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Abstract

This article points out that observables and instruments can be
combined in many ways that have natural and physical interpreta-
tions. We shall mainly concentrate on the mathematical properties of
these combinations. Section 1 reviews the basic definitions and ob-
servables are considered in Section 2. We study parts of observables,
post-processing, generalized convex combinations, sequential products
and tensor products. These combinations are extended to instruments
in Section 3. We consider properties of observables measured by combi-
nations of instruments. We introduce four special types of instruments,
namely Kraus, Liiders, trivial and semitrivial instruments. We study
when these types are closed under various combinations. In this work,
we only consider finite-dimensional quantum systems. A few of the
results presented here have appeared in the author’s previous articles.
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1 Basic Definitions

Let L£L(H) be the set of linear operators on a finite-dimensional complex
Hilbert space H. For S,T € L(H) we write S < T if (¢, S¢) < (¢, T¢) for
all ¢ € H. We define the set of effects by

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

where 0,1 are the zero and identity operators, respectively. The effects
correspond to yes-no experiments and a € E(H) is said to occur when a
measurement of a results in the outcome yes. 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 Sp(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 [11, 9] 12} [13].

We denote the unique positive square-root of a € E(H) by a'/?. For,
a,b € E(H), their sequential product is the effect a o b = a'/?ba'/?, where
a/2bal/? is the usual operator product [3, 4]. We interpret aob as the effect
that results from first measuring a and then measuring b. Let Q4 be a finite
set. A finite observable |9, 15] with outcome space Q14 is a subset

A={Ay: 2z €} CEH)

such that > A, = I. We denote the set of finite observables on H by
TEN L
O(H). In the sequel, an observable will always mean a finite-observable.

We interpret A € O(H) as a measurement with possible outcomes x € 4
and A, is the effect that occurs when the measurement result is z. If A €
O(H), we define the effect-values measure X + Ay from 294 to £(H) by

Ax = >, A,. The distribution of A € O(H) in the state p € S(H) is
zeX
defined by <I>‘;‘(x) =tr(pA,) for all x € Q4. Then

O (X) =) Pp(x)
zeX
gives the probability that A has an outcome in X C 24 when the system is
in the state p. Notice that X +— CID‘;‘(X ) is a probability measure on 4.
An operation on H is a completely positive, trace-reducing, linear map
A: L(H) — L(H) [1 9 12 15]. Trace-reducing implies that A: S,(H) —
Sp(H). According to Kraus’ Theorem [9, 12], [I5] every operation A has the



form A(T) = i S;T'S} where S; € L(H) satisfy f: SrS; < 1. An operation
Ais a channélZIif A(p) € S(H) for all p € S(HZ):%Q, 12]. In this case, the
Kraus operators S; satisfy i S’ S; = I. We denote the set of channels on H
by C(H). For a finite set lez,la finite instrument with outcome space )7 is a

set of operations Z = {Z,: = € Qz} such that > Z, € C(H) [1,[6, 7, O} [13].
zeQr
Defining Zx for X C Q7 by Zx = > I,, we see that X — Zx is an
zeX
operation -valued measure on H. We denote the set of finite instruments

on H by In(H). The distribution of T € In(H) in the state p € S(H) is
defined by @% () = tr [Zy(p)] for all z € Q7. Then

LX) = ()
zeX

gives the probability that Z has an outcome in X when the system is in
the state p. As with observables, X — <I>% (X)) gives a probability measure
on Q7. If A € O(H), we say that an instrument Z € In (H) measures A
(or is compatible with A) if Q7 = Q4 and @%(x) = <I>;‘(:17) for all z € Qyu,
p € S(H) [1, 9, 13]. This condition is equivalent to tr (pAx) = tr [Zx(p)]
for all X C Qq, p € S(H).

If 7 € In(H), there exists a unique 7e O(H) such that 7 measures
i [9]. However, an observable has many instruments that measure it. We
view Z € In(H) as an apparatus that can be employed to measure the
observable 7 € O(H). However, Z gives more information than 7 because
Z.(p) € Sp(H) updates the state p when the outcome x is observed. There
is no corresponding unambiguous updating for observables.

2 Observables

This section discusses functions of observables and various combinations
of observables. If A € O(H) and f: Q4 — ) is a surjection, we define
f(A) € O(H) to have outcome space €2 and for every y €

FA)y =Apagy = {As: fl2) =y}

xT

We say that the observable f(A) is part of the observable A [2] [8, 10, 11].
As its name suggests, we think of f(A) as an observable that measures only



a part of A. Two observables A, B € O(H) are said to coexist if there
exists a C' € O(H) and surjections f: Q¢ — Qga, g: Q¢ — Qp such that
A= f(C), B=g(C) [1,9,13]. In this way A and B can be simultaneously
measured by measuring a single observable C. We say that A, B € O(H)
are jointly measurable if for all p € S(H) there exist probability measures p,
on Q4 x Qp such that p, ({z} x Qp) = @;‘(az) and p, (24 x {y}) = (IDPB(y),
forall z € Qa, y € Qp. We call p, the joint distribution of A, B in the state
p.

Lemma 2.1. (i) For every A€ O(H), p e S(H), y € f(24) we have that

/D (y) =@} [f ()] =D {®)(x): fx) =y}

(ii) If A and B coezist, then A and B are jointly measurable.

Proof. (i) For every y € ¢4y we obtain

O —tr [pf(A)y] = tr [pAg-1(y] = @5 [f ()]
=> {®}(x): f(z) =y}

(ii) Since A and B coexist, there exists a C' € O(H) such that A = f(C),
B = ¢(C). For p € S(H), define the probability measure 1, on Q4 x Qg by

tp(x,y) = tr [pCr—1()ng-1 ()]

We then obtain

o ({2} % Q) = tr [0Cr1(0)] = tr [pF(C)a] = tr (pAs) = FA(2)

and in a similar way, p, (24 % {y}) = @f(y). O

We do not know whether the converse of Lemma [2.1](ii) holds.
Let Q4 be the outcome space for A € O(H) and let Q be another finite

set. Suppose p: Q4 x Q — [0, 1] satisfies ) gy = 1 for every z € Q4. We
yeQ

call p a transition probability from Q4 to Q. The condition Eyeﬂ Moy = 1

says that x transitions into some y € ) with probability 1. A post-processing

of A is an observable B = pu+ A € O(H) with outcome space € defined by



y = > MayAsz [2,[7) 8]. Notice that B is indeed an observable because
TEN A

B
B, >0 for all y € Q and

D By=) D teyhe= )Y Ac=1

yeN TEN 4 YEN z€EQ A
We interpret B = p * A as first measuring A and then processing the result
with transitions to the outcome space {2 = 2. One way of post-processing

A is by employing another observable B and a collection of states a,., x € 4.
We then define

Moy = tr (axBy) = <I>5z (y)
and write 1 « A = Post ( p)(A). We call Post (o, g)(A) the post-processing of
A relative to (o, B). We can also post-process a probability measure v on

24 to a probability measure p ¢ v on Q by defining (e v)y = > flayVs.
€N

Lemma 2.2. () 4" = i+ &4, (ii) &, W (y) = T 3B (1)dd(a).
€N

Proof. (i) For all y € 2 we have that

(I)l;.A(y) =tr [p(u A)y] =tr (p Z Py Az | = Z Haytr (PAz)

€N €N

= 3 pay @ (@) = e 2 (y)

TEN A
The result follows. (ii) Applying (i) gives

Post (4, 5)(4)
D) A (y) = Z ,Umyq)?(x) = Z (I)gz(y)@?(gj) [

€N €N

Let A® € O(H) with outcome spaces Q%, i = 1,2,...,n and let \; € (0,1)
with Y° \; = 1. A generalized conver combination of A® has outcome space

Q = [J QF and is the observable define by
i=1

(2

<\:/1 AZ-AZ)w => {NAL:z €'}

for all z € . The two extreme cases of a generalized convex combination are
when ; =Q,i=1,2,...,nand when Q'NY =0,i#j,4,5=1,2,...,n.



n .
The first case is called a conver combination and is denoted by » A\;A’. The
i=1
n .
second case is called a conver union and is denoted by |J \;A'. We have
i=1

that <Z )\,-Ai> = > NAL for all z € Q and (UL, MiAY), = \; AL where
i=1 e =1

z € . When A = \/_; \;A* we obtain
CID?(:U) = Z {\itr (pAL): 2z € Q') = Z {Aiq)?i(x): x € Q’}
i=1 =1

Example 1. Let {a1,az2,a3},{b1,b2,b3} € O(H). Define A, A2 € O(H)
by Qui = {x1,22,23}, i = 1,2, A;j = aj;, A?L,j =b;, j = 1,2,3. Then for
the convex combination A = %Al + %Az we have that Q4 = {x1, 29,23}
and A, = 3 (a; +b;), i = 1,2,3. Now define B, B? € O(H) by Qp: =
{z1,29,23}, Qg2 = {y1,Y2,y3} where Qg1 NN = () and Bi,i = q,, Bgi =b;,
i =1,2,3. Then for the convex union B = %Bl U % B? we have

Qp = Qp1 UQp2 = {x1,22,23,Y1,Y2,y3}

and B, = %ai, 1 =1,2,3, By, = %bi, 1 = 1,2,3. For another example,
define C*,C? € O(H) by Qe = {x1,22,23}, Qe2 = {x1,y2,y3} where
{za, 23} N{y2,y3} =0 and C3, = a;, i =1,2,3, C2, = b1, C). = b;, i = 2,3.
Then for the generalized convex combination C = %Cl \% %Cz we have

QC = ch U QCQ = {$17$27$37y27y3}

and Cxl = %(al + b2), CxQ = %ag, Cm2 = %GQ, Cy2 = %bQ, Cy3 = %bg To
illustrate the large number of possibilities even in this simple case, define
D', D? ¢ O(H) by Qp1 = {z1, 72,23}, Qp2 = {x1,22,y3} where 3 # y3
and Di,i =a; t=1,2,3, Dgl = by, D%Q = bo, Dgg = b3. For the generalized
convex combination D = %Dl Vv %Dz we have Qp = {z1,29,23,y3} and
Dy, = %(al +b1)7 Dy2 = %(CL? + b2)7D963 = %a?” Dy3 = %b?" O

Theorem 2.3. (i) f <\7} )\,-AZ) =Y {NAL: z €y, f(z) =y}
i=1

= y %,T

i) £ (£ xa) = g i) £ (0 xa’) = S sl (40,



Proof. (i) Letting f: UQ; — Q be a surjection, if y € ) we have that

(i) (7)) 0

=> {NAL:z e fx) =y}

ZZ‘

(ii) In this case Q; = Q; for all i,j = 1,...,n so UQ; = Q; for all j =
1,2,...,n. Hence, by (i) we obtain

f<§)ﬁﬂ =Y AL f@) =y =D Al = D Nif(AY,
i=1 y i=1 1=1 i=1

The result follows. (iii) In this case Q; N Q; = 0 for all ¢ # j. Hence, if
xr € USQ;, then = € €; for a unique ¢. Then <U /\Z-Ai> = \AYL where

i=1

x € §; and by (i) we have that
(U] =X 0t st =) = St -
i=1 y
=ZM%M%

The result follows. U

Notice that g (35 NAY) =3 Xi(u » A”) because
[M . <Z )\z'Ai)]y = Z,ny Z N AL = Z Ai ZszAi = Z)\i(ﬂ - A,

In general, p* (\/ \iAY) # \/ Ai(p * A%) because the A’ can have different
outcome spaces so ¢ A’ is not defined.

We call the observables % with outcome space Q = {x1,z9,...,2,}
defined by I;] = 0;;1 identity observables. If A € O(H) with Q4 = Q and
A€ (0,1], we call B € O(H) given by B = (1 — X\)I% + A\A the observable
A with noise factor (1 —X)/A [9] 10].

Theorem 2.4. If A" € O(H) and \; € [0,1] with >\ =1,i=1,2,...,n
then there exists A € O(H) and surjections fj: Qa4 — Q45 such that

fi(A) = (1= M)I™ + N A

for some x; €y, j=1,2,...,n



Proof. We can assume without loss of generality, that Q4 N Qy = 0 for

i # j. Letting A = U \; A" we have that Q4 = U 4. Define the functions
i=1

i Qa — Qu by fj( ) =« for all z € Qy; and fj(x) = x; € Qy, for
x ¢ Q4. Then we obtain

fi (H AiAi) - (U )\iAi) £ () B ZAiAi”fl(rj)ﬂQi
i#] i#]

and for x = x; we have that
B (0] = (Ua), = (U)o
i=1 T J

Hence, if A = [J \;A? then

i=1
Fi(A) = (1= NI% + \;A O
Since the f;(A) in Theorem 2.4] are all parts of the same observable A, we
see that the fj(A4) = (1—X;)I% +\; A’ mutually coexist, j = 1,2,...,n. We
conclude that any set of observables A7, j = 1,2,...,n, “almost coexist”
in the sense that a noisy version of A7 is a part of an observable A4, j =
1,2,....,n
For A, B € O(H), we define their sequential product Ao B € O(H) [5, 6]
by QAoB = QA X QB and

(Ao B)(sy) = Ay 0 By = AY?B,Al/?
If X C Q4 x Qp, we have that

(AoB)x = Z (Ao B)g Z Ay o By

(z,y)eX (z,y)EX

It follows that (A o B)(z1xy = Az o By but (Ao B)xy(y} # Ax o By, in
general. Moreover,

;% (x,y) = tr [p(A 0 B) ] = tr(pAs 0 By)

8



and if X C Q4 x Qp then

eAB(X) = > tr(pAyoBy)
(z,y)eX

We also define the observable (B | A) with Q(pj4) = Qp and (B | A), =
Y. (AyoBy). We call (B | A) the observable B conditioned on A [5, 6, §.

TEN L
We then have that

= Z tr (pAz o By)

TEN A

P (y) = tr [p(B| A)] = tr [p > (4, 0B,)

TEN L

for all Y C Qp we obtain

@EJB‘A)(Y) = Z Z tr (pAg o By) = Z tr (pA, o By)
yeY ey €N
Defining the functions f: Qu x Qp — Qp, g: QaxQp = Q4 by f(z,y) =y
for all x € Q4 and g(x,y) = x for all y € Qp we see that

f(AoB)y = (Ao B)s14) =Y {(AoB)uy: f(z,y) =y}

= Z(AmOBy):(B|A)y

TEN A

and

g(AoB), = (Ao B)g71(x) = Z {(A o B)(x,y) cg(z,y) = a:}
y

= ) (As0By) = A,
yeQp
Hence, (B | A) = f(Ao B) and A = g(A o B). We conclude that (B | A)
and A coexist. In general, (B | A) and B need not coexist. Also (B | A)
and (C' | A) need not coexist even though they both coexist with A.

Theorem 2.5. (i) Ao <\/ )\,-BZ) = \/ \ido B
i=1 i=1

(i) (\/?:1 A B ’ A) =Vie )‘i(Bi | A).



Proof. (i) For all z € Q4, y € JQ; with Q; = Qp, we have that
Ao \/ \B' = A0 (\/NB") =4,0) {NB:ye}
R e
= Z{)\’AI OB;: Y € QZ}
- {\/)‘i(Ao B)(wy): Y € Q’}
- (\/ )\Z-AoBi>
=1 (z,y)

The result follows. (ii) For all x € Qy4, y € |, it follows from (i) that

(i:\ZAiBwA)(W Y A o<\//\B) =Y /N4, 0B}

TEN A €Ny
= Z Z{)\iAmoBz: Yy E QZ} = Z i Z AmoB;
€N yel;  x€Qy
= \/ (/\i ZQ: Az o B;) = [\/ (B | A)] o)
xellpy
The result follows. O

In general, (\/ \;B%)oA # \/ A\j(B'oA) and (A | \V \iB?) # \/ \i(A | BY).

If A€ O(H,) B € O(Hz2), we define the tensor product A® B € O(H, ®
Hj) [5,8] by Qagp = Q4 x Qp and (AR B) () = Az X By. If pizy and vy,
are transition probabilities, we define the transition probability

K V((zu),(y,v) = HzyVuv
We see that p « v is indeed a transition probability because

ZM V((@u),(y,0)) Zﬂxyyuv—zuxyzvm)—l

(y,v)

If f: Q4 — Q1, g: O — Qs, we define the function f x g: Q4 x Qp —
Ql X Qg by
fxglzy) = (f(2),9(y))

The next result summarizes combinations with A ® B.

10



Theorem 2.6. (i) If A € O(H,), B € O(Hs), then (u* A)® (v B) =
(wev)s (A® B). (ii) If A€ O(Hy), B € O(H3), then f(A)® g(B) = f x
g(A®B). (i) A® (VX\B') =\ NA®B" and (\ \iB')® A =\/ \;B'® A.
(iv) If A,C € O(H,) and B,D € O(H3), then

(A® B) o (C® D)4y ) = (A0 C)@ (Bo D)

(z,y z,u),(y,v))

Proof. (i) For all applicable z,y,u,v we have that

[(M ¢ A) ® (V * B)](y,z) = (M ¢ A)y ® (V * B)z = Z,U*:cyAx ® ZyuzBu

= Z nyyuz(A ® B)(m,u)

T

=Y 1 Y (Ao B)aw

T,u

—[(u+v)+ (A® B,

The result follows. (ii) Letting h = f X g we obtain

[F(A) @ g(B)](y0) = f(A)u®g(B)y = Ap1(4) @ By
= {4 fl2) =u} @ Y {By: g(y) = v}
x )

=> {4, ®By: f(z) = u,g(y) = v}
=> {4. ® By: h(z,y) = (u,v)}
T,y
= Z {(A® B) (4 h(z,y) = (u,v) }
z,y

= (A® B)p-1uw) = [MA® B,

The result follows. (iii) For all applicable x,y we have that
[A ® (\/ AZB")L — A, ® (\/ Msl’)y —A,® Z (\BL:y € Q)
=> {NA,® By €}

=> {NA. @ B}:y e}

z,y)

11



- <\/A¢A® Bi)(

The result follows. (iv) For all applicable z,y,u,v we obtain

z,y)

[(A ® B) o (C ® D)]((x,y),(u,v))
= (A ® B)(gc,y) o (C ® D)(u,v) = (Aw ® By) @] (Cu ® DU)
= (4, ® B,)Y2(C, ® D,)(A, ® By)Y/?
= (AY? ® BY/*)(C, ® D,)(AY?* ® By/?)
_ G, © BY’D,BY = AyoCu® By oD,
— (A o C)(:c,u) ® (B o D)(ym) = [(A o O) ® (B o D)]((Lu),(yﬂ))) |

We see from Theorem [2.6[iv) that (A® B)o(C® D) # (AoC)®(B® D),
in general. It also follows from Theorem 2.6[(ii) that if A, B € O(H;) coexist
and C, D € O(Hz) coexist, then A® C and B ® D coexist. Indeed, we have
observables E € O(H;), F € O(Hs) and functions f1, go, f2, g2 such that
A= fi(E), B=g(E), C = fo(F), D = g2(F). Applying Theorem 2.6(ii)
gives

A C = fi(E)® fo(F) = fi X f2( E® F)
B®D=g1(E)®g(F) =g % g(E®F)

Hence, A® C and B ® D coexist.

We have gone from O(H;), O(Hz) to obtain observables in O(H; ® Hs).
We can also go the other way to reduce observables in O(H; ® Hz) to
elements of O(H;) and O(Hs). If A € O(H; ® Hs), we define the reduced
observables A € O(Hy), A?> € O(H,) by Al = n%terA:v for all x € Qy
where ny = dim Hy and tr g, is the partial trace with respect to Hy [5, [8, 9]
and similarly A2 = 7% tr g, Az To check that A! is indeed an observable,
we see that Au,lv >0 and

1 1
D A= X trmlA) =t | D A | = atrm(])
€N A T€EQ A TEN 4

= antI'Hz(Il ®IQ) = 7%2 (12)11 =1

where I, I are the identity operators on Hi, Hs, respectively.

12



If A € O(Hy), B € O(Hy), we have the observable C = A® B €
O(H, ® H»). It is interesting to note that

(A® B)} ot i, (A © B)(gy) = m5 tr i, (Ar © By) = 7= (tr By) A,

(zy) —

Hence, (A@B){x}XQ = A, and (A®B)QA><{y} 2(tr By)I;. In a similar

way, (A® B)(x y) = (trA )By. For A, B € O(H; ® Hy) we obtain

(Ao B)l,,) = = tr (A0 B)(oy) = i trmy Az 0 By = -t 1, A}/ B, A}/
On the other hand, we have that

(AloBl)(x7) A OB1 2)? ) (tI‘HzA) (terBl)

= Gy (tr i, ANV (61 1, BY) (b i, A1)/

It follows that (A o B)! # A! o B!, in general, so sequential products need
not be preserved under reduction. The next result shows that the other

combinations we considered are preserved.

Theorem 2.7. (i) If A € O(H; ® Hy), then f(A)' = f(AY), i = 1,
(ii) If A,B € O(H; ® H3) coexist, then A* and B® coexist, i = 1,2. (iii) If
A€ O(H, ® Hy), then (n+ A)' = pe A", i =1,2. (iv) If A € O(H, ® Hy
then (\/ AjAT)" = \/ X; (A7), i =1,2.

2.
If
);

Proof. We prove these results for ¢ = 1 and the proofs for ¢ = 2 are similar.
(i) For all y € Qy(4) we obtain

f(A)glj = n_lztrHQf(A)y = %terAffl(y) = antYHz (Z {Az: f(2) = y}>
_Z{—trHQA @)=y} =" {AL: f@@) =y} = f(A),

The result follows. (ii) If A, B coexist, there exist C' € O(H; ® Hj) and
functions f,g such that A = f(C), B = g(C). Applying (i) gives A =
f(C)r = f(CY) and B = g(C)' = g(C)'. Hence, A! and B! coexist.
(iii) For all applicable y we have that

(M.A); ter(u < A) —n2trH2 (ZMW )ZZnyn%terA

13



= Z/LwyAi = (/‘ * Al)y

The result follows. (iv) For all applicable 2 we obtain

(\/ )\Z-Ai>i = Liry, (\/ )\Z-Ai>x = Lirg, [Z (NAL: 2 € ;)

%

= Z {)\iterA;: reQ} = Z {Ai(A;)li z € Qi

This proves the result. O

Although we have not found a counterexample, we conjecture that the
converse of Theorem 2.7(ii) does not hold.

3 Instruments

For instruments, we define post-processing p ¢ Z, parts f(Z), coexistence
and generalized convex combinations \/ \;Z¢ as we did for observables. The
next theorem shows that these definitions are consistent.

Theorem 3.1. (i) f(2)" = f(Z) (i) (VAZ)" = VNI (iil) (u *
I =pusT.

Proof. (i) For all x € Q7 and p € S(H) we have that

tr [Pf(f)w] = tr [Pfffl(x)] =tr [Zp-1(2)(p)]
= tr [f(D)2(p)] = tr [pf(D);]

Hence, f(Z)) = f (i )z for all x € Q7 and the result follows. (ii) For all
x € |JQ; where Q; = Qz, we obtain

tr [p (\/ AJ“)J = tr [pz {)\il';/\; T € QZ}] = Z {)\itr (pI;/\): T € QZ}
= Z {\itr [I;(p)] cx € Q)

14



—tr [(VAT) ()] =t [P (V ”)A]

Hence, \/ NZY* = (V )\,-Ii)i for all x € [J; and this gives the result.
(ili) For all y € 2,07 we have that

tr [p(uT),) =t <pz uxyfm> = paytr (p12)) = > praytr [Ze(p)]
=t [Z tayZz(p)

We conclude that (u+ Z); = (u 7 )y for all y € Q07 and this proves the
result. O

=tr [(* 2)y(p)] = tr [p(n T)}]

Applying Theorem [B.I{(i) we obtain the following.
Corollary 3.2. IfZ,J € In(H) coezist, then i, J coeist.

Unlike the other concepts, we must define sequential products of instru-
ments differently from that of observables. If Z,J € In(H), then their
sequential product Z o J € In(H) is defined by Qr.7 = Q7 x Q7 and
(Z o T)aylp) = Ty Zs(p)] for all p € S(H). We define the conditional
instrument (J | Z) € In(H) by Q7)) = Q7 and

(T [ D)y(p) = Z (Zo \7 :cy Z Ty (L. =Ty [IQI(P)]

z€QT x€Qr

Of course, Zq, is the channel given by Z. Unlike for observables, the next
theorem has a second part.

Theorem 3.3. (i) Zo(\/ A J") =V (AMZoTY). (i) (VAT eI=\(NJT'oT)

Proof. We let x € Qz, y € [J§; where €; = Qi and p € S(H) be arbitrary
elements. (i) The following steps hold:

(zoVAT) )= (VAT) (@) = SN o) € 1)
—Z{ (Lo T (P):y €
- (\/Aizoj’) NG
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The result now follows. (ii) The following steps hold:

(\/Ulol) () (\/AT) Z, | Tl p): @ € O}
= Z (NI (Ti(p)) + = € Q)
—Z{A D) o(p): @ € O}

— \/ (NT' o T) 2y (P)

The result follows. U

Most of the theorems in Section 2 concerning observables hold for in-
struments and the proofs are similar so we shall not repeat them. We will
mainly concentrate on various types of instruments that we now define. We
say that an instrument Z € In (H) is:

Kraus if it has the form Z,(p) = SypS; where S, € L(H) with ) S%S, =1,
Liiders if T,(p) = L2 (p) = AY?pAY* where A € O(H),

Trivial if Z,(p) = tr (pAz)a where A € O(H), o € S(H),

Semitrivial if 7,(p) = tr (pAg)a, where A € O(H), a, € S(H).

Notice that a Luders instrument is a special case of a Kraus instrument
and a trivial instrument is a special case of a semitrivial instrument. An
interesting example of a semitrivial instrument is

Lolo) = 4 (A, “*

It is easy to check that the observable measured by the Kraus instrument is
fx = S35, and the other three types of instruments measure the observable
A. This also shows that an observable is measured by many different instru-
ments. We call S, the operators for the Kraus instrument Z,(p) = SypS5.
We say that two observables A, B € O(H) commute if A,B, = ByA, for all
T €Qa, y € Np.

16



Theorem 3.4. (i) (LA o L) = (LA o (LB)) = Ao B. (ii) LA LB isa
Liiders instrument if and only if A and B commute and if8fin this case L4 o
LB = £A°B_ (iii) IfT and J are Kraus instruments with operators S, T,,
respectively, then T o J is a Kraus instrument with operators TySy. (iv) If
Z, J are simitrivial with observables A, B and states o, 3, respectively,
then Lo J 1is semitrivial with observable C, ) = tr (axBy)ilx and states 3.
Moreover, (J | I) is semitrivial with observable Post (o, p)(Z) and states B3,

Proof. (i) For all z € Q4, y € Qp and p € S(H) we have that

tr [p(ch o £5)(, )| = tr [(£4 0 £5) ()] = tr [£8 (£2())]
e (B AY A B — b (AL, ALY
=tr [p(Ao B)(Ly)]
It follows that (L4 o LB = Ao B = (LA4)" o (LB)". (ii) As in (i) we have
that
(CA 0 £P)y(9) = BY2AY2p A2 Y2 (3.

On the other hand

LH(0) = (Ao B p(Ao B) %) = (A B, A (A} B, A/

By 3d), we conclude that £4 o £P is a Liiders instrument if and only if
B;/ 247 =AY QB;/ ? which is equivalent to A, By = ByA, for all z,y. In
this case £4 o LB = £A°B. (iii) Since

(Z 0Ty (p) = Ty (Ze(p)) = TySz € pS;Ty = (TyS2)p(TySz)"
we conclude that Zo7 is a Kraus instrument with operators Ty, S,. (iv) Since

(Z 0 T) (@) (p) = tr(pAs)Ty(az) = tr (pAg)tr (e By)By
=tr [ptr (axBy)Ax] By =1tr [,OC(I,y)] By

we conclude that 7 o J is semitrivial with observable C, ) and states 3.
The last statement follows from

(J | I)y(p) = Z(I © j)(x,y) (p) =tr [pZtr (awBy)Aw ﬁy

T

tr [pPost (,LB)(A)y] By = tr [pPost (a,B) (f)y] By O
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Corollary 3.5. IfZ, J are trivial with observables A, B and states o, [3,
respectively, then ToJ is trivial with observable C(,,, = tr (aB,) A, and state
B. Moreover, (J | I)y(p) = tr(aBy)B so (J | I) is trivial with observable
tr (aBy)I and state (5.

Example 2. This example illustrates that (Z o J)" # Z o J except for
Liiders instruments. If Z and J are Kraus instruments with operators S,

T, respectively, we have seen that (Zo J )f\%y) = 5;1,TyS,. However,

o~ ~ ~

ZoT )y =ZLno Ty =L 2T I = (S58:)* T T,(S:S,)

T Y~z

Hence, (Z o J)" # ZoJ , in general. If Z, J are trivial instruments with
operators A, B and states «, 3, respectively, then

~

(io j)(x7y) = fm o :fy =A, 0B, = Aglc/szAglc/2
However, we have seen that
(Zo j)(A:ay) =tr (aBy)A,

Hence, (Zo J)" #Z o0 J, in general. O

Example 3. We first show that f(£4) is not a Liiders instrument and
fcAy #£ .t (4) in general. To show this, we have that

FEAY () = L (0) = Do {APpAL%: @) =y} (32)

T

(4)

which is not a Liiders instrument, in general. However, £/ is a Liiders

instrument so f(£4) # £/, To be explicit we obtain

£ D) = FA)2of(A)Y = AL pAl2

1/2 1/2
= (Z {Ay: flz) = y}> p <Z {Az: f(z) = y}>

which is different than f(£4) in B2). If Z,(p) = S.pS* is a Kraus instru-
ment, then f(Z) need not be a Kraus instrument. Indeed,

F@ylp) =Ty1)(p) =Y _{Zalp): f(@) =y} =D {SepSs: f(2) =y}

18



which is not a Kraus instrument, in general. We leave it to the reader to
show that if Z is semitrivial, then f(Z) need not be semitrivial. However,
if Z(p) = tr (pAz)a is trivial, then f(Z) is trivial with observable f(A) and
state a. Indeed,

F@yp) = AZulp): fla) =y} =D _{tr(pAs)a: f(z) =y}
=tr [pY {As: f(x) =y}| a=tr [pf(A),]a m
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