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The fascinating concept of coherent quantum absorber—which can absorb any photon emitted by
another system while maintaining entanglement with that system—has found diverse implications
in open quantum system theory and quantum metrology. This work generalizes the concept by
proposing the so-called reversal conditions for the two systems, in which a “reverser” coherently
reverses any effect of the other system on a field. The reversal conditions are rigorously boiled down
to concise formulas involving the Petz recovery map and Kraus operators, thereby generalizing as
well as streamlining the existing treatments of coherent absorbers.

1. INTRODUCTION

A coherent quantum absorber, as conceived by Stannigel et al. [1], is a system that absorbs any light
emitted by another system while maintaining entanglement with that system. The idea has since found
surprising implications, such as a technique for finding the steady states of open quantum systems [1–3]
and a method for constructing efficient continuous measurements for quantum parameter estimation [4, 5].
Remarkably, Yang, Huelga, and Plenio [5] have recently shown that a method of measurement-backaction-
noise cancellation [6–9]—which has seen significant experimental progress with atomic and optomechani-
cal systems in recent years [10–12]—can be regarded as a special case of coherent absorbers. This relation
extends the potential impact of the absorber concept to the areas of magnetometry, optomechanics, and
gravitational-wave detectors.

While the absorber concept is fascinating and promising, many special assumptions and a bewildering
array of theoretical tools have been invoked to study it, such as quantum Markov semigroups, cascaded
quantum networks [1], matrix-product states [5], and quantum detailed balance [3, 13]. The goal of this
work is to tease out the essential ideas and make the absorber notion more rigorous as well as generalizable
to other scenarios, far beyond the narrow setting of photon emission and absorption considered in prior
works.

This generality calls for a different name for the generalized absorber conditions proposed here—I call
them the reversal conditions. The key appeal of the reversal conditions is that they can be boiled down
to concise formulas in terms of judiciously chosen concepts in open quantum system theory. Out go the
quantum Markov semigroups, the matrix-product states, and many other extraneous concepts; in come
antiunitary operators [3, 14], the Petz recovery map [15], and Kraus operators [16] as the more fundamental
ingredients of the reversal conditions.

This work is organized as follows. Sec. 2 introduces the basic model and defines the reversal condition.
Sec. 3 discusses how a quantum detailed balance condition proposed by Fagnola and Umanità [13] can
simplify the reversal condition. Sec. 4 introduces a special reversal condition that eliminates an ambiguity
in the general condition and may be more useful in experiment design. Theorem 2.1 and 4.1 are the key
results that translate the conditions to the promised formulas, while Example 4.1 offers a more physical
scenario to illustrate the theory.
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2. REVERSAL CONDITION

A. Model

Consider the model depicted by Fig. 1. Two systems, denoted as systems A and B, are initially in a
pure state |ψ⟩AB in Hilbert space HA ⊗ HB . A temporal mode of a traveling field with initial state |χ⟩E
in Hilbert space HE interacts with system A according to a unitary operator U on HA ⊗ HE . The field
mode then evolves according to an intermediate unitary operator UE on HE , before interacting with system
B according to a unitary operator V on HB ⊗ HE . A generalization of this model for interactions with
multiple field modes will be discussed in Sec. 3. All Hilbert spaces are assumed to be finite-dimensional in
the proofs for simplicity.

FIG. 1. A quantum circuit illustrating the interactions between system A, system B, and the field mode.

Let O(H) be the set of operators on Hilbert space H. An operator on operators is called a map in this
work, also called a superoperator in the literature. With |χ⟩E and U , a channel for system A can be modeled
by a completely positive, trace-preserving (CPTP) map F : O(HA) → O(HA) given by

FρA ≡ trE U(ρA ⊗ |χ⟩E ⟨χ|)U †, (2.1)

where ρA is an arbitrary density operator on HA, trxy... is the partial trace with respect to Hx ⊗Hy ⊗ . . . ,
and subscripts A, B, and E are used throughout this work to clarify the subspace to which each expression
belongs. Suppose that a density operator σ ∈ O(HA) is a steady state of F , viz.,

Fσ = σ. (2.2)

The spectral form of σ is assumed to be

σ =
∑
n

pn |n⟩A ⟨n| , (2.3)

where {pn : n = 0, . . . , dA − 1} are the eigenvalues of σ, {|n⟩A ∈ HA : n = 0, . . . , dA − 1} is an
orthonormal basis of HA, dx is the dimension of Hx, and each |n⟩A is an eigenvector of σ with eigenvalue
pn. σ is assumed to be full-rank, viz., pn > 0 for all n.

Following Roberts et al. [3], assume that dB = dA and |ψ⟩AB is a purification of the steady state σ,
given by

|ψ⟩AB =
∑
n

√
pn |n⟩A ⊗ |ñ⟩B , (2.4)

where

|ñ⟩B =Wθ |n⟩A , (2.5)
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W : HA → HB is a unitary operator, and θ : HA → HA is an antiunitary operator. The concept of
antiunitary operators is reviewed in Appendix A.

Remark 2.1. An antiunitary operator can always be decomposed as uϑ, where u is a unitary operator and
ϑ is a conjugation (antiunitary and ϑ2 = IA, where Ixy... is the identity operator on Hx ⊗ Hy ⊗ . . . ). As
W is left unspecified throughout this work, u may be absorbed into the definition of W , and θ in Eq. (2.5)
can be taken as a conjugation without loss of generality.

B. Definition of the reversal condition

Definition 2.1 (Reversal condition). Assuming the model in Sec. 2 A, the whole system is said to obey the
reversal condition if there exists a unitary UE on HE such that

(IA ⊗ V )(IAB ⊗ UE)(U ⊗ IB) |ψ⟩AB ⊗ |χ⟩E = |ψ⟩AB ⊗ |χ̃⟩E , (2.6)

where |χ̃⟩E ∈ HE is the final state of the field mode.

Physically, the reversal condition means that system B, as a “reverser,” can undo the entanglement
between system A and the field mode, with the help of an intermediate UE . An equivalent picture is to
reverse the arrow of time depicted in Fig. 1 and rewrite Eq. (2.6) as

|ψ⟩AB ⊗ |χ⟩E = (U † ⊗ IB)(IAB ⊗ U †
E)(IA ⊗ V †) |ψ⟩AB ⊗ |χ̃⟩E . (2.7)

Under this reversed arrow of time, |ψ⟩AB ⊗ |χ̃⟩E is the initial state, |ψ⟩AB ⊗ |χ⟩E is the final state, and
system B is a reverser in advance that interacts with the field mode first and prevents the entanglement
between system A and the field mode. Either way, system A is always assumed to be given throughout this
work, while system B is to be designed as the reverser.

The allowance of an intermediate UE is a key property that makes the reversal condition different from
all previously proposed absorber conditions [1–5], which all assume UE ∝ IE . The reason for introducing
UE is to make the reversal condition general enough to be boiled down to a simple formula in terms of
CPTP maps, as shown in Theorem 2.1 later.

The original absorber condition proposed by Stannigel et al. [1] assumes that both |χ⟩E and |χ̃⟩E are
the vacuum state of a bosonic mode. System B must then absorb any emission by system A—hence the
name absorber. Refs. [1–3, 5] also assume that the system-field interactions are infinitesimally weak so that
a continuous-time Markov model becomes valid. No such assumptions are made in Def. 2.1, other than
those in Sec. 2 A. As the condition in Def. 2.1 is much more general and no longer restricted to the absorber
setting, it is appropriate to give it a different name.

It can be shown that, given the model in Sec. 2 A, a V that satisfies the reversal condition always exists
[4, Lemma 4.1]; see also Prop. 4.1 later.

After the interactions with the field mode, systems A and B are assumed, as in previously proposed
absorber conditions, to return to the initial state |ψ⟩AB . In other words, |ψ⟩AB is their steady state after
sequential interactions with multiple field modes, each with the same initial state. If systems A and B
are not initially in this steady state, they may still converge to it after many rounds of interactions, such
that the assumption of |ψ⟩AB as the initial state becomes valid. The precise condition for the steady-state
convergence is, however, outside the scope of this work.

To proceed further, it is vital to define a CPTP map G : O(HB) → O(HB) as

GρB ≡ trE V
†(ρB ⊗ |χ̃⟩E ⟨χ̃|)V. (2.8)
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Notice the placements of V † and V . Under the arrow of time depicted in Fig. 1, G is not a physical channel,
but it is a physical channel for system B if the arrow of time is reversed, so that V † is the Schrödinger-picture
unitary and |χ̃⟩E is the ancilla input state. This definition allows one to express the reversal condition in
terms of the F and G maps, as shown by Theorem 2.1 later.

C. A precise formula for the reversal condition

I now work towards Theorem 2.1 by presenting a series of lemmas and definitions.

Lemma 2.1. The reversal condition is satisfied if and only if the F and G maps defined by Eqs. (2.1) and
(2.8) obey

(F ⊗ IB) |ψ⟩AB ⟨ψ| = (IA ⊗ G) |ψ⟩AB ⟨ψ| , (2.9)

where Ixy... is the identity map on O(Hx ⊗Hy ⊗ . . . ).

Proof. Define

|ϕ1⟩ ≡ (U ⊗ IB) |ψ⟩AB ⊗ |χ⟩E , (2.10)

|ϕ2⟩ ≡ (IA ⊗ V †) |ψ⟩AB ⊗ |χ̃⟩E , (2.11)

so that

(F ⊗ IB) |ψ⟩AB ⟨ψ| = trE |ϕ1⟩ ⟨ϕ1| , (IA ⊗ G) |ψ⟩AB ⟨ψ| = trE |ϕ2⟩ ⟨ϕ2| . (2.12)

To prove the “only if” part, note that Eq. (2.6) implies

|ϕ2⟩ = (IAB ⊗ UE) |ϕ1⟩ , (2.13)

which implies Eq. (2.9) via Eqs. (2.12). To prove the “if” part, note that Eq. (2.9) implies

trE |ϕ1⟩ ⟨ϕ1| = trE |ϕ2⟩ ⟨ϕ2| (2.14)

via Eqs. (2.12), meaning that |ϕ1⟩ and |ϕ2⟩ are purifications of the same density operator on HA ⊗ HB .
Then there exists a unitary UE on HE such that [16, Theorem 3.11]

|ϕ2⟩ = (IAB ⊗ UE) |ϕ1⟩ , (2.15)

and Eq. (2.6) in Def. 2.1 is satisfied.

To proceed further, it is necessary to establish some linear algebra first.

Definition 2.2 (Hilbert-Schmidt inner product and adjoint). The Hilbert-Schmidt inner product between two
operators X and Y on the same Hilbert space H is defined as

⟨Y,X⟩ ≡ trY †X. (2.16)

The Hilbert-Schmidt adjoint MHS : O(H′) → O(H) of a map M : O(H) → O(H′) is defined by

⟨MY,X⟩ = ⟨Y,MHSX⟩ ∀X,Y. (2.17)
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Definition 2.3 (Connes inner product [17] and adjoint). The Connes inner product between operators X
and Y with respect to a full-rank density operator ρ, all on the same Hilbert space H, is defined as

⟨Y,X⟩ρ ≡ ⟨Y, EρX⟩ = trY †EρX, (2.18)

where

EρX ≡ ρ1/2Xρ1/2 (2.19)

is self-adjoint (Eρ = EHS
ρ ) and positive-definite with respect to the Hilbert-Schmidt inner product.

Let τ ∈ O(H′) be another full-rank density operator. The adjoint MCon : O(H) → O(H′) of a map
M : O(H′) → O(H) with respect to the Connes inner product is defined by

⟨MY,X⟩ρ = ⟨Y,MConX⟩τ ∀X ∈ O(H), Y ∈ O(H′). (2.20)

Connes introduced this inner product in the context of von Neumann algebra [17, Eq. (1)]. The definition
here in terms of the density operator can be found, for example, in Ref. [18, Eq. (8.17)]. It is also called
the KMS inner product in the literature for unknown reasons [19]. The Con adjoint is instrumental in the
works of Accardi and Cecchini [20] and Petz [15].

Definition 2.4 (Petz recovery map [15, 21]). Given an initial state ρ ∈ O(H), a CPTP map F : O(H) →
O(H′), and τ = Fρ for the Con adjoint in Def. 2.3,

FPetz ≡ FHS Con HS (2.21)

is called the Petz recovery map. Explicitly,

FPetz = EρFHSE−1
Fρ . (2.22)

Recall Remark 2.1 stating that θ can always be assumed to be a conjugation here. It follows that the map
defined as

ΘX ≡ θ−1Xθ = θXθ (2.23)

is also a conjugation with respect to the Hilbert-Schmidt inner product. Define also the unitary map W :
O(HA) → O(HB) as

WX ≡WXW †, (2.24)

and the adjoint map J : O(H) → O(H) as

JX ≡ X†. (2.25)

These maps will be essential in what follows; their properties are reviewed in Prop. A.2.
Three more lemmas will be needed.

Lemma 2.2. Given Eq. (2.5),

⟨ñ|BX |m̃⟩B = ⟨m|A JΘW−1X |n⟩A . (2.26)

Proof. To deal with the antiunitary opreator in Eq. (2.5), I switch temporarily from the braket notation to the
proper inner-product notation ⟨·, ·⟩ and write |n⟩A as nA. The unitarity of W and the conjugation property
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of θ lead to

⟨ñ|BX |m̃⟩B = ⟨WθnA, XWθmA⟩ = ⟨W †X†WθnA, θmA⟩ = ⟨mA, θW
†X†WθnA⟩ (2.27)

= ⟨m|AΘW−1JX |n⟩A . (2.28)

Since J commutes with any unitary or conjugation map by virtue of Prop. A.2, the lemma follows.

In the following, I always assume a steady state Fσ = σ for the Connes inner product and adjoint. The
following lemma follows Ref. [3] but does not need the bilinear form introduced there.

Lemma 2.3. For any X,Y ∈ O(HA),

tr(X ⊗WΘY ) |ψ⟩AB ⟨ψ| = ⟨Y,X⟩σ. (2.29)

Proof.

tr(X ⊗WΘY ) |ψ⟩AB ⟨ψ| =
∑
n,m

√
pnpm ⟨n|AX |m⟩A ⟨ñ|B WΘY |m̃⟩B (by Eq. (2.4)) (2.30)

=
∑
n,m

√
pnpm ⟨n|AX |m⟩A ⟨m|A J Y |n⟩A (by Lemma 2.2) (2.31)

= trσ1/2Xσ1/2Y † (by Eq. (2.3)) (2.32)

= ⟨Y,X⟩σ. (by Def. 2.3) (2.33)

Lemma 2.3 shows the importance of the antiunitary operator introduced in Eq. (2.5)—the right-hand
side of Eq. (2.29) is antilinear with respect to Y , so an antilinear map Θ is needed to make the left-hand
side antilinear with respect to Y as well, and the presence of Θ here can be traced back to Eq. (2.5) via
Lemma 2.2.

Lemma 2.4 (Chain rule).

(M2M1)
∗ = M∗

1M∗
2, (2.34)

where ∗ is HS, Con, or Petz.

All the preceding preparations culminate in the following theorem, which distills the reversal condition
into a precise formula in terms of the F and G maps, hiding the “gauge freedom” of UE in the reversal
condition.

Theorem 2.1. The reversal condition is satisfied if and only if the F and G maps defined by Eqs. (2.1) and
(2.8) obey

G = WΘFPetzΘW−1. (2.35)

Proof. Consider the left-hand side of Eq. (2.9) and write, using Lemma 2.3,

tr(X ⊗WΘY )(F ⊗ IB) |ψ⟩AB ⟨ψ| = tr(FHSX ⊗WΘY ) |ψ⟩AB ⟨ψ| = ⟨Y,FHSX⟩σ. (2.36)

The right-hand side of Eq. (2.9) similarly gives

tr(X ⊗WΘY )(IA ⊗ G) |ψ⟩AB ⟨ψ| = ⟨ΘW−1GHSWΘY,X⟩σ. (2.37)
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To prove the “only if” part, observe that the reversal condition implies the equality of Eqs. (2.36) and (2.37)
for any X,Y by Lemma 2.1. By the definition of the Con adjoint in Def. 2.3, one obtains

FHS Con = ΘW−1GHSWΘ. (2.38)

Taking the Hilbert-Schmidt adjoint, using the chain rule in Lemma 2.4, noting that WHS = W−1 and
ΘHS = Θ, and applying the definition of the Petz map in Def. 2.4, one obtains

FPetz = FHS Con HS = ΘW−1GWΘ, (2.39)

which leads to Eq. (2.35).
To prove the “if” part, retrace the preceding steps backwards to go from Eq. (2.35) to

tr(X ⊗WΘY )(F ⊗ IB) |ψ⟩AB ⟨ψ| = tr(X ⊗WΘY )(IA ⊗ G) |ψ⟩AB ⟨ψ| (2.40)

for any X,Y ∈ O(HA). Now express an arbitrary Z ∈ O(HA ⊗HB) as

Z =
∑
j,k

Zjkaj ⊗ bk (2.41)

in terms of a matrix Zjk, a basis {aj} of O(HA), and a basis {bk} of O(HB). Plug X = aj and Y =
ΘW−1bk into Eq. (2.40) and take the sum

∑
j,k Zjk(. . . ) to obtain

trZ(F ⊗ IB) |ψ⟩AB ⟨ψ| = trZ(IA ⊗ G) |ψ⟩AB ⟨ψ| ∀Z ∈ O(HA ⊗HB), (2.42)

which is equivalent to Eq. (2.9) and therefore implies the reversal condition by Lemma 2.1.

Eq. (2.35) in Theorem 2.1 is a necessary and sufficient condition for system B to be a reverser—any
reverser must obey Eq. (2.35), and any system B that obeys it is a reverser.

Before closing this section, I give a noteworthy corollary.

Corollary 2.1. Let

σ̃ ≡ WΘσ = trA |ψ⟩AB ⟨ψ| . (2.43)

Under the reversal condition, σ̃ is a steady state of G, viz.,

Gσ̃ = σ̃. (2.44)

Proof. By the recovery property of FPetz [15, 21],

FPetzσ = FPetzFσ = σ. (2.45)

Then use Eqs. (2.35), (2.43), and (2.45) to obtain

Gσ̃ = WΘFPetzΘW−1WΘσ = WΘFPetzσ = WΘσ = σ̃. (2.46)

3. DETAILED BALANCE

There exist many quantum generalizations of the detailed balance condition. As discovered by Roberts et
al. [3], the one most relevant to the absorber theory is the so-called SQDB-θ condition proposed by Fagnola
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and Umanità [13], where SQDB stands for standard quantum detailed balance. It turns out that, if system
A satisfies the SQDB-θ condition, the reversal condition given by Theorem 2.1 for the whole system can
be simplified significantly. Here I define a discrete-time version of the SQDB-θ condition for mathematical
simplicity.

Definition 3.1 (Discrete-time SQDB-θ condition). A CPTP map F and its steady state σ are said to satisfy
the SQDB-θ condition if

⟨Fn HSY,X⟩σ = ⟨Fn HSΘX,ΘY ⟩σ, ∀X,Y ∈ O(HA), ∀n = 0, 1, 2, . . . (3.1)

Physically, Fn is the channel for system A after it interacts with n field modes sequentially, each with
the same initial state |χ⟩E . A continuous-time limit can be obtained heuristically by writing

F = exp(Ldt), t ≡ ndt, Fn = exp(Lt), (3.2)

where dt is infinitesimal and L is the generator of the semigroup {exp(Lt) : t ≥ 0}. I will not, however,
consider the continuous-time limit for the rest of this work.

The following theorem originates from Ref. [13]; I provide a proof for completeness.

Theorem 3.1 (Ref. [13]). The SQDB-θ condition in Def. 3.1 implies each of the following two conditions:

σ = Θσ, (3.3)

F = ΘFPetzΘ. (3.4)

Conversely, the two conditions together imply the SQDB-θ condition.

To prove this theorem, I need the following lemma first.

Lemma 3.1. For any X,Y ∈ O(HA),

⟨ΘX,ΘY ⟩σ = ⟨Y,X⟩Θσ, (3.5)

⟨Fn HSΘX,ΘY ⟩σ = ⟨Y,ΘFn HSΘX⟩Θσ. (3.6)

Proof. To prove Eq. (3.5), use Def. 2.3 and Prop. A.2 to write

⟨ΘX,ΘY ⟩σ = ⟨ΘX, EσΘY ⟩ = ⟨ΘEσΘY,X⟩ = ⟨EΘσY,X⟩ = ⟨Y,X⟩Θσ. (3.7)

To obtain Eq. (3.6), replace X in Eq. (3.5) by ΘFn HSΘX .

Proof of Theorem 3.1. First prove the forward direction. To derive Eq. (3.3), combine Eq. (3.1) for n = 0
and Eq. (3.5) to obtain

⟨Y,X⟩σ = ⟨ΘX,ΘY ⟩σ = ⟨Y,X⟩Θσ. (3.8)

Then plug Y = I to obtain

⟨I,X⟩σ = trσX = ⟨I,X⟩Θσ = tr(Θσ)X, (3.9)

which holds for any X , leading to Θσ = σ.
For n > 0, write

⟨Fn HSY,X⟩σ = ⟨Fn HSΘX,ΘY ⟩σ (by Eq. (3.1)) (3.10)

= ⟨Y,ΘFn HSΘX⟩σ, (by Eq. (3.6) and Θσ = σ) (3.11)
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which implies, by the definition of Con in Def. 2.3,

Fn HS Con = ΘFn HSΘ, (3.12)

Fn HS Con HS = Fn Petz = ΘFnΘ, (3.13)

giving Eq. (3.4) for n = 1.

Now prove the converse. Eq. (3.3) can be plugged into Eq. (3.5) to give Eq. (3.1) for n = 0. To derive
Eq. (3.1) for n > 0, take the nth power of Eq. (3.4) to obtain Eq. (3.13) by the chain rule in Lemma 2.4.
Eq. (3.13) is equivalent to Eq. (3.12), which can be plugged into the right-hand side of Eq. (3.6). Plug also
Θσ = σ and use the definition of Con to obtain

⟨Fn HSΘX,ΘY ⟩σ = ⟨Y,Fn HS ConX⟩σ = ⟨Fn HSY,X⟩σ, (3.14)

which is Eq. (3.1) for n > 0.

The remarkable simplification of the Petz map under the SQDB-θ condition simplifies the reversal con-
dition as well.

Corollary 3.1. If system A satisfies Eq. (3.4), the reversal condition is satisfied if and only if

G = WFW−1. (3.15)

Proof. Plug Eq. (3.4) into Eq. (2.35).

It is interesting to observe that system B mirrors properties of system A under the reversal condition, as
shown by Corollary 2.1 and the corollary below.

Corollary 3.2. If system A satisfies the SQDB-θ condition and the whole system satisfies the reversal con-
dition, then G and its steady state σ̃ also satisfy a SQDB-θ̃ condition given by

σ̃ = Θ̃σ̃, (3.16)

G = Θ̃GPetzΘ̃, (3.17)

where the conjugation θ̃ on HB , the conjugation Θ̃ on O(HB), and GPetz are respectively defined by

θ̃ ≡WθW †, (3.18)

Θ̃X ≡ θ̃Xθ̃ = WΘW−1X, (3.19)

GPetz ≡ Eσ̃GHSE−1
Gσ̃ = Eσ̃GHSE−1

σ̃ . (3.20)

Proof. Use Eqs. (3.19), (2.43), and (3.3) to write

Θ̃σ̃ = WΘW−1WΘσ = Wσ = WΘσ = σ̃. (3.21)
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One can also show

GPetz = Eσ̃GHSE−1
σ̃ = WEΘσW−1GHSWE−1

ΘσW
−1 (by Eq. (2.43) and Prop. A.2) (3.22)

= WEσW−1GHSWE−1
σ W−1 (by Eq. (3.3)) (3.23)

= WEσFHSE−1
σ W−1 (by Eq. (3.15)) (3.24)

= WFPetzW−1 (by Eq. (2.22) and Fσ = σ) (3.25)

= WΘW−1GWΘW−1 (by Eq. (2.35)) (3.26)

= Θ̃GΘ̃, (by Eq. (3.19)) (3.27)

which leads to Eq. (3.17).

4. SPECIAL REVERSAL CONDITION

A shortcoming of the reversal condition is that it is too vague about the system-B dynamics V and the
intermediate UE needed to make system B a reverser. Only certain properties of V are specified through
the relations between the F and G maps, while UE is left completely unspecified, making the experimental
design of the reverser difficult. To overcome the shortcoming, I now focus on a special reversal condition,
where UE is assumed to be the identity and the V that makes system B a reverser can be characterized more
explicitly.

Definition 4.1 (Special reversal condition). The whole system is said to satisfy the special reversal condition
if Def. 2.1 is satisfied with UE = IE , viz.,

(IA ⊗ V )(U ⊗ IB) |ψ⟩AB ⊗ |χ⟩E = |ψ⟩AB ⊗ |χ̃⟩E . (4.1)

This definition, apart from allowing |χ̃⟩E to be distinct from |χ⟩E , is identical to the absorber condition
assumed by Godley and Guta in their Lemma 4.1 [4]. They have also proved that there always exists a V
that satisfies the condition; I include their result here for completeness.

Proposition 4.1 (Ref. [4, Lemma 4.1]). A unitary V on HB ⊗HE that satisfies Eq. (4.1) always exists.

Proof. Recall the |ϕ1⟩ defined by Eq. (2.10). Since

trBE |ϕ1⟩ ⟨ϕ1| = Fσ = σ, (4.2)

|ϕ1⟩ is a purification of σ. |ψ⟩AB is also a purification of σ, so the two must be related by an isometry
R : HB → HB ⊗HE that satisfies R†R = IB as follows [16]:

|ϕ1⟩ = IA ⊗R |ψ⟩AB . (4.3)

Now Eq. (4.1) is equivalent to

IA ⊗ V |ϕ1⟩ = IA ⊗ V R |ψ⟩AB = |ψ⟩AB ⊗ |χ̃⟩E , (4.4)

which can be satisfied if

V R = |χ̃⟩E , (4.5)

where |χ̃⟩E : HB → HB ⊗HE is a partial ket operator defined by

|χ̃⟩E |ξ⟩B ≡ |ξ⟩B ⊗ |χ̃⟩E ∀ |ξ⟩B ∈ HB. (4.6)



11

Eq. (4.5) is equivalent to

V R |ñ⟩B = |χ̃⟩E |ñ⟩B = |ñ⟩B ⊗ |χ̃⟩E , n = 0, . . . , dB − 1. (4.7)

Observe that {R |ñ⟩B} is an orthonormal set with dB elements in HB ⊗HE , and {|ñ⟩B ⊗ |χ̃⟩E} is also an
orthonormal set with dB elements in HB ⊗HE . It follows that a unitary V that maps the former set to the
latter set, thereby satisfying Eqs. (4.7), (4.5), (4.4), and thus (4.1), always exists.

Since the dimension of HB ⊗HE is dBdE , the requirement on V given by Eq. (4.7) does not uniquely
specify it. Theorem 4.1, to be shown later in this section, is a more concrete result, demonstrating that the
special reversal condition can be expressed precisely in terms of Kraus operators.

I now prepare for Theorem 4.1 by defining the Kraus operators needed there and presenting a lemma.

Definition 4.2 (Kraus operators). Define

fj ≡ ⟨j|E U |χ⟩E ∈ O(HA), (4.8)

gj ≡ ⟨j|E V
† |χ̃⟩E ∈ O(HB) (4.9)

with respect to the same overcomplete system {|j⟩E ∈ HE : j = 0, . . . , DE − 1} of HE that satisfies [16,
Definition 2.20] ∑

j

|j⟩E ⟨j| = IE . (4.10)

{fj} and {gj} are Kraus operators for the F and G maps defined by Eqs. (2.1) and (2.8), respectively, viz.,

FρA =
∑
j

fjρAf
†
j , (4.11)

GρB =
∑
j

gjρBg
†
j . (4.12)

Note that the overcomplete system {|j⟩E} need not be orthonormal or even linearly independent—it
needs only to satisfy Eq. (4.10). Note also that |ξ⟩E : Hx → Hx⊗HE and its adjoint ⟨ξ|E : Hx⊗HE → Hx

in Eqs. (4.8) and (4.9), where Hx depends on the context, should be regarded as partial ket and bra operators,
as reviewed in Appendix B.

Lemma 4.1 (Ref. [3, Appendix D]).

X ⊗ IB |ψ⟩AB = IA ⊗ Y |ψ⟩AB (4.13)

if and only if

Y = WQX, (4.14)

where Q : O(HA) → O(HA) is a linear map defined as

Q ≡ ΘJ∆−1/2
σ , (4.15)

and the so-called modular map ∆σ is defined as

∆σX ≡ σXσ−1, (4.16)
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such that

∆−1/2
σ X = σ−1/2Xσ1/2. (4.17)

Proof. To prove the “only if” part, start from Eq. (4.13) and write∑
n

√
pnX |n⟩A ⊗ |ñ⟩B =

∑
m

√
pm |m⟩A ⊗ Y |m̃⟩B , (by Eq. (2.4)) (4.18)

√
pn ⟨m|AX |n⟩A =

√
pm ⟨ñ|B Y |m̃⟩B =

√
pm ⟨m|A JΘW−1Y |n⟩A , (by Lemma 2.2) (4.19)

Xσ1/2 = σ1/2JΘW−1Y, (4.20)

which leads to Eq. (4.14). To prove the “if” part, it suffices to show that Eq. (4.14) leads to

⟨n|A ⊗ ⟨m̃|BX ⊗ IB |ψ⟩AB = ⟨n|A ⊗ ⟨m̃|B IA ⊗ Y |ψ⟩AB ∀n,m. (4.21)

Consider the right-hand side first:

⟨n|A ⊗ ⟨m̃|B IA ⊗ Y |ψ⟩AB

= ⟨n|A ⊗ ⟨m̃|B IA ⊗WΘJ∆−1/2
σ X |ψ⟩AB (by Eqs. (4.14) and (4.15)) (4.22)

= ⟨n|A ⊗ ⟨m̃|B IA ⊗WΘJ∆−1/2
σ X

∑
l

√
pl |l⟩A ⊗ |l̃⟩B (by Eq. (2.4)) (4.23)

=
√
pn ⟨m̃|B WΘJ∆−1/2

σ X |ñ⟩B (4.24)

=
√
pn ⟨n|A∆−1/2

σ X |m⟩A (by Lemma 2.2) (4.25)

=
√
pn ⟨n|A σ

−1/2Xσ1/2 |m⟩A (by Eq. (4.17)) (4.26)

=
√
pm ⟨n|AX |m⟩A . (by Eq. (2.3)) (4.27)

By similar steps, the left-hand side of Eq. (4.21) is given by

⟨n|A ⊗ ⟨m̃|BX ⊗ IB |ψ⟩AB =
√
pm ⟨n|AX |m⟩A , (4.28)

which is equal to Eq. (4.27), and the desired equality given by Eq. (4.21) is proved.

Theorem 4.1. The special reversal condition is satisfied if and only if the Kraus operators {fj} and {gj}
defined in Def. 4.2 are related by

gj = WQfj , (4.29)

where Q is the linear map defined by Eq. (4.15). If Eq. (4.29) holds for Kraus operators defined with
respect to one overcomplete system {|j⟩E} as per Def. 4.2, then it holds for Kraus operators in terms of any
overcomplete system of HE .

Proof. To prove the “only if” part, rewrite Eq. (4.1) as

U ⊗ IB |ψ⟩AB ⊗ |χ⟩E = IA ⊗ V † |ψ⟩AB ⊗ |χ̃⟩E (4.30)

and apply ⟨j|E on both sides to obtain

fj ⊗ IB |ψ⟩AB = IA ⊗ gj |ψ⟩AB , (by Def. 4.2) (4.31)

which implies Eq. (4.29) by Lemma 4.1. To prove the “if” part, note that Eq. (4.29) also implies Eq. (4.31)
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by Lemma 4.1. Then apply
∑

j |j⟩E on both sides of Eq. (4.31) to obtain Eq. (4.30), which is equivalent to
the special reversal condition.

To prove the invariance of the condition to the assumed overcomplete system, let {f ′j} and {g′j} be the
Kraus operators defined with respect to another overcomplete system {|j′⟩E : j = 0, . . . , D′

E − 1}. The
new system is related to the old system by〈

j′
∣∣
E
=

〈
j′
∣∣
E

∑
k

|k⟩E ⟨k| =
∑
k

cjk ⟨k|E , (4.32)

where cjk = ⟨j′|k⟩, and the Kraus operators are similarly related by

f ′j =
∑
k

cjkfk, g′j =
∑
k

cjkgk. (4.33)

Now observe that the map Q defined by Eq. (4.15) is a linear map, since ∆−1/2
σ is linear while Θ and J are

antilinear. It follows that WQ is also linear, and Eq. (4.29) implies

g′j =
∑
k

cjkgk =
∑
k

cjkWQfk = WQ
∑
k

cjkfk = WQf ′j , (4.34)

which is Eq. (4.29) in terms of the new Kraus operators.

Eq. (4.29) in Theorem 4.1 is a necessary and sufficient condition for system B to be a special reverser—
any special reverser must obey Eq. (4.29), and any system B that obeys it is a special reverser.

Notice that {Qfj} are a set of Kraus operators for ΘFPetzΘ. It follows that {WQfj} are a set of Kraus
operators for WΘFPetzΘW−1, the right-hand side of Eq. (2.35) in Theorem 2.1. Eq. (2.35) in Theorem 2.1
is an equality between two maps G and WΘFPetzΘW−1, implying only that their Kraus operators {gj}
and {WQfj} are related by a partially isometric matrix [16]. Theorem 4.1, on the other hand, is a special
case of Theorem 2.1, as Eq. (4.29) in Theorem 4.1 is an equality between individual Kraus operators.

An example to illustrate Theorem 4.1 is in order.

Example 4.1. Let a set of Kraus operators for the F map be

fj ≡ ⟨j|E U |χ⟩E = χjuj , j = 0, . . . , dE − 1, (4.35)

χj ≡ ⟨j|χ⟩E , (4.36)

where each uj is a unitary operator on HA and {|j⟩E} is an orthonormal basis of HE . F is then a random
unitary channel given by

FρA =
∑
j

|χj |2ujρAu†j . (4.37)

For example, such a channel can result from

U = exp[−i(HA ⊗ IE +XA ⊗XE)t], (4.38)

uj = exp[−i(HA + λjXA)t], (4.39)

where HA, XA ∈ O(HA) and XE ∈ O(HE) are self-adjoint operators, t ∈ R, each |j⟩E is an eigenvector
of XE , and λj ∈ R is the corresponding eigenvalue. Physically, HA is the internal Hamiltonian of system
A and XA ⊗XE models the coupling between system A and the field.
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Assume

σ =
IA
dA
, (4.40)

which is a steady state of F , and pick an orthonormal basis {|n⟩A} that obeys

θ |n⟩A = |n⟩A (4.41)

to specify the conjugation θ. It follows that, in terms of the θ eigenbasis,

Qfj = χjΘJ uj = χj

∑
n,m

⟨m|A uj |n⟩A |n⟩A ⟨m| . (4.42)

Notice that ΘJ has performed the transpose on the matrix of uj as per Prop. A.2. The special reversal
condition given by Eq. (4.29) in Theorem 4.1 becomes

gj ≡ ⟨j|E V
† |χ̃⟩E = WQfj = χjWΘJ uj = χj

∑
n,m

⟨m|A uj |n⟩A |ñ⟩B ⟨m̃| . (4.43)

Assuming |χ̃⟩E = |χ⟩E , one way of implementing this set of Kraus operators is to make

V † =
∑
j

v†j ⊗ |j⟩E ⟨j| , (4.44)

gj = χjv
†
j , (4.45)

vj = WΘuj =
∑
n,m

(⟨n|A uj |m⟩A)
∗ |ñ⟩B ⟨m̃| . (4.46)

For the U and uj given by Eqs. (4.38) and (4.39), a vj and a V that satisfy the condition are given by

vj = exp[−i(HB + λjXB)t], (4.47)

HB = −WΘHA, XB = −WΘXA, (4.48)

V = exp[−i(HB ⊗ IE +XB ⊗XE)t]. (4.49)

The negative signs in Eqs. (4.48) come from the fact that Θ in Eq. (4.46) is antiunitary and there is an i in the
exponent of uj in Eq. (4.39). The idea of using a negative-mass oscillator for backaction-noise cancellation
[6–12] can then be seen as a special case when ΘHA = HA and HB is the negative of HA (ignoring the
mathematical complication of applying the theory here to the infinite-dimensional systems considered in
Refs. [6–12]).

I emphasize that any system B that implements the Kraus operators given by Eq. (4.29) is a special
reverser, so there is considerable freedom in the system design; Eq. (4.49) is simply an obvious choice here.

Under the special reversal condition, the steady state of systems A and B becomes the maximally entan-
gled state

|ψ⟩AB =
1√
dA

∑
n

|n⟩A ⊗ |ñ⟩B , (4.50)

because the system-A steady state given by Eq. (4.40) is completely mixed. The bases {|n⟩A} and {|ñ⟩B =
Wθ |n⟩A =W |n⟩A} are controlled by the chosen θ and W operators and the system-B dynamics based on
them.

The SQDB-θ condition discussed in Sec. 3 can also simplify the special reversal condition. I need the
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following lemma first.

Lemma 4.2. If Eq. (3.4) is satisfied, there exists a partially isometric matrix c ∈ CDE×DE such that

Qfj =
∑
k

cjkfk. (4.51)

Furthermore, if the set {fj} is linearly independent, then {Qfj} is also linearly independent and c is
unitary. Conversely, if {fj} satisfies Eq. (4.51) with a unitary c, then Eq. (3.4) holds.

Proof. Eq. (3.4) implies the existence of a partially isometric c that satisfies Eq. (4.51) by Ref. [16, Exer-
cise 6.15]. Now assume that {fj} is linearly independent. The linear independence of {Qfj} can be proved
by contradiction: suppose that {Qfj} is linearly dependent. Then there exists a nonzero a ∈ CDE such that∑

j ajQfj = 0. As the Q defined by Eq. (4.15) is invertible, one can apply Q−1 on both sides and obtain∑
j ajfj = 0, which contradicts the linear independence of {fj}. By Ref. [16, Exercises 6.14 and 6.15], c

is unitary if {fj} and {Qfj} are both linearly independent.
The converse part is proved as follows:

FρA =
∑
j

fjρAf
†
j (by Eq. (4.11)) (4.52)

=
∑
j,k,l

cjkc
∗
jl(Qfk)ρA(Qfl)† (by Eq. (4.51)) (4.53)

=
∑
k

(Qfk)ρA(Qfk)† (isometry of c) (4.54)

= ΘFPetzΘρA. (4.55)

The matrix c in Lemma 4.2 needs to be solved on a case-by-case basis using more details about system
A, but once it has been found, it can be used to simplify Theorem 4.1.

Corollary 4.1. Suppose that the Kraus operators of the system-A channel obey Eq. (4.51) for a certain
matrix c. Then the special reversal condition is satisfied if and only if

gj =
∑
k

cjkWfk. (4.56)

Proof. Plug Eq. (4.51) into Eq. (4.29).

5. CONCLUSION

This work establishes a rigorous theory of quantum reversal by generalizing the absorber concept and
boiling the reversal conditions down to concise formulas. For future work, it will be important to work out
more examples, explore applications, and study the effect of decoherence. Of particular interest is the ap-
plication of the formalism here to the design of time-reversal-based measurements for quantum metrology,
a problem that has attracted widespread attention [4–12, 22–31].
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Appendix A: Antiunitary operators and maps

For clarity, the appendices use the proper notation of an inner product ⟨ϕ, ψ⟩ between two elements ϕ
and ψ in a Hilbert space H. The inner product is assumed to be antilinear with respect to the first argument
and linear with respect to the second argument.

An operator X : H → H is said to be antilinear if

X(αψ + βϕ) = α∗Xψ + β∗Xϕ ∀ψ, ϕ ∈ H,∀α, β ∈ C. (A1)

Denote the set of antilinear operators on H as Õ(H). The adjoint X† of an antilinear operator X ∈ Õ(H)
is defined by

⟨ϕ,Xψ⟩ = ⟨ψ,X†ϕ⟩ ∀ϕ, ψ ∈ H. (A2)

X† is also antilinear and X†† = X . The inverse X−1 of an antilinear operator X is defined by

X−1X = XX−1 = I, (A3)

where I is the identity operator on H. X−1, if it exists, is antilinear.
An operator T ∈ Õ(H) is said to be antiunitary if it obeys

⟨Tϕ, Tψ⟩ = ⟨ψ, ϕ⟩ ∀ϕ, ψ. (A4)

If T 2 = I in addition, then T is called a conjugation. I collect some basic facts about antiunitary operators
in the following proposition; see, for example, Ref. [14].

Proposition A.1. An antiunitary operator T has the following properties.

1. T † = T−1, which is antiunitary.

2. Given an orthonormal set {ej} in H, {Tej} is another orthonormal set.

3. T can always be decomposed as

T = uθ, (A5)

where u is unitary and θ is a conjugation. For a conjugation, there exists a unique orthonormal basis
{ej} of H such that

θej = ej . (A6)

It follows that

θ† = θ−1 = θ, T † = T−1 = θu†. (A7)
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The inverse A−1 and the Hilbert-Schmidt adjoint AHS of an antilinear map A are defined in the same
manner as those of an antilinear operator. I collect some basic facts about unitary and antiunitary maps in
the following proposition.

Proposition A.2. Define the J , Θ, and U maps on O(H) as

JX ≡ X†, ΘX ≡ θXθ, UX ≡ UXU †, (A8)

where U is an arbitrary unitary operator on H and θ is an arbitrary conjugation on H.

1. Commutation with J :

JΘ = ΘJ , JU = UJ . (A9)

2. Chain rules: for any X,Y ∈ O(H),

J (XY ) = (J Y )(JX), Θ(XY ) = (ΘX)(ΘY ), U(XY ) = (UX)(UY ). (A10)

3. In terms of the Hilbert-Schmidt inner product, U is unitary, while J and Θ are antiunitary, viz., for
any X,Y ∈ O(H),

⟨JX,J Y ⟩ = ⟨Y,X⟩, ⟨ΘX,ΘY ⟩ = ⟨Y,X⟩, ⟨UX,UY ⟩ = ⟨X,Y ⟩. (A11)

It follows that

J HS = J −1 = J , ΘHS = Θ−1 = Θ, UHS = U−1. (A12)

4. A map in product form

MA,BX ≡ AXB (A13)

obeys

MHS
A,B = MJA,JB, ΘMA,BΘ

−1 = MΘA,ΘB, UMA,BU−1 = MUA,UB. (A14)

5. Let {ej} be the eigenbasis of θ satisfying Eq. (A6) and let the matrix representation of X ∈ O(H) in
this basis be

Xjk ≡ ⟨ej , Xek⟩ . (A15)

Then

⟨ej ,JXek⟩ = X∗
kj , ⟨ej ,ΘXek⟩ = X∗

jk, ⟨ej ,ΘJXek⟩ = Xkj , (A16)

where ∗ denotes the entry-wise complex conjugate.

6. Let X be a normal operator and s ∈ C. Then

J (Xs) = (JX)s
∗
, Θ(Xs) = (ΘX)s

∗
, U(Xs) = (UX)s. (A17)
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Appendix B: Partial ket and bra operators

Consider two Hilbert spaces Hx and Hy and their tensor product Hx ⊗Hy. I continue to use the proper
notation for the inner product and use the bra and ket notations only to denote the operators defined in the
following. A partial ket operator |ξ⟩y : Hx → Hx ⊗Hy, where ξ ∈ Hy, is defined by

|ξ⟩y ψ ≡ ψ ⊗ ξ ∀ψ ∈ Hx. (B1)

Its adjoint, denoted as ⟨ξ|y : Hx ⊗Hy → Hx, is defined by

⟨ϕ, |ξ⟩y ψ⟩ = ⟨⟨ξ|y ϕ, ψ⟩ ∀ψ ∈ Hx, ϕ ∈ Hx ⊗Hy. (B2)

I collect some basic facts about the partial ket and bra operators in the following proposition.

Proposition B.1. Let ξ and η be arbitrary elements of Hy.

1. ⟨η|y |ξ⟩y = ⟨η, ξ⟩Ix.

2. Suppose that ⟨ξ, ξ⟩ = 1. The operator |ξ⟩y ⟨ξ|y : Hx ⊗Hy → Hx ⊗Hy is a projection of Hx ⊗Hy

onto the subspace

|ξ⟩y Hx ≡ {ψ ⊗ ξ : ψ ∈ Hx} . (B3)

3. If {ξj} is an overcomplete system of Hy such that
∑

j |ξj⟩ ⟨ξj | = Iy, viz.,

ψ =
∑
j

ξj⟨ξj , ψ⟩ ∀ψ ∈ Hy, (B4)

then ∑
j

|ξj⟩y ⟨ξj |y = Ix ⊗ Iy. (B5)

4. For any X ∈ O(Hx),

|ξ⟩yX = (X ⊗ Iy) |ξ⟩y , X ⟨ξ|y = ⟨ξ|y (X ⊗ Iy). (B6)

5. For any X ∈ O(Hx ⊗Hy) and any overcomplete system {ξj} of Hy,

tryX =
∑
j

⟨ξj |yX |ξj⟩y . (B7)

Proof. Let ψ, ϕ be arbitrary elements of Hx and let {aj}, {bk}, and {aj ⊗ bk} be orthonormal bases of Hx,
Hy, and Hx ⊗Hy, respectively.

1.

⟨ϕ, ⟨η|y |ξ⟩y ψ⟩ = ⟨ϕ⊗ η, ψ ⊗ ξ⟩ = ⟨ϕ, ψ⟩⟨η, ξ⟩. (B8)

2. |ξ⟩y ⟨ξ|y is obviously self-adjoint. It is also idempotent because |ξ⟩y ⟨ξ|y |ξ⟩y ⟨ξ|y = |ξ⟩y ⟨ξ|y. It
follows that |ξ⟩y ⟨ξ|y is a projection operator. Now let Hξ ⊆ Hx ⊗ Hy be the range of |ξ⟩y ⟨ξ|y.
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Let Ψ be an arbitrary element of Hx ⊗ Hy and observe that |ξ⟩y ⟨ξ|y Ψ ∈ |ξ⟩y Hx, which implies
Hξ ⊆ |ξ⟩y Hx. Conversely, write an arbitrary element of |ξ⟩y Hx as |ξ⟩y ψ. Then

|ξ⟩y ⟨ξ|y |ξ⟩y ψ = |ξ⟩y ⟨ξ, ξ⟩ψ = |ξ⟩y ψ, (B9)

implying that |ξ⟩y Hx ⊆ Hξ. Hence Hξ = |ξ⟩y Hx.

3. Write ψ =
∑

k,l ψkl(ak ⊗ bl) and ϕ =
∑

m,n ϕmn(am ⊗ bn). Then∑
j

⟨ϕ, |ξj⟩y ⟨ξj |y ψ⟩ =
∑

j,m,n,k,l

ϕ∗mnψkl⟨am ⊗ bn, |ξj⟩y ⟨ξj |y ak ⊗ bl⟩ (B10)

=
∑

j,m,n,k,l

ϕ∗mnψkl⟨bn, ξj⟩⟨ξj , bl⟩⟨am, ak⟩ (B11)

=
∑

m,n,k,l

ϕ∗mnψkl⟨bn, bl⟩⟨am, ak⟩ (B12)

=
∑
m,n

ϕ∗mnψmn = ⟨ϕ, ψ⟩. (B13)

4.

(X ⊗ Iy) |ξ⟩y ψ = (X ⊗ Iy)(ψ ⊗ ξ) = (Xψ ⊗ ξ) = |ξ⟩yXψ. (B14)

5. Let Y be an arbitrary element of O(Hx).∑
j

tr ⟨ξj |yX |ξj⟩y Y =
∑
j,k

⟨ak, ⟨ξj |yX |ξj⟩y Y ak⟩ (B15)

=
∑
j,k

⟨ak ⊗ ξj , X(Y ak ⊗ ξj)⟩ (B16)

=
∑
j,k

⟨ak ⊗ ξj , X(Y ⊗ Iy)(ak ⊗ ξj)⟩ (B17)

= trX(Y ⊗ Iy) = tr(tryX)Y. (B18)
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