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Experimental detection of entanglement certainly disturbs the underlying shared state. It is
possible that the entanglement content of the system is lost in the process of its detection. This
observation has led to the study of sequential detection properties of various quantum correlations.
Here, we investigate the sequential detection of genuinely multipartite entanglement of quantum
systems composed of an arbitrary number of qubits. In order to detect genuine multipartite en-
tanglement sequentially, observers can recycle any fixed subset of all the qubits, thus leading to
a hierarchy of scenarios, categorized according to the number of qubits which are recycled by the
observers. We show that the sequential detection of genuine multipartite entanglement, for every
scenario in the hierarchy, leads to an unboundedly long sequence. This is shown to be possible if the
initial state shared among the observers is the multipartite generalized Greenberger-Horne-Zeilinger
state and is a class of mixed states. A comparison among different hierarchical scenarios is drawn
based on the number of sequential detections of genuine multipartite entanglement for a specific
measurement strategy employed by observers.

I. INTRODUCTION

Entanglement [1, 2] is one of the most important signa-
tures of non-classicality, and the notion of genuine mul-
tipartite entanglement (GME) becomes even conceptu-
ally engaging with an exponentially increasing number of
state parameters in the fray with the number of parties
sharing the state. Constructing entanglement witness-
ing tools in the multipartite scenario is therefore crucial
for characterization of such correlations as well as to find
novel ways to utilise them to extract quantum advantages
in different quantum information processing and commu-
nication tasks [3–20]. Witnessing GME remains a very
demanding task [21–37].

Recyclability of non-classical correlations refers to the
concept of witnessing them in a sequential manner by
conducting local measurements on one (or more) of the
sub-systems and passing down the post-measurement
sub-system(s) to the next observer. The task is to se-
quentially witness correlations, e.g., the violation of the
Clauser-Horne-Shimony-Holt (CHSH) [38] Bell inequal-
ity [39, 40] or entanglement [41–43]. For related works,
see e.g. [44–55]. For experiments on these directions,
see e.g. [56–60]. Using bipartite systems where only one
of the subsystems is being recycled, both CHSH Bell-
nonlocal correlation [40] and entanglement (for CHSH lo-
cal states as well [41]) can be witnessed arbitrarily many
times. For the case where both the subsystems are recy-
cled, it has been conjectured that not more than a single
pair of observers can violate the CHSH Bell-nonlocality
[61, 62], whereas the number of times entanglement can
be witnessed is unbounded [42]. Recently, it has also
been reported that if only a single subsystem is recycled
of an arbitrary N -partite GME state, then the number
of sequential detections of GME is also unbounded [43].

In the current work, we investigate a general scenario

for sequential detection of genuinely multipartite entan-
glement of a multi-qubit system. Specifically, a set of spa-
tially separated observers begin with an initial genuinely
multipartite entangled state such that each observer pos-
sesses a single qubit. The genuinely multipartite entan-
gled state is then subjected to measurements by each
observer to witness GME of the shared state. Any fixed
subset of the post-measurement qubits are then recycled,
i.e., passed on to a next set of observers for another set
of local measurements. The same subset may again be
passed on to another subsequent set of observers for an-
other set of local measurements, and so on. One can
christen such a scheme of recycling of qubits as hierar-
chical recycling, where the cardinality of the subset of
observers executing the recycling forms the different lev-
els of hierarchy. Utilizing specially engineered measure-
ment strategies, we show that the number of sequential
GME witnessing is unbounded for hierarchical recycling
of qubits, for any cardinality in the hierarchy. We prove
the statement for the multipartite Greenberger-Horne-
Zeilinger [63–65] (GHZ) state, multipartite generalized
GHZ states, and a class of mixed genuinely multipartite
entangled states. We also compare different scenarios of
hierarchical recycling based on the number of sequential
detections of GME, where a specific measurement strat-
egy is employed by the observers. We find that there
exists a measurement strategy for which the total num-
ber of instances of witnessing GME is independent of the
total number of qubits if only a single qubit of multipatite
GHZ state is recycled.

II. SCENARIO

Consider N(≥ 3) spatially separated observers, shar-
ing an N -qubit genuinely multiparty entangled state, ρ1,
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such that each party has a single qubit. Let us suppose
that a fixed set of N0(= 1, 2, . . . N) qubits can be recycled
by sequential observers. The observers, possessing the re-
cyclable qubits, perform measurements on their subsys-
tems and transfer them to the next set of N0 observers,
who act on their qubits, and pass them to subsequent set
of N0 observers, and so on. Let an observer, possessing
the mth qubit which has been acted on by k − 1 ob-
servers earlier, is denoted as Omk . The task of any kth set
of sequential observers (set of all observers who will act
on their qubit the kth time) is to detect genuine multi-
party entanglement with the rest of the N−N0 observers
who act only once on their qubits. It is also assumed
that the sequential sets of observers act independently
of each other, i.e., the information about which outcome
has “clicked” in the measurements performed by a given
set of observers are not passed to the subsequent set of
observers. Note that N0 can be any integer from 1 to N ,
which captures a hierarchy of scenarios starting from the
case where only one fixed qubit can be manipulated and
recycled by sequential observers, to the case where all of
the qubits are recycled by sequential observers. We term
the collection of all such recycling scenarios as hierarchi-
cal recycling.

In order to detect genuine multipartite entanglement,
local observers may employ the method of genuine mul-
tipartite entanglement witnesses [21–25, 66]. In this
method, the expectation value of the witness operator is
non-negative for all biseparable states and negative for at
least one genuine multipartite entangled states. In [66],
it is shown that there exist genuine multiparty entan-
glement witness operators such that only two measure-
ment settings per local observer, with dichotomic out-
comes, are sufficient to detect the genuinely multiparty
entangled states of an arbitrary long array of qubits.
Let the positive operator-valued measure (POVM) cor-
responding to the ith measurement setting, employed on
the mth qubit for m = 1, 2, . . . N0 by the kth set of se-
quential observers, be denoted by {Ekim,am}am , where
im = {x, z} denotes the two measurement settings for
every site, am = {+,−} denotes set of two outcomes for
every setting, {Ekim,am}am are positive operators, and∑
am

Ekim,am = I2 (identity on the Hilbert space of di-

mension 2). Let ρk be theN -qubit state shared by the kth

set of sequential observers along with the rest of N −N0

(non-sequential) observers. Then the post-measurement
state after the measurements by kth set of sequential ob-
servers can be expressed using the von Neumann-Lüder’s
rule [67] as

ρk+1 =
1

2N0

∑
I,A

(
N0⊗
m=1

Ekim,am

) 1
2

ρk

(
N0⊗
m=1

Ekim,am

) 1
2

,

(1)
where I = {i1, i2, . . . , iN0

} is the set of all measurement
settings of the N0 observers performing sequential mea-
surements, and A = {a1, a2, . . . , aN0

} is the set of all
outcomes of the measurements. The summation over all

Figure 1. Schematic set-up for sequential detection of gen-
uine multipartite entanglement for hierarchical recycling. N
spatially separated parties share an N -qubit quantum state.
Any fixed N0 (= 1, 2, . . . , N) qubits are recycled by sequential
observers to detect genuine multipartite entanglement with
the rest of N −N0 non-sequential observers. The question is
how many such sequential detections of genuine multipartite
entanglement are possible for various values of N0, for a given
shared state.

measurement settings, I, is the consequence of indepen-
dence of the observers acting sequentially, whereas the
prefactor 1

2N0
accounts for the unbiasedness of the mea-

surement settings employed by the observers. Note that
in Eq. (1), it is assumed, without loss of generality, that
the set of sequential observers act on the first N0 qubits,
so the operator identity acts on the rest of N−N0 qubits.
See Fig. 1.

III. ARBITRARILY LONG SEQUENTIAL
DETECTION OF GENUINE MULTIPARTITE

ENTANGLEMENT

In this section, we show that the number of sequential
detections of the genuine multipartite entanglement can
be unbounded under the hierarchical recycling scenario,
for every member of the hierarchy. For this purpose, we
first consider that an N -partite GHZ state,

|GHZN 〉 =
1√
2

(|00 . . . 0〉N + |11 . . . 1〉N ) ,

shared by N spatially separated parties. Therefore, ρ1 =
|GHZN 〉〈GHZN |, where |0〉 and |1〉 are the eigenstates of
Pauli operator, σz. We remember that ρ1 denotes the
initial multiparty shared state.

Measurement strategies, GME witnesses, and
post-measurement state

A genuine multiparty entanglement witness for detect-
ing the N -partite GHZ state, for any N , with only two
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measurement settings per local observer is provided in
[66]. In order to increase the number of sequential ob-
servers detecting these resources, it is essential to use a
modified witness operator such that the sharp projective
measurements are replaced by unsharp POVMs.

Suppose that the kth set of sequential observers ap-
ply the following POVMs on any mth qubit for m =
1, 2, . . . , N0:

Ekx,± =
I2 ± λkσx

2
,

Ekz,± =
I2 ± σz

2
, (2)

where 0 ≤ λk ≤ 1 is the sharpness parameter of the mea-
surement {Ekx,±}. The case corresponding to λk = 1 is
a sharp projective measurement, whereas λk = 0 cor-
responds to the trivial measurement where the post-
measured state is completely undisturbed. The ob-
servers, acting only once on rest of the N − N0 qubits,
perform the following measurements on their respective
qubits:

Px,± =
I2 ± σx

2
,

Pz,± =
I2 ± σz

2
. (3)

Consider now a GME witness operator, which is a modi-

fied version of the witness operator provided in [66], used
by the kth set of sequential observers and the N − N0

non-sequential observers, given by

Wk = 3I− 2

[
I + λN0

k S1

2
+

N∏
m=2

I + Sm
2

]
, (4)

where I is the identity operator on 2N -dimensional
Hilbert space and the operators Sm are given as

S1 =

N∏
m=1

σ(m)
x

Sm = σ(m−1)
z σ(m)

z , m = 2, 3, . . . , N, (5)

where the superscript, (m), over any operator indicates
that it acts on the mth qubit. The expectation value of
the witness operator, 〈Wk〉, is non-negative for all bisep-
arable states, which easily follows from the proof given in
[68], since 0 ≤ λN0

k ≤ 1. Whereas, 〈Wk〉ρ1 < 0 for λk > 0,
since 〈Sm〉ρ1 = 1. Note that the measurements, defined
in (2) and (3), are sufficient to evaluate 〈Wk〉 over any
N -qubit state.

The updated state shared by the kth set of sequential
observers and the non-sequential observers, due to the
measurement strategy adopted by the (k − 1)th set of
sequential observers is given by,

ρk =
1

22N0

∑
I

N0∑
s=0

(
N0

s

)∑
φ=1

ΞN0

φ,s,IPφ[σi1 ⊗ σi2 ⊗ . . .⊗ σis ⊗ I2N0−s ] ρk−1 Pφ[σi1 ⊗ σi2 ⊗ . . .⊗ σis ⊗ I2N0−s ], (6)

where {Pφ[σi1 ⊗ σi2 ⊗ . . . ⊗ σis ⊗ I2N0−s ]}(
N0
s )

φ=1 is the set of all possible instances of choosing s sites among N0, and
planting the corresponding Pauli operators there and identity in the remaining N0 − s sites. Also,

ΞN0

1,s,I = (1− Λi1k−1)(1− Λi2k−1) . . . (1− Λisk−1)(1 + Λ
is+1

k−1) . . . (1 + Λ
iN0−1

k−1 )(1 + Λ
iN0

k−1),

such that the coefficient is (1−Λimk−1) for a Pauli operator

acting on the mth site in Eq. (6), and it is (1 + Λimk−1) for
an identity. And similarly for other values of φ. Further-
more, Λxk =

√
1− λ2

k ≡ Λk and Λzk = 0 for any k ∈ N (the
set of natural numbers). The updated state in Eq. (6)
can be obtained using Eq. (1) and the following identity:

(
I2 ± λkσi

2

) 1
2

=(√
1 + λk +

√
1− λk

)
I2 ±

(√
1 + λk −

√
1− λk

)
σi

2
√

2
.

(7)

Sequential detection of GME using hierarchical
recycling of multipartite GHZ state

Let us define a set of N -qubit operators, Sq2θ,t, as the
tensor product of 2θ σz operators and identity opera-
tors, where t is the number of σz operators acting on the
space of N −N0 qubits possessed by the non-sequential
observers, with θ = 1, 2, . . . , bN2 c and t = τs, τs+1, . . . , τl,
where τs = max{0, 2θ −N0} and τl = min{2θ,N −N0}.
The index q is used to denote different operators arising
from the different arrangements of the tensor products of
σz and identity operators. For a given 2θ and t, the num-
ber of possible q is

(
N0

2θ−t
)(
N−N0

t

)
. Notice that the witness

operator in Eq. (4) is a linear combination of operators,
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I, S1, and all possible Sq2θ,t, viz.,

Wk =

(
2− 1

2N−2

)
I− λN0

k S1 −
1

2N−2

∑
θ,t,q

Sq2θ,t (8)

Thus, the expectation value of the witness operator, Wk,
can be obtained if the expectation values of the operators
S1 and Sq2θ,t are obtained. It is possible to express the

expectation values 〈S1〉ρk and 〈Sq2θ,t〉ρk in terms of 〈S1〉ρ1
and 〈Sq2θ,t〉ρ1 , respectively, viz.,

〈S1〉ρk =

(
1

2N0

)k−1

〈S1〉ρ1 ,

〈Sq2θ,t〉ρk =

k−1∏
j=1

(
1 + Λj

2

)2θ−t

〈Sq2θ,t〉ρ1 . (9)

Now the condition that the first set of observers in the
sequence will detect GME is given by 〈W1〉ρ1 < 0

=⇒ λN0
1 > 0, (10)

since 〈S1〉ρ1 = 〈Sq2θ,t〉ρ1 = 1, as ρ1 = |GHZN 〉〈GHZN |.
Expectation values given in Eq. (9) can be used to de-
termine 〈Wk〉ρk and the condition for detecting GME by
the kth set of sequential observers, for any k, is given by
〈Wk〉ρk < 0,

=⇒ λN0

k >
2N0(k−1)

2N−2

[
2N−1 − 1

−
∑
θ,t

(
N0

2θ−t
)(
N−N0

t

) k−1∏
j=1

(
1 + Λj

2

)2θ−t
]
. (11)

Note that the summation over the index q in the above
expression is removed as the expectation values of oper-
ators Sq2θ,t is independent of q for the GHZ state, and

equals 1. The inequalities in (10) and (11) can be used
to define the following sequence of sharpness parameters:

λN0

k := (1 + ε)
2N0(k−1)

2N−2

[
2N−1 − 1

−
∑
θ,t

(
N0

2θ−t
)(
N−N0

t

) k−1∏
j=1

(
1 + Λj

2

)2θ−t
]
, (12)

if λN0

k−1 ∈ (0, 1) and undefined otherwise, with λN0
1 > 0

and ε > 0. Genuine multipartite entanglement is de-
tected by the kth set of sequential observers if the sharp-
ness parameter λk ∈ (0, 1). We can now arrive at the
following theorem.

Theorem 1. The number of sequential detections of gen-
uine multipartite entanglement starting from a multipar-
tite GHZ state is unbounded for entire hierarchy of num-
ber of qubits recycled.

Proof. Notice that λN0
2 → 0 in the limit λ1 → 0, because

lim
λ1→0

∑
θ,t

(
N0

2θ−t
)(
N−N0

t

)(1 + Λ1

2

)2θ−t

=
∑
θ

(
N
2θ

)
= 2N−1 − 1.

This implies λ2 → 0, since λN0
2 → 0 for an arbitrary

N0 ≤ N , with N being also arbitrary.
Now assume that λj → 0, ∀j = 1, 2, . . . , k − 1. It is

easy to check that this implies λk → 0 and thus λk ∈
(0, 1), ∀k ∈ N. Hence, it is proved that an unbounded
number of sequential detections of GME is possible for
the entire hierarchy.

Hierarchical recycling of multipartite generalized
GHZ states and a class of mixed states

It is also possible to detect GME an unbounded num-
ber of times if the observers share the following class of
N -partite states:

ρ1 = p1|gGHZN 〉〈gGHZN |+ p2|00 . . . 0〉〈00 . . .0|
+(1− p1 − p2)|11 . . . 1〉〈11 . . . 1 | , (13)

where p1 > 0, p2 ≥ 0, p1 + p2 ≤ 1, and

|gGHZN 〉 =
√
a|00 . . . 0〉+

√
1− a|11 . . . 1〉,

with 0 < a ≤ 1
2 . Notice that 〈S1〉ρ1 = p1

√
a(1− a) and

〈Sq2θ,t〉ρ1 = 1. These imply that the sequence of sharpness
parameters are given by

λN0

k := (1 + ε)
2N0(k−1)

2N−2p1

√
a(1− a)

[
2N−1 − 1

−
∑
θ,t

(
N0

2θ−t
)(
N−N0

t

) k−1∏
j=1

(
1 + Λj

2

)2θ−t
]
, (14)

if λN0

k−1 ∈ (0, 1) and undefined otherwise, with λN0
1 >

0, ε > 0. As this sequence is just a multiple of the
sequence given in Eq. (12), with the factor being inde-
pendent of N , N0, k, one can show in a manner similar
to that in the proof of theorem 1 that it is possible to
have λk ∈ (0, 1) for any k ∈ N.

IV. COMPARING DIFFERENT HIERARCHIES
OF RECYCLING

In this section, we compare various hierarchical re-
cycling scenarios of genuine multipartite entanglement,
when the initial shared state is an N -party GHZ state
for the specific measurement strategy adopted in this pa-
per. Eq. (12) provides sequences of sharpness parameters
to detect GME for all possible cases of hierarchical recy-
cling, i.e., the number of qubits which are recycled by
sequential observers (N0) can be any number from 1 to



5

N = 3

N = 4

N = 5

N = 6

��� ��� ��� ��� ��� ���
�

�

�

�

�

λ�

�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
��
�
�
�
�
�
�

N0 = 1

N0 = 2

N0 = 3

��� ��� ��� ��� ��� ���
�

�

��

��

��

��

��

λ�

�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
��
�
�
�
�
�
�

Figure 2. Sequential witnessing of genuine multipartite entanglement and the sharpness parameter of measurements. The left
panel corresponds to the scenario where all N qubits are recycled. The right panel corresponds to the scenario of N = 3, with
the number of recycled qubits being varied. λ1 denotes the sharpness parameter of the initial set of sequential observers. All
quantities plotted are dimensionless.

N . The sequence of sharpness parameters for N0 = 1
reduces to

λk = (1 + ε)2k−1 (1−Qk) , (15)

if λk−1 ∈ (0, 1) and undefined otherwise, with λ1 >

0, ε > 0 and where Qk =
∏k−1
j=1

1+Λj

2 . Notice that the
sequence of sharpness parameters for N0 = 1 is inde-
pendent of N , whereas for other values of N0, the corre-
sponding sequences, given in Eq. (12) are dependent on
N and N0. Specifically, for the other extreme case, i.e.,
N0 = N , the sequence of sharpness parameters reduces
to

λNk = (1 + ε)2N(k−1)+1

[
1−

{(
1 +Qk

2

)N
+

(
1−Qk

2

)N }]
, (16)

if λNk−1 ∈ (0, 1) and undefined otherwise, with λN1 >
0, ε > 0. In the left panel of Fig. 2, we depict the
case N0 = N , and find that as N increases, the number
of sequential detections of GME either decreases or re-
mains the same, but never increases for any given sharp-
ness parameter used by the initial set of sequential ob-
servers. Thus, in the scenario where all spatially sepa-
rated parties act sequentially on their qubits, increase in
the number of qubits lowers the “performance” of sequen-
tial detection of GME under the considered measurement
strategy. Here “performance” refers to the number of
sequential detections of GME for a given measurement
strategy. However, the number of sequential detections
can be made arbitrary, for any value of N , by letting
the sharpness parameter of the initial set of sequential
observers tend to zero. As the next specific case, we con-
sider in the right panel of Fig. 2 the case of N = 3. Here
N0 can be 1,2, or 3. The sequences of sharpness param-
eters for N0 = 1 and 3 can be explicitly obtained from

Eqs. (15) and (16), respectively. Whereas, it takes the
following form for N0 = 2:

λ2
k = (1 + ε)

4k−1

2

[
3−Q2

k − 2Qk
]
, (17)

if λ2
k−1 ∈ (0, 1) and undefined otherwise, with λ2

1 >
0, ε > 0. It can be observed from the right panel of
Fig. 2, that with increase in N0, the number of sequen-
tial detections may either decrease or remain same for
any given λ1. Thus, the performance is better for the
case when the number of qubits that are being recycled,
is low.

V. CONCLUSION

The method of entanglement witnesses can be em-
ployed to know about the presence of entanglement in a
bipartite quantum system, and is interestingly a sought-
after method to detect entanglement in experiments. Lo-
cal observers perform measurements on their local sys-
tems and together evaluate the expectation values of the
entanglement witness operators to guarantee the under-
lying entanglement. While measurements lead to the in-
formation gain about the system, they also disturb the
underlying state. Thus, it may happen that witnessing
entanglement cause the underlying state to lose entangle-
ment. This observation has led to the study of sequen-
tial detection of bipartite entanglement and Bell-nonlocal
correlations. These studies tell us about the fundamental
limits on the recycled detection of non-classical correla-
tions and resources. The sequential detection scenario of
the resources can potentially find advantage in quantum
technologies where state preparation is a challenge.

In this paper, we investigated sequential detection of
resources in multipartite quantum systems. Genuine
multipartite entanglement is one of the most interesting
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non-classical correlations, and finds applications in mul-
tipartite quantum communication [16, 17] and quantum
error correction tasks [18–20]. We considered a scenario
where an N -qubit genuinely multipartite entangled state
was shared among N spatially separated observers such
that each observer possessed a qubit. Each party per-
formed measurements on their respective qubit to detect
genuine multiparty entanglement among all the N spa-
tially separated parties. An arbitrary subset of all the
qubits was recycled after the measurements, so that se-
quential detection of GME is possible. The number of
qubits that are recycled forms an hierarchy of sequential
detection scenarios. We found that there exist multi-
party quantum states for which the number of sequential
detections of genuine multipartite entanglement is un-
bounded, for every member of the hierarchy. This result
was shown to be valid for the case when the initial state
shared among the spatially separated parties is the mul-
tipartite generalized Greenberger-Horne-Zeilinger states
and is a class of mixed genuinely multipartite entangled
states. Comparison among different hierarchical recy-

cling scenarios were also drawn for the specific measure-
ment strategy that resulted in an unbounded sequence
of genuine multipartite entanglement detection. It was
found that the case where only one qubit is recycled, the
results are independent of the total number of qubits.
For the case when all qubits were recycled, the number
of sequential detections decreases with the total number
of qubits.
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