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Abstract

Previous studies have shown that the Unruh effect completely destroys quantum entanglement and coher-

ence of bipartite states, as modeled by entangled Unruh-DeWitt detectors. But does the Unruh effect have

a different impact on quantum entanglement of multipartite states within this framework? In this paper,

we investigate the influence of the Unruh effect on 1 − 3 entanglement in the context of entangled tetra-

partite Unruh-DeWitt detectors. We find that quantum entanglement of tetrapartite W state first decreases

to a minimum value and then increases to a fixed value with the growth of the acceleration. This indicates

that the Unruh effect can, under certain conditions, enhance quantum entanglement. In other words, the

Unruh effect plays a dual role in the behavior of quantum entanglement—both diminishing and enhancing

it. This discovery challenges and overturns the traditional view that the Unruh effect is solely detrimental to

quantum entanglement and coherence in entangled Unruh-DeWitt detectors, offering a fresh and profound

perspective on its impact.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum entanglement is a cornerstone of quantum mechanics, characterized by the insepara-

bility of tensor product states involving two or more particles. Recognized as a crucial physical

resource, it underpins essential tasks such as quantum teleportation [1–5], quantum computing

[6–8], quantum cryptography [9, 10], dense coding [11–13], and quantum communication [14–

17]. Consequently, the study of quantum entanglement has attracted significant attention from the

scientific community. Among its forms, multipartite entanglement stands out as a vital resource in

quantum information processing [18–21], offering distinct advantages over bipartite entanglement

and enabling a range of physical applications. However, its complexity grows exponentially with

the number of particles, making the experimental preparation and manipulation of such states sig-

nificantly more challenging. Theoretical analyses of multipartite entanglement also demand ad-

vanced mathematical frameworks and substantial computational resources, further complicating

research in this area. Despite these challenges, the unique properties and benefits of multipartite

entanglement, particularly in relativistic contexts, underscore its importance in advancing quantum

science.

Relativistic quantum information is a rapidly evolving interdisciplinary field that brings to-

gether the principles of quantum information theory, quantum field theory, and general relativity.

With significant advancements in theory [22–54], simulation [55–61], and experiment [62–65],

this discipline is paving the way for deeper insights into the nature of quantum phenomena in rela-

tivistic context. Theoretically, studies have shown that both bipartite entanglement and coherence

under relativistic background decrease with the increase of the acceleration (or Hawking temper-

ature) within the free field mode model of single-mode approximation [22–39]. Decoherence has

also been observed in multipartite entanglement and coherence under relativistic effects [40–51].

However, while the free field mode model is crucial for theoretical exploration, it lacks practical

relevance for experimental verification. This gap is bridged by the Unruh-Dewitt detector model,

which offers a more realistic representation by employing two-level, semiclassical atoms with a

fixed energy gap. These detectors interact locally with neighboring scalar fields, thereby over-

coming the impracticality of detecting global free models in the full space [66–78]. Within this

framework, quantum steering, entanglement, discord, and coherence between a pair of entangled

Unruh-Dewitt detectors are disrupted by the Unruh effect, particularly when one detector under-

goes acceleration [79–84]. Therefore, one of the motivations is to investigate whether quantum
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entanglement of multipartite state is more robust against the Unruh effect compared to quantum

entanglement of bipartite state in the context of entangled Unruh-DeWitt detectors. Additionally,

since the Unruh effect uniformly degrades quantum entanglement and coherence in both bipar-

tite and multipartite systems under the single-mode approximation [22–51], another motivation

is to explore whether this effect similarly influences multipartite entanglement in Unruh-DeWitt

detector systems.

Based on the above motivations, in this paper, we investigate the dynamics of quantum entan-

glement (1 − 3 tangle) in W and GHZ states within an entangled tetrapartite relativistic system,

where one Unruh-DeWitt detector undergoes acceleration. The detector is treated as classical in

terms of its worldline but quantum in terms of its internal degrees of freedom, which are mod-

eled quantum mechanically. We find that unlike quantum entanglement of bipartite state, which is

completely destroyed by the Unruh effect [79–84], quantum entanglement of tetrapartite W state

can persist even in the limit of infinite acceleration. We also find that quantum entanglement of

tetrapartite W state does not decrease monotonically with increasing acceleration. However, the

relationship between acceleration and quantum entanglement is monotonic for bipartite Unruh-

DeWitt detectors model. This means that the Unruh effect plays a dual role, both reducing and

increasing quantum entanglement of W state based on tetrapartite Unruh-DeWitt detectors model.

These findings provide new insights into the role of the Unruh effect in quantum resources and

their practical applications.

The structure of the paper is as follows. In Section II, we introduce the quantum information

framework for entangled Unruh-DeWitt detectors and analyze the evolution of tetrapartiteW state

when one detector undergoes acceleration. In Section III, we investigate the behavior of quan-

tum entanglement in relativistic tetrapartite quantum systems. Finally, the last section provides a

summary of our findings.

II. EVOLUTION OF TETRAPARTITE QUANTUM SYSTEM OF W STATE WITH AN ACCEL-

ERATED ATOM

In this paper, we explore the dynamics of tetrapartite entangled Unruh-DeWitt detectors, focus-

ing primarily on the initial four-qubit states: W and GHZ states. While this section concentrates

on the W state, a detailed analysis of the GHZ state is provided in the Appendix. The four-qubit
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W state is defined as

|W4〉 =
1

2
(|0A0B0C1D〉+ |0A0B1C0D〉+ |0A1B0C0D〉+ |1A0B0C0D〉). (1)

For simplicity, subscripts will be omitted in the following discussion. The model consists of

four observers—Alice, Bob, Charlie, and David—each equipped with a two-level Unruh-DeWitt

detector. David’s detector undergoes uniform acceleration along the x-axis for a finite proper

time interval, while the detectors of Alice, Bob, and Charlie remain stationary. For simplicity, we

assume that Alice, Bob, and Charlie’s detectors are always switched off, whereas David’s detector

remains active due to its constant acceleration. The worldline of David’s detector is parametrized

by

t(τ) = a−1 sinh aτ, x(τ) = a−1 cosh aτ, y(τ) = z(τ) = 0, (2)

where a denotes David’s proper acceleration, and τ represents the proper time of the detector

[79, 80]. Throughout this paper, we set c = ~ = kB = 1 for simplicity. The initial state of the

detector-field system is assumed to be

|W4−∞〉 = |W4〉 ⊗ |0M〉, (3)

where |W4〉 is the initial tetrapartite entangled state as defined in Eq.(1), and |0M〉 represents the

Minkowski vacuum of the external scalar field. The interaction between the qubit and the massless

scalar field φ(x) is modeled by the interaction Hamiltonian HDφ
int (τ):

HDφ
int (τ) = ǫ(τ)

∫
∑

τ

d3x
√
−gφ(x)[ψ(x)D + ψ̄(x)D†], (4)

where D and D† are the annihilation and creation operators associated with David’s detector, re-

spectively. The coupling constant ǫ(τ) ensures that the detectors are active only for a finite proper

time interval △, and remain inactive beyond this period. Here, g ≡ det(gab), where gab is the

Minkowski spacetime metric, and
∑

τ=const indicates that the integration is performed over the

global spacelike Cauchy surface [84, 85]. The function ψ(x) = (κ
√
2π)−3 exp(−x

2/(2κ2)) is a

Gaussian coupling function with variance κ = const, signifying that the detector interacts exclu-

sively with its neighboring field. Finally, the total Hamiltonian of the entire tetrapartite system can

be expressed as

H4φ = HA +HB +HC +HD +HKG +HDφ
int , (5)
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where HT = ΩT †T (T = A,B,C,D) is the free Hamiltonian of each particle detector, with

the energy gap Ω and HKG is the Hamiltonian of the massless scalar field. The creation and

annihilation operators T † and T satisfy the usual commutation relations: T †|1〉 = T |0〉 = 0,

T |1〉 = |0〉, and T †|0〉 = |1〉, where |1〉 and |0〉 are the excited and ground states of the detector,

respectively.

In the interaction picture, the final state |W4∞〉 describing the total system at the first-order

perturbation is given by

|W4∞〉 = (I + a†RI(λ)D − aRI(λ̄)D
†)|W4−∞〉, (6)

where |W4−∞〉 represents the initial state, λ = −KEf , the operators a†RI and aRI are creation

and annihilation operators of λ modes in the Rindler region I , respectively. The function f is de-

fined as f ≡ ǫ(t)e−iΩtψ(x). The operator K establishes the correspondence between the positive

frequency part of the solutions of the Klein-Gordon equation ∇a∇aφ(x) = 0 and the timelike

isometry. The Ef can be written as

Ef =

∫
d4x′

√
−g(x′)[Gadv(x, x′)−Gret(x, x′)]f(x′), (7)

where E denotes the difference between the advanced Green’s function Gadv and the retarded

Green’s function Gret.

Substituting the initial state |W4−∞〉 from Eq.(3) into Eq.(6), the final state of the total system,

expressed in terms of the Rindler operators a†RI and aRI , can be given by

|W4∞〉 =|W4−∞〉+ 1

2
[|0000〉 ⊗ (a†RI(λ)|0M〉)

+ (|0011〉+ |0101〉+ |1001〉)⊗ (aRI(λ̄)|0M〉)],
(8)

where a†RI(λ) and aRI(λ) are defined in Rindler region I , and |0M〉 denotes the vacuum state in

Minkowski spacetime. The Bogoliubov transformations between the Rindler operators and the

operators annihilating the Minkowski vacuum |0M〉 are given by

aRI(λ̄) =
aM(F1Ω) + e−πΩ/aa†M(F2Ω)

(1− e−2πΩ/a)1/2
, (9)

a†RI(λ) =
a†M(F1Ω) + e−πΩ/aaM(F2Ω)

(1− e−2πΩ/a)1/2
, (10)

where F1Ω = λ+e−πΩ/aλ◦w
(1−e−2πΩ/a)1/2

and F2Ω = λ◦w+e−πΩ/aλ̄
(1−e−2πΩ/a)1/2

. In F1Ω and F2Ω, w(t, x, y, z) =

(−t,−x, y, z) represents a wedge reflection isometry, which maps the function λ from Rindler
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region I to λ ◦ w in Rindler region II , where the symbol ◦ denotes the composition of mappings,

i.e., the composite mapping of two functions.

Utilizing the Bogliubov transformations presented in Eqs.(9) and (10), and adhering to the

relations: aM |0M〉 = 0 and a†M |0M〉 = |1M〉, Eq.(8) can be rewritten as

|W4∞〉 = |W4−∞〉+ 1

2
ν

[ |0000〉 ⊗ |1F̃1Ω
〉

(1− e−2πΩ/a)1/2
+ e−πΩ/a

(|0011〉+ |0101〉+ |1001〉)⊗ |1F̃2Ω
〉

(1− e−2πΩ/a)1/2

]
,(11)

where F̃iΩ = FiΩ/ν. To obtain the dynamical state of the detectors after interaction with the field,

we trace out the external field degrees of freedom, yielding the reduced density matrix for the

four-qubit state

ρABCD
∞(W ) = ‖W4∞‖−2trφ|W4∞〉〈W4∞|, (12)

where ‖W4∞‖2 ensures the normalization and is given by

‖W4∞‖2 = 1 +
ν2(1 + 3e−2πΩ/a)

4(1− e−2πΩ/a)
.

Thus, the final state of the detectors is

ρABCD
∞(W ) = ρW4

diag + ρW4

nondiag, (13)

with

ρW4

diag =K0|0000〉〈0000|+K1(|0001〉〈0001|+ |0010〉〈0010|+ |0100〉〈0100|

+ |1000〉〈1000|) +K2(|0011〉〈0011|+ |0101〉〈0101|+ |1001〉〈1001|),
(14)

and

ρW4

nondiag =K1(|0001〉〈0010|+ |0001〉〈0100|+ |0001〉〈1000|+ |0010〉〈0100|

+ |0010〉〈1000|+ |0100〉〈1000|) +K2(|0011〉〈0101|+ |0011〉〈1001|

+ |0101〉〈1001|) + (H.c.)nondiag.,

(15)

where K0 = ν2

4(1−q)+ν2(1+3q)
, K1 = 1−q

4(1−q)+ν2(1+3q)
, and K2 = ν2q

4(1−q)+ν2(1+3q)
. Here, the

parametrized acceleration q is defined as q ≡ e−2πΩ/a, and the effective coupling parame-

ter ν2 ≡ ‖λ‖2 = ǫ2Ω△

2π
e−Ω2κ2

. Moreover, these expressions are valid under the conditions

ǫ ≪ Ω−1 ≪△ and ǫ is a slowly varying function of time compared to the frequency Ω. To

ensure the validity of the perturbative approach, the coupling parameter is restricted to ν2 ≪ 1.

Additionally, the parameter q behaves as a monotonic function of acceleration, with extreme limits

q → 0 corresponding to the zero acceleration and q → 1 corresponding to the infinite acceleration.

6



III. BEHAVIORS OF QUANTUM ENTANGLEMENT OF TETRAPARTITE W AND GHZ

STATES UNDER THE INFLUENCE OF UNRUH THERMAL NOISE

Negativity is a widely used measure for quantifying entanglement in various quantum systems.

It determines whether a system remains entangled by examining the presence of negative eigenval-

ues in the partial transpose of its density matrix. Specifically, a state is considered entangled if at

least one negative eigenvalue exists in the partial transpose. For a tetrapartite state, the negativity

is defined as

Nα(βγη) = ‖ρTα
αβγη‖ − 1, (16)

which describes 1−3 tangle. Here, Tα is the partial transpose of ραβγη with respect to the observer

α [86]. The term ‖A‖−1 refers to twice the sum of the absolute values of the negative eigenvalues

of the operator A. Consequently, the negativity can also be expressed as

Nα(βγη) = 2

n∑

i=1

|λ(−)
α(βγη)|i, (17)

where |λ(−)
α(βγη)|i denotes the negative eigenvalues of the partial transpose matrix. This formulation

provides a clear and efficient method for calculating the entanglement measure.

We investigate the negativity (1− 3 tangle) for tetrapartite W state in density operator ρABCD
∞(W ) .

To achieve this, we first compute the partial transpose of ρABCD
∞(W ) with respect to A mode, leading

to the expression

ρTA

∞(W ) = ρW4

diag + ρ
W4(TA)
nondiag, (18)

with

ρ
W4(TA)
nondiag =K1(|0000〉〈1001|+ |0000〉〈1010|+ |0000〉〈1100|+ |0001〉〈0010|

+ |0001〉〈0100|+ |0010〉〈0100|) +K2(|0001〉〈1011|+ |0001〉〈1101|

+ |0011〉〈0101|) + (H.c.)nondiag..

(19)

Due to the complexity of the expression forNA(BCD)(W4), we refrain from presenting it explicitly

here. Similarly, by taking the transpose with respect to the mode D, we obtain

ρTD

∞(W ) = ρW4

diag + ρ
W4(TD)
nondiag, (20)
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FIG. 1: The NA(BCD) and ND(ABC) of W and GHZ states as a function of the acceleration parameter q.

The effective coupling parameter ν is fixed as ν2 = 0.04.

with

ρ
W4(TD)
nondiag =K1(|0000〉〈0011|+ |0000〉〈0101|+ |0000〉〈1001|+ |0010〉〈0100|

+ |0010〉〈1000|+ |0100〉〈1000|) +K2(|0011〉〈0101|+ |0011〉〈1001|

+ |0101〉〈1001|) + (H.c.)nondiag..

(21)

By employing the Eq.(17), the negativity of the tetrapartite W state can be expressed as

ND(ABC)(W4) = max

{
0,

−ν2 − 3qν2 +
√

12− 24q + 12q2 + ν4 − 6qν4 + 9q2ν4

4− 4q + ν2 + 3qν2

}
. (22)

In Fig.1, we present the behavior of the negativity (1 − 3 tangle) of tetrapartite W and GHZ

states as a function of the acceleration parameter q, while keeping the effective coupling param-

eter fixed. For a detailed calculation of the negativity in the GHZ state, please see Appendix.

As shown in Fig.1(a), quantum entanglement NA(BCD)(W4) of W state exhibits a non-monotonic

behavior: it initially decreases to a minimum value before increasing again to a fixed value with

the rise of the acceleration parameter q. This suggests that there is a non-monotonic relationship

between quantum entanglement NA(BCD)(W4) and acceleration. In contrast, quantum entangle-

ment and coherence of bipartite states decrease monotonically to zero with increasing acceleration

parameter q, which shows that the Unruh effect completely destroys them [79–82]. From this

analysis, we observe that the Unruh effect acts solely as a decoherence mechanism for bipartite

entanglement and coherence. However, its impact on the quantum entanglement NA(BCD)(W4)

of W state is more nuanced, acting as a double-edged sword that can both inhibit and promote

entanglement. This insight provides a deeper and more comprehensive understanding of the Un-

ruh effect’s influence on quantum resources. Additionally, Fig.1 reveals that, unlike quantum

8



NA BCD(W4)

ND ABC(W4)

0.00 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.10
0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

ν

N
(W

4
)

(a)

NA BCD(GHZ4)

ND ABC(GHZ4)

0.00 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.10
0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

ν

N
(G
H
Z
4
)

(b)

FIG. 2: The NA(BCD) and ND(ABC) of W and GHZ states as a function of the effective coupling parameter

ν with a fixed acceleration parameter q = 0.9999.

entanglement NA(BCD)(W4) subject to Unruh effect, ND(ABC)(GHZ4), NA(BCD)(GHZ4), and

ND(ABC)(W4) are completely destroyed by the Unruh effect.

Fig.2 illustrates the behavior of negativity as a function of the effective coupling parameter

ν for two distinct types of tetrapartite entangled states: W and GHZ states, under extreme ac-

celeration (q = 0.9999). It is evident that quantum entanglement, specifically ND(ABC)(W4),

NA(BCD)(GHZ4), and ND(ABC)(GHZ4), initially undergoes a sharp decline before experiencing

“sudden death” with the increasing value of ν. This behavior indicates that the interaction be-

tween the detector and the field leads to a loss of quantum entanglement, effectively transferring

the entanglement from the detectors to the detector-field system. In other words, the entanglement

that was initially present among the detectors is now redistributed between the detectors and the

field. Interestingly, quantum entanglement NA(BCD)(W4) of the tetrapartite W state follows a dif-

ferent pattern: it initially decreases, reaches a minimum, and then gradually recovers, eventually

stabilizing at a fixed value as the coupling parameter ν increases. This recovery suggests that the

entanglement between the detector and the field can be transferred back into entanglement between

the detectors, revealing the dynamic and reversible nature of entanglement in multipartite systems.

Unlike the bipartite Unruh-Dewitt detector model, where information typically flows from the de-

tectors to the field [79–82], in the multipartite model, the flow of information is bidirectional, with

the potential for entanglement to return from the field to the detectors. This provides valuable

insight into how entanglement can evolve and be redistributed in the presence of strong interac-

tions with the field, offering new possibilities for controlling and manipulating entanglement in

quantum systems.
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FIG. 3: The NA(BCD) of the tetrapartite systems for W and GHZ states as functions of the interaction time

duration △ and the energy gap Ω, with ǫ2 = 8π2 · 10−6, κ = 0.02, and q = 0.9999.

We further explore how the interaction between the accelerated detector and the external scalar

field affects the negativity in the tetrapartiteW andGHZ states by plotting the negativityNA(BCD)

as a function of interaction time duration △ and the energy gap Ω in Fig.3. The results reveal a

striking difference between the two states. While NA(BCD)(W4) exhibits a non-monotonic trend

in response to both △ and Ω, NA(BCD)(GHZ4) shows a monotonic decrease as these parameters

increase. This indicates that the W state exhibits a certain degree of resilience against the Unruh

effect, with the possibility of partially recovering its entanglement by redistributing quantum cor-

relations between the detector system and the scalar field. In contrast, the GHZ state undergoes a

rapid and irreversible loss of entanglement under the same conditions. These findings underscore

the significant differences in the behavior of W and GHZ states in a relativistic context. They

highlight that the structural properties of these states play a pivotal role in determining their ro-

bustness against relativistic effects, such as the Unruh effect. As a result, quantum entanglement

of W state emerges as a more favorable candidate for processing relativistic quantum information

tasks. By capitalizing on the unique properties of W state entanglement, it is possible to design

advanced detectors, using artificial two-level atoms with carefully chosen energy gaps, to preserve

quantum entanglement even in the presence of Unruh-induced thermal noise. This research opens

new avenues for robust quantum information processing in relativistic environments.
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IV. CONCLUSIONS

In this study, we have explored the significant influence of the Unruh effect on 1 − 3 entan-

glement of W and GHZ states within tetrapartite systems, specifically when one of the detectors

undergoes uniform acceleration. Our results reveal striking contrasts in the impact of the Unruh

effect on the entanglement of different types of states. Notably, we find that quantum entanglement

of tetrapartite W state remains remarkably resilient to the Unruh effect, while the entanglement

of tetrapartite GHZ state is completely destroyed. Similarly, the Unruh effect leads to the degra-

dation of both entanglement and coherence in bipartite states, as established in previous studies

[79–82]. Intriguingly, we uncover a dual nature of the Unruh effect on entanglement of W state

within the Unruh-Dewitt detector framework. It can both degrade and enhance entanglement, de-

pending on the specifics of the interaction, thus acting as a double-edged sword. This stands in

stark contrast to its unidirectional role in bipartite states, where it solely induces decoherence.

This novel observation challenges the conventional wisdom that the Unruh effect merely destroys

quantum resources such as entanglement and coherence for Unruh-DeWitt detectors mode. In-

stead, it highlights the potential for the Unruh effect to play a more complex, nuanced role in

quantum information processes. Additionally, we observe an intriguing non-monotonic behav-

ior in the entanglement of W state over the interaction time, which differs from the monotonic

behavior typically seen in bipartite entanglement. This non-monotonicity means that, under cer-

tain conditions, quantum entanglement can be extracted from quantum field into detectors. These

findings are crucial for advancing the application of W state entanglement in relativistic quantum

information tasks, and may pave the way for innovative quantum technologies that leverage the

interplay between the Unruh effect and quantum entanglement.
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Appendix: Dynamic quantum entanglement of tetrapartite GHZ state for the Unruh-DeWitt de-

tector model

In this section, we present the derivation of GHZ state in the evolution of the tetrapartite

Unruh-DeWitt detector system. We assume that among the tetrapartite detectors, only David’s

detector moves with uniform acceleration, while the other three remain stationary. Initially, Alice,

Bob, Charlie, and David share a GHZ state in Minkowski spacetime, given by

|GHZ4−∞〉 = |GHZ4〉 ⊗ |0M〉, (23)
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with

|GHZ4〉 =
1√
2
(|0000〉+ |1111〉). (24)

In the interaction picture, considering the first-order perturbation, the final state of the detector-

field system is determined by

|GHZ4∞〉 = (I + a†RI(λ)D − aRI(λ̄)D
†)|GHZ4−∞〉. (25)

Substituting the initial state |GHZ4−∞〉 from Eq.(23) into Eq.(25), the final state of the total

system, expressed in terms of the Rindler operators a†RI and aRI , can be written as

|GHZ4∞〉 = |GHZ4−∞〉+ 1√
2
[|1110〉 ⊗ (a†RI(λ)|0M〉) + |0001〉 ⊗ (aRI(λ̄)|0M〉)], (26)

where the creation and annihilation operators a†RI(λ) and aRI(λ) are defined in the Rindler region

I , and |0M〉 is the Minkowski vacuum. Using the Bogoliubov transformations provided in Eqs.(9)

and (10), along with the relations: aM |0M〉 = 0 and a†M |0M〉 = |1M〉, Eq.(26) can be reformulated

as

|GHZ4∞〉 = |GHZ4−∞〉+ 1√
2
ν

[ |1110〉 ⊗ |1F̃1Ω
〉

(1− e−2πΩ/a)1/2
+ e−πΩ/a

|0001〉 ⊗ |1F̃2Ω
〉

(1− e−2πΩ/a)1/2

]
, (27)

where F̃ = FiΩ/ν.

To obtain the evolution of the detectors’ state after their interaction with the field, we trace out

the scalar field degrees of freedom, yielding the reduced density matrix for the four-qubit state

ρABCD
∞(G) = ‖GHZ4∞‖−2trφ|GHZ4∞〉〈GHZ4∞|, (28)

where ‖GHZ4∞‖2 = 1 + ν2(1+e−2πΩ/a)

2(1−e−2πΩ/a)
, ensures the final density matrix is normalized, i.e.,

trρABCD
∞(G) = 1. Thus, the final state of the detectors is shown to be

ρABCD
∞(G) =L0(|0000〉〈0000|+ |0000〉〈1111|+ |1111〉〈0000|+ |1111〉〈1111|)

+ L1|0001〉〈0001|+ L2|1110〉〈1110|,
(29)

where the parameters L0, L1, and L2 are defined as follows: L0 = 1−q
2(1−q)+ν2(1+q)

, L1 =

ν2q
2(1−q)+ν2(1+q)

, and L2 =
ν2

2(1−q)+ν2(1+q)
.

Taking the partial transpose of the density matrix ρABCD
∞(G) with respect to mode A, we obtain

ρTA

∞(G) =L0(|0000〉〈0000|+ |0111〉〈1000|+ |1000〉〈0111|+ |1111〉〈1111|)

+ L1|0001〉〈0001|+ L2|1110〉〈1110|.
(30)
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By employing the Eq.(17), the negativity of the tetrapartite GHZ state, considering the partial

transpose with respect to mode A, is given by

NA(BCD)(GHZ4) = max

{
0,

2(1− q)

2− 2q + ν2 + qν2

}
. (31)

Similarly, the partial transpose with respect to mode D can be expressed as

ρTD

∞(G) =L0(|0000〉〈0000|+ |0001〉〈1110|+ |1110〉〈0001|+ |1111〉〈1111|)

+ L1|0001〉〈0001|+ L2|1110〉〈1110|.
(32)

For mode D, the negativity takes the form

ND(ABC)(GHZ4) = max

{
0,

−ν2 − qν2 + (1− q)
√
4 + ν4

2− 2q + ν2 + qν2

}
. (33)
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