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In this paper, we investigate the hierarchical structure of the n-partite quantum states. We
present a whole set of hierarchical quantifications as a method of characterizing quantum states,
which go beyond genuine multipartite entanglement measures and allow for fine identification among
distinct entanglement contributions. This kind of quantifications, termed k-GM concurrence, can
unambiguously classify entangled states into (n − 1) distinct classes from the perspective of k-
nonseparability with k running from n down to 2, and comply with the axiomatic conditions of an
entanglement measure. Compared to k-ME concurrence [Phys. Rev. A 86, 062323 (2012)], the
hierarchical measures proposed by us embody advantages in distinguishing same class entangled
state and measuring continuity. In addition, we establish the relation between k-ME concurrence
and k-GM concurrence, and further derive a strong lower bound on the k-GM concurrence by
exploiting the permutationally invariant part of a quantum state. Furthermore, we parametrize
k-GM concurrence to obtain two more general and complete categories of quantifications, q-k-GM
concurrence (q > 1) and α-k-GM concurrence (0 ≤ α < 1), which obey the properties enjoyed by
k-GM concurrence as well. In particular, α-2-GM concurrence (0 < α < 1) determines that the
GHZ state and the W state belong to the same hierarchy, and it is proven in detail satisfying the
requirement that the GHZ state is more entangled than the W state in multiqubit systems.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum entanglement, being a physical resource, has
important consequences in quantum information process-
ing as it enables several tasks that cannot be done within
classical correlations, such as quantum computation [1–
3], quantum cryptography [4–7], and quantum teleporta-
tion [8–11]. Therefore, one of the areas of development in
the theory of entanglement resource is what one charac-
terizes quantitatively, in an unambiguous mathematical
manner, the entanglement of general quantum states.

There are already some methods available for charac-
terizing the entanglement of quantum states. For the
simplest bipartite scenarios, a series of entanglement
measures, such as concurrence [12–15], negativity [16–
18], entanglement of formation [19, 20], were proposed
originally. Later, Ma et al. [21] introduced a genuine
multipartite entanglement (GME) measure, GME con-
currence, where quantification of arbitrary pure states
is defined by taking the minimum of bipartite concur-
rence among all possible bipartite splits. Hong et al.
[22] put forward, whereafter, a type of k-nonseparable
(2 ≤ k ≤ n) entanglement measures termed k-ME con-
currence, which, for arbitrary n-particle pure states, by
definition, are actually taking the minimum in all feasible
k-partitions and describe more finely the whole entan-
glement hierarchy of n-partite quantum systems. More
recently, two classes of parametrized k-nonseparable en-
tanglement measures were defined in Ref. [23], which
can be regarded as generalized forms of GME concur-
rence [21] and k-ME concurrence [22] in terms of pure
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states. In addition, there are numerous criteria to detect
entanglement [24–34].

The structure of multipartite systems is exceedingly
complicated and most of entanglement measures involve
the optimization procedures for mixed states. So the
computation of entanglement for n-partite mixed states
is an enormous challenge. Fortunately, Gao et al. [35]
claimed that E(ρ) ≥ E(ρPI) (ρPI denotes the permuta-
tionally invariant (PI) part of quantum state ρ) should
be added as a requirement that any entanglement mea-
sure E ought to meet and further proposed that whether
a quantum state is k-nonseparable can be judged by its
PI part, which sharply reduces the dimensionality of the
considered space.

We noticed recently that a novel GME measure, geo-
metric mean of bipartite concurrence (GBC) [36], was put
forth based on the regularized fashion of bipartite concur-
rence [37–39], which owns a host of merits but for vanish-
ing entanglement it contains all entangled states except
genuinely entangled states in an indistinguishable way.
Although the k-ME concurrence [22] and parametrized
k-ME concurrence [23] are refined entanglement quantifi-
cations, they depend on the minimization procedures and
neglect the global entanglement distribution among the
parties, resulting that the nature of multipartite entan-
glement contributions cannot be characterized perfectly.
Our motivation is, consequently, to present natural and
powerful k-nonseparable quantifications in multipartite
systems such that the understanding of the entanglement
hierarchy is more refined and comprehensive.

The paper is structured as follows. In Sec. II, we re-
view some fundamental concepts. A complete type of hi-
erarchical quantifications, called k-GM concurrence, are
defined in Sec. III based on geometric mean, which per-
mit a fine graduation of states in accordance with their
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degrees of inseparability. Rigorous proofs show that they
obey all the requisites of an entanglement measure and
that GBC [36] can be considered as a particular case of
k-GM concurrence when the coefficient is not referred. In
addition, comparing k-GM concurrence with k-ME con-
currence, we observe that (i) k-GM concurrence can dis-
tinguish several entangled states in consistent hierarchy,
whereas k-ME concurrence fails sometimes; (ii) k-GM
concurrence is smooth; (iii) these two kinds of hierarchi-
cal measures yield different entanglement orders. More-
over, we associate k-GM concurrence with k-ME concur-
rence [22], and derive the result that the maximum of
k-GM concurrence of the PI part of a quantum state is
a lower bound on k-GM concurrence of original state. In
Sec. IV, we parametrize the k-GM concurrence to present
two more general and full kinds of hierarchies quantifi-
cations, q-k-GM concurrence and α-k-GM concurrence,
in order to describe the entanglement characteristics of
states from multiple dimensions. They satisfy the de-
sired properties possessed by k-GM concurrence and their
lower bounds are provided. In particular, we show rigor-
ously that α-2-GM concurrence Gα−2 (0 < α < 1) fulfills
the condition that the W state is less entangled than
the GHZ state in multiqubit systems, and derive that
the ratio of Gα−2(|Wn⟩) to Gα−2(|GHZn⟩) tends to 1 as
n approaches infinity. Conclusion is summarized in Sec.
V.

II. PRELIMINARIES

To start with, we introduce some basic notions, k-
separable, k-ME concurrence, and q-k-ME concurrence,
etc., which are of great necessity for subsequent sections.

The bipartite systems are the simplest ones encom-
passing entanglement, and q-concurrence is a reasonable
entanglement measure associated with Tsallis-q entropy
(q ≥ 2), defined as [40]

Cq(|ψ⟩AB) = 1− Tr(ρqA)

for any bipartite pure state |ψ⟩AB . Whereafter, its dual
quantity α-concurrence (0 ≤ α ≤ 1

2 ) is defined as [41]

Cα(|ψ⟩AB) = Tr(ραA)− 1.

Here ρA = TrB(|ψ⟩AB⟨ψ|).
The partition A1|A2| · · · |Ak, called a k-partition of set

S = {1, 2, . . . , n}, has to simultaneously obey the con-
ditions: (a) the union of A1, A2, . . . , Ak is tantamount
to the set S; (b) any two of them are disjoint, namely,
Ai

⋂
Aj = ∅ when i ̸= j.

An n-partite pure state |ψ⟩ on Hilbert space H =
⊗ni=1Hi (dimHi = di) is termed k-separable if it can
be expressed as |ψ⟩ = |ψ1⟩A1

⊗ |ψ2⟩A2
⊗ · · · ⊗ |ψk⟩Ak

,
where |ψt⟩At

is a state of subsystem At and the condi-
tions (a) and (b) must be satisfied simultaneously among
the k subsystems. An n-partite mixed state ρ is known k-
separable if it can be represented as a convex mixture of

k-separable pure states, i.e., ρ =
∑
i pi|ψi⟩⟨ψi| with |ψi⟩

possibly being k-separable respecting different partitions.
Or else the quantum state ρ is called k-nonseparable. In
particular, if ρ is 2-nonseparable, then it is called gen-
uinely entangled state.

Let Sk be the set of k-separable (k = 2, 3, . . . , n) quan-
tum states and S1 be the set containing all quantum
states, the relation between them is Sn ⊂ Sn−1 ⊂ · · · ⊂
S2 ⊂ S1, S1\Sk stands for the set consisting of all k-
nonseparable states.

For any n-partite pure state |ψ⟩, the k-ME concurrence
is defined as [22]

Ck−ME(|ψ⟩) = min
A

√
2
∑k

t=1(1−Trρ2At
)

k , (1)

and the q-k-ME concurrence (q > 1) is defined as [23]

Cq−k(|ψ⟩) = min
A

∑k
t=1[1−Tr(ρqAt

)]

k . (2)

Here ρAt = TrAt
(|ψ⟩⟨ψ|), At is the complement of At,

and the minimum runs over all feasible k-partitions A =

{A1|A2| · · · |Ak}. Let Pk(|ψ⟩) =

√
2
∑k

t=1(1−Trρ2At
)

k , we
refer to this as the entanglement value of k-partition.
For any n-partite mixed state ρ, the k-ME concurrence

is defined, as shown in Ref. [22], by convex-roof extension

Ck−ME(ρ) = inf
{pi,|ψi⟩}

∑
i piCk−ME(|ψi⟩), (3)

and the q-k-ME concurrence is given as [23]

Cq−k(ρ) = inf
{pi,|ψi⟩}

∑
i piCq−k(|ψi⟩). (4)

Here the infimum is done over all possible pure state de-
compositions.
Let E be an entanglement measure and ρ be any quan-

tum state, if there is a decomposition {pi, ρi} of ρ such
that E(ρ) =

∑
i piE(ρi), then {pi, ρi} is called the opti-

mal decomposition of E(ρ).

III. A WHOLE TYPE OF HIERARCHICAL
ENTANGLEMENT MEASURES

For bipartite pure state |ψ⟩AB , concurrence, a widely
used entanglement measure, is defined as [12]

C(|ψ⟩AB) =
√

2(1− Trρ2A),

where ρA = TrB(|ψ⟩AB⟨ψ|). Moreover, concurrence is
essential in remote entanglement distribution protocols,
such as entanglement swapping and remote preparation
of bipartite entangled states, shown by the 2004 work of
Gour and Sanders [42]. Here we will attempt to general-
ize concurrence to provide a full set of hierarchical mul-
tipartite entanglement quantifications as a way to finely
characterize graduation of states in accordance with en-
tanglement contributions among parties.
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A. k-GM concurrence

Definition 1. For any n-partite pure state |ψ⟩, the
k-GM concurrence (2 ≤ k ≤ n) is defined as

Gk−GM(|ψ⟩) =
[∏

αi∈Tk
Pk(|ψ⟩)

]1/|Tk|, (5)

where

Pk(|ψ⟩) =

√
2
∑k

t=1 C2Atαi
|Atαi

(|ψ⟩)
k

and

|Tk| =
∑k
t=1

(−1)k−ttn−1

(t−1)!(k−t)! ,

Tk = {αi} is the set that stands for all possible k-
partitions {A1αi

|A2αi
| · · · |Akαi

}, |Tk| is the Stirling num-
ber of the second kind [43] used to represent the cardinal-
ity of the elements in the set Tk, C2 is the special case of
q-concurrence corresponding to q = 2, Atαi

|Atαi
denotes

any split of state |ψ⟩, Atαi
is the complement of Atαi

.
In Table I, we present the cardinalities of k-partition

(2 ≤ k ≤ n) for n-partite (n = 5, 6, 7, 8) quantum sys-
tems.

In contrast to k-ME concurrence [22], the hierarchical
entanglement quantifications given in Definition 1 do not
rely on the processes of minimization, so they can be said
to be a more comprehensive description of the entangle-
ment characteristics of multipartite quantum states.

Eq. (5) can also be directly denoted as

Gk−GM(|ψ⟩) =
(∏

αi∈Tk
[2

∑k
t=1 C2Atαi

|Atαi
(|ψ⟩)]1/2

)1/|Tk|

√
k

.

When k = 2, 2-GM concurrence can be reduced as

G2−GM(|ψ⟩) =
{∏

αi∈T2
[2C2Atαi

|Atαi
(|ψ⟩)]1/2

}1/|T2|

=
[∏

αi∈T2
CAtαi

|Atαi
(|ψ⟩)

]1/|T2|
,

(6)
where

|T2| =

{∑(n−1)/2
p=1 Cpn, n is odd,∑(n−2)/2
p=1 Cpn + 1

2C
n
2
n , n is even,

and Cpn = n(n−1)···(n−p+1)
p(p−1)···1 . In fact, |T2| = 2n−1 − 1.

For any 3-qubit pure state |ψ⟩, the 2-GM concurrence
G2−GM(|ψ⟩) is accorded with the geometric mean of bi-
partite concurrence (GBC) G(|ψ⟩) defined in Ref. [36],
i.e., G2−GM(|ψ⟩) = G(|ψ⟩). However, for the rest of cases,
3-partite systems H1⊗H2⊗H3 (dimHi > 2) or n-partite
systems ⊗ni=1Hi (n > 3, dimHi ≥ 2), due to the intri-
cacy of the partition of multipartite quantum systems
and the dependence of GBC on the smallest dimension
of subsystem, the relation between G and G2−GM becomes
complicated for any n-partite pure state |φ⟩, which is

G2−GM(|φ⟩) =
(∏|T2|

i=1
2(Di−1)
Di

)1/|T2|
G(|φ⟩),

TABLE I. The cardinalities of all possible k partitions
(2 ≤ k ≤ n) are listed for n-partite quantum systems
(n = 5, 6, 7, 8).

k=2 k=3 k=4 k=5 k=6 k=7 k=8
n = 5 15 25 10 1 - - -

n = 6 31 90 65 15 1 - -

n = 7 63 301 350 140 21 1 -

n = 8 127 966 1701 1050 266 28 1

where Di denotes the minimum dimension of subsystem
for each partition, i.e., Di = min{dimAtαi

,dimAtαi
}.

This means that GBC [36] can be considered as equiv-
alent to 2-GM concurrence. Therefore, the genuine en-
tanglement measure, GBC [36], is a special case of k-GM
concurrence. The 2-GM concurrence can be reduced to
concurrence [12] when n = 2.
The k-GM concurrence can be generalized to n-partite

mixed state by convex-roof extension

Gk−GM(ρ) = inf
{pi,|ψi⟩}

∑
i piGk−GM(|ψi⟩), (7)

where the infimum is done over all possible pure state
decompositions.
Note that the n-GM concurrence is the same as n-ME

concurrence [22] due to |Tn| = 1.
Next we demonstrate that k-GM concurrence satisfy

the necessary conditions to be an entanglement measure.
Theorem 1. The k-GM concurrence Gk−GM is a legit-

imate type of hierarchical entanglement measures satis-
fying the properties: (M1) Gk−GM(ρ) = 0 for any ρ ∈ Sk;
(M2) Gk−GM(ρ) > 0 for any ρ ∈ S1\Sk; (M3) Gk−GM(ρ)
is invariant under local unitary transformation; (M4)
Gk−GM(ρ) is non-increasing under LOCC (called entan-
glement monotone); (M5) Gk−GM(ρ) does not increase on
average under LOCC (termed strong monotone); (M6)
Gk−GM(ρ) is convex with respect to ρ.
Proof. It is easy to show that the properties (M3) and

(M6) hold, and we will elaborate that k-GM concurrence
satisfies the rest of properties.

(M1) Suppose that |ψ⟩ is an arbitrary pure state be-
longing to Sk, there must exist some k-partition such that∑k
t=1 C2Atαi

|Atαi
(|ψ⟩) = 0, then Gk−GM(|ψ⟩) = 0. Let ρ

be an arbitrary k-separable mixed state and {pi, |ψi⟩}
be any pure state decomposition of ρ, where |ψi⟩ ∈ Sk,
one has Gk−GM(ρ) ≤

∑
i piGk−GM(|ψi⟩) = 0. Based on

the above analysis, we can see that Gk−GM(ρ) = 0 for
arbitrary ρ ∈ Sk.
(M2) Let |ψ⟩ be any k-nonseparable pure state, then

there is always
∑k
t=1 C2Atαi

|Atαi
(|ψ⟩) > 0 under any k-

partition, so Gk−GM(|ψ⟩) > 0. For any mixed state
ρ ∈ S1\Sk, it cannot be written as a convex mixture
of k-separable pure states, hence Gk−GM(ρ) > 0 holds
evidently.
(M4) We first show that the relation Gk−GM(|ψ⟩) ≥

Gk−GM(ΛLOCC(|ψ⟩)) holds for any LOCC acting on pure
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state |ψ⟩. Since q-concurrence is non-increasing under
LOCC [40], we just require to verify that Gk−GM(|ψ⟩)
is an increasing function of C2Atαi

|Atαi
(|ψ⟩). Through

calculation, the following result can be obtained,

∂Gk−GM(|ψ⟩)
∂C2Atαl

|Atαl
(|ψ⟩)

=

∏
Tk\{αl}

[
∑k

t=1 C2Atαi
|Atαi

(|ψ⟩)]

√
2k|Tk|

(∏
αi∈Tk

[
∑k

t=1 C2Atαi
|Atαi

(|ψ⟩)]
) 2|Tk|−1

2|Tk|

≥ 0,

where l = 1, 2, . . . , |Tk|. This implies that the mono-
tonicity of Gk−GM(|ψ⟩) is true, so Gk−GM(|ψ⟩) is non-
increasing under LOCC.

Let ρ be an arbitrary mixed state with {pi, |ψi⟩} being
the optimal pure decomposition of Gk−GM(ρ), then one
obtains

Gk−GM(ΛLOCC(ρ))
= Gk−GM(ΛLOCC(

∑
i pi|ψi⟩⟨ψi|))

= Gk−GM(
∑
i piΛLOCC(|ψi⟩⟨ψi|))

≤
∑
i piGk−GM(ΛLOCC(|ψi⟩))

≤
∑
i piGk−GM(|ψi⟩)

= Gk−GM(ρ).

Here the first inequality is owing to the convexity of k-
GM concurrence, the second inequality holds according
to the property that k-GM concurrence does not increase
under LOCC for any pure state.

Therefore, Gk−GM(ρ) complies with the monotonicity.
(M5) Since q-concurrence satisfies strong monotonicity

[40], that is, Cq(ρ) ≥
∑
j pjCq(σj), where the state σj is

produced with the probability pj via performing LOCC

on ρ. If ρ = |ψ⟩⟨ψ| is a pure state, then σj = Kj |ψ⟩⟨ψ|K†
j

is also a pure state,
∑
j K

†
jKj = I (unit operator), and

one gets

Gk−GM(ρ) =

(∏
αi∈Tk

[2
∑k

t=1 C2Atαi
|Atαi

(|ψ⟩)]1/2
)1/|Tk|

√
k

≥
(∏

αi∈Tk
[2

∑k
t=1

∑
j pjC2Atαi

|Atαi
(σj)]

1/2
)1/|Tk|

√
k

=

(∏
αi∈Tk

{
∑

j pj [2
∑k

t=1 C2Atαi
|Atαi

(σj)]}1/2
)1/|Tk|

√
k

≥
(∏

αi∈Tk
{
∑

j pj [2
∑k

t=1 C2Atαi
|Atαi

(σj)]
1/2}

)1/|Tk|

√
k

≥
∑

j pj

(∏
αi∈Tk

[2
∑k

t=1 C2Atαi
|Atαi

(σj)]
1/2

)1/|Tk|

√
k

≥
∑
j pjGk−GM(σj).

Here the second inequality follows from the concavity
of the function y = x1/2, the third inequality is true

because the geometric mean function f =
(∏n

i=1 xi
)1/n

is a concave function which can be proved by verifying
that the Hessian matrix formed by the second partial
derivatives of −f is semi-positive definite [44], and the
last inequality is clearly true by definition.

Assume that {pi, |ψi⟩} is the optimal pure decomposi-
tion of Gk−GM(ρ) and the LOCC is given by Kraus oper-

ators Kj ,
∑
j K

†
jKj = I, then we have

Gk−GM(ρ) =
∑
i piGk−GM(|ψi⟩)

≥
∑
ij piTr(Kj |ψi⟩⟨ψi|K†

j )Gk−GM

(
Kj |ψi⟩⟨ψi|K†

j

Tr(Kj |ψi⟩⟨ψi|K†
j )

)
=

∑
ij Tr(KjρK

†
j )
piTr(Kj |ψi⟩⟨ψi|K†

j )

Tr(KjρK
†
j )

×Gk−GM

(
Kj |ψi⟩⟨ψi|K†

j

Tr(Kj |ψi⟩⟨ψi|K†
j )

)
=

∑
j pj [

∑
i pijGk−GM(|ψij⟩)]

≥
∑
j pjGk−GM(σj),

where |ψij⟩ = Kj |ψi⟩√
Tr(Kj |ψi⟩⟨ψi|K†

j )
, pij =

piTr(Kj |ψi⟩⟨ψi|K†
j )

Tr(KjρK
†
j )

,

and the state σj =
∑
i pij |ψij⟩⟨ψij | occurs with the prob-

ability pj = Tr(KjρK
†
j ) by LOCC acting on ρ. The first

inequality holds since k-GM concurrence obeys the strong
monotonicity for any pure state, the second inequality is
due to the definition of Gk−GM(ρ). ■
Based on the analysis above, we know that k-GM con-

currence, as a set of indicators, can not only classify n-
partite quantum states into fully separable states and en-
tangled states, but also classify n-partite entangled states
into 2-nonseparable states (genuine entangled states), 3-
nonseparable states, . . . , n-nonseparable states, and k-
GM concurrence enjoys all the requirements of an en-
tanglement measure. These properties are conducive to
making it a potential quantum resource, and its simplic-
ity may be more commodious for practical applications.
A question may be raised as to how k-GM concurrence

differs from k-ME concurrence, which is analyzed in the
following subsection

B. The comparison between k-ME concurrence and
k-GM concurrence

Compared to k-ME concurrence [22], k-GM concur-
rence manifests some differences, which are elaborated
from three aspects.

First, there are some quantum states that can be dis-
tinguished by k-GM concurrence but contain the same
amount of entanglement when evaluated utilizing k-ME
concurrence. For example, consider the quantum states
|ψ1⟩ = 1

2 (|0000⟩ + |1011⟩ + |1101⟩ + |1111⟩) and |ψ2⟩ =
1
2 (|0000⟩+|1001⟩+|1110⟩+|1111⟩), by calculation, we can

get C2−ME(|ψ1⟩) = C2−ME(|ψ2⟩) =
√
3
2 , C3−ME(|ψ1⟩) =

C3−ME(|ψ2⟩) =
√
3
2 , while G2−GM(|ψ1⟩) =

14√3888
2 ̸=

G2−GM(|ψ2⟩) =
14√10800

2 , G3−GM(|ψ1⟩) =
12√590490000

6 ̸=
G3−GM(|ψ2⟩) =

12√2816
2 .

Second, the k-GM concurrence does not involve the
minimization processes in terms of pure states, which
leads to that k-GM concurrence may be computationally
simpler than k-ME concurrence and that k-GM concur-
rence is smooth. The smoothness means that the mea-
sure does not produce sharp peaks if the pure state being
measured varies continuously. For instance, considering
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3-ME concurrence

3-GM concurrence

β γ

FIG. 1. The red (upper) curve represents 3-GM concurrence
with respect to |ψ⟩, the blue (lower) curve denotes 3-ME con-
currence in term of |ψ⟩. When θ = β or γ, we find the curve
of 3-ME concurrence is not smooth.

a 4-qubit pure state |ψ⟩ = sinθ
(
1
3 |0001⟩ +

√
2
3 |0100⟩ +

√
6
3 |1000⟩

)
+ cosθ|0011⟩, we observe, as shown in Fig. 1,

k-GM concurrence is smooth, while k-ME concurrence
emerges two discontinuity points.

Third, these two kinds of entanglement measures may
yield different entanglement orders, that is, there exist
|ϕ1⟩ and |ϕ2⟩ such that Ck−ME(|ϕ1⟩) ≥ Ck−ME(|ϕ2⟩),
while Gk−GM(|ϕ1⟩) ≤ Gk−GM(|ϕ2⟩). In order to make
it more intuitive, we will illustrate the fact with a con-
crete example. Given a 4-qubit pure state |ϕθ⟩ =√

3
3 sinθ(|0001⟩ + |0100⟩ + |1000⟩) + cosθ|0011⟩, comput-
ing 3-GM concurrence and 3-ME concurrence with re-
spect to |ϕθ⟩ and plotting them in Fig. 2, we can see
that Gk−GM(|ϕθ⟩) and Ck−ME(|ϕθ⟩) have distinct entan-
glement orders when θ is taken as θ1 and θ2 belonging to
either (δ, ξ) or (µ, υ).

Consequently, from the first and second points stated
above, the k-GM concurrence does exhibit advantages
over the k-ME concurrence at times.
However, the structure of the multipartite quantum

states is immensely complicated and k-GM concurrence
involves the procedures of taking the infimum for mixed
states, resulting the computation of k-GM concurrence
for n-partite mixed states as a huge challenge. We strive
to give its lower bounds in next subsection.

C. The lower bounds of k-GM concurrence

In Ref. [22], a category of multipartite entanglement
measures, k-ME concurrence Ck−ME (2 ≤ k ≤ n), were
advanced. We observe that a link between k-GM con-
currence and k-ME concurrence can be established, as
shown in the following theorem.

Theorem 2. The k-ME concurrence is a lower bound
of the k-GM concurrence.

0 0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3 3.5

θ

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

δ ξ µ υ

3-ME concurrence

3-GM concurrence

FIG. 2. The red (upper) curve stands for 3-GM concurrence
with respect to |ϕθ⟩, the blue (lower) curve is 3-ME concur-
rence in terms of |ϕθ⟩. When θ = θ1, θ2 are selected from
either (δ, ξ) or (µ, υ), the entanglement orders of Gk−GM(|ϕθ⟩)
and Ck−ME(|ϕθ⟩) are different. And the blue line exist two
points which are not smooth.

Proof. Let |ψ⟩ be any pure state of n-particle, by the
definition of k-GM concurrence and k-ME concurrence,
we can directly obtain the relation between them as

Gk−GM(|ψ⟩) ≥ Ck−ME(|ψ⟩).

If ρ is an arbitrary mixed state and {pj , |ψj⟩} is the
optimal pure decomposition of Gk−GM(ρ), then one has

Gk−GM(ρ) =
∑
j pjGk−GM(|ψj⟩)

≥
∑
j pjCk−ME(|ψj⟩)

≥ Ck−ME(ρ),

where the last inequality is due to the definition of
Ck−ME(ρ) shown in Eq. (4). ■
Gao et al. [35] argued that E(ρ) ≥ E(ρPI) should be

added as a condition which any multipartite entangle-
ment measure E ought to conform, but this lower bound
is weak since E(ρPI) may be equal zero even if ρ is maxi-
mally entangled state. Thereupon, Gao et al. [35] further
improved it and obtained that k-ME concurrence of ρ is
greater than or equal to the maximum of k-ME concur-
rence of the PI part of ρ, which is a stronger lower bound.
However, for any individual presented entanglement mea-
sure one must testify whether it does. Next, we discuss
whether the k-GM concurrence meets this requirement.
Theorem 3. The k-GM concurrence of an n-particle

quantum state ρ is lower bounded by the the maximum
of k-GM concurrence of ρPI

U , namely,

Gk−GM(ρ) ≥ max
U

Gk−GM(ρPI
U ),

where ρPI
U = (UρU†)PI and U is any locally unitary trans-

formation.
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Proof. If the set {1, 2, . . . , n} is divided into k
parts, i.e., A1|A2| · · · |Ak, which satisfy conditions (a) and
(b), then Πj(A1)|Πj(A2)| · · · |Πj(Ak), meanwhile, is a k-
partition of {1, 2, . . . , n}. Let |ψ⟩ be an arbitrary pure
state, then Πj(|ψ⟩) is a pure state as well, and one has

Gk−GM(|ψ⟩) = Gk−GM(Πj(|ψ⟩)). (8)

Here Πj is an arbitrary element of n-order symmetric
group.

Since k-GM concurrence possesses convexity and obeys
Eq. (8), we obtain

Gk−GM(ρPI) ≤ 1
n!

∑n!
j=1 Gk−GM(Πj |ψ⟩)

= 1
n!

∑n!
j=1 Gk−GM(|ψ⟩)

= Gk−GM(|ψ⟩).
(9)

Here ρPI = 1
n!

∑n!
j=1 Πj |ψ⟩⟨ψ|Π

†
j .

Let ρ be an arbitrary mixed state with {pi, |ψi⟩} being
the optimal pure state decomposition of Gk−GM(ρ), and
ρPI =

∑
i pi(|ψi⟩⟨ψi|)PI [35], then one has

Gk−GM(ρ) =
∑
i piGk−GM(|ψi⟩)

≥
∑
i piGk−GM(ρPI

i )
≥ Gk−GM(ρPI),

(10)

where the first inequality is following from inequality (9)
and the second inequality holds owing to the convexity
of Gk−GM(ρ).

Since the PI part relies on the choice of basis, Eq. (8)
and inequalities (9), (10) are valid for arbitrary locally
unitary transformations, one sees

Gk−GM(ρ) ≥ max
U

Gk−GM(ρPI
U ). (11)

The proof is completed. ■
Accordingly, the k-GM concurrence fulfills the require-

ment set forth in Ref. [35].

IV. PARAMETRIZED k-GM CONCURRENCE

The research on parametrized entanglement measures
has attracted widespread attention more recently, such
as q-concurrence (q ≥ 2) [40], α-concurrence (0 ≤ α ≤ 1

2 )
[41], α-logarithmic negativity (α ≥ 1) [45], etc. With this
in mind, it seems fruitful to generalize k-GM concurrence
(2 ≤ k ≤ n) aforementioned to obtain two families of
parametrized hierarchical entanglement measures called
q-k-GM concurrence (q > 1, 2 ≤ k ≤ n) and α-k-GM
concurrence (0 ≤ α < 1, 2 ≤ k ≤ n), respectively, for
n-partite quantum systems.

A. q-k-GM concurrence and α-k-GM concurrence

Definition 2. For any n-partite pure state |ψ⟩, the
q-k-GM concurrence (q > 1, 2 ≤ k ≤ n) is defined as

Gq−k(|ψ⟩) =
(∏

αi∈Tk
[2

∑k
t=1(1−TrρqAtαi

)]1/2
)1/|Tk|

√
k

, (12)

and the α-k-GM concurrence (0 ≤ α < 1, 2 ≤ k ≤ n) is
given as

Gα−k(|ψ⟩) =
(∏

αi∈Tk
[2

∑k
t=1(Trρ

α
Atαi

−1)]1/2
)1/|Tk|

√
k

. (13)

Here Tk = {αi} is the set constituted by all feasible k-
partitions, |Tk| represents the cardinality of the elements
in the set Tk.
The above definition can be generalized to arbitrary

general quantum states.
For any n-partite mixed state ρ, using convex-roof ex-

tension, we define q-k-GM concurrence as

Gq−k(ρ) = inf
{pi,|ψi⟩}

∑
i piGq−k(|ψi⟩), (14)

and α-k-GM concurrence as

Gα−k(ρ) = inf
{pi,|ψi⟩}

∑
i piGα−k(|ψi⟩). (15)

Here the infimum runs over all possible ensemble decom-
positions of ρ.

Utilizing similar proof procedures to Theorem 1, we
can show that Gq−k(ρ) and Gα−k(ρ) obey necessary re-
quirements including vanishing on any ρ ∈ Sk, being
strictly positive for any ρ ∈ S1\Sk, entanglement mono-
tone, strong monotone, convexity, thus we can draw the
conclusion as follows.

Theorem 4. Both q-k-GM concurrence and α-k-GM
concurrence are bona fide hierarchical entanglement mea-
sures.

It is obvious that the q-k-GM concurrence can be
thought of as a generalization of q-concurrence [40] or
Tsallis-q entanglement with a specific q [46] in terms
of pure states, which is considered from different per-
spective than q-k-ME concurrence [23]. Besides, q-k-GM
concurrence can also be treated as the generalized form
of genuine multipartite entanglement measure, GBC [36]
and geometric mean of q-concurrence Gq (GqC) [47].

Here we analyze two extreme cases. For any pure state
|ψ⟩, when q → ∞, if Gq−k(|ψ⟩) tends to

√
2, then |ψ⟩ is

k-nonseparable, if not, |ψ⟩ is k-separable. In particular,

if Gq−2(|ψ⟩) tends to
√
2 as q → ∞, then |ψ⟩ is gen-

uinely entangled state. However, if α = 0 and |ψ⟩ is
k-nonseparable, then

Gα−k(|ψ⟩) =
(∏

αi∈Tk
[2
∑k

t=1(rAtαi
−1)]1/2

)1/|Tk|

k ,

which means that Gα−k(|ψ⟩) relies on the rank rAtαi
of

ρAtαi
. Therefore, this implies that Gq−k and Gα−k char-

acterize quantum states from different angles.
Furthermore, we will derive the lower bounds of these

two classes of entanglement measures. First, we consider
the relation between q-k-GM concurrence and q-k-ME
concurrence.
Theorem 5. The

√
2 times of q-k-ME concurrence is

a lower bound of the q-k-GM concurrence.
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Proof. For any n-particle pure state |ψ⟩, we see

Gq−k(|ψ⟩) ≥
√
2Cq−k(|ψ⟩)

≥
√
2Cq−k(|ψ⟩),

where the first inequality can be gotten from the defini-
tion of Gq−k(|ψ⟩) and Cq−k(|ψ⟩, the second inequality is

due to [
∑k
t=1 1− TrρqAtαi

]/k ≤ 1 of formula (2).

For any mixed state ρ with {pi, |ψi⟩} being the optimal
pure state decomposition of Gq−k(ρ), one derives

Gq−k(ρ) =
∑
i piGq−k(|ψi⟩)

≥
√
2
∑
i piCq−k(|ψi⟩)

≥
√
2Cq−k(ρ),

where the last inequality is based on the definition of
Cq−k(ρ). ■
Considering the space of the PI quantum states instead

of the entire space reduces the dimensionality of the con-
sidered space exponentially, so it is of utmost necessity
to illustrate that q-k-GM concurrence and α-k-GM con-
currence meet the requirement given in Ref. [35].

Theorem 6. The q-k-GM concurrence (α-k-GM con-
currence) is lower bounded by the the maximum of q-k-
GM concurrence (α-k-GM concurrence) of ρPI

U , namely,

Gq−k(ρ) ≥ max
U

Gq−k(ρPI
U ) (16)

and

Gα−k(ρ) ≥ max
U

Gα−k(ρPI
U ). (17)

Here U is any locally unitary transformation.
The inequalities (16) and (17) can be directly gotten

in a similar method to Theorem 3.
From the conclusions presented in this subsection, we

can see that these two complete classes of generalized
hierarchical entanglement measures still have the prop-
erties possessed by k-GM concurrence.

B. The genuine entanglement measures

It is well known that the genuinely entangled states are
of great interest for several assignments, such as quan-
tum phase transitions [48], teleportation and dense cod-
ing [49]. As a result, it is of high necessity to give a rea-
sonable quantification to determine whether a quantum
state belongs to S1\S2. Below we will present the special
cases of q-k-GM concurrence and α-k-GM concurrence
corresponding to k = 2, respectively.

The q-2-GM concurrence (q > 1), for any n-partite
pure state |ψ⟩, can be written as

Gq−2(|ψ⟩) =
{∏

αi∈T2
[2(1− TrρqAtαi

)]1/2
}1/|T2|

. (18)

For any n-particle mixed state ρ, Eq. (14) can be reduced
as

Gq−2(ρ) = inf
{pi,|ψi⟩}

∑
i piGq−2(|ψi⟩). (19)
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FIG. 3. The blue hollow circles and the solid red circles are,
respectively, the α-2-GM concurrence of n-qubit W state and
the ratio of Gα−2(|Wn⟩) to Gα−2(|GHZn⟩) when α = 1

2
.

Another entanglement measure, α-2-GM concurrence
(0 ≤ α < 1), is given by

Gα−2(|ψ⟩) =
{∏

αi∈T2
[2(TrραAtαi

− 1)]1/2
}1/|T2| (20)

for any n-partite pure state |ψ⟩, and is expressed as

Gα−2(ρ) = inf
{pi,|ψi⟩}

∑
i piGα−2(|ψi⟩) (21)

for any mixed state ρ of n-particle.
The q-k-GM concurrence (α-k-GM concurrence) is the

generalized form of q-2-GM concurrence (α-2-GM con-
currence), as such, Gq−2 and Gα−2 respectively inherit the
properties of Gq−k and Gα−k automatically. Therefore,
they can be regarded as two types of genuine entangle-
ment measures which are able to separate the genuinely
entangled states from the other quantum states.
It is acknowledged that there are two classes of genuine

tripartite entangled states, the W state and the GHZ
state, which are not allowed to transform each other un-
der stochastic LOCC [50]. The capability of the W state
for quantum teleportation cannot exceed that of the GHZ
state [51]. As a result, the GHZ state is viewed as more
entangled than the W state.
The n-qubit GHZ state and W state, respectively, can

be denoted as

|GHZn⟩ = |0⟩⊗n+|1⟩⊗n

√
2

,

|Wn⟩ = |10···0⟩+|01···0⟩+···|00···1⟩√
n

.

The q-2-GM concurrence and GqC [47] are two different
kinds of entanglement measures for arbitrary quantum
states, but in terms of pure states, one can obtain the
relation Gq−2(|ψ⟩) =

√
2Gq(|ψ⟩). By means of the results

in Ref. [47], we can attain q-2-GM concurrence of W
state is strictly less than that of GHZ state in multiqubit
systems.



8

Next, we will analyze whether α-2-GM concurrence
also obey the observation above.

The α-concurrence of |GHZn⟩ and |Wn⟩ are respec-

tively

Cα,p,n−p(|GHZn⟩) = 21−α − 1,

Cα,p,n−p(|Wn⟩) = pα

nα + (n−p)α
nα − 1,

where Cα,p,n−p stands for the p-to-other α-concurrence.

Then, one derives

Gα−2(|GHZn⟩) =
√
2(21−α − 1),

Gα−2(|Wn⟩) =


(∏n−1

2
p=1

[√
2
(
pα

nα + (n−p)α
nα − 1

)1/2]Cp
n

)1/|T2|
, n is odd,(∏n−2

2
p=1

[√
2
(
pα

nα + (n−p)α
nα − 1

)1/2]Cp
n
(√

2(21−α − 1)
)C n

2
n /2

)1/|T2|
, n is even.

When α = 0, G0−2(|Wn⟩) = G0−2(|GHZn⟩) =
√
2, this means that 0-2-GM concurrence does not fulfill the condition

that GHZ state contains more entangled than W state. When α belongs to the interval (0, 1), it is not difficult
to prove that Cα,p,n−p(|GHZn⟩) ≥ Cα,p,n−p(|Wn⟩) for any p and Cα,p,n−p(|GHZn⟩) = Cα,p,n−p(|Wn⟩) holds when
p = ⌊n2 ⌋ =

n
2 , which implies Gα−2(|GHZn⟩) > Gα−2(|Wn⟩) for n ≥ 3.

The following we will elaborate that when 0 < α < 1, Gα−2(|Wn⟩)/Gα−2(|GHZn⟩) → 1 as n → ∞. The ratio of
Gα−2(|Wn⟩) to Gα−2(|GHZn⟩) is

Gα−2(|Wn⟩)
Gα−2(|GHZn⟩) =


(∏n−1

2
p=1

[(
pα

nα +
(n−p)α

nα −1
)1/2]Cp

n

)1/|T2|

√
21−α−1

, n is odd,(∏n−2
2

p=1

[(
pα

nα +
(n−p)α

nα −1
)1/2]Cp

n
(
√
21−α−1)C

n
2
n /2

)1/|T2|

√
21−α−1

, n is even.

If n is odd, then we set n = 2l + 1, one has

lim
l→∞

Gα−2(|W2l+1⟩)
Gα−2(|GHZ2l+1⟩) ≥ lim

l→∞

∑l
p=1 C

p
2l+1

√
21−α−1

(∑l
p=1 C

p
2l+1

√
(2l+1)α

pα+(2l−p+1)α−(2l+1)α

)
= lim
l→∞

Cl
2l+1

√
21−α−1Cl

2l+1

√
(2l+1)α

lα+(l+1)α−(2l+1)α

= 1−.

If n is even, then we set n = 2l, one gets

lim
l→∞

Gα−2(|W2l⟩)
Gα−2(|GHZ2l⟩) ≥ lim

l→∞

∑l−1
p=1 C

p
2l+

1
2C

l
2l∑l−1

p=1 C
p
2l

√
(2l)α(21−α−1)

pα+(2l−p)α−(2l)α
+ 1

2C
l
2l

= 1−.

Here the results are true following from the inequality
n

1
x1

+ 1
x2

+···+ 1
xn

≤ n
√
x1x2 · · ·xn and Stolz-Cesàro theorem

[52].

Since Gα−2(|GHZn⟩) > Gα−2(|Wn⟩) for n > 2, we ob-
tain

lim
n→∞

Gα−2(|Wn⟩)
Gα−2(|GHZn⟩) = 1−.

Simultaneously, some concrete ratios of Gα−2(|Wn⟩) to
Gα−2(|GHZn⟩) are plotted in Fig. 3, where α takes 1

2
and n ranges from 4 to 20. We can see intuitively that
Gα−2(|Wn⟩)/Gα−2(|GHZn⟩) tends to 1 as n increases, but
it is always less than 1.

V. CONCLUSION

In this work, we propose and discuss three full cate-
gories of hierarchical entanglement measures, k-GM con-
currence, q-k-GM concurrence (q > 1), and α-k-GM con-
currence (0 ≤ α < 1), which can be used as indicators
to accurately identify k-separability (2 ≤ k ≤ n) of n-
partite quantum states. In addition, they can not only
finely classify entangled states into (n−1) different grad-
uation in accordance with degrees of inseparability, but
also discriminate some quantum states in the same hier-
archy that cannot be identified by k-ME concurrence. In
particular, k-GM concurrence covers the GBC [36] and
is a special case of q-k-GM concurrence corresponding
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to q = 2. The k-GM concurrence meets the axiomatic
requirements of an entanglement measure and exhibits
differences in measuring continuity and entanglement or-
ders when compared to k-ME concurrence. Moreover,
we establish a relation between k-GM concurrence and
k-ME concurrence, and verify that k-GM concurrence
conforms to the requirement that k-GM concurrence of
the PI part of quantum state ρ is a lower bound on k-GM
concurrence of original state. Furthermore, we illustrate
that the parametrized generalized hierarchical measures,
q-k-GM concurrence and α-k-GM concurrence, also have
the properties owned by k-GM concurrence, in order to
describe the entanglement characteristics of states from
multiple dimensions. Besides, α-2-GM concurrence Gα−2

(0 < α < 1) is shown to satisfy that GHZ state contains
more entanglement than W state in multiqubit systems,

and we obtain that Gα−2(|Wn⟩)/Gα−2(|GHZn⟩) tends to
1 as the number of particles approaches infinity but is
always less than 1. Our study may have important impli-
cations for understanding the hierarchies of multipartite
entanglement.
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