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The existence and nature of tripartite entanglement of a noninteracting Fermi gas (NIFG) is
investigated. Three new classes of parameterized entanglement witnesses (EWs) are introduced to
detect the presence of genuine tripartite entanglement in the three-body reduced density matrix of
this system. By choosing appropriate EW operators, the problem of finding GH Z- and W-EWs is
reduced to linear programming, with the goal of discriminating between two different non-convex
types of genuine entangled density-matrix operators. Specifically, we devise new W-EWs based
on a spin-chain model with periodic boundary conditions, and construct a class of parameterized
GHZ-EWs as a symmetrized form containing all operators having nonvanishing expectation values
with respect to GHZ\W entanglement. A third class of EWs is provided by a GHZ stabilizer
operator capable of distinguishing W\ B from GH Z\ B entanglement, which is not possible with W-
EWs. Implementing these classes of EWs, it is found that (i) all states containing genuine tripartite
entanglement are of W type and (ii) states of GHZ\W genuine entanglement do not exist in the
NIFG. Some positive partial transpose (PPT) genuine entangled states are detected with respect to
some parties. Finally, it is demonstrated that a NIFG does not exhibit “pure” genuine W\B — i.e.,
three-party entanglement without any separable or biseparable admixture does not occur.

PACS numbers: 03.67.Mn, 03.65.Ud, 71.10.Ca, 05.30.Fk

I. INTRODUCTION

The existence of entangled states is a distinctive signature of quantum mechanics of the most profound concep-
tual and practical importance. The phenomenon of entanglement promises to be the source of many far-reaching
technological advances of the 21st century. A fundamental quantitative understanding of the nature of entanglement
will therefore be instrumental to its exploitation in quantum information processing based on optical and condensed-
matter systems. Moreover, such an understanding can provide new insights into the microscopic physics, statistical
mechanics, and phenomenology of strongly interacting quantum many-body systems.

There is a growing body of work that seeks to establish the entanglement properties of the states of quantum many-
body systems and the roles entanglement plays in the observed behavior of these systems. In particular, much progress
has been made on the entanglement properties of spin-lattice models, stimulated by the pioneering studies of Osterloh
et al. ﬂ] and Osborne and Nielsen ﬂ] The recent review of Amico et al. B] assesses the state of knowledge on bipartite
and multipartite entanglement for diverse many-body systems including spin, fermion, and boson models. The great
majority of examples studied involve spin systems and systems of particles made distinguishable by localization.

There is an ongoing debate on the nature of entanglement in systems of identical particles — just how does the
indistinguishability of the particles impact the quantification of entanglement? Attempts at clarification of the various
issues that arise when different Bose and Fermi systems with different degrees of freedom are studied B, @, E, , B, ,
@, , , , ] has led to the examination of various quantities deemed to measure or detect entanglement in the
presence of indistinguishability. Here we shall (i) focus on the noninteracting Fermi gas (NIFG) as represented by
the three-fermion reduced density matrix of its ground state and (ii) adopt the entanglement witness (EW) criterion
ﬂﬂ, ] for analysis of the entanglement content of this tripartite state descriptor, which overcomes disadvantages
of some of the earlier work. We shall introduce new classes of parameterized EW operators for indistinguishable
fermions, to enable detection of GHZ\W and W\ B genuine tripartite entanglement in the NIFG, if one or the other
is present.

This paper is organized as follows: In Sec. IT we review certain definitions basic to the discussion of entanglement
in systems of distinguishable or indistinguishable particles, and some existing formalism and results from other au-
thors relevant to characterization of the entanglement properties of the noninteracting Fermi gas M, [5, 19, [1d, |ﬁ|]
Importantly, we display the general form obtained for the three-particle reduced density matrix of the NIFG, which
will be the central quantity of our analysis. In Sec. IIT we consider the classes of tripartite entanglement identified for
mixed three-qubit states by Acin et al. [15] and discuss the properties of entanglement witnesses (EWs) capable of
signaling the presence of these classes. A general scheme for constructing parameterized GH Z and W-EWs via linear
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programming (LP) is introduced as a special case of convex optimization. Sec. IV is devoted to explicit development
and application of new classes of parameterized EWs designed to detect genuine tripartite entanglement in the NIFG.
First, adapting ideas from the work of Giihne et al. HE] and Vértesi ], we consider W entanglement witnesses based
on a periodic spin-chain model. Second, we introduce a class of GH Z-EWs which are constructed symmetrically from
density-matrix projectors corresponding to different classes of tripartite entanglement.

Third, in order to identify the type of genuine entanglement that is present, we apply a stabilizer-operator formalism.
It is found that GH Z\W genuine entanglement is not generated in the ground state of the NIFG and that genuine -
type tripartite entanglement, although present, does not exist in the absence of bipartite entangled and/or separable
states. On the other hand, some positive partial transpose (PPT) genuine entanglement with respect to some parties
found to be occur. These conclusions are summarized in Sec. VI. Some details relating to the most general form of
quantum states in the W set are collected in an appendix.

II. INDISTINGUISHABILITY AND THE NONINTERACTING FERMI GAS

Consider a system consisting of n parties {M;}? ;. A k-partite split is a partition of the system into k& < n sets
{S;}¥_,, each of which may be composed of several original parties. A given state p € B(Ha, ® ... ® Hg, ) associated
with some k-partite split is called m-separable if a convex decomposition of it can be found such that, in each pure-
state term, at most m parties are mutually entangled, these not being entangled with any of the other n — m parties.
For example, every 1-separable density matrix operator p € B(#H) (the Hilbert space of bounded operators acting on
H="Hg ®...® Hg,) is fully separable (separable) and can be written as

psep = 3 pilot )l @ [0fP) (0P| @ .. @ [af) (o], (1)

with p; > 0 and ), p; = 1. The system is called entangled when the corresponding density matrix operator is not
separable. According to these definitions, separable states necessarily form a convex set, since any convex combination
of separable states is again separable, which is not the case for non-separable states. Beyond bipartite splittings, many
different types of entanglement among the parties are possible, even for the case of distinguishable particles.

A schematic model involving two electrons located in a double-well was discussed in Refs. B, B, to illustrate the
consequences of indistinguishability for entanglement. (See especially the related treatment of Ref. @) The qubit is
modeled by the spin degree of freedom (with states | 1) and | 1)), and there are two spatial wave functions labeled |¢)
and |y), initially localized in the left and right potential well, respectively. For this bipartite system in a pure state,
the authors considered the density operator p, = |w)(w| € A(C?K ® C*(). Denoting by f, and f! the fermionic
annihilation and creation operators for single-particle states a = 1,... 2K forming an orthonormal basis in C?X, the
ket [w) can be represented as |w) = 3, wabfj;fg|0>, with the wq, = —wyp, defining an antisymmetric matrix. For

any complex antisymmetric n X n matrix [w]qp, there exists a unitary transformation U such that w’ = UwU? has
nonzero entries only in 2 x 2 blocks along the diagonal @], ie.,

W' = diag|Zy, ..., Zr, Zo), Zi:< 0 2) (2)
—Z; 0
where z; > 0 for i = 1,...,r and Zj is the (n — 2r) x (n — 2r) null matrix. Each 2 x 2 block matrix Z; corresponds to
an elementary Slater determinant. The matrix w’ enables an expansion of the ket |w) in a basis of elementary Slater
determinants with a minimum number r of non-vanishing terms, r being termed the fermionic Slater rank of |w). A
Slater rank of at least two is required for qualification as an entangled state. While this model is illuminating, its
extension to more than two particles becomes very cumbersome, obscuring the nature of the correlations involved.
An alternative description,ﬂg, [1d, [11, |E] more fruitful for our development, places the emphasis on reduced density
matrices of a noninteracting gas of many identical spin-1/2 fermions (NIFG). By the Pauli exclusion principle, at
most two such particles, with different spin values s, can occupy the same momentum state p = hk. The ground state
of the system can be expressed as

[¢0) = [T bl(p)10), (3)

where [bl(p), b:(q)]+ = 05:0(p — q) and |0) is the vacuum state.
Although the state of the system is written as product state, there are specific Pauli-exclusion correlations between
the constituent fermions arising from the commutation rules of the creation and annihilation operators b and b.

For the bipartite and tripartite configurations relevant to our investigation, these correlations are made explicit by



deriving the two-body and three-body (two-fermion and three-fermion) reduced density matrices of the pure state
@). The two-fermion reduced density matrix is given by

psststrr = (Golt) ()] ()0 ()5 (x) | d0), (4)

where 91 (r) [ths(r)] creates [destroys] a particle with spin s at the location r. With the transformation

Bk g
s = ! .rbs k ) 5
o) = [ et 5)
it is straightforward to obtain the two-body reduced density matrix in the form

Pss!;tt! = n2 [5st65’t/ - 5s/t5st’f2(|r - I'/|)], (6)

where n = k%./67? is the density of particle of a given spin, and

S 2) S ,
flle=wl) = [ et 7

is known as the Slater factor.

(We focus here on the NIFG in three dimensions.)

To evaluate the bipartite entanglement corresponding to the two-fermion reduced density matrix, one performs a
partial transposition and determines the eigenvalues of the density matrix and its partial transpose ﬂQ] Entanglement
exists for two-fermion configurations such that f? > 1/2, i.e., for 0 < |r — r'| < r., where r, is cut-off radius for
entanglement (rather than classical correlation). For the 3D NIFG, r, is determined by j7(kpr.) = 1/2, where j; the
first-order spherical Bessel function.

The same steps may be used to derive the reduced three-fermion density matrix of the NIFG as a function of
particle locations r,r’,r” and spins s, s’, s”. Six possible arrangements give rise to six terms:

ps, s 8”5t 8") =(o i), (" )k ()] (1) s () ibe (r) e ()| 0)
:77,3 (5st55’t/5s”t” - f12f135st55’t” 55%” - f13f235st’ 55/1555”15”
— fr2f230s1 0511 65 + frafi3fos0s1: 05105t 4+ fr2f13f230s00 0501 ). (8)

The three functions fi2, fi3, and fa3 carry the respective arguments |r — r/|, [r — r”|, and |’ —r”'|.
The 9 x 9 matrix defined by Eq. (8]) takes the form

n 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 n +_17131-;D23 —Zzi_ 0 :213 0 0 0
0 Zzs n+ P124;D23 0 N 212 70 70 0
P 0 70 70 n + P124P13 0 . 212 213 0 7 (9)
0 Zliﬂ Zm 0 n + pi3 4P12 0 0 0
0 0 0 :Zm 0 n +_P231rp12 *223 0
0 0 0 213 0 Zzs n+ stipls 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 n

where 7 = (1 — p12 — p13 — p23)/8 and

B —f3 + fijfie fin
=2+ f3 A+ [+ o — figfin i

Pij (10)

Lunkes et al. ] have provided the following general expression for the n-body reduced density matrix of the NIFG,

I 1 _ _ I
pn = (1- Zpij)2—n +3 D pslT) (V| @ PTECE (11)
i i3

which is constructed from biseparable entangled density operators. Here, |¥;.) = %(|01> —]10)) is the maximally

entangled singlet state of the pair ij, and |fi;| < 1 for all 45. Consequently |p;;| < 1 and 0 < n < %, so we have
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FIG. 1: Plotting a and b versus c for different values of distance krx. The simulation is accomplished for kpr between 0.1 to
5 (from black to light gray) with the steps of 0.1 for 1-d configuration. For krpr > 4.5 three p’s reach to positive values which
is out of the regime of genuine entangled states for NIFG.

|p12 + p13 +p2s| < 1 ﬂﬁ] This indicates that the density matrix operator of n noninteracting fermions can be written
in terms of antisymmetric density matrices of fermionic pairs, albeit not in a convex combination. Considering the
aforementioned entanglement condition for two-fermion configurations, entanglement would be present when all f2
factors are greater than 1/2. Despite the explicit form () of the n-body reduced density matrix of the NIFG as a
%mbination of biseparable states, the existence of genuine tripartite entanglement in this system was established in

].

Here and in the following sections, we shall build upon this important result, by introducing new classes of three-
qubit entanglement witnesses (EWs) and demonstrating that the corresponding noninteracting fermionic tripartite
density matrix

_ _ I _ _ I _ _ I
p3 =nl +a|VH)(Vi,| ® 3 + oWV ® 5 + e[ U (Vas| ® 3

1 b
:gl - %(UIUII +oy0,1+0.0.1) — g(azlaz +o,doy+0.10.) — g(Iazam +Io,0,+10.0.) (12)

(with relabelings a = pi12, b = p13, and ¢ = pa3, can be detected by our proposed witness operators. Obviously,
ps cannot possess genuine entanglement for the case of simultaneous positive values of pi12, p13, and pa3, due to the
definition of biseparable states.

It would be interesting to study the behavior of the coefficients a, b, and ¢ in p3. Consider one-dimensional case
where the distance between the first fermion and the second one is  and suppose that the third particle is moving
between the two where the distance regarding the first fermions and the third one is 7. In FIG. (), we have plotted
the behavior of a and b versus c for the different values of 0.1 < kpr < 5. Also for 2-d configuration, we have plotted
the behavior of the coefficients in p3 for NIFG in FIG. ([2)) where the second particle is confined on the surface of a
sphere (or circle). We see that for the region 4.5 < kpr < 5 one cannot generate genuine tripartite entangled state in
NIFG.

It is useful to mention at the end of this section that forgetting NIFG’s, for ensuring Eq. ([I2)) as a density matrix
operator, the coefficients can achieve larger region in the space of a, b, ¢ which follows

1 1 1
g—|—g(a—l—b—kc):lzZ\/aQ—I—bQ—I—cQ—ab—bc—acZO,
a2—|—b2—|—c22ab+bc—|—ac,

n =0, (13)

related to positive semi-definite eigenvalues for p3. Note that considering the definition for biseparable states, only
for negative values of the coefficients one can generate genuine entanglement in ps.



FIG. 2: Plotting a and b versus c¢ for 2-d configuration of three particles where we consider particle 2 is moving through the

surface of a circle (or sphere) for a fixed r where z12 = rcos (§) and z23 = rsin (). The behavior has plotted for krr between

2
0.1 to 5 (from black to light gray) with the steps of %.

III. ENTANGLEMENT WITNESSES

The existence of an entanglement witness (EW) for any entangled state is a direct consequence of the Hahn-Banach
theorem ﬂﬂ] and the fact that a set of fully separable density operators is convex and closed. Consequently an EW
can be defined as a Hermitian operator W such that Tr(Wps) > 0 for all fully separable states ps and there exists at
least one entangled state p. which can be detected by the condition Tr(Wp.) < 0. Note that in the aforementioned
definition of EWs, we can not distinguish the different kinds of entanglement for more than bipartite systems. As in
the analysis of mixed three-qubit states in Ref. [15, one can categorize the different kinds of general quantum mixed
states into:

(i) The class S of fully separable states,

(ii) The class B of biseparable states including any mixture of the three different biseparable state (12-3, 13-2 and
1-23) and separable states,

(iii) The class of TV states, i.e., those that can be expressed as a convex sum of projectors onto product, biseparable,
and W-type vectors (states) according to

[thw) = Ao|000) + A1|100) + A2|101) + A3|110), (14)
where \; > 0, >, A7 = 1 together with any locally unitary transformed state, and finally
(iv) The class of GHZ states, defined by

WGHz) = Aol000) + Are|100) + Ao|101) + A3|110) + Ag|111) (15)
with 8 € [0, 7] and any of its locally unitary transformed state.

All these sets are convex and compact, and satisfy S C B C W C GHZ but none of the subsets related to non-
separable states, i.e., B\S, W\S, W\B, GHZ\S, GHZ\B, GHZ\W form a convex set.

A three-qubit state has genuine three-party entanglement when it does not belong to class of biseparable states
B, i.e., GHZ\W and W\B states are tripartite genuine entangled states. No genuine three-party entanglement is
needed to prepare entangled states in the subset B\S. The formation of entangled states in W\ B requires W-type
vectors with three-party entanglement, but zero tangle HE], which is an entanglement monotone decreasing under
local operations and classical communication. Finally, the class GHZ contains all types of entanglement, and, in



particular, GH Z-type vectors are needed to prepare states from GHZ\W. The introduced classes are invariant under
local unitary or invertible nonunitary operations.

Due to the above classification one can also classify EWs related to detect different classes of tripartite entangled
states, so-called GH Z-EWs and W-EWs. The W-EW is an operator Wy such that Tr(Wyw pp) > 0 holds Vpp € B,
but for which there exists a pgrz\p € GHZ\B such that Tr(Wwpgrz\p) < 0, i.e. separating the sets of pp and
pcuz\p- For GHZ-EW consequently one can define an operator for which Tr(Wgrzpw) > 0 for any W states
where we have some GHZ\W states with negative expectation value. Furthermore, an EW can be devised to identify
genuine entangled states GHZ\W and W\ B by defining an EW for detecting W\ B entanglement, as will be done in
the following section.

A general scheme of manipulating EW operators for detecting GHZ\S entangled states has been introduced in
ﬂE, é] Now, for identifying genuine entanglement one has to use W- or GH Z-EWs. For constructing parameterized
GHZ-EW (similarly for W-EW) via linear programming (LP), the overall process is the following: first we consider
a Hermitian operator W with some negative eigenvalues

W = Zaif’z‘ (16)

where P;’s are Hermitian operators with « < TT(Epw) <y and z,y € R for any density operator pyy € W and
a; € R are the parameters whose ranges must be determined such that W be a GHZ-EW. As pw varies over W
states P}V = Tr(P,;pw) maps W vectors into a convex region since we have a linear function which maps the convex
domain (W class) to a convex region. Now our task is to find proper operators P’s for finding (approximated)
convex polygon surrounding convex region spanned by P}V’s (so-called feasible region for our LP optimization). The
word “approximated” stands for the fact that in general all the points in the convex polygon is not produced by the
expectation values of ]31-’s over W states. Now, by using the approximated convex polygon we determine the real
parameters a;’s such that the expectation value of the operator W given in (I6) over all W state be non-negative and
possesses at least one negative value. Therefore, for determination of GHZ-EWs of type (6], one needs to find the
minimum value of )", a; P}V over the feasible region and hence the problem reduces to the optimization of the linear
function ), a; PV over the convex set of feasible region which was approximated by a convex polygon.

One of the interesting research for a general density operator of NIFG is genuine PPT entangled state. Rather than
bipartite systems, one can study PPT entangled state with respect to some parties for three particle systems. Indeed
the decomposability and non-decomposability of an EW depend on particles which may be required. Therefore we
define: an EW is partial decomposable with respect to i-th party iff there exists positive operators ﬁ, @ such that
W="P+ @Ti where i € {1,2,3} where T; stands for partial transposition with respect to i-th party. Thereby, an
EW is called partial non-decomposable EW with respect to the specific system party iff there exists at least one PPT
entangled state related to that party, i.e., p7* > 0 when Tr(Wp) < 0. The necessity of these definitions will be clear
afterwards when we encounter with EWs that must be explicitly marked on which particles the decomposability of
EW is intended. For leading to PPT states with respect to specific party we derive the following condition for the
parameters in ps: having positive values for p”*, imposes

a4+ +c+ac+bec—ab>0

Wat+b2+2+ac+bc—ab—1<—-a—-b+c<1 (17)
For pT2 > (0 we should have
a4+ +c—ac+bec+ab>0
Wat+b2+2—ac+bc+ab—1<—-a+b—c<1 (18)
and finally for the PPT states with respect to third particle, i.e., p™ >0
a2+ b2+c2+ac—bec+ab>0 (19)

Wat+b2+c2+ac—bc+ab—1<a—-b—c<1

should be satisfied. These condition together with detection of the state by EW operators yield PPT entangled state
with respect to the selected party. Apparently, only a partial non-decomposable EW related the selected party can
detect PPT entangled state with respect to that specific party.

IV. EW OPERATORS FOR NIFG

Following the discussion in @], our task is to to find proper EW with LP method for identifying a given class
of entangled density matrices. In this section, in order to identify genuine entanglement in NIFG, first a spin chain



model together with a more general case of periodic spin chain for constructing W-EW operators is studied. Then we
have used symmetric density operators for introducing GH Z-EWs. Afterwards, we emphasize on stabilizer operators
to identify different classes of genuine entanglement.

A. Spin chain model

Giihne et al. [16] were the first to introduce an EW operator (W-EW) based on a macroscopic spin chain model to
detect genuine tripartite entanglement. The explicit form of this EW is

wlgenuine) _ (1+ \/g>1 + ﬁ12 + ﬁ23 (20)

where P;; = 0 . ¢9) and more rigorously

Py = oW 6@ = 5(0@IC) 4 5(0,BIC) | 5(1,BTC)

Py3 = 0@ . o® = 1(1)0.3(02)0;3) + 1(1)01(/2)01(13) + 1(1)U§2)U£3) (21)
where the superscripts show the parties and ¢ := (0,,0y,0.). Regarding their definition, wlgenuine) hag positive

expectation value with respect to all the states belong to B and has some negative expectation values with respect
to genuine entangled states in GHZ\ B.

Implementing the EW of Giihne et al. ﬂE Vértesi ] has shown that in a particular three-fermion configuration,
there exists genuine tripartite entanglement in the NIFG. Our goal is to identify the type of genuine tripartite
entanglement present in a NIFG. We introduce EW operators suitable for our system and try to find boundary
conditions for separated fermions exploiting our witness operators.

By starting from spin chain model for finding GH Z-EW related to Eq. ([20), we consider the following operator

Wi =co I+ Py + Pag (22)

To find | co for leading W to be a GHZ-EW, one should evaluate the minimum value of the expectation values for
P12 + P23 with respect to all the states in W set. For spanning all the region in W class, we should consider the
explicit general form of |y ) in Eq. ([[d) together with any local SU(2) transformation. By expanding a general
locally transformed W-vectors as [Ww) = >, 1 _o, Aijk|ijk), one can find the coefficient A;j;, and consequently the

expectation values of P}V over [¥y) (see appendix).
It is easy to see that the witness W, can only detect W\ DB states since the eigenvector related to the minimum

eigenvalue —4 of 1612 + ﬁgg belongs to W states, so it can never be a GH Z-EW.
By evaluating the expectation value of (22)) over p3 we obtain

Tr(Wips) = co — 3(a+c) (23)
which can not be negative regarding the condition a + b+ ¢ < 1 for NIFG. For investigating the existence of genuine

X ®3
entanglement, we take more general form pf = UpzUT where U = ( —ﬂa* g > is related to any local transformation

for the density operator for a NIFG (where we have assumed same transformation for three fermions) with |a|?+|3]? =
1. Then we have

Tr(Wips) = co + (2 = 2b = Ta = T¢)|6%a"| = 9(a + ¢)|a®B*| - (a + c)lal® — 3(a + ¢)|6]° (24)

In FIG. (@), we have plotted for one-dimensional configuration (as a scheme in FIG. (), the value of Tr{(Pio+Ps3) o5}
versus kpax for kpr = 0.1. It shows that for the values 0.02 < kpa < 0.06 we can generate W\ B for NIFG.

Due to indistinguishability, for identifying genuine entanglement in NIFG, let’s consider more general case and
considering parameterized operator regarding periodic spin chain model, i.e.,

WOP) = 4o T+ a19Pyg + a13Pis + ags Pas (25)

where for equal values of the real parameters a12 = a3 = ass, W), Eq. [25) reduces to WP = qoIg + Uqg(ﬁlQ +

ﬁlg + ﬁgg) which reminds a spin chain model with periodic boundary condition. Now, we search for the possibility of
leading W®P) of the Eq. @3) to W-EW or even GHZ-EW by checking the constraints on the parameters.
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FIG. 3: Plotting of T := Tr{(ﬁm + ﬁ23)p/3} versus kpx for steps of Wlo with kpr = 0.1 for —4 < T < —3.

First, we focus on W-EW. Our task is to find a convex polygon spanning by P;;’s where Pf’s are the expectation

values of ﬁij (see appendix) in order to detect genuine entangled states. Regarding the eigenvalues of ID\ij’s, our first
conjecture is the following region

-3<PB PE PE <1
-pPE-PE+PE <3
-PE+PE-PB <3

PE —PE - PE <3 (26)

but this polygon does not embrace the region spanned by P;;’s. By parallel shifting the boundaries in (26]), one can
find the proper approximated convex polygon for reducing the problem of finding W-EW to LP as below (analytical
proof in appendix)

minimize ao—i—alzPlBQ +a13PlB; +a23P£
-3< PB PB PE <1
-PE-PE+PE<1++8
—PE4+PE-PE<1+8
PE —PE - PE<1+38

subject to (27)

Referring maximum eigenvalues, the expectation values of —]312 — ]313 + ]323, —]312 + ]313 — ]323 and ]312 — ]313 — ]323
reach 5 and therefore the optimization problem in ([21) leads to a region to form WOEP) as a witness operator. For
solving the LP problem, we look for the intersection of the constraints in Eq. (7)) and find the vertices of the convex



polygon. After solving the LP problem, one can obtain the values for the parameters ag, a2, a13 and a3 as
ao + (3 — V8)a1a — 3a13 + azs > 0
ao — 3ai2 + (3 — V8)az + ass > 0
ap — 3a12 — 3a13 + (=5 + V8)ags > 0
ao + (3 — V8)aiz + a1 — 3azs > 0
ap — 3a12 + a1z + (3 — V8)ags >0
ap — 3a12 + (=5 + V8)az — 3azs >0
ao + aiz — 3ai3 + (3 — V8)azs > 0
ap + a1z + (3 — V8)as — 3azs > 0
ao + (=5 + V/8)a12 — 3a13 — 3ags > 0
ao + a2 + a3z + a3 >0
ao + ai2 + a1z — 3agz > 0
ap — 3a12 + a1z +azs >0

ap + a2 — 3a13 + asz >0
ag — 30,12 - 3&13 - 30,23 Z 0 (28)

provided that the expectation value of W(P) is positive for all quantum states in W set. In addition for leading the
operator WP) to a W-EW, at least one of the eigenvalues F;

By = ap + a2 + aiz + ass

_ 2 2 2
Ey3=ap—aix—ai3 —ass + \/alz + af; + as3 — a12a13 — a12023 — 413023 (29)

must be negative, i.e., min(E;) < 0 for ¢ = 1,2,3. This imposes extra constraints to (28)) for the parameters to
guarantee W(P) to be W-EW.

In order to separate different classes of genuine entanglement, we need to find the parameters such that WGP) be a
GHZ-EW. Similarly we try to find a proper polygon spanning by PZ-‘;-V (appendix). We see that the maximum values
of =P — P¥ + P}y —PY + P — P and P}¥ — P/¥ — P}¥ reaches 5 which is the maximum eigenvalue of the
corresponding operators. So, W(*P) can never be a GH Z-EW for any order of the parameters.

Note that constructing witness operator from W) is similar to the case where the parameterized EW operator

manipulated by the density operators |, )(V; | ® I®) which are present in the expansion of ps in Eq. ([2) since one
can rewrite

N 1 i »
|‘I’ij><‘1’ij| @Ik = Z(I —g@. 0—(])) (30)
Now, we return to out task to study genuine entanglement in tripartite NIFG. Among the boundary we try
OW‘(,[S,’)) = (1+V8) I+ Py + Pi3 — P (31)
By calculating the trace of the product of OWI(;p ) and p3 for NIFG we obtain

Tr(*W5P ps) = (1+v8) = 3(a+ b —c) (32)
which should be negative due to detect W\ B entanglement in ps . Calculation shows that for NIFG the maximum
value of a + b — ¢ is 1. As a matter of fact, forgetting NIFG, a general p3 as a density operator in Eq. (I2)), can be
detected by OWI(,;p ) for some value of coefficients regarding the constraints in ([I3) but this is not the case for NIFG.

It should be emphasized that all the states detected by OW‘(,[S,’) ) from a general density matrix belongs to W\ B states
rather than the other type of genuine entangled states, i.e., GHZ\W. For a general density matrix pf

TrOWSP o) =(1 4+ VB) + (—a — 3b + ¢)|al® + (—3a — 3b + 3¢)|B|°
+ (—8a — 9b + 6¢)|a* 82| + (=9a — 9b + 9c)|a?B* < 0 (33)

should be satisfied.

After studying a periodic spin chain model, in the following subsection, we apply another approach for reducing the
problem of finding an EW operator to LP by considering the symmetric operators (given symmetric density operators)
belonging to different classes of entangled density matrices in tripartite systems in a NIFG.
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B. GHZ-EWs by using density matrix operators

In this section, we develop new class of proper GHZ-EWs with the aid of positive operators (density matrices)
corresponding to the different entangled density operators arising in tripartite systems. For the detection of tripartite
entanglement related to different classes of biseparables (A-BC, B-AC or C-AB) or genuine entangled states (W\B
and GHZ\W), an EW should be constructed from operators with non-vanishing expectation value with respect to
selected entangled class which should be detected. Omne cannot build a GHZ-EW with positive operators if any
density matrix operator from GHZ\W class is excluded.

Due to this fact, we introduce the operator

Wénz =aols + a1 (V) (U] @ T+ W) (U] @ T+ I® [Uog) (Vo))
+ ag|[Wi) (Wi | + a3|Wa) (Wal + aa|Wis3) (Va3

which contains the representative operator from all the different classes of tripartite systems, where
[W1) (|001) + |010) + |100))
|[Wa) = (|011> +1(110) + |101))
W) = 5 (000) — [111))

1
7
1

and a;’s are real parameters. First, for ensuring operator ([B4) to be a GHZ-EW, we should impose the positivity
in expectation value of W‘é 117 with respect to W states. We consider |¥yy) as the form mentioned in the previous
subsection. For simplicity we define

Pr=2> |U 00| oL

<i,j>
ﬁg = 3|W1><W1|, ﬁg = 3|W2><W2|,
Py = 2{W55) (03] (35)

which are operators and P;’s (i = 1,2, 3,4) which are the corresponding expectation values with respect to W-vectors
as functions of A;;, (see appendix). One can simply find that the maximum eigenvalues for ]31, ]32, ﬁg is 3 and is 2
for P;. A straightforward calculation shows that PV, PV P}V can reach their maximum possible value 3 but for P}V
finding the maximum overlap of (U ,4]¢w) leads to 3.

For the problem of finding the parameters a;’s such that Wé z be a GHZ-EW operator and reducing the problem
to LP one, we need to find the feasible region. Contrary to the above values, the extremum points

3
(P, PV, P, P/V)=(0,0,0,0),(3,0,0,0),(0,3,0,0),(0,0,3,0),(0,0,0, =

) (36)

cannot be vertices for the feasible region of our LP problem since there are some points out of the convex polygon
(connecting hyperplanes by the points in (B6)) which yield negative expectation values for W, as checked by
numerics. So we extend our region by parallel shifting the boundary hyperplanes and reduce the problem to LP as
follows

4
minimize  ag + Z aiPiW
i=1
0< PV, PV PV <3,
subject to 0< PV <2, (37)
0< PV + PV + PV +2PV <13

Imposing the constraints of (B:ZI) WG HZ operator can still have some negative expectation values since the range of

the expectation value of P1 + PQ + P3 + 2P4 is bounded between 0 and 4. Now, we have the approximated domain
(feasible region) which comes from the intersection of the rectangular range related to the possible values for P/V’s
and the constraint P/V + P}V + P}V + 2P}V < 15 (see FIG. (@) which is projected on P}V'). The word “approximated”

stands for the region which does not entirely belong to the region spanned by P}V’s coming from W states.
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4

15/4 /3~

P '\\'

FIG. 4: The feasible region of LP problem projected on P}V: overlapping domain of approximated region spanning by
PV PV P/ and the possible range for expectation values of Ps, Ps, Py which is inside the above rectangular.

This convex polygon has the following vertices

3 3
(P, P P P =(0,0,0,0),(3,0,0,0), (3,0,0,§), (3,0, Z’O)’ (38)
3 3 3 3
3,-,0,0),(0,3,0,0),(0,3,0,-),(0,3,-,0),(-,3,0,0
( ,4, ) ),( ) ) ) ),( ) ? 78)7( ) 747 ),(4, ) ) )7
3 3 3 15
(Oa 07 35 0)7 (Oa 07 35 g)v (Oa Za 37 0)5 (Za 07 35 0)7 (Oa 07 Oa g)
After solving the LP problem in [B7)), we obtain the constraints for a;’s as follows
15
ap >0, ap +3a1 20, ag + 3az >0, ap + 3az > 0, a0+§a4 >0,
3 3 3
a0+3a1+§a4 >0, a0+3a2+§a4 >0, a0+3a3+§a4 >0,
3 3 3
a0+3a1+1a2 ZO, CL0+30,1+ZCL3 ZO, CL0+3CL2+ZCL3 ZO,
3 3 3
ag+ 3as + —a; >0, ag +3az + —a; >0, ag + 3az + —az >0 (39)

4 4 4

bounded due to the positivity for the trace of EW operator over all W states. These constraints together with at
least one negative eigenvalue among the following ones

Qo, ag + 3a1, a0 + 3as, ag + 3as, ag + 2a4 (40)

guarantee that Wg; 1z be a GHZ-EW. Considering the inequalities in ([B9), among the eigenvalues of (0] only ag
cannot take negative value and the rest can fulfill the negativity for the eigenvalues of W ;.

At this point,we are interested to search for GHZ\W states in NIFG. As a optimal case of our constructed GH Z-
EW, the inequality related to the last boundary plane in Eq. (37 yields the following GH Z-EW operator

15 g _ _
Wénz = —Ts =2 D W) (W3] = 3IWi)(Wi| = 3[Wa) (Wa| — 4[W55) (V1] (41)
4
<i,j>

Now, we would like to use W4, for finding boundary condition for separation distances of fermions due for
detecting GH Z\W states in NIFG. By calculating the expectation value of the above witness with respect to tripartite
noninteracting fermions we have

1
TT(OWg:Hz%) =3 +2n (42)

which should be negative in order to detect some GHZ\W entanglement. The values for 7 in p3 can not reach to
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0.8
0 (rad)

FIG. 5: Plotting 7 versus ¢ in radiant for 2-d configuration where 0.1 < kpr <5 (exceeding from black to gray) with steps of
0.2.

negative ones in order to be detected by W, (FIG. (@))). Also calculation shows for the rotated pj, i.e.,

4492 204
TT(OWéHZp/):Z_E) (|O‘4_ﬁ|+%)(—33+9a—3b+90)
6 6 *3 23 *3 .3
_(—|CZ| +_|B4|')(11+a+b+c)+(a Qﬁ +ﬁ2a JI—a-b-c) (43)

that we cannot have negative values in Eq. (@3] for NIFG.

In the next part of the section, we will introduce another class of EWs using GH Z stabilizer operators which is be
able to identify two different kind of genuine entangled states in tripartite systems and we will show that GHZ\W
state does not exist in NIFG.

C. Stabilizer EWs

Following Ref. , stabilizer EWs are robust to detect entanglement. Here, we apply GH Z stabilizer operators to
define a parameterized EW for detecting quantum state close to GH Z entangled state and we also identify different
type of genuine entanglement in tripartite systems. For this, we introduce

W) = bl 4+ by S; + boSh + b1 251 o (44)
where §1 = 03(51)03(52)03(53), §2 = 051)022)1(3) and :5'\1)2 = §1 X §2 are GHZ stabilizer operators and b;’s are real
parameters.

To specify the range of the parameters such that W) be a W-EW, we should find the region spanning by SEs

where the superscript B represents for the expectation value of §i over biseparable set. The calculation shows that
our problem can reduce to the following problem (see appendix)

minimize by 4 b1 SZ + 0288 + 1255
(=1)nSP + (=1)287 + (=1) 287, < V2

subject to { (1) 8B + (=1)1288 + (—1)i+ia 158, < 1

; V(iy,ia) € {0,1}2 (45)

spanning by biseparable states. Noting that the boundaries which come from separable states (see Ref. m]) could
not exceed 1. The corresponding operators related to second cluster of the constraints in ([@3]) form positive operators
and cannot form EW operators. By solving the LP problem in ([@3]), we derive the following constraints
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bo +V2(by + by — by 2) >0, bo +V2(by — by + b1 2) >0,
bo + V2(=by + by + b1 2) >0, bo — V2(by + by + b1 2) >0,
bo + b1 — by — b1 2 >0, bo—b1 —by+b12>0,
bo — b1+ by —b12 >0, bo+b1+by+0b12>0
bo + V2b1 + 1520y + =120 5 > 0, by + V21 + =LEV2hy + 15201 5 > 0,
bo + =Ly +V/3by + 5221 5 > 0, by + 5220, + v/2by + =152, 5 > 0, (46)

bo + =12, 4 15Zhy 1 \/2hy 5 > 0, by + =E2hy 4 12y 4 /2015 > 0,
bo + IE—ﬂbl + 1%5% —V2b12 >0, b+ 71;”/551 + 71;”/552 —V2by2 >0,
bo + 1_2—\/551 —V2by + 1_2\/551,2 >0, bo+ _1%\/5171 —V2by + _1%\/5171,2 >0,
bo — V2b1 + 1_7\/5172 + 1_2—\/551,2 >0, bo—V2b + _1'2“/5172 + _1"2”/5171,2 >0

to ensure W) be positive with all biseparable states. For having a W-EW, in addition to the above constraints,
we should have at least one negative eigenvalue from the following ones

bo 4+ (=1)by + (=1)2by + (=1)"T2by 5 5 V(iy,iz) € {0,1}2 (47)

For identifying the different kinds of genuine entangled states, we need GH Z-EW. Therefore we should find b’s in
Westab) such that Eq. @A) be positive with all the states in W class and has some negative eigenvalues. First, we
search for a polygon spanning by S}V, S3V and Sl% which are the functions of A;j in [¥y ). Thereby, we arrive to
the following LP problem

minimize by + b1S}" + 025y + b12 STy
(—1) S + (—1)28Y + (~1)a+i2 8P, < 2.98

subJect to { (_1)1151/1/ + (_1)125%/[/ + (_1)11+12+ISK/2 S 1 ) V(’Ll, 7’2) € {Oa 1} (48)
Like the previous case, just the corresponding operators related to the first cluster of the constraints can be EW

operators. Now, here solving the LP problem in ([@8) yields new constraints for the parameters as follows

bo + 298(b1 + by — bl)g) >0, bo + 298(b1 —bo + bl)g) >0,

bo + 2.98(—b1 + bo + bl)g) >0, bo — 298(b1 + by + bl)g) >0,
bo + b1 — by — b1 2 >0, bo — b1 — by +b12 >0,
by — b1 + by —b12 >0, bo+b1+by+0b12>0

bo +2.98b1 — 0.99b2 4 0.99b1 2 > 0, by + 2.98b1 + 0.99b2 — 0.99b1 2 > 0,
bo +0.99b1 + 2.98b2 — 0.99b1 2 > 0, by — 0.99b1 + 2.98b2 + 0.99b1 2 > 0,
bo + 0.99b61 — 0.99b2 + 2.98b1 2 > 0, by — 0.99b1 + 0.99b2 + 2.98b1 2 > 0,
bo — 0.99b61 — 0.99b2 — 2.98b1 2 > 0, by + 0.99b1 + 0.99b2 — 2.98b1 2 > 0,
bo — 0.99b61 — 2.98by — 0.99b1 2 > 0, by + 0.99b1 — 2.98b2 + 0.99b1 2 > 0,
bo —2.98b1 — 0.99b2 — 0.99b1 2 > 0, by — 2.98b1 + 0.99b2 + 0.99b1 2 > 0

in W) for having positive expectation values over W class.

For having an EW operator W) which can only detect and identify genuine entangled state WA\B from GHZ\W
we should impose an intermediate constraints for the parameters as we had before in [{@G]) and (@3], i.e., the constraints
Gl together with the violation of the constraints in ([@9). Apparently, to fulfill the requirement for having negative
expectation values for the detection, one of the eigenvalues in (@) should be negative.

Among the above EWs, we try the following one

OW&itab) =V2I+58; +85; - 52

OWEte) — 298 T+ 8) + 85 — iy (50)

To detect genuine entangled state in NIFG, we evaluate the expectation value
TrOWE pg) = V2 — 24 (51)
which should be negative due to detect GHZ\B and yields to a > %: going back to Fig. (@), we see for 2-d

configuration, this would occur for negative b. Furthermore, detecting GH Z\W states in NIFG

TrOWSH pg) = 2.98 — 2a (52)
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FIG. 6: Plotting T := Tr{(,§1 + §2 — §12)p3} versus 0 in radiant for 2-d configuration where 0.1 < kpr < 5 (exceeding from
black to gray) with steps of 0.2.
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FIG. 7: T' := Tr{(§1 + §2 — §12)p3} is studied for PPT entangled W state with respect to third particle. For 1-d configuration
of the fermions 7" is plotted versus krx for kpr = 3,3.5 and for 2-d versus 0 for 3 < kpr < 4 for the steps of 0.25 (exceeding
from black to gray).

should reach negative values which is not possible since |a| < 1. Considering EWs in Eq. (B0), for detecting W\ B
entangled states, the expectation value of S; + Sy — S12 should be between /2 and 2.98. Hereby, for having W\B
entanglement in NIFG, —1.49 < a < —\/75 should be fulfilled. According to the plotting in FIG. (@l), we confirm that

GHZ\W entangled state does not exist in NIFG and all the states which OWéS ;}l? can detect, belongs to GHZ\W.
One of the advantages of EW operators rather than Negativity ﬂﬂ] is to distinguish PPT entangled states. Regarding

the condition for the coefficients in [[J]) for PPT entanglement with respect to third particle in NIFG and OW‘(,[S,mb),
one can find the region for PPT genuine W entangled state with respect to third fermion in NIFG. The behavior for

kpr = 3,3.5 are shown in FIG. (@) for 1-d and also 2-d configuration. Hence OW‘(,[S,tab) is partial non-decomposable
W-EW for the third party since it could detect some PPT states with respect to third particle.

Note that the eigenvectors related to the eigenvalues of ps in ([I3]) belong to W\ B class rather than GH Z\W which
confirms non-existence of genuine GHZ\W in NIFG. For proving this, we rewrite p3 = >, d;|a;) (| where due to be
a density operator d; > 0. We assume that there exist a GH Z-EW operator Wg gz such that

Tr(Werzps) = Z d;TrWenz|o:){ai]) (53)

be negative. This assumption leads to contradiction if there is no contribution of GHZ\W state in the eigenvectors
of ps.

Still one question remains: can we have a pure genuine three party W-type entangled states in NIFG even though
there is no mixture of separable or biseparable entanglement, i.e., can we have a pure state belongs to W\ B subset?
This can be investigated by finding the maximum trace value of the product of tripartite NIFG density operator and
a general density operators related to W\ B as follows: for finding the maximum overlap related to W\ B states and
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considering the antisymmetry due to the exchange of particles in ps, it is sufficient to work with the density operator
1
0" =|Wa) (Wi = =(]001) +[010) +[100))({001] + (010] + (100]) (54)

together with any local unitary transformed as

» ®3 o\ ®3
Q/W—(_Ba*g> gw(f* 53) (55)

where o'V defines any pure W-like genuine entangled states. We have checked by numerics that the value for
Tr(o" p3) is always less than one. These calculations show that in general it is not possible to write p3 as we have
for tripartite NIFG in a form of pure ¢’"Y. This can be also confirmed by explicit form of Eq. (8) which was as a
conjecture in ﬂg] Consequently, one can conclude that in tripartite NIFG, having a genuine three party entanglement
imposes a mixed state containing entangled or separable states in other parties as well, i.e., one cannot generate pure
genuine entanglement in these systems.

V. CONCLUSION

We have introduced new classes of EWs for identifying genuine entanglement, i.e., W\B and GHZ\W states in
the reduced tripartite density matrix of NIFG. In order to find a proper EW, we could reduce the problem of finding
parameterized EWs for detecting genuine entanglement to LP. We have shown by helping from a periodic spin chain
model, density operators related to different classes of tripartite systems and also GH Z stabilizer operators that all
the genuine entangled states in NIFG are related to W\B states. This can be confirmed by the eigenvectors of a
general density matrix of NIFG. We have seen that pure genuine tripartite entanglement does not exist in tripartite
NIFG and always appears in the mixtures of other kinds of entanglement as well. We could also detect PPT genuine
W\ B entangled state with respect to the third party in NIFG with our partial non-decomposable EW. The approach
of this paper can also be repeated for larger dimensions of Hilbert spaces for indistinguishable interacting or NIFG
(as well as bosonic) to identify the different types of entanglement in correspondent mixture.

Acknowledgement

The authors would like to thank D. Brufl and T. Vértesi, for the useful comments and M. A. Jafarizadeh, G. Najarbashi
and B. Dastmalchi for the motivation and discussion. This research has been supported by the European Community
project “N2T2”.

Appendix

For obtaining most general form of quantum states in W set, we should consider the explicit general form of |y )
in Eq. (@) together with any local SU(2) transformation |0); — «;]0); + 5;|1); and [1); — B7|0); — af|1); for
different parties (subscripts for the kets stand for the parties) where |a;|? + |3;]? = 1. By expanding a general locally
transformed W-vectors as |Uy) := V]iy) where

_( B ar Bs B3 as
V‘(—Jff ﬂl)®(—53 [32)@)(—;3 53) (A-1)

and rewriting [Ww) =37, 5o 1 Aijk|ijk), the coeficients A;jx’s are

Aooo = Aoarazas + A fiazaz + Ao fSTae 3 + A3f7 Byas
Apor = Aoa1azf3 + A1 f]asfBz — Aoy sy + A3B7 85 B3
Apio = Aoai1feasz + A1 f] Baaz + A2 8] B283 — N3Pl asas
Ao11 = Aoai1 P23 + MB1B2f3 — A fi Pacy — N3] 5 B3

Aj00 = Mofrasaz — Adjajasas — Aaajas 3 — AzaiByas
Ajo1 = Mofraefs — Aajasfis + Aeajasas — Azai 8583
A110 = Mof1B2a3 — Ao facs — Aoy B33 + Azajasas
A1 = Mof1B2B3 — AraiBafBz + Aea] faay + Azajas B3

(A-2)
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Thereby for expectation values of ﬁij’s in Eq. 1) over W set, we find

Py = <\IJW|1612|\IJW> =|Aooo[* + [Aoo1 | = [Aor0l* = [Aon1]* = [Aroo]* = [Ar01[* + [A110f* + [Aria [
+ (Ao10ATg0 + Ao11 451 + c.0)
Py = <\IJW|]323|\IJW> =|Aoool® — |Ao01]* — [Ao1ol® + [Ao11]* + [A100|* — [A101|* — [A110)* + [A111 [
+ (A001A610 + A101AT10 + C.C.)
Plvg = (U |Pi3|w) =|4ooo|* = [Aoo1[* + [ Ao10]* = [Aon1|* = [Arool* + 411 |* = [Anrof* + |Aina [?
+ (AOOOAT01 + AOOlATOO + AOIOATU + AOllAT10 —+ c,c,) (A_3)

and for S;’s, we have

SI/V = (AQOQATU + A()QlAhO + AOIOAT01 + A011A>{00 + C.C.)
Sy = | Agoo|?® + |Ao01|? — |Aotol* — [Ao11|* — |A100)* — |A101]? + |A110) + |A111]?
SK/Q - (_AOQOAT10 - AOOlATII + AOlOATOO + AO]‘]‘ATOI + AlooASlO + AIOIASII - AllOASOO - AlllASOl + C.C.)

(A-4)
Also for E’S, the expectation values over the states in W class read
P1W = 2<‘I’W|(|‘I’f2><‘1’f2| @I+ |‘I’f3><‘1’fs| RI+I® |‘I’53><‘I’53|)|‘I’W>
= (Afo1 + Ap1o + Algo) % (Aoor + Ao1o + Aroo)
By = 3[(Uw [W1)[* = (AGos + Ajro + AToo) X (Aoor + Aoro + A1oo)
PV = 3[(Uw [Wa)[* = (Agy; + Afyo + Afor) X (Aorr + Ao + Aror)
P = 2[5 |%w)|* = (A5oo — AT11) X (Aooo — A1) (A-5)

Similarly one can define Pi?, SE and PP for the expectation value with respect to biseparable class B. According
[16], for explaining how to find the boundaries in LP problem of (7)), we prove one of them as follows (the rest is

similar)
= P = PB4 PRI = [(0nlo 0 + o0of? + oo + o)+ 0f9 + o9 + o0 + 0Pt + ool
(Wplo® + oy + 0P + 0P + 0l + o Plwp)| + (WploP ol + 0Pl + Do)

<1+V8 (A-6)

IN

where [1)g) = |th1)[th23) is an arbitrary biseparable state which has entanglement among second and third parties
and we have used Schwartz inequality for going to the second line. Similarly for the boundaries related to stabilizer
operators in (@3] we obtain

| =SP4+ 5% — 55| = |(wp| —0MoPal® + oMo 1 6o e |yp)]
<|(WplePoe®wp)| + [(ploP|vE)| + [(WploPal® wE)| < V2 (A-7)

where once more we have applied Schwartz inequality for going to the second line. The proof of the rest is similar.

[1] A. Osterloh, L. Amico, G. Falci, and R. Fazio, Nature 416, 608 (2002).
[2] T. J. Osborne and M. A. Nielsen, Phys. Rev. A 66, 032110 (2002).
[3] L. Amico, R. Fazio, A. Osterloh, V. Vedral, Rev. Mod. Phys. 80, 517 (2007).
[4] J. Schliemann, J. I. Cirac, M. Kus, M. Lewenstein, and D. Loss, Phys. Rev. A 64, 022303 (2001).
[5] K. Eckert, J. Schliemann, D. Brul and M. Lewenstein, Annals of Phys. 299, 88-127 (2002).
[6] G. Ghirardi, L. Marinatto, T. Weber, J. Statistical Phys. 108, 49-122 (2002).
[7] N. Paunkovi¢, Y. Omar, S. Bose, V. Vedral, Phys. Rev. Lett. 88, 187903 (2002).
[8] P. Zanardi, Phys. Rev. A 65, 042101 (2002).
[9] V. Vedral, Cent. Eur. J. Phys. 1, 2, 289-306 (2003).
[10] S. Oh, J. Kim, Phys. Rev. A 69, 054305 (2004).



17

Q

. Lunkes, C. Brukner and V. Vedral, Phys. Rev. Lett. 95, 030503 (2005).

. R. Dowling, A. C. Doherty, and H. M. Wiseman, Phys. Rev. A 73, 052323 (2006).

. Vértesi, Phys. Rev. A 75, 042330 (2007).

. Lewenstein, B. Kraus, J. I. Cirac, and P. Horodecki, Phys. Rev. A 62, 052310 (2000).

. Acin, D. Bruf}, M. Lewenstein and A. Sanpera, Phys. Rev. Lett. 87, 040401 (2001).

. Gilihne, G. Té6th, H. Briegel, New J. Phys. 7, 229 (2005).

Rudin, Functional Analysis, McGraw-Hill, Singapore (1991).

Coffman, J. Kundu, and W. K. Wootters, Phys. Rev. A 61, 052306 (2000).

Jafarizadeh, G. Najarbashi, H. Habibian, Phys. Rev. A 75, 052326 (2007).

Jafarizadeh, G. Najarbashi, Y. Akbari, H. Habibian, Eur. Phys. J. D 47, 233-255 (2008).

HE

=

=

EE<

A.
A.

O
2.0, RN R T W



	Introduction
	Indistinguishability and the Noninteracting Fermi Gas
	Entanglement Witnesses
	EW operators for NIFG
	Spin chain model
	GHZ-EWs by using density matrix operators
	Stabilizer EWs

	Conclusion
	Appendix
	References

