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‘Lazy’quantum ensembles
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A bstract

W ecom paredi�erentstrategiesaim ed topreparean ensem blewith

a given density m atrix �. Preparing the ensem ble ofeigenstates of�
with appropriate probabilities can be treated as ‘generous’strategy:

itprovidesm axim alaccessible inform ation aboutthe state. Another

extrem ity isthe so-called ‘Scrooge’ensem ble,which ism ostly stingy

to sharetheinform ation.W eintroduce‘lazy’ensem bleswhich require

m inim ale�ortsto preparethedensity m atrix by selecting purestates

with respectto com pletely random choice.

W e consider two parties,Alice and Bob,playing a kind ofgam e.

Bob wishestoguesswhich purestateisprepared by Alice.Hisnullhy-

pothesis,based on thelack ofany inform ation aboutAlice’sintention,

isthatAlicepreparesany purestatewith equalprobability.Then,the

averagequantum statem easured by Bob turnsoutto be�,and hehas
to m ake a new hypothesisaboutAlice’sintention solely based on the

inform ation thatthe observed density m atrix is�. The arising ‘lazy’
ensem ble is shown to be the alternative hypothesis which m inim izes

theTypeIerror.
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Introduction

Consider two parties, Alice and Bob, playing the following gam e. Alice
prepares a pure quantum state according to certain random strategy and
then sends itto Bob. Initially Bob possesses no inform ation aboutAlice’s
strategy and thusassum esthatAlice perform sa com pletely random choice
ofpurestate,wereferto thisstatem entasa nullhypothesis.In thiscasethe
averagedensity m atrix received by Bob would bebeproportionaltoidentity.

M easuring the received states,Bob realizes that the average quantum
state em itted by Alice is �. However,there are in�nitely m any ensem bles
which average to �, and Bob stillcan not recover the strategy of Alice.
AlthoughBobnow possessessom einform ationaboutAlice’sintentions:ifthe
received densitym atrix�di�ersfrom identity,Bobhastom akeanalternative
hypothesis.Tospecifysuch ahypothesis,som eextraprinciplesm ustbetaken
into account.Theseprinciplesshould capturethetypeofAlice’sbehavior.

W e m ightassum e thatthe strategy ofAlice isto prepare eigenstatesof
�with given probabilities,butthisisjustan assum ption thatAlice is‘gen-
erous’in providing the accessible inform ation. Or,conversely,Alice m ight
be stingy with the inform ation and thus chooses pure states according to
Scroogedistribution [1].

In ourgam e,Bob isreluctantto change hisopinion and choosesam ong
Alice’sstrategies(which averageto �)theclosestto hisnullhypothesis.By
‘closest’we m ean m inim izing the Kullback-Leibler[2]distance between the
distributions.Thisdistance istheaverage likelihood ratio and isassociated
with theprobability oftheTypeIerror1.

Anotherway forBob’sreasoningsisto assum eAliceto belazy in e�orts
to preparetheensem ble.Thesee�ortsarequanti�ed in term sofdi�erential
entropy. Rem arkably,as we show in Section 1,both approaches yield the
sam eensem ble (3).

1 D i�erentialentropy and likelihood ratio

First we have to specify a yet vague notion of‘preparation e�orts’for an
ensem ble. Following [3]we form ulate it in therm odynam ic term s,nam ely,

1To m ake Type Ierrorm eansto acceptthe alternative hypothesiswhen the nullhy-

pothesisisstillvalid.An exam pleofTypeIerrorwould beto concludethatthedefendant

isguilty,when in facthe orshe isinnocent.
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we quantify these e�orts by the di�erence between the entropy ofuniform
distribution (thatis,ournullhypothesis)and the entropy ofthe ensem ble2

in question. The only obstacle m ay occur is to de�ne this entropy,let us
dwellon itin m oredetail.

Theentropy ofa �nitedistribution fpig isgiven by Shannon form ula

S(fpig)= �
X

pilnpi

Thisexpression divergesforany continuousdistribution:we approxim ate a
continuous distribution �(x) by a discrete one fpig,calculate its Shannon
entropy, but it tends to in�nity as we re�ne the partition. However, we
are always interested in the di�erence between the entropy ofthe uniform
distribution and thedistribution �(x)ratherthen theentropy itself.Ateach
approxim ation step we calculate this di�erence,and the appropriate lim it
alwaysexists. To show it(see,e.g. [5]fordetails),m ake a partition ofthe
probability space by N sets � i having equaluniform m easure. Then the
di�erenceE N between theentropiesread:

E N = lnN �

�

�
X

pilnpi
�

where pi =
R

� i
p(x)dx. The lim itexpression lim N ! 1 E N isthe di�erential

entropy

S(�) =

Z

�(x)ln�(x)dx (1)

Rem arkably,thisisequalto Kullback-Leiblerdistance[2]

S(�k� 0) =

Z

�(x)ln
�(x)

�0(x)
dx

between the distribution �(x)and the uniform distribution � 0(x)with con-
stantdensity,norm alizethecountingm easuredx on theprobability spaceso
that�0 = 1.Thisdistanceistheaveragelikelihood ratio,on which thechoice
ofstatisticalhypothesisisbased.Then,in ordertom inim izetheTypeIerror
wehaveto choosea hypothesiswith thesm allestaveragelikelihood ratio.

2W e are speaking here ofm ixing entropy [4]ofthe ensem ble rather than about von

Neum ann entropy ofitsdensity m atrix.
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2 ‘Lazy’ensem bles

Them ain problem reducesto thefollowing.Forgiven density m atrix ��nd
a continuousensem ble �having m inim aldi�erentialentropy (1):

S(�) ! m in;

Z

P  �( )d = � (2)

where d istheunitary invariantm easureon purestatesnorm alized tointe-
gratetounity.W henthereisnoconstraintsin(2),theanswerisstraightforward|
the m inim um (equalto zero)isattained on uniform distribution. To solve
the problem with constraints,we use the Lagrange m ultiplesm ethod. The
appropriateLagrangefunction reads:

L(�) = S(�) � Tr�

�Z

P  �( )d � �

�

wheretheLagrangem ultiple� isa m atrix sincetheconstraintsin (2)areof
m atrix character. Substituting the expression (1)forS(�)and m aking the
derivativeofL over�zero,weget

�( ) =
e� TrB P  

Z (B )
(3)

where B is the optim alvalue ofthe Lagrange m ultiple � which we derive
from theconstraint(2)and thenorm alizing m ultiple

Z(B ) =

Z

e� TrB P  d (4)

isthepartition function for(3).Substituting heresulting density (3)to the
expression (1)fordi�erentialentropy weget

S = TrB � � lnZ (5)

3 Explicit expressions

Firstevaluatethepartition function (4)in theeigenbasisofB .Thisintegral
is a specialcase ofthe calculations carried out in [6],according to which

4



Z(B )reads:

Z(B ) = �(n � 1)!
nX

k= 1

e� bk
Q

j6= k

(bk � bj)
(6)

wherebk aretheeigenvaluesofB .Iftwo orm oreofthem areequal,theap-
propriateexpression isobtained asalim itstarting with unequaleigenvalues.
To write down the expression fortheeigenvalues�s ofthe density m atrix �
via B wecould evaluatetheintegrals

�s = hesj

Z

P  �( )d jesi

in theeigenbasisof�.Although,likein therm odynam ics,wehave

� =
@ lnZ

@B
(7)

which givestheexplicitexpression fortheeigenvaluesofthedensity m atrix
�:

�s = �

e� bs

nQ

j= 1

j6= s

(bs� bj)

+
nP

k= 1

k6= s

1

bs� bk
�

0

B
B
@

e� bs

nQ

j= 1

j6= s

(bs� bj)

+ e
� bk

nQ

j= 1

j6= k

(bk� bj)

1

C
C
A

nP

k= 1

e
� bk

nQ

j= 1

j6= k

(bk� bj)

(8)

from which we see that the resulting density m atrix � rem ains unchanged
when weaddaconstanttoallbk-s.Thatm eansthatthem atrix‘tem perature’
param eterB forthelazy ensem ble isde�ned up to an additiveconstant(in
contrastwith classicaltherm odynam ics).

Like in [1],the expression (6) for the partition function can be given the
following integralform

Z(B ) = �
(n � 1)!

2� i

I
e� z dz

det(B � zI)
(9)

wherethecontourenclosesalleigenvaluesofB .
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So,given alazyensem ble(3)with theparam eterB ,wehavewritten down
the expression (7) for its average density m atrix. This expression is well-
de�ned forany m atrix B . The existence problem rem ains: given a density
m atrix �,istherealazy ensem blewith appropriateparam eterB which aver-
agesto �? Sim ilarquestion| the existence oftem perature function| arises
in therm odynam ics. The idea to solve it is the following [5]: we consider
then-dim ensionalCDF (cum ulative density function)ofthem easure�and
study theasym ptoticsofitsLaplacetransform .Asa result,itcan beshown
thatB existsforany full-range density m atrix �.

4 Specialcase: spin-1/2 particle

In thiscase the state space hasdim ension 2. W rite down the param eterB
in theeigenbasisofthedensity m atrix �in a suitableform :

B = b � I+

�
�� 0
0 +�

�

(10)

Then theexpression (6)forpartition function reads:

Z = e� b�
e� � e� x

2�
= e� b�

sinh �

�
(11)

Calculating the partialderivatives according to (8), we get the following
expressionsforthecoe�cients� 1;2 ofthedensity m atrix

�1;2 =
1

2
�

1

2

�

coth � �
1

�

�

=
1

2
� � (12)

where

� =
1

2

�

coth � �
1

�

�

(13)

Denote by f(�)the inverse to �. Since the � isodd and m onotone function
of�,itsinverse f existsand bearsthesam eproperties.Then them atrix B
(10)isthefollowing function ofthedensity m atrix

B = b� I +

�
f
�
�2� �1

2

�
0

0 f
�
�1� �2

2

�

�

= b� I + f

�
I

2
� �

�
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Sincetheexpression (13)for�istheindependenceofthechoiceofb,in two-
dim ensionalcaseboth m atricesB and �arede�ned by theirm ean deviation
values � and �, respectively. So,the essentialdependence ofthe m atrix
‘tem perature’param eterB from thedensity m atrix �iscom pletely captured
by thefunction f.Itsgraph looksasfollows.

20

10

-20

-10

δ

f

0.5-0.5

5 Lazy ensem bles are equilibrium

LikeGibbsensem blesin therm odynam ics,thelazyensem blesareequilibrium ,
nam ely,the introduced ‘tem perature’param eters B possess the equalizing
property. To show it,�rstintroduce the notion ofconditionalensem ble. In
term sofgam eplayed by Aliceand Bob thism eansthatBob m easuresa�xed
observableH upon theparticlesem itted by Alice.Again,hehastheuniform
distribution asnullhypothesis,butthe constraintin (2)isofscalarrather
than ofm atrix character.Solving theappropriatevariationalproblem

S(�) ! m in;

Z

P  �( )d = TrH �

weobtain

�H ( ) =
e� �TrH P  

ZH (�)
(14)

| thisensem ble isconditionalwith respectto given observableH .

Considertwo quantum system swith statespacesH and H 0,respectively.
Lettheirstatesinitiallybe�and�0.Then,sinceweconsideranon-interacting
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couplingofthesystem s,thejointdensitym atrixis�
 �0inthetensorproduct
space H 
 H 0. Letusm easure the sum ofvaluesofthe observablesH and
H 0,thatis,introducetheobservableH = H 
 I0+ I
 H 0.Theconditional
optim alensem bleofseparable stateswith respectto theobservableH isthe
following distribution

�H ( 
  
0) =

exp[��H TrH P  
  0]

ZH (�H )

Like in classicaltherm odynam ics,the partition function ofthejointsystem
istheproductofsubsystem s’partition functions:

ZH (�) =

Z Z

e� � TrH P  
  0 d d 0 =

=

Z Z

e� �(TrH P  + TrH
0
P  0)d d 0 = ZH (�)� ZH 0(�)

thereforetheequalizing property holds

If �H � �H 0 then �H � �H � �H 0 (15)

which m eansthattheconditionallazy ensem blesareequilibrium and that�
playsthe r̂oleoftem peratureparam eter.

C oncluding rem arks

Continuous ensem bles ofpure states proved their relevance in various as-
pectsofquantum m echanics.From thetheoreticalperspective,they provide
thelim itcaseson which num ericalcharacteristicsofdensity m atricesareat-
tained,forinstance,the m inim alvalue ofaccessible inform ation aboutthe
stateisattained on ‘Scrooge’ensem blewhich isacontinuousdistribution [1].
Furtherm ore,weclaim thatthey arerelevantfrom theoperationalisticpoint
ofview. Even ifwe are speaking ofpreparing discrete ensem bles,we m ust
also havein m ind thattheirareunavoidably sm eared by variousnoisesand,
strictly speaking,wehaveto dealwith continuousdistributions.

W e use the techniques ofcontinuous ensem bles to carry out statistical
inferencein quantum realm according to thestandard schem e:wehavean a
priorihypothesis(wenecessarily need it,otherwisethereisno way to m ake
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any inference [7]),then we obtain som e inform ation aboutthe system and
haveto shiftto a new hypothesis.

In ourcase the nullhypothesisisthe assum ption thatany pure state is
em itted with equalprobability. Then the inform ation isobtained thatthe
average density m atrix ofthe state is �. W e show how,starting from the
‘m inim ale�ort’assum ption,to guessthe strategy ofthe preparation ofthe
purestates.Asa result,weobtain so-called ‘lazy’ensem bles.

These ensem bles are also proved to provide the m inim aldeviation from
the nullhypothesis. They are described by exponentialdistributions(3)of
purestatesaveraging to a given density m atrix �:

� =

Z
e� h jB j i

Z (B )
d 

wherethem atrixparam eterB playsa r̂olein som erespectsim ilartotem per-
ature,in particular,itisshown to possesstheequalizing property.Although
we m ay nottreatitasa fully-edged tem perature,forinstance,in contrast
with classicaltherm odynam ics,itisam biguously de�ned up to an arbitrary
additive constant. According to form ula (5),we can so choose the additive
gaugeforB thatlnZ willvanish and them ean valueTrB �willbeequalto
thedi�erentialentropyoftheensem ble,sowem aycallthism atrixparam eter
B ‘di�erentialentropy observable’.
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