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The information encoded into an open quantum system that evolves under a Markovian dynamics is always
monotonically non-increasing. Nonetheless, for a given quantifier of the information contained in the system,
it is in general not clear if for all non-Markovian dynamics it is possible to observe a non-monotonic evolution
of this quantity, namely a backflow. We address this problem by considering correlations of finite-dimensional
bipartite systems. For this purpose, we consider a class of correlation measures and prove that if the dynamics
is non-Markovian there exists at least one element from this class that provides a correlation backflow. More-
over, we provide a set of initial probe states that accomplish this witnessing task. This result provides the first
one-to-one relation between non-Markovian dynamics of finite-dimensional quantum systems and correlation

backflows.

The study of open quantum systems dynamics [1, 2] is of
central interest in quantum mechanics. A quantum system is
called open when interaction with the environment that sur-
rounds the quantum system is included in the description of
its evolution. Since there are no experimental scenarios where
a quantum system can be considered completely isolated, this
approach provides a more realistic description of quantum
evolutions.

The interaction between an open quantum system S and
its environment E leads to two possible regimes of evolution.
The phenomena associated with the Markovian regime are
characterized by the monotonic non-increase of the informa-
tion contained in the open system. In this case we have a uni-
directional flow of information away from S and we say that
the dynamics is memoryless. Instead, in the non-Markovian
regime, this flow is not unidirectional and part of the informa-
tion lost is recovered in one or more subsequent time intervals.
This phenomenon is called backflow of information. However,
it is nonobvious what mathematical framework is better suited
to reproduce this phenomenology. Recently, a framework
based on a notion of divisibility of dynamical maps, namely
the operators describing the dynamical evolution of the sys-
tem, achieved a promising consensus [2—10]. More precisely,
it requires that, if the dynamics is Markovian, the evolution
between any two times is represented by a completely posi-
tive and trace-preserving (CPTP) linear map.

Many efforts are directed towards testing this mathematical
definition by studying the characteristic backflows of infor-
mation that different physical quantities show when the evo-
lution is non-Markovian. Once we consider a quantity that
is non-increasing under Markovian evolutions, we can study
its “non-Markovian witnessing potential”’, namely the ability
to show a backflow when the dynamics is non-Markovian.
Distinguishability between states [6—8], correlation measures
[9, 11-13], channel capacities [14] and the volume of acces-
sible states [15] are some examples of quantities that have
been studied in this scenario. Moreover, while Markovian
phenomena are reproduced correctly by definition, the non-
trivial point that has to be analyzed is if it is possible to ob-
tain one-to-one connections between backflows of these quan-
tities and non-Markovian dynamical maps. Indeed, this result

would imply a correspondence between the phenomenologi-
cal and the mathematical description of non-Markovianity that
we have presented.

In this work we focus on the witnessing potential of the set
of correlation measures. In particular, we study the connection
between revivals of bipartite correlations and when the evolu-
tion of one subsystem S is non-Markovian. Several measures
have already been considered in this scenario, e.g. quantum
mutual information [9, 11] and entanglement measures [12].
Recently, a correlation measure that witnesses almost all non-
Markovian dynamics has been introduced [13]. However, it is
unknown if any of these correlation measures can witness all
non-Markovian dynamics [11].

The main result of this work is the first proof of a
one-to-one relation between correlation backflows and non-
Markovian dynamics. We consider a class of correlation mea-
sures for bipartite systems that provides backflows if and only
if the dynamics is not Markovian. For this purpose, we make
use of supplementary ancillary systems to define initial probe
states that allow to succeed in this witnessing task. Finally,
we introduce a measure of non-Markovianity.

Non-Markovianity and divisibility properties.—Given a
generic finite-dimensional Hilbert space H, we define B(H)
to be the set of linear bounded operators that act on H and
S(H) the set of positive semidefinite, Hermitian and trace one
operators on H, namely the state space of H.

We consider an open quantum system S described by states
on a finite-dimensional Hilbert space Hs. At the initial time
to the system S is uncorrelated with the surrounding environ-
ment E. The evolution of S from #y to ¢ > #; is given by a
dynamical map: a CPTP linear operator Ag (¢, 1) : S(Hs) —
S(Hs). Therefore, the complete evolution of S, namely from
tp to any time ¢ > ty, is described by a family of dynamical
maps {Ag (%, 10)};, where Ag (¢, 1) is CPTP for every t > t.

The concept needed to define the mathematical structure we
adopt to define Markovianity is the completely positive (CP)
divisibility of the family {Ag(?, )}, in terms of intermediate
maps Vs (t,1').

Definition 1. The evolution {As(t,1ty)}; is called CP-divisible
if, for any t > ty, the dynamical map As(t,ty) can be de-
composed as a sequence of CPTP linear maps Ag(t,ty) =



Vs(t, ') As (¥, t9), where Vs(t,t') is a CPTP linear map for
anyty <t <t.

CP-divisibility is commonly used to define Markovian dy-
namics and it is the definition that we consider in this work:
{As (2, 1)}, is Markovian if and only if it is CP-divisible. Like-
wise, we call an evolution non-Markovian if and only if for
some ty < ¢’ <t there is no CPTP intermediate map Vg (¢, ).

Measurements with fixed output probability distributions.—
Any measurement process on a quantum state p € S(H) is de-
fined by a positive-operator valued measure (POVM), namely
an indexed set of Hermitian and positive semi-definite opera-
tors {P;}7_, of B(H) such that 3.7, P; = 1, where 1 € B(H)
is the identity operator on H and n is the number of possible
measurement outcomes. The operator P; represents the i-th
output of the measurement, where p; = Tr[pP;] is the corre-
sponding occurrence probability.

Let & = {p;, pi}’_, be a generic ensemble of n states where
each finite-dimensional state p; € S(HH) occurs with probabil-
ity p;. Now we consider a bipartite state pap € S(Hy ® Hp)
and a POVM {P;}! | defined for the subsystem A. We define
E(pa. (Pail,) = {pi-ppil., to be the ensemble of states
of B that we obtain when we apply on A the measurement
{Pa,i}L, where

Pi =Tr[papPa; ® 1], ppi = Tra[pasPa;® Lgl/pi. (1)

n

We call {p;}?_, and {pp;}!_ | respectively the output probability
distribution and the output states of the measurement. We call
their combination E(oap, { P}l ,) the output ensemble.

We consider finite probability distributions # = {p;},
composed by n positive elements, where Y., p; = 1. We de-
fine the set of n-output POVMs that, if applied on p € S(H),
provide P-distributed outcomes.

Definition 2. Given the finite probability distribution P =
{I’i}?:p the n-output POVM {P,~}§':1 on H is a P-POVM for
p € S(H) if and only if it belongs to

(o) = (P2, : Tr[pP;] = pi,Vi=1,..,n}.

Similarly, given a bipartite system state p4p, we define the
measurement processes that, if applied on one side of pyg,
provide P-distributed output ensembles (see Fig. 1).

Definition 3. Given the finite probability distribution P =
{pi}L,, the n-output POVM {P4;}! | on Hy is a P-POVM on

A for pap € S(Hap) if and only if it belongs to
% (0ag) = ({PaV, : Trlpap Pa;i® 1] = pi,¥i=1,...,n}.

Analogously, we can define Hf;(pAB). ‘We notice that for
any given P and pap, we have I} (pap) = T1(pa), where
pa = Trg[pag]. Moreover, ”(p) (IT% (pap)) is a non-empty
convex set for any p (p45) and P.

Witnessing non-Markovianity with distinguishability of
ensembles.— We apply an n-output measurement {P;}7_, on
a state that we randomly extract from an ensemble & =

{p;,i-th output}?, E(paB{Pyitiz1)

FIG. 1. Given a probability distribution P = {p;}i_,, {Pa,}L, is a
P-POVM for p4p if and only if the output probability distribution
of this measurement is . The correlation Cf(pAB) considers the
scenario where p,p is measured with a P-POVM {P,;}., on A that

i=1
provides the largest guessing probability of the corresponding output

ensemble E(oap, {Paili,) = {pi, ppill, of states of B.

{pi, pi}i_, of states of S(H). The guessing probability P,(E) is
the average probability to successfully identify the extracted
state with an optimal measurement. This quantity is defined
as

Py (&) = max > piTrlpiPi] @)
=1

=1 52

where the maximization is performed over the n-output
POVMs of B(H).

Now we describe how guessing probability can be used to
witness non-Markovianity. We consider a finite-dimensional
system Hs ® Hy, where the open quantum system S is
evolved by a generic {Ag(?, fp)}; and A’ is an ancillary system.
Given an initial ensemble Ega (fy) = {pi, psa.i}i, we consider
its evolution:

Esar(ty) — Esar (D) = {pi, As(t,10) ® Iy (osar )i,  (3)

where Iy : S(Hy ) — S(Hy ) is the identity map on S(Hy,).
For any CPTP map A acting on the states of & = {p;, pi}i,
Py(&) is non-increasing: Py({pispil) = Py(ipi, AQ)}).
Therefore, if {Ag (¢, ty)}; is CP-divisible,

Po(Esa (T + A1) = Po(Esa (1) <0, 4)

for every T > fp and At > 0.

Given any evolution {Ag (¢, #y)}; and time interval [7, T+ A7],
there exist an ancillary system A’ and an initial ensemble
Es 4 (ty) of separable states of S(Hs @ Hy)

Esar(to) = (P Psar Vs » (5)
such that we have a backflow
Py(Esa (T + AT)) = Py(Esa (7)) > 0, (6)

if and only if there is no CPTP intermediate map Vs (7+At, 7),
as shown in Ref. [7]. Moreover, P = {ﬁi}?:1 is finite and
dim(Hy ) < ds = dim(Hs). We underline that, even if we do



not make it explicit, ESAr(to) strictly depends on {Ag(t, 1)},
and [, 7 + At]. The result of Ref. [7] is general and applies to
any evolution defined on a finite-dimensional system.

A class of correlation measures.— Let P = {p;}; be a
generic finite probability distribution and psp € S(HsQHp) a
generic finite-dimensional bipartite system state. We consider
the correlation measure

Cf(pAB) = max

Py (pag-{Paiti) = Pmax» (1)
{Pai}i€Il, (paB)

where the maximization is performed over the P-POVMs
on A for psp and we used the definitions Pg(pag, {Pa;}i) =
Po(E(pap, {Pa,i}i)) and p,qx = max; p; (see Fig 1). Therefore,
we can consider a class of correlation measures where each
element is defined by a different distribution #.

The operational meaning of this correlation measure for
a given P is the following. Its value (modulo p,.,,) is the
largest guessing probability of the ensembles {p;, pp;}; on B
that A can generate measuring its side of psp with P-POVMs.
Therefore, Cf(pgl)g) > Cf;(pf;) implies that the largest distin-
guishability of the P-distributed output ensembles of B that A
can generate measuring p% is greater than the largest distin-
guishability of the P-distributed output ensembles of B that A
can generate measuring sz);'

To consider Cf a proper correlation measure, we have to
show that it is: zero-valued for product states, non-negative
and monotonically decreasing under local operations [11]. In
order to prove the first property, given a generic product state
paB = pa ® pp, the output ensemble E(ps ® pp, {Pai}i) =
{pi, pp}i is made of identical states for any POVM {P,4 ;}; and
P,({pi,pB}i) = Pmax- Therefore, while Cf(pAB) > 0 is now
trivial, the proof for the monotonicity of Cf(pA p) under local
operations is in the Supplemental Material (SM).

Similarly, we can define the class of measures of the form

Chpap)=  max

Py (PAB, {PB,i},r';l) = Pmax - (8)
{P3i}i€Tl (pap)

Since in general Cf(pAB) * Cg(pAB), we can consider the
symmetric class of measures

Chs(pan) = max {CF(pan), Ch (oan)} - ©)

Finally, we notice that the correlation measures given in Egs.
(7), (8) and (9) can be considered as generalizations for
generic distributions # of the correlation measures introduced
in Ref. [13], where only uniform distributions are considered.
The probe states.—The goal of this work is to prove a one-
to-one correspondence between non-Markovianity and corre-
lation backflows. Therefore, similarly to Ref. [7], we consider
the most general scenario where a family of dynamical maps
Ags(t,ty) defines the evolution for ¢ > 1y and we focus on a
generic time interval [7, 7 + At]. We provide an initial probe
state and a distribution P for which the correlation measure
C% shows a backflow in the time interval [r,7 + A7] if and
only if there is no CPTP intermediate map Vg (7 + A7, 7).
First, we introduce the bipartition and the state space
needed to consider Cf and the initial probe state. We define

A

S—As(t,to)—
AN

FIG. 2. The initial probe state pﬁf;(to) belongs to the bipartite system
S(H, ® Hp), where Hg = Hs @ Hyr ® Hyr. We consider the cor-
relation Cf(pﬁ;g(t)) given by the bipartition between the subsystems
A and B, where the open quantum system S undergoes the evolution
defined by A (2, 7).

the bipartite system S(H4 ® Hp) such that dim(H,) = n and
Hp = Hs @ Hy ® Hyr, where dim(Hg) = dim(Hy) = dg
and dim(Hy) = n + 1. We fix the following orthonormal ba-
sis for Hy and Hyr: My = {l)a)l; = {I1)a,12)a, ..., 1)} and
My = {liyar ¥ = {11 a7, 12)ar, ..., [+ 1)40}. Notice that the
ancillas A" and A" can be considered as a single ancilla with
Hilbert space Hy ® Hy~ (see Fig. 2).

We define pg; = pgar,; ® [+ 1Xn + 1|4n € S(Hp), for
i =1,...,7, where we made use of the elements of Eg 4 (fg) =
{PisPsa Y, (see Eq. (5)). We introduce a class of initial

probe states pxg(to) € S(H4 ® Hp) parametrized by A € [0, 1)

P = ) BrliXila®(Aosa @ liXilar + (1 = D)), (10)
i=1

1

where o4 is a generic state of S(Hs ® Hy ). Notice that
in Eq. (10) the index i runs from 1 to 7. Since the ancillary
systems do not evolve, the action of the dynamical map of the
evolution on the probe state, i.e., 4 ® Ag (¢, 1)) @ 14 4~ (pﬁf;(to)),
preserves the initial classical-quantum separable structure for
any t > fy

PiliXila ® (Aosa () @ liXilar + (1= D) pg (1))

(11)
where ﬁB,i(t) = Ag(t,10) ® Iy an (EB,i) and oga/ (1) = Ag(t, 1)) ®
Ly (osa). Finally, since Trg[pa(n] = YL, BiliXila, the set
Hf(pi{l;(t)) =T1"(Trg [p%(t)]) does not depend on ¢ and A.

Witnessing non-Markovianity with correlations.—We pro-
vide a procedure that witnesses any non-Markovian dynamics
with a correlation backflow. In the case of bijective or point-
wise non-bijective Ag (%, #y), this scenario has been studied in
Refs. [12, 13]. Moreover, the negativity entanglement mea-
sure witnesses any non-Markovian qubit evolution [12].

In order to witness non-Markovianity through backflows of

pp(d) =

n

i=1

C?;, the evolution of the initial state pasy = S, BiliXila ®
Psa,; is an intuitive choice. Indeed, {Ii)(i|A}iﬁ:1 € Hf(pASA/(t))
forall t > 1ty and Py(pasa (1), {[iXila }?:J) = Py(Esa (1)) (see Eq.
(6)). Nonetheless, in general {|iXil4}7_, is not selected by the

maximization that defines Cf(pAs a(0) [11].



We present the main result of this work, namely that the

class of correlation measures CZ; is able to witness any non-
Markovian dynamics.

Theorem 1. For any evolution {As (t,ty)}; defined on a finite-
dimensional system S and time interval [T, T+AT7] there exist at
least one ancillary system H, one bipartite system Hy ® Hap,
where Hg = Hs ® H, a correlation measure for bipartite
systems Cap and an initial state pap(to) € S(Hy ® Hp) such
that a backflow

Cas (pap(t + AT)) = Cap (pan(T)) > 0,

occurs if and only if there is no CPTP intermediate map
Vs (T + AT, T), where S is the only system that evolves during
the evolution.

Proof. We consider the ancillary system H = Hy @ Hyr,
the correlation measure Cap = C and the set of initial probe

states p, B(lo) We prove that, for wisely chosen values of A,
we have a backflow

ACh = CF (phx + A0) = CF (o) >0, (12)

if and only if there is no CPTP intermediate map Vg (7+AT, 7).

We notice that {liXila}~, € I (p{)()) is a P-POVM on A
for the probe state. Moreover, as noticed above, Hp(p(’l)(t))
does not depend on A and z. In the following, if not specified
otherwise, the index i runs from 1 to . The output ensemble

that we obtain measuring pﬁf;(t) with {|iXi|a}; 1s

& (p5a®, lliXilaki) = {P;» Aosar(0) @ liXilar + (1 = Vg, (0] -
13)
The corresponding guessing probability is (See SM)

P (03, (iXila)i) = A+ (1 = D P (Esa®).  (14)

Now we consider {P4;}; € H’D(pu)(t)) different from
{liXila};. In general, we obtain (See SM):

& (P50, (Paiki) = P Ao (0 + (1 = Dy (1) . (15)

Each state o (1) is defined as o7 (1) =
P ; is a convex combination of the states {|kXk]|4~ }ﬁ

osa(t)® pj,,’l., where
Anal-
ogously, O'Bl(l) = pSA, () ®|n+ 1Xn + 1|4, where pSA, (1)
is a convex combination of the states {pg 4 ,()}]_, (See SM).
Similarly to Eq. (32), we obtain

Py (0530 (Paiki) = APy (51 o300 i) HA=DP (P £ 0 (D)
(16)

In order to understand when CP(p(’D (1)) shows a backflow
in [7, T + At], we write:

ACY 2 Py (p3(t + AT). {liXilah) - P (053, (PY) . (17)

We focus on CP(p(’D (1)) at t = 7 for different values of A (we
omit the dependence on 7 of some quantities to increase read-

ability). We define the “optimal” -POVMs {P}")}; to be the

P-POVMs that at ¢ = 7 solve the maximization that defines
L)

Ch (050®) = P (P5@ (P) = P (1)
We consider Eq. (33) when an optimal {Pf@},- is chosen. We

define the corresponding ensembles that appear in this expres-
sion E-({P{)};) and EI({P{)}), namely

Py (5. (P{)) = AP(E- (1PN + (1 = DP(E (P
(19)
We focus on Eq. (17) and we distinguish the two possible
scenarios:

e (A): one of the optimal measurements is {sz}i =
{liXi|4}; for some A € [0, 1),

e (B): none of the optimal measurements {sz},- is equal
to {|iXila}; for any A € [0, 1).

We start studying case (A). In SM we prove that if {|iXila}; is
an optimal P-POVM for some A*, then the same is true for
any A € (1%, 1). From Eqgs. (6), (32) and (17), for A € (1%, 1)

ACK > (1= ) (P@sa(t + A1) = Py(Esa (1)) > 0, (20)

if and only if there is no CPTP intermediate map Vs (7 + At, 7)
for Ag (1, tp).

Now we analyze case (B). In SM we show that for
A = 1 the unique optimal P-POVM is {liXila};. More-
over, Pg(p“)(‘r) {P4;}i) is Lipschitz continuous in A and

Po(paB, {Pa,}i) is Lipschitz continuous in {P,;};. This im-
plies that the set of optimal P-POVMs {Pii?}i is contained
in a neighbourhood of {|iXi|4}; with size decreasing towards
zero as A approaches 1. This in turn implies that the set
of guessing probabilities Pg(S"({Pﬁfj},-)) for different {Pff}},- is
contained in an interval that converges on Pg(gg 4(1)) (See
SM for proof). If we define PI5|7(1) = max o, Pg(8||({PX2}i))

and P;u) = max o, Pg(SL({PXl;}i)), it holds that

¥6>0,325>0: PiV = Py(Esa(r)) <6, YA€ (45, 1).

_ _ _ (21)
Hence, for 6 = Pg(Esa(t + AT)) — Po(Esar (1)) > 0 (which
is in the fo_rm of Eq. (6)_), there exists A e_[O, 1) such that
PV — Po(Esa (1)) < Py(Esar(t + AT)) — Py(Es (7)) for any

A€ (A, 1). It follows that
PeEsa(t+AD) - PV >0, Vae@,1). (22

To conclude, we consider inequalities (17) and (22) for 1 €
(4, 1) and we obtain a backflow

ACT 2 P (pSy(r + AT, liXilaks) - Py (a0 (P))

>A(1 = PEY) + (1 - 1) (Py(Esa(r + AT) - PIV) > 0,

(23)
if and only if there is no CPTP intermediate map Vs (7+ A7, 7)
for {Ag (2, t0)}:. |



We showed that for every non-Markovian evolution there
exist initial probe states pff;(to) that provide at least one

backflow of the correlation measure Cf if and only if the
dynamics is non-Markovian. The robustness of this back-
flow is provided by the following properties that are valid
for any {Ag(t,%)}; and [1,7 + At]: the guessing probability
Py(pap,{Pa,}i) is a Lipschitz continuous function of psp €
S(H, ® Hp) and POVMs (P4 ;}; (See SM), IT% (03(1)) does
not depend on A and ¢, and there exists a continuous interval of
values of A for which pf:;(to) allows backflows of Cf(p%(t))
when there is no CPTP intermediate map Vs (7+Art, 7). There-
fore, if we add small enough perturbations to pxg(to) and the
optimal P-POVMs obtained by the maximization in Eq. (7),
we still obtain backflows of Cf for any non-Markovian dy-
namics. Hence, there exists a set of initial states with the same
dimension as S(H ® Hp) that provide a backflow of Cf; in
the scenario described above (See SM for more details).

Since there are no particular assumptions for the struc-
ture of Ega(fy) [7], it is straightforward to adapt our tech-
nique to any other ensemble. In particular, if the evolu-
tion of an initial ensemble {p;, psa-;}7_, provides a back-
flow of P,({pi, psai(D}L ) in a time interval [7,7 + A7], we
can consider Cf(c,lrifg(to)), where £ = {p;}!_| and glrif;(to) =
2y DiliXila®(Aosar ® liXilar + (1 = ) psar; ® [n+ 1Xn + 1)
and obtain a backflow of Cf(z,bﬁ(t)) in [, + At]. We make
some examples of ensembles (different from Es (1)) that can
be considered to witness particular classes of non-Markovian
evolutions. A constructive method that provides ensembles of
two equiprobable states that witness any bijective or pointwise
non-bijective non-Markovian dynamics is given in Ref. [8].
The existence of two-state ensembles that detect any image
non-increasing evolution, namely such that Im(A;) C Im(Ay)
for any s < t, is proven in Ref. [17]. Finally, in Ref. [16] is
proven that two-state ensembles are sufficient to witness any
non-Markovian qubit evolution.

Similarly to prior measures of non-Markovianity that catch
increases of quantities that are monotonically decreasing un-
der Markovian evolutions [5, 6, 9, 14, 15], we define the class

d

NP({As(t.10)}) = sup f —Ch(pasa ()dt
pasar(t0) J & CF (pas o (>0 A1

(24)

where the sup is over the possible ancillary systems (A and
A’) and the initial states pasa(fg) € S(Hs @ Hsg ® Ha).
As a consequence of Theorem 1, if Cf;(pAs 4(0)) is differen-
tiable, N* ({As (¢, 1p)};) > 0 if and only if the evolution is non-
Markovian (See SM for details and a discussion of the non-
differentiable case). Indeed, for any time interval where the
evolution cannot be described by a CPTP intermediate map,
we proved the existence of a set of initial states that show an
increase of Cf in the same time interval. We notice that N
with P = {1/2, 1/2} is non-zero for any bijective or pointwise
non-bijective non-Markovian evolution [13].

Discussion.—In this work we showed that any non-
Markovian dynamics can be witnessed through backflows of

Cf. For this purpose, we introduced a class of initial probe

states pif;(to) that allows to accomplish this task. Hence,
we proved the first one-to-one correspondence between CP-
divisibility of evolutions, namely Markovianity, and the ab-
sence of correlation backflows.

It would be useful to obtain a constructive method that pro-
vides the elements of 55 4 (ty) that we used to define the ini-
tial probe state. Moreover, since the class of bipartite correla-
tions that we studied does not consider the subsystems A and

B symmetrically, an open question is to understand if also CfB
(see Eq. (9)) is able to witness any non-Markovian evolution.

The computation required to evaluate the measures of non-
Markovianity N¥ can be significantly demanding. We con-
sider interesting the possibility to formulate simplified ver-
sions of these measures (e.g, that require a simplified com-
putation, are specialized to measure evolutions with particular
properties).
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Equivalence between non-Markovian dynamics and correlation backflows: Supplemental Material

Monotonic behavior of C% under local operations

We consider a general bipartite finite-dimensional quantum system with Hilbert space Hyp = H4 ® Hp. Therefore, the states
that we consider are pap € S(Hyp). We consider a generic finite probability distribution £ = { pitl_, and we prove that Cf is
monotone under local operations of the form Ay ® Iy and 14 ® Ag on pap, where Ay (Ap) is a CPTP map on A (B) and I4 (Ip) is
the identity map on S(Hy) (S(Hp)).

In order to show the effect of the application of a local operation of the form A4 ® Ig on Cf(pAB), we look at Hf_;(pA B) in
a different way. Each element of this collection is a P-POVM for pyp, i.e., they generate output ensembles where the output
probability distribution is # = {p;};. In fact, we can consider Cf(pA p) as the maximization over all the possible output ensembles
with output probability distribution # that we can generate measuring the subsystem A of p4p.

The effect of the first local operation that we consider is: pap = Aa ® I (0ap) = 2k (Ex ® 1) pap (Ex ® 15", where {Er}i 1
a set of Kraus operators that corresponds to A4. Now we analyze the relation between Hf;(p,q g) and Hf([)A g). Given a P-POVM
for Pap, i.e., {Pa;}i € Hf(ﬁAB), the probabilities and the states of the output ensemble & (Gap, {Pai}i) are Tr[fapPa,; ® 1p] = p;
and pp; = Tra [PapPa,; ® 1g] /pi;. Now we write the i-th element of the output probability distribution that we obtain applying
{Pa;}i on pag, namely p; = Tr[As ® Ig (0ag) Pa; ® 15], as follows

=Tr

Tr Z(Ek ® 1p)oas(E} ® 15)Ps; ® 1
%

PAB Z(Ez ® 1p)Pai(Er ® 1p)| = Tr[papA}(Pai) ® 1] = Tr [pABf’A,,- ® ]lB] ,
%

(25)
where we have defined the operators 13A1,~ = AZ(IfA,i) = Zk(EZ®]lB)PA,,-(E~k® 1p). Similary, we can write Pp; = Tra[pasPail/pi =
TralpapPa,;l/pi. Therefore, since p; = TrlpapPa;] and pp; = TralpapPa.il/pi, if we apply {P4;}; on psp we obtain the same
P-distributed output ensemble {p;, pp,;}; that we obtain applying {Pa;}; on psp. Next we show that: {PA,,-}i = {Af1 (PA”')},' =
> EZPA,,-Ek},- , i1s a proper n-output POVM. First, the elements of {PA,[}; sum up to the identity: Zif’A,,- = i EZ Py, Er =
Sk EZ (XiPai) Ex = X Ez E;y = 1p. Moreover, we show that they are positive semi-definite operators. Indeed, for any
)4 € Ha, we have (WlaPailda = Si(WIAE]) Pai (Ed)a) = YiulaPaili)a > 0, where each element of the last sum is
non-negative because Py ; is positive semi-definite. It follows that {P,;}; is a POVM and in particular a P-POVM for p4p, i.e.,
{Pa}i € I (pap). Thus, for every P-POVM (P4} € I} (Bap) for pag, there is a P-POVM {Py4;}; € I (pap) for pap, such
that the output ensembles are identical: E(Dap, {Pa.}i) = E(pas, {Pai}i)- Hence, any P-distributed ensemble of B that can be
generated from p4p can also be obtained from p4. Therefore, we obtain the following inclusion

) 8Gas tPa) € | Eloan, (Paihi)- (26)

(P )€1 (Pag) {(Pa)i€1T; (aB)

Finally, since as we said above Cf(pA p) is the maximum guessing probability of the P-distributed output ensembles that can be
generated from p,p, from Eq. (26) we conclude that Cf(pAB) is defined as a maximization over a set that includes the set over
which maximization defines Cf([)A ). Hence, for any state psp and CPTP map A4, we obtain

C% (pag) = C% (Aa ® I (paB)) . (27)

Next we show that Cf(pAB) is monotonic under local operations of the form /4 ® Ap. We find that the collection of the
P-POVMs for pap = 14 ® Ap(oap), namely Hf(ﬁAB), coincides with Hf(pAB). In order to prove this, we apply a general
POVM (P, ;}; both on psp and psp and we show that the respective output ensembles are defined by the same probability
distribution. Indeed, being Tr[papPa;] (Tr [Is ® Ag (0ap)Pa;]) the probability for the i-th output of the POVM considered when
it is applied on pag (Oag), we have Tr[I4 ® Ap (0ap)Pai] = Tr[papPa.], where this identity uses the trace-preserving property
of the superoperator I, ® Ag. Consequently, if {Py;}; is a P-POVM for p4p, which means that Tr [papPa ;] = pi, in the same way
Tr [14 ® Ag (pap)Pa;] = pi. Hence, (P4} € I, (pag) if and only if {P4}; € I} (Bap), i.e.,

1 (pag) = T, (Bas) - (28)



Given a P-POVM {P,;}; both for psp and pap, we compare the corresponding output states
PBi = Ap(Trp [paPa; ® 18] /pi) = Ap(ps,) - (29)
From Eq. (29) and the definition of the guessing probability, it follows that

Py (pis paaki) = Py (Ipis Aslos);) - (30)

The consequence of the last relation is that for any $-distributed output ensemble ensemble that we can generate from p4p there
exists at least one P-distributed output ensemble that we can generate from psp for which the guessing probability is equal or
greater. Hence, considering the definition of c?, Egs. (28) and (30), we conclude that

C% (pag) = C% (14 ® Ag (0a)) , (31)

for any state ps5 and CPTP map Agp.

Performing P-POVMs on the probe state: the orthogonal and the parallel components

In this section we prove that, if we apply the projective P-POVM {|iXil4}; on A for pu)(t) we obtain
Py (P30, iXila}i) = A+ (1= 1) Py (Esa(0)). (32)
Moreover, for a general $-POVM on A for pw (1) different from {|iXi|4};, we have
Py (0550, (P i}i) = AP (1B 4 i) + (1 = P (51 P o (O)i) (33)

for some {pj, ;Ji and {p! 4. (D} that we define. First, we notice that the projective measurement {|iX| A}ﬁ | isa 5 POVM on A for

pif;(t) for any # and 1. We consider S(pu) (), {liXila};), namely the ensemble of B that we obtain measuring p (t) with {|£Xi]a}i:

PO iXiln)) = (P A s () ® liXilar + (1 = Vg, (34)

where pg; = pgar,; ® [+ 1Xn + 1|4». We evaluate the guessing probability of this ensemble and we obtain

Py(plip(0: liXila)) = max Z Pi Trp [ (A0s 4 (1) @ liXilar + (1 = Vs (1) @ + 1X7T + 1) P

Bzx.

= max| A > 5 Trg [orsx (0 @ iXilar Pl + (1= D) ) BTy [y (0 @+ 16 + 1 P |- (35)
B,iji i=1 i=1
We notice that, for any i = 1,...,7n, every state that belongs to the set {oga-(f) ® |iXi|a~}; is orthogonal to every state of the

set {pga (1) ® 1 + 1Xn + 1|an};. It follows that, for any i = 1,...,n, the value of Trg [0s4 () ® |iXila» Pp;] depends only on
the components of Pp; that belong to span({|iX jlz}i;j), where |i)z and | /)5 belong to the tensor product between the elements of
Mg a, 1.€., an orthonormal basis of Hs ® Hy , and {|k)a~ } _, (notice that dim(Hy~) = n + 1). Similarly, forany i = 1,...,7,

the value of Trp [pSA,’,»(t) ®|n+ 1Xn + 1|a~ PB,,] depends only on the components of Pp; that belong to span({|i’X |} ; ), Where
li"yp and | j’)p belong to the tensor product between the elements of Mg, and |n + 1)4-. We further note that no operator defined
on span({|iX jlg}i))®span({|i’ X j’|z} ) that is not positive semidefinite can be made positive semidefinite by adding something
outside span({|iX jlg}ij)®span({|i'X j’|g}i ). Therefore, we can limit the maximization in Eq. (35) to be over POVMs Pg; that
are defined on span({|iX jlz};))®span({|i’Xj’|z} ), without affecting the optimal value. Since span({|iXjlz};;) is orthogonal to
span({i"X j’|}#j ), the maximization in Eq. (35) can be divided in two independent maximizations

Pe(plp(@), (iXila}) = Amax Z P Trg [0 () @ iXilar Pi;] + (1 = ) max Z DiTrg [Py (1) @ 7+ 17 + 140 P

Bu,_ B”A_

= APy ({pj» o5 (1) ®liXilar}i) + (1 = DP({pis psar i(0) ® [+ 1X7 + 1]ar}i)



= APy (P, iXilar}) + (1 = DPo((Pys Ps ar (D)) = A+ (1 = VPy(Esa (1)), (36)

where we have used P,({p;,|iXila~};) = 1, namely the possibility to perfectly distinguish ensembles of orthonormal states,

PP, 0540 (0) ® liXilar}i) = PPy liXilar}o) and Py({Bys Ps e (8) ® 17+ 1X7 + 1an}i) = Py((Pys Ps a0 (D)) = Py(Esar(0)).

The output ensemble that we obtain applying a generic P-POVM {Pai}i on A for pifl);(t) different from {|iXi]4}; is

(p(’l) (1), {Pa.i}i)- The k-th state of this ensemble is

@ Trs [PAB(f)PAk ® ]13] ~ 1
Ppi0) = =

> ra [liXilaPa] (Aos.a (0) @ liXilar + (1 = D)pg,(1)
k

i
;||~a|

= Z —pi (]_)A’k)ii (/10'5,4/(1‘) ® |iXi|A” + (1 - /l)ﬁB,i(t)) ’ (37)

i=1 Pk
where (Pag)ii = (ilaPaxli)a > O is the i-th diagonal element of P, in the basis My = {|i)A}ﬁ Keeping in mind that Pisa
finite probability distribution and p, > O for any k, we define the parameters ej = (Pax)iip;/pr = 0. Since pu) (¢) and the states

Aos (1) ® |iXila» + (1 = A)pp(¢) are trace one operators for any i = 1,...,7n , we conclude that 3’; e; = 1 for anyk=1,...,n.
Therefore, {e,-k}iﬁ=l is an n-element probability distribution for any value of k=1,...,n. We write:

n

Po®) = > e (A5 (1) @ liXilar + (1= Vg (1)) = AZ eixors (1) ® liXilar + (1 = ) Z ewbp(t) = A, () + (1 = Doy (0,
i=1

(33)
where we have used the definitions
n
o) = Tsa (1) ® (Z eik|iXi|A”J = 054 (1) ® Py s (39)
i=1
i
a"}_!;’k(t) = {Z ek ﬁSA’,i(t)] ®n+ 1Xn + 1y = pgA,,k(t) Qn+ 1Xn + 1. (40)
i=1

Each state p+, Ak (ps " k(t)) is a convex combination of the states {|iXi] A/,} (o5 A/ ,(t)} ,) that does not depend on A but depends
on the P-POVM {P4i}i chosen. From Eq. (38) it follows that, if we con51der a generic P-POVM {Py,}i for p(l) (1), we obtain

EQHD.APA}) = (P ATh (1) + (1 = Doy (O (41)
and therefore, similarly to Eq. (36), now we can write
Po(pa(D).APa}Y) = APg({By pin 1) + (1 = DP((Bis g 4 (D)) - (42)
Analysis of case (A)

Let assume that for some a € [0, 1) we have that {P(”)}~ = {|iXila};, i.e., this projective measurement is one of the optimal P-

POVM that accomplishes the maximization for C ¢’(p(“) (1)), and that for some 8 > « instead we have that {|iXi|4}; is not optimal.
In this section we show that these two assumptions are incompatible and lead to a contradiction. The first condition implies that,
when A = «a the optimal $-POVM that provides the greatest value of Pg(p (‘r) {Pai}i)is {P(“)} {liXi|4}; and therefore

@+ (1 = Q)P (Esa (1) = aPo(E*P) + (1 — a)P,(EP)),

(1= P& P)) + (1 - @) (Po(Esa (1) — Po(E)) 2 0, (43)

where we also considered the cases where {P(’B)} is optimal both for 4 = @ and A = 8. On the other hand, for 4 = 5 > @ we have
that {|iXi|4}; is not an optimal P-POVM for the maximization needed for CP(p (1) and

BP(E ) + (1 = PIP(EP) > B+ (1 = B)Py(Esa (7)), (44)



which can be written as
B(P(EP) = 1 + Py(Esa (1)) = Po(E1P)) > Py(Esa (1) = Po(E'P), (45)
and therefore, subtracting the quantity « (Pg(S“B)) ~ 1+ Py(Esar(7)) - Pg(SH(ﬁ))) from each side of inequality (45), we obtain
(B~ @) (P& ) ~ 1+ PyEsa (1) = Py€?)) > a (1 = Py8*P)) + (1 = @) (Py(@sa(0) = P& . (46)

If inequality (44) holds, then Py(E1®) > P,(Es 4 (7). Therefore, Py(Esa (1)) — Po(E1®)) < 0 and we conclude that the left-hand
side of inequality (46) is negative. The right-hand side of the same inequality is instead non-negative for inequality (43). This
contradiction shows that if for some value of the parameter A the orthogonal measurement {|iXi|4}; maximizes Pg(pxg(‘r), {Pai}i)s
then it is also the case for any greater value of A. In conclusion, if one of the optimal measurement is {|iXi|4}; for 4 = @, the same
is true for any S8 € [a, 1).

Study of the limit 2 — 1 in case (B)

First, we notice that the set of P-POVM:s on A for pu) (1) is a set that does not depend on A and ¢. Indeed, we use the notation
HP Hp(pw ).

Now we prove that the only optimal P-POVM for Cp(p(l) (1)) is the projective measurement {|iXi|4};. In the case of an optimal
{Pai)i € HP for p(l) (1) we obtain the output ensemble (see Eq. (39))

EQHD, (Paik) = (P osa (@ ® D ejil iKjlarki (47)

j

where Zj eji = 1 for any i =1,...,n. Since P (p(])(T) {liXila};) = 1, an optimal P-POVM different from {liXi|a}; must provide
an output ensemble 8(p (T) {PA,} ) of orthogonal states. Given the identity Pg(S(p(l)(T) {Pai}i) = Pg({pi 2 €jil jiXjlar i), we
have to check if, for some ¢;;, the ensemble {p;, 3 ; j€jiliXjlar}i can be an orthogonal ensemble of states different from {p; [iXil4~ };.
Each state Pﬁ",i = Y.jejiljXjla~ is defined as a convex combination of the states {[iXi|a~};. Two such states are orthogonal only if
the respective convex combinations do not have any element |iXi|4» in common. Therefore, the only way to have 7 orthogonal
output states is if for each i the state is of the form pﬁ, .= |jXjla» for some j = j(i) exclusively assigned to i. Thus, each P4 ; has
only one nonzero diagonal element (P, ;);; = <]|APA,|]>A Since }; P4; = 14 this is only possible if {P4;}; = {[iXila};-

We proved that {[iXil4}; € H(P is the only optimal P-POVM for the evaluation of Cp(p(l)(r)) Therefore, for any P-POVM

{Pa;}i # {liXila}; we have that P, (1)(‘1') {Pa,;}i) < 1. We notice that the set HP is closed and bounded, i.e., it is compact.
Indeed, it is a subset of B(HH,) that is defined through linear constraints involving identities and relations of semi-positivity. The
guessing probability Pg(p ( (T) {P4,};) is a continuous function on this compact set of P-POVMs.

We now show that Pg(pw (1), {Pa,;};) is Lipschitz continuous in A. In other words we construct a bound on the change of the
guessing probability for a given change in A. To do so we first show that Pg(04p, {P4,};) is Lipschitz continuous on the set of
states. Consider P,(oag, {Pa,}i) as a function of pp. We consider a pair p/k B pi 5 and observe that

max > Tr[Pa;® P ipjy] = max Z Tr[Pa; ® Ppi(plp + (0hg — Pap)]

{Ppi}i - Ppili
< max Z Tr(Pa; ® Pripiy] + max Z Tr[Pa; ® Ppiphs — Php)). (48)

Let A be a diagonal matrix such that A = U (pi B pi U T for a unitary U. Let A, and A_ be the two diagonal positive semidefinite
matrices such that A = A, — A_. Note that U'A, U and UTA_U are positive semidefinite. This implies

maxZTr [Pa;® Ppiplys — pap)] = maxZTr[PA,®PB,UT(A+ — A)U]

{Pg,}i - Pp}i
< maxz Tr[Pa; ® Pg(UTA U] + maxz Tr[Pa; ® Py (UTA_U)]. (49)
{Pg,)i - Pg )i -

Since POVM elements are positive semidefinite Tr[P4;® Pp j(U TALU)]is positive for each pair P, ;, Pp j. Therefore Tr[}}; Pa;®
Ppi(UTALU) < TH[Y,; Pa; ® 2 PB,j(UTAJrU)] = Tr[UTA, U] = Tr[A,]. Likewise ¥; Tr[Pa,; ® Pp;(UTA_U)] < Tr[A_]. Thus,

max Z Tr{Pas ® Prilps —Pap)) < TrAL +A] = ok — O3l (50)
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Considering Egs. (48) and (50) we can now conclude that

Py(ppp:APait) = Po(pap- 1Pai}) < lloss — Paglh- (51)
By exchanging the 1 and 2 in the above derivation we obtain

Py(pap:APaik) = Po(php- {Pai}) < lloss — Paglh- (52)
Thus

Pe(phg: {Pait) = Po(pap- A{Pait)l < llohg — P31 (53)

Note that this bound is independent of {P;};. Thus we see that P,(oap, {P4,};) is Lipschitz continuous on the set of states. Next
we consider the pair p(ﬂ l)(T) p(h)(r) and note that the trace norm IIp(/l 1)(‘1') p%)(r)lll = 2|4y — A3|. Therefore,

1Py (02 (1), {Pai}i) = Po(p\2 (1), {Pa i)l < 2141 = Aal. (54)

Thus we see that P, 1(4/1[)3(‘1'), {P4};) is Lipschitz continuous in A.

We next consider how the set of optimal P-POVMs converges to {|iXi|s}; as 4 — 1 using jhe bound in Eq. (54). Consider
a semi-open neighbourhood O; of the projective P-POVM {liXila}; such that the set S| = — 0; of P-POVMs not in O is

closed. Since the set S is closed and bounded and P, (l)(‘r) {P4,};) is a continuous functlon on H’D there exists a maximum
value m; < 1 of Py(p\3(1),{Pa,};) on S1, ie., my = maxp, ,yes, Po(0\ (7). {Pas})) < 1. Then, due to Eq. (54), for € > 0 and
A =1 — € it holds that Pg(pXB E)(T), {Pa;}i) < m; +2eo0nS; and the maximum value of Pg(p;l;)(r), {P4,};) on O is larger or
equal to 1 — 2¢. There exists a sufficiently small €| > 0 such that 1 —2¢; = m; + 2¢;. For all € < ¢ the set of optimal P-POVMs
belongs to O;.

We next consider a sequence of semi-open sets O; which all contain {|iXi|4}; and are such that O;;; C O;. There is a correspond-
ing sequence of closed sets §; = H — O; and non-decreasing sequence of maximal values m; < 1 of P (p(l)(‘r) {P4;};)onS;. For
each m; there is an ¢ such that for all € < ¢; the optimal P- POVMs, namely the P-POVMs that maximize Pg(p;lB E)(T), {Pai}D),
belong to O;. The sequence of ¢ is non-increasing since the sequence of m; is non-decreasing.

Let us consider a distance measure d(-,-) on B(H,) and define a sequence O(5;) of semi-open sets as the P-POVMs {Pa}i
such that d(Py, liXila) < ¢; forany i = 1, ..., n, for a strictly decreasing sequence 6;.1 < ¢; where §; = 0 as i — oo.

Then from the above argument we can conclude that, for any 6 > 0 there exists a value A5 € (0, 1) such that, if 1 € (4, 1), any
optimal $-POVM {Pu)} for this A is such that d(Ple, liXila) <o foranyi=1,..,n

Next we show that P (4B, {Pa,i}i) is Lipschitz continuous as a function of {PA ,}, In other words, we construct a bound on
the change of the guessing probability proportlonal to a distance measure quantifying the change of the POVM {P,;};, valid for
any pap € S(H, ® Hp). We select a pair {P A l},, {P2 }i and observe that

maxZTr[PA,caPB,pAB] maxZTr[PA,®PB,pAB+(PA, P3)® Ppipas]

{Ppi}i —= Ppi}i
< max Z Tr[PA, ® Ppipapl + max Z Tr[(Pl“ Pi’i) ® Pgipasl. (55)
Bx i i BI i i

Let A; be a diagonal matrix such that A; = U,~(P/1U - P/ZA‘IA)UiT for a unitary U;. Let A;; and A;_ be the two diagonal positive
semidefinite matrices such that A; = A;; — A;_. Note that U TAH Ui and U, T A;_U; are positive semidefinite. This implies

max > Til(Py,; = P) ® Pijpas] = max Z Tr{U] (Aix — Ai-)U;  Pp ipas)

{Pp,i}i ; Pgi}i
< max Z Tr[U] (Ais)U; ® Ppipas] + max Z Te[U] (Ai-)U; ® Pgipas). (56)
Bl i S B:z "

Since POVM elements are positive semidefinite Tr[Uj(AH)U,- ® Pp;pap] is positive for each Pp ;. Therefore Tr[Uf(A,-Jr)U,- ®
Pgipas] < Tr{U] (A)U; ® ¥ Py jpas] = Tr{U] (Ai)U; ® 1ppas). Likewise Tr{U; (Ai-)U; ® Ppipa) < Tr[U; (Ai-)U; ® 1ppas].
Using this we find that

max Z Tr{(P},; — P3,) ® Pyipas] < Z Tr{U] (As + Ai)U; ® Lppap]

< > TU (Ais + AU @ 1] = (1 + 1§ Y TrlAw, + A ] = G+ Dd3 D" IPy, = Pl

(57)
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where we used that Tr[1g] = (n + l)d_% and for the second inequality we have used Von Neumann’s trace inequality and that the
largest eigenvalue of p4p is smaller or equal to 1. By combining Eq. (55) and Eq. (57) we can now conclude that

Py(pas: (P 1) = Pe(pan, (PA )) < 1+ 1)d§ Y IIPY, = Pl (58)

By exchanging the {P}‘ }i and {Pf‘,i}i in the above derivation we obtain

i
,

Py(pas (P51 = P(pag, Py 1) < G+ 1Dd§ > 1IPY, = P4l (59)

Therefore

IPe(pas, (P 4) = Polpas, (P 101 < G+ D)3 D" IPL, = Pl (60)

Thus we have shown that P,(pap, {Pa,};) is Lipschitz continuous as a function of {P,;}; for any pap € S(Ha ® Hp).

We now study the guessing probability of the ensemble that we obtain applying {Py4;}; € Hf on pﬁf;(t) given by

Py (P53 APa}i) = AP, (P10 i) + (1 = DP (P 08 40 D)) - 1)

We consider Eq. (61) when an optimal {P%?}i is chosen. We define the corresponding ensembles that appear in this expression
EUPY) = (D o3 b and AP = (P p§ 40 (D), s0 that

P (0530 (PL) = AP(E-UP{)) + (1 = DP(E (P . (62)

The ensembles SL({PXE?}I-) and 8”({PX3},-) are functions on the set of optimal P-POVMs {Pﬁf}}i for a given A. Thus the image of
the function Pg(SL({PXE},-)) over the set of optimal P-POVMs {PXB}I- for a given A, denoted Im(Pi,A)(SL)) = {Pg(SL({ng}i)) :
{Pﬁfj}i is optimal}, is a subset of the interval [0, 1], i.e., Im(P(g/l)(SL)) c [0, 1]. Likewise, the function PAS”({PX?},-)) takes values
in a set Im(Pi,ﬂ)(S”)) c [0, 1] for a given A.

Using Eq. (60) we can now construct bounds on Im(Png)(SL)) and Im(PEgA)(S”)) for a given A. First, based on the above
argument we make the following observation: for any 17 > 0 there exists a value 4,, € (0, 1) such that, if A € (4, 1), any optimal

P-POVM {Pi{l;}i for this A is such that ||P5@ — |iXilalli < nforany i = 1,...,n. Thus, by Eq. (60) the values in the image of

Po(E-({P{)}) for A € (4, 1) differ from Py(&*({liXil4};)) = 1 by less than n(m+ 1)d3n, i.e., [P(E* (P }) — 1] < (m+1)d3n for
all optimal {P{}; : 1 € (1, 1) . Likewise, the values in the range of Py(8I({P{ },)) for A € (4,, 1) differ from Py(El({liXila}) =
Py(Esa (7)) by less than (i + 1)d3n, i.e.., IPy(EI({P{ ) — Po(Esa ()| < i + 1)d2n for all optimal {P{)}; : A € (4,, 1). Using
this we can state the following

¥6 >0, 35> 01 Po(E'UPYN)) = Po(Esar (1) <6, VP A€ (A5, 1) (63)

Lipschitz continuity of C¥ on the set of states

Consider a POVM {P,4;}; and two states pap and pap. Let p; = Tr[P4pap] and p; = Tr[P4,pap]. Let A be a diagonal matrix
such that A = U(pap — pap)U" for a unitary U. Let A, and A_ be the two diagonal positive semidefinite matrices such that
A=A, —A_. Note that UTA,U and UTA_U are positive semidefinite. Then

pi— pi = TtlPai(Pag — pap)] = Tt[Pa (UTALU — UTA_U)] < Tt[Pa,UTAL U] + Tr[ P, U A_U]J (64)

Since POVM elements are positive semidefinite Tr[Py, jUTAJrU] is positive for each P4 ;. Therefore Tr[PA,iUTAJrU] <
Tr[Y; Pa;UTALU] = Tr[UTA U] = Tr[A,]. Likewise Tr[P(UA_U)] < Tr[A_]. Thus,

Tr[Pa;U AUl + Te[Pa,UTA_UT < Tr[Ay + A1 = [1pas — paslh- (65)
It follows that

Di — pi < oA — paslli (66)
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By exchanging p; and p; in the above derivation we obtain

pi = Pi < 11Pas — paslli- (67)
From this we can conclude that

|pi — pil <11PaB — paslli- (68)

Assume now that {Py4;}; is a P-POVM for p4p but not necessarily for p45. We can create a P-POVM for psp from {Py,};i
in the following way. If p; — p; > 0 we subtract (1 — p;/p;)P4; from P4; to create a new element PAJ = pi/piPa,;. Let
P, = Yiciiny(1 = pi/ pi)Pa,; where the {i+} is the set of all i such that p; — p; > 0 and let p, = Tr[P,pap]l = Xiciy i — pi- If
pi— pi <0weadd (p; — p;)/(pr)P, to Ps, to create a new element Pa; = Pa; + (pi — pi)/(pr)Pr.

Next consider the trace distance between {PA,,»},- and {Py };.

5 4 — D
SWBai=Padh = 3 [P ipast + Z PPy =
i

lE{l+l i¢{i+) Pr ieli+)
where we used that ;4. pi — Pi = pr. Since each P, is positive semidefinite with all eigenvalues less or equal to 1 it follows
that [|P4ll1 < na where ny = dim(Hy). Moreover, |[P,|l = || Xieir)(1 = pi/ pPailli < Zieivy 11 — pil PilllPailli- Therefore,

PELNEED) PPl e < 20 Y,

iefi+) iefi+}

u‘ 1Pl + 1P, 69)

(70)

ﬁi_Pi’

i

We further note that p; > p; for i € {i+} and thus if p,,;, = min; p; we have that p; > p,.;, for i € {i+}. It follows that
|(Bi — )/ Pil < |(Pi — pi)/ Pmin| for i € {i+}. Hence,

Z 1Pa;— Paill <
f

where |P| is the number of elements of  and we have used Eq. (68). Thus if {P,}; is a P-POVM for psp the minimum trace
distance between {P,4;}; and a P-POVM for psp is upper bounded by 2n4|P|l[oas — paslli/Pmin- By an analogous argument if
{PAJ'}[ is aP-POVM for g4 the minimum trace distance between {IBA,i}i and a P-POVM for p4p is upper bounded by 274 |P||[5a5—
0aBll1/ Pmin

We now recall Eq. (53) and Eq. (60) from Appendix showing that the guessing probability P,(oag,{Pa,};) is Lipschitz
continuous on the set of states for a fixed {Py };

2n nalP|
Z |pi — pil < 4 Z I6aB — paslli < 1648 — pasll1, (71)

min ’11"’[

min iefi+} i€fi+}

[Pg(Pars {Pa,iti) — Pg(pap{Pai}d) < 11Pas — paslls (72)

and Lipschitz continuous on the set of POVMs for a fixed pap

IPg(0ap, {Pai}) — Pe(pan, {Pai}i)l < np Z I1Pa; — Palli, (73)

where np = dim(Hp).

We are now ready to show Lipschitz continuity of Cf on the set of states. When psp changes to g4 the minimum trace
distance between any P-POVM for pap and a P-POVM for pap is upper bounded by 2n4|P|||oas — paslli/Pmin- From this and
Eq. (73) follows that the difference between the maximum of P,(og, {P4,};) evaluated on the set HAP(,[)A ) of P-POVMs for pap
and the maximum of P,(psp,{P4,};) evaluated on the set Hf(pAB) of P-POVMs for psp is upper bounded by 2nnp|P|||oas —
PaBlli/ Pmin. Moreover, by Eq. (72) the difference between Pg(0ap, {Pa,i}i) and Pg(Pap, {Pa,}i) for any given {Py;}; in the union
1% (pag) U IT% (Bap) of the set of P-POVMs for pap and the set of P-POVMs for pap is upper bounded by [|pas — paglli. In
conclusion the change of Cf when p4p changes to p4p is upper bounded by (1 + 2nang|P|/ pmin)llPas — paslli » i-e.,

2nang|P

IC% (Ban) — Ch(pan)l < (1 )npAB paslli, (74)

pmm

Thus Cf is Lipschitz continuous on the set of states.

Using Eq. (74) we can make some observations about the robustness of correlation backflows. If we have a backflow in
the interval [7,7 + At] for an initial state psp(t), i.e., Cf;(pAB(T + AT)) — Cf(pAB(T)) > 0, any state p/, , such that [|p’,5 —
PaB(T + DI < Puin/ (Pmin + 21angPDICY (pas(t + AT)) — Ch (pap(1))| satisfies CF (0 5) — C(pap(r)) > 0. Likewise, if
Ch(pap(t+A1)=C (pap(1)) > O any state py, such that o s g=pas(Olli < Ponin/ (Pmin + 2nan5IPDICY (Pap(T+AT)=CY (0a5(D))]
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satisfies C% (oap(t + A1) = C% (0 5) > 0. Moreover, if C¥ (pap(t + A1) — C¥ (pap(7)) > 0 any pair of states p/, , and p’; , such that
1 45 —PaBT+ DD +0” 45 =PasOl < Puin) Pin + 21anslPDICT (pa5(r+AT) = C (pap(r))| satisfies C5 (0, )~ Ch (plf) > 0.

Thus a backflow can be seen also for evolution of a perturbed initial state psp(fy) + y where y is traceless Hermitian if
IA(T + AT, 1) ® 1001 + 1A(T, 70) ® 10Nt < Pmin/ (Pmin + 2n4n5PDICK (pap(T + AT)) — CF(pap(T))|. Since A(t, o) is CPTP
for every ¢ it holds that ||A(T + AT, 79) ® 1g(x)|| < |lyll and ||A(T, ) @ Lg(x)|| < |ly¥ll. Thus there is a neighbourhood of p45(%)
such that all states in this neighbourhood show a backflow in the interval [7, 7 + A7] and it includes all states p45(fo) + y such
that 2||xlli < pmin/(Pmin + 2nAnB|$DI)ICf(pAB(T + A7) — Cf(pAB(‘r))l. Hence, this neighbourhood has the same dimension as
S(?‘{A ® 7‘(3)

Comments on the Non-Markovianity measure: the case of non-differentiable Cf(p,,s a (D)

Here we discuss the non-Markovianity measure introduced in Eq. (24) and how it can be extended to work for almost
everywhere differentiable Cf(pAS A(1)). We also comment on how one may construct measures of non-Markovianity based on
Cf(pAS (2)) using finite differences.

First we consider the case where Cf:(pAs (7)) is differentiable. Consider the non-Markovianity measure introduced in Eq.
(24) and let [1;, 1] be a closed time interval for which it holds that %Cf(pAs () > 0. In Eq. (24) the type of integration used is
not specified, but if the Henstock-Kurzweil integral is used it holds that

153 d
f d—tCZiwm(r))dr = Ch(pasa (1) — CH(pasa (1)), (75)

n

if Cf(pAs 4(1)) is differentiable in [7;, #;]. If the Riemann or Lebesgue integral is used there would be the additional requirement
that %Cf(pA sA-(?)) is Riemann or Lebesgue integrable, respectively.

Next we consider the case where Cf(pAS (1)) is almost everywhere differentiable, i.e. Cf(pAS A (2)) is non-differentiable for
at most a countable set of times #;. At the times where Cf(pAS 4 (1)) fails to be differentiable, it is either non-differentiable but
continuous or has a discontinuity. Since Cf(pA s4/(?)) is a continuous function on the set of states it has a discontinuity only if the
evolution of psg4/(¢) is discontinuous. To deal with these points of non-differentiability we can define a function (%Cf(pAs a (D))"
that is equal to %Cf(pAs 4 (1)) for all ¢t for which Cf;(pAS A(?)) is differentiable, and is equal to zero otherwise. If we use the
Henstock-Kurzweil integral in the definition of the measure N ({A; (¢, #y)},) it is insensitive to how we define %Cf(pA sa ()" in
the countable set of #; where Cf(pAS (1)) is not differentiable. Thus we can define the measure

d
NP ({(As (8, 10)}) = Supﬁ £

Chlpasa @) dr+ D AL, (76)
pasar(10) J 4 Ch (pasar (1)*>0 dt 1
where A, (;) is the value of a discontinuous increase of Cf(pAS A(?)) at a time #;. This definition reduces to that of Eq. (24) when
C¥(pasa (1) is differentiable.

For the case when Cf;(pA s4-(?)) is not almost everywhere differentiable the measure in Eq. (76) is not well defined. In this case
one can resort to finite difference methods to estimate the amount of non-Markovianity in a given interval. A simple measure of
this kind is

NieAs @ 1)}) = sup {0, Cx(pasa (7)) = Ch(pasa (1)), (7

pasar(f0),1i<ty

where 7; and #; and belong to the interval of interest. We know that if the evolution is non-Markovian there always exists at least
one P, some ancillas A and A’, an initial state pasa- (o) and a pair of times #; and ¢, such that Cf(pASAr(tf)) - Cf(pASA/(t;)) >0
(See Theorem 1). Therefore, N]Z)inite({AS (t,19)},) > 0 if and only if the evolution {Ag (¢, tp)}; is non-Markovian.

(
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