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Joint measurement of two unsharp observables of a qubit
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We present a single inequality as the necessary and sufficoewition for two unsharp observables of a
two-level system to be jointly measurable in a single apparand construct explicitly the joint observables.
A complementarity inequality arising from the condition jofint measurement, which generalizes Englert’s
duality inequality, is derived as the trade-off betweenuhsharpnesses of two jointly measurable observables.

PACS numbers: 03.65.Ta, 03.67.-a

Built in the standard formalism of quantum mechanics,and), O, = I) with K being the number of outcomes. By
there are mutually exclusive but equally real aspects ofigua definition, ajoint measuremerdf two observable$O,} and
tum systems, as summarized by the complementarity prinfO;} is described by goint observable{);;} whose out-
ciple of Bohr [1]. Mutually exclusive aspects are often ex-comes can be so grouped that
hibited via honcommuting observables, for which the com-
plementarity is quantitatively characterized by two kirads Ok = Z My, O = Z M. @)
uncertainty relationships, namely, the preparation uaa#y ! b
relationships (PURs) and the measurement uncertainty rela Here we shall consider the qubits, any two-level systems
tionships (MURS). such as spin-half systems or two-path interferometriesin

The PURs stem from the semi positive definiteness of th@le observabled(z, 1) refers to a most general 2-outcome
density matrix describing the quantum state and charaeteri POVM {O+ (z,71)} with
the predictability of two noncommuting observables in a&giv . 14 (z+m-3)
guantum state. To test PURs two different projective mesasur O (z,m) = S (2)
et il b e n 0 el BIERen 126y, | i e o as onarpnesane o 5 e

efred to as thebiasedness When|z| = 0 the observable

ggnﬁ)slr;ormed within one experimental setup on a single eni’)(:c, m) is called asinbiasedin which case the outcomes of

. measurement are purely random if the system is in the maxi-
On the other hand MURS characterize the trade-off betvveeH1ally mixed state, and when| - 0 the observable is referred

the precisions of unsharp measurements of two noncommu{c—) asbiased in which case priori information can be employed

ing observables in a single experimental setup. The vety firs[o make better use of the outcomes of the measurement. Posi-
effort of Heisenberg [2] in deriving the uncertainty redati tivity imposes|z| + m < 1

ships was based on a simultaneous measurement of the po Given two simple observable8(z, ) and O(y, 7), it is

tsnécl)_nharéd momtTnttl)J m\’NW'th :h; r'glor?# s f otrmf of MUtR ?;’ obvious that all possible sets of four operators satisfyireg
ablished recently by Werner![3]. In the interferometry emarginal constraints EJC(1) are

wave-particle duality between the path-information ane th
fringe visibility of interference pattern is charactedzguan- Mo (Z,7) = L+ px+vy+pvZ + (pvz + qu) - & 3)
titatively by Englert’s duality inequalityl [4], which tumout HAT 4
to be originated from the joint measurability of two special with Z, Z being arbitrary and,,, = i + vit (u,v = +£1).
unsharp observables encoding the path information and thghe problem of joint measurability becomes whether there ex
fringe visibility [5]. To establish a general MUR the condi- ist Z, z such that\/,,,,(Z, Z) > 0 for all 4, v = £1. There are
tion for joint measurement has to be explored, which can benany partial results in special cases |5./8, 9] as well asin ge
turned into some kinds of MURs when equipped with propeferal cases [6, 7]. Here we shall present a single inequality a
measure of the precisions (e.g., distinguishability). the condition. For convenience we denote

In this Letter we shall consider the joint measurability of
two general unsharp observables of a qubit and derive a sim- £z = (\/(1 +x)2 —m?+ /(1 —2)? - mz) , (4a)
(VaFyP—w+ VA —y7—n?). (b)

ple necessary and sufficient condition with joint obsergabl
explicitly constructed. We also present a MUR arising from S

Theorem 1 Two observablesD(z, ) and O(y, ) are
jointly measurable iff

N =N =

the condition of joint measurement that generalizes Etigler
duality inequality.

Joint measurability —Generally an observable is described
by a positive-operator valued measure (POVM), a set of pos- (1— F2 — F?) <
itive operators{O;, }X_, summed up to the identity}, > 0 ¥ Y

1_56_2_?/_2) < (-7 —ay). ()

F2 F?
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Due to the identities such ad/F2 +m?/(1 - F?2) = 1 the

left-hand-side of Eq[{5) can be seen to be bounded above by

(mn — |xy|)? so that the trivial case = 0 with s = |17 x 7i]

is included. In the case af = y = 0 Eq. (3) repro-
duces the conditiom? + n? < 1 + (m - 7)? for unbiased
observables [8]. When = 0 the condition Eq.[(5) reads
F,\/m? — (m - 1)2 > s which becomes simply,, > n for

orthogonal observables wherte- 77 = 0 [5].

More generally we refer a pair of observables that satisfy

~ = 0 wherey = m - 7 — zy to asorthogonal unsharp ob-
servables The condition of joint measurement Eg] (5) be-
comes simplyF? + F; > 1 because® /F; + y*/F; < 1is
ensured bynn > |zy|. In general the conditioh); + F; > 1

is sufficient for joint measurement since Hd. (5) is ensueed b
cause(|zy| — mn)? < 4% whenmn < zy. Specifically we
refer a pair of observables that satisfy= 0 and@ = 7.
with n2/F2? + y?/(1 — F2) = 1 to as a pair oimaximally
orthogonal unsharp observable#t is maximal because any
observablg)(y, i) with n < n, (regardless of its direction)
is jointly measurable witt©O(z, 771) while all the observables
O(y, @) with n > n. alongi. are not jointly measurable with
O(z,m).

As the measure for unsharpness we take a linear combina-

tion of the sharpness and the biasedness ,lle.= Qym +

@) — (b)

1-1y|

nsin @

oy

FIG. 1: (a) The union of the blue and red contoured regionterde
mined bymax{|«|, |8|} > 1 andR > 0 respectively, represents the
admissibler in the case ofn = 0.8,z = —0.1, andy = 0.3. The
boundary lies between two circles = 1 — |y| andn = n.. (b)
The trade-off curve (solid black) between sharpnessesdn with

x = —0.1,y = 0.2, andcos § = 0.3 fixed.

m (centered on the origin) in which aill are admissible. If

1 — F2% < |y| then Eq.[(5) holds true and two cones over-
lap so that all7 are admissible as formulated as one part of
conditions in|[7]. From Lemma 3 iv) we see that Eq. (7) is
equivalent toR > 0 with
R=1+22+y*++*—m? —n® —|g° 9)

which appears in an equivalent form (Eq. (55)).in [6].

being some constants. To measure jointly a pair of orthogo- Taking the sharpnesses n as measures for precisions we
nal unsharp observables there is a trade-off between theeabohave plotted their trade-off curve (solid black) in Fig. JL(b

defined unsharpnesses (sideg¢ + (Q? — P2)F? < Q%)
DY(Q5 = P5) + D3(Q1 — PY) + PPy <QIQ5. (8)

Englert’s duality inequalityl[4] in the case of orthogonato

servables with one being unbiaszd [5] turns out to be a dpecia

case of the above inequality if we Iy, = 1, P> = 0 so that

D, and D, become the path distinguishability and the fringe

visibility respectively. Theorem 1 is derived from the fodl-
ing set of conditions.

Theorem 2 Two observable®(x,m) and O(y, ) (m X
i # 0) are jointly measurable iff eithenax{|a|, |3} > 1 or

SOl vgl+ > | — i+ vgl <4, )
v=+ v=+4
with § = ma + 7 and
0= [y +ymn? — (o)A, (83)
77 x 7|2 ’
1 ) L
B = 17 x A2 [(z+yy)m* — (y + yx)m -] . (8b)

Now let us examine the set of all observahl®g,, i7) with
a given biasedneggthat are jointly measurable with a fixed
observabl@)(z,mi). The admissible region of is shown in

Fig. 1(a) as the union of a red- and a blue-contoured regions

with boundary given by Eq[{5) with equality afig +n = 1.
The (blue) arcs of the circle = 1 — |y| satisfying Eq.[(5)

define a forward and a backward admissible cones around

with z,y, andd fixed wheref is the angle betweem and

7. There is a critical valueqy of the sharpness determined by
Eq. (8) with equality andly| = 1 — n, below which there is no
constraint om. If

(1 +sgrizy] cosO)(1 — |z[)(1 — [y]) < 2|xyl,

with sgn[f] = +1if f > 0and-1if f < 0, thenmgy >
1—|z| (andng > 1—|y|) so that there is no trade-off between
m,n. Hereng is defined similarly asny with (z,m) and
(y,n) interchanged. lin + n + |m £ 7| < 2 every vector
g = ma+ip with max{|a|, |3} <1 satisfies Eq[{7) so that
there is no trade-off between y.

Joint unsharp observables 4 s = 0 then a joint ob-
servable of observable€d(z, m) andO(y, 77) is simply given
by {O,(z,m)0,(y,)}. If A, < 0with A, = (m —
)% — (z — 7y)? for somer + then O, (z,m) —
Oy.r(y,i) > 0 wheren = sgnjz — 7y|. Therefore the
POVM {0, O(x, m), Oy (x,m) — Oy.r(y, i), Op.r(y, i) }iS
a joint observable7i{ = —n). Whens > 0 andAL > 0
we have:

Theorem 3 Given observable®(x, m) andO(y, i), a) if
R > 0then{M,.,(v,d)} is a joint observable; b) i < 0
andmax{|a/, 8]} > 1then{M,,(Z(Z,;),Z,-)} is a joint
observable where

(10)

Z(Z) = max {|Z+ p(m + )| — plz +y)} -1, (11)
Dy (1 X ) X Loy

27—:_»"‘ z 771 12
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FIG. 2: The setup for proofs. In the plaffespanned byn and7
there are two neighboring ellipsés and Ej and the generalized
ellipse E with 4 foci Q... (red curve).

with D, = 1Aya+nBf+n1y—1, EnT =T1A,1—nBm,
T = sgnla] andn = sgu[B,5 + 7y — 2] if |a] > 1, and
n = sgn[f] andrT = sgn[A,o + ny — y] if |5] > 1, where
A, =1—-—nzandB; =1—Ty.

there existZ andz such thatM,,(Z,2) > 0, i.e.,

|z + Q| <14 pa + vy + pvz, (16)
forall u, v = . Asaresult—(2-3)5/s% € Jwith § = M x7.
If there exists? € J then Eq.[(IB) holds true wit given by
Z(Z)asinEq.[(I), i.e{M,,(Z(Z),Z)} is ajoint observable.

Lemma 2 J # ( iff either B N Ey NE # () for some
pv=+orENEy =(forall y,v =+

Proof Sufficiency. Suppose thatthere exists EfNE; N
E for someu,v = +. Fromz € Ef NE andz € By NE
it follows thatz' € Ef and? € Ej respectively, which leads
toz € J. If B nEy = (forall u,v then, taking into
account of of Lemma 3 ii), we have eith&f C ]E?j C E# or
Ey c Ef C E7, i.e., either] = E£ or J = E for somey, v,
which is obviously not empty.

Necessity. IfJ # 0 then two convex region§, andJ,
overlap. As aresult we have eith&rn J, # (), which means
(3u,v) EENEYNE # 0, or J, N.J, = 0 with either], C J,

The regions for different constructions of joint obsenesbl orJ, ¢ J,. If J,NJ, = 0 andJ, C J,, i.e.J. lies totally
according to the above theorem are indicated in Fig. 1(bQ/vithlin J., CE then}; NE =0 WhichyinferSE-i- NE- —
whenever two observables are jointly measurable. We notg e t?]e boundaries of two overlapping regifﬂﬁ dg not

that A = min{Ay} < 0 infersmax{|«a|, |8} > 1. Since
R a2, — 1§ — qul|* for all pv = + with dy,, =
1 — px — vy + pry, we see that iR = 0 thendM,,, (v, )

dpp + (uvg + G ) - & are proportional to some projections g+
xr

forall u,v = +.

Proofs —We shall at first prove 3 relevant Lemmas in
which we make use of the fact that given two overlappingg»

convex regions in a plane either their boundaries intersect

intersect. As a resul8yp) EX C EF so that(3u) EX = J, C

EE, which infers(3u) E# N Ef = 0 sinceJ, N J, = 0. In

the same mannér, C J, with J, N J, = @ infers(3v) E} N

= (). In both cases, considering Lemma 3 i), we obtain

(Yu,v) EENEY = 0.

Lemma3i) EXNEy # 0iff A, >
v C ERii)) (3u,v) B N EY NE # § iff either R > 0,

or 3u,v,7) Dy, > 0andA; > 0;iv) R > 0iff g € E; v)

> 0;ii) Ef C Ey infers

one region belongs to the other. In what follows we SUPPOS@y,) A, < 0infers(3u,v) Dy, > 0; vi) ProvidedR < 0

s > 0. In the planéP spanned byn andii we denote by

Ey
B/ =

{ 26 ]P) | ZT:i |5_JT#| S 2(1 _:LLI)}v (13)
{ 7eP | ZT:ﬂ: |5_‘TVT| < 2(1 - Vy)} (14)

four elliptical regions with boundaries being four elliggé;"

(Vu,v) Dy, < 0iff |a| < 1and|p] < 1.

Proof i) Consider the straight line passing through two
points @z, and @),z (dashed line in Fig. 2 for the case of
uw=v =+4). If A,, > 0 then one intersection af*
(or E}) with the straight line will not lie in the interior of
Ey (or Ef respectively) which means neithgf; C E; nor

andEgE whose semi-major and squared semi-minor axes argy c E/ and henceb® N EY # 0. If A, < 0then, e.g.,

denoted byAd, =1- px, B, =1—vyanda, = Ai —m?,
b, = B2 — n? respectively. Two neighboring ellipses
and £, have one focus),,, (corresponding to vectaz,,,) in
common. Also we denote by
E={7eP| T, F-Gul<4} (5

an oval region with boundary being a generalized ellipse
with four foci @, with p,v = £. The condition Eq.[{7)
becomesj € E. ltis easy to see that, := Ef NE, C
E, J, := Ef NE, C E with boundaries given by,
(EfUE;)NEandJ, = (Ef UE, )N E respectively.
FurthermoreEf N E; ¢ ENJ,, E; N E; C ENJ,.
In Fig. 2 two neighboring ellipses with intersections and th
4-ellipseF (red curve) are shown.

Lemma 1 Two observablesO(x,m) and O(y,7) are
jointly measurable iff = Ef NE; NEf NE, # 0.

Proof If O(z,m) andO(y, i) are jointly measurable then

Au—B, > |m—pviiland? € Ey infers|Z—g, . |+2—qp,| <
2B, + 20 — vii| < 24,,i.e.,Ef N EY
i) Ef C Ey is equivalenttdd,,, < 0,i.e., Az <0, and
A, < B, ie,B; <A

iii) Suppose? € Ef N Ey NE for someu, v = +. Since
7€ B N E; we haveA,., > 0,7+ |7+ 2vm| = 24, and
r+|F+2uit| = 2B, wherer = Z—g,,, andr = |7]. It follows
thats x 7 = K, — rL,, whose square provides a quadratic
equation of: (L7, — s*)r? — 2K - Ly + K?, = 0where
Ko = va,it — pbym, Ly, = |Lw| andK,, = |K . By
noticingwa > s? as long as > 0 we obtain two solutions

2
s°Dy, £ 1/s%a,b, Ay

+) _
r(E) = d, + [

(17)

and we denot&¥ N EY = {zﬁf;r), Zﬂ(u_)} with Zl(f) = Qup +

7\ ands?7) = (K, — v L) x 5 The condition



(3r) 25 € B, ie.2(A, + B,) — i) + 75 + 24, < 4,

is equivalent tq37) ) > d,,, — min{d;,0}. Due to

=(7)

T

szaub,,AM.,, = S4Dl2w + SQR(LlQW — 52) (18)
and Eq.[(2F), it follows fron{37) rfﬁ) > d,, that eitherR >
0,orR < 0andD,, > 0. Necessity is thus proved.

If Ay > 0then(Vu,v)d,, > 0since2d,, = A p+a,+
b,. Thus from(3x,v) D, > 0 andR < 0 it follows that
rff,i) > d,,,, which inferszu(f) € EsothatEl N Ey NE # (.

If (3r) A; < 0andA; > 0then(vv) EX N E}" = 0
and(vv) EY N EJ” # (. It follows that eitherE;, C E7 or
E;” C Ey, i.e., eithef€]™” C EY or Ef C E7"V. As aresult
either] = EZ NEJ " orJ = EZ NE7 from which it follows
that(3v) Ey N E;Y C E,i.e.,(3r,v) EyNEJYNE # (.

If R > 0thenwe claimthaf\ > 0, from which it follows
immediately thatvy, v) EXNEY # 0 andz5" € E. Firstly,
if agx = 0 (orby = 0)thenR > 0 inferss = 0, which is
precluded. Secondly, if eithévy, v) a,b, > 0,0r(3p) a, =
0andaz > 0andby > 0, or (3v) b, = 0 andb; > 0
anday > 0, then the claim is obviously true due to identity
Eq. (I8). Thirdly, if 3p,v) a, = b, = 0 andapby > 0
thenR =0, D,, = D,y = Dy, = 0 with Dy = —4, and
Ay =App >0.Asa resultr,(i) = d,,, > 0 which leads
tO AN'D - 2duu Z 0

iv) If R > 0then(Vu,v) d,, > 0 so that(Vu,v) |§ —
Goul < d,, Which infersg € E. If § € E then(3p) § € E-.

As aresulia, — A, dyy = (§—G4p) M < ap—|G— Gl Ay
which infers eithetg — ¢, | < d,+,i.e, R >0,0rA, =0
which leads taR = 4y2 > 0.

V) AL < OinfersR < 0, i.e, (1 +£7)? < Az + 17
and thusg] > 1 + |y|. Letn = sgri8] andT = sgria] then
|g] < A,|lal+ B-|8| < Dy +1+|v| which meand,,- > 0.

vi) If (Vu,v) D, < Othen|al < 1 and|8| < 1 since
max{D_y,D;_} +max{D__,D;.:} <0.If |a] <1and
|8] < 1then|g — G, < Au(1 —va) + B, (1 — pf) which,
together with(Vu, v) d,., < |§ — §,,| inferred fromR < 0,
leads to(Vy, v) D,y = dpy — Ap(1—va) — B, (1—pfB) < 0.

Proof of Theorem 2 From Lemmas 1 and 2 and statements
i), iii), and v) of Lemma 3 it follows that two observables are
jointly measurable iff eitheR > 0 or (3u,v) D, > 0 and
Theorem 2 is an immediate result of statements iv) and vi) o
Lemma 3.

Proof of Theorem 3 a) R > 0 is equivalenttqVyu, v) |§—
Guul < dyw, which meangvy, v) M, (v, §) > 0.

b) FromA. > 0 it follows that(Vu,v) EX N E} # () and
d,,, > 0 and frommax{|«/, |3|} > 1 and the choice of, T as

in Theorem 3.b it follows thab,,- > 0. As aresulf{z} =
EINE] CEso thatzﬁ,(f) € J (Lemma 2). Sincd is convex

we obtainz,, = (£57+2)/2 € JandM,,,(Z(%,,), Zyr)
is a joint observable (Lemma 1).

From now ons may be 0. For simplicity we denote QY;
(i = 1,2, 3, 4) four functionss? (-« — 1) ands?(+43 — 1) and
IT = max; {II; }. A set of iff conditions for joint measurement
readss?R > 0 or II > 0. We have

Lemma4Il = 0 inferss?R > 0.

Proof a) If s > 0 thenII = 0 infersmax{|a|,|3]} = 1,
e.g.|al = 1land|g] < 1. Thus|g — ¢ul = (1 — pB)n <
(1 — puB)B, < d,. whichis exactlyR > 0. Herer = sgrq]
andu = sgn[B, 8 + vy — z]. b) If s = 0 thenII = 0 infers
s2a = 526 = 0 and thuss2R = 0.

Proof of Theorem 1 We have only to prove that Ed.](5)
is equivalent to eithes?R > 0 or II > 0. From the identity
2R = (v?> — f_)(f+ —~?), wheref_ is the l.h.s. of Eq[{5)
andf, = f_ + \/aya_b b_, it follows thats?R > 0 is
equivalent tof . < 42 < f,. Thus we have only to show
thaty2 > f, infersII > 0 and thatll > 0 infersy? >
f—. We notice first of all thatl; are four quadratic (or linear)
functions ofc = ni - 77 by regardinge, y, m,n as parameters
andII is continuous. Case &2 + Fy2 < 1. In this case
mn > |zy| and f+ > 0 andIl < 0 for ¢ = xy since|y| < F;
andFyQ(nQ —22) < m?n? — 2%y2. Now thatll > 0 forc =
+mn, there existmn < ¢ < zy < ¢y < mn such that
Il = 0 forc = cy, whichinfersey+./f+ < cx < zy+\/fx
(Lemma4). Ify2 > f, thenc < c_ orc > ¢, which ensures
I1 > 0 since all the coefficients ef of II; (i = 1,2, 3,4) are
nonnegative. Ifil > 0 thenc < ¢_ ore¢ > ¢4, which infers
v? > f_. Case b2 + F7 > 1. Inthis casey® > f_ always
and we have only to show thaf > £, infersII > 0. If
IT = 0 has no solution thefl > 0 for all ¢ sincell > 0 for
¢ = +mn. Lete_ < ¢y be its two solutions and it follows
that(cy — 2y)? < fy. As aresultify? > £, thenc > ¢, or
¢ < c_, which ensure$l > 0.

Remarks —We have derived a single inequality as the con-
dition for the joint measurement of two simple qubit observ-
ables, based on which an example of MUR is established that
generalizes the existing results. On finishing this work two
references| |6, 7] provide two seemingly different solusion
to the same problem considered here, whose equivalency can
be established in an analytical or a half-numerical and- half
analytical way (see Appendix) via our results. The problems
of the joint measurability of more than two observables or ob
servables with more than 2 outcomes are left open.
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Comparison with known results—Here we shall formu- ®
late those results in[6, 7] in our notations and and examine
the boundary of admissiblg by fixing y, z, m. The same
boundary means the equivalency.

SRH Theorem [7] Two observable®(z, m) andO(y, 77
are jointly measurable iff either

(C1) V1 =yl < Fusor
(CZ) \/ 1-— |y| > Fz and|7| Z l, or ncos 0 11cos 6

(C3) v/1—|y| > F, and|y| < land\/arh_ 4+ y/a_hy >  FIG. 3: The boundary of admissibf¢arising from (a) SRH condi-
2s. tions; (b) BS conditions with fixeeh = 0.8, x = —0.1, andy = 0.3

nsin 6

nsin 6
1l

Heres = |m x|, andy = m-ii—zy, anday = (1F2)2—m?,

andhy =m? — (y £ y)?, and while the blue-contoured region comes from the conditions
Egs.(53,54).
L= y2 +m?—|y|(1 — 22+ m2). Lemma5 a) EitherR > 0 or {|8| > 1 andhy > 0} iff
Remarks. The corresponding boundary is plotted in farh_ ++\/a_hy > 2s. (20)

Fig. 3(a) (with the same parameters as in Fig. 1(a)). If (C1)
thenF?2 + Fy2 > 1 so that Eq.[(b) holds always true. If (C2) b) Condition Eq. (55) is equivalent t& > 0.
then, by noticing that the left-hand-sigie of Eq. (3) can be Proof a) If R > 0theng € Ef NE, so thathy > 0 and
rewritten as |(1 £ 5)s| < y/axhs which infers Eq.[(20). If5] > 1 and
hy >0, since4fs? = hya_ — h_a,, thends? < hia_ +
fo= (a4 +22)(by +2y) — \Ja-ab-by +m?4+n2—1, h-as and Eq.[(2D) follows. On the other hand if EG.1(20)
2 (19) holds true them. > 0 and (3u) (1 — ppB)|s| < Vauhg

B 5 whichinfers eithet3| > 1org e E,i.e.,R > 0.
we havef.. < I so that Eq.[(5) holds true. If — |y| - F b) It follows from the identitiesd, B, + A_B_ — 2¢ =
and|y| < lthen|y| < m — |y| so that Lemma 4.a applies and d(A " N ST
Eq. [20) coincides with EGLI5). Thus we have reproduced the(! —7) @nd(A By —¢)L_— +(A_B_ —¢)Li4 = Q(ng
boundary inl[7] analytically. vy )i — 2(x + ”yyz)m Whgose length squared is equakte’|g|
BS Theorem [6] Two observable€(x, 111) andO(y, 77) are andR = (1 — )% — " - A _
jointly measurable iff either Conclusion— We have proved the equivalency between
SRH conditions [[7] and ours analytically and the equivajenc
(53) 4A, 52 < ai by (L2 — s2);0r between BS conditions![6] and ours (so that SRH conditions)
half-analytically and half-numerically.

(54) 4N 5% < a,b,(EiJr —s%);0r

(55) 4A, 52 < 2(A4 By —c)(A_B_ —¢)(s*— Loy -L__)
—(Ay By —¢)X (L2 _ —s*)—(A_B_ —c)*(L%, —5?).

Heres = |m x 7|, andAy = (m — 7)? — (z — )%, ax =
(1Fx)? —m?, andbs = (1 Fy)? —n?, and,

-

Ly = p(1 — p)ii — p(1 — py)mi,

andA4 =1FzandBy =1 Fyandc =m - .

Remarks. Despite the facts that we have identified Eq. (55)
with R > 0 (Lemma 4.b) and that the boundarigs= 0 and
ly| + n =1and

4N, 5% = I;lj:f:({a“b“(i?‘ﬁ — 52)}

intersect at exactly wheneax{|a/,|3|} = 1 and that numer-
ical evidences indicate that BS conditions also give riga¢o
same boundary, we fail to work out an analytical proof for

the equivalency so far. The corresponding boundary isqalott
in Fig. 3(b). The red-contoured region comes frétn> 0



