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Abstract

We consider three types of entities for quantum measurements. In
order of generality, these types are: observables, instruments and mea-
surement models. If o and 8 are entities, we define what it means for
« to be a part of 5. This relationship is essentially equivalent to «
being a function of # and in this case 5 can be employed to measure
«. We then use the concept to define coexistence of entities and study
its properties. A crucial role is played by a map @ which takes an
entity of a certain type to one of lower type. For example, if Z is an
instrument, then 7 is the unique observable measured by Z. Compos-
ite systems are discussed next. These are constructed by taking the
tensor product of the Hilbert spaces of the systems being combined.
Composites of the three types of measurements and their parts are
studied. Reductions of types to their local components are discussed.
We also consider sequential products of measurements. Specific ex-
amples of Liiders, Kraus and trivial instruments are used to illustrate
various concepts. We only consider finite-dimensional systems in this
article.
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1 Introduction

Two important operations on quantum systems are the formations of parts
and composites. In a rough sense, these operations are opposites to each
other. The parts of a measurement a are smaller components of « in the
sense that they can be simultaneously measured by a. A composite system
is a combination of two or more other systems. This combination is formed
using the tensor product H = H; ® Hy where H; and Hs are the Hilbert
spaces describing two subsystems. The composite system contains more
information than the individual systems because H describes how H; and
H> interact. We can reduce measurements on H to simpler ones on H; and
H but information is lost in the process.

Section 2 presents the basic definitions that are needed in the sequel.
Three types of quantum measurements are considered. In order of generality,
these types are: observables, instruments and measurement models. At
the basic level is an observable A which is a measurement whose outcome
probabilities tr (pA,) are determined by the state p of the system. At the
next level is an instrument Z. We think of Z as an apparatus that can be
employed to measure an observable 7. Although 7 is unique, there are many
instruments that can be used to measure an observable. Moreover, Z gives
more information than Z because, depending on the outcome x, Z updates
the input state p to the output state Z,(p)/tr (pZ,). At the highest level
is a measurement model M that measures a unique instrument M. Again,
there are many measurement models that measure an instrument and M
contains more detailed information. For conciseness, we call these types of
instruments entities. We should mention that all the quantum systems in
this article are assumed to be finite-dimensional.

Section 3 considers system parts. If o and [ are entities, we define what
it means for « to be a part of S and when this is the case, we write o — 3.
If a - 8 and 8 — «, we say that o and § are equivalent. We show that
o — (B implies @ — 3 and that — is a partial order to within equivalence.
The relation o — [ is the same as « being a function of 3 or 3 and in
this case, § can be employed to measure . We then use this concept to
define coexistence of entities and study its properties. We show that joint
measurability is equivalent to coexistence. We then introduce sequential
products of observables and use this concept to illustrate parts of entities.



Section 4 discusses composite systems. These are constructed by taking
the tensor product H = H1 ® Hy where Hy, Hy are the Hilbert spaces of the
systems being combined. Composites of the three types of measurements
and parts of these composites are studied. Reductions of types into their
local components are discussed. Specific examples of Liiders, Kraus and
trivial instruments are employed to illustrate various concepts.

2 Basic Definitions

This section discusses the basic concepts and definitions that are needed in
the sequel. Since these ideas are well developed in the literature [1, 2] [8]
11], 14], we shall proceed quickly and leave details and motivation to the
reader’s discretion. In this article we shall only consider finite-dimensional
complex Hilbert spaces H. Let £L(H) be the set of linear operators on H.
For S,T € L(H) we write S < T if (¢, S¢) < (¢, T¢) for all p € H. We
define the set of effects by

EH)={ac€ L(H):0<a<1}

where 0,1 are the zero and identity operators, respectively. Effects corre-
spond to yes-no measurements and when the result of measuring a is yes, we
say that a occurs. The complement of a € E(H) is a’ =1 — a and @’ occurs
if and only if a does not occur. A one-dimensional projection Py = |¢)(¢|,
where ||¢|| =1 is an effect called an atom. We call p € E(H) a partial state
if tr (p) <1 and p is a state if tr (p) = 1. We denote the set of partial states
by S,(H) and the set of states by S(H). If p € S(H), a € E(H), we call
P,(a) = tr(pa) the probability that a occurs in the state p [1I, 8, 14]. For
a,b € E(H), their sequential product is the effect a o b = a/2bal/? where
a'/? is the unique square root of a [3, 14, B5]. We interpret a o b as the effect
that results from first measuring a and then measuring b. We also call aob
the effect b conditioned on the effect a and write (b |a) = aob.

Let Q4 be a finite set. A (finite) observable with outcome-space €4 is a

subset
A={A,:z€Qy} CEH)

satisfying > A, = 1. We denote the set of observables on H by O(H). If
€N
B = {By: y € Qp} is another observable, we define the sequential product



Ao B e O(H) [5, 16, [7] to be the observable with outcome-space Q4 x Qp
given by
Ao B ={A;0By: (z,y) € Q4 x Qp}

We also define the observable B conditioned by A as
(B|A)={(B|A)y:yecQp} CEH)

where (B | A)y, = Y (AyoBy). If A € O(H) we define the effect-valued

€N

measure (or POVM) X — Ax from 294 to £(H) by Ax = Y A, and we
zeX
also call X — Ax an observable [5,8,[14]. Moreover, we have the observables

(4oB)a= 3 (A,0B,)
(z,y)eA

and

(Bl A)y = > (A;0By)
TEN A
If p € S(H) and A € O(H), the probability that A has an outcome in
X C Q4 when the system is in state p is P,(Ax) = tr (pAx). Notice that
X — P,(Ax) is a probability measure on Q4. We call

Pp(AX then By) = tr [p(A o B)Xxy]

the joint probability of Ax then By [5l 6] [7].
An operation is a completely positive map A: S,(H) — Sp)(H) [1,18, [14].
Any operation has a Kraus decomposition

Alp) =Y SipS;
=1

n

where S; € L(H) with ) SFS; < 1. An operation A is a channel if A(p) €
i=1

S(H) for all p € S(H). In this case ) S’S; = 1 and we denote the set of

1=1
channels on H by C(H). Notice that if a € E(H), then p— (p|a) =aop

is an operation and if A € O(H), then p — (p | A) = > (Ayop)is a
TEN



channel. For a finite set 7, a (finite) instrument with outcome-space Q0

is a set of operations Z = {Z,: x € Qz} satisfying Cz = > Z, € C(H)
z€QT
[1, 8, 14l 15]. Defining Zx = > Z, for X C Qr, we see that X — Zx is an
reX
operation-valued measure on H that we also call an instrument. We denote

the set of instruments on H by In (H). We say that Z € In (H) measures
AeO(H) if Q4 = Q7 and

Po(Ax) = tr [Zx(p)] (2.1)

for every p € S(H), X C Q4. There is a unique A € O(H) that Z measures
and we write A = Z [1, 8, [I5]. For Z,J € In(H), we define the product
instrument with outcome space 27 x Q7 by

(I © j)(x,y) (p) = jy [Ix(p)]

for every p € S(H). We also define the conditioned instrument with outcome-
space 7 by
(T D)y =Y (Z0T)ay) = Ty [Cx(p)]
zeQr

We conclude that

Zodalp)= D, Ty(Zs(p)

(z,y)EA

for all A C Q7 x Q7 and

(T Dy = Ty (Cz(p))

yey

forall Y C Q7 [5 6 [7].

A finite measurement model (MM) is a 5-tuple M = (H,K,n,v, F)
where H, K are finite-dimensional Hilbert spaces called the base and probe
systems, respectively, n € S(K) is an initial probe state, v € C(H ® K) is a
channel describing the measurement interaction between the base and probe
systems and F' € O(K) is the probe (or meter) observable [1, 8, 9], We say
that M measures the model instrument M € In (H) where M is the unique
instrument satisfying

—

Mx(p) =trk [v(p@n)(I ® Fx)] (2.2)



forall p e S(H), X C Qp. In 22]), tr i is the partial trace over K [8] [14].
We also say that M measures the model observable M.

We thus have three levels of abstraction. At the basic level is an observ-
able A which is a measurement whose outcome probabilities tr (pA,) are
determined by the state p of the system. At the next level is an instrument
Z. We think of 7 as an apparatus that can be employed to measure an
observable 7. Although 7 is unique, there are many instruments that can
be used to measure an observable. Moreover, Z gives more information than
7 because, depending on the outcome z (or event X ), Z updates the input
state p to the output partial state Z,(p) (or Zx(p)). At the highest level is a
measurement model M that measures a unique model instrument M and a
unique model observable M. Again, there are many M Ms that measure
any instrument or observable and M contains more detailed information on
how the measurement is performed.

3 System Parts

We begin by discussing parts of systems at the three levels considered in
Section 2. We then show how parts can be used to define coexistence at these
levels and even between levels. We also show that coexistence is equivalent
to simultaneous measurability.

An element at one of the three levels discussed in Section 2 is called an
entity. The three levels are said to be the types 1, 2 and 3, respectively. The
concept of an entity being part of another entity was originally introduced
in [9,10]. If A, B € O(H), we say that A is part of B (and write A — B) if
there exists a surjection f: 05 — Q4 such that A, = By-1(,) for all z € Q4.
We then write A = f(B). It follows that Ay = By-1(x) for all X € Q4 and
that

Ax =Y {B,: f(y) € X} (3.1)
If Z,7 € In(H), we say that Z is part of J (and write Z — J) if there
exists a surjection f: 07 — Qf such that Z, = Jy-1(,) for all x € Q7. We
then write Z = f(J) and an equation analogous to (3.II) holds. For M Ms
My = (H,K,n,v,F1) and My = (H, K,n,v, F5) we say that My is part of
My (and write M; — My) if F} — F,. It follows that F} = f(F) and we
write M; = f(Ma3). We can also define “part of” for entities of different
types. An observable A € O(H) is part of T € In(H) (written A — Z) if



A — T and A is part of M (written A — M) if A — M which is equivalent
to A — M” . Finally, we say that Z is part of M (written Z — M) if
7 — M. Two entities o and B are equivalent (written o = () if @« — (3 and
8 — «a. It is easy to check that 2 is an equivalence relation and that o = 3 if
and only if « = f(fB) for f a bijection. Our first result summarizes properties
possessed by “part of”. Some of these properties have been verified in [10],
but we give the full proof for completeness.

Theorem 3.1. (a) If o, are of types 2 or 8 and o« — 3, then @ — B
(b) F(T) = f(T)" and f(M) = F(M)". (c) If o, B,y are of the same type
and o = g(B), B = f(v), then a = (g o f)(). (d) The relation — is a
partial order to within equivalence. (e) If a and 8 are of different types and
a — B, then a = 31 where 51 — [.

Proof. (a) Let Z,J € In(H) with Z — J. Then there exists a surjection
f: Qg — Qg such that Z = f(J). We now show that Z = f(J ). Indeed,
for any p € S(H), x € Q7 we have that

tr (pZy) = tr [Zo(p)] = tr [Tp-100)(p)] =t [pTp-1(0)] = tr [0F(T)a]

Hence, T = f(J ) soZ — J. Let My = (H,K,n,v, F}), Mo(H, K, n,v, F»)
be M Ms where Fy = f(F3). Then for any p € S(H), x € Qp, we have that

—

Mia(p) =trg ip@n)I @ Fia)] =trx [v(p@n)I @ Fyp-1(,))]
= M\2,f*1(x) (p) = f(My)

Hence, M\l = f(./\//\lg) S0 .K/l\l — M\g. If7Z - M, then 7 — M. As before,
T MMsoT - M.

(b) This was proved in (a). (c) We prove the result for observables A, B, C
and the result for instruments and M Ms is similar. We have that A, =
By-1(y) and By = Cy-1(,). Since g: Qp — Q4 and f: Q¢ — Qp, we have
that go f: Qo — Q4. Hence,

Az = By-1(a) = Cp-1(g-1(2)) = Clgop)-1(a)

Hence, A = (g o f)(C). (d) We only need to prove that if « — (3 and
B8 — «, then a — ~. If a, 8,7y are of the same type, the a — v follows
from (c). Suppose A,B € O(H),Z € In(H) and A — B, B — Z. Then
A — B — T and these are the same type so A — 7 and hence, A — T.



Suppose A € O(H) Z,J € In(H) and A = I, T — J. Then A — T and
7 — J. By (a) we have 7 — J. Since A,f, J have the same type, A — J
and hence, A — J. Suppose that A — 7 and Z — M. Then A — 7 and
Z—+M. By (a) T - M soA—TandZ — M. Since these are the
same type, we have that A — M”"" so A — M. Similar reasoning holds for
the cases Z - J - M and T — M; — M.

(e) If A e OH), T € In(H) and A — I, then A — I so A = f(I) for
some surjection f: Q> — Q4. By (b) we have that f(Z) = f(T)" so letting
T, = f(I) we have that A = f(Z)" = Z;. Hence, Iy — I. If A — M,
then A - M. By (b), A = f(M") = [f(./\//\l)]A Letting 7 = f(M)
we have that A =Z, T —+ M — M. If T — M, then T — M. By (b)
I = f(M") = f(M)". Letting Z; = f(M), we have that Z = Z; and
Il — M. |

For an entity a, we denote its set of parts by a = {8: f — a}. We say
that a set A of entities coexist if A C a for some entity «. A coexistent set
A C @ is thought of as being simultaneously measured by «. A related con-
cept is that of joint measurability. We say that observables A’ € O(H) with

outcome sets €;, 1 = 1,2,...,n are jointly measurable with joint observable
BeOH)if Q=01 x -+ x Q, and for all x; € Q; we have
AL =Y Bl virn) T € Ry # ) (3.2)

We interpret A’ as being the ith marginal of B as in classical probability
theory [B, 16, ©]. Similar definitions can be made for joint measurability of
instruments and M Ms.

Theorem 3.2. A set of observables A' € O(H), i = 1,2,...,n is jointly
measurable if and only if the A coexist.

Proof. 1f {A;:i=1,2,...,n} are jointly measurable, there exists a joint
observable B € O(H) satisfying (3.2]). Defining f;: Qp — Q4i by

fi(l‘l,...,$i,...,$n) = T;

fori =1,2,...,n, then by (B2) we have that A% = By, for all z; € ;.

Hence, A" = fi(B), i = 1,2,...,n, so {Al} coexist. Conversely, suppose
that {Ai: 1=1,2,... ,n} coexist so there exists an observable C' € O(H)

8



such that A° € 5, 1 =1,2,...,n. We then have surjections f;: Qc — Qu,
such that A" = f;(C), i = 1,2,...,n. Define Qg = Q1 x --- x Q,, a
surjection h: Q¢ — Qp by h(y) = (fi(y), ..., fn(y)) and let B = h(C). For
i=1,2,...,n, we obtain
Ai- = C @) T Z{Cyi fily) = xi}
—Z{C Y)sos fuy) = {x1, oy} € QG # )
—Z{C’ hy) = (z1,..., 2, ..., 2n): xj € Qj,j # i}
= Z {Chil(xly"wxiy"wxn): T € Qj,j 75 Z}
= Z {h(c)(m1,...,mi,...,mn): Z; € Qj)j 7& Z}
= Z {B(x17---7xi7---71'n): Tj € thj 7& Z}
Thus, ([B.2]) holds so {A’} are jointly measurable. O

Theorem also holds for instruments and M Ms. An important prop-
erty of coexistent entities is that they have joint probability distributions
®, for all p € S(H). For example, if A, B € O(H) coexist, then A = f(C),
B = ¢(C) for some C € O(H). Then for any X C Q4, Y C Qp, the joint
probability becomes

q)p(Ax,By) =tr [pz {CZ zZ € f_l(X) ﬂg_l(Y)}] =tr [pCffl(X)ﬂgfl(Y)]

As another example, if A, B € Z, then A,B - Z so A= f(Z), B = g(I)
for surjections f,g. We then obtain

@p(Ax, By) = tr [pZ-10x00g-1r)| = 0 [Z-100m020) ()

We can continue this for many coexistent entities. Moreover, the entities do
not need to be of the same type. For instance, suppose A,Z — J where
A= f(J)and Z = g(J). Then we have that

D,(Ax,Iy) =0, [f(j)x,g(j)y] =, [jffl(X)’jgfl(Y)]
=tr [jf*l(X)ﬂgfl(Y)(p)]

For A € O(H) we define the probability distribution <I>A(X) = tr(pAx)
for all X C Qgu, p € S(H). In a similar way, if Z € In(H) we define
@%(X):tr [Zx(p)] and if M is a MM, then <I>M( ) = (X)



Lemma 3.3. If a is an entity and f: Qo — Q is a surjection, then ®/(@) =
P> o L

Proof. We give the proof for A € O(H) and the proof for other entities is
similar. For € Q4, p € S(H) we obtain

<I>£(A) =tr [pf(A)e] = tr [pAj-1(y)] =tx [ Z{A fly —x}}

=3 {tr(pAy): f(y):x}ZZ{ﬂD;‘ (v): fy) ==}
=0} [f @) =¥ o (@)

The result now follows. O
We now consider sequential products of observables.

Theorem 3.4. If A,B € O(H) and h: Qp — Q is a surjection, then A,
(B|A) and Ao h(B) are parts of Ao B.

Proof. Defining f: Q4 x Qp — Q4 by f(x,y) = = we have that

f(AoB)x:(AoB () Z{AOB yz (y,z):x}:Z(AoB)(w,z)

2€Qp
=Y AsoB.=A0l=A4,
zeQp

Thus, A = f(AoB)so A — AoB. Defining g: QuxQp — Qp by g(z,y) =y

we obtain

g(AoB)y = (A0 By = {(A0 B)usy: g(w,2) =y} =Y (Ao B)y)

€N

= Y A,0B,=(B|A),

€N

Hence, (B | A) = g(Ao B) so (B | A) — Ao B. Defining u: Q4 x Qp —
Q4 x Q by u(z,y) = (x,h(y)) we have that

[U(AOB)](gc,y) = (AOB)u Yzy) — (AOB)( “1(y)) = AxoBhfl(y)
=Ayo0 h(B)y = [A ° h(B)](m,y)
It follows that Ao h(B) = u(Ao B). Hence, Aoh(B) — Ao B. O

10



Some results analogous to Theorem [3.4] hold for other entities.

Example 1. We consider the simplest nontrivial example of a sequential
product A o B of observables. Let A = {ag, a1}, B = {bp,b1} be binary
(diatomic) observables. Then Q405 = {0,1} x {0,1} and

Ao B ={agobg,ai oby,apobi,a;0bi}

Except in trivial cases, A o B has precisely the following nine parts to
within equivalence:

AOB,{aOObO,al+aoob1},{a1obo,ao—i—alobl},{aoobl,al+aoob0}
{a1Obl,a0+a10b0},{a00b0+a1Obo,aOObl—l—alobl},{ao,al}
{ago by +ajoby,a1 0obyg+agobi},{1}

Notice that the sixth of the parts is (B | A) and the seventh is A as
required by Theorem [3.4l Each of the parts is a function of A o B. The
parts listed correspond to the following functions

fi0 0,1} x {0,1} — {1,2,3,4},i=1,2,...,9.

function | (0,0) | (0,1) | (1,0) | (1
h 1
f2 1
f3 2
fa 2

Is 2

1
1
1
1

—_
~—

fe
fr
fs
fo

=N N =N NN

2
2 2
2 1
1 2
2 2
2 1
1 2
2 2
1 1

Table 1: Function Values O

Example 2. Similar to Example 1, for the two binary instruments
I =A{Zy, 1}, J = {Jo, J1} we have the instrument Z o J with

11



QZOJ = {0, 1} X {0, 1} and
ToJ ={Zoo Jo,Z1 0 Jo,Zo o J1,T1 0 J1}
The nine parts of Z o J to within equivalence are:

ZoJ,{TooJo,TooJr+ZioCs} ,{ZioJp,Z1ioJi +TyoCys}
{Zoo T, Zpo To+Z10Cq} ,{Tio T, TioTo+TpoCq} ,{Cz 0 Jo,Cz 0 Tn }
{ZovoCy,T1 o Cq} A{Zoo To+Zio T1, Zio Jo+Too T}, {Cro7}

As in Example 1, the sixth part is (J | Z), however, unlike the observable
case, the seventh part is not Z. In fact, unlike that case, Z is not a part of

(ZoJ). O

If A€ O(H) the corresponding Liiders instrument £4 € In (H) is de-
fined by Qpa = Q4 and L2(p) = Aglg/2pAi/2 for all p € S(H). It follows that

[13]
Ly(p) =) AY2pA)?
zeX
for all p € S(H), X C Q4. Tt is easy to check that (£L4)" = A. Hence, for
B € O(H) we have that B — £ if and only if B — A.

Theorem 3.5. (a) £4°8 = £4 0 LB if and only if A, By = ByA, for all
r €0, ycQp. (b) (LAP)YN = (LA L)Y = Ao B. (c) An observable C
satisfies C' — LA o LB if and only if C — Ao B.

Proof. (a) For all p € S(H), (z,y) € N4 x Qp we have that
(L4 0 £7) 0y (0) = £ (£2(p)) = L2 (AY?pAY?) = BY/> AL pAY BY

(3.3)
On the other hand,
o 1 1/2
(‘CA B)(x,y) (,0) = (A © B)(m/@)p(A © B)(gﬁ,y) = (A:c o By)1/2p(A:c o By)1/2
= (A28, AY*)' p(AY B, AV (3.4)
If A,B, = ByA,, we obtain
(L) ) (p) = (AxBy) (A By)"? = By A)/p A}/ B)/?

= (ﬁA o ﬁB)(w,y) (,0)

x?y

12



so that £4°B = £4 0 £LB. Conversely, if £LA°B = £A4 o LB letting p =
where n = dim H, we obtain from (B.3]) and (3.4]) that

1

1
n

Byo A, = BY?A,B)* = AY?B,AY? = A, 0 B,

It follows that ByA, = A;B, for all z € Qq, y € Qp []. (b) We have
already pointed out that (£4°P)" = AoB. To show that (LA LB) = AoB,

applying (33) gives

tr [,o(ﬁA o ,cB)(Axvy)] — tr [(£4 0 LB) () (p)] = tr (pAY?B,AL2)

tr (pAy 0 By) = tr [p(A o B)(zy)]

Hence, (£4 0 £B)" = Ao B. (c) This follows from (b) and Theorem B.I](a).
U

Example 3. We have seen from Theorem B.5(b) that

(LA o LBYN = (LAY o (L£B)". We now show that (Zo J)" #£Z0J in
general. Let §,v € S(H) and A, B € O(H). The instruments

Z.(p) = tr (pAz)d and Jy(p) = tr (pBy)y are called trivial instruments with
observables A, B and states d, v, respectively [8]. We have that

tr (pZs) = tr [Za(p)] = tr [tr (pAz)d] = tr (pAy)
Hence, Z = A and similarly 7 = B. For all p € S (H) we obtain

[T 0 TV | = 00 [T 0 TN (0)] = 01, (Z(0))] = [, (11 (pA2)9)
= tr (pAy)ir [7,(6)] = tr (pAL)tr [ix (5B,)7]

= tr (pAy)tr (0By) (3.5)
On the other hand,
tr [pfx o jy] = tr (pAz o By) (3.6)

Since the right hand sides of ([8.5]) and (B3.0)) are different in general, we
conclude that (Zo J)" #Z0 J. O

We saw in Theorem B.5(a) that £4°B £ £4 o £B in general. The
following lemma shows they can differ in a striking way.

13



Lemma 3.6. If A, = [¢.)(¢| and By = |1by)(¢y| are atomic observ-
ables on H, then for all p € S(H), there exist numbers Azy(p) € [0,1]
with 3 Aay(p) = 1 such that LB (p) = A\yy(p) Az and (L4 o0 £B)(x7y) (p) =

x7 (z,y)
)\wy(p)yBy for all (x,y) € Q4 x Qp.
Proof. For all p € S(H) we have that
(L4 ﬁB)(:c,y) (p) = ﬁf (E?(P)) = ByAzpA. B,y
= |<¢x,7f}y>|2 <¢map¢w>By

Since
AxByAa = |62) {0zl [10y) (Wyl [62) (92] = (@2, )" A
we obtain
(AxByAa)"? = (b0, )] A
Hence,

(ﬁAOB)(x,y) (p) = (AmByAw)l/Zp(AmByAw)l/2 = |<¢ma¢y>|2 (B, pP2) A

Letting Ay (p) = [(¢, ¢y>|2 (¢, pPs), the result follows O

4 Composite Systems

Let Hy and Ho be Hilbert spaces with dim H; = n; and dim Hy = ns.
If Hy, Hy represent quantum systems, we call H = H; ® Ho a composite
quantum system. For a € £(H), we define the reduced effects a' € E(Hy),
a’ € E(Hy) by a' = niztrg(a), a’ = niltr 1(a). We view a’ to be the effect
a as measured in system ¢ = 1,2. The map a — a' is a surjective effect
algebra morphism from £(H) onto £(Hy) and similarly for a + a2 [3] 4].
Conversely, if a € E(Hy), b € E(Haz), then a®@ b € E(H) and

(a®@b)t = niztrg(a@) b) = n%tr(b)a
Similarly, (a ® b)? = n% tr (a)b. It follows that

(o' @ a®)! = n% tr (a?)a!
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and

(' ®a?)? = n% tr (a')a?

An effect a € E(H) is factorized if a =b® ¢ for b € E(Hy), ¢ € E(Hs) [8].

Lemma 4.1. Ifa € E(H) with a # 0, then a is factorized if and only if

. ning
~ tr(a)

a' ® a? (4.1)

Proof. 1f (&1]) holds, then a is factorized. Conversely, suppose a is factorized
with a = b® ¢, b € £(Hy), ¢ € E(Hz). Then a! = n—lztr(c)b and a? =
n% tr (b)e. Hence, b = "2 a' and ¢ = tr”(lb) a®. We conclude that

tr (c)
ning 1 2 _ n2 4 2
— = O
“ tr(b)tr(c)a ©a tr(a)a wa

Corollary 4.2. Ifa € £(H), then a = a' ®a® if and only ifa =0 ora = 1.
Proof. If a = 0 or a = 1, then clearly a = a' ®a®. Conversely, if ¢ = a' ® a2,

then by Lemma [Tl a = 0 or tr (a) = nynsy. In the latter case, a = 1. O

An effect is indecomposable if it has the form a = Ab where 0 < X\ <1
and b is an atom.

Theorem 4.3. Let a € E(H) be an atom a = Py where H = Hy ® Ho.
(a) a is factorized if and only if a' and a® are indecomposable. (b) We
can arrange the nonzero eigenvalues ai,a, ..., o, of a' and the nonzero
eigenvalues B1, Ba, ..., Bn of a® so that o; = Z—; Bi, 1 =1,2,...,n. Hence, if
ni = ng, then the eigenvalues of a' and a® are identical.

Proof. The unit vector ¢ € H has a Schmidt decomposition ¢ = > \¢; ®
i=1
®i, Ai >0, Z)\f = 1. We have that

a= )] = ‘Z Aithi @ ¢z><z Aj; @ ¢j‘ = XNl @ i) (1 @ ]
i3

= Nl (v @ | (]

1,J
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Hence,

at = 5 tra(a) = 5 D0 Aahstra ([9a) (5] ©160)(65])
7]
= LY NN (W] = Y AP, (4.2)
i7j

and similarly

o =L N "\P, (4.3)
Now a is factorized if and only if 1) is factorized which is equivalent to m = 1
and ¥ = Y1 ® ¢1. Applying ([@2) and (£3]) we conclude that a is factorized
if and only if a! = n% MNPy, and a® = n% AP, in which case a* and a? are
indecomposable. This completes the proof of (a). To prove (b), we see from
[@2), [@3) that the eigenvalues of a',a? are o; = n—12 A and B; = n_11 ATt
follows that o; = Z—; B;. O

If A € O(Hy ® Hy) we define the reduced observables Al € O(H,),
A% € O(H;) by A' = {AL: 2 € Q4} and A? = {A2: z € Q4}. Note that
A'(A?) is indeed an observable because

Z Al = Z —trQ(Ax):n%tFQ Z Ay :%tr2(11®12):11

FASIOP €N A €N A
Lemma 4.4. If A€ O(H; ® Ha) and p1 € S(H1), then
Al
<I>P (I)p1®12/n2

Proof. For X C Q4 we have that
) (X) = tr (pA}) = tr [,01%2 tr 2(AX)} = - tr [prtra(Ax)]
= Lt Ax(p @ 1) = tr (@& 12) Ax] = Bpron,ma(X)
The result now follows. O
In a similar way

A2 _
(I) (I)ll/m@pz

For A € O(H;) we define the A-random measure on Q4 by
pA(X) = e (Ax) = tr (B Ax) = of,,, (X)
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for all X C Q4. Thus, ,uA is the distribution of A in the random state 11 /n;.
If Ay € O(Hy), A € O(Hz3), we define the composite observable

B(:c,y) = Al,:c ® A27y S O(Hl & Hg)

In this case, Qp = Q4, X Q4, and for Z C Qg we have that

Bz = Z Bz
(z,y)EZ

Hence, Bxxy = Al,X (= A27y.
Lemma 4.5. B,y = p* (V) A1 x and B% .y = p™(X)Agy.
Proof. For x € Q4,, y € Q4, we obtain

Bloy) =5 12 [Bag)] = 75 tr (ALe @ Azy) = 7 tr (Agy) Arg

n2

Hence,
B,y = - tr (Agy)Arx = p*2 (V)AL x

The second equation is similar. O

A transition probability from Qp to Qg is a map v: Q1 x Qo — [0, 1]

satisfying > vy, = 1for all z € ;. (The matrix [v,] is called a stochastic
yeQ2
matriz.) Let A € O(H) with outcome-space 7 and let v be a transition

probability from € to €. Then (v * A), = > vzyA, is an observable
re
on H; with outcome-space €y called a post-processing of A from Q1 to o

[9]. If we also have B € O(H3) with outcome-space {23 and p a transition
probability from 3 to €4, we can form the post-processing u ¢ B.

Theorem 4.6. (a) (v * A)® (u » B) € O(H; ® Hy) with outcome-space
Qo x Q4 and is a post-processing a » (AR B) from Q1 x Q3 to Qg x Oy where
a((z,1),(y,8)) = vaylirs- (b) If A € O(Hy ® Ha), then (v« A)t = v+ Al
and (v s A)? = v+ A2

Proof. (a) Themap a: €3 xQ3 — xQy is a transition probability because
Q((x,r),(y,s)) >0 and

Z a((x,r),(y,s)) = Zyﬂvyﬂrs =1
Y,8

(y,S)EQQ Xy
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Moreover, v+ A) ® (u * B) € O(H; ® Hy) with outcome-space Q9 x 4 and
we have that

(v e A)@ (e By, = (e A)y @ (e B)s

= Z V:cyAx o2y Z ,U*rsBr

ze refls

= Z Z V:cy,ursA:c & Br

€ refl3
= e, (ws)As @ By = [+ (A® B,

z,r

Hence, (v+ A) @ (u* B) =a <+ (A® B). (b) This follows from

1
(ve A); = (Z nyAm> = n%tr? (Z nyAx) = n% Zl/xytr 2(Ay)

= Z vy AL = (v e AY),

(y,s)

That (v A)? = v+ A? is similar. O
We have seen in Theorem that coexistence is equivalent to joint

measurability. This is used in the next theorem [10].

Theorem 4.7. (a) If A1,B; € O(Hy) coexist with joint observable Ca,
then A1 ® Aa, By ® By coexist with joint observable C = C1 @ Cy. (b) If
A, B € O(Hy® Hy) coexist with joint observable C, then A', B! coexist with
joint observable C' and A%, B? coexist with joint observable C?.

Proof. (a) We write Cy (5, for (z,y) € Qa, xQp, and Cy (yr , for (2',y') €
Q4, X Qp,. Then
Claga'y) = Clam ® Cowy)

and we have that

Z C(x,y,:c’,y’) = Z Cl,(x,y) & Z C2,(:c’,y’) = Al,x & A2,m’ = (Al & AQ)(x,x’)
(v,y") Yy Yy

Moreover,

Z C(x,yvx’vy’) - Z Clv(x,y) ® Z 027(1"71/) =B1y®@Byy = (B1® B2)(y7y’)
(z,x") T !
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and the result follows. (b) For all (z,y) € Q4 x Qp we obtain

> Ca) > Clm| = 2 [t (Cy)
Yy Yy Yy
- Z C(lrvy)
Yy

Similarly, B; =3y . C(lx y) 50 Al B! coexist with joint observable C'. The

result for A2, B? is similar. O

1

1 _ _ 1
A(E_ —n—ztI'Q

For an instrument Z € In (Hy® Hs) on the composite system, the reduced
instrument on system 1 is defined by [6), [7]

Ti(p1) = 7= tr2 [To(p1 @ 19))]

for all p; € S(Hy), © € Q7. Similarly,
() = n% tr1 [Z:(11 ® p2)]
for all ps € S(H3), = € Q7.
Theorem 4.8. (I')" = (Z)! and (Z2)" = (7).
Proof. For all p; € S(Hy) we have that
tr [pl(f)i] = n% tr {pltr g(f)x} = niztr [(pl ® 12)@]
o5 0 [Lo(pr @ 12)] = tr [T3(p1)] = v [p1(Z1)7)]

n2

We conclude that (Z')" = (Z)! and similarly, (Z2)" = (Z )2 O
For 7 € In (H;) we define the Z-random measure on Q1 by
pH(X) = g tr [Zx (11)]

For 7, € In (H;), Zy € In(H2) we define J =77 ® Iy € In (Hy ® Hy) with
outcome-space 27, x (7, by J(x,y) =11, ®1I3,. It is easy to check that J
is indeed an instrument.

Theorem 4.9. Let J = I; 71 € In (H1®Hs). (a) ‘7(%’(:,y)(p1) = w2 (y)T1 2 (p1)
for all p1 € S(Hy) and J(Zx’y)(pg) = B (z)Zay(p2) for all po € S(Ha).
(b) (Il ®IQ)/\ =71 1.
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Proof. (a) For all p; € S(H;) we have that

‘7(%(:731) (pl) = 7%2 tro [t7(x,y) (Pl ® 12)] = n_lg tro [Il,x ®127y(p ® 12)]
= o trg [T12(p1) ® Toy(12)] = oo tr [Toy(12)] Z12(p1)
= 12 (y)T12(p1)

Similarly, j&y) (p2) = pF(z)Ta,(p2) for all py € S(Hz). (b) For all p; €
S(H1), p2 € S(Hz) we have that

tr [Pl ® p2(71 ® Iz)(@,y)} = tr [T1. ® Tay(p1 @ p2)] = tr [Z12(p1) @ Zay(p2)]
= tr [Ta(p)] tr [Toy(p2)] = tr [p1T0a] tr [poTa ]
=tr [Pl ® p2(f1,:c ® f2,;;)}

and the result follows. O

A Kraus instrument is an instrument of the form Z,(p) = SypSi where
>S5S, = 1, x € Q7. The operators S, are called Kraus operators for Z

111,

Lemma 4.10. Let Z; € In(Hy), Io € In(Hsz) be Kraus instruments with
operators Si 4, Say, respectively. (a) J = Z1 ® I is a Kraus instrument
with operators Sy z® Sa,. (b) J, J?* are Kraus instruments with operators

. L2
Tioy) = |50 (52055,)] " S1a

)

BREY:
R(x,y) = {L tr (5171‘51,90)} S2,y

ni

Proof. (a) For all p; € S(Hy), p2 € S(Hz2) we have that

Tz (P1 @ p2) = (T12 X Toy)(p1 @ p2) = L12(p1) @ Lay(p2)
= Sl,x X 527y(p1 ® pQ)Sigc ® S;,y

and the result follows. (b) For p € S(H;) we obtain
Tl (P1) = 7=t [Toy(12)] Tra(p1) = 75 tr (S24S5 ) S120157

This can be considered to be a Kraus instrument with operators 7(, . given
above. The result for J2 is similar. O
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Notice that a Liiders instrument defined by £2(p;) = AY? plAgl/ ? for all
p1 € S(Hy) is a particular case of a Kraus instrument with operators Ai/ 2
[13].

Corollary 4.11. Let A € O(H,), B € O(Hy). (a) LA ®£f = £A®B,

(z,y)
(b) (£ ®Ly)! = E&y) where C' = ;o tr (By) Ay and (L3 ® L]])? = ﬁgc,y)

where D = n% tr (Az)By.

We say that a Kraus instrument Z € In (H; ® Hs) with operators R,
is factorized if R, = S, ® T, for all x € Q7. We conjecture that if Z €
In (H; ® Hy) is Kraus, then Z! and Z? need not be Kraus. However, we do
have the following result.

Lemma 4.12. IfZ € In (H; ® H») is Kraus and factorized, then T' and I?
are Kraus.

Proof. If the operators R, for Z satisfy R, = S, ®T,, then for all p; € S(H;)
we have that

Ti(p) = s tro [Zo(p1 @ 1)) = 5 tra [Re(p ® 12) R}
= Ltr2[S, @ To(p © 12)5; @ ;]
= Ltra(Sop1Ss @ TLTy) = L tr (1,T7)S2p1S:

1/2
Hence, Z'! is Kraus with operators |:an tr (1,1 )} S,. Similarly, Z? is

1/2
Kraus with operators [n% tr (SIS;)} T,. O

We do not know if the converse of Lemma [4.12] holds. We now consider
trivial instruments (see Example 3).

Lemma 4.13. Let Z; € In (H;), Zy € In(Ha) be trivial instruments with
T o(p1) = tr(prAz),  Tay(p2) = tr(p2By)f

(a) 7y ® Iy € In (Hy ® Hs) is trivial with observable A ® B and state a ® [3
(b) (Z1®Ts)!, (T1®Ts)? are trivial with observables P (y)A,, p?(z)B, and
states «, B8, respectively.

21



Proof. (a) For all (z,y) € Qz, x Qz,, p1 € S(H1), p2 € S(H2) we have that

(71 @ I2) (2,) (p1 ® p2) = L1 2(p1) @ Lo y(p2) = tr (p1Az) @ tr (p2By) B
= tr (p1A)tr (p2By)a ® B = tr (p14z ® p2By)a @ B
= tr (p1 ® p2A @ By y))a @

The result now follows. (b) This follows from

(T ® 12)%90,3,) (p1) = n% tro[Zi o ®Zoy(p1 @ 12)] = n% tro[Z1.(p1) @ Toy(1)]
= Ltr [Toy(12)] Tra(pr) = 2 tr [tr (12B,)B] tr (p14a)x
— n% tr (By)tr (p1Az)a = tr [PlNB(y)Ax] o

and similarly
(T1 @ o)}, (p2) = tr (P21 () By] B O

Lemma 4.14. Let T € In(H; ® Hjy) be trivial with I,(p) = tr(pAs)o.
(a) T', Z? are trivial with observables AL, A2 and states tro(a), tr1(a), re-
spectively. (b) Letting J = I'®TI? we have that J is trivial with observable
Al ® A% and state tro(a) @ tr (o). Moreover, *7(%7:7;/) =T! and Jé’y) = Ig
for all (x,y) € Q7.

Proof. (a) For all py € S(H;) and x € Q7 we have that

T (p1) = n% tro [Zy(p1 ® 12)] = n% tro {tr [(p1 ® 12)Az] o}
= Ltr [(p1 @ 12)A]tr1(a) = n%tr [tro(Ag)p1] tra(a)

_TL_2

= tr [p1 L tra(Ay)] tra(a) = tr (o AL)tr(a)

Similarly, Z2(p2) = tr (paA2)tri(a) so the result follows. (b) This result
follows from Lemma FET3(b). O

We now consider M Ms for composite systems. A single probe MM on
H = H; ® Hy has the foom M = (H,K,n,v,F) as defined before. As
discussed earlier, Men (H) is the instrument measured by M. Then
M! € n (Hy) and for p; € S(H;) we obtain

o~ o~

Mi(p1) = 7 tra [Ma(pr © 19)

= n% tro{trx [V(p1 ® la®@n)(1; ® 19 @ Fy)]} (4.4)
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We have a similar expression for M2 € In (H3).
Corresponding to M we define the reduced MM My = (Hy, K,n,v1, F)
where 11 € S(H; ® K) is given by

vi(pr @n) = - tra[v(p ® 1 @)

We then have for p; € S(Hy) that

Miz(p) = tr i vi(pr @) (11 © Fy)]
= n%trK{trz[V(Pl R1la®@n)| (1@ F)} (4.5)

Similarly, we define My = (Hg, K,n, 12, F) and an analogous formula for
M. Notice that (44]) and (4] are quite similar and they are essentially
an interchange of the two partial traces. We now show that they coincide.

Theorem 4.15. (a) Let Hy, Ho, Hs be finite-dimensional Hilbert spaces and
let A€ L(H; ® Hy ® Hs), B € L(H3). Then

tro[tr3 (A(11 ® 1o ® B))] = tra[(tr2(4)) (L1 ® B)] (4.6)
(b) M = .K/l\l and M? = M\g.

Proof. (a) First suppose that A = A} ® As ® As is factorized. We then
obtain

troftrg (A(l1 ® 1o ® B))] =traftrg (41 ® A2 ® A3(1; ® 12 ® B))]
=traftrg(4; ® Ay ® A3B)]

[A] ® Agtr (A3B)] = tr (A3B)tro(A4; ® As)
= tr (A3B)tr (A2)A; = tr (A2)tr3(A; ® AsB)
= tr3[tr (42)(4; ® A3)(11 ® B)]
=tr3[(tra(A; ® 42 ® A3)) (11 ® B)]
= tr3[(tr2(4)) (11 ® B)]

Hence, (6] holds when A is factorized. Since any A € L(H; ® Hy ®
Hs) is a linear combination of factorized operators, (d.6]) holds in general.
(b) Letting A =v(p1 ® 12®mn), B = F, and K = Hs in ([4.6)), we conclude
that (#4) and (4H) coincide. Hence, M! = M and similarly, M2 =
Ma. O
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We have considered single probe composite M Ms. We now briefly dis-
cuss general composite M Ms. Let M; = (H;, K;,n;,v;, F;), i = 1,2 be two
M Ms. Define the unitary swap operator [§]

U: HHOHy K1 Ko - HH ® K1 ® Hy ® Ko

U1 ® g2 ®1h1 @ th2) = ¢1 ® b1 @ d2 @ 1o

We now define the channel 11 ® vy € C(H; ® Ha ® K1 ® K») by

1 @ a(p1 ® pe@m @n2) = U™ [n1(p1 @ m2) @ va(p2 @m2)]U - (4.7)
The composite of M7 and My is declared to be

M =M @My = (H, ® Hy, K1 ® Ko, i1 Q12,11 @ 12, Fy ® F)
For p € S(H; ® Hs) we have that

Maa(p) =t Kok, M @ a(p@m @) (11 © 1o ® Fi, @ Fay)]  (4.8)

The next result shows that M has desirable properties.

Theorem 4.16. (a) For p = p1 ® p2 € S(H; ® Ha) we have
M\(x,y) (p) = M\l,x(pl) ® /\//\12,@,(/)2)
(b) Defining M and M2 in the usual way we obtain
M\%x,y)(pl) = tr |:M\2,y(12)] Mi ()

and

for all p1 € S(H1), p2 € S(Ha).
Proof. (a) Applying ([47) and (8]) we obtain

—

M(m,y) (p)
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=tr g0, (U V1(p1 @ M) @va(pe X n2) U(l1 ® 12 @ Fip ® Fy )]
=1t KoK, V1(p1 @ M) @va(p2@m2) Ul @ 1o ® Fi , @ Foy)U”]
=tr g, tr K, [V1(p1 @ M) @ a(p2 @ 12) (11 @ Flp ® 1o ® Foy)]
=tr g, tr K, [V1(p1 @) (11 @ Frg) @va(p2 @ n2)(le @ Foy)l

= M(p1) @ May(ps)

(b) For p; € S(H1) we have that

Mg (1) = 02 [May (o1 ©12)] = i tra [ Mio(pr) © Moy (12)

= n% tr |:.A//\127y(12):| M\1,x(01)

The expression for M? is similar. O
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