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It is challenging to obtain quantum statistics of multiple time points due to the principle of quan-
tum mechanics that a measurement disturbs the quantum state. We propose an ancilla-assisted mea-
surement scheme that does not suffer from the measurement-induced back-action and experimentally
demonstrate it using dual-species trapped ions. By ensemble averaging the ancilla-measurement out-
comes with properly chosen weights, quantum statistics, such as quantum correlation functions and
quasi-probability distributions can be reconstructed. We employ 171Yb+-138Ba+ ions as the system
and the ancilla to perform multi-time measurements that consist of repeated initialization and de-
tection of the ancilla state without effecting the system state. The two- and three-time quantum
correlation functions and quasi-probability distributions are clearly revealed from experimental data.
We successfully verify that the marginal distribution is unaffected by the measurement at each time
and identify the nonclassicality of the reconstructed distribution. Our scheme can be applied for any
N -time measurements of a general quantum process, which will be an essential tool for exploring
properties of various quantum systems.

A striking difference between quantum and classical
statistics arises as there exist observables in a quantum
mechanics that cannot be precisely determined simul-
taneously. Correlations between these incompatible ob-
servables do not follow the description of classical joint
probability distributions but can be explained by intro-
ducing quasi-probability distributions (QPDs), which al-
lows negative [1, 2] or even non-real values [3, 4]. Such
nonclassical features of QPDs have been widely studied
in the fields of quantum foundations [5–7] and thermo-
dynamics [8–13], as well as being considered as a useful
resource for quantum computing [14–18] and metrology
[19–21]. At the same time, quantum correlation func-
tions and QPDs serve as essential tools for exploring both
static and dynamic properties of various quantum sys-
tems [22–28].

Meanwhile, accessing the quantum statistics in experi-
ments is way more challenging than the classical system.
Quantum theory prohibits one from directly obtaining
the statistics of incompatible observables as a fundamen-
tal trade-off relation holds between information gain and
measurement-induced disturbance [29–35]. In particu-
lar, projection measurements are not sufficient to fully
capture the quantum nature as all the off-diagonal ele-
ments are washed out after the measurement and can not
contribute to the subsequent measurement statistics. To
detour this problem, various indirect methods to obtain
quantum correlation functions and QPDs have been theo-
retically proposed [9, 36–40] and experimentally demon-
strated [41–46]. While most of these approaches focus
on quantum statics of two-time points, only a few ex-
perimental realizations of quantum correlation functions
beyond two-time points are reported [43, 44].

In this Letter, we propose and experimentally verify
that quantum statistics of multiple time points can be
reconstructed from ancilla-assisted measurements. Re-
markably, the reconstructed quantum statistics do not
suffer back-action from the measurement-induced distur-
bance. To this end, we interact the system with an ancilla
state at each time followed by the ancilla measurement
with respect to a certain basis set. The quantum statis-
tics is then reconstructed by taking an ensemble average
of the sequential measurement outcomes with properly
weights. By increasing the number of the ancilla mea-
surement bases, richer quantum statistics, such as quan-
tum correlation function and QPDs, can be obtained.

Our approach has several advantages: (i) the measure-
ment scheme is constructed independent of the system’s
dynamics, (ii) the protocol does not require preparing
multiple copies of quantum states at the same time, and
(iii) coherence between the system and ancilla states is
required to be maintained only during a short interaction
time. These advantages make the proposed scheme eas-
ier to be applied to any multi-time measurements with a
longer time scale. On the other hand, the ancilla state
should be measured and used repeatedly without affect-
ing the system state. Such in-circuit detection (ICD) and
in-circuit initialization (ICI) of the ancilla are demanded
for experimental realization of the scheme.

In trapped-ion systems, ICD and ICI of the ancilla can
be achieved by adopting ion shuttling [47–50] or multiple
types of qubits including multi-species systems[51–57].
We adopt a dual-species 171Yb+-138Ba+ trapped-ion sys-
tem to reconstruct two- and three-time quantum corre-
lation functions and QPDs. The reconstructed statistics
follow quantum mechanical prediction with full contribu-
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tions of coherence. We also verify that the experimen-
tally obtained QPDs have negative or non-real values and
their marginal distributions are preserved without be-
ing disturbed by measurements. This is, to the best of
our knowledge, the first direct experimental realization
of multi-time QPDs without process tomography.

Quantum correlation function and QPDs.— A general
form of the N -time quantum correlation function [24] be-
tween observables A = (A(1),A(2),⋯,A(N)) at multiple
times t = (t1,⋯, tN) can be expressed as

CA(t) ∶= Tr[ρA(1)(t1)A(2)(t2)⋯A(N)(tN)]. (1)

Here, we denote an observable A after time t in the
Heisenberg picture, A(t) = U †

0→tAU0→t, where Ut→t′ is a
unitary operator describing the system’s time-evolution
from time t to t′. As A(1)(t1)A(2)(t2)⋯A(N)(tN) is not
a Hermitian operator, the quantum correlation becomes,
in general, complex-valued, which can not be directly ob-
tained from a single observable in experiments.

By decomposing the observables into A(n) =
∑in a

(n)
in

Π
(n)
in

using the projection operators Π
(n)
in

, we also
define a N -time QPDs as

Qi(t) ∶= Tr [ρΠ
(1)
i1

(t1)Π(2)i2 (t2)⋯Π
(N)
iN

(tN)] , (2)

where i = (i1, i2,⋯, iN). For two-time points, such a dis-
tribution is known as the Kirkwood-Dirac distribution
[3, 4], which has been widely adopted in the field of quan-
tum thermodynamics [8, 10–12] and quantum metrology
[20, 21] (See Ref. [58] for a recent overview). While being
a complex-valued similarly to the quantum correlation
function, the QPDs preserves the marginal distribution
of the statistics at each time. We note that the QPDs
contain more information than the correlation function,
as the latter can always be calculated from the former:

CA(t) =∑
i

aiQi(t), (3)

where ai =∏Nn=1 a
(n)
in

.
As quantum coherence contributes to both CA(t) and

Qi(t), these quantum statistics cannot be directly de-
rived from the classical distributions of projective mea-
surement outcomes. This is due to the fact that the
projective measurement destroys all the off-diagonal el-
ements so that the state is disturbed after the measure-
ment, i.e., ∑iΠiρΠi ≠ ρ unless [ρ,Πi] = 0, which is often
referred to as measurement back-action.

Extracting quantum statics from ancilla-assisted
measurements.— Our main goal is to extract quantum
correlation function and QPDs without inducing mea-
surement back-action. The main idea is finding a set of
positive operator-valued measurements (POVMs) {Mm}
satisfying

ρA =∑
m

γm(A)MmρM
†
m, (4)
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FIG. 1. (a) Diagram for sequential ancilla-assisted measure-
ments. (b) By adding more measurement bases on top of
{∣0⟩ , ∣1⟩} measurements, the quantum correlation function
and the QPDs can be reconstructed from the ancilla mea-
surement outcomes.

with complex coefficients γm(A). To meet the complete-
ness relation, we also impose the condition ∑mM †

mMm =
1. In principle, any POVM element Mm can be realized
by introducing an ancilla state interacting with the sys-
tem followed by the measurement of the ancilla state, as
described in Fig. 1(a). Our main observation is that the
N -time correlation function can be obtained as

CA(t) = E [γm(A)] =∑
m

Pm(t) [
N

∏
n=1

γmn(A(n))] , (5)

as an ensemble average over sequential outcome trajecto-
ries m ∶= (m1,m2,⋯,mN). The probability distribution
of the outcome m can explicitly be expressed as

Pm(t)
∶= Tr [MmN

○ ⋯ ○ Ut2→t3 ○Mm2 ○ Ut1→t2 ○Mm1(ρ)] ,
(6)

where Uti→tj(ρ) ∶= Uti→tjρU
†
ti→tj

and Mmn ∶=
MmnρM

†
mn

. We note that Pm(t) is an experimentally
accessible non-negative probability distribution, while
the quantum correlation function can be reconstructed
by taking complex-valued weights to it. As the measure-
ment {Mm} and the weights γm(A) at each time can be
constructed independent of the system’s dynamics, one
can obtain joint distribution of various quantum dynam-
ics without changing the measurement setting. Following
the same argument, the QPDs can also be obtained from
the sequential POVM outcomes as

Qi(t) = E [γm(Πi)] , (7)

where γm(Πi) ∶=∏Nn=1 γmn (Π
(n)
in

).

While the proposed protocol extracts quantum statis-
tics without measurement back-action, we highlight that
it does not violate the information gain–disturbance
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FIG. 2. Ancilla-assisted sequential measurement realized in a 171Yb+-138Ba+ trapped-ion system. The ancilla-assisted mea-
surement is performed as follows: (a) The system qubit involves the evolution Utn−1→tn , then (b) initialize the 138Ba+ qubit to
∣0⟩ by optical pumping (OPT). (c) Perform a CNOT gate between two qubits through entangling operation. (d) Measure the
ancilla qubit with fluorescence detection (DET). The whole round of measurement (b)–(d) is then completed.

trade-off relation [29–35]. This can be observed from
the fact that obtaining quantum statistics in Eqs. (5)
and (7) requires more resources than classical statis-
tics, as a larger number of trajectories should be col-
lected to compensate the information disturbance caused
by ancilla-assisted measurements. More precisely, the
expectation value E [γm(A)] fluctuates with ∣γ∣max ∶=
∏Nn=1 [maxmn{∣γmn(A(n))∣}] so that the number of tra-

jectory for a desired precision scales with ∣γ∣2max from Ho-
effding’s inequality [59].

We also note that our approach is free from the re-
strictions of the conventional approaches, which require
either preparation of multiple copies of quantum states
[9, 45] or maintaining long time entanglement between
the system and the ancilla [37, 40, 41, 43].

Explicit protocol for a two-level system.— For an given
observable A, various choices of {Mm, γm} can be taken
to satisfy Eq. (4). In order to focus on the statistics of a
two-level system, we consider a POVM of the following
form:

Mm = ⟨φm∣0⟩√
α

∣0⟩ ⟨0∣ + ⟨φm∣1⟩√
α

∣1⟩ ⟨1∣, (8)

where ∑m ∣φm⟩ ⟨φm∣ = α1 and ∣φm⟩ are not necessarily
orthogonal to each other. Such a POVM can be imple-
mented using ancilla-assisted measurement as follows: (i)
prepare an ancilla state at ∣0⟩, (ii) interact the system and
the ancilla via the CNOT-gate, (iii) measure the ancilla
onto states ∣φm⟩ (see Fig. 1). After the measurement,
the ancilla qubit is re-initialized to ∣0⟩ so that it can be
used for the measurement at the next time. We note that
this scheme readily incorporates the classical projection
measurements by performing the z-basis measurement of
the ancilla state, i.e., {∣φm⟩} = {∣0⟩ , ∣1⟩}.

Quantum statistics can be obtained by taking more
measurements on top of the z-basis measurement. For
example, the Pauli-Z operator, Z = ∣0⟩ ⟨0∣ − ∣1⟩ ⟨1∣, act-
ing on the right side of the quantum state, i.e., ρZ
can be realized by a set of measurements {∣φm⟩} =
{∣0⟩ , ∣1⟩ , ∣+y⟩ , ∣−y⟩}, where ∣±y⟩ = (∣0⟩ ± i ∣1⟩)/

√
2 (see

Fig. 1(b)). In this case, the weight can be calcu-
lated as {γm(Z)} = {2,−2,2i,−2i}. On the other hand,
such a measurement set is not enough to obtain QPDs

described in Eq. (7). This can be intuitively under-
stood by the fact that QPDs contain more informa-
tion than correlation function as seen in Eq. (3). We
find that by adding x-basis measurements onto ∣±x⟩ =
(∣0⟩ ± ∣1⟩)/

√
2, which compose a set of measurements

{∣φm⟩} = {∣0⟩ , ∣1⟩ , ∣+y⟩ , ∣−y⟩ , ∣+x⟩ , ∣−x⟩} (see Fig. 1(c)), is
sufficient to obtain QPDs with various choices of γm(Π0)
and γm(Π1) (see Supplemental Material [60] for details
and further generalizations).

Experimental realization.— We demonstrate the pro-
posed protocol with two different species of 171Yb+ and
138Ba+ ions trapped in a single trap [57, 61, 62]. A crucial
part of the protocol is repeated times of ancilla measure-
ment and initialization without disturbing the system.
The dual-species trapped-ion system provides a promis-
ing direction for this as each ion is controlled by lasers
with different wavelengths. With minimal influence on
each other, ICD and ICI on two different ions can inde-
pendently performed [57]. In the experiment, two hyper-
fine levels in the S1/2 of the 171Yb+ ion, ∣F = 0,mF = 0⟩ ≡
∣0⟩Yb and ∣F = 1,mF = 0⟩ ≡ ∣1⟩Yb with the energy split-
ting of 12.6428 GHz, serves as the system qubit. The
qubit is insensitive to environmental noise and demon-
strated a long coherence time. For the 138Ba+ ion, two
Zeeman levels in the S1/2 manifold are encode as the an-
cilla qubit, ∣sj = 1/2⟩ ≡ ∣0⟩Ba and ∣sj = −1/2⟩ ≡ ∣1⟩Ba with
the energy splitting of 16.2 MHz. Raman transitions
are used to manipulate the 171Yb+ and 138Ba+ qubits
with 355 nm and 532 nm lasers, respectively, as shown
in Fig. 2. For the entangling operations for 171Yb+ and
138Ba+ qubits, we simultaneously apply the 355 nm and
532 nm laser beams with properly chosen frequencies.

We first prepare the system qubit to ∣+⟩Yb = 1
√

2
(∣0⟩Yb+

∣1⟩Yb) and the ancilla qubit to ∣0⟩Ba (at t1 in Fig. 1(a)).
The initialization to ∣0⟩Yb(Ba) states is performed by the

standard optical pumping methods for both 171Yb+ and
138Ba+ ions [57]. We then use 355 nm laser beams to pre-
pare ∣+⟩Yb state. The system state then evolves under
a single-qubit x-axis rotation Ut1→t2 = Rx(θ) = R(θ,0)
(from t1 to t2) followed by y-axis rotation Ut2→t3 =
Ry(θ2) = R(θ2,−π/2) with θ ∈ [0, π] (from t2 to t3),
both of which are performed by applying 355 nm laser
beams. Here a general single-qubit rotation is defined
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FIG. 3. (a) Two- and (b) three-time correlation functions reconstructed from the ancilla-assisted measurements of the 171Yb+-
138Ba+ system. The real (blue) and imaginary (red) parts of the correlation functions obtained in the experiments are repre-
sented in dots, while solid and dashed curves refer to imaginary and real parts of the theoretical values, respectively. (c) Two-
and (d) three-time QPDs reconstructed from the outcome trajectories for θ = 0.3π and θ = 0.74π, respectively. The horizontal
index i = (i1, i2,⋯) indicates the projection operator Πin at time tn described in Eq. (2). For the three-time QPDs, negativity
is verified for (0,1,0) and (1,1,0), pointed in red-dashed-line boxes. (e) The marginal distributions of the z-basis measurement
at time t2. Dots are reconstructed from the experimental data where three-time ancilla-assisted measurements are performed.
Solid and dashed lines refer to the exact z−population when no measurement is performed before t2. dash-dotted line refers to
the z−population when projection measurements are performed at time t1 or t2, which is balanced for every θ. (f) Leggett-Garg
inequality test with three-time QPDs (blue) and projection measurements (gray). Dots are experimental data. Solid curves are
theoretical prediction. At the point θ = 0.74π from three-time QPDs, we obtain K ≈ 1.17, which violates the classical bound 1.
For all the data, the dynamics are given as Ut1→t2 = Rx(θ) and Ut2→t3 = Ry(θ

2
), and error bars represent the standard error of

the mean (SEM). For each measurement configuration, 100 outcome trajectories are collected.

as R(θ, φ) = ( cos( θ
2
) −ie−iφ sin( θ

2
)

−ieiφ sin( θ
2
) cos( θ

2
) ). At each

time, the ancilla-assisted measurement is realized by the
CNOT gate between the system (171Yb+) and ancilla
(138Ba+) states followed by the projection measurement
of the ancilla. The Mølmer-Sørensen (M-S) gate [63] is
used to construct the CNOT gate. The average fidelity
of the M-S gate is 94 ± 2% in the experiment. Details of
the M-S gate and its imperfection are described in Sup-
plemental Material [60].

The measurement of the 138Ba+ ion is realized by ap-
plying detection laser after shelving ∣0⟩Ba state to D5/2

manifold with the help of 1762 nm narrow linewidth laser,
where detection fidelity is 98.9%. In order to simplify the
experimental steps, the final measurement is replaced by
the projection measurement on the 171Yb+ ion as we do
not need to worry about the system disturbance. The
detection fidelity of 171Yb+ ion is 98.4%. The detection
infidelities are improved by using the detection-error cor-
rect method introduced in Ref. [64] for both 171Yb+ and
138Ba+ ions.

We reconstruct correlation functions from the exper-
imental measurement results. Fig. 3(a) and (b) show

the two- and three-time correlation functions CZZ(t1, t2)
and CZZZ(t1, t2, t3) reconstructed from the experimen-
tal measurements. The two-time correlation function is
in a good agreement with the theoretical predictions,
while the three-time correlation function has relatively
large deviations. This is mainly because of that adding
more measurement steps induces a larger fluctuation of
γm = ∏Nn=1 γmn for each realization. Another reason
is that durations for the ancilla measurements are rel-
atively long to collect enough fluorescence, which intro-
duces large phase fluctuations and degrades the perfor-
mance of the CNOT gates.

Fig. 3(c) and (d) show the two- and three-time QPDs
Qi(t1, t2) and Qi(t1, t2, t3) obtained by collecting addi-
tional trajectories including the x-basis measurement at
t1 and t2. To our knowledge, it is the first experimental
reconstruction of the QPDs beyond two-time points. The
negativity in real parts as well as non-vanishing imag-
inary parts are clearly observed in the experimentally
reconstructed three-time QPDs (see Fig. 3(d)). The con-
tribution of coherence can be clearly seen by compar-
ing the marginal distribution at time t3 of the recon-
structed QPDs with the projection measurement case.
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When the projective measurement is performed to the
initial state ρ = ∣+⟩ ⟨+∣, the state after the measurement
becomes the maximally mixed state without any coher-
ence, ρ′ = ∑iΠiρΠi = 1/2, so that the population is al-
ways balanced at t3 regardless of the unitary dynamics
Ut1→t2 and Ut2→t3 . Fig. 3(e) shows that the marginal
distribution at t3 is not always balanced but varies by
taking different unitary dynamics, following the quantum
mechanical prediction without measurement back-action.

While the negative and non-real values can already be
interpreted as a nonclassical feature of QPDs, a stronger
notion of nonclassicality can be witnessed by Leggett-
Garg inequality violation [6]. For any classical joint prob-
ability distribution P (i1, i2, i3) and a bounded function
Etn(in) ∈ {1,−1} at each time tn, the following inequality
should hold:

K = ⟨Et1Et2⟩ + ⟨Et2Et3⟩ − ⟨Et1Et3⟩ ≤ 1, (9)

which was introduced by Leggett and Garg [6] to test mi-
croscopic realism. By taking Et1(i1) = (−1)i1 , Et2(i2) =
1, and Et3(i3) = (−1)i3 , we observe the violation of
Eq. (9) with K ≈ 1.17 from the real part of the experi-
mentally reconstructed three-time QPDs (see Fig. 3(f)).
This strongly supports that the reconstructed QPDs can
be sharply distinguished from classical distributions.

Remarks.— We have proposed and experimentally
demonstrated a measurement scheme to overcome the
measurement back-action in obtaining multi-time quan-
tum statistics. Using the 171Yb+-138Ba+ trapped-ion sys-
tem, we have experimentally demonstrated that two- and
three-time quantum correlation functions and QPDs re-
constructed from the ancilla-assisted measurements fol-
low the quantum mechanical prediction with full contri-
butions of coherence.

We highlight that our method is not limited to the two-
level system and can be generalized to any d-dimensional
quantum system by replacing the CNOT gate with the
CSUM gate, UCSUM = ∑d−1i,j=0 ∣i, i⊕ j⟩ ⟨i, j∣ and taking
informationally complete basis measurements on a d-
dimensional ancilla state [60]. Furthermore, it is straight-
forward to extend the protocol to be applied to non-
unitary dynamics, by simply replacing Uti→tj in Eq. (6) to
any completely positive trace-preserving quantum chan-
nel. As the ancilla-assisted measurement protocol is in-
dependent of the system’s dynamics and only requires a
single copy of the system state with a short time system-
ancilla interaction, our approach can be a useful experi-
mental tool for exploring quantum statistics of both open
and closed quantum systems.

Note added.– While preparing the manuscript, we rec-
ognized a recent work [46] which deals with the multi-
time correlation function.
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EXPERIMENTAL METHODS

Experimental circuit

Multi-time measurement circuit is shown in Fig. 4(a).
The system qubit information is measured with the as-
sistance of ancilla qubit. The ancilla qubit is con-
nected to the system qubit via a CNOT gate consist-
ing of a Mølmer-Sørensen (M-S) gate and four single
qubit rotations, as shown in Fig. 4(b). Before apply-
ing the M-S gate, the average phonon number in the ax-
ial out-of-phase (in-phase) mode is cooled to 0.04 (0.11)
by three steps: Doppler cooling, electromagnetically-
induced-transparency (EIT) cooling, and Raman side-
band cooling. State fidelity of the Bell state created by
the M-S gates is 0.94±0.02, which is limited by parameter
shift in long-sequence operations and the axial in-phase
mode cooling imperfection.

Experimental setup for ancilla-assisted measurement

As shown in Fig. 5(a), a dual-species trapped-ion sys-
tem, which traps one 171Yb+ ion and one 138Ba+ ion in a
four-rod trap, is used to realize the ancilla-assisted mea-
surements. 171Yb+ and 138Ba+ ions serve as the system
and the ancilla respectively. The two ions have differ-
ent energy structures, and require different initialization
and detection lasers. Therefore, the operation on one ion
does not affect the other ion. It is thus possible to per-
form in-circuit detection (ICD) and initialization (ICI),
where one qubit is detected or initialized without affect-
ing the other qubit.[57]. This special property is essential
for the ancilla-assisted measurement. Experimentally, we
also need single-qubit rotations and two-qubit M-S gate.
As shown in Fig. 5, we use 355 nm and 532 nm Ra-
man transitions to realize gate operations of 171Yb+ and
138Ba+ ions, respectively.

Post-selection detection

Fig. 6 shows the detailed process of the 138Ba+ ion
fluorescence detection. In this detection process, we first
use 1762 nm laser to shelve ∣0⟩Ba population to D5/2, and
then apply 493 nm laser to drive the transition between
S1/2 and P1/2. If the qubit state is ∣1⟩Ba, the shelving
operation has no effect and the later 493 nm laser will
produce a large number of photons. But if the qubit
state is ∣0⟩Ba, the population is shelved to D5/2 and the
493 nm laser does not produce any photons. Then qubit
states can be distinguished by the number of photons
scattered.

In our multi-time measurements circuit, the ancilla
(138Ba+ ) needs to be repeatedly detected and used. How-
ever, as shown in Fig. 6(a), the detecting of bright state

produces a large number of photons, thereby heats the
ion chain and further degrades the performance of sub-
sequent CNOT operations. To solve this problem, we
adopt a post-selection approach for all ICD, which use
only dark state data. For bright state data, we transfer
the bright state to dark state by π flip pulse and then
measure.

OBTAINING QUANTUM STATISTICS FROM
POVM MEASUREMENTS

General conditions

For a d-dimensional quantum system. Let us consider
a slightly more general scenario such that operators are
acting both on left and right-side of the density matrix:

BρA =∑
m

γm(B,A)MmρM
†
m, (10)

where the case discussed in the main text is a special
case by taking B = I. We also generalize the POVM
measurements by introducing an ancilla state having
the same dimension as the system, initially prepared
at ∣0⟩R. After applying the CSUM gate, a generalized

CNOT gate, UCSUM = ∑d−1i,j=0 ∣i, i⊕ j⟩ ⟨i, j∣ followed by the
ancilla measurement onto the states {∣φm⟩R} satisfying

∑m ∣φm⟩ ⟨φm∣ = α1, we can construct each POVM ele-
ment as,

Mm = ⟨φm∣UCSUM ∣0⟩R√
α

=
d−1

∑
i=0

(⟨φm∣i⟩R√
α

) ∣i⟩ ⟨i∣. (11)

We then find a sufficient condition for a set of measure-
ments {∣φm⟩} to reconstruct the operation in Eq. (10) for
diagonal operators A and B as follows:

Proposition 1 (Sufficient condition of a measurement
set). For operators A = ∑i ai ∣i⟩ ⟨i∣ and B = ∑i bi ∣i⟩ ⟨i∣
that are diagonal in the basis ∣i⟩, there always exists
γm(B,A) satisfying Eq. (10) for a measurement set
{∣φm⟩} which is informationally complete.

Proof. By definition of a set of informationally complete
states, one can express any operator O (no matter Her-
mitian or not) as O = ∑m cm(O) ∣φm⟩ ⟨φm∣ with some
complex coefficients cm(O). Now let’s take an operator
O(B,A) as follows:

O(B,A) =
d−1

∑
i,j=0

aibj ∣i⟩ ⟨j∣ =∑
m

cm(O(B,A)) ∣φm⟩ ⟨φm∣.

(12)
We then observe that taking γm(B,A) = αcm(O(B,A))
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(b) (c)
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0

FIG. 4. Experimental circuit for multi-time measurement. (a) The system and ancilla qubits are first prepared to ρ and
∣0⟩, respectively. The first-time measurement starts with a CNOT gate between the system and the ancilla, followed by
a measurement of the ancilla qubit. After a unitary evolution Ut1→t2 on the system qubit, a second-time measurement is
performed with a similarly process to the first one. This scheme can be directly extended to multi-time measurement. Red
and green boxes indicate the two-time and three-time measurement, respectively. (b) The CNOT gate is composed of a M-S
gate and four-single qubit rotations. The M-S gate can be described as exp(iπ

4
X ⊗X), where X is the Pauli operator. The

single-qubit rotation is defined as R(θ, φ) = (
cos( θ

2
) −ie−iφ sin( θ

2
)

−ieiφ sin( θ
2
) cos( θ

2
)

). (c) The last-time measurement can be performed by

direct measurement in basis m2 ∈ {∣0⟩z , ∣1⟩z} on the system qubit since coherence is no more needed for further measurement.
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𝑨𝒏𝒄𝒊𝒍𝒍𝒂 𝒒𝒖𝒃𝒊𝒕

532 nm
Raman

44 THz

5D5/2

1762 nm
(shelving)

50 THz

𝒇𝐁𝐚

𝜹
𝒇z

𝑺𝒚𝒔𝒕𝒆𝒎 𝒒𝒖𝒃𝒊𝒕

355 nm
Raman

𝒇z

𝒇𝐘𝐛

𝜹

34 THz

66 THz

(b)

FIG. 5. Experimental setup. (a) 171Yb+ and 138Ba+ ions trapped in a four-rod trap. The magnetic field of 5.8 Gauss is applied
along the x-axis. In order to realize M-S gate between two ions, the 171Yb+ ion is controlled by illuminating a pair of 355 nm
lasers (purple) with a frequency of f355 and f355+fYb±(δ+fz), where fYb is the qubit splitting of 171Yb+ qubit. The 138Ba+ ion
is controlled by illuminating a pair of 532 nm lasers (green) with a frequency of f532 and f532 + fBa ± (δ + fz), where fBa is
the qubit splitting of 138Ba+ qubit, fz is the axial OOP (out-of-phase) mode frequency, and δ is the laser detuning from the
sideband of OOP mode. Raman laser directions are represented by thick arrows, and polarization is represented by thin arrows
and dots. (b) Energy level and related lasers for 171Yb+ and 138Ba+ ions. The 171Yb+ ion’s hyperfine qubit and 138Ba+ ion’s
Zeeman qubit serve as the system qubit and the ancilla qubit, respectively. Single-qubit rotations are realized by resonant
Raman transitions. Two-qubit entangling operation is realized by applying bichromatic Raman laser for both ions. The 1762
nm laser is the shelving laser used for 138Ba+ qubit detection.

leads to

∑
m

γm(B,A)MmρM
†
m

=∑
m

d−1

∑
i,j=0

cm(O(B,A))⟨i∣φm⟩⟨φm∣j⟩ ∣j⟩ ⟨j∣ρ ∣i⟩ ⟨i∣

=
d−1

∑
i,j=0

aibj ∣j⟩ ⟨j∣ρ ∣i⟩ ⟨i∣

= BρA,

(13)

which completes the proof.

As an informationally complete basis has at least
d2 elements for a d-dimensional system, we note
that obtaining the quantum statistics in the form of
Eq. (10) always requires more measurement setting
than the projection measurements {Πi}d−1i=0 . However,
there could be an informationally incomplete mea-
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(a) The bright state of 138Ba+

(d) Transferring to 138Ba+ dark state (e) Detection of the dark state

(b) Detection of the bright state

Heat
DET:
493 nm/650 nm/1762 nm

DET:
493 nm/650 nm/1762 nm

𝝅 flip pulse:
Raman 532 nm

1762 nm

(b) Dark state detection

2P1/2

5D5/2493 nm

(a) Bright state detection

(b) Dark state detection

DET:

493 nm

650 nm

1762 nm

1762 nm

2P1/2

5D5/2

493 nm

(a) Bright state detection

DET:

493 nm

650 nm

1762 nm

1762 nm

2P1/2

5D5/2
493 nm

FIG. 6. Fluorescence detection of 138Ba+ ion. The detection process involves two steps: first, use a 1762 nm laser to shelve
the ∣0⟩Ba population to D5/2, and then use a 493 nm laser to drive the transition between S1/2 and P1/2. (a) Bright state
detection. when the ancilla is at state ∣1⟩Ba, the shelving operation has no effect on the qubit. The later 493 nm laser produces
a large number of photons. (b) Dark state detection. When the ancilla is at state ∣0⟩Ba, its population will be shelved to D5/2.
Therefore, the 493 nm laser does not produce any photons.

surement set even with d2 elements. For example,
for the measurement sets discussed in the main text,
{∣φm⟩} = {∣0⟩ , ∣1⟩ , ∣+y⟩ , ∣−y⟩} is not informationally com-
plete, while {∣φm⟩} = {∣0⟩ , ∣1⟩ , ∣+y⟩ , ∣−y⟩ , ∣+x⟩ , ∣−x⟩} is in-
formationally complete. Nevertheless, such the measure-
ment set based on the Pauli basis is easier to be realized
in experiments.

Optimizing the weights

When a set of POVM {Mm} to obtain the statistics of
hermitian operators A and B is overcomplete, there could
be a various choice of weight vector γm(B,A) satisfying
Eq. (10). As the expectation value E [γm(B,A)] fluctu-
ates with ∣γ(B,A)∣max ∶= maxm{∣γm(B,A)∣}, the optimal
choice would be to minimize ∣γ∣max. Such a optimization

problem can be expressed as:

for given ∶ A, B, {Mm} (14)

minimize ∶ ∣γ∣max = max
m

{∣γm∣} (15)

subject to ∶ B ⊗AT =∑
m

γmMm ⊗M∗

m. (16)

For A and B that are diagonal in the same basis {∣i⟩}
and the POVM measurement described in Eq. (11), the
condition in Eq. (16) reduces to

Tγ = αy, (17)

where [T ]i+jd,m = ⟨φm∣j⟩⟨i∣φm⟩, [γ]m = γm, and
[y]i+jd = aibj . For the correlation function discussed
in the main text, the weight vector {γm(I,Z)} =
{2,−2,2i,−2i} with the measeurement set {∣φm⟩} =
{∣0⟩ , ∣1⟩ , ∣+y⟩ , ∣−y⟩ , ∣+x⟩ , ∣−x⟩} yields the minimum value
of ∣γ(I,Z)∣max = 2. For the QPD reconstruction, the nu-
merical optimization for the measurement set {∣φm⟩} =
{∣0⟩ , ∣1⟩ , ∣+y⟩ , ∣−y⟩ , ∣+x⟩ , ∣−x⟩} leads to ∣γ(I,Πi)∣max ≈
1.775.
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