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A bstract

In this paper we consider the problem of unam biguous discrim ination between a set of
linearly independentpurequantum states.W eshow thatthedesign oftheoptim alm easurem ent
that m inim izes the probability ofan inconclusive result can be form ulated as a sem ide� nite
program m ing problem .Based on thisform ulation,we develop a setofnecessary and su� cient
conditionsforan optim alquantum m easurem ent.W e show thatthe optim alm easurem entcan
be com puted very e� ciently in polynom ialtim e by exploiting the m any well-known algorithm s
forsolving sem ide� nite program s,which areguaranteed to convergeto the globaloptim um .

Using the generalconditions for optim ality,we derive necessary and su� cient conditions
so thatthe m easurem entthatresultsin an equalprobability ofan inconclusive resultforeach
one ofthe quantum states is optim al. W e refer to this m easurem ent as the equal-probability
m easurem ent(EPM ).W e then show thatforany state set,the priorprobabilitiesofthe states
can be chosen such thatthe EPM isoptim al.

Finally,weconsiderstatesetswith strongsym m etry propertiesand equalpriorprobabilities
for which the EPM is optim al. W e � rst consider geom etrically uniform state sets that are
de� ned overa group ofunitary m atricesand are generated by a single generating vector. W e
then consider com pound geom etrically uniform state sets which are generated by a group of
unitary m atricesusingm ultiplegeneratingvectors,wherethegeneratingvectorssatisfy acertain
(weighted)norm constraint.

Index Term s| Q uantum detection, unam biguous discrim ination,equal-probability m easurem ent
(EPM ),sem ide�niteprogram m ing,geom etrically uniform quantum states,com pound geom etrically
uniform quantum states.
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1 Introduction

In recentyears,research into the foundationsofquantum physicshasled to the em erging �eld of

quantum inform ation theory [1].Q uantum inform ation theory refersto thedistinctiveinform ation

processing propertiesofquantum system s,which arise when inform ation isstored in orretrieved

from quantum states. To convey inform ation using quantum states,we m ay prepare a quantum

system in a pure quantum state,drawn from a collection ofknown states fj�ii;1 � i� m g. To

detect the inform ation,the system is subjected to a quantum m easurem ent. Ifthe given states

j�ii are not orthogonal, then no m easurem ent can distinguish perfectly between them [2]. A

fundam entalproblem therefore is to design m easurem ents optim ized to distinguish between pure

nonorthogonalquantum states.

W e m ay form ulate this problem within the fram ework of quantum detection, and seek the

m easurem entthatm inim izestheprobability ofa detection error,orm oregenerally,theBayescost

[3,4,5,6]. M ore recently,a di�erentapproach to the problem hasem erged,which in som e cases

m ay bem oreuseful.Thisapproach,referred to asunam biguousdiscrim ination ofquantum states,

com bines errorfree discrim ination with a certain fraction ofinconclusive results. The basic idea,

pioneered by Ivanovic [7],is to design a m easurem ent that with a certain probability returns an

inconclusiveresult,butsuch thatifthem easurem entreturnsan answer,then theansweriscorrect

with probability 1. G iven an ensem ble consisting ofm states,the m easurem enttherefore consists

ofm + 1 m easurem entoperatorscorresponding to m + 1 outcom es,wherem outcom escorrespond

to detection ofeach ofthestatesand theadditionaloutcom ecorrespondsto an inconclusiveresult.

Ivanovic [7]developed a m easurem ent which discrim inates unam biguously between a pair of

nonorthogonalpure states. The m easurem entgives the sm allestpossible probability ofobtaining

an inconclusive result for unam biguous discrim ination,when distinguishing between two linearly

independentnonorthogonalstateswith equalpriorprobabilities.Thism easurem entwasthen fur-

therinvestigated by Dieks[8]and Peres[9],and waslaterextended by Jaegerand Shim ony [10]to
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the case in which the two stateshave unequalpriorprobabilities.

Although thetwo-state problem iswelldeveloped,theproblem ofunam biguousdiscrim ination

between m ultiplequantum stateshasreceived considerably lessattention.In [11]Peresand Terno

considerunam biguousdiscrim ination between 3 quantum states. Chees[12]showed that a nec-

essary and su�cientcondition forthe existence ofunam biguousm easurem ents fordistinguishing

between m quantum statesisthatthe statesare linearly independent.He also proposed a sim ple

suboptim alm easurem ent for unam biguous discrim ination for which the probability ofan incon-

clusive result is the sam e regardless ofthe state ofthe system . Equivalently,the m easurem ent

yieldsan equalprobability ofcorrectly detecting each oneoftheensem blestates.W ereferto such

a m easurem ent as an equal-probability m easurem ent(EPM ).Cheesand Barnett [13]developed

theoptim alm easurem entforthe specialcase in which thestate vectorsform a cyclic set,i.e.,the

vectors are generated by a cyclic group ofunitary m atrices using a single generating vector,and

showed thatitcoincideswith the EPM .In theirpaper,they raise the question ofwhetherornot

thisistheonly case forwhich the EPM isoptim al.

In this paper we develop a general fram ework for unam biguous state discrim ination which

can be applied to any num ber ofstates with arbitrary prior probabilities. For our m easurem ent

we consider generalpositive operator-valued m easures [3,14],consisting ofm + 1 m easurem ent

operators. W e derive a set of necessary and su�cient conditions for an optim alm easurem ent

thatm inim izesthe probability ofan inconclusive result,by exploiting principlesofduality theory

in vector space optim ization. In analogy to the quantum detection problem ,deriving a closed-

form analyticalexpression fortheoptim alm easurem entdirectly from theseconditionsisa di�cult

problem .However,ourform ulation hasseveraladvantages.First,itreadily lendsitselfto e�cient

com putationalm ethods. Speci�cally, we show that the optim alm easurem ent can be found by

solving a standard sem ide�nite program (SDP)[15],which isa convex optim ization problem . By

exploiting them any well-known algorithm sforsolving SDPs[16,17],theoptim alm easurem entcan
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be com puted very e�ciently in polynom ialtim e. Since an SDP isconvex,itdoesnotsu�erfrom

localoptim um s,so thatSDP-based algorithm sare guaranteed to converge to the globaloptim um .

Second,although the necessary and su�cient conditions are hard to solve directly,they can be

used to verify a solution.Finally,thenecessary and su�cientconditionslead to furtherinsightinto

the optim alm easurem ent. In particular,using these conditionswe derive necessary and su�cient

conditionson thestatevectors,sothattheEPM m inim izestheprobability ofan inconclusiveresult.

In contrastwith thegeneraloptim ality conditions,theseconditionscan beeasily veri�ed given the

stateensem bleand thepriorprobabilities.Using theseconditionsweshow thatforany setofstate

vectorsthepriorprobabilitiescan bechosen such thatthe EPM isoptim al.

Based on thenecessary and su�cientconditionswedevelop theoptim alm easurem entforstate

setswith broad sym m etry properties.In particular,weconsidergeom etrically uniform (G U)state

sets [18,19,20]de�ned over a group ofunitary m atrices. For such state sets we show that the

optim alm easurem entisthe EPM ,and we obtain a convenient characterization ofthe EPM that

exploitsthestate sym m etries.W e then considercom pound GU (CGU)state sets[21,20]in which

thestatevectorsaregenerated by agroup ofunitary m atricesusingm ultiplegeneratingvectors.W e

obtain a convenientcharacterization ofthe EPM in thiscase,and show thatwhen the generating

vectorssatisfy a certain constraint,the EPM isoptim al.

The paperisorganized asfollows. Aftera statem entofthe problem in Section 2,in Section 3

we derive the necessary and su�cientconditionsforthe optim alm easurem entthatm inim izesthe

probabilityofan inconclusiveresult,byform ulatingtheproblem asan SDP.In Section 4weconsider

theEPM and derivenecessary and su�cientconditionson thestatesetand thepriorprobabilities

so that the EPM is optim al. E�cient iterative algorithm s for m inim izing the probability ofan

inconclusive result which are guaranteed to converge to the global optim um are considered in

Section 5. In Sections 6 and 7 we derive the optim alm easurem ent for state sets with certain

sym m etry properties,and show thatthe optim alm easurem entcoincideswith the EPM .
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2 U nam biguous D iscrim ination ofQ uantum States

Assum e that a quantum system is prepared in a pure quantum state drawn from a collection of

given states fj�ii;1 � i� m g in an r-dim ensionalcom plex Hilbert space H ,with r � m . The

states span a subspace U ofH . To detect the state ofthe system a m easurem ent is constructed

com prising m + 1 m easurem entoperatorsf� i;0 � i� m g thatsatisfy

mX

i= 0

� i= Ir: (1)

The m easurem ent operators are constructed so that either the state is correctly detected,or the

m easurem entreturnsan inconclusive result.Thus,each oftheoperators� i;1 � i� m correspond

to detection ofthe corresponding states j�ii;1 � i� m ,and � 0 corresponds to an inconclusive

result.

G iven thatthestate ofthesystem isj�ii,theprobability ofobtaining outcom ek ish�ij� kj�ii.

Therefore,toensurethateach stateiseithercorrectly detected oran inconclusiveresultisobtained,

we m usthave

h�ij� kj�ii= pi�ik; 1� i;k � m ; (2)

forsom e 0 � pi � 1. Since from (1),� 0 = Ir �
P

m

i= 1� i,(2)im pliesthath�ij� 0j�ii= 1� pi,so

thatgiven thatthe state ofthe system isj�ii,the state iscorrectly detected with probability pi,

and an inconclusive resultisreturned with probability 1� pi.

Itwasshown in [12]that(2)can besatis�ed ifand only ifthevectorsj�iiarelinearly indepen-

dent,or equivalently,dim U = m . W e therefore m ake this assum ption throughoutthe paper. In

thiscase,we m ay choose

� i= pij
~�iih~�ij

4
= piQ i; 1 � i� m ; (3)
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where

Q i= j~�iih~�ij; 1 � i� m ; (4)

and the vectorsj~�ii2 U are the reciprocalstatesassociated with the statesj�iii.e.,there are the

uniquevectorsin U such that

h~�ij�ki= �ik; 1 � i;k � m : (5)

W ith � and e� denoting the m atricesofcolum nsj� iiand j~�iirespectively,

e�= �(� ��)�1 : (6)

Sincethe vectorsj�iiare linearly independent,��� isalwaysinvertible.Alternatively,

e�= (�� �)y�; (7)

so that

j~�ii= (�� �)yj�ii; (8)

where (� )y denotes the M oore-Penrose pseudo-inverse [22];the inverse is taken on the subspace

spanned by the colum nsofthe m atrix.

W e can im m ediately verify thatthe m easurem entoperatorsgiven by (3)satisfy (2). Ifr = m

so thatthe dim ension ofH isequalto the dim ension ofthe space U spanned by the vectors j�ii,

then theseoperatorsaretheuniqueoperatorssatisfying (2).Ifon theotherhand r> m ,then the

m easurem entoperatorsare notstrictly unique.Indeed,any m easurem entoperatorsofthe form

� i= piQ i+ j�iih�ij; 1 � i� m ; (9)

wherej�ii2 U? ,also satisfy (2).Sincej�ii2 U,h�ij�ki= 0 forevery i;k so thatthem easurem ent

6



operatorsgiven by (3)and (9)lead to thesam edetection probabilitiesh�ij� kj�ii= pi�ik.W em ay

therefore assum e withoutlossofgenerality thatthe operators� i are restricted to U,so thatthey

have theform given by (3).

Ifthe state j�ii is prepared with prior probability �i,then the totalprobability ofcorrectly

detecting the state is

PD =
mX

i= 1

�ih�ij� ij�ii=
mX

i= 1

�ipi: (10)

O ur problem therefore is to choose the m easurem ent operators � i = piQ i, or equivalently the

probabilitiespi� 0,to m axim izePD ,subjectto theconstraint(1).W ecan expressthisconstraint

directly in term softhe probabilitiespi as

mX

i= 1

� i=
mX

i= 1

piQ i� Ir: (11)

Note that(11)im pliesthatpi� 1.

3 Sem ide�nite Program m ing Form ulation

W e now show that our m axim ization problem (10) and (11) can be form ulated as a standard

sem ide�nite program (SDP) [15,16],which is a convex optim ization problem . There are several

advantagesto thisform ulation.First,theSDP form ulation readily lendsitselfto e�cientcom puta-

tionalm ethods.Speci�cally,by exploiting the m any wellknown algorithm sforsolving SDPs[15],

e.g.,interior pointm ethods1 [16,17],the optim alm easurem entcan be com puted very e�ciently

in polynom ialtim e.Furtherm ore,SDP-based algorithm sare guaranteed to converge to the global

optim um .Second,by exploiting principlesofduality theory in vectorspaceoptim ization,theSDP

1Interior point m ethods are iterative algorithm s that term inate once a pre-speci� ed accuracy has been reached.
A worst-case analysis ofinterior pointm ethodsshows thatthe e� ortrequired to solve an SD P to a given accuracy
growsno fasterthan a polynom ialoftheproblem size.In practice,thealgorithm sbehavem uch betterthan predicted
by the worst case analysis,and in fact in m any cases the num berofiterations is alm ost constantin the size ofthe
problem .
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form ulation can be used to derive a setofnecessary and su�cientconditionsforthe probabilities

pi to m axim ize PD of(10)subjectto the constraint(11).

W enotethatrecently SDP based m ethodshavebeen em ployed in avariety ofdi�erentproblem s

in quantum detection and quantum inform ation [6,23,24,25,26,27].

Aftera description ofthegeneralSDP problem in Section 3.1,in Section 3.2 weshow thatour

m axim ization problem can beform ulated asan SDP.Based on thisform ulation,wederivea setof

necessary and su�cientconditionson them easurem entoperators,orequivalently,theprobabilities

pi,tom inim izetheprobabilityofan inconclusiveresult.Although in generalobtainingaclosed form

analyticalsolution directly from theseconditionsisa di�cultproblem ,theconditionscan beused

to verify whetherornota setofm easurem entoperatorsisoptim al.Furtherm ore,theseconditions

lead to furtherinsightinto the optim alm easurem entoperators.In particular,in Section 4 we use

these conditions to develop necessary and su�cientconditions on the state vectors and the prior

probabilitiesso thattheEPM isoptim al.

3.1 Sem ide�nite Program m ing

A standard SDP istheproblem ofm inim izing

P (x)= hcjxi (12)

subjectto

F (x)� 0; (13)

where

F (x)= F0 +
mX

i= 1

xiFi: (14)
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Here jxi2 R m is the vector to be optim ized,xi denotes the ith com ponentofjxi,jci is a given

vectorin R m ,and Fi are given m atricesin thespace Bn ofn � n Herm itian m atrices2.

The problem of(12) and (13) isreferred to as the prim alproblem . A vector jxiis said to be

prim alfeasible ifF (x) � 0,and is strictly prim alfeasible ifF (x) > 0. Ifthere exists a strictly

feasiblepoint,then theprim alproblem issaid to bestrictly feasible.W e denotetheoptim alvalue

ofP (x)by bP .

An SDP is a convex optim ization problem and can be solved very e�ciently. Furtherm ore,

iterative algorithm s for solving SDPs are guaranteed to converge to the globalm inim um . The

SDP form ulation can also be used to derive necessary and su�cientconditions for optim ality by

exploiting principlesofduality theory.Theessentialidea isto form ulatea dualproblem oftheform

m axZ D (Z)forsom elinearfunctionalD whosem axim alvalue bD servesasa certi�catefor bP .That

is,forallfeasible valuesofZ 2 Bn,i.e.,valuesofZ 2 Bn thatsatisfy a certain setofconstraints,

and forallfeasible valuesofjxi,D (Z)� P (x),so thatthe dualproblem providesa lower bound

on theoptim alvalueoftheoriginal(prim al)problem .Ifin addition wecan establish that bP = bD ,

then thisequality can beused to develop conditionsofoptim ality on jxi.

Thedualproblem associated with theSDP of(12)and (13)[15]istheproblem ofm axim izing

D (Z)= � Tr(F0Z) (15)

subjectto

Tr(FiZ) = ci; 1 � i� m ; (16)

Z � 0; (17)

2Although typically in theliteraturethem atricesFi arerestricted to berealand sym m etric,theSD P form ulation
can be easily extended to include Herm itian m atrices Fi;see e.g.,[28]. In addition,m any ofthe standard software
packages for e� ciently solving SD Ps,for exam ple the Self-D ual-M inim ization (SeD uM i) package [29,30],allow for
Herm itian m atrices.
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whereZ 2 Bn.A m atrix Z 2 Bn issaid to bedualfeasibleifitsatis�es(16)and (17)and isstrictly

dualfeasible ifit satis�es (16) and Z > 0. Ifthere exists a strictly feasible point,then the dual

problem issaid to bestrictly feasible.

Forany feasible jxiand Z we have that

P (x)� D (Z)= hcjxi+ Tr(F0Z)=
mX

i= 1

xiTr(FiZ)+ Tr(F0Z)= Tr(F (x)Z)� 0; (18)

so that as required,D (Z) � P (x). Furtherm ore,it can be shown [15]that ifboth the prim al

problem and thedualproblem arestrictly feasible,then bP = bD and jxiisan optim alprim alpoint

ifand only ifjxiisprim alfeasible,and thereexistsa dualfeasible Z 2 Bn such that

ZF (x)= 0: (19)

Equation (19)togetherwith (16),(17)and (13)constituteasetofnecessaryand su�cientconditions

forjxito be an optim alsolution to the problem of(12)and (13),when both the prim aland the

dualare strictly feasible.

If bZ m axim izes D (Z) so that D (bZ) = bD ,then jxi is optim alifand only ifF (x) � 0 and

bZF (x)= 0.
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3.2 SD P Form ulation ofU nam biguous D iscrim ination

W enow show thattheunam biguousdiscrim ination problem of(10)and (11)can beform ulated as

an SDP.Denoteby jpithevectorofcom ponentspiand by jcithevectorofcom ponents� �i.Then

ourproblem isto m inim ize

P (p)= hcjpi; (20)

subjectto

mX

i= 1

piQ i � Ir;

pi � 0; 1 � i� m : (21)

To form ulate thisproblem asan SDP,letFi;0 � i� m bethe block diagonalm atricesde�ned by

F0 =

2

6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
4

Ir

0

...

0

3

7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
5

;F1 =

2

6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
4

� Q 1

1

...

0

3

7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
5

;:::;Fm =

2

6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
4

� Q m

0

...

1

3

7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
5

: (22)

Then

F (p)= F0 +
mX

i= 1

piFi=

2

6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
4

Ir �
P m

i= 1
piQ i

p1

...

pm

3

7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
5

; (23)

so thatthe constraintF (p)� 0 isequivalentto
P

m

i= 1piQ i � Ir and pi � 0;1 � i� m . Thusthe

problem of(10)and (11)reducesto the SDP

m in
p2R m

hcjpisubjectto F (p)� 0; (24)
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where jciisthe vector ofcom ponents� �i with �i being the priorprobability ofj�ii,and F (p)is

given by (23).

To derive a set ofnecessary and su�cient conditions for optim ality on jpi,we use the dual

problem form ulation ofa generalSDP (15){(17) to form ulate the dualproblem associated with

(24),which reducesto

m ax
X 2Br

� Tr(X ); (25)

subjectto

Tr(Q iX )� zi = �i; 1 � i� m ; (26)

X � 0; (27)

zi � 0; 1 � i� m : (28)

W e can im m ediately verify that both the prim aland the dualproblem are strictly feasible.

Therefore it follows that jpiis optim alifand only ifthe com ponents pi ofjpisatisfy (21),there

existsa m atrix X and scalarszi;1 � i� m thatsatisfy (26){(28),and

X (Ir �
mX

i= 1

piQ i) = 0; (29)

zipi = 0; 1 � i� m : (30)

Note that(29)im pliesthatforthe optim alchoice ofpi,the largesteigenvalue of
P m

i= 1
piQ i m ust

beequalto 1.Thiscondition hasalready been derived in [12].

If bX and ẑi m axim ize (25)subjectto (26){(28),then the optim alvaluesofpi can befound by

solving (29)and (30)with X = bX ,zi= ẑi.
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W e sum m arizeourresultsin the following theorem :

T heorem 1. Letfj�ii;1 � i� m g denote a setofstate vectors with prior probabilities f�i;1 �

i � m g in an r-dim ensionalHilbert space H that span an m -dim ensionalsubspace U ofH , let

fj~�ii;1 � i� m g denote the reciprocalstates in U de� ned by h~�ij�ki= �ik,and letQ i = j~�iih~�ij.

Let � denote the set of allordered sets of constants fpi;1 � i � m g that satisfy pi � 0 and

P m

i= 1
piQ i � Ir,and let� denote the setofr� r Herm itian m atrices X satisfying X � 0 and

scalars zi � 0;1 � i� m such thatTr(Q iX )� zi = �i. Consider the problem m inpi2� P (p)where

P (p)= �
P

m

i= 1
�ipi and the dualproblem m axX ;zi2� D (X )where D (X )= � Tr(X ). Then

1. For any pi2 � and X ;zi2 �,P (p)� D (X );

2. There isan optim aljpi,denoted ĵpi,such that bP = P (̂p)� P (p)for any jpi2 �;

3. There is an optim alX and optim alzi,denoted
bX and ẑi,such that

bD = D (bX )� D (X )for

any X ;zi2 �;

4. bP = bD ;

5. A setofnecessary and su� cientconditionson jpito m inim ize P (p)isthatpi2 � and there

existsX ;zi2 � such thatX (Ir �
P

m

i= 1piQ i)= 0 and zipi= 0;1 � i� m .

6. Given bX and ẑi a setofnecessary and su� cientconditions on jpito m inim ize P (p)is that

pi2 �, bX (Ir �
P m

i= 1
piQ i)= 0 and ẑipi= 0;1 � i� m .

Aswe indicated atthe outset,the necessary and su�cientconditionsgiven by Theorem 1 are

in generalhard to solve directly,although they can beused to verify a solution.In addition,these

conditionscan beused to gain insightinto theoptim alm easurem entoperators.In thenextsection

we willuse Theorem 1 to develop necessary and su�cientconditions on a set ofstate vectors so

thattheEPM isoptim al.Contrary to theconditionsgiven by Theorem 1,theseconditionscan be

easily veri�ed.
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4 Equal-Probability M easurem ent

4.1 Equal-Probability M easurem ent

A sim ple m easurem entthathasbeen em ployed forunam biguousstate discrim ination isthe m ea-

surem entin which pi = p;1 � i� m . Thism easurem entresultsin equalprobability ofcorrectly

detecting each ofthe states. W e therefore refer to this m easurem ent as the Equal-Probability

M easurem ent(EPM ).

To determ ine the value ofp,let � have a singularvalue decom position (SVD) [22,19]ofthe

form � = U �V � where U isan r� r unitary m atrix,� isa diagonalr� m m atrix with diagonal

elem ents �i > 0 arranged in descending order so that �1 � �2 � :::� �m ,and V is an m � m

unitary m atrix.Then from (6)itfollowsthat

e�= U (� y)�V �
; (31)

where�y isa diagonalm � r m atrix with diagonalelem ents1=�i.Thus,

mX

i= 1

Q i=
mX

i= 1

j~�iih~�ij= e� e�� = U (�y)��y
U
�
; (32)

and the largest eigenvalue of
P

m

i= 1
Q i isequalto 1=�2m . To satisfy the condition (29) the largest

eigenvalue ofp
P

i
Q i m ustbeequalto 1,so that

p = �
2
m : (33)

Therefore,our problem reduces to �nding necessary and su�cient conditions on the vectors j� ii

such that� i= �2m Q i m inim izesthe probability ofan inconclusive result.

In the next section we develop conditions under which the EPM is optim alfor unam biguous

discrim ination.In ourdevelopm ent,weconsiderseparately thecasein which �m hasm ultiplicity 1
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and thecasein which �m hasm ultiplicity greaterthan 1.W ederiveasetofnecessary and su�cient

conditionsforoptim ality oftheEPM in the�rstcase,and su�cientconditionsforoptim ality in the

second case.Two broad classesofstatesetsthatsatisfy theseconditionsarediscussed in Sections6

and 7.

4.2 C onditions For O ptim ality

4.2.1 N ecessary and Su� cient C onditions

Lets denote them ultiplicity of�m so that�m = �m �1 = � � � = �m + s�1 .W e �rstconsiderthecase

in which s= 1.In thiscase to satisfy (29)and (27)we m usthave that

X = bjum ihum j; (34)

wherejukiarethecolum nsofU and b� 0.In addition,sincepi= p > 0,itfollowsfrom (30)that

zi= 0;1 � i� m so thatfrom (26),

Tr(Q iX )= bjh~�ijum ij
2 = �i; 1� i� m : (35)

Now,from (31)we have that

j~�ii= U (�y)�jvii; (36)

wherejviidenotestheith colum n ofV �.Substituting into (35),

b

�2m
jvi(m )j

2 = �i; 1 � i� m ; (37)
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wherevi(k)denotesthe kth com ponentofjvii.Since

mX

i= 1

jvi(m )j
2 =

mX

i= 1

�i= 1; (38)

bm ustbeequalto �2m .

W e conclude thatwhen the m ultiplicity of�m isequalto 1,the EPM isoptim alifand only if

jvi(m )j2 = �i;1 � i� m ,i.e.,ifand only ifeach ofthe elem entsin the lastrow ofV � isequalto

the priorprobability ofthecorresponding state.

4.2.2 Su� cient C onditions

W e now considerthe case in which s > 1. To derive a setofsu�cientconditionsforthe EPM to

beoptim alwe constructa m atrix X thatsatis�estheconditionsofTheorem 1.

To satisfy (29)and (27)we let

X =
sX

k= 1

bkjum �k+ 1 ihum �k+ 1 j; (39)

with bk � 0. Since pi = p > 0,itfollows from (30) thatzi = 0;1 � i� m so thatfrom (26),X

m ustsatisfy

Tr(Q iX )=
sX

k= 1

bkjh
~�ijum �k+ 1 ij

2 = �i; 1 � i� m : (40)

Substituting j~�ii= U (�y)�jviiinto (40),we have thatthe constantsbk m ustsatisfy

1

�2m

sX

k= 1

bkjvi(m � k + 1)j2 = �i; 1 � i� m ; (41)

wherevi(k)denotesthe kth com ponentofjvii.
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W e concludethatthe EPM isoptim alifthere existsconstantsbi� 0;1 � i� s such that

2

6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
4

jv1(m )j2 jv1(m � 1)j2 � � � jv1(m � s+ 1)j2

jv2(m )j2 jv2(m � 1)j2 � � � jv2(m � s+ 1)j2

...
...

...

jvm (m )j2 jvm (m � 1)j2 � � � jvm (m � s+ 1)j2

3

7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
5

2

6
6
6
6
6
4

b1

...

bs

3

7
7
7
7
7
5

=

2

6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
4

�1

�2

...

�m

3

7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
5

: (42)

The problem ofdeterm ining whetherthere existsa jbiwith com ponentsbi � 0 such that(42)

issatis�ed isequivalentto verifying whethera standard linearprogram isfeasible.Speci�cally,in

a linearprogram the objective isto m inim ize a linearfunctionalofthe vectorjbioftheform hdjbi

forsom evectorjdi,subjectto theconstraintsAjbi= jyiand3 jbi� 0 forsom egiven m atrix A and

vectorjyi.A linearprogram isfeasibleifthereexistsa vectorjbithatsatis�estheconstraints[31].

Thuswe can use standard linear program m ing techniques to determ ine whethera jbi exists that

satis�es (42),or equivalently,whether given a set ofstate vectors with given prior probabilities,

the EPM isoptim al.

Note,thatgiven a setofstate vectors,we can alwayschoose the priorprobabilities�i so that

the EPM isoptim al.Thisfollowsfrom the factthatthe m atrix in (42)dependsonly on the state

vectors.Thus,any setofcoe�cientsb i� 0willgiveasetof�i� 0thatsatisfy (42).Thecoe�cients

�iwillcorrespond toprobabilitiesif
P

i
�i= 1.Since

P m

i= 1
jvi(k)j2 = 1forallk,

P m

i= 1
�i=

P s

i= 1
bi,

and any setofcoe�cientsb i� 0 such that
P

ibi= 1 willresultin a setofprobabilities�iforwhich

the EPM isoptim al.

In [13] the authors raise the question of whether or not cyclic state sets with equal prior

probabilitiesare the only state setsforwhich the EPM isoptim al. Here we have shown thatthe

EPM can be optim alfor any state set,as long as we choose the prior probabilities correctly. In

Sections6 and 7 weconsiderstatesetswith equalpriorprobabilitiesforwhich theEPM isoptim al,

3The inequality isto be understood asa com ponent-wise inequality.
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generalizing the resultin [13].

W e sum m arizeourresultsregarding theEPM in thefollowing theorem :

T heorem 2. Letfj�ii;1 � i� m g denote a setofstate vectors with prior probabilities f�i;1 �

i� m g in a Hilbertspace H thatspan an m -dim ensionalsubspace U ofH ,letfj~�ii;1 � i� m g

denote the reciprocalvectors in U de� ned by h~�ij�ki= �ik,and letQ i = j~�iih~�ij. Let� = U �V �

denote the m atrix ofcolum ns j�ii,letjviidenote the colum ns ofV
� and vi(k)the kth com ponent

ofjvii,let�1 � :::� �m denote the singular values of�,and lets be the m ultiplicity of� m . Let

� i= �2m Q i denote the equal-probability m easurem ent(EPM )operators. Then,

1. If s = 1 then the EPM m inim izes the probability of an inconclusive result if and only if

jvi(m )j2 = �i for 1 � i� m ;

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

constants bi� 0;1 � i� s such that(42) issatis� ed;

3. Given a setofstate vectors,we can always choose the prior probabilities �i so thatthe EPM

isoptim al. Speci� cally,�i isgiven by (42)where biare arbitrary coe� cientssatisfying bi� 0,

and
P

m

i= 1bi= 1.

Theorem 2providesnecessaryand su�cientconditionsin thecases= 1and su�cientconditions

in the case s > 1 for the EPM to be optim al, which depend on the SVD of � and the prior

probabilities �i. It m ay also be usefulto have a criterion which depends explicitly on the given

statesj�iiand the priorprobabilities. Theorem 3 below providesa setofsu�cientconditionson

thestatesj�iiand thepriorprobabilities�iso thattheEPM isoptim al.TheproofoftheTheorem

is given in the Appendix. In Sections 6 and 7 we discuss som e generalclasses ofstate sets that

satisfy these conditions.
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T heorem 3. Letfj�ii;1 � i� m g denotea setofstatevectorswith priorprobabilitiesf�i;1 � i�

m g in a Hilbertspace H thatspan an m -dim ensionalsubspace U ofH .Let� denote the m atrix of

colum nsj�ii,and letqdenotethenum berofdistinctsingularvaluesof�.Then theequal-probability

m easurem ent m inim izes the probability ofan inconclusive result ifh�ij(�� �)t=2�1 j�ii = �iat for

1 � i� m and 1 � t� q,for som e constants at.

5 C om putationalA spects

In the generalcase there is no closed-form analyticalsolution to the m axim ization problem (20)

subject to (21). However,since this problem is a convex optim ization problem ,there are very

e�cientm ethodsforsolving (20).In particular,theoptim alvectorjpican becom puted on M atlab

using thelinearm atrix inequality (LM I)Toolbox.Convenientinterfacesforusing theLM Itoolbox

aretheM atlab packagesIQ C� [32]and Self-Dual-M inim ization (SeDuM i)[29,30].Thesealgorithm s

areguaranteed to convergeto theglobaloptim um in polynom ialtim ewithin any desired accuracy.

The num ber ofoperations required for each iteration ofa generalSDP where jxi 2 R m and

Fi2 Bn isO (m 2n2).However,the com putationalload can be reduced substantially by exploiting

structure in the m atrices Fi. In our problem ,these m atrices are block diagonal, so that each

iteration requireson the orderofO (m 4)operations[15].

To illustratethecom putationalstepsinvolved in com puting theoptim alm easurem ent,wenow

considera speci�cexam ple.

Considerthecase in which the ensem ble consistsof3 state vectorswith equalprobability 1=3,

where

j�1i=
1
p
3

2

6
6
6
6
6
4

1

1

1

3

7
7
7
7
7
5

; j�2i=
1
p
2

2

6
6
6
6
6
4

1

1

0

3

7
7
7
7
7
5

; j�3i=
1
p
2

2

6
6
6
6
6
4

0

1

1

3

7
7
7
7
7
5

: (43)

To�nd theoptim alm easurem entoperators,we�rst�nd thereciprocalstatesj~�ii.W ith �denoting
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the m atrix ofcolum nsj�ii,we have

e�= �(� ��)�1 =

2

6
6
6
6
6
4

1:73 0 � 1:41

� 1:73 1:41 1:41

1:73 � 1:41 0

3

7
7
7
7
7
5

; (44)

and the vectorsj~�iiare the colum nsofe�.Next,we form the m atricesQ i= j~�iih~�ijwhich results

in

Q 1 = 3

2

6
6
6
6
6
4

1 � 1 1

� 1 1 � 1

1 � 1 1

3

7
7
7
7
7
5

; Q 2 =

2

6
6
6
6
6
4

0 0 0

0 2 � 2

0 � 2 2

3

7
7
7
7
7
5

; Q 3 =

2

6
6
6
6
6
4

2 � 2 0

� 2 2 0

0 0 0

3

7
7
7
7
7
5

: (45)

W e can now �nd the optim alvector jpiusing the IQ C� package on M atlab. To thisend we �rst

de�nethem atricesFi according to (22),and de�ne

jci= �
1

3

2

6
6
6
6
6
4

1

1

1

3

7
7
7
7
7
5

: (46)

W ethen generatethefollowing code,assum ing thatthem atricesFiand thevectorjcihavealready

been de�ned in M atlab.
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>> abst init lmi % Initializing theLM Itoolbox
>> p = rectangular(3,1); % De�ning a vectorjpioflength 3
>> F = F0; % De�ning the m atrix F (p);hereFi = Fi

>> for i=1:3,

>> eval([0W = F0 num2str(i)]);
>> F = F+ p(i)� W;
>> end

>> F > 0; % Im posing the constraint
>> lmi mincx tbx(c’*p); % M inim izing hcjpisubjectto theconstraint
>> P=value(p) % G etting theoptim alvalueofp

Theoptim alvectorjpiisgiven by

jpi=

2

6
6
6
6
6
4

0

0:17

0:17

3

7
7
7
7
7
5

; (47)

and theoptim alm easurem entoperators� i= piQ i are

� 1 =

2

6
6
6
6
6
4

0 0 0

0 0 0

0 0 0

3

7
7
7
7
7
5

; � 2 =

2

6
6
6
6
6
4

0 0 0

0 0:34 � 0:34

0 � 0:34 0:34

3

7
7
7
7
7
5

; � 3 =

2

6
6
6
6
6
4

0:34 � 0:34 0

� 0:34 0:34 0

0 0 0

3

7
7
7
7
7
5

: (48)

W e can now usethe necessary and su�cientconditionsderived in Section 3.2 and sum m arized

in Theorem 1 to verify thatjpigiven by (47)istheoptim alprobability vector.To thisend we�rst

form the m atrix T = Ir �
P

3

i= 1
� i. Using the eigendecom position ofT we conclude thatthe null

space ofT hasdim ension 1 and isspanned by thevector

jui=

2

6
6
6
6
6
4

� 0:81

0:41

0:41

3

7
7
7
7
7
5

: (49)

Therefore to satisfy (29)and (27),X m ustbe equalto X = ajuihujforsom e a � 0. Since p1 = 0

and p2;p3 > 0,(30) and (28) im ply thatz2 = z3 = 0 and z1 � 0. Therefore,from (26) we m ust
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have that

Tr(Q 2X )= Tr(Q 3X )=
1

3
; (50)

and

Tr(Q 1X )�
1

3
: (51)

To satisfy (50)wechoose

a =
1

3hujQ 2jui
= 0:11: (52)

W ith this choice ofa,Tr(Q 3X ) = 1=3 and Tr(Q 1X ) = 0:89 > 1=3,so that the necessary and

su�cientconditionsaresatis�ed.

Now,suppose that instead ofequalprior probabilities we assum e that the prior probabilities

are�1 = 0:6,�2 = 0:2,�3 = 0:2.Thesepriorswherechosen to beequaltheelem entsofthelastrow

ofV � where�= U �V �.Since thesm allestsquaresingularvalue of�,� 2
3 = 0:07,hasm ultiplicity

1,(42)issatis�ed and theEPM consisting ofthe m easurem entoperators� i= pQ i with p = 0:07,

m inim izestheprobability ofan inconclusiveresult.Asbefore,wecan im m ediately verify thatthis

isindeed the correctsolution using the necessary and su�cientconditionsofTheorem 1.Forthis

choice of� i,T = Ir � p
P

3

i= 1
Q i,and the nullspace ofT isspanned by the vector

jui=

2

6
6
6
6
6
4

0:68

� 0:52

� 0:52

3

7
7
7
7
7
5

: (53)

Therefore X m ustbe equalto X = ajuihujforsom e a � 0. Since pi= p > 0 foralli,zi = 0;1 �

i� 3 so thatwe m usthave

Tr(Q 1X )= 0:6; Tr(Q 2X )= 0:2; Tr(Q 3X )= 0:2: (54)
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Ifwe choose a = 0:6=hujQ 1jui= 0:07,then (54)issatis�ed,and theEPM isoptim al.

In the rem ainder of the paper we use the su�cient conditions of Theorem 3 to derive the

optim alunam biguousm easurem entforstatesetswith certain sym m etry properties.Thesym m etry

propertiesweconsiderare quitegeneral,and includem any casesofpracticalinterest.Speci�cally,

in Section 6 we considergeom etrically uniform state sets,and in Section 7 we considercom pound

geom etrically uniform state sets. It is interesting to note that for these classes ofstate sets,the

optim alm easurem entthatm inim izes the probability ofa detection errorisalso known explicitly

[19,20].

6 G eom etrically U niform State Sets

In thissection weconsiderthecasein which thestatevectorsj�iiarede�ned overagroup ofunitary

m atrices and are generated by a single generating vector. Such a state setiscalled geom etrically

uniform (GU)[18].W e�rstobtain a convenientcharacterization oftheEPM in thiscaseand then

show thattheEPM isoptim al.Thisresultgeneralizesa sim ilarresultofCheesand Barnett[13].

6.1 G U State Sets

Let G be a �nite group ofm unitary m atrices U i on H . That is,G contains the identity m atrix

Ir;ifG containsUi,then italso containsitsinverse U �1
i

= U �
i;and the productUiUj ofany two

elem entsofG isin G [33].

A statesetgenerated byG usingasinglegeneratingvectorj�iisasetS = fj�ii= Uij�i;Ui2 Gg.

Thegroup G willbecalled thegenerating group ofS.Forconcretenesswe assum ethatU1 = Ir so

thatj�1i= j�i.Such a statesethasstrong sym m etry propertiesand iscalled G U.Forconsistency

with the sym m etry ofS,wewillassum eequiprobablepriorprobabilitieson S.

Alternatively,a state set is G U ifgiven any two states j�ii and j�ji in the set,there is an

isom etry (a norm -preserving lineartransform ation)thattransform sj�iiinto j�jiwhileleaving the
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setinvariant[18].Intuitively,a statesetisG U ifit\looksthesam e" geom etrically from any ofthe

statesin theset.Som e exam plesofG U state setsareconsidered in [18,19].

W enotethatin [19]a G U statesetwasde�ned overan abelian group ofunitary m atrices.Here

we are notrequiring the group G to beabelian.

A cyclicstatesetisaspecialcaseofaG U statesetin which thegeneratinggroup G haselem ents

Ui= Z i�1 ;1 � i� m ,whereZ isa unitary m atrix with Z m = Ir.A cyclicgroup generatesa cyclic

state setS = fj�ii= Z i�1 j�i;1 � i� m g,wherej�iisarbitrary.

Any binary state setS = fj�1i;j�2ig isa G U cyclic state set,because itcan be generated by

thebinary group G = fIr;Rg,whereR isthereection aboutthehyperplanehalfway between the

two states.SinceR representsa reection,R isunitary and R 2 = Ir.

6.2 T he EPM for G U States

To derivetheEPM fora G U statesetwith generating group G,weneed to determ inethereciprocal

statesj~�ii.Itwasshown in [21,20]thatforaG U statesetwith generating group G,�� � com m utes

with each ofthem atricesUi2 G.Forcom pletenesswerepeattheargum enthere.Expressing �� �

as

�� � =
mX

i= 1

j�iih�ij=
mX

i= 1

Uij�ih�jU
�
i; (55)

we have thatforallj,

�� �
Uj =

mX

i= 1

Uij�ih�jU
�
iUj

= Uj

mX

i= 1

U
�
jUij�ih�jU

�
iUj

= Uj

mX

i= 1

Uij�ih�jUi

= Uj��
�
; (56)
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since fU �
jUi;1 � i� m g isjusta perm utation ofG.

If�� � com m uteswith Uj,then T = (�� �)y also com m utes with Uj forallj. Thus,from (8)

the reciprocalstatesare

j~�ii= Tj�ii= TUij�i= UiTj�i= Uij
~�i; (57)

where

j~�i= Tj�i= (�� �)yj�i: (58)

It follows that the reciprocalstates are also G U with generating group G and generating vector

j~�igiven by (58).Therefore,to com pute the reciprocalstatesfora G U state setallwe need isto

com putethegenerating vectorj~�i.Therem aining vectorsarethen obtained by applying thegroup

G to j~�i.TheEPM isthen given by them easurem entoperators

Q i= pUij
~�ih~�jUi; (59)

wherep isequalto the sm allesteigenvalue of�� �.

6.3 O ptim ality ofthe EPM

W e now show thatthe EPM isoptim alforG U state setswith equalpriorprobabilities�i= 1=m .

Since �� � com m uteswith Uj forallj,(�� �)a also com m uteswith Uj forany a.Therefore forall

t,

h�ij(��
�)t=2�1 j�ii= h�jU

�
i(��

�)t=2�1 Uij�i= h�j(�� �)t=2�1 U �
iUij�i= h�j(�� �)t=2�1 j�i: (60)

Since h�ij(�� �)t=2�1 j�ii does not depend on i, from Theorem 3 we conclude that the EPM is

optim al.
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W e sum m arizeourresultsregarding G U state setsin the following theorem :

T heorem 4 (G U state sets). LetS = fj�ii= Uij�i;Ui 2 Gg be a geom etrically uniform (GU)

state set generated by a � nite group G ofunitary m atrices, where j�i is an arbitrary state, and

let� be the m atrix ofcolum ns j� ii. Then the m easurem entthatm inim izes the probability ofan

inconclusive resultis equalto the equal-probability m easurem ent,and consists ofthe m easurem ent

operators

� i= pj~�iih~�ij;

where fj~�ii= Uij
~�i;Ui2 Gg,

j~�i= (�� �)yj�i;

and p isthe sm allesteigenvalue of�� �.

6.4 Exam ple O fA G U State Set

W e now consideran exam ple ofa G U state set.

Considerthegroup G ofm = 4 unitary m atricesUi,where

U1 = I4; U2 =

2

6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
4

1 0 0 0

0 � 1 0 0

0 0 1 0

0 0 0 � 1

3

7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
5

; U3 =

2

6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
4

1 0 0 0

0 1 0 0

0 0 � 1 0

0 0 0 � 1

3

7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
5

; U4 = U2U3: (61)
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Letthestate setbeS = fj�ii= Uij�i;1 � i� 4g,wherej�i= 1=(3
p
2)[2 2 1 3]�,so that

�=
1

3
p
2

2

6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
4

2 2 2 2

2 � 2 2 � 2

1 1 � 1 � 1

3 � 3 � 3 3

3

7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
5

: (62)

From Theorem 4them easurem entthatm inim izestheprobability ofan inconclusiveresultisthe

EPM .Furtherm ore,the reciprocalstatesj~�iiarealso G U with generating group G and generator

j~�i= (�� �)yj�i=
1

4
p
2

2

6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
4

3

3

6

2

3

7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
5

; (63)

so thatfj~�ii= Uij
~�i;1 � i� 4g.Since

�� � =
2

9

2

6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
4

4 0 0 0

0 4 0 0

0 0 1 0

0 0 0 9

3

7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
5

; (64)

p = 2=9 and the EPM m easurem entoperatorsare� i= (2=9)Q i= (2=9)Uij~�ih~�jU �
i.

W e can now use the necessary and su�cient conditions of Theorem 1 to verify that � i =

(2=9)j~�iih~�ijare indeed the optim alm easurem entoperators.To thisend we �rstform the m atrix

T = Ir �
P

4

i= 1
� i. Using the eigendecom position ofT we conclude that the nullspace ofT has
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dim ension 1 and isspanned by the vector

jui=

2

6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
4

0

0

1

0

3

7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
5

: (65)

Therefore to satisfy (29) and (27), X m ust be equalto X = ajuihujfor som e a � 0. Since

pi= 2=9 > 0;1 � i� 4,(30)and (28)im ply thatzi= 0;1 � i� 4.Therefore,from (26)we m ust

have that

Tr(Q 1X )= Tr(Q 2X )= Tr(Q 3X )= Tr(Q 4X )=
1

4
: (66)

To satisfy (66)wechoose

a =
1

4hujQ 1jui
=
2

9
: (67)

W ith thischoice ofa,Tr(Q 2X )= Tr(Q 3X )= Tr(Q 4X )= 1=4,so thataswe expectthe necessary

and su�cientconditionsare satis�ed.

7 C om pound G eom etrically U niform State Sets

In Section 6 we showed thatthe optim alm easurem entfora G U state setis the EPM associated

with thisset. W e also showed thatthe reciprocalstates are them selves G U and can therefore be

com puted using a single generator.In thissection,we considerstate setswhich consistofsubsets

thatare G U,and are therefore referred to ascom pound geom etrically uniform (CGU)[21].Aswe

show,the reciprocalstatesare also CG U so thatthey can be com puted using a setofgenerators.

Undera certain condition on thegenerating vectors,wealso show thattheEPM associated with a

CG U state setisoptim al.

A CG U state set is de�ned as a set ofvectors S = fj�iki;1 � i� l;1 � k � rg such that
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j�iki= Uij�ki,wherethem atricesfUi;1 � i� lg areunitary and form a group G,and thevectors

fj�ki;1 � k � rg are the generating vectors. For consistency with the sym m etry ofS,we will

assum eequiprobablepriorprobabilitieson S.

A CG U state setisin generalnotG U.However,forevery k,the vectorsfj�iki;1 � i� lg are

a G U state setwith generating group G.Exam plesofCG U state setsare considered in [21,20].

7.1 T he EPM for C G U State Sets

W e now derive the EPM for a CG U state set with equalprior probabilities. Let � denote the

m atrix ofcolum nsj�iki,where the �rstlcolum nscorrespond to k = 1,and so forth. Then fora

CG U state setwith generating group G,itwasshown in [21,20]that�� � com m uteswith each of

the m atricesUi2 G.If�� � com m uteswith Ui,then T = (�� �)y also com m uteswith Ui foralli.

Thus,thereciprocalstatesare

j~�iki= Tj�iki= TUij�ki= UiTj�ki= Uij
~�ki; (68)

where

j~�ki= Tj�ki= (�� �)yj�ki: (69)

Thereforethe reciprocalstatesare also CG U with generating group G and generating vectorsj~�ki

given by (69).To com putethesevectorsallweneed isto com putethegenerating vectorsj~�ki.The

rem aining vectorsare then obtained by applying the group G to each ofthegenerating vectors.

7.2 C G U State Sets W ith G U G enerators

A specialclassofCG U statesetsisCGU state setswith GU generators[21]in which thegenerating

vectors fj�ki;1 � k � rg are them selves G U.Speci�cally,fj�ki= Vkj�ig forsom e generator j�i,

wherethem atricesfVk;1 � k � rg are unitary,and form a group Q .Exam plesofCG U state sets
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with G U generatorsare considered in [20].

SupposethatUiand Vk com m uteup to a phasefactorforalliand k so thatUiVk = VkUie
j�(i;k)

where �(i;k)isan arbitrary phase function thatm ay depend on the indicesiand k. In thiscase

we say that G and Q com m ute up to a phase factor (in the specialcase in which � = 0 so that

UiVk = VkUi foralli;k,the resulting state setisG U [21]). Then foralli;k,�� � com m uteswith

UiVk [21,20].Thereciprocalstatesj~�ikiofthevectorsj�ikiare thereforegiven by

j~�iki= Tj�iki= TUiVkj�i= UiVkTj�i= UiVkj
��i; (70)

where j��i= Tj�i. Thuseven though the state setisnotin generalG U,the reciprocalstatescan

becom puted using a single generating vector.

Alternatively,wecan expressj~�ikiasj~�iki= Uij
~�kiwherethegeneratorsj~�kiaregiven by

j~�ki= Vkj
��i: (71)

From (71)itfollowsthatthe generatorsj~�kiare G U with generating group Q = fVk;1 � k � rg

and generatorj��i.

W econcludethatfora CG U statesetwith com m uting G U generatorsand generating group Q ,

the reciprocalstatesare also CG U with com m uting G U generatorsand generating group Q .

7.3 T he O ptim alM easurem entforC G U State SetsSatisfying a W eighted N orm

C onstraint

W e now show thatifthegenerating vectorsj�kisatisfy

h�kj(�
��)t=2�1 j�ki= at; 1 � k � r;1 � t� q; (72)
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whereq isthe num berofdistinctsingularvaluesof�,then the EPM isoptim al.

From Theorem 3 itfollowsthatitissu�cientto show that(72)im plies

h�ikj(�
��)t=2�1 j�iki= at; 1 � i� l;1 � k � r;1 � t� q: (73)

Now,

(���)t=2�1 j�iki= (���)t=2�1 Uij�ki= Ui(�
��)t=2�1 j�ki; (74)

so that

h�ikj(�
��)t=2�1 j�iki= h�kjU

�
iUi(�

��)t=2�1 j�ki= h�kj(�
��)t=2�1 j�ki= at; (75)

establishing (73).

ForCG U state setswith G U generatorsfj�ki= Vkj�ig where Vk 2 Q and G and Q com m ute

up to a phasefactor,theEPM isoptim al.Thisfollowsfrom thefactthatin thiscase(72)isalways

satis�ed.To seethis,we�rstnotethatVk com m uteswith �� � foreach k [21].Thereforeforallk,

h�kj(�
��)t=2�1 j�ki= h�jV

�
k (�

��)t=2�1 Vkj�i= h�jV
�
k Vk(�

��)t=2�1 j�i= h�j(���)t=2�1 j�i: (76)
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W e sum m arizeourresultsregarding CG U state setsin thefollowing theorem :

T heorem 5 (C G U state sets). LetS = fj�iki= Uij�ki;1 � i� l;1 � k � rg,be a com pound

geom etrically uniform (CGU) state setgenerated by a � nite group G = fUi;1 � i� lg ofunitary

m atrices and generating vectors fj�ki;1 � k � rg,and let� be the m atrix ofcolum ns j� iki. Then

the equal-probability m easurem ent(EPM )consists ofthe m easurem entoperators

� i= pj~�ikih~�ikj;

where fj~�iki= Uij
~�ki;1 � i� l;1 � k � rg,

j~�ki= (�� �)yj�ki;

and p isequalto the sm allesteigenvalue of�� �.

The EPM has the following properties:

1. If h�kj(�� �)t=2�1 j�ki = at for 1 � k � r;1 � t � q where q is the num ber of distinct

eigenvaluesof�� �,then the EPM m inim izesthe probability ofan inconclusive result.

2. Ifthe generating vectors fj�ki = Vkj�i;1 � k � rg are geom etrically uniform with UiVk =

VkUie
j�(i;k) for alli;k,then

(a) j~�iki= UiVkj
��i where j��i= (�� �)yj�i so thatthe reciprocalstates are CGU with geo-

m etrically uniform generators;

(b) The EPM isoptim al;

(c) Ifin addition �(i;k)= 0 for alli;k,then the vectors f�ik;1 � i� l;1 � k � rg form a

geom etrically uniform state set.
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A ppendix

ProofofT heorem 3

In thisappendix we prove Theorem 3.

Let �i;1 � i � q denote the singular values of� without m ultiplicity so that � 1 = �1 and

�q = �m ,and letsi denotethe m ultiplicity of�i.De�ne

A =

2

6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
4

�1 �2 � � � �q

�21 �22 � � � �2
q

...
...

...

�
q

1
�
q

2
� � � �

q
q

3

7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
5

; (77)

and

H =

2

6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
4

P s1
i= 1

jv1(i)j2
P s1

i= 1
jv2(i)j2 � � �

P s1
i= 1

jv2(i)j2

P
s2
i= 1

jv1(s1 + i)j2
P

s2
i= 1

jv2(s1 + i)j2 � � �
P

s2
i= 1

jv2(s1 + i)j2

...
...

...

P sq

i= 1
�ijv1(m � sq + i)j2

P sq

i= 1
�ijv2(m � sq + i)j2 � � �

P sq

i= 1
�ijv2(m � sq + i)j2

3

7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
5

;

(78)

for som e �i � 0. Finally,let N be the m atrix with ith colum n equalto �ijai where jai is an

arbitrary vector.

Now,supposethatAH = N .Then Ajhii= �ijaiwherejhiidenotestheith colum n ofH .Since
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A isinvertible,thisim pliesthat

1

�i
hi(k)=

1

�j
hj(k) 1 � i;j� m ;1� k � q: (79)

Fork = q,(79)reducesto (42). W e therefore conclude thata su�cientcondition forthe EPM to

beoptim alisthatAH = N forsom e �i� 0.Taking �i= 1 foreach i,we can expressAH as

AH =

2

6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
4

�1 �2 � � � �m

�2
1

�2
2

� � � �2
m

...
...

...

�
q

1
�
q

2
� � � �

q
m

3

7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
5

2

6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
4

jv1(1)j2 jv2(1)j2 � � � jv2(m )j2

jv1(2)j2 jv2(2)j2 � � � jv2(2)j2

...
...

...

jv1(m )j2 jv2(m )j2 � � � jv2(m )j2

3

7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
5

4
= Y: (80)

Then we have that

Ytl=
mX

i= 1

�
t
ijvl(i)j

2 = h�lj(��
�)t=2�1 j�li: (81)

ThereforeAH = N reducesto thecondition that

h�lj(��
�)t=2�1 j�li= �lat; 1 � l� m ;1 � t� q; (82)

forsom e constantsat.
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