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QUANTUM TRANSITION PROBABILITIES

STAN GUDDER

ABSTRACT. Transition probabilities are an important and useful tool in
quantum mechanics. However, in their present form, they are limited in
scope and only apply to pure quantum states. In this article we extend
their applicability to mixed states and to transitions between quantum
effects. We also present their dependence on a measured operation or
instrument. We begin by defining our concepts on a general quantum
effect algebra. These concepts are illustrated using Holevo operations
and instruments. We then present transition probabilities in the special
case of the Hilbert space formulation of quantum mechanics. We show
that for pure states and particular types of operations the transition
probabilities reduce to their usual form. We give examples in terms of
Liiders operations and instruments.

1. INTRODUCTION

In the usual Hilbert-space formulation of quantum mechanics, an impor-
tant and useful role is played by transition probabilities [6[10]. For example,
suppose a quantum system is described by a Hilbert space H and the sys-
tem is in a pure state given by a unit vector ¥ € H. We now measure
the energy of the system which is described by a self-adjoint operator A on
H. The energy values are given by eigenvalues A; of A with corresponding
unit eigenvectors ¢; so Ag; = Ny, ¢ = 1,2,.... According to the axioms
of quantum mechanics, the probability that the energy of the system is \;
becomes P(1), ¢;) = |(1h, ¢3)|* [6,10]. We call P(), ¢;) the transition proba-
bility of 1) to ¢;. This definition is appropriate because {¢;: i =1,2,...} is
an orthonormal basis for H so we have S |(¢), ¢;)|* = 1. Also, another ax-

iom of quantum mechanics says that if thze energy value observed is A; then
the state ¥ updates to the state ¢; [6L[10]. Thus, P(¢, ¢;) is the probability
that this update occurs. In general, if 1, ¢ € H specify two states then call-
ing P(¢),¢) = |(1), ¢)|? the transition probability of 1 to ¢ does not stress
the fact that this transition is caused by a measurement of an observable
A. Also, what about mixed states described by density operators on H?
Moreover, what about more general measurements such as operations and

instruments [1,2L[8]?
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In Section 2, we study probabilistic models that generalize quantum me-
chanics. We begin by introducing an effect algebra E [1l2]. An effect a € E
is a yes-no (true-false) experiment that either occurs (yes) or does not occur
(no) when measured. For a,b € E there is a partial operation a @ b that
describes a statistical sum of a,b (when it is defined). A substate on E is
function s: £ — [0,1] C R that satisfies s(a ®b) = s(a) + s(b) when a ® b is
defined. There is a special effect 1 € E that is always true and a substate
s is a state if s(1) = 1. We denote the set of states on E by S(E) and the
set of substates by Sub(E). If s € S(E), then s(a) is the probability that a
occurs when the system is in state s. A convex map Z: Sub(E) — Sub(E)
is called an operation [I.[2]. An operation corresponds to an apparatus that
can be employed to measure an effect and we denote the set of operations
by O(E). If s € S(E), T € O(F) with Z(s) # 0, a,b € E we define the
transition probability of a to b relative to s,Z by

s(a)
Pur(a.b) = 20505 T(5)0)
If Z € O(F), s1,s2 € S(E) we define the transition probability of s1 to sg
relative to I by
Pr(s1,s2) = I(s1)(1)Z (Z(s2)(1))

Section 2 derives properties of Ps7(a,b) and Pr(s1,s2). We also define
repeatable operations and discuss their properties. Moreover, Section 2
discusses generalizations of effects and operations called observables and
instruments, respectively. An observable is an effect-valued measure A, € F
where A, is the effect that occurs when the observable has the outcome x
upon being measure [3,[4]. An instrument is an operation-valued measure
Z, € O(E) where Z, is the operation that occurs when the instrument has
the outcome x upon being measured [3H5]. We then have the transition
probabilities Pr, (s1,s2). If A,, B, are observables, we have the transition
probabilities Py 7, (Ag, By).

Section 2 ends with a discussion of Holevo operations and instruments
which are used to illustrate the previously introduced concepts [7]. If o €
S(E), a € E, a pure Holevo operation has the form #(%®)(s) = s(a)a. We
also define mixed Holevo operations and Holevo instruments in a natural
way [7]. Transition probabilities relative to these operations and instru-
ments are computed. We also find updated states after these operations
and instruments are measured.

Section 3 specializes the theory of effect algebras to the traditional Hilbert
space formulation of quantum mechanics. In this formulation, effects are
described by operators A satisfying 0 < A < I and states are described
by effects p with trace tr(p) = 1. We call p a density operator and the
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corresponding state satisfies s(A) = tr(pA). In this formalism an opera-
tion is a completely positive trace nonincreasing linear map from the set
of density operators to the set of positive operators on the Hilbert space
H [1,2,/6,10]. We point out that every operation has a Kraus decom-
position Z(p) = > K;pK; where K; are linear operators on H satisfying
Y. K!K; < I. In particular, we study Liiders operations which have the
form Z(p) = AY2pAY/? where A is an effect [9]. Liiders instruments are de-
fined in the natural way. We then compute transition probabilities relative
to these operations and instruments.

2. BAasic CONCEPTS AND DEFINITIONS

An effect algebra € = (E,0,1,®) [1LBLA4L6] is a set of effects £ with two
special elements 0,1 € E and a partial binary operation @ satisfying the
following conditions:

(EA1) if a @ b is defined, then b @ a is defined and b@a =a Db,
(EA2) if a & (b c) is defined, then (a & b) & c is defined and

(adb)@ec=a®d (bDc)

(EA3) for every a € E, there exists a unique effect a’ € E such that
a®ad =1,
(EA4) if a @ 1 is defined, then a = 0.

An effect corresponds to a yes-no experiment that either occurs or does
not occur when it is measured. The effect 0 never occurs and the effect 1
always occurs when measured. The complement a’ of a occurs if and only if
a does not occur. The sum a @ b corresponds to a statistical sum of a and
b when it is defined. A substate on & is a function s: E — [0,1] C R that
satisfies s(a @ b) = s(a) + s(b) whenever a @ b is defined. A substate s that
satisfies s(1) = 1 is called a state. We denote the set of substates by Sub(&)
and the set of states by S(£). A state s describes the initial condition of a
physical system and s(a) is the probability that a occurs when the system
is in the state s. If s € S(E), A € [0, 1], then As defined by (As)(a) = As(a)
is a substate. Conversely, if s € Sub(€) and s # 0, then s(a) = s(a)/s(1) is
a state.

A function J: Sub(£) — Sub(€) that satisfies J <i )\is,-> = i Aid (s)
i=1 i=1

n
when Y A; < 1 is called a convex function or an operation [1,2[8]. We

denoteZ tile set of operations on £ by O(€) and it follows that if J € O(E)
then J(As) = AJ(s) for all A € [0,1], s € Sub(&). If J € O(E) satisfies
J(s) € S(€) for all s € S(E), then J is a channel [11[6,10]. We say that
J € O(E) measures a € E if s(a) = J(s)(1) for all s € S(£). We say that
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S(€) is separating if s(a) = s(b) for all s € S(€) implies a = b. If S(E) is
separating, then J measures the unique effect J satisfying s(J ) = J(s)(1) for
all s € S(£). We then consider J as an apparatus that measures the effect
J. As with effects, an operation is considered to be a yes-no measurement.
If s € S(E), then J(s)(1) is the probability J occurs when the system is in
the state s. If J(s) # 0, we call J(s)~ = J(s)/J(s)(1) € S(E) the updated
state after J is measured where 0 € Sub(€) means 0(a) = 0 for all a € E.

If s € S(E), J € OE) with J(s) # 0 and a,b € E, the transition proba-
bility of a then b relative to s, J is

Ps.(a,b) = === J(5)(b) = s(a)J (s)™(b)

Thus, Ps j(a,b) is the probability that a occurs in the state s times the
probability that b occurs in the updated state J(s)™ after J is measured.
If 7 = a, then P, 7(a,b) = Z(s)(b). Notice that Ps j(a,s) € Sub(£) and
P j(s,b) € Sub(€). Moreover, Ps j(a,1) = s(a) for all a € E, P, ;(1,b) =
Z(s)~(b) for all b € E and Ps s(1,1) = 1.

If f,g: S — S are functions, their composition fog: S — Sis fog(t) =
f(g(t)). We say that J € O(E) is repeatable if JoJ = J. If J € O(E),
s1,82 € S(&), the transition probability of s1 to sg relative to J is

Py(s1,82) = J(s1)(1)J 0 J(s2)(1) = J [J(s1)(1)J (s2)] (1)

Thus, P7(s1,s2) is the probability J occurs when the system is in state s;
times the probability the composition J o J occurs when the system is in
state so. We see that if J is repeatable, then

Py(s1,82) = J(s1)(1)J(s2)(1)

in which case Pj(s1,s2) = Pj(s2,s1) which does not happen in general.
Moreover, if J also measures a, then Pj(si,s2) = si(a)s2(a). The follow-
ing lemma shows the relationship between these two types of transition
probabilities. We denote the product of two real-valued functions f,g by

feglz) = f(z)g(z).
Lemma 2.1. If S(E) is separating, then P(s1,52) = Py, 1 s Py(sy).7(J,1).
Proof. Since
so [(To )] = (Jo D) (s2)(1) = J [J(52)] (1) = Pyayys(J, 1)
we obtain
Py(s1,89) = s1(T)s2 [(J o )] = Pey (T, 1) Py(syy 5 (7, 1)
=Py, 5 * Pyisy.s(J,1) O
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An observable on & is a finite set of effects A = {A,: z € Qa}, A, € E,

such that > A, = 1. We call Q4 the outcome space of A and A, is the
TEN A

effect that occurs when A has outcome z € Q4. For A C Q4 we define

the effect-valued measure A(A) = . A, [1I6]. We see that A(Q4) = 1

rEA
and A(A1 UAy) = A(A1) + A(A2) when A; N Ay = (). We denote the set

of observables on £ by Ob(€). If s € S(€), A € Ob (), the distribution

of A in the state s is the probability measure ®4(A) = > 5(A,) on Q.
€A
Let A,B € Ob(€), s € S(&), J € O(E) with J(s) # 0 and consider the

transition probability

P:cy = PS,J(Axa By) =

For A C Q4 x Qp we define P(A) =Y {P,y: (z,y) € A}

Lemma 2.2. P is a probability measure on Q4 X Apg with marginals
PYA) = P(A] x Qp) = s[A(A1)] = ®H(A]) where Ay C Q4
P?(Ag) = P(Q4 X Ag) = J(5)™ [B(A2)] = ®F - (Ag) where Ay € Qp

Proof. We have that
P(Qa x Qp) => {Pry: (z,y) € U x Qp}

- ﬁ Z {S(Ax)J(S)(By)3 (z,y) € Q4 x Qp}
- ﬁ > s(A) D J(s)(By) = J(sl)(l) J(s)(1) =1

TENA yEQB
If A1, Ay CQy x Qp with AjNAy = @, then

P(AUAg) = {Pay: (w,y) € Ay U Ay}
= Z {Pry: (z,y) € A1} + Z {Pypy: (z,y) € Ag}
Hence, P is a probability measure on {24 x 25. The marginals of P become
s(A,
PHA) = PAix0s) = Y S I()(B,) = s[AR)] = (A)
(w,y)EAl XQB
where A1 C Q4 and

Pra) = P@axa)= Y U m,)
(z,y)€QaxA2

= J(5)™ [B(A2)] = @)~ (A2)

where Ay C Qp. O
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An instrument Z on £ is a finite set of operations Z = {Z,: x € Qz},

I, € O(€) such that > Z, is a channel [IL2/56]. We call Q7 the outcome
z€QT

space of Z. If s € S(€), then Z,(s)(1) is the probability that the outcome

x occurs when Z is measured and the system is in state s. Moreover, we

call ®Z(A) = 3 Z,(s)(1) the distribution of T in the state s. Since T =
TEA

> weq, Lz is a channel we have

Q) = D Lu(s)(1) = (1) =1

z€QT
As in Lemma 2.2], if A1, Ay C Q7 and A1 N Ay = (), then
OL(ALUAg) = OF (A1) + D7 (Ay)

Z Z,(s)

z€QT

so @1 is a probability measure on Q7. We denote the set of instruments on
EbyIn(€). If T € In (&), we say that Z measures an observable A € Ob (€)
with Q4 = Q7 if Z,(s)(1) = s(A4) for all s € S(€) z € Qz. If € has a
separating set of states, A is unique and we write A = 7.

IfZ €In(€) and A, B € Ob(€) we obtain the transition probability

5(Az) s

Multiplying by Z.(s)(1), we have the function on Q7 x Q4 x Qp given by
Qs,z. (A, By) = Z(s)(1) Ps 1. (Az, By) = s(Az)Za(s)(By)

PS,IZ (A:ca By) =

Since
S H{Quz.(AuBy): (2,2,) € Q7 x Qa x Qp} = s(DI(s)(1) = 1

we conclude that () determines a probability measure on 27 X Q4 X Qp.
The marginals of Q) become

Q* () = 5(A2) > _{Z.(s)(By): (2,9) €  x O}
= 5(A:)Z(s)(1) = s(As)
s0 Q*(A) = @A), A C Qy,
Q*(y) =D _{s(A)T.(s)(By): (2,7) € O x Qa}
=T(s)(By)

so Q3(A) = <I>]73(s)(A), A C Qp,

Q'(2) = Y {s(A)L(s)(By): (w,y) € Qa x U}
=Z.(s)(1)
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so Q1(A) = ®L(A), A C Q7. We conclude that Q', Q% @3 give the
distributions of Z in the state s, A in the state s and B in the state Z(s).

If 7 € In (€), we define the transition probability from s; to s2 relative to
Z and (z,y) € Qz x Q7 by

(Pr)(2) (51, 52) = Lo(s1)(1)Z, (Z(s2)) (1)

We see that Py is a probability measure on 27 x 27 because
D (Pr)@y)(s1,52) = T(s1)(DT (Z(s2)) (1) = 1
T,y
The marginals of Pr become
> (Pr) w51, 52) = To(s1)(1)
yEQz
which is the probability of outcome x when 7 is measured in the state s;
> (Pr) (51, 52) = T,Z(52)(1)
€T

which is the probability of outcome y when Z is measured in the state Z(sz).

We now illustrate the previous theory with a particular type of operation
and instrument. If o € S(£), a € E, we call H(*® € O(FE) defined by
H(@) (s) = s(a)a a pure Holevo operation [7]. Since [H(“’a)(s)] (1) = s(a)
for all s € S(E) we see that H(**) measures a. If A € Ob (&) and a, € S(E)
for x € Q4 we call

H(Ay{a})(s) f— Z S(A;E)O[x
TEN 4
a mized Holevo operation [7]. For s € S(£) we have

Z s(A@s(Z AI) =s(l)=1

TEN L z€NA
so HAA2}) is a channel. We also call
HAD (5) = (A

a Holevo instrument [7]. Notice that HUECA’{O‘}) is an instrument because

> [HMDE)] ()= Y s(4n) =1

€N zeN

Also, H{M*Y) measures A because [ éA,{a})(S)] (1) = s(Ay) forall s € S(€)
and z € Q4.
For a pure Holevo operation (%) and b,c € E, if s(a) # 0 we have

Py o (1) = ey s [H0(9)] (0) = 52 s(a)a(e) = s(bla)
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We see that P 3 .a) is independent of a if s(a) # 0. For a mixed Holevo
operation we have

D] (@ = 3 s(Anas(e)
z€QQ

so that
Py patan (b,0) = s(b) D s(Az)as(c)

€N

The state transition probability becomes
Pyyaay (51, 82) = H@Y (s1) (1) H @ [%w’a)(sQ)] (1)
= 51 (@H") [so(a)a] (1) = s1(a)sa(a) [HOD ()] (1)
= s1(a)sz(a)a(a)

Since a mixed Holevo operation is a channel, we have Py (4 (o)) (51,52) = 1
for all s1,s2 € S(€). For Holevo instruments we have

_ s fa _ s()
%wwﬂm*f%yw@hnWf”*ﬂ@—d%ﬁ“WM@
= s(b)ou(c)
and

Py o (1, 82) = HEWOD (s1) (A [HUEUA’{O‘})(&)] (1)
= Sl(fix)7{gA"{a})[32(f1x)cyx](1) = 51(Az)s2(As)az(Az)

An operation Z € O(€) is repeatable if T (Z(s)) = Z(s) for all s € S(E).
Thus, Z o Z = 7 so we can repeat Z without changing the state. If 7 is
repeatable, the transition probability satisfies

Pr(s1,82) = Z(s1)(1)T (Z(s2)) (1) = Z(s1)(1)Z(s2)(1) = Pr(s2,51)
We now show that the converse does not hold. We have seen that
Pya,0) (81, 52) = Pylaca (52, 51)
However, if s(a) # 0,1 we obtain
H (@) <’H(“’°‘)(s)> = H(a,a) (s(a)a) = s(a)H > (a)
= s(a)a(a)a # s(a)a = H@Y(s)

Hence, if s(a) # 0, then H(*®) is repeatable if and only if s(a) = 1.
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3. HILBERT SPACE TRANSITION PROBABILITIES

In this section we consider Hilbert space effects, operations, instruments,
states and their transition probabilities. These are the basic concepts for
the standard quantum probability theory. Let H be a complex Hilbert
space which for simplicity, we take to be finite dimensional. Letting £ (H)
be the set of positive linear operators on H, an effect is represented by
an operator a € L4 (H) satisfying 0 < a < I where 0,1 are the zero and
identity operators respectively [IL2l[6]. The set of effects is denoted by E(H ).
A density operator p € L4 (H) satisfies tr (p) = 1 and we denote the set of
density operators on H by D(H). According to Born’s rule, every state
s € S(H) has the form s(a) = tr(pa) for a unique p € D(H). This can
actually be proved using Gleason’s theorem [6] so we will identify S(H)
and D(H). In the Hilbert space formulation of quantum mechanics, an
operation is a completely positive linear map J: D(H) — L (H) satisfying
tr [J(p)] < tr(p) for all p € D(H) [126/10]. We denote the set of operations
H by O(H). If tr [J(p)] =1 for all p € D(H), then J is a channel.

Denoting the set of linear operators on H by L(H), it can be shown

n

that every J € O(H) has a Kraus decomposition J(p) = > K;pK} where
i=1
K, € L(H) with Y KfK; < I [6,8[I0]. Notice that J is a channel if and
i=1

n
only if Y K'K; = I. The operators K; are called Kraus operators for J and
i=1
they are not unique. If J has the form J(p) = a'/?pa'/? where a € £(H) we
call J a Liiders operation. If the Kraus operators are projections, it follows
that K;K; = 0 for ¢ # j and hence, in this case, J is repeatable. Conversely,

if J(p) = a'/?pal/? is a repeatable Liiders operation then
a'?pa'? = J(p) = J (J(p)) = apa

for every p € D(H). Letting p = %I where n = dim H, we conclude that
a = a® so a is a projection.

In the Hilbert space case, it is well-known that S(H) is separating. It
follows that an operation J € O(H) measures a unique effect J €€ (H)
satisfying tr (pJ ) = tr [J(p)] for all p € D(H). Notice that if .J is a channel,
then J = I. Although an operation measures a unique effect, as we shall see,
every effect is measured by many operations. If J has Kraus decomposition

J(p) =>  KipK/, since
tr [J(o)] = tr (Y KipK?) = Y tr (KipK?) = Y tr (oK K3)
=tr (p Z KZ*KZ>
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for all p € D(H), we conclude that J = > K/K;. In particular, if J(p) =
a1/2 1/2 i a Liiders operation, then J =a.

An observable is given by a finite sequence of effects A = {A,: z € Q4}
where A, € E(H) with > A, = I [IH46]. Then Q4 is the outcome space

of A and A determines an effect-valued measure A(A) = > A,, A C Qyu.
zEA
The probability that A has outcome z in the state p € D(H) is tr (pAs)

and the p-distribution of A is @;‘(A) = > tr(pA;). The set of observables
rEA

on H is denoted by Ob (H). In a similar way, an instrument is given by a
finite sequence of operations Z = {J,: = € Qz}, J, € O(H) where ) J, is
a channel [TH3,/5L6]. Then Q7 is the outcome space of Z and Z defines an

operation-valued measure Z(A) = Y J,, A € Q7. The probability that Z
HSTAN
has outcome x in the state p € D(H) is tr [J;(p)] and the p-distribution of Z

is (JS%(A) = ZA tr [J.(p)]. We denote the set of instruments on H by In (H).
TE

An instrument 7 measures the unique observable .J,. If A € Ob (H), the
corresponding Liiders instrument is £2(p) = Ai/ 2 ,oAglg/ 2, x € (4. Since
tr [£2(p)] = tr (A)/?pAY?) = tr (pAy)
for all p € D(H), we have (£L4)" = A, so £L* measures A.
We now consider transition probabilities in the Hilbert space formulation

of quantum mechanics. Let Z € O(H), p € D(H), A,B € £(H). If T has
Kraus decomposition Z(p) = > K;pK; with > K K; < I, then

tr [Z(p)] = tr (Y KipK; ) = 3 tr (KipK;) = > tr (oK K))
=tr (p Z KZ*K,>

Assuming that tr [Z(p)] # 0, we have the updated state

- IO Sk
v LK K)o (LK)
If T=LC C e &(H) is a Liiders operation £E(p) = C1/2pC1/2] then
£C(p) 01/2,001/2
tr [£9()] ~ x (oC)

For A,B € £(H) and general Z € O(H), the transition probability of A
to B relative to p, Z becomes

P,z(A, B) = tr (pA)ux [I(p)NB]_% e (Y Kipk:B)

_ (tl“z(pﬁ* ( ZK*BK)

LY (p)~ =
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If Z = £€ is a Liders operation, we obtain

tr (pA)

P, rc(A,B) = t (C12p0172)

tr (pCY?BC/?) = % tr (CV/2pC'/?B)

When 4 is a unit vector in H, p = |¢) (1| is a pure state and we have

Byt ) - U901

_ <01/2Bol/2¢’¢>

tr () (wlc?2BC?)

< ~ |~

Now let p1,p2 € D(H) and Z € O(H). We then have the transition
probability

Pr(p1, p2) = L(p1) (1)L (Z(p2)) (I) = tr [Z(p1)] tr [Z(Z(p2))]
If 7 has the above Kraus decomposition, then

Pr(p1,p2) = tr <Z Kilei*) tr (Z Ksz'PzK;‘K;)

i7j
= tr <,01 > KK) tr | p2 Y KiK;K;K,
i 2%
In case of a Liiders operation Z = £ we obtain
Ppa(pr, p2) = tr (prA)tr (p24%)

When p; = [1;)(¥1], p2 = |¢2) (12| are pure states, this becomes

Pra(py, p2) = tr ([Pn) (1| A) tr (|vh2) (2l A%) = (Aspr, 1) (A%ta, a)

If A is a projection, we have

Pra(p1, p2) = (A1, 1) (Apa, b2)

and when A = |¢)(¢| is a one-dimensional projection, this becomes

Pralpi, p2) = [(0, 01)]” [(, o) |

Finally, if ¢ = ¢, we obtain Ppa(p1,p2) = |(¥1,2)* which is the usual
transition probability for pure states. We conclude that the usual transition
probability is a very special case.
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