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A bstract

In this paper we consider the problem of unambiguous discrin ination between a set of
Iinearly Independent pure quantum states. W e show that the design ofthe optin alm easurem ent
that m nim izes the probability of an inconclusive result can be formulated as a sem ide nie
program m Ing problem . Based on this form ulation, we develop a set of necessary and su cient
conditions for an optin alquantum m easurem ent. W e show that the optin alm easurem ent can
be com puted very e clently In polynom ialtin e by exploiting the m any welkknown algorithm s
for solving sem ide nite program s, which are guaranteed to converge to the global optim um .

U sing the general conditions for optim ality, we derive necessary and su cient conditions
so that the m easurem ent that results in an equal probability of an inconclisive result for each
one of the quantum states is optin al. W e refer to this m easuram ent as the equalprobability
measurem ent (EPM ).W e then show that for any state set, the prior probabilities of the states
can be chosen such that the EPM is optim al.

F inally, we consider state setsw ith strong sym m etry properties and equalprior probabilities
for which the EPM is optinal. W e rst consider geom etrically uniform state sets that are
de ned over a group of unitary m atrices and are generated by a sinhgle generating vector. W e
then consider com pound geom etrically uniform state sets which are generated by a group of
uniary m atrices using m uliple generating vectors, w here the generating vectors satisfy a certain
(weighted) nom constraint.
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1 Introduction

In recent years, research into the foundations of quantum physics has led to the em erging eld of
quantum inform ation theory E]. Quantum nform ation theory refers to the distinctive inform ation
processing properties of quantum system s, which arise when inform ation is stored in or retrieved
from quantum states. To convey Inform ation using quantum states, we m ay prepare a quantum
systam In a pure quantum state, drawn from a collection of known states £7j ;i;1 i mg. To
detect the inform ation, the systam is sub fcted to a quantum m easuram ent. If the given states
j ;1 are not orthogonal, then no m easurem ent can distinguish perfectly between them 'Q]. A
findam ental problem therefore is to design m easurem ents optin ized to distinguish between pure
nonorthogonal quantum states.

We may formulate this problem within the fram ework of quantum detection, and seek the
m easurem ent that m inin izes the probability of a detection error, or m ore generally, the B ayes cost
E, :fl, "53, -'_6]. M ore recently, a di erent approach to the problem has en erged, which In som e cases
m ay bem ore usefiil. T his approach, referred to as unam biguous discrin nation of quantum states,
com bines error free discrin ination w ith a certain fraction of lnconclusive results. T he basic idea,
pioneered by Ivanovic ij], is to design a m easurem ent that w ith a certain probability retums an
nconclusive resul, but such that ifthe m easurem ent retums an answ er, then the answer is correct
w ith probability 1. G Iven an ensam ble consisting ofm  states, the m easuram ent therefore consists
ofm + 1 m easurem ent operators corresponding tom + 1 outcom es, wherem outocom es correspond
to detection of each of the states and the additional outcom e corresponds to an inconclisive resul.

Tvanovic Ej] developed a m easuram ent which discrin inates unam biguously between a pair of
nonorthogonal pure states. T he m easuram ent gives the an allest possibl probability of cbtaining
an nconclusive result for unambiguous discrim ination, when distinguishing between two linearly
Independent nonorthogonal states w ith equal prior probabilities. T his m easurem ent was then fur-

ther nvestigated by D ieks L-S] and Peres [9], and w as later extended by Jaeger and Shin ony t_l-g] to



the case In which the two states have unequal prior probabilities.

A ¥though the two-state problem is well developed, the problem of unam biguous discrim ination
between m ultiple quantum states has received considerably less attention. In {_1-1:] Peres and Temo
consider unam biguous discrin ination between 3 quantum states. Che es E.-g] showed that a nec—
essary and su cient condition for the existence of unam biguous m easurem ents for distinguishing
between m quantum states is that the states are linearly lndependent. He also proposed a sin ple
suboptin alm easurem ent for unam biguous discrin nation for which the probability of an incon—
clusive result is the sam e regardless of the state of the system . Equivalently, the m easurem ent
yields an equal probability of correctly detecting each one of the ensem ble states. W e refer to such
a m easuram ent as an equalprobability m easurem ent EPM ). Che es and Bamett [_1'3] developed
the optim alm easurem ent for the special case In which the state vectors form a cyclic set, ie., the
vectors are generated by a cyclic group of unitary m atrices using a single generating vector, and
showed that it concides w ith the EPM . In their paper, they raise the question of whether or not
this is the only case or which the EPM is optim al.

In this paper we develop a general fram ework for unam biguous state discrim ination which
can be applied to any num ber of states w ith arbitrary prior probabilities. For our m easurem ent
we oconsider general positive operatorvalied m easures E, il_]], consisting of m + 1 m easuram ent
operators. W e derive a set of necessary and su cient conditions for an optin al m easurem ent
that m Inin izes the probability of an inconclusive resul, by exploiing principles of duality theory
In vector space optin ization. In analogy to the quantum detection problem , deriving a closed—
form analytical expression for the optin alm easurem ent directly from these conditions isa di cult
problem . However, our form ulation has several advantages. F irst, it readily lends itself to e cient
com putational m ethods. Speci cally, we show that the optin al m easurem ent can be found by
solving a standard sem ide nite program (SDP) [I5], which is a convex optin ization problm . By

exploiting them any welkknown algorithm s for solving SDP s E_L-g, 'L;L-:/.], the optin alm easurem ent can



be com puted very e ciently n polynom ialtin e. Since an SDP is convex, it does not su er from
local optin um s, so that SD P -based algorithm s are guaranteed to converge to the gllal optin um .
Seocond, although the necessary and su cient conditions are hard to solve directly, they can be
used to verify a solution. F inally, the necessary and su cient conditions lead to further insight into
the optin alm easurem ent. In particular, using these conditions we derive necessary and su cient
conditions on the state vectors, so that the EPM m inim izes the probability ofan inconclisive resul.
In contrast w ith the general optin ality conditions, these conditions can be easily veri ed given the
state ensam ble and the prior probabilities. U sing these conditions we show that for any set of state
vectors the prior probabilities can be chosen such that the EPM is optin al

Based on the necessary and su cient conditions we develop the optin alm easurem ent for state
sets w ith broad sym m etry properties. In particular, we consider geom etrically uniform (G U) state
sets [1§, 119, 201 de ned over a group of unitary m atrices. For such state sets we show that the
optin alm easurem ent is the EPM , and we obtain a convenient characterization of the EPM that
exploits the state symm etries. W e then consider compound GU (CGU) state sets P1, 2d] .n which
the state vectors are generated by a group ofuniary m atrices using m ulipk generating vectors. W e
cbtain a convenient characterization of the EPM in this case, and show that when the generating
vectors satisfy a certain constraint, the EPM is optim al.

T he paper is organized as follow s. A fter a statem ent of the problem in Section ;’, in Section E3
w e derive the necessary and su cient conditions for the optim alm easurem ent that m inin izes the
probability ofan lnconclusive result, by form ulating the problem asan SD P . In Section :fl we consider
the EPM and derive necessary and su cient conditions on the state set and the prior probabilities
so that the EPM is optin al. E cient iterative algorithm s for m inin izing the probability of an
Inconclusive result which are gquaranteed to converge to the global optinum are considered in
Section §. In Sections & and i} we derive the cptin al m easurem ent fr state sets with certain

sym m etry properties, and show that the optin alm easurem ent coincides w ith the EPM .



2 Unam biguous D iscrim ination of Q uantum States

A ssum e that a quantum system is prepared In a pure quantum state drawn from a collection of
given states £j ;i;1 i mgin an rdimensional complx Hibert space H, with r m . The
states span a subspace U of H . To detect the state of the system a m easurem ent is constructed

com prisingm + 1 measurem ent operatorsf ;;0 1 m g that satisfy

T he m easuram ent operators are constructed so that either the state is correctly detected, or the
m easurem ent retums an inconclusive resul. Thus, each ofthe operators ;1 1 m correspond
to detection of the corresponding states j ;i;1 i m,and ( corresponds to an inconclisive
resul.
G iven that the state of the system is j ii, the probability of obtaining outcome k ish ;3 J ii.
T herefore, to ensure that each state is either correctly detected or an lnconclusive resul is obtained,
we must have
hijyjid=pixs 1 Lk m; @)

- P
forsome 0 p; 1. Shoefrom (1), o= I, T i @) mpliesthath ;j ojii= 1 py 0

=1
that given that the state of the system is j ji, the state is correctly detected w ith probability pi,
and an inoonclisive result is retumed w ith probability 1 p;.

Tt was shown in E_l-_ ]that (:_2) can be satis ed ifand only ifthe vectors j ;i are linearly indepen—
dent, or equivalently, din U = m . W e therefore m ake this assum ption throughout the paper. In

this case, wem ay choose

i~ i~ o4 .
1= piJth™iJ=piQi; 1 1 my (3)



where

Qi= j5th™F 1 1 my @)

and the vectors 7712 U are the reciprocal states associated w ith the states j ;i ie., there are the
unigque vectors In U such that

h"ijxi= %; 1 Lk m: )

W ith and € denoting the m atrices of colum ns j ;i and ;i respectively,

Since the vectors j ;i are linearly independent, is always Invertible. A fematively,

so that

Fii= (0 )% @)

where ( ¥ denotes the M coreP enrose pseudo—inverse E_Z-g]; the inverse is taken on the subspace
spanned by the colum ns of the m atrix.

W e can Inm ediately verify that the m easurem ent operators given by (:3) satisfy (-'2) .Ifr=m
so that the din ension of H is equal to the din ension of the space U spanned by the vectors j ii,
then these operators are the unique operators satisfying (-'_2) . Ifon the other hand r > m , then the

m easuram ent operators are not strictly unique. Indeed, any m easuram ent operators of the form

1= pPiQit+ Jih i3 1 1 mjy 9)

where j 312 U?, also satisfy 6_2). Since 312 U,h i xi= 0 Prevery i;k so that them easuram ent



operators given by (3) and 4) lead to the sam e detection probabilitiesh ;j xj ii= p; . W emay
therefore assum e w ithout loss of generality that the operators ; are restricted to U, so that they
have the form given by (-_3) .

If the state j ii is prepared w ith prior probabiliy i, then the total probability of correctly
detecting the state is

Pp = ih 1 17 id= iPit 10)

Our problem therefore is to choose the m easurem ent operators ; = p;Q i, or equivalently the
probabilitiesp; 0, to m axin ize Pp , sub gct to the constraint (_]:) . W e can express this constraint

directly in tem s of the probabilities p; as
i= PiQi Ipr: 11

Note that (I1) inpliesthatp; 1.

3 Sem ide nite P rogram m ing Form ulation

W e now show that our m axin ization problem {1'@) and @-Z_h') can be formulated as a standard
sem ide nite program (SDP) {15, [6], which is a convex optim ization problem . T here are several
advantages to this form ulation. F irst, the SDP form ulation readily lends itselfto e cient com puta—
tionalm ethods. Speci cally, by exploiing the m any well known algorithm s for solving SDP s [:_L-i],
eg., Interior point m ethods'}: I_l-ﬁ, ;fj], the optim alm easurem ent can be com puted very e ciently
In polynom ialtin e. Furthemm ore, SD P -based algorithm s are guaranteed to converge to the global

optin um . Second, by exploiting principles of duality theory In vector space optim ization, the SD P

! Tnterior point m ethods are iterative algorithm s that temm inate once a pre—speci ed accuracy has been reached.
A worst-case analysis of interior point m ethods show s that the e ort required to solve an SDP to a given accuracy
grow s no faster than a polynom ialofthe problm size. In practice, the algorithm s behave m uch better than predicted
by the worst case analysis, and in fact in m any cases the num ber of iterations is aln ost constant in the size of the
problem .



form ulation can be used to derive a set of necessary and su cient conditions for the probabilities
p; to m axin ize P, of {{0) subjct to the constraint (€1).

W e note that recently SD P based m ethodshave been em ployed in a variety ofdi erent problem s
In quantum detection and quantum inform ation [_6,'_-23, :_22!,-'_2-_5,:_2@,:_2-:2]

A fter a description of the general SDP problem in Section 3.1, in Section 32 we show that our
m axin ization problam can be form ulated as an SDP.Based on this form ulation, we derive a set of
necessary and su cient conditions on the m easurem ent operators, or equivalently, the probabilities
Pi, tom Inin ize the probability ofan inconclusive result. A though in generalobtaining a closed form
analytical solution directly from these conditions isa di cul problem , the conditions can be used
to verify whether or not a set of m easurem ent operators is optin al. Furthem ore, these conditions
Jead to further insight into the optin alm easurem ent operators. In particular, in Section _-4 we use
these conditions to develop necessary and su cient conditions on the state vectors and the prior

probabilities so that the EPM is optin al.

3.1 Sem ide nite P rogram m ing

A standard SDP is the problem ofm inin izing

P )= hcxi 12)
sub gct to
F &) 0; 3)
where
X
F&)=Fqg+ x;Fy (14)



Here ki 2 R™ is the vector to be optin ized, x; denotes the ith com ponent of ki, i is a given
vector in R™ , and F'; are given m atrices in the space B, ofn  n Hem itian matt:ioes'f:.

The problem of (14) and (3) is referred to as the prim al probkm . A vector ki is said to be
prin al fasbk if F (x) 0, and is strictly prin al feasibl if F (x) > 0. If there exists a strictly
feasble point, then the prim alproblem is said to be strictly feasble. W e denote the optin alvalue
ofP x) by ®.

An SDP is a convex optin ization problem and can be solved very e ciently. Furthemm ore,
terative algorithm s for solving SD P s are guaranteed to converge to the globalm inimum . The
SDP formulation can also be used to derive necessary and su cient conditions for optin ality by
exploiting principles of duality theory. T he essential idea is to form ulate a dualproblem of the form
maxy D (Z) for som e linear functionalD whosem axin alvalie ¥ serves asa certi cate Hr . That
is, for all feasble values of 2 2 B, ie., valuesof Z 2 B, that satisfy a certain set of constraints,
and for all feasble values of ki, D (Z) P (x), so that the dualproblem provides a lower bound
on the optin alvalue of the original (rim al) problm . If in addiion we can establish that ®=1p,
then this equality can be used to develop conditions of optin ality on Ki.

The dualproblem associated with the SDP of ('_1-2) and C_l-j [1-5] is the problem ofm axin izing

D @)= TrE®oZ) 15)

sub fct to
TrFiZ2) = ¢g;j 1 1 my (Le)
7 0; a7

’a Ithough typically in the literature them atricesF; are res‘u:]cted to be realand sym m etric, the SD P form ulation
can be easily extended to include Hem itian m atrices F'i; see eg., @8 In addition, m any of the standard softw are
packages for e ciently solving SDP s, for exam ple the SelfD ualM inim ization (SeD uM i) package @9 '30], allow for
Hem itian m atrices.



whereZ 2 B, .A matrik Z 2 B, is said to be dual feasibk if it satis es ([6) and (') and is strictly
dual feasibk if i satis es ([6) and Z > 0. If there exists a strictly feasble point, then the dual
problem is said to be strictly feasble.

For any feasbl kiand Z we have that

xo
P&) D (@)= hxki+ TrFeZ2)= XiTrE:Z2)+ TrEoZ)= TrF X)Z) 0; (18)

=1

so that as required, D (Z) P (x). Furthem ore, it can be shown E_l-_] that if both the prim al

problm and the dualproblem are strictly feasble, then P =1 and Kiisan optim alprim alpoint

ifand only if ki isprin al feasble, and there exists a dual feasble Z 2 B, such that

ZF )= 0: 9)

Equation (1Y) togetherw ith {18), {{1) and {I3) constitute a set ofnecessary and su cient conditions
for ki to be an optim al solution to the problem of @-2) and ('_l-_3'), when both the prim aland the
dual are strictly feasible.

If® maxinizes D (Z) so that D ®) = P, then ki is optinal if and only if F k) 0 and

PF x)= 0.

10



32 SDP Fom ulation of U nam biguous D iscrim ination

W e now show that the unam biguous discrim ination problem of () and (1) can be form ulated as
an SD P .D enote by Ppi the vector of com ponents p; and by ¥i the vector of com ponents ;. Then

our problam istom Inin ize

P () = hcpi; (20)
sub fct to
X
PiQ i L;
=1
j<] 0 1 i m (21)

To formulate thisproblem asan SDP, et F;;0 i m bethe blodk diagonalm atrices de ned by

3

2 2 2
Ir Ql Qm
0 1 0
Fo= Fi= it FL = : (22)
4 4 4

3
5
0

Ut

T hen

2
L TP
X P1
4

m

so that the constraint F (p) Oisequivalent to _;piQ:i Irandp; 0;1 i m. Thusthe

problm of (I0) and 1) reduces to the SDP

rgjn hepisubgctto F () 0; 24)
P2R™

11



where Ti is the vector of com ponents  ; with ; being the prior probability of j ;i, and F (o) is
given by £3).

To derive a set of necessary and su cient conditions for optin ality on pi, we use the dual
problem form ulation of a general SDP @5){ (_ZI.-:I.) to form ulate the dual problem associated w ith

©4), which reduces to

max Tri); @5)
X 2B,
sub gct to
Tr@:X) 2z = 4 1 1 mj @6)
X 0; 27)
Z3 0; 1 i m: (28)

W e can Inm ediately verify that both the prin al and the dual problem are strictly feasble.
T herefore i follow s that i is optin al if and only if the com ponents p; of i satisfy C_Z-J:), there

existsamatrix X and scalarsz;;l 1 m that satisfy G'_2-_6){C_Z-§),and

X (I piQi) = 0; @9)

zipi = 0; 1 i m: (30)

- P
N ote that {_29) n plies that for the optim al choice of p;, the largest eigenvalue of ri“= 1 PiQ s must
be equalto 1. This condition has already been derived in i_l-_ﬂ]
I£® and 2; m axin ize ©5) subEct to £6){ €8), then the optin alvalies of p; can be fund by

solving £9) and 8d) with X = 2,z = 2.

12



W e sum m arize our results in the follow ing theorem :

Theorem 1. Letfjii;1 1 m g denote a set of state vectors with prior prokabilities £ ;;1

i mg in an r-dim ensional H ilert space H that span an m -dim ensional subgpace U of H, ket
fi7i1;1 1 m g denote the reciprocal states in U de ned by BiJj xi= i, and tQ ;= j73ih™id
Let denote the set of all orderad sets of constants fp;;1 i mg that satisfy p; 0 and
F Ii“:lpiQi I,, and kt denote the set of r r Hemm itian m atrices X satisfying X 0 and

scalars z; 0;1 1 m suchthat TrQ:X ) 2z;= ;. Consider the probkm m in,, P (o) where

P
P () = T=1 ipi and the dualproblem maxy ;.2 D X ) whereD X )= TrX ). Then
l.Foranyp;2 andX;z;2 ,P @ D X);
2. There is an optim al Ppi, denoted Pi, such that ® = p ©®) P ) forany pi2 ;

3. There is an optimalX and optim al z;, denoted ¥ and 2i, such that® = D (}b) D X) for

any X ;z; 2 ;
4. ® = ].19;

5. A set of necessary and su cient conditions on pitominimize P (o) isthatp; 2 and there

P
exists X ;z; 2 such that X (I, L ,piQi)=0andzpi=0;1 i m.

6. Given ® and 2; a set of necessary and su  clent conditions on i to m inin ize P (o) is that

P . .
pi2 , P —1PiQi)=0and 2p;=0;1 i m.

A s we indicated at the outset, the necessary and su cient conditions given by T heorem ].'_:are
In generalhard to solve directly, although they can be used to verify a solution. In addition, these
conditions can be used to gain insight into the optim alm easurem ent operators. In the next section
we w ill use T heorem :].' to develop necessary and su cient conditions on a set of state vectors so
that the EPM is optin al. C ontrary to the conditions given by T heorem :J:, these conditions can be
easily veri ed.

13



4 EqualP robability M easurem ent

4.1 EqualP robability M easurem ent

A sin ple m easurem ent that has been em ployed for unam biguous state discrin ination is the m ea—
surement n which p; = p;1 1 m . Thismeasuram ent results In equal probability of correctly
detecting each of the states. W e therefore refer to this m easuram ent as the EqualP robability
M easurem ent EPM ).

To detem ine the valie ofp, ket have a shgular value decom position (SVD) @_é_'. i_-9_:] of the
form =U V whereU isanr runitarymatrix, isa diagonalr m m atrix wih diagonal
elements ; > 0 arranged In descending order so that 1 2 N msrand V isan m m

unitary m atrix. T hen from {6) it follow s that

where Y isa diagonalm rmatrix with diagonalelem ents 1= ;. Thus,
Qi= jiih™ij= €€ =Uu(Y) YU ; (32)

P -
and the largest eigenvalue of L 1 Qi isequalto 1= ﬁ . To satisfy the condition {_29) the largest

P
eigenvalue ofp ;Q;mustbeequalto 1, so that

T herefore, our problem reduces to nding necessary and su cient conditions on the vectors j ;i
such that ;= Iﬁ Q ; m Inin izes the probability of an Inconclusive resul.
In the next section we develop conditions under which the EPM is optin al for unam biguous

discrin nation. In our developm ent, we consider separately the case in which , hasmuliplicity 1

14



and the case In which [, hasmultiplicity greaterthan 1. W e derive a set ofnecessary and su cient
condiions for optin ality ofthe EPM in the rst case, and su cient conditions for optin ality in the
second case. T wo broad classes of state sets that satisfy these conditions are discussed In Sect:]'onsEG

a.nd:j.

4.2 Conditions For O ptim ality
421 Necessary and Su cient C onditions

Let sdenote themultiplicty of , sothat n = n 1 = %+s1 - We rstconsider the case

In which s= 1. In this case to satisfy ('_2-9) and {_2-:1) we must have that
X = bjy iy F (34)

where jii are the comnsofU andb 0. In addition, sheep; = p> 0, i ©llows from () that

z;=0;1 1 m sothat from {_2-_6),
TrQX)=Dbhijnif= 5 1 i m: 35)

N ow , from {_3-;:) we have that

Jii= U ( Y) jni; (36)

where j7ii denotes the ith coimn ofV . Substituting into {35),

b . .
—Zyitn)f= i 1 1 mj @37)

15



w here v; (k) denotes the kth com ponent of J;i. Since

bmust be equalto rﬁ .
W e conclude that when the multiplicity of ,, isequalto 1, the EPM isoptin al ifand only if
i )f = 41 1 m,ie., ifand only ifeach of the elem ents in the last row ofV isequalto

the prior probability of the corresponding state.

422 Su cient Conditions

W e now consider the case In which s> 1. To derive a set of su cient conditions for the EPM to
be optim alwe construct a m atrix X that satis es the conditions of T heorem QJ'

To satisfy (_2-‘:31) and (_2-:2) we let

XS
X = bedim xe1 g k41 J (39)
k=1

wihl, 0. Shcep;=p> 0, it ©lows from @0d) that z; = 0;1 1 m so that from {8), X

m ust satisfy
XS
TrQiX)= bhidg wa1if= 4 1 i m: (40)
k=1

Substituting §7ii= U ( Y) ;i into (:fl_ ), we have that the constants b, m ust satisfy

XS
boyim k+ DF= 5 1 i m; @1)
k=1

SN‘P—‘

w here v; (k) denotes the kth com ponent of ;i.

16



W e conclude that the EPM is optin al if there exists constantsl; 0;1 1 s such that

2 3 2 3

jim)f Jam  1)F 16v s+ 1)F 2 1
b
om)f Fom  1)F v s+ 1)F g é 2
: 42)

4 :

4 4 5
o @)F Jm @ DF min s+ 1>j2 m

The problem of determ ining w hether there exists a i with componentsb; 0 such that 2)
is satis ed is equivalent to verifying whether a standard linear program is feasble. Speci cally, In
a linear program the cb ctive is to m Inin ize a linear finctional of the vector i of the form i
for som e vector i, sub ct to the constraints A i = j{iand-'j i O for som e given m atrix A and
vector Ji. A linear program is feasible if there exists a vector Joi that satis es the constraints [:_3-1_;]
Thus we can use standard linear program m ing techniques to determ Ine whether a i exists that
satis es ('fl-g:), or equivalently, whether given a set of state vectors w ith given prior probabilities,
the EPM isoptimal

N ote, that given a set of state vectors, we can always choose the prior probabilities ; so that
the EPM is optin al. This ollow s from the fact that the m atrix in (_4-_2) depends only on the state
vectors. Thus, any set ofcoe cientsb; Owillgiveasestof ;3 0 that satisfy (:fl-_) The coe cients

iwﬂloonespondtoprobabj]it:]'esJ'fP ;1= 1. SjnoeP Lok F=1 jbra]lk,P b= F S by
and any set of coe cientsb; 0 such ‘chatP ;bi= lwillresult in a set of probabilities ; forwhich
the EPM isoptimal

In [;L-g] the authors raise the question of whether or not cyclic state sets w ith equal prior
probabilities are the only state sets for which the EPM is optin al. Here we have shown that the
EPM can be optim al for any state set, as long as we choose the prior probabilities correctly. In

Sect:ions:ﬁ and '-'j we consider state setsw ith equalprior probabilities forwhich the EPM isoptin al,

3The inequality is to be understood as a com ponent-w ise inequality.
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generalizing the result in [{31.

W e sum m arize our results regarding the EPM in the llow Ing theoram :

Theorem 2. Let £fjii;1 1 m g denote a set of state vectors with prior prokabilities £ ;;1
i mg in a Hilbert space H that span an m -dim ensional subspace U of H, et £5731;1 1 mg
denote the reciprocal vectors in U de ned by Bijxi= x,and tQ;i= j3ih™ij Let = U V
denote the m atrix of colum ns j ;i, et ;i denote the colimns of V. and v; (k) the kth com ponent
of jn;i, Bt 1 - n denote the singular values of , and kt s be the multiplicity of , . Let

i= Iﬁ Q ; denote the equalprokability m easurem ent (EPM ) operators. Then,

1. Ifs = 1 then the EPM minim izes the prokability of an inconclisive resukt if and only if

Jim)F= iorl i m;

2. If s > 1 then the EPM m inim izes the prokability of an inconclusive result if there exists

constantsby  0;1 i1 s such that @-g.') is satis &d;

3. Given a set of state vectors, we can always choose the prior prokabilities ; so that the EPM
is optim al. Speci cally, ; is given by Qfl-j) where b; are arbitrary coe  cients satisfyinglb; 0,

P
and L b= 1.

T heorem ?pmvides necessary and su cient conditions in thecase s= 1 and su cient conditions
In the case s > 1 for the EPM to be optin al, which depend on the SVD of and the prior
probabilities ;. It may also be usefiil to have a criterion which depends explicitly on the given
states j ;ji and the prior probabilities. T heorem :_3 below provides a set of su cient condiions on
the states j ;i and the priorprobabilities ; so thatthe EPM isoptim al. T he proofofthe T heorem
is given in the Appendix. In Sections E and [_-7: we discuss som e general classes of state sets that

satisfy these conditions.
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Theorem 3. Letfj;i;1 i m gdenotea setofstate vectors w ith prior prokabilities £ ;;1 i
m g in a Hibert space H that span an m -dim ensional subgpace U ofH . Let  denote the m atrix of
oolum ns j ;i, and ket g denote the num ber of distinct singular values of . T hen the equalprobability

)L=21 :

m easuram ent m inin izes the probability of an inconclusive resulk if h ;7( Jil= ia Pr

1 i mandl t g, for some constants at.

5 Com putational A spects

In the general case there is no closed-formm analytical solution to the m axin ization problem {_Z-Q)
sub ct to C_Zl:) . However, since this problem is a convex optim ization problem , there are very
e cient m ethods for solving (2_(-)_} . In particular, the optin alvector i can be com puted on M atlab
using the lnearm atrix inequality (LM I) Toobox. C onvenient nterfaces for using the LM Itoolbox
aretheM atlab packagesIDC  [33]and SelfD ual¥ inin ization (SeD uM i) P9,i3¢]. T hese algorithm s
are guaranteed to converge to the global optim um in polynom ialtin e w ithin any desired accuracy.

T he num ber of operations required for each iteration of a general SDP where ki 2 R™ and
F; 2 By isO (m °n?). However, the com putational Ioad can be reduced substantially by exploiting
structure in the m atrices F;. In our problem , these m atrices are block diagonal, so that each
iteration requires on the order ofO (m *) operations [I5].

To illustrate the com putational steps nvolved In com puting the optin alm easurem ent, we now
consider a speci c exam pl.

C onsider the case In which the ensem ble consists of 3 state vectors w ith equal probability 1=3,

where 2 3 2 3 2 3
1 1 0
1 1 1
j1i=19——§1§ij2i=19——§1%ij3i=19——§l%i 43)
33 4 23 4 2
1 0 1

To nd theoptim alm easurem ent operators, we rst nd the reciprocalstates j™;i. W ith denoting
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the m atrix of colum ns j ;i, we have

2 3
1:73 0 141
e= () *'= g 173 141 141 % (44)
4 5
1:73 141 0

and the vectors 77;i are the colum ns of €. Next, we form them atrices Q ; = 77;ih™;jwhich results
2 2 3 2
1 1 0 0 2 2 0
=3§ 1 1 % Qz—go 2%;Q3=§ 2 2 o; (45)
4 4 5 4
1 1 2 0 0

W e can now nd the optin alvector piusing the PC package on M atlab. To thisend we rst

n

de ne them atrices F ; according to ('_2-_2), and de ne

2

1
é 1 % (46)
4

W e then generate the f©llow ng code, assum ing that the m atrices F'; and the vector i have already

Wl

been de ned n M atlab.
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>> abst_init_lmi

>> p = rectangular(3,1);

>> F= F0;

>> for i=1:3,

>>  eval (W= F° num2str(@)]);
> F=F+p@E) W

>> end

>> F> 0;

>> Imi_mincx_tbx (c’ *p);

>> P=value (p)

Initializing the LM I toolbox
D e ning a vector pi of length 3
De ningthematrix F (p); hereFi= F;

o0 o° o°

Im posing the constraint
M Inin izing hepi sub ct to the constraint
G etting the optin alvalue ofp

2 3
pi= g 017 %; @7)
4

5
7

o0 o° o°

T he optim al vector Ppi is given by

0
0:1

and the optin alm easurem ent operators ;= p;Q; are

2 3 2 3 2 3
0 0 0 0 0 0 0:34 034 0
1=§0 0 O%i 2=§0 0:34 O:34%i 3=§ 0:34 0:34 0%3 48)
4 5 4 5 4 5
0 0 0 0 0:34 0:34 0 0 0

W e can now use the necessary and su cient conditions derived in Section 32'and sum m arized
in T heoram Q: to verify that pi given by (_4-:/1) is the optin al probability vector. To thisend we rst

P
form thematrix T = I, i ; i. Using the eigendecom position of T we conclude that the null
soace of T has din ension 1 and is spanned by the vector

3

2
081
Ji= g 041 % : (49)
4

5
041

T herefore to satisfy (_2-9) and (_2-:/.),X mustbeequalto X = ajnilujforsomea 0. Sihcep; = 0

and py;ps > 0, BU) and @8) imply that z, = z3 = O and z; 0. Therefore, from £6) we must
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have that

1
Tr@Q2X )= Tr@sX)= 5; 50)
and
1
Tr@QiX) 5: (51)
To satisfy (':5-@) we choose
1
a= ——— = 0:11: (52)
SuPoji

W ih this choice of a, Tr@Q3X ) = 1=3 and Tr@1X ) = 0889 > 1=3, so that the necessary and
su cient conditions are satis ed.

Now , suppose that instead of equal prior probabilities we assum e that the prior probabilities
are 1= 06, .= 02, 3= 02. These priorswhere chosen to be equal the elem ents of the last row
ofV where = U V . Since the anallest square sihqular value of , % = 007, hasm ultiplicity
1, (_42) is satis ed and the EPM oonsisting of the m easurem ent operators ;= pQ ;i with p= 007,
m Inin izes the probability of an inconclusive result. A sbefore, we can in m ediately verify that this
is indeed the correct solution using the necessary and su cient conditions of T heorem ]:_: For this

P

choiceof ;, T=1, p i: ;1 Q i, and the null space of T is spanned by the vector

3

2
0:68
Jui= g 0:52 é : (53)
4

5
0:52

Therefore X mustbeequalto X = ajntihuijforsomea 0. Shcep;=p> 0 foralli, z;= 0;1

i 3 so that wemust have

Tr@Q1X )= 06; Tr@Q X )= 02; Tr@Qs3X )= 02: (54)
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Ifwe choossa= 0%6=tu{;jri= 0:07, then (54) is satis ed, and the EPM is optin al.

In the rem ainder of the paper we use the su cient condiions of T heorem 3_:to derive the
optin alunam biguousm easurem ent for state setsw ith certain sym m etry properties. T he sym m etry
properties we consider are quite general, and include m any cases of practical interest. Speci cally,
in Section :§ we consider geom etrically uniform state sets, and in Section ff. we consider com pound
geom etrically uniform state sets. It is interesting to note that for these classes of state sets, the

optin alm easuram ent that m inin izes the probability of a detection error is also known explicitly

(L3, 2d).

IR

6 G eom etrically Uniform State Sets

In this section we consider the case in which the state vectors j ji are de ned over a group ofuniary
m atrices and are generated by a single generating vector. Such a state set is called geom etrically
uniform GU) [I§]. W e rst dbtain a convenient characterization ofthe EPM in this case and then

show that the EPM is optim al. T his result generalizes a sim ilar result of Che es and Bamett [:_L-Z_i]

6.1 GU State Sets

Let G bea nite group ofm unitary matrices U; on H . That is, G contains the identity m atrix
I,; if G contains U, then i also contains its inverse Uil = U, ; and the product U;U5 ofany two
elem ents of G s in G 33).

A state set generated by G using a singke generating vector j iisasetS = £j ii= U;iJj 1;U; 2 Gg.
The group G w illbe called the generating group of S . For concretenesswe assum e that U; = I, so
that j 1i= j i. Such a state set has strong sym m etry properties and is called G U . For consistency
w ith the symm etry of S, we w ill assum e equiprobable prior probabilities on S .

A tematively, a state set is GU if given any two states j ;i and J 51 In the set, there is an

isom etry (a nom -preserving linear transform ation) that transform s j ;i into j ji while leaving the
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set invariant [I§]. Intuitively, a state set isGU if it \looks the sam e" geom etrically from any of the
states In the set. Som e exam ples of GU state sets are considered in [[§,.19].

W enote that in [[9]a GU state set was de ned over an akelian group of unitary m atrices. Here
we are not requiring the group G to be abelian.

A cyclic state set isa specialcase ofa G U state set in w hich the generating group G haselem ents
U;=2%1;1 i m,where? isaunitarymatrixwith 2™ = I.. A cyclic group generates a cyclic
state set S = fj;i= 211341 1 mg, where jiisarbitrary.

Any binary state sest S = £ 1i;] 2ig isa GU cyclic state set, because it can be generated by
the binary group G = fI,;Rg, where R isthe re ection about the hyperplane halfiway between the

two states. Since R represents a re ection, R isunitary and R? = I,.

62 TheEPM forGU States

ToderivetheEPM fora GU state set w ith generating group G, we need to determ ine the reciprocal

states j7ii. Twasshown in _BJ:,-_Z-Q] that fora GU state set w ith generating group G, com m utes

w ith each ofthem atrices U; 2 G. For com plteness we repeat the argum ent here. E xpressing

as
X X
= j iih i3= U;j ih 33,5 (55)
=1 =1
we have that for all j,
Xo
Uy = U;jih ;U5
=1
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sjnoerjUi;l i mg is just a pem utation ofG.
It commuteswih Uy, then T = ( )Y also comm utes w ith U, for all j. Thus, from @)
the reciprocal states are

jNii= Tj ii= TUij i= UiTj i= UijNi; (57)

where

Ji=Tji= ( Y3 i: (58)

It follow s that the reciprocal states are also GU w ith generating group G and generating vector
i given by {5§). T herefore, to com pute the reciprocal states for a GU state set allwe need is to
com pute the generating vector §7i. T he rem aining vectors are then obtained by applying the group

G to 77i. The EPM is then given by the m easurem ent operators

Q;:=pUij ih™Ps; (59)

where p is equal to the an allest eigenvalue of

6.3 Optim ality ofthe EPM

W e now show that the EPM isoptimal for GU state sets w ith equal prior probabilities ;= 1=m .

Since commutes with U5 forall j, ( )2 also commutes with U5 forany a. T herefore for all
t

hij )™ '3d=h 9, )T 'Uigi=h i )TPrUUGFi=h g )P iir (60)
Since h ;7( )52 1 5 ;i does not depend on i, from T heorem -3 we conclude that the EPM is
optin al.
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W e sum m arize our results regarding GU state sets in the follow ing theorem :

Theorem 4 (GU state sets). LetS = £j;i= U;ij 1;U; 2 Gg ke a geom etrically uniform (GU)

state set generated by a nite group G of unitary m atrices, where j i is an arbitrary state, and
et e the matrix of columns j ;i. Then the m easurem ent that m inim izes the probability of an

Inconclusive resul is equal to the equalprobability m easurem ent, and consists of the m easurem ent
operators

1= pJih™iF

where £§7;i= U;771;U; 2 Gg,

and p is the am allest eigenvalue of

64 Example OfA GU State Set

W e now consider an exam ple ofa GU state set.

Consider the group G ofm = 4 unitary m atrices U;, where

2 3 2 3
1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0
Up = 1I4; Uz = ;7 Usz= ;7 Ug=U,U3: (61)
0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0
4 5 4 5
0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1
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P_
Letthe state setbe S = £§;i=U;ji;1 1 4g,whereji= 1=3 2)R 2 1 3], so that

3

2
2 2 2 2
2 2 2 2
: (62)
4

Il
w
'_\
N

From T heorem :f! them easuram ent thatm Inin izes the probability ofan inconclisive resul isthe

EPM . Furthem ore, the reciprocal states 7731 are also GU w ith generating group G and generator

2 3
3
1 3
Ji= ( )Yii= -p= ; 63)
4 2
6
4 5
2
so that £§73i= U;34;1 i 4g. Since
2 3
4 0 0 O
220 4 0 O
= - ; (64)
9
0 01 O
4 5
0 0 0 9

p= 2=9 and the EPM m easuram ent operators are ;= (2=9)Q;= (2=9)U;jih~J; .
W e can now use the necessary and su cient conditions of T heoram {Ito verify that ;=
(2=9)77i1ih™;jare Indeed the optim alm easurem ent operators. To thisend we rst form the m atrix

P
T =1, ‘il: ; i. Ushhg the eigendecom position of T we conclude that the null space of T has
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din ension 1 and is spanned by the vector

2
0
0
Ji= : (65)
1
4

Therefore to satisfy €9) and ¥1), X must be equal to X = ajilujfor somea 0. Sice

pi=2=9> 0;1 i 4, 80) and @8) mply that z;= 0;1 i 4. Therefre, from {6) wemust

have that
1
TrQ:1X )= TrQ2X )= TrQ3:X )= TrQ4X )= Z: (66)
To satisfy (_6-§) we choose
1 2
= — = —: ©7)
dhuP, i 9

W ith this choice ofa, TrQ X )= TrQs3X )= TrQ 4X ) = 1=4, so that as we expect the necessary

and su cient conditions are satis ed.

7 Compound G eom etrically U niform State Sets

In Section ::6 we showed that the optin alm easurem ent for a GU state set is the EPM associated
w ith this set. W e also showed that the reciprocal states are them selves GU and can therefore be
com puted usihg a single generator. In this section, we consider state sets which consist of subsets
that are GU, and are therefore referred to as com pound geom etrically uniform (CGU) [_2-1.']. Aswe
show , the reciprocal states are also CGU so that they can be com puted using a set of generators.
Under a certain condiion on the generating vectors, we also show that the EPM associated w ith a
CGU state set is optim al

A CGU state set isde ned as a sst of vectors S = 3 3151 i L1 k rg such that
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J xi= U;ij ki, where them atrices fU;;1 1 Ig are uniary and om a group G, and the vectors
i1 k rg are the generating vectors. For consistency w ith the symmetry of S, we will
assum e equiprobable prior probabilities on S .

A CGU state set is in generalnot GU . However, or every k, the vectors £5 4 3;1 1 Igare

a GU state set w ith generating group G. Exam ples of CG U state sets are considered in E_2-1.',:_2-g].

71 TheEPM forCGU State Sets

W e now derive the EPM for a CGU state set with equal prior probabilities. Let denote the
m atrix of colum ns j i, where the rst 1 colum ns correspond to k = 1, and so forth. Then for a
CGU state set w ith generating group G, i was shown In [_2-31,:_2-_]ﬂlat com m utes w ith each of

them atrdces U; 2 G. If commuteswih Uj,then T = ( )Y also commutes w ith U; for all i.

T hus, the reciprocal states are

Tiki=TJ xi=TU;Jxi= UiTJxi= Ui xi; (68)

where

Txki=TJjxi= ( Y3 is (69)

T herefore the reciprocal states are also CGU w ith generating group G and generating vectors j ki
given by {_- ). To com pute these vectors allwe need is to com pute the generating vectors §7x 1. T he

rem aining vectors are then obtained by applying the group G to each of the generating vectors.

72 CGU State SetsW ith GU G enerators

A specialclassofCGU state setsisCGU state setswith GU generators [_2-14']J'nwhjd'1 the generating
vectors £ i;1  k  rg are them selves GU . Speci cally, £j yi= VyJj ig for som e generator j i,

where them atrices fVi ;1 k rgare unitary, and form a group Q . Exam ples of CGU state sets
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with GU generators are considered in 1.

Suppose that U; and Vi, comm ute up to a phase factor foralliand k so that UV = VkUiej k)
where (i;k) is an arbitrary phase function that m ay depend on the indices i and k. In this case
we say that G and Q commute up to a phase factor (in the special case n which = 0 so that
U Vy = V, U; for all 37k, the resulting state set isGU [_2-1,']) . Then for all i;k, com m utes w ith

UiVk B1,20]. The reciprocal states §™ 1 of the vectors j 1 are therefore given by

Txi=TJ xi=TU;VxJi= UV, TJi=U;V] i; (70)

where j 1= T j i. Thus even though the state set isnot n general G U, the reciprocal states can
be com puted using a single generating vector.

A tematively, we can express j il as Txi= U;Jxiwhere the generators 77 1 are given by

j~ki= ij i: (71)

From (/1) i ®©llow s that the generators i1 are GU with generating group Q = fVy;1  k g
and generator j i.
W e conclude that ora CGU state set w ith com m uting G U generators and generating group Q ,

the reciprocal states are also CGU w ith comm uting GU generators and generating group Q .

7.3 TheOptin alM easurem ent for CG U State Sets Satisfying a W eighted N orm

C onstraint

W e now show that if the generating vectors j 1 satisfy

hei )2 94i=a; 1 k 5l t g (72)
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w here g is the num ber of distinct singular values of , then the EPM is optin al

From Theorem 3 it ©llow s that i is su cient to show that (]2) inplies

hgj )™ 1lygi=ay 1 i L1 k 1l t aq (73)
Now,
so that
hgj )2 ggi=h, 9,05 )T 1gi=h 3 )T215,i= ay (75)

establishing {73).
ForCGU state setswith GU generators £fj yi= Vyj igwhereVy 2 Q and G and Q comm ute
up to a phase factor, the EPM isoptin al. This follow s from the fact that in this case ng) isalways

satis ed. To see this, we rstnote that Vy commutesw ith foreach k P1]. Therefore for allk,

hed )T gki=h 3 ( )T IV i=h B )T Ii=h i )T ga (6)
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W e sum m arize our results regarding CGU state sets in the follow ing theorem :

Theorem 5 (CGU state sets). LetS = £ 4i= U;j;1 1 11 k  rg, be a compound
geom etrically uniform (CGU) state set genermted by a nitegroup G = fU;l 1 Ilg of unitary
m atrices and generating vectors £ ;1  k rg, and ket ke the matrix of olumns j ji. Then

the equatprobability m easurem ent (EPM ) consists of the m easurem ent operators

1= P xih"xF

where £i73i=Us;3%3;1 1 L1 kg,

Jxi= ( Y3 ki

and p is equal to the am allest eigenvalie of

The EPM has the follow ing properties:

1. Ifh 1 j( )52l i= a ri k r;1l t g where g is the number of distinct

eigenvalues of , then the EPM m inim izes the probability of an inconclusive resul.

2. If the generating vectors fj yi= Vi j i;1 k rg are geom etrically uniform with U;Vy =

Vi Used #) for all i3k, then
@) Jxi= U;Vyjiwhere ji= ( )¥J i so that the reciprocal states are CGU with geo—
m etrically uniform generators;
) The EPM is optim al;

() If in addition (;k) = 0 for all i;k, then the vectors £ ;1 1 L1 k rg fom a

geom etrically uniform state set.
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A ppendix

P roof of Theorem 3

In this appendix we prove T heoram E&'
Let ;1 i g denote the singular values of wihout multiplicty so that 1 = 1 and

g= mrand et s; denote themultiplicity of ;.De ne

2 3
1 2 a
¢ 3 2
A= T 77)
4 5
q q q
1 2 q
and
2 3
P P P
2 @F 2 @F 2 @f
P P P
. E 2o+ Y 2+ DY 2odnE+ OF
2 P S . : P Sq . o P Sq . : >
2o sq+ DF 2, e sg+ DF 2idnm sq+ DF
(78)

for some ; 0. Finally, et N be the m atrix wih ith column equalto ;pi where pi is an
arbitrary vector.

Now, supposethatAH = N . Then A hiji= ;3miwhere hiidenotesthe ith column ofH . Since
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A is invertble, this in plies that

1 1
—hik)= —hsyk) 1 £Jj m;l k q (79)
i 3

Fork = q, {/9) reducesto (44). W e therefore conclude that a su cient condition for the EPM to

beoptimalisthatAH = N forsome ; 0.Taking ;= 1 foreach i, we can expressAH as

2 32 3
12 m 1 MF M f 2 @)
E i3 . iE n@F m@F 2@F 4,
AH = = Y: 80)
4 54 5
5 n Jim)F Fom)F 2 @)
Then we have that
X
Yo = Hu@f=nh3 )T g ©1)
=1
Therefore AH = N reduces to the condition that
h 13( )L:Z . Jii= 1@; 1 1 m;l t g (82)

for som e constants ay .
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