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We propose a procedure to identify and classify genuine tripartite entanglement in pure 3-qubit states via
the Activated Bipartite Entanglement (ABE), which is defined here as the difference between the Entanglement
of Assistance and the Entanglement of Formation. We show that for pure states belonging to one of the two
inequivalent classes of genuine tripartite entanglement, i.e., GHZ or W states, the ABE is always greater than
zero. For separable and biseparable states it is always null. In addition, our approach is capable to distinguish
between genuine tripartite entangled states, those belonging to the GHZ class from those belonging to the W
class. We also present an experimental proposal, by using linear optical circuits and internal degrees of freedom
of a single photon, to measure the ABE and to verify the characterization via activated entanglement. The circuit
simulation shows an excellent agreement with theoretical prediction for a wide class of GHZ and W states.

After decades of theoretical and experimental research, en-
tanglement has gained the status of fundamental non-local re-
source, necessary to accomplish informational tasks in a more
efficient way than in classical systems. While bipartite entan-
glement is well understood and properly quantified for arbi-
trarily mixed states, for both discrete [1] and continuous vari-
able [2], quantitative and qualitative characterization of mul-
tipartite entanglement has been challenging [3].

In this paper, we propose a procedure to quantitatively dis-
tinguish pure 3-qubit states possessing genuine tripartite en-
tanglement from biseparable and separable states by means of
the Activated Bipartite Entanglement (ABE), which quanti-
fies the amount of entanglement shared by the combined sys-
tem ABC that can be exclusively localised within the sub-
system AB by local operations on subsystem C. The ABE
turns out to be the difference between two dual entanglement
measures: the Entanglement of Assistance (EoA) [4] and the
Entanglement of Formation (EoF) [5]. Moreover, it allows
to distinguish among the genuine tripartite entangled states,
those belonging to the GHZ-class from those belonging to the
W-class. This difference between the posterior and the ante-
rior amount of entanglement localised within AB by means
of local operations on C also enables a clear ordering of states
in a parameter map. Through the Generalized Schmidt De-
composition [6], for one independent parameter (1-parameter
GHZ-type) and for two independent parameters (2-parameter
W-type) states [7], we obtain exact analytical results, shedding
light on how pure tripartite states are distributed in a paramet-
ric space defined by three parametric functions given by the
ABE, its upper bound and the dependent Schmidt coefficient.

Furthermore, we present an experimental proposal for the
generation of 1-parameter GHZ and 2-parameter W states em-
ploying linear optics. Linear optical circuits are very precise
and an excellent test bed for entanglement analysis [8–11].
Besides, internal degrees of freedom of twin-photons were ex-
plored for study of multipartite states [12]. They have been
used, for instance, for the implementation of the sudden death

entanglement induced by environments emulated by linear
transformations of polarization of twin-photons [9], by polar-
ization mode dispersion [10] and by an all-optical local CNOT
[11]. Internal degrees of freedom of twin-photons were also
explored for preparation and geometry study of GHZ states
[12, 13]. By using path, polarization, and transverse mode
degrees of freedom of single photons, it was previously pro-
posed a full linear optical circuit to prepare tripartite GHZ
state [14, 15]. Here, also using these three degrees of freedom
we propose an experimental detection of ABE for 1-parameter
GHZ and 2-parameter W states.

The definition of the EoA is motivated by the situation in
which three parties spatially separated, ABC (A, B and C
stand for Alice, Bob and Charlie, respectively), share many
copies of a pure tripartite entangled state given by ρABC =
|ψABC〉〈ψABC |, and AB would like to use their subsystems
to perform some particular task. However, the reduced state
ρAB = TrC [ρABC ] might not be very pure nor sufficiently
entangled for this purpose. However, C can effectively help
them by remotely transforming the available resource through
appropriate local projective measurements in his subsystem.
This procedure concentrates the initial tripartite entanglement
in a new set of bipartite copies shared byAB. The more accu-
rately chosen is the measurement basis, the higher is the con-
centrated entanglement. The rate that AB can convert their
copies (regardless of C’s assistance) into singlets to perform
their task is given by [16]

S̄ (ε) =
∑
i

piS
(
ρiA
)

= −
∑
i

pi Tr
(
ρiA log ρiA

)
, (1)

where ε =
{
pi, ρ

i
AB

}
represents the ensemble made of pure

states ρiAB = |ψiAB〉〈ψiAB | with classical probabilities pi.
The EoA is defined as

EA (ρAB) = max
ε
S̄ (ε) = max

{pi,ρiAB}

∑
i

piS
(
ρiA
)
, (2)

i.e., it is the maximization of the conversion rate given by
Eq. (1) over all convex decomposition of ρAB into pure
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states, that is, over all ensembles ε for which ρAB =∑
i pi|ψiAB〉〈ψiAB |. The EoF is the dual measure of the EoA

in the sense that it is defined as the minimum value of the av-
erage entropy S̄ (ε) over all possible pure state decomposition
of ρAB [5],

EF (ρAB) = min
ε
S̄ (ε) = min

{pi,ρiAB}

∑
i

piS
(
ρiA
)
. (3)

Note that the EoF captures the amount of entanglement shared
by the pair AB, independently of action on subsystem C. On
the other hand, the EoA captures the total amount of entan-
glement that is localised within AB after the assistance of C.
Nevertheless, the EoA does not distinguish whether ρAB was
previously entangled or not.

To account exclusively for the extra entanglement that can
be concentrated in the subsystem AB through local projec-
tive measurements on C, the ABE is defined as the maximal
difference between the average entropy, S̄ (ε), of the reduced
state ρA, anterior and posterior the action on C,

∆E (ρAB) ≡ max
ε

[
S̄ (εp)− S̄ (εa)

]
= max

εp
S̄ (εp)−min

εa
S̄ (εa) , (4)

where εa and εp represent the anterior (prior operation on
C) and posterior (after operation on C) ensembles of pure
state decomposition of ρAB = TrC ρABC and ρp

AB ≡
TrC [

∑
i ΠiρABCΠi], with Πi = 1A ⊗ 1B ⊗ |i〉〈i| (i = 1, 2)

being the two projectors of C. Therefore, the ABE given by
Eq. (4) can be expressed as the difference between the EoA
and the EoF as given by Eqs. (2) and (3),

∆E (ρAB) = EA (ρAB)− EF (ρAB) . (5)

For many copies of a state ρABC , the ABE quantifies the rate
of maximally entangled bipartite states that are successfully
activated. In other words, EF (ρAB) measures the amount
of entanglement already existing within AB before the assis-
tance of C, while ∆E (ρAB) represents exclusively the extra
amount of entanglement added to the preexisting one, after the
assistance.

To conduct a proper analysis of the behavior of arbitrary
pure tripartite states in terms of ABE, let us consider its lower
and upper bounds,

0 ≤ ∆E (ρAB) ≤ ∆S, (6)

where ∆S = S (ρAB)− |S (ρA)− S (ρB)|.
First, it is important to note that the lower bound on the

EoA, EF (ρAB) ≤ EA (ρAB), is implicit, and ∆E (ρAB) =
0, i.e., EA (ρAB) = EF (ρAB) only for biseparable and sepa-
rable pure tripartite states. The physical meaning for the nul-
lity of ABE is the following: there is no local measurement
made on C that is capable to concentrate any extra amount
of entanglement between AB, besides the already existing
(the EF (ρAB)), if the combined system ABC shares non-
genuine tripartite entanglement. The fact that ∆E (ρAB) = 0

for all biseparable and separable tripartite states can be eas-
ily checked, noting that ∆S is always equals to zero for these
states. On the other hand, states with genuine tripartite entan-
glement, such as GHZ-type and W-type, show ∆E (ρAB) >
0. Thus, ∆E (ρAB) can be used to test if a pure 3-qubit state
presents genuine tripartite entanglement or not. More impor-
tant, ∆E (ρAB) can be used to retrieve information about the
type of genuine tripartite entanglement (GHZ or W) a state
with ∆E (ρAB) > 0 possesses.

To observe the bounds for tripartite entanglement, we must
be able to prepare a wide class of 3-qubit GHZ-type and
W-type states. Here we present an experimental proposal
based on the utilisation of internal degrees of freedom of
light [14, 15] associated with single photon source produced
by SPDC [12]. In particular, we use three degrees of free-
dom of a single photon to codify the qubits, namely the
propagation path (p), the polarization (P), and the transverse
modes (M). Our tripartite state is described by |pPM〉. We
codify subsystem A in the polarization degree of freedom
(|H〉 ≡ |0〉 , |V 〉 ≡ |1〉), subsystem B in the first order of
HG modes (|HG10〉 = |h〉 ≡ |0〉 , |HG01〉 = |v〉 ≡ |1〉),
and subsystem C in path degree of freedom (|up〉 = |u〉 ≡
|0〉 , |down〉 = |d〉 ≡ |1〉) [15]. We define the order of qubits
as |C〉 ⊗ |A〉 ⊗ |B〉.

The preparation of tripartite states utilising the three inter-
nal degrees of freedom of a photon follows the proposal of
Ref. [15]. Polarized single photons can be prepared with h/v
transverse modes and have their path controlled. Then, a gen-
eral tripartite state can be prepared. Let us show the optical
circuits and their simulation for GHZ and W states.

The schematic optical circuit for preparation of a single
photon in GHZ-type state defined in Eq. (9) is presented in
Fig. 1. A Spontaneous Parametric Down Conversion (SPDC)
source composed by a Laser of frequency ωp pumping a non-
linear crystal (NLC) produces twin photons – the Signal with
frequency ωs is used for GHZ preparation and the Idler with
frequency ωi is used to trigger the measurement apparatus.
Naturally, the phase matching condition ωp = ωs + ωi is sat-
isfied. The Signal passes through a S-Wave Plate (SWP) in or-
der to prepare radial polarization, that corresponds to the spin-
orbit entangled state of the system AB. In the first Polarized
Beam Splitter (PBS1), a polarization projective measurement
is performed producing the state |Ψ1〉 = |Hh〉 ≡ |00〉AB .
This is a simple and very efficient way to prepare the initial
state. A path qubit can be prepared by a variable Beam Split-
ter that can be performed by the Half Wave Plate (HWP) with
its fast axis making an angle of θ with the horizontal plane and
a PBS. The HWPθ transforms the polarization producing the
following state

|Ψ2〉 = |h〉 ⊗ [cos(2θ) |H〉+ sin(2θ) |V 〉] . (7)

The PBS2 projects H-polarization in path u and V-polarization
in path d. Then, we have a tripartite state prepared as

|Ψ3〉 = cos(2θ) |uHh〉+ sin(2θ) |dV h〉 . (8)
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FIG. 1. Experimental setup for GHZ-type states. NLC: non lin-
ear crystal, SWP: S-wave plate to produce spin-orbit non-separable
modes, PBS: Polarized Beam Splitter, HWPθ: half wave plate with
its fast axis making an angle of θ with the horizontal plane, DP45◦ :
Dove Prism with its base rotated 45◦ with respect the horizontal
plane, TOMO: tomography circuit for spin-orbit states as proposed
in Ref.[17]. The tomography outputs in both paths are detected by
photodetectors that are triggered by coincidence with the detection
of Idler. BS: 50/50 non polarized Beam Splitter.

Finally, the Dove Prism (DP) performs the transformation of
the transverse mode |h〉 → |v〉 in the path d, and the Signal
photon becomes the state

|ΨGHZ〉 = cos(2θ) |uHh〉+ sin(2θ) |dV v〉
≡ λ1 |000〉+ λ2 |111〉 , (9)

where λ1 = cos(2θ) and λ2 = sin(2θ), with λ2 =
√

1− λ21.
The preparation of 1-parameter GHZ state is complete. Let
us discuss the measurement. At the end of each path we
have a spin-orbit state tomography circuit as presented in [17].
With the tomography circuit we reconstruct the reduced den-
sity matrix ρAB . However, before the tomography C needs
to perform σx and σz measurements, since these are the bases
that respectively optimize Eqs. (2) and (3) in the case of 1-
parameter GHZ states. For σz , both paths are free and the
click in the paths u or d gives the outcome 0 or 1 for this mea-
sure. For σx, path u and d are sent to a Beam Splitter (BS) [14]
and the output coming from it goes to tomography circuit.

We simulate the preparation and measurement of 1-
parameter GHZ states by using Jones Matrix formalism [18].
Our experimental proposal is designed to give as output the
reduced density matrix ρAB of spin-orbit states multiplied by
the corresponding weight that depends on λ1 and λ2. The ma-
trix obtained is used to calculate the difference: EA(ρAB) −
EF (ρAB). In order to emulate experimental errors, we intro-
duce in the simulation an error of ±1◦ in the angle θ of the
HWP that defines the parameters λ1 and λ2.

Analytical results show that states of this kind have
EF (ρAB) = 0 and EA (ρAB) = S (ρAB) = S (ρA) =
S (ρB) = S (ρC) = −λ21 log2

(
λ21
)
− λ22 log2

(
λ22
)
, which

implies that

∆E (ρAB) = EA (ρAB) = S (ρAB) . (10)

This implies that every 1-parameter GHZ state saturates the
upper bound given in Eq. (6), maximizing the amount of ex-

tra entanglement localised within AB via local operations on
C. In Fig. 2, the saturation given by Eq. (10) is represented
in a parametric space defined by the one variable paramet-
ric functions: EA (ρAB), S (ρAB) and λ2 =

√
1− λ21. The

blue curved line in Fig. 2-top represents the 1-parameter GHZ
states given by Eq. (9). The red squares are the outcomes of
the optical circuit simulation, whose results are in a remark-
able agreement with theoretical expectation. Irrespective of
the value assumed by λ1, the optimal measurement basis that
maximizes the extra amount of entanglement between AB is
spanned by the eigenvectors of Pauli’s σz operator. The ba-
sis formed by the eigenvectors of Pauli’s σx is the worst ba-
sis that C can choose to perform his measurements, the one
where EA (ρAB) = EF (ρAB) and no extra entanglement is
activated. Since the entanglement between any bi-partition
is zero before operations on C and, after that, is equal to
the total amount of entanglement shared initially by the trio
ABC, the assistance is a full assistance and the saturation
given by Eq. (10) represents a characteristic only fulfilled by
1-parameter GHZ states.

States given by Eq. (9) come from the Generalized Schmidt
Decomposition [6, 7],

|ψ〉 = λ0|000〉+λ1e
iφ|100〉+λ2|101〉+λ3|110〉+λ4|111〉,

(11)
where λi ≥ 0,

∑
i λ

2
i = 1 and 0 ≤ φ ≤ π. These states

describe arbitrary pure tripartite states with 5 independent pa-
rameters.

Through the states given by Eq. (11), it is possible to anal-
yse the ABE for the W states by means of two different de-
compositions,

|ψW2〉 = λ0|100〉+ λ3|010〉+ λ2|001〉, (12)
|ψW3〉 = λ0|000〉+ λ1|100〉+ λ2|101〉+ λ3|110〉, (13)

where the coefficients in both must satisfy the constraints
λi ≥ 0 and

∑
i λ

2
i = 1. The states given by 2 independent

parameters (2-parameter W states given by Eq. (12)) are par-
ticular cases of general W states given by 3 independent pa-
rameters (3-parameter W states) making λ1 = 0 in Eq. (13)
and applying a BIT-FLIP operation on the first qubit of each
product state of the remaining superposition.

Figure 3 presents the schematic optical circuit for prepara-
tion and measurements of 2-parameter W states. The circuit is
the same one as for GHZ-type up to the point depicted in the
Fig. 3 by the state |Ψ3〉, which is given by Eq. (8). Here, α is
the angle of the first HWP for path preparation. A photon in
the path d passes through a HWP45◦ and transforms its polar-
ization as |V 〉 → |H〉 and this part of the state is in accordance
of the first term of Eq. (12), λ0 |100〉, where λ0 = sin(2α)
and |100〉 ≡ |dHh〉. The other two terms are associate to path
u, and we can write |0〉C ⊗ (λ3 |10〉+ λ2 |01〉). The terms in
parentheses are an unbalanced entangled state in the spin-orbit
degree of freedom of light with weights λ2 and λ3. It can be
prepared by a C-NOT, using polarization as control qubit. The
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FIG. 2. Top: Parametric curve and parametric surface for both, 1-
parameter GHZ and 2-parameter W states, respectively. Bottom:
EF (ρAB)×S (ρAB)−|S (ρA)− S (ρB)|. The red squares and the
dark-blue dots are the outcomes stemming optical circuit simulation.

HWPβ will transform

cos(2α) |Hh〉 → cos(2α) [cos(2β) |H〉+ sin(2β) |V 〉] .
(14)

The V-polarization is reflected by PBS3 and is deviated to-
wards PBS4. The H-polarization is transmitted in PBS3,
passes through a DP that transforms the transverse mode as
|h〉 → |v〉 and is transmitted by PBS4 where is aligned with
the other arm in the path u. Then, finally, we have

|ΨW 〉 = sin(2α) |dHh〉+ cos(2α) cos(2β) |uHv〉
+ cos(2α) sin(2β) |uV h〉 . (15)

Taking into account our codification and by comparing with
Eq. (12), we identify λ3 = cos(2α) cos(2β) and λ2 =
cos(2α) sin(2β). Here, the preparation of W-type state is
complete. The measurement circuit is the same used for GHZ-

FIG. 3. Experimental setup for W-type state preparation. NLC: non
linear crystal, SWP: S-wave plate to produce spin-orbit nonsepara-
blel modes, PBS: Polarized Beam Splitter, HWPφ: half wave plate
with its fast axis making an angle of φ = α, β, 45◦ with the horizon-
tal plane, DP45◦ : Dove Prism with its base rotated 45◦ with respect
the horizontal plane, TOMO: tomography circuit for spin-orbit states
as proposed in Ref. [17]. The tomography outputs in both paths are
detected by photocounters detectors that are triggered by coincidence
with the detection of Idler.

type states.
The EoF of W-vectors given by Eqs. (12) and (13) is not

equal to zero in general, depending solely on the values of the
independent parameters. Analytical result for the EoF of the
2-parameter W states is given by the following expression

EF
(
ρW2
AB

)
= 1 +

F
(

1−
√

1− 4λ23 · λ20
)

2

+
F
(

1 +
√

1− 4λ23 · λ20
)

2
, (16)

where F(x) = −x log2(x). The analytical result for the EoA
of 2-parameter W states gives

EA
(
ρW2
AB

)
= −F

(
λ20 + λ23

)
+ F

(
λ20
)

+ F
(
λ23
)
, (17)

and for the upper bound ∆SW2 as given by Eq. (6),

∆SW2 = F
(
λ20 + λ23

)
+ F

(
1− λ20 − λ23

)
−
∣∣F (λ20)+ F

(
1− λ20

)
−F

(
λ23
)
−F

(
1− λ23

)∣∣ .
(18)

With the help of Eqs. (16), (17) and (18), it is possible to
see that not only 2-parameter W states given by Eq. (12) but
also general W states given by Eq. (13), are contained in
the parametric surface depicted in Fig. 2 and defined by the
two variables (λ0, λ3) parametric functions: ∆E

(
ρW2
AB

)
=

EA
(
ρW2
AB

)
− EF

(
ρW2
AB

)
, ∆SW2 and λ2 =

√
1− λ20 − λ23.

The surface illustrated in Fig. 2-top represents the general
W-vector world. This means that every W state must nec-
essarily lie over the parametric surface, and any state with
∆E (ρAB) > 0 that is not on this surface must necessarily be
a GHZ state.The dark-blue dots represent the outcomes ob-
tained from the optical circuit simulation. This finding, which
is obtained analytically, redefines the upper bound on the total
extra entanglement which can be concentrated in AB by local
operations in C for general W states:

0 ≤ ∆E

(
ρW-type
AB

)
/ 0.15. (19)
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Since the upper bound given by Eq. (19) is a limiting value
for general W states, every state with ∆E (ρAB) > 0.15 is
necessarily a GHZ state. However, note that this upper bound
on W states is not a lower bound on GHZ states. The basis that
maximizes and minimizes the average entropy for W states
are the other way around compared to the 1-parameter GHZ
states, which means that, for W states, measuring in the σz
basis maximizes the average entropy while measuring in the
σx basis minimizes it.

Last but not least, we perform ABE analysis considering
randomly generated arbitrary pure tripartite states obeying the
Haar measure. The optimizations in Eqs. (2) and (3) were nu-
merically solved. In Fig. 4, we plot 8× 104 of these states de-
picted by the background light-blue dots. As can be observed,
these dots spread almost all over the allowed area defined by
the ABE’s lower and upper bounds. Numerical analysis of the
1-parameter GHZ-vectors, the 2 and 3-parameter W-vectors
and the arbitrary vectors given by Eqs. (9), (12), (13) and
(11), respectively, are included. In each case the independent
parameters were randomly chosen. The 1-parameter GHZ-
vectors are represented in Fig. 4 by 1 × 103 green dots along
the straight line ∆E (ρAB) = ∆S (the saturation line). The 2
and 3-parameter W-vectors are represented by the 2× 103 or-
ange dots situated in a limited region representing the W para-
metric surface shading the 2-dimensional parametric plane de-
fined by the axes ∆E (ρAB) and ∆S (see Fig. 2-bottom for
comparison). The maximum value attained by the ABE for
these states is ∆E (ρAB) ≈ 0.15, which is in accordance with
the analytical results. The sparse red dots scattered along the
same allowed area represent 1× 102 four independent param-
eters arbitrary pure tripartite states given by Eq. (11) (for sim-
plicity, we neglect the phase parameter: φ = 0). Calculations
of the rank of the reduced density matrices of each individual
subsystem (r(ρk), k = A,B,C) show that all the states for
which ∆E (ρAB) > 0, present r(ρA) = r(ρB) = r(ρC) = 2,
which is a sine qua non condition to identify true tripar-
tite entangled states. Therefore, all the states in Fig. 4 with
∆E (ρAB) > 0 are necessarily GHZ or W states. On the
other hand, calculations show that the orange dots formed by
2 and 3-parameter W-vectors possess the 3-tangle [19] equals
to zero, which is a characteristic of W states [20]. Calcu-
lations of the 3-tangle for the arbitrary states show that the
light-blue and red dots that present vanishing 3-tangle values
are precisely located at the same region representing the W-
parametric surface. Thus, the arbitrary pure tripartite states lo-
cated behind the 2 and 3-parameter W-vectors in Fig. 4 are all
W states. In the same figure, we highlight the ordinary W-state
with λ0 = λ3 = 1/

√
3, depicted as the big orange dot at co-

ordinates (∆E

(
ρWAB

)
, ∆SW ) = (0.11,0.9183). The light-blue

dots above the W-region (and here we include the green 1-
parameter GHZ-vectors) have tangle greater than zero, which
is a a characteristic trait only fulfilled by the GZH-states.
Therefore, we conclude that all the states above the W-region
are GHZ states. The ordinary GHZ state given by λ1 = 1/

√
2

in Eq. 9, is represented in Fig. 4 by the big green dot whose
coordinates are (1,1). This state possesses the greater value

that ABE can assume. The dots at the origin correspond to
all biseparable and separable states for which the ranks are in
agreement with the expected [20]: for biseparable states, one
of them is equal to 1 and for completely separable states the
three 3-tangle is equal to 1.

FIG. 4. The (numerically solved) Activated Bipartite Entanglement
plotted against its upper bound. The dots in light-blue represent
a total of 8 × 104 randomly generated pure tripartite states satis-
fying the Haar measure. The dots in green over the straight line
EA (ρAB)−EF (ρAB) = S (ρAB)− |S (ρA)− S (ρB)| represent
a total of 1× 103 1-parameter GHZ-vectors. The dots in orange rep-
resent a total of 2 × 103 W-vectors with half of them given by the
3-parameter W-type decomposition and the other half formed by the
2-parameter W-type decomposition. The dots in red represent a total
of 1× 102 arbitrary states given by Eq. (11). The two big dots at co-
ordinates (1,1) (green) and (0.11,0.9183) (orange) are, respectively,
the ordinary GHZ and W states.

We proposed a procedure to determine when pure 3-qubit
states present genuine tripartite entanglement via the Acti-
vated Bipartite Entanglement (ABE). This approach reveals
that when the states present genuine tripartite entanglement,
the ABE is necessarily greater than zero and, otherwise, it
is equal to zero. Moreover, this approach is capable to dis-
tinguish between genuine tripartite entangled states, those be-
longing to the GHZ class from those belonging to the W class.
We should remark that, as we have only considered projective
operations on C, it resulted in the ABE being defined in terms
of the EoA and EoF. We could extend the formalism to general
POVM, and it would give similar results in terms of the Lo-
calizable Entanglement [21], instead. However, this approach
would be more difficult to calculate and to experimentally im-
plement. Besides, it would not bring any additional insight.
We also presented an experimental proposal to measure ABE
by using non linear circuit to prepare tripartite states codifying
qubits in internal degrees of freedom of a single photon. The
optical circuits was designed to prepare GHZ and W states and
perform all measurements. Simulations of the optical circuits
show an excellent agreement with theory.
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