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Abstract

A measurement model is a framework that describes a quantum
measurement process. In this article we restrict attention to M Ms
on finite-dimensional Hilbert spaces. Suppose we want to measure an
observable A whose outcomes A, are represented by positive operators
(effects) on a Hilbert Space H. We call H the base or object system.
We interact H with a probe system on another Hilbert space K by
means of a quantum channel. The probe system contains a probe (or
meter or pointer) observable F' whose outcomes F, are measured by
an apparatus that is frequently (but need not be) classical in practice.
The M M protocol gives a method for determining the probability of
an outcome A, for any state of H in terms of the outcome F,. The
interaction channel usually entangles this state with an initial probe
state of K that can be quite complicated. However, if the channel
is nondisturbing in a sense that we describe, then the entanglement is
considerably simplified. In this article, we give formulas for observables
and instruments measured by nondisturbing M Ms. We begin with a
general discussion of nondisturbing operators relative to a quantum
context. We present two examples that illustrate this theory in terms
of unitary nondisturbing channels.

1 Introduction

This section discusses the basic concepts and definitions that are needed in
the sequel. For more details and motivation we refer the reader to [1H6]. We
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shall only consider finite-dimensional Hilbert spaces H and K. Let L(H)
be the set of linear operators on H. For S,T € L(H) we write S < T if
(¢, Sp) < (¢, T¢) for all ¢ € H. We define the set of effects on H by

EH)={ace L(H):0<a< ]}

where 0,1 are the zero and identity operators, respectively. Effects cor-
respond to yes-no measurements and when the result of a measuring a is
yes, we say that a occurs. A one-dimensional projection Py = |¢)(¢| where
[lp|]] = 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 [1,46].

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

A={A,:z€Qa} CE(H)

that satisfies > A, = I. We interpret A, as the effect that occurs when
TEN A

A has outcome xz. We denote the set of observables on H by O(H). If
A € O(H), we define the effect-valued measure X — Ax from 294 to £(H)

by Ax = > A,. We interpret Ax as the event that A has an outcome in
zeX
X. If pe S(H) and A € O(H), the probability that A has an outcome in

X € Q4 when the system is in state p is P,(Ax) = tr (pAx). Notice that
X — P,(Ax) is a probability measure on 4 [11,4].

An operation is a completely positive map A: Sp(H) — Sp(H) [4,16].
Every operation has a Kraus decomposition [4-0)

Alp) =3 SipS;
=1

n

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

S(H) for every p € S(H). In this case, ) S}S; = I and we denote the set
i=1
of channels by C(H). For a finite set Qz, an instrument with outcome-set

Q7 is a set of operations Z = {Z,: € Qz} satisfying [1-4]
Cr =Y {Z,: Qz} € C(H)
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Defining Zx = Y. Z, for X C Q7 we see that X — Zx is an operation-
zeX
valued measure on H. We denote the set of instruments on H by In (H).

We say that Z € Z(H) measures A € O(H) if Q7 = Q4 and
Pp(Az) = tr [Z:(p)]

for all p € S(H), © € Q4. There is a unique A € O(H) that Z measures and
we write A =7 [2-4].

A 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 sys-
tems, 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 [IH4]. We say
that M measures the model instrument M € In (H) where M is the unique
instrument satisfying

o~

Ma(p) = trg [v(p @) @ Fy)] (1.1)

for all p € S(H), x € Qp. In ([LI), tr x is the partial trace over K [1416].
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 that we seek to measure. At the next level is an instrument Z which is
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 that 7 because, depending
on the outcome = (or event X), Z updates the input state p to give 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 unique observ-
able M. Again, there are many M Ms that measure any instrument or
observable and M contains more information on how the measurement is
performed.

2 Nondisturbing Operators

Let H and K be finite dimensional complex Hilbert spaces for the base and
probe systems, respectively. Let {¢;}, i = 1,2,...,n, be an orthonormal
basis for H and let C' = {Py,} be the corresponding atomic observables



on H. We call C a context for H and think of C' as a particular way of
viewing the base system. Of course, there are many contexts and each
provides a different view of H. If S € L(H) has the form S = > ¢;Py,,
c¢; € C, we say that S is measurable with respect to C. In particular,
any self-adjoint operator that commutes with Py, for all i = 1,2,...,n is
measurable with respect to C'. Letting Ix be the identity operator on K,
an operator A € L(H ® K) is C-nondisturbing if

A(P@Di ® k) = (Pwi ®[K)A

i=1,2,...,n. We think of C-nondisturbing operators as those operators on
H ® K that leave the context invariant. For example, if A = D® E where D
is measurable with respect to C, then A is C-nondisturbing. Of course, if A
is C-nondisturbing, A may not be C’-nondisturbing for a different context
C’. The C-nondisturbing operators form a C*-subalgebra of L(H ® K).

Theorem 2.1. (a) The following statements are equivalent: (i) A is C-

nondisturbing. (ii) There exist operators B; € L(K), i = 1,2,...,n, such

that A(1p; ® ¢) = 1 @ B for all ¢ € K. (iii) There exist operators B; €
n

L(K),i=1,2,...,n such that A=} (Py, ® B;). (b) The operators in (ii)
i=1

and (iil) are unique and satisfy

Bip = Z (Vs ® 5, A ® )¢ (2.1)

for every ¢ € K and every orthonormal basis ¢; for K.

Proof. (a) To show that (i) implies (ii) suppose that A is C-nondisturbing.
Let {¢;} be an orthonormal basis for K and define B; € L(H),i=1,2,...,n
by (21). We then have that

Ay ® ¢) = A(Py, ® Ig) (s ® ¢) = (Py, @ Ix)A(¢; ® @)
=" (W ® b, (Py, @ 1) A(ti @ 0)) by ® &5

r,8

=D (i ® 60, AW @ 9))1i ® 65 = 1 @ Big

Hence, (ii) holds. To show that (ii) implies (iii) suppose (ii) holds. We
conclude that

n

> (Py, ® Bi)(¥; ® ¢) = ¥; @ Bj = A(¢); @ ¢)

i=1



for all j =1,2,...,n, ¢ € K. Hence, (iii) holds. To show that (iii) implies
(i) suppose that (iii) holds. We then obtain

A(Pd,i ®Ik) = P¢j ® B = (P¢j ®Ig)A
so (i) holds. (b) If (ii) holds, then we have that

Bi¢ = (), Bid)o; = Y (1 © ¢, ® Big)o;
J

J

— Z (Vi ® ¢j, A(Y; @ @) p;

so (2) holds. O

If A is C-nondisturbing, the operators B; € L(K), i = 1,2,...,n in
Theorem [2.1] are called the corresponding probe operators.

Corollary 2.2. Let A € L(H ® K) be C-nondisturbing with probe opera-
tors B, i = 1,2,...,n (a) B; = tr g [A(Py, ® Ix)]. (b) trg(A) = > B;.
(c) trg(A) = tr(B;)Py, so tr g(A) is C-measurable.

Proof. (a) If {¢x} is an orthonormal basis for K we have by Theorem 2]
that

By =Y (¢, Bidw)|dr) (| = Y (i © r, s @ Bich)|¢w) (@l

k,l k,l

= (1 ® b, A @ ¢1)) i) (]
kol

= (i ® bi, A(Py, © Ix) (105 @ ¢1))| b ) (¢

7.kl
= tr g [A(Py, ® Ix)]

(b) Similar to (a) we obtain
D Bi=Y {05, Bidw) 65} (o] = Y (i ® ¢, ¢ @ Bidhy)|65) (6
i irjok irj,k

=5 (Wi @ ¢, A @ 1)) (k| = tr ()

i7j7k



(c) By the definition of tr x we obtain

trc(A) =D (v @ 65, A(r ® 65)) i) (|

4,5,k

= > {45 © 65, % © B i) (v
4,5,k

=Y {05, Big) i) (Wil = > tr (Bi) Py, u
ig -

It follows from Corollary 2.2)(c) that tr x(A) is unitary, self-adjoint, an
effect or a projection if and only if |tr (B;)| =1, tr (B;) € R, 0 <tr(B;) <1
or tr (B;) € (0,1) for all i = 1,2,...,n, respectively.

Lemma 2.3. Let A € L(H ® K) be C-nondisturbing with probe operators
Bi, i =1,2,...,n. (a) For any ¢ € K and orthonormal basis {¢;} for K
we have that

Bigp = (1 ®¢;, A" (i ® ¢));
J

(b) A*(; ® ¢) = 1; @ Bf . (c) A is self-adjoint or unitary or a projection
if and only if B; are self-adjoint or unitary or projections, i = 1,2,,,...,n,
respectively. (d) If C; € L(K) are the probe operators for a C-nondisturbing
operator D € L(H® K), then A< D if and only if B; < C;, 1 =1,2,...,n
(e) A e E(H®K) if and only if B; € E(K), i = 1,2,...,n. (f) A €
E(H @ K) with tr g(A) = I if and only if {B;} € O(K).

Proof. (a) Applying (Z1]) we obtain for every ¢ € K
Bi¢ = Z (65, BI0)ds = ) _ (Bidy, 8065 = ) (4 ® Bidy, i @ 6)@
J j
Z (% ® 07), 0 @ D)p; = Y (1 © ¢, A* (¢ ® 6)) b
J
(b) This follows from (a). (¢) If B; are self-adjoint, i = 1,2,...,n, then by
(b) we obtain

A* (Y ® ¢) = ® Bf ¢ = 1); @ Bjp = A(Y; @ @)

Hence, A* = A so A is self-adjoint. If A is self-adjoint, the by (b) we have
that

V; @ Bip = A(ths ® ¢) = A* (s ® ¢) = ¢y @ A*¢



Hence, B; = B} so B; is self-adjoint, ¢ = 1,2,...,n. That A is unitary if and
only if B; are unitary, i = 1,2,...,n, is similar. Since A? = A is equivalent
to
A% (1 ® §) =i ® Bl = A(vi ® ¢) = ¥; ® B¢

which is equivalent to B; = BZ-Q, 1 = 1,2,...,n, we conclude that A is a
projection if and only if B; are projections, i = 1,2,...,n. (d) If A < D
then A(Py, ® Ix) < D(Py, ® Ik ), i =1,2,...,n. Since tr g preserves order
it follows from Corollary 22(a) that B; < Cj, i = 1,2,...,n. Conversely, if
B; € Cj, then Py, ® B; < Py, ®C;, i = 1,2,...,n. Applying Theorem 2.TI(iii)
we conclude that A < D. (e) This follows from (c) and (d). (f) This follows
from (e) and Corollary 2Z.2Ib). O

Lemma 2.4. Let A € L(H ® K) be C-nondisturbing with probe operators
B, i=1,2,...,n. (a) For any B € L(H), D € L(K) we have that

A(B® D)A* =) (Py,BP,, ® B;DB;) (2.2)

1]
(a) For k=1,2,...,n we obtain
A(Pdfk (039 IK)A* = P1/1k (039 BkB;;
Proof. (a) This follows from Theorem [ZT[(iii). (b) Applying (a) we con-
clude that

A(Py, @ Ig)A* =Y (Py, Py, Py, ® BiIxB}) = Py, ® B, B; O
i7j

3 Nondisturbing Channels

A channel v € C(H ® K) is C-nondisturbing if v has a Kraus decomposition
v(o) = Y SkoS; where ) S;S, = I and each S}, is C-nondisturbing.
k=1

Theorem 3.1. A channel v € C(H ® K) is C-nondisturbing if and only if
there exist channels T; € C(K), i = 1,2,...,n, where T';(n) = > 1o, BFnBF*
and we have that
vip@n) = Z(Pwippdfj ®sz773]]‘€*) (3.1)
1,5,k
for all pe S(H), n € S(K).



Proof. Suppose v € C(H ® K) is C-nondisturbing. Then v has a Kraus
decomposition v(o) = Y SxoS; where each Sy is C-nondisturbing. Let BY
be the probe operators for Si, i = 1,2,...,n, k = 1,2,...,m. Applying
Lemma [2.4] we obtain

vip@n) =Y Skp@n)Sk =Y _(Py,pPy, ® BinB}")
k 4,5,k

which gives (3I]). Since ) S;Si = I, we conclude from Lemma 23(b) that

v @b = SpShti®e) =D Si(vi @ Bf¢) = (i @ BI*Bf¢)
k k

k

=i ® Y BI*Bf¢
k

for all € K. Hence, > B¥*BF = Ix so T'y(n) = > Bf¥nBF* is a channel,
k k

i=1,2,...,n. Conversely, suppose we have these channels I'; € C(K), i =
1,2,...,n and (B.J) holds. Define the operators Sy € L(H ® K) by Si(1; ®
¢) = ;@ BF¢, i = 1,2,...,n, k = 1,2,...,m. By Theorem 2I}a), Sy is
C-nondisturbing, k = 1,2,...,m, and by (3] and our previous calculation
we obtain v(p ®n) = > Sk(p ®@n)S;. Since any 0 € S(H ® K) is a linear
combination of product states, we conclude that v(o) = ) SpoS; for all
ceSH®K). O

It is interesting to note that if p is C-measurable so that pPy, = \;Py,,
Ai € R, then by (B.1])

vip@n) =Y NPy, ® Y BfnB*) =Y [\iPy, @ Ti(n)]
k

(2

7

Corollary 3.2. Ifv € C(H ® K) is a C-nondisturbing channel, then v has
the form BI) and

tri [V(p@n)] =Y tr (BfnB}*) Py, pPy,
i7j7k

tru [(p@n)] =Y (Wi, pi)Ti(n) (32)

j
Proof. Applying B0 gives

trg [v(p®n)) = Ztr K (Py,pPy, ® Ban;?*)
irj,k



=Y tr(BfnB*)Py,pPy,
i?j7k

Moreover,

trg[vip®n)) = Ztr H(Py,pPy; ® Ban]’-“*)
irjok
= tr(Py,pPy,)BinB}*
i

_Z z/JZ,pl/JZ ZBk Bk* _Z<T/}wpwz> Z( ) O

We see from ([B.2]) that for every p € S(H) the map n — tr g [v(p ® n)]
is a channel on K that is a convex combination of the channels I';, i =
1,2,....n

We now arrive at our most important definition. We say that a MM
M = (H,K,n,v, F) is C-nondisturbing if the channel v is C-nondisturbing.

Theorem 3.3. If M = (H,K,n,v, F) is a C-nondisturbing MM, then v is
giwen by BI). The instrument and observable measured by M become

Ma(p) = tr (BEnBE Fy) Py, pPy, (3.3)
—~
MO = Z tr [Ti(n) Fx] Py, (3.4)

Proof. For any p € S(H), applying (2.I)) and (3.1]) we obtain

Ma(p) = tr i [(p@n)(I @ o)l = Y tr x(Py,pPy, © BfnBj* Fy)
4,5,k
- Z tr (BfﬂB]I?*Fx)P%pP%
4,5,k

Let A, =), tr [Ii(n)F;] Py, as in (34). Applying (33)) we conclude that
tr [ Ma(p)| = Ztr (BEnBY Fx)(r, pii)

= Ztr i ﬂlmm/)ﬁ =tr (pA )

Hence, A, = M/ which proves (3.4). O



Notice that M2 is C-measurable and the effects M%” commute for
all x € Qp. This gives a restriction on the measured observable for a C-
nondisturbing M M. We conclude that not all observables can be measured
by a C-nondisturbing M M. In general ./\//Yx(p) need not be C-measurable.
However, if p is C-measurable so that piy; = A\j; for i = 1,2,...,n, then

B3) becomes:

Ma(p) =D tr (BEnBE F)\i Py, = Z)\ tr [Ty(n)Fy) Py,
i,k

k3

which is C-measurable.
Although tr is cyclic in the sense that tr (AB) = tr (BA), this need hold
for tr 7. For example, in general we have that

try [(A® B)(C ® D)] = tr y(AC ® BD) = tr (AC)BD # tr (CA)DB
=try[(C® D)(A® B)]

Until now we have studied instruments and observables for the base system.
It is sometimes of interest to consider these for the probe system. We define
the post-interaction probe instrument MP € In (K) for all p € S(H), 0 €
S(K) by

MP (o) =try [(I@Fm)1/2u(p®a)(I®Fm)1/2 (3.5)

We did not define MVQ(J) to be tr g [(¥v ® 0)(I ® F,)] as one might expect
because the lack of cyclicity of tr iy prevents this latter definition from be-
ing self-adjoint. We also define the post-interaction probe observable to be
(MP)". Corresponding to a channel T'(c) = > SioS! on S(K) we define
the dual channel T*(a) =3 S}aS; on E(K).

Theorem 3.4. Let M be a C-nondisturbing MM with v given by (B.1)).
For every p € S(H), 0 € S(K) we have that

ME(0) =" (i, i) FY/Ti(0) F2 (3.6)

i

(MPY =" (b, p) D5 (Fy) (3.7)

i

Proof. For p € S(H), 0 € S(K) we have from (3.3]) that

Ma(o) =" (Wi pi)te i (V) (5] @ F2/2Blo By FL?)

i?j7k
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= Z (i, i) Fy/? BF o BF* )/
ik

= (Wi, i) F}PTi(0) Py
which verifies ([B.6). To verify (8.7)), we see from (3.0 that

ro(MO] =t [ME(0)] = 3 (i pir [Di(0) Fi]
=3 (W piltr (0T (F2)] = tr [a > (W o) T (F)

and (B.7) follows. O

Since {I'}(Fy)} is an observable for each ¢ = 1,2,...,n, it follows from
B0 that (ﬂp )" is a convex combination of these observables depending on
p € S(H). This shows that the post-interaction probe observable is obtained
by first running the initial probe observable through the channel and then
taking a convex combination depending on the input state p.

The simplest case for the previous theory is when v is a unitary C-
nondisturbing channel so that v(p®n) = U(p @n)U* where U € L(H ® K)
is unitary. We then have that U(¢; ® ¢) = ¢; ® V;¢ where V; € L(K) are
unitary, ¢ = 1,2,...,n. We then obtain:

vip@n) = Z(Pwi,onj x VinV;)

Ztr VinV; Fy) Py, pPy, (3.8)
MY = Ztr (VinVi* Fa) Py, (3.9)
Moreover, ([3.6), (37)) become
ME(0) =D (Wi, pUi) FYPVia Vi B2 (3.10)
(MP)) = ZZ: (i, pi) Vi Fo Vi (3.11)

i
Notice that if nV; = V;n, ¢ = 1,2,...,n, then we obtain the simple form
MO =tr (nFy) 1.

11



If Q4 is a finite set, an apparatus on H ® K with outcome-set 24 is a
map A: S(H) x Q — &E(K) satisfying x — A(p, ) is an observable on K for
every p € S(H) and p — A(p,x) is affine for x € Q4. Thus, we have that

A (D Nipisw) = - AA(pi,a)

whenever \; >0, >"\; = 1. A state-dependent MM is a set of M Ms of the
form

Mp = (H7K7777V7G(p7$))

where G is an apparatus on H ® K. The motivation behind this definition
is the following. Input a state p and run the MM M = (H,K,n,v, F)
to produce the post-interaction probe observable which gives the apparatus
Ap,x) = (.K/l\p)Q We then have the state-dependent MM given by M, =
(H,K,n,v,A(p,x)) which is the post-interaction MM resulting from the
input state p € S(H).

Now let M be a C-nondisturbing M M with v given by ([B]). Applying
B0 the measured apparatus is

Ap,z) = Z (i, i) I (Fy)

(2

If we now remeasure using the stat-dependent MM M, applying (3.4]) we
obtain the apparatus

)

B(p,z) = Ztr Lj(n) Z (i, pi) 5 (Fy) | Py,
j
=D tr [T} (F2)] PypPy, (3.12)
i

In the case of a unitary C-nondisturbing M M, ([3.12]) becomes

B(p,x) = Ztr [VZVJU(VZVJ)*FJE] Py, pPy,
Y]

4 Two Examples

This section presents two examples of C-nondisturbing M Ms with unitary
channels v(p ® Py, ) = U(p ® Py, )U* where P, is the initial pure probe
state. We write M = (H, K, ¢1,U, F).

12



Example 1. Suppose dim H = dim K =n and {¢;}, i =1,2,...,n, is an
orthonormal basis for K. Let V;, i = 1,2,...,n, be unitary swap operators
on K defined by Vi(¢1) = ¢; Vi(¢s) = ¢1 and Vi(¢;) = ¢; for j # i.
Defining the unitary operator U € L(H ® K) by U(¢; ® ¢) = 1; ® V;(¢) for
all ¢ € K, we have that U is C-nondisturbing. Letting v be the unitary
channel on H ® K given by v(o) = UocU* we have that v is
C-nondisturbing. Form the C-nondisturbing MM M = (H, K, ¢1,U, F).
Applying ([B.7), the measured instrument is

M\x(l)) = Ztr (ViPy, V" Fo) Py, pPy, = Ztr (IVig1)(Vjo1|F) Py, pPy,

i,j i,J
= Ztr (’¢,><¢]‘Fx) Pﬁ)ippiﬁj = Z <¢j7 Fx¢z’>P¢ipP¢j (4.1)
i,j (2]

By (B.8]) the measured observable is

MM =3t (ViPy Vi En) Py, = Yt (Vi) (Vin | ) Py,

7

=Dt (1) (6ilFe) Py, = (60, Fadhi) Py,

By (B1) the channel becomes

v(p® Pyy) = (Py,pPy; @ ViPy, Vi) = Y (PupPy; © [Vidr)|Vién))

1,7 (]

= > (PupPy, ® |6 (65]) (4.2)

i,
If p is C-measurable so that py; = Ny, i = 1,2,...,n, then (41 and
([#2) have the simple forms

Ma(p) =D Nili, Futhi) Py,

V(p®P¢1):Z()‘iP¢i®P¢i) 0

Example 2. Let dim H = n, dim K = m and let {¢;} be an orthonormal
basis for K. Let ¢ = +/—1 be in imaginary unit and define the unitary
operators

1 = g
V’](qb ) — \/—m Ze2w2jrs/m¢s
s=1

13



for j=1,2,...,n,7,s =1,2,...,m [4]. Define the unitary operator
U =37_1(Py, ®Vj) so that

U= (¢] ® o) = ¢] ® U; Or = Z 27rzjrs/m¢s

Then U and the unitary channel v(¢0) = UocU* and C-nondisturbing. Form
the C-nondisturbing MM M = (H, K, ¢1,U, F). As in (£.2]) the channel
becomes

J,k
% Z <P¢ pPile Emze2m’js/m¢8><§m:e27rikt/m¢t‘)
s=1 =1

:%Z 2rilis=kOIm (Py, pihre @ |s) ()

cnk)

In a similar way, we obtain

tr ([Vjor) (Vo | Fo) = & D e2mi0s=h0/m g, F6,) (4.3)

s,t

and applying ([B.8), the measured instrument becomes

Ma(p) = > tr ([Vior) (Vi |F) Py, pPy,

i,k
= LN " 2miUsTR/m (g Fugs) Py, pPy,
3.k

s,t
Applying (B.9) and (43]), the measured observable becomes
Mg/c\/\ — % Z627rij(s_t)/m<¢t7Fx¢x>P¢j (44)
7,8t

As a simple example, suppose ¢y, are eigenvectors of F), for all x € Qp.
Then F,¢s = ¢ for all z,s, where 0 < ¢} < 1. Then by ([€4]) we obtain

M;\/\ 1 Z 2mij(s— t/m<¢t7 ;¢S Pw] ZC Pw]

7,8,t
< Z C ) I H = >I H
where (F}) is the average eigenvalue of F. O
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