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On coherence of quantum operations by using Choi-Jamiołkowski isomorphism
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In quantum information, most information processing processes involve quantum channels.
One manifestation of a quantum channel is quantum operation acting on quantum states. The
coherence of quantum operations can be considered as a quantum resource, which can be exploited
to perform certain quantum tasks. From the viewpoint of Choi-Jamiołkowski isomorphism, we
study the coherence of quantum operations in the framework of resource theory. We define
the phase-out superoperation and give the operation which transforms the Choi-Jamiołkowski
state of a quantum operation to the Choi-Jamiołkowski state of the another quantum operation
obtained by using the phase-out superoperation to act on the quantum operation. The set of
maximally incoherent superoperations, the set of nonactivating coherent superoperations and the
set of de-phase incoherent superoperations are defined and we prove that these sets are closed to
compound operation and convex combination of quantum superoperations. Further, we introduce
the fidelity coherence measure of quantum operations and obtain the exact form of the fidelity
coherence measure of the unitary operations on the single qubit.

Keywords: coherence of operations; Choi-Jamiołkowski isomorphism; the phase-out superopera-
tion; fidelity

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum coherence is not only a fundamental feature of quantum physics, but also an important research
field of quantum information theory. As a kind of special resource, it plays a significant role in quantum
thermodynamics [1–4], quantum algorithm [5–8], quantum meteorology [9], etc. Quantifying and applying
coherence is a very interesting work. In 2014, Baumgratz et al established a rigorous framework of the coherence
resource theory for measuring quantum coherence [10]. After that, the study on the characterization and measure
of quantum coherence has been made a great leap forward [11–18].

The framework of the coherence resource theory consists of three ingredients: incoherent states, incoherent
operations and coherence measures. Incoherent states are those quantum states which do not possess any co-
herence resource. Incoherent operations are special quantum operations which can not generate coherence from
incoherent states. Coherence measures being used to quantify the coherence of quantum states are functions
mapping quantum states to real numbers.

In quantum information theory, most information processing processes involve and rely on quantum channels.
One of the manifestation of quantum channel is the quantum operation acting on quantum states. Therefore,
some researchers investigated the coherence of quantum operations. The works have been done mainly on
characterizing a certain property of quantum operations, such as entanglement of quantum channels [19, 20],
channel discrimination [21–23], channel simulation [24–27], quantum memory [28–30], the coherence of quantum
operation and others [31–34]. As a matter of fact, the coherence of quantum operations can be regarded as a
resource and applied to the corresponding quantum information processing.

Coherence resource theory of quantum operations is also composed of three elements: free operations, free
superoperations and coherence measures of quantum operations. Here the superoperation is a map between
operations [36–39]. Only free superoperations can transform free operations to free operations. The coherence
measures of operations are functions which map quantum operations to real numbers.

Quantifying the coherence of operations is a very important and meaningful work which can enable us to have
a deeper understanding of basic physics and also can provide new ideas for quantum information processing.
There are two main aspects in the research of the coherence of quantum operations. The first one is to study
quantum operations from the perspective that quantum operations change the coherence of quantum states [40–
42]. The other one is to analyze quantum operations directly. Coherence resource theory of quantum operations
promotes the research strongly [35, 43–49]. Among them, Orzekwa et al studied the coherence of quantum
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operations based on entropy coherence and 2-norm coherence of quantum operations [46]. Bera proposed
a resource theory framework to quantify the superposition that exists in any quantum evolutions [47]. Xu
defined incoherent channels and incoherent superchannels, and established a resource theory for quantifying
the coherence of quantum channels [48].

In this paper we investigate the coherence of quantum operations from the viewpoint of Choi-Jamiołkowski
isomorphism. We first define the phase-out superoperation and study its properties. Then the three sets of
superoperations are defined, and we prove that these three sets are closed to compound operation and convex
combination of quantum superoperations. Then we introduce the fidelity coherence measure of quantum op-
erations, and obtain the exact form of the fidelity coherence measure of the unitary operations on the single
qubit.

II. PRELIMINARIES

Before we quantify the coherence of quantum operations, an introduction of the concepts and notation that

will be used in the subsequent sections of our article is necessary. Let HI and HO be two d-dimensional Hilbert

spaces with {|i〉}d−1
i=0 and {|α〉}d−1

α=0 being the orthonormal bases of HI and HO, respectively. We assume that

{|i〉}d−1
i=0 and {|α〉}d−1

α=0 are fixed and adopt the tensor basis {|iα〉}iα as the fixed basis when we consider the

multipartite system with the Hilbert space HIO = HI ⊗ HO. Let O(HI → HO) be the set of all quantum

operations from HI to HO.
A quantum operation is governed in terms of Choi-Jamiołkowski isomorphism [50, 51]. An arbitrary operation

Φ ∈ O(HI → HO) is fully characterized by a matrix called the Choi-Jamiołkowski matrix of the operation Φ

CΦ = (I ⊗ Φ)|ϕ〉〈ϕ|, (1)

in HI ⊗HO. Here |ϕ〉 = 1√
d

∑
d−1
i=0 |ii〉 is a maximally entangled state in d2-dimensional Hilbert space HI ⊗HI ,

and I is the identity operation. The one-to-one correspondence between CΦ and Φ is given by

Φ (ρ) = trI

[(

ρT ⊗ I

)

CΦ

]

, (2)

where ρT is the transpose of state ρ. The quantum operation Φ is completely positive and trace preserving if

and only if CΦ ≥ 0 and trO(CΦ) =
I

d . When CΦ ≥ 0 and trIO(CΦ) = 1, the Choi-Jamiołkowski matrix CΦ can be

viewed as a density operator, a Choi-Jamiołkowski quantum state in the compound space HI ⊗HO. Since Choi-
Jamiołkowski isomorphism guarantees an equivalence between Φ and CΦ, so one can treat quantum operations
with the same tools which were normally used to treat quantum states. Further, the study of the coherence of

the operation in the set O(HI → HO) of all quantum operations corresponding to Choi-Jamiołkowski states is
transformed into the study of coherence of Choi-Jamiołkowski state.

Assume that Φ ∈ O(HI → HO). It has been shown that Φ is an incoherent operation (IO) if [48]

CΦ =
d−1

∑
i,α=0

Φiiαα

d
|iα〉〈iα|, (3)

where Φiiαα = d〈iα|[I ⊗ Φ(|ϕ〉〈ϕ|)]|iα〉 = 〈α|Φ(|i〉〈i|)|α〉.
Let F be the set of all incoherent operations in O(HI → HO), FC be the set of all Choi-Jamiołkowski states

of incoherent operations. A superoperation Ω̃ is a map which transforms the operation Φ to the operation

Ω̃(Φ) = Φ1 ◦ Φ ◦ Φ2, where Φ1, Φ2 are also quantum operations in O(HI → HO). Let SO be the set of all

superoperators i.e. SO = {Ω̃|Ω̃ : O(HI → HO) → O(HI → HO)}. A superoperation can be understood
as a quantum operation that relates input Choi-Jamiołkowski states and output Choi-Jamiołkowski states, with
an associated operator-sum representation. That is, for a superoperation Ω̃ relating input Φ and output Λ

operations, one may write

CΛ = Ω (CΦ) = ∑
n

KnCΦK†
n = ∑

n

pnCΛn , (4)

where

pn = tr
(

KnCΦK†
n

)

, CΛn =
KnCΦK†

n

pn
, (5)
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and {Kn} are the Kraus operators of Ω determined by Ω̃, on the Choi-Jamiołkowski state. Obviously, the
operation Ω has a one-to-one correspondence with the superoperation Ω̃.

A superoperation Ω̃ is a maximally incoherent superoperation if ∀ Φ ∈ F one has Ω̃(Φ) ∈ F . We call Ω̃ an

incoherent superoperation if Kraus operators {Km} of Ω determined by Ω̃ are incoherent for each m [48]. We
use MISO and ISO to denote the set of all maximally incoherent superoperations and the set of all incoherent
superoperations, respectively.

A coherence measure M of quantum operations should satisfy the following conditions [48].

(1) Nonnegativity: M(Φ) ≥ 0, for any Φ ∈ O(HI → HO); and M(Φ) = 0 if and only if Φ ∈ F .

(2) Monotonicity: M
(

Ω̃(Φ)
)

≤ M(Φ), for any Ω̃ ∈ ISO, Φ ∈ O(HI → HO).

(3) Strong monotonicity: ∑n pnM (Λn) ≤ M(Φ) for any Ω̃ ∈ ISO, with {Kn} being an incoherent expression

of Ω corresponding to Ω̃, pn = tr
(

KnCΦK†
n

)

, and CΛn = KnCΦK†
n

pn
.

(4) Convexity: M (∑n pnΦn) ≤ ∑n pnM (Φn), where {Φn} are quantum operations belonging to O(HI → HO),
and {pn} is a probability distribution satisfying pn ≥ 0 and ∑n pn = 1.

III. MAIN RESULTS

A. The phase-out superoperation

It is well-know that in Hilbert space there is the phase-out operation, which can eliminate the coherence of the
quantum state. Similarly, one can define the phase-out superoperation [48]. Since the incoherent states depend
on the choice of the basis of the Hilbert space, so does the phase-out operation.

Definition 1. A superoperation Θ̃ ∈ SO is called the phase-out superoperation if Θ̃(Φ) is a incoherent
operation for any quantum operation Φ. The phase-out superoperation is implemented by

Θ̃(Φ) = ∆O ◦ Φ ◦ ∆I , (6)

where ∆O and ∆I are the phase-out operations on Hilbert space HO and HI respectively.
According to Definition 1, we have
Theorem 1.1. The specific form of the quantum operation Θ corresponding to the phase-out superoperation

Θ̃ is

CΘ̃(Φ) = Θ(CΦ) =
d−1

∑
i,α=0

〈iα|CΦ|iα〉|iα〉〈iα|. (7)

Proof. For any quantum operation Φ ∈ O(HI → HO), the Choi-Jamiołkowski state corresponding to Φ is

CΦ =
d−1

∑
i,j,α,β=0

Φijαβ

d
|iα〉〈jβ|, (8)

where Φijαβ = d〈iα|[I ⊗ Φ(|ϕ〉〈ϕ|)]|jβ〉 = 〈α|Φ(|i〉〈j|)|β〉. According to the definition of the phase-out super-

operation, we know that the new operation Θ̃(Φ) is an incoherent operation, then the Choi-Jamiołkowski state

corresponding to Θ̃(Φ) must be the diagonal in the fixed basis {|iα〉}d−1
i,α=0, i.e.,

CΘ̃(Φ) = [I ⊗ (∆O ◦ Φ ◦ ∆I)]|ϕ〉〈ϕ|

=
d−1

∑
i,α=0

Θ̃(Φ)iiαα

d
|iα〉〈iα|,

(9)
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where

Θ̃(Φ)iiαα = d〈iα|I ⊗ Θ̃(Φ)(|ϕ〉〈ϕ|)|iα〉
= 〈α|Θ̃(Φ)(|i〉〈i|)|α〉
= 〈α|∆O ◦ Φ ◦ ∆I(|i〉〈i|)|α〉
= 〈α|∆O ◦ Φ(|i〉〈i|)|α〉
= 〈α|∆(∑

β,γ

〈β|Φ(|i〉〈i|)|γ〉|β〉〈γ|)|α〉

= 〈α|(∑
β

〈β|Φ(|i〉〈i|)|β〉|β〉〈β|)|α〉

= 〈α|Φ(|i〉〈i|)|α〉
= Φiiαα.

(10)

Thus,

CΘ̃(Φ) = [I ⊗ (∆O ◦ Φ ◦ ∆I)]|ϕ〉〈ϕ|

=
d−1

∑
i,α=0

Φiiαα

d
|iα〉〈iα|.

(11)

Obviously the Kraus operators of Θ are {Miα = |iα〉〈iα|}d−1
i,α=0, because

Θ (CΦ) = ∑
iα

MiαCΦ M†
iα

= ∑
iα

|iα〉〈iα|





d−1

∑
i′,j′,α′,β′=0

Φi′ j′α′β′

d
|i′α′〉〈j′β′|



 |iα〉〈iα|

=
d−1

∑
i,α=0

Φiiαα

d
|iα〉〈iα|

=
d−1

∑
i,α=0

〈iα|CΦ|iα〉|iα〉〈iα|

= CΘ̃(Φ).

(12)

It is easy to check that Θ is a resource destroying map [52]. The essence of the quantum operation Θ acting on
any Choi-Jamiołkowski state is that all the non-diagonal elements in the selected base are completely eliminated
and a new Choi-Jamiołkowski state with only diagonal elements is created.

So we get the specific form of the quantum operation Θ corresponding to the phase-out superoperation Θ̃ is

Θ(CΦ) =
d−1

∑
i,α=0

〈iα|CΦ|iα〉|iα〉〈iα| = CΘ̃(Φ). (13)

This completes the proof of Theorem 1.1.

Theorem 1.2. If a quantum operation Φ ∈ O(HI → HO) is a completely positive trace preserving operation
(CPTP), then Θ̃(Φ) is a CPTP.

Proof. Obviously, if a quantum operation Φ ∈ O(HI → HO) is a CPTP, then Φ satisfies

CΦ ≥ 0, trO(CΦ) =
I

d
,

where d is the dimension of the Hilbert space HI .
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It is easy to obtain

trO(CΦ) = trO

(

1

d

d−1

∑
i,j=0

|i〉〈j| ⊗
d−1

∑
α,β=0

Φijαβ|α〉〈β|
)

=

(

1

d

d−1

∑
i,j=0

|i〉〈j|
)

tr

(

d−1

∑
α,β=0

Φijαβ|α〉〈β|
)

=
d−1

∑
i,j=0

∑
d−1
α=0 Φijαα

d
|i〉〈j|.

(14)

As Φ ∈ O(HI → HO) is a CPTP, so one must have

d−1

∑
i,j=0

∑
d−1
α=0 Φijαα

d
|i〉〈j| = I

d
. (15)

The above equation means that

d−1

∑
α=0

Φijαα = δij. (16)

The Choi-Jamiołkowski state corresponding to Θ̃(Φ) is

CΘ̃(Φ) =
d−1

∑
i,α=0

Θ̃(Φ)iiαα

d
|iα〉〈iα| =

d−1

∑
i,α=0

Φiiαα

d
|iα〉〈iα|. (17)

So it is easy to obtain

trO(CΘ̃(Φ)) = trO

(

1

d

d−1

∑
i=0

|i〉〈i| ⊗
d−1

∑
α=0

Θ̃(Φ)iiαα|α〉〈α|
)

=

(

1

d

d−1

∑
i=0

|i〉〈i|
)

tr

(

d−1

∑
α=0

Θ̃(Φ)iiαα|α〉〈α|
)

=
d−1

∑
i=0

∑
d−1
α=0 Θ̃(Φ)iiαα

d
|i〉〈i|

=
d−1

∑
i=0

∑
d−1
α=0 Φiiαα

d
|i〉〈i|

=
I

d
.

(18)

Thus we have

CΘ̃(Φ) ≥ 0, trO(CΘ̃(Φ)) =
I

d
, (19)

which means that Θ̃(Φ) is a CPTP. Theorem 1.2 has been proved.

B. The three sets of quantum superoperations

We now give the three sets of quantum superoperations based on the phase-out superoperation Θ̃.

Let Ω̃ be a quantum superoperation. Suppose that Ω̃ satisfies

Ω̃ ◦ Θ̃ = Θ̃ ◦ Ω̃ ◦ Θ̃, (20)
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where ◦ is the composition of superoperations. The compound superoperation Ω̃ ◦ Θ̃ and Θ̃ ◦ Ω̃ ◦ Θ̃ acting on
the any quantum operation Φ, generate the following quantum operations

Ω̃ ◦ Θ̃(Φ) = Ω̃(Θ̃(Φ)),

Θ̃ ◦ Ω̃ ◦ Θ̃(Φ) = Θ̃(Ω̃(Θ̃(Φ))).
(21)

Since Eq.(20) holds, so any output operation of the superoperation Ω̃ ◦ Θ̃ can be regarded as an output
operation of the phase-out superoperation Θ̃. Thus, all output operations of superoperation Ω̃ ◦ Θ̃ are incoherent
operations. In other words, the set of incoherent operations is closed under Ω̃ if Ω̃ satisfies Eq.(20). Therefore we
call condition Eq.(20) the nongenerating coherent conditions. The superoperations satisfying this condition are
called nongenerating coherent superoperations. Usually, nongenerating coherent superoperations is also called
maximally incoherent superoperations [29, 49]. The set of maximally incoherent superoperations is denoted as
MISO.

Next, we consider the following dual form of the nongenerating coherent condition:

Θ̃ ◦ Ω̃ = Θ̃ ◦ Ω̃ ◦ Θ̃. (22)

Think of the output operation Θ̃(Φ) of an input operation Φ, the free part of Φ. Apparently, Ω̃ cannot make
use of the resource stored in any input operation Φ to affect the free part Θ̃(Φ) if Ω̃ satisfies the condition Eq.(22).
We call this condition the nonactivating coherent condition. The superoperations satisfying this condition are
called resource nonactivating coherent superoperations. The set of nonactivating coherent superoperations is
denoted as MISO∗.

Another interpretation is that the superoperations in the set MISO∗ never break up a family: members of
the same family must be mapped to the same target family (not necessarily the original one).

In general, the nongenerating coherent condition and the nonactivating coherent condition are independent
of each other and do not influence each other.

After that, we consider the case where the quantum superoperation satisfy not only the nongenerating coher-
ent condition, but also the nonactivating coherent condition:

Ω̃ ◦ Θ̃ = Θ̃ ◦ Ω̃ = Θ̃ ◦ Ω̃ ◦ Θ̃. (23)

We call this condition the exchangeable resource condition. The superoperations satisfying this condition are
called exchangeable resource superoperations. We also call exchangeable resource superoperations de-phase
incoherent superoperations [49]. The set of de-phase incoherent superoperations is denoted as DISO.

It is easy to obtain the following conclusions for the sets MISO, MISO∗ and DISO.
(1) The relationship between MISO, MISO∗ and DISO is DISO = MISO ∩MISO∗.
(2) For any quantum superoperation Ω̃, the following relationship exists

Θ̃ ◦ Ω̃ ∈ MISO, Θ̃ ◦ Ω̃ ◦ Θ̃ ∈ MISO. (24)

(3) If a quantum superoperation Ω̃ ∈ MISO∗, then there exists the following relationship

Θ̃ ◦ Ω̃ ∈ MISO∗, Ω̃ ◦ Θ̃ ∈ MISO∗. (25)

Furthermore, we also have
Theorem 2.1. MISO, MISO∗ and DISO are closed to compound operation and convex combination of

quantum superoperations.
Proof. First, we prove that MISO is closed to the compound operation and convex combination of quantum

superoperations.
For any quantum superoperations Ω̃1, Ω̃2 ∈ MISO, there are

Ω̃1 ◦ Θ̃ = Θ̃ ◦ Ω̃1 ◦ Θ̃,

Ω̃2 ◦ Θ̃ = Θ̃ ◦ Ω̃2 ◦ Θ̃.
(26)

Thus we have

(Ω̃1 ◦ Ω̃2) ◦ Θ̃ = Ω̃1 ◦ (Θ̃ ◦ Ω̃2 ◦ Θ̃)

= Θ̃ ◦ Ω̃1 ◦ Θ̃ ◦ Ω̃2 ◦ Θ̃

= Θ̃ ◦ (Ω̃1 ◦ Ω̃2) ◦ Θ̃.

(27)
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The above equation means that Ω̃1 ◦ Ω̃2 ∈ MISO. Therefore MISO is closed to the compound operation.
If there is a quantum superoperation Ω̃ which satisfies Ω̃ = pΩ̃1 + (1 − p)Ω̃2, where 0 ≤ p ≤ 1, then we have

Ω̃ ◦ Θ̃ = (pΩ̃1 + (1 − p)Ω̃2) ◦ Θ̃

= pΩ̃1 ◦ Θ̃ + (1 − p)Ω̃2 ◦ Θ̃

= pΘ̃ ◦ Ω̃1 ◦ Θ̃ + (1 − p)Θ̃ ◦ Ω̃2 ◦ Θ̃

= Θ̃ ◦ (pΩ̃1 + (1 − p)Ω̃2) ◦ Θ̃

= Θ̃ ◦ Ω̃ ◦ Θ̃.

(28)

Hence Ω̃ ∈ MISO. That indicates that MISO is closed to the convex combination of quantum superopera-
tions.

Similarly, one can prove that MISO∗ and DISO are closed to the compound operation and convex combi-
nation of quantum superoperations. Therefore Theorem 2.1 holds.

C. The fidelity coherence measure of operations

How to measure the coherence of operations is very important in the study of quantum coherence resources.
The coherence of operations have been measured by the relative entropy coherence measure [47, 48], the l1 norm
coherence measure [47, 48] and the robustness coherence measure [27]. Next we will give another measure, the
fidelity coherence measure of operations and provide some examples.

Definition 2. For any two quantum operations Φ, Λ ∈ O(HI → HO), the fidelity F(Φ, Λ) of the operations Φ

and Λ is defined as

F(Φ, Λ) = F(CΦ, CΛ), (29)

where CΦ and CΛ are Choi-Jamiołkowski states corresponding to Φ and Λ respectively, F(CΦ, CΛ) is the fidelity
of CΦ and CΛ.

By Ref. [48], we have
Lemma 1. If M is a coherence measure for quantum states in the Baumgratz-Cramer-Plenio (BCP) framework

[10], then

M(Φ) ≡ M(CΦ), Φ ∈ O(HI → HO) (30)

is a coherence measure for quantum operations.
According to the fidelity of quantum operations and Lemma 1, we can define the fidelity coherence measure

of quantum operations as follows.

Definition 3. For any quantum operation Φ ∈ O(HI → HO), if the Choi-Jamiołkowski state CΦ is a pure
state, the fidelity coherence measure of the operation Φ is defined as

Mf(Φ) = min
CΛ∈FC

√

1 − F(CΦ, CΛ), (31)

where F(ρ, σ) = (tr(
√√

ρσ
√

ρ))2 is the Uhlmann fidelity [53], FC is the set of pure incoherent states in the

Hilbert space HI ⊗HO. Then we can define convex-roof extended fidelity coherence measure of the operations
for the general case as

Mf(Φ) = min
{pn,Φn}

∑
n

pnMf(Φn), (32)

where the minimum is taken over all the ensembles {pn, Φn} realizing Φ, i.e., Φ = ∑n pnΦn, for any n, CΦn is
the pure Choi-Jamiołkowski state corresponding to the operation Φn.

For the general unitary operations on a single qubit we have the following result.
Theorem 3.1. The fidelity coherence measure of the general form of unitary operations

U = eiα

[

e−i
β
2 0

0 ei
β
2

]

[

cos γ
2 −sin γ

2
sin γ

2 cos γ
2

]

[

e−i δ
2 0

0 ei δ
2

]

(33)
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on a single qubit is

Mf(U) = min







√

1 − |cos γ
2 |2

2
,

√

1 − |sin γ
2 |2

2







. (34)

Here α, β, γ and δ are any real numbers.
Proof. It is easy to derive that the general form of unitary operation U on a single qubit can be written as

U =

[

a −b
e2iαb∗ e2iαa∗

]

, (35)

where

a = ei(α− β
2 − δ

2 )cos
γ

2
, b = ei(α− β

2 +
δ
2 )sin

γ

2
. (36)

The Choi-Jamiołkowski state corresponding to the unitary matrix U is

CU = (I ⊗ U)

(

1

2

1

∑
i,j=0

|ii〉〈jj|
)

(I ⊗ U)†

=
1

2









aa∗ e−2iαab −ab∗ e−2iαaa
e2iαa∗b∗ bb∗ −e2iαb∗b∗ ab∗

−a∗b −e−2iαbb bb∗ −e−2iαab
e2iαa∗a∗ a∗b −e2iαa∗b∗ aa∗









=
1√
2
(a|00〉+ e2iαb∗|01〉 − b|10〉+ e2iαa∗|11〉)

× 1√
2
(a∗〈00|+ e−2iαb〈01| − b∗〈10|+ e−2iαa〈11|).

(37)

Because the Choi-Jamiołkowski state CU is a pure state, the fidelity coherence measure of U is

Mf(U) = min

{
√

1 − |a|2
2

,

√

1 − |b|2
2

}

= min







√

1 − |cos γ
2 |2

2
,

√

1 − |sin γ
2 |2

2







. (38)

The proof of Theorem 3.1 is completed.
Obviously, we have the following result.

Corollary 3.2. For any unitary operation U on a single qubit, the range of values of Mf(U) is [
√

2
2 ,

√
3

2 ].
Corollary 3.3. The fidelity coherence measure Mf(Φmax) of the the maximally coherent operation Φmax =

∑
1
i,α=0

1√
2
eiθiα |α〉〈i| on a single qubit [48], is largest in the unitary operations on a single qubit. Here θiα is a real

number.
Proof. The Choi-Jamiołkowski state corresponding to Φmax is

CΦmax =
1

∑
i,j,α,β=0

1

4
ei(θiα−θjβ)|iα〉〈jβ|. (39)

Because CΦmax is a pure state, it is easy to derive that the fidelity coherence measure of Φmax is

Mf(Φmax) =

√

1 − 1

4
=

√
3

2
. (40)

By using Corollary 3.2, we know that the fidelity coherence measure of the the maximally coherent operation is
largest in the unitary operations on a single qubit. This ends the proof.
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IV. CONCLUSION

Based on Choi-Jamiołkowski isomorphism we investigated the coherence of quantum operations in the re-
source theory. We first defined the phase-out superoperation and gave the form of operation which transforms
the Choi-Jamiołkowski state of the quantum operation Φ to the Choi-Jamiołkowski state of the quantum oper-

ation Θ̃(Φ) obtained by using the phase-out superoperation Θ̃ to act on Φ. By using phase-out superoperation
we defined the set of maximally incoherent superoperations, the set of nonactivating coherent superoperations
and the set of de-phase incoherent superoperations and proved that these sets are closed to compound operation
and convex combination of quantum superoperations. Further, the fidelity coherence measure of quantum op-
erations was introduced. The fidelity coherence measure of the unitary operations on the single qubit has been
calculated. We hope the research will lead to a better understanding of the coherence of quantum operations.
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New J. Phys. 20, 043028 (2018).
[47] M. N. Bera, Quantifying superpositions of quantum evolutions, Phys. Rev. A 100, 042307 (2019).
[48] J. W. Xu, Coherence of quantum channels, Phys. Rev. A 100, 052311 (2019).
[49] G. Saxena, E. Chitambar, and G. Gour, Dynamical resource theory of quantum coherence,

Phys. Rev. Research 2, 023298 (2020).
[50] M. D. Choi, Completely positive linear maps on complex matrices, Linear Algebra Appl. 10, 285 (1975).
[51] A. Jamiołkowski, Linear transformations which preserve trace and positive semidefiniteness of operators,

Rep. Math. Phys. 3, 275 (1972).
[52] Z. W. Liu, X. Hu, and S. Lloyd, Resource destroying maps, Phys. Rev. Lett. 118, 060502 (2017).
[53] A. Uhlmann, The ”transition probability” in the state space of a ∗-algebra, Rep. Math. Phys. 9, 273-279 (1976).

https://journals.aps.org/pra/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevA.99.062319
https://arxiv.org/abs/1907.02521
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41598-017-13604-9
https://journals.aps.org/prresearch/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.2.013043
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41598-019-56751-x
https://arxiv.org/abs/1903.06311
https://arxiv.org/abs/1904.04201
https://journals.aps.org/prl/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.150401
https://arxiv.org/abs/1907.02552
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/326912751_Comparison_of_Quantum_Channels_with_Superchannels
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1209/0295-5075/83/30004
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0375960117302621
https://journals.aps.org/pra/pdf/10.1103/PhysRevA.94.012326
https://journals.aps.org/pra/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevA.95.062327
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0003491618302264?via%3Dihub
https://arxiv.org/pdf/1904.02680.pdf
https://journals.aps.org/prl/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.190405
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/1367-2630/aaaff3
https://journals.aps.org/pra/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevA.100.042307
https://journals.aps.org/pra/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevA.100.052311
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/336230068_Dynamical_Resource_Theory_of_Quantum_Coherence
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/0024379575900750?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/0034487772900110?via%3Dihub
https://journals.aps.org/prl/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevLett.118.060502
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/0034487776900604

	I Introduction
	II Preliminaries
	III Main results
	A The phase-out superoperation
	B The three sets of quantum superoperations
	C The fidelity coherence measure of operations

	IV Conclusion
	 References

