq.(43)

vanisheswhilethedenom inatordoesnot.Hence�N = 0,
so that n = N is the largest n for which �n � 1,and
consequentlythedisconnectivityisD = N ,providedthat
there is m ore than one m ode with non-zero occupation
num ber. If only one m ode is occupied, ~�(n) has only
a single non-zero eigenvalue (equalto 1) for all n,and
therefore�n = 1foralln > 1.Since�1 = 0by de�nition,
we therefore have D = 1 fora Fock state in which only
a singlem ode isoccupied.
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