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Abstract

By virtue of the mathematical tools in noncommutative geometry, we
study the Connes spectral distances between one- and two-qubit states. We
construct a spectral triple corresponding to the 2D fermionic phase spaces,
and calculate the Connes spectral distance between one qubits. Based on
the Connes spectral distance, we define a coherence measure of quantum
states, and calculate the coherence of one-qubit states. We also study some
simple cases about two-qubit states, and the corresponding spectral dis-
tances satisfy the Pythagoras theorem. We find that the Connes spectral
distances are different from quantum trace distances. The Connes spectral
distance can be considered as a significant supplement to the trace distances
in quantum information sciences. These results are significant for the study
of physical relations and geometric structures of qubits and other quantum
states.

Keywords: Connes spectral distance; Qubit; Coherence; Noncommutative
geometry.

1 Introduction

In quantum mechanics, a physical system is represented by some kind of quantum
state. In order to study properties of the physical systems and also the relations
between quantum states, or measure the distinguishability between the states, one
can define some kinds of abstract distance measures between quantum states. For
example, quantum trace distance and quantum fidelity [1]. In quantum informa-
tion science, one can use quantum trace distance or quantum fidelity to quantify
the differences between quantum states.

One usually consider the quantum systems with two levels (namely, qubits) in
quantum information and quantum computation. To describe a quantum system
with two levels, one can use the Grassmann representation of Fermi operators
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in fermionic phase spaces. Since quantum phase spaces are some kinds of non-
commutative spaces, one can also use the mathematical tools in noncommutative
geometry to study the geometric structures of quantum states in phase spaces [2].
In a noncommutative space, a pure state is the analog of a traditional point in a
normal commutative space, and the Connes spectral distance between pure states
corresponds to the geodesic distance between points [3]. The Connes spectral
distances in some kinds of noncommutative spaces have already been studied in
the literatures [4–16]. For example, Dai et. al. have studied Connes’ distance in
1D lattices [5]. Cagnache et. al. computed Connes spectral distances between
the pure states which corresponding to eigenfunctions of the quantum harmonic
oscillators in the Moyal plane [6]. Martinetti et. al. obtained the spectral distance
between coherent states in the so-called double Moyal plane [7]. Scholtz and his
collaborators have studied the Connes spectral distances of harmonic oscillator
states and also coherent states in Moyal plane and fuzzy space [11–13]. In the
present work, we will study the Connes spectral distance between qubits which
can be represented by fermionic Fock states in phase spaces.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2, we consider the 2D fermionic
phase space and construct a corresponding spectral triple based on the Hilbert-
Schmidt operatorial formulation. In Sec. 3, we review the definition of Connes
spectral distance, and derive the explicit expressions of the spectral distances
between one qubits with respect to the corresponding Bloch vectors. In Sec. 4, we
calculate the Connes spectral distances between some simple cases of two-qubit
states. Some discussions and conclusions are given in Sec. 5.

2 2D fermionic phase space and spectral triple

First, let us consider the simplest 2D fermionic phase space (θ1, θ2), and the co-
ordinate operators θ̂1, θ̂2 satisfy the following anticommutation relation

{θ̂i, θ̂j} ≡ θ̂iθ̂j + θ̂j θ̂i = δij~, i, j = 1, 2. (1)

The Grassmann parity of a function f is denoted by ε(f), for example, ε(θ̂i) = 1
and ε(θ̂iθ̂j) = 0. One can define the following annihilation and creation operators,

f̂ =
1√
2~

(
θ̂1 + iθ̂2

)
, f̂ † =

1√
2~

(
θ̂1 − iθ̂2

)
. (2)

These operators satisfy the commutation relations {f̂ , f̂ †} = 1, and {f̂ , f̂} =
{f̂ †, f̂ †} = 0. Let |0〉 be the vacuum state, there are f̂ |0〉 = 0, f̂ †|0〉 = |1〉,
f̂ |1〉 = |0〉, f̂ †|1〉 = 0. One can also use the convenient matrix representations,
|0〉 = (1, 0)′, |0〉 = (0, 1)′, and

f̂ = |0〉〈1| =
(

0 1
0 0

)
, f̂ † = |1〉〈0| =

(
0 0
1 0

)
. (3)

The fermionic phase space (θ1, θ2) is some type of noncommutative space. In
general, a noncommutative space corresponds to a spectral triple (A,H,D) [2], A
is an involutive algebra acting on a Hilbert space H through a representation π,
and the Dirac operator D is a self-adjoint, densely defined operator on H which
satisfies:
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1. D can be unbounded operator but [D, π(a)] is bounded;
2. D has compact resolvent, for λ ∈ C/R, (D − λ)−1 is compact when the

algebra A is unital or π(a)(D − λ)−1 be compact if it is non-unital.
In the present work, we will use the Hilbert-Schmidt operatorial formulation de-

veloped in Refs. [13,17] to construct a spectral triple corresponding to the fermionic
phase space. One can define a fermion Fock space F = span {|0〉, |1〉} and a quan-
tum Hilbert space Q = span {|i〉〈j|}, i, j = 0, 1. In the followings, we will also
denote the elements ψ(θ̂1, θ̂2) of the quantum Hilbert space Q by |ψ). A spectral
triple (A,H,D) for the 2D fermionic phase space (θ1, θ2) can be constructed as
follows,

A = Q, H = F ⊗ C2, (4)

and an element e ∈ A acts on Ψ = (|ψ1〉, |ψ2〉)′ ∈ H through the diagonal repre-
sentation π as

π(e)Ψ =

(
e 0
0 e

)(
|ψ1〉
|ψ2〉

)
=

(
e|ψ1〉
e|ψ2〉

)
. (5)

In order to construct the Dirac operator for the fermionic phase space, one can
consider the following extended auxiliary noncommutative space in which the co-
ordinate operators Θ̂i and Λ̂i satisfy the following anticommutation relations,

{Θ̂i, Θ̂j} = {Λ̂i, Λ̂j} = δij~, {Θ̂i, Λ̂j} = δijλ, i, j = 1, 2. (6)

Here λ is some real parameter. It is easy to verify that, a unitary representation of
the algebra (6) can be obtained by the following actions on the quantum Hilbert
space Q:

Θ̂i|φ) = |θ̂iφ), Λ̂i|φ) =
λ

~
|θ̂iφ) + (−1)ε(φ)

√
λ2 − ~2
~

|φ θ̂i). (7)

One can define the following useful operators

B̂ = Λ̂1 + iΛ̂2, B̂† = Λ̂1 − iΛ̂2. (8)

It is easy to verify that,

B̂|φ) = λ

√
2

~
|f̂φ)− i(−1)ε(φ)

√
2(~2 − λ2)

~
|φf̂),

B̂†|φ) = λ

√
2

~
|f̂ †φ)− i(−1)ε(φ)

√
2(~2 − λ2)

~
|φf̂ †). (9)

By virtue of the result in Ref. [20], one may express the Dirac operator D as

D =
1

λ

∑

i=1,2

σiΛ̂i, (10)

where σi’s are the Pauli matrices,

σ1 =

(
0 1
1 0

)
, σ2 =

(
0 −i
i 0

)
. (11)

So the Dirac operator (10) can be written as

D =
1

λ

(
0 Λ̂1 − iΛ̂2

Λ̂1 + iΛ̂2 0

)
=

1

λ

(
0 B̂†

B̂ 0

)
. (12)
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Consider the graded commutator [D, π(a)]gr ≡ Dπ(a)−(−1)ε(a)π(a)D with a ∈ H.
After some straightforward calculations, one can obtain [D, π(a)]gr acting on an
element Φ ∈ Q⊗ C2 as

[D, π(a)]grΦ = [D, π(a)]gr

(
|φ1)
|φ2)

)

=
1

λ

(
0 [B̂†, a]gr

[B̂, a]gr 0

)(
|φ1)
|φ2)

)

=

√
2

~

(
0 [f̂ †, a]gr

[f̂ , a]gr 0

)(
|φ1)
|φ2)

)
. (13)

Therefore, one can identify the Dirac operator D for the 2D fermionic phase space
(θ1, θ2) as

D =

√
2

~

(
0 f̂ †

f̂ 0

)
. (14)

3 Connes spectral distances between one-qubit

states

Using the Dirac operator constructed above, one can calculate the Connes spectral
distances between quantum states in the fermionic phase space. For the quantum
states ω which are normal and bounded, they can be represented by density ma-
trices ρ. The action of the state ω on an element e ∈ A can be written as

ω(e) = trF (ρe), (15)

where trF (·) denotes the trace over F . Suppose the quantum states ω1 and ω2

correspond to the density matrices ρ1 and ρ2, respectively. The Connes distance
between the quantum states ω1 and ω2 are [3]

d(ω1, ω2) = sup
e∈B
|trF (ρ1e)− trF (ρ2e)| = sup

e∈B
|trF (∆ρ e)|, (16)

where ∆ρ = ρ1 − ρ2. The set B = {e ∈ A : ‖[D, π(e)]‖op 6 1}, and ‖A‖op is the
operator norm of A,

‖A‖op ≡ sup
ψ∈H,‖ψ‖=1

‖Aψ‖, ‖A‖2 ≡ trF (A†A). (17)

The inequality ‖[D, π(e)]‖op 6 1 is the so-called ball condition.
Since Hermitian elements can give the supremum in the Connes spectral dis-

tance functions [18], one only need to consider the element e being Hermitian. For
a Hermitian element e ∈ A, using the Dirac operator D (14), we have

[D, π(e)] =

√
2

~

(
0 [f̂ †, e]

[f̂ , e] 0

)

=

√
2

~

(
0 −[f̂ , e]†

[f̂ , e] 0

)
. (18)
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Any Hermitian element e ∈ A can be expressed as the following matrix,

e =

(
s w∗

w t

)
=

(
s u− iv

u+ iv t

)
, (19)

where w = u + iv, and s, t, u, v are real numbers. After some straightforward
calculations, one can obtain

[f̂ , e] =

(
w t− s
0 −w

)
. (20)

Since ‖[D, π(e)]‖op is just the square root of the largest eigenvalue of the matrix
[D, π(e)]†[D, π(e)], using the ball condition and the above matrix representations
(18) and (20), one can obtain

2|w|2 + (s− t)2 + |s− t|
√

4|w|2 + (s− t)2 6 ~. (21)

So there are
2|w|2 6 ~, 2(s− t)2 6 ~, (22)

or

|w| 6
√

~
2
, |s− t| 6

√
~
2
. (23)

In general, the density matrice ρ for a qubit can be expressed as [1]

ρ =
I + ~r · ~σ

2
=

1

2

(
1 + z x− iy
x+ iy 1− z

)
, (24)

where the real vector ~r = (x, y, z) are the so-called Bloch vector, |~r| 6 1, and ~σ =
(σ1, σ2, σ3), σi are the Pauli matrices. Consider the states ρ1 and ρ2 corresponding
to the Bloch vectors ~r1 = (x1, y1, z1) and ~r2 = (x2, y2, z2), respectively. Using the
matrix representation (19), one can obtain

trF (∆ρ e) =
1

2
(s− t)∆z + u∆x+ v∆y, (25)

where ∆x = x1 − x2, ∆y = y1 − y2, ∆z = z1 − z2. So we have

d(ρ1, ρ2) = sup
e∈B
|trF (∆ρ e)| = sup

e∈B

∣∣∣∣
1

2
(s− t)∆z + u∆x+ v∆y

∣∣∣∣

6 sup
e∈B

(
1

2
|(s− t)∆z|+ |u∆x+ v∆y|

)

6 sup
e∈B

(
1

2
|(s− t)∆z|+

√
u2 + v2

√
∆x2 + ∆y2

)

= sup
e∈B

(
1

2
|(s− t)∆z|+ |w|

√
∆x2 + ∆y2

)
. (26)

In the second inequality above, we have used the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality,
(a1b1 + a2b2)

2 6 (a21 + a22)(b
2
1 + b22), where the equality holds if a1b2 = a2b1.

So for the given states ρ1 and ρ2, in order to attain the supremum of |trF (∆ρ e)|,
one must choose the Hermitian element e to make |s−t| and |w| as large as possible.
So there should be

2|w|2 + (s− t)2 + |s− t|
√

4|w|2 + (s− t)2 = ~, (27)
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and

|s− t| = 1√
2~

(~− 2|w|2). (28)

So we have

|trF (∆ρ e)| 6
1

2
|(s− t)∆z|+ |w|

√
∆x2 + ∆y2

=
1

2

√
~
2
|∆z| − |∆z|√

2~
|w|2 + |w|

√
∆x2 + ∆y2

=
1

2

√
~
2

|∆~r|2
|∆z| −

|∆z|√
2~

(
|w| −

√
~
2

√
∆x2 + ∆y2

|∆z|

)2

6
1

2

√
~
2

|∆~r|2
|∆z| . (29)

and ∆~r = ~r1 − ~r2 = (∆x,∆y,∆z), |∆~r| =
√

∆x2 + ∆y2 + ∆z2 6 2.

From Eq. (23), the ball condition for e ∈ B means |w| 6
√
~/2. So when

∆x2 + ∆y2 6 ∆z2, one can choose the optimal element e with

|w| =
√

∆x2 + ∆y2

|∆z|

√
~
2
, |s− t| =

√
~
2

∆z2 −∆x2 −∆y2

∆z2
. (30)

In this case, there is

d(ρ1, ρ2) =
1

2

√
~
2

∆x2 + ∆y2 + ∆z2

|∆z| =
1

2

√
~
2

|∆~r|2
|∆z| . (31)

When ∆x2 + ∆y2 > ∆z2, one can only choose the optimal element e with

|w| =
√

~
2
<

√
∆x2 + ∆y2

|∆z|

√
~
2
, |s− t| = 1√

2~
(~− 2|w|2) = 0. (32)

In this case, there is

d(ρ1, ρ2) =
1

2
|(s− t)∆z|+ |w|

√
∆x2 + ∆y2 =

√
~
2

√
∆x2 + ∆y2. (33)

It is convenient to use the spherical coordinates in the Bloch sphere, one can
also denote ∆~r = ~r1 − ~r2 = r(sin θ cosφ, sin θ sinφ, cos θ), 0 6 θ 6 π, 0 6 φ < 2π
and 0 6 r 6 2. The Connes spectral distance between the one-qubit states ρ1 and
ρ2 can be expressed as

d(ρ1, ρ2) =





√
~
2

√
∆x2 + ∆y2 = r sin θ

√
~
2
,

π

4
6 θ 6

3π

4
;

1

2

√
~
2

|∆~r|2
|∆z| =

r

2| cos θ|

√
~
2
, others.

(34)

These results are similar to those in Refs. [6,9], but the spectral triple constructed
in the present work is different from those considered in Refs. [6, 9]. The method
used in the present work is also different from those used in the literatures.
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From the result (34), one can find that these spectral distances are additive
when the corresponding points of the states in the Bloch sphere are collinear,

d(ρ1, ρ3) = d(ρ1, ρ2) + d(ρ2, ρ3). (35)

Furthermore, when the corresponding points of the states in the Bloch sphere
are on the same horizontal plane, namely ∆z = 0, the Connes spectral distances
between the states are proportional to the Euclidean distances in the Bloch repre-
sentation with a factor

√
~/2. It is easy to see that, for the diagonal states, namely

xi = yi = 0 in (24), the optimal elements e for the Connes spectral distances can
also be diagonal, this is similar to the result in Ref. [19].

Using the formulas (34), one can obtain the Connes spectral distances between
some one-qubit states. For example,

d(|0〉, |1〉) = d(|0〉, |x; +〉) = d(|0〉, |y; +〉) =

√
~
2
,

d(|x; +〉, |y; +〉) =
√
~, d(|x; +〉, |x;−〉) =

√
2~,

d

(
|x; +〉, I

2

)
= d

(
|y; +〉, I

2

)
=

√
~
2
,

d

(
|0〉, I

2

)
= d

(
|1〉, I

2

)
=

1

2

√
~
2
, (36)

where the states |x;±〉 and |y;±〉 are

|x;±〉 =
1√
2

(|0〉 ± |1〉), |y;±〉 =
1√
2

(|0〉 ± i|1〉). (37)

These spectral distances are depicted in Figure 1.

I

2

|x; +〉

|y; +〉
√

~
2

|0〉

1
2

√
~
2

|1〉

√
~
2

√
~

Figure 1: Connes spectral distances between one-qubit states in the Bloch sphere.

The Connes spectral distance between the mixed states

ρ = p|0〉〈0|+ (1− p)|1〉〈1|, ρ′ = q|0〉〈0|+ (1− q)|1〉〈1| (38)
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is

d(ρ, ρ′) = |p− q|
√

~
2
. (39)

This is just proportional to the quantum trace distance between the states ρ and
ρ′.

The quantum trace distances between qubits are equal to half the correspond-
ing Euclidean distances in the Bloch representations. In general, the results of
Connes spectral distances are quite different from those about the quantum trace
distances of one-qubit states. Similar to the trace distance, one can use the Connes
spectral distance to analyse the physical properties and relations of qubits, such
as quantum discord and coherence.

As an example, let us use the Connes spectral distance to study the coherence
of qubits. Quantum coherence is an important resource in quantum information
sciences [21]. Similar to Refs. [21,22], one can define the coherence of a state ρ as
follows,

CSD(ρ) =

√
2

~
min
δ∈I

d(ρ, δ), (40)

where I is the set of incoherent states. The elements in I are just the diagonal
states in a fixed basis. Using the results (34), one can find that, for the one-qubit
state ρ (24),

CSD(ρ) =
√
x2 + y2, (41)

and the nearest incoherent state is just ρdiag with the Bloch vector ~r = (0, 0, z).
This is just the same as the l1 norm of coherence [21] and also the trace norm of
coherence defined in Ref. [22].

4 Connes spectral distances between two-qubit

states

Next, let us consider the Connes spectral distances between two-qubit states.
Similarly, one can construct the following Fock space

F = span {|m,n〉 ≡ |m〉1 ⊗ |n〉2, m, n = 0, 1} , (42)

where |1〉i = f̂ †i |0〉i, i = 1, 2, and |0〉i is the vacuum state. The creation and anni-

hilation operators f̂ †i , f̂i satisfy the commutation relations {f̂i, f̂ †i } = 1, {f̂i, f̂i} =

{f̂ †i , f̂ †i } = 0, and [f̂1, f̂
†
2 ] = [f̂ †1 , f̂2] = [f̂1, f̂2] = [f̂ †1 , f̂

†
2 ] = 0. We have the following

matrix representation with respect to the basis {|00〉, |01〉, |10〉, |11〉},

f̂1 =




0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0


 , f̂2 =




0 1 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 1
0 0 0 0


 . (43)

The corresponding quantum Hilbert space is constructed as follow,

Q = span {|m1, n1〉〈m2, n2|, m1, n1,m2, n2 = 0, 1} . (44)
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Using the methods similar to those in the 2D case above, one can construct a
spectral triple (A′,H′,D′) as follows,

A′ = Q, H′ = F ⊗ C4, D′ = i

√
2

~




0 0 f̂ †2 f̂ †1
0 0 f̂1 −f̂2
−f̂2 −f̂ †1 0 0

−f̂1 f̂ †2 0 0


 . (45)

Now let us study the Connes spectral distances between two-qubit states in
this noncommutative space. Usually, the calculations are much more cumbersome
and complicated than those in the 2D case. For simplicity, here we only study the
spectral distances between the states |ij〉, i, j = 0, 1.

First, let us consider the spectral distance between |00〉 and |10〉,

d(|00〉, |10〉) = sup
e∈B
|trF(ρ00e)− trF(ρ10e)|

= sup
e∈B
|〈00|e|00〉 − 〈10|e|10〉|

= sup
e∈B
|〈00|ef̂1|10〉 − 〈00|f̂1e|10〉|

= sup
e∈B
|〈00|[f̂1, e]|10〉|

6
∥∥[f̂1, e]

∥∥
op
. (46)

Here we have used the Bessel’s inequality [13]: For any operator A with the matrix
elements Aij in some orthonormal bases, there is

|Aij|2 6
∑

i

|Aij|2 6 ‖A‖2op. (47)

For a Hermitian element e ∈ A′, using the above Dirac operator D′, one can
calculate the commutator [D′, π(e)],

[D′, π(e)] = i

√
2

~

(
0 M1

M †
1 0

)
, (48)

where

M1 =

(
−[f̂2, e]

† −[f̂1, e]
†

[f̂1, e] −[f̂2, e]

)
. (49)

Since ‖M †
1M1‖op = ‖M1M

†
1‖op, for any Hermitian element e, using the ball condi-

tion, one can obtain the following inequality,

∥∥[D′, π(e)]
∥∥2
op

=
∥∥[D′, π(e)]†[D′, π(e)]

∥∥
op

=
2

~
‖M1M

†
1‖op 6 1. (50)

From the above expression (49), we have

M1M
†
1 =

(
[f̂1, e]

†[f̂1, e] + [f̂2, e]
†[f̂2, e] [f̂1, e]

†[f̂2, e]
† − [f̂2, e]

†[f̂1, e]
†

− [f̂1, e][f̂2, e] + [f̂2, e][f̂1, e] [f̂1, e][f̂1, e]
† + [f̂2, e][f̂2, e]

†

)
. (51)

9



By virtue of the Bessel’s inequality (47), one can obtain

sup
φ∈F ,〈φ|φ〉=1

〈φ|[f̂1, e]†[f̂1, e] + [f̂2, e]
†[f̂2, e]|φ〉 6 ‖M1M

†
1‖op 6

~
2
. (52)

Since 〈φ|[f̂1, e]†[f̂1, e]|φ〉 > 0, 〈φ|[f̂2, e]†[f̂2, e]|φ〉 > 0, we also have

sup
φ∈F ,〈φ|φ〉=1

〈φ|[f̂1, e]†[f̂1, e]|φ〉 6
~
2
, sup

φ∈F ,〈φ|φ〉=1

〈φ|[f̂2, e]†[f̂2, e]|φ〉 6
~
2
, (53)

or ∥∥[f̂1, e]
∥∥2
op

6
~
2
,

∥∥[f̂2, e]
∥∥2
op

6
~
2
. (54)

Similarly, we also have the following inequalities,

sup
φ∈F ,〈φ|φ〉=1

〈φ|[f̂1, e][f̂1, e]† + [f̂2, e][f̂2, e]
†|φ〉 6 ~

2
,

sup
φ∈F ,〈φ|φ〉=1

〈φ|[f̂1, e][f̂1, e]† + [f̂2, e]
†[f̂2, e]|φ〉 6

~
2
,

sup
φ∈F ,〈φ|φ〉=1

〈φ|[f̂1, e]†[f̂1, e] + [f̂2, e][f̂2, e]
†|φ〉 6 ~

2
. (55)

Combine the results (46) and (54), there must be

d(|00〉, |10〉) 6
√

~
2
. (56)

Now we will find some optimal elements which can saturate the above inequal-
ity. Similar to the result in Ref. [19], one can firstly consider the elements eo being
diagonal,

eo =




e1 0 0 0
0 e2 0 0
0 0 e3 0
0 0 0 e4


 , (57)

where ei are real numbers.
From the relation (55), using the above matrix representations (43), (49) and

(57), after some straightforward calculations, one can obtain the following rela-
tions,

(e1 − e2)2 6
~
2
, (e1 − e3)2 6

~
2
, (e2 − e4)2 6

~
2
, (e3 − e4)2 6

~
2
,

(
|e1 − e2 − e3 + e4|+

√
(e1 − e4)2 + (e2 − e3)2

)2
6 ~. (58)

Now the Connes spectral distance between the states |00〉 and |10〉 can be expressed
as

d(|00〉, |10〉) = sup
e∈B
|〈00|e|00〉 − 〈10|e|10〉|

= sup
e∈B
|e1 − e3|. (59)
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Using the relations (58), one can choose the following optimal element

e(1)o =




√
~
2

0 0 0

0
√

~
2

0 0

0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0




=

( √
~
2

0

0 0

)
⊗ I2, (60)

and then obtain

d(|00〉, |10〉) = |〈00|e(1)o |00〉 − 〈10|e(1)o |10〉| =
√

~
2
. (61)

Similarly, there is

d(|01〉, |11〉) =

√
~
2
, (62)

and e
(1)
o can still be the corresponding optimal element.

Using the same method, one can also obtain

d(|00〉, |01〉) = d(|10〉, |11〉) =

√
~
2
, (63)

and the corresponding optimal element can be chosen as

e(2)o =




√
~
2

0 0 0

0 0 0 0

0 0
√

~
2

0

0 0 0 0




= I1 ⊗
( √

~
2

0

0 0

)
. (64)

It is easy to verify that, there are

[f̂1, e
(2)
o ] = 0, [f̂2, e

(1)
o ] = 0. (65)

Next, let us consider the spectral distance between |00〉 and |11〉,

d(|00〉, |11〉) = sup
e∈B
|trF(ρ00e)− trF(ρ11e)|

= sup
e∈B
|〈00|e|00〉 − 〈11|e|11〉|

= sup
e∈B
|〈00|e|00〉 − 〈10|e|10〉+ 〈10|e|10〉 − 〈11|e|11〉|

= sup
e∈B
|〈00|ef̂1|10〉 − 〈00|f̂1e|10〉+ 〈10|ef̂2|11〉 − 〈10|f̂2e|11〉|

= sup
e∈B
|〈00|[f̂1, e]|10〉+ 〈10|[f̂2, e]|11〉|

6 sup
e∈B

√
2

√
|〈00|[f̂1, e]|10〉|2 + |〈10|[f̂2, e]|11〉|2. (66)

In the inequality above, we have also used the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality.
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Since for any states |φ〉, |ϕ〉, there is |〈φ|[f̂i, e]|ϕ〉|2 > 0. It is easy to see that,

|〈00|[f̂1, e]|10〉|2
6 |〈00|[f̂1, e]|10〉|2 + |〈01|[f̂1, e]|10〉|2 + |〈10|[f̂1, e]|10〉|2 + |〈11|[f̂1, e]|10〉|2
= 〈10|[f̂1, e]†[f̂1, e]|10〉. (67)

Here we have used the resolution of the identity,

∑

i,j=0,1

|ij〉〈ij| = I. (68)

Similarly, there is

|〈10|[f̂2, e]|11〉|2 = |〈11|[f̂2, e]†|10〉|2 6 〈10|[f̂2, e][f̂2, e]†|10〉. (69)

So by virtue of the inequalities (55), one can obtain

|〈00|[f̂1, e]|10〉|2 + |〈10|[f̂2, e]|11〉|2
6 〈10|[f̂1, e]†[f̂1, e]|10〉+ 〈10|[f̂2, e][f̂2, e]†|10〉
= 〈10|

(
[f̂1, e]

†[f̂1, e] + [f̂2, e][f̂2, e]
†)|10〉

6 sup
φ∈F ,〈φ|φ〉=1

〈φ|[f̂1, e]†[f̂1, e] + [f̂2, e][f̂2, e]
†|φ〉 6 ~

2
. (70)

Combine the results (66) and (70), we have

d(|00〉, |11〉) 6
√
~. (71)

For example, one can choose the following optimal element

eo =




√
~ 0 0 0

0
√
~
2

0 0

0 0
√
~
2

0
0 0 0 0


 =

1√
2

(
e(1)o + e(2)o

)
, (72)

and then obtain

d(|00〉, |11〉) = |〈00|eo|00〉 − 〈11|eo|11〉| =
√
~. (73)

Similarly, there is
d(|01〉, |10〉) =

√
~, (74)

and the corresponding optimal element can be chosen as

eo =




0 0 0 0

0
√
~
2

0 0

0 0 −
√
~
2

0
0 0 0 0


 =

1√
2

(
e(1)o − e(2)o

)
. (75)

These distances are depicted in Figure 2. From Figure 2, one can see that these
spectral distances satisfy the Pythagoras theorem. This is similar to the result in
Ref. [9].
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~

Figure 2: Connes spectral distances between two-qubit states |ij〉.

As a comparison, let us calculate the quantum trace distances dT between these
states,

dT (ρ1, ρ2) =
1

2
tr|ρ1 − ρ2|, (76)

where |A| :=
√
A†A. After some straightforward calculations, one can obtain

dT (|ij〉, |kl〉) = 1, i 6= k and/or j 6= l. (77)

We find that the Connes spectral distances between these two-qubit states are
quite different from their trace distances. So one can use Connes spectral distances
to measure the relations between the qubits. In some special cases, it should give
some new results. In this sense, the Connes spectral distance can be consider as
a useful supplement to the trace distances in quantum information sciences.

Similarly, one can using the above methods to study Connes spectral distances
between n-qubit states in higher-dimensional noncommutative spaces.

5 Discussions and conclusions

In this paper, we study the Connes spectral distances between some one- and
two-qubit states which can be represented by some fermionic Fock states. We
construct a spectral triple corresponding to the 2D fermionic phase spaces, and
calculate the Connes spectral distance between fermionic Fock states. We also
study some simple cases about two-qubit states. In the simple cases, the spectral
distances satisfy the Pythagoras theorem. These results are significant for the
study of physical relations and geometric structures of qubits and other quantum
states.

From the above results of the Connes spectral distances between qubits, one
can find that the Connes spectral distances are quite different from quantum trace
distances. One can use Connes spectral distances to measure the relations between
the qubits. For example, one can use these distances to study the discord and
coherence of qubits. In some special cases, it should give some new results. So we
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believe that the Connes spectral distance can be used as a significant supplement
to the trace distances in quantum information sciences. As an example, we use the
Connes spectral distance to calculate the coherence measure of one-qubit states.
We find that the Connes spectral distance can obtain the same result as the trace
distance.

Furthermore, one can also study the spectral distances between other kinds of
pure states and mixed states in higher-dimensional noncommutative spaces. But
the calculations will be much more cumbersome and complicated. Our method
used in the present work is different from those used in the literatures. We hope
that our methods and results can help the studies of mathematical structures of
noncommutative spaces and also physical properties of quantum systems.

Acknowledgements

This work is partly supported by Key Research and Development Project of
Guangdong Province (Grant No. 2020B0303300001), the National Natural Sci-
ence Foundation of China (Grant No. 11911530750), the Guangdong Basic and
Applied Basic Research Foundation (Grant No. 2019A1515011703) and the Nat-
ural Science Foundation of Anhui Province (Grant No. 1908085MA16).

References

[1] M. A. Nielsen, I. L. Chuang, Quantum Computation and Quantum Infor-
mation (Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2000).

[2] A. Connes, Noncommutative geometry (Academic Press, New York, 1994).

[3] A. Connes, “Compact metric spaces, Fredholm modules and hyperfinite-
ness.” Ergodic Theory Dynam. Systems 9 207-220 (1989).

[4] G. Bimonte, F. Lizzi, G. Sparano, “Distances on a lattice from non-
commutative geometry.” Phys. Lett. B 341 139-146 (1994).

[5] J. Dai, X.-C. Song, “Connes’ distance of one-dimensional lattices: general
cases.” Commun. Theor. Phys. 36 519 (2001).

[6] E. Cagnache, F. D’Andrea, P. Martinetti, J.-C. Wallet, “The spectral dis-
tance on the Moyal plane.” J. Geom. Phys. 61 1881-1897 (2011).

[7] P. Martinetti, L. Tomassini, “Noncommutative geometry of the Moyal plane:
translation isometries, Connes’ distance on coherent states, Pythagoras
equality.” Commun. Math. Phys. 323 107–141 (2013).

[8] F. D’Andrea, F. Lizzi, J.C. Várilly, “Metric properties of the fuzzy sphere.”
Lett. Math. Phys. 103 183–205 (2013).

[9] F. D’Andrea, “Pythagoras theorem in noncommutative geometry” Contem-
porary Mathematics 676 175-210 (2016).

14



[10] N. Franco, J.-C. Wallet, “Metrics and causality on Moyal planes.” Contem-
porary Mathematics 676 147-173 (2016).

[11] F. G. Scholtz, B. Chakraborty, “Spectral triplets, statistical mechanics and
emergent geometry in non-commutative quantum mechanics.” J. Phys. A:
Math. Theor. 46 085204 (2013).

[12] Y. Chaoba Devi, S. Prajapat, A. K. Mukhopadhyay, B. Chakraborty, F.
G. Scholtz, “Connes distance function on fuzzy sphere and the connection
between geometry and statistics.” J. Math. Phys. 56 041707 (2015).

[13] Y. Chaoba Devi, K. Kumar, B. Chakraborty, F. G. Scholtz, “Revisiting
Connes’ finite spectral distance on noncommutative spaces: Moyal plane
and fuzzy sphere.” Int. J. Geo. Methods Mod. Phys. 15 1850204 (2018).

[14] K. Kumar, B. Chakraborty, “Spectral distances on the doubled Moyal plane
using Dirac eigenspinors.” Phys. Rev. D 97 086019 (2018).

[15] J. W Barrett, P. Druce, L. Glaser, “Spectral estimators for finite non-
commutative geometries.” J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 52 275203 (2019).

[16] A. Chakraborty, B. Chakraborty, “Spectral distance on Lorentzian Moyal
plane.” Int. J. Geo. Methods Mod. Phys. 17 2050089 (2020).

[17] F. G. Scholtz, L. Gouba, A. Hafver, C. M. Rohwer, “Formulation, interpre-
tation and application of non-commutative quantum mechanics.” J. Phys.
A: Math. Theor. 42 175303 (2009).

[18] B. Iochum, T. Krajewski, P. Martinetti, “Distances in finite spaces from
noncommutative geometry.” J. Geom. Phys. 37 100–125 (2001).

[19] B. S. Lin, T. H. Heng, “Connes distance of 2D harmonic oscillators in quan-
tum phase space.” Chin. Phys. B 30 110203 (2021).

[20] V. Gayral, J. M. Gracia-Bond́ıa, B. Iochum, T. Schücker, J. C. Várilly,
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