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Abstract

We associate with a k-tuple of hermitian N x N matrices a probability measure on R¥
supported on their joint numerical range: The joint numerical shadow of these matrices.
When k£ = 2 we recover the numerical range and the numerical shadow of the complex
matrix corresponding to a pair of hermitian matrices. We apply this material to the
theory of quantum information. Thus, we show that quantum maps on the set of quantum
states defined by Kraus operators satisfying the identity resolution assumption shrink
joint numerical ranges.
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1. Introduction

Let Hx be the N-dimensional Hilbert space with the scalar product (p|¢), and let
A be an operator on Hy. Its numerical range (also called the field of values) W(A) C C
is the set of numbers z = ()| A[¢), where (¥[v) =1 [1,2]. A crucial fact, conjectured
by O. Toeplitz in 1918 and proved by F. Hausdorff in 1919 E, @] is that WW(A) is convex.
See ﬂﬂ] for an exposition of E, BI] from a modern perspective. If A is a normal operator
then W (A) is the convex hull of the spectrum of A, hence a convex polygon. For generic
A the boundary W (A) is smooth [6]. If N = 2, W (A) is a (possibly degenerate) ellipse
[3,[7]. See []] for W(A) when N = 3.

The present work is motivated by the applications of numerical range and related
material in quantum mechanics, especially in the theory of quantum information ﬂﬂ, @,
]. We will freely use the relevant physics terminology in what follows. The set Qn of

1Recall that an operator A is normal if AA* = A*A.
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pure quantum statef] is naturally isomorphic to the complex projective space CPN 1,
Quantum statef] are the operators p > 0 on Hy satisfying Trp = 1. The set Qn of
quantum states is convex, and Qy C Qp is the set of extremal points of Qn. The
elements of Qn \ Qn are mized quantum states.

For applications to quantum information it is crucial that W (A) is a plane projection
of Qn [12]. If N = 2 (i.e., the one qubit case), Q2 = CP! is the Bloch sphere and Q C R?
is the Bloch ball. The fact that a projection of the two-sphere is a (possibly degenerate)
ellipse underlies the well known claims about numerical ranges of 2 X 2 matrices [7]. The
numerical shadow of an operator A on Hy is a probability distribution P4(z) supported
on W(A) [15, 13, [14]. Let |4) be distributed on the unit sphere S(#x) according to
the Haar measure. Then P4(z) is the probability density of z = (¥|A|y). In the one
qubit case, P4(z) is the density of the plane shadow of the Bloch sphere under a light
beam [15].

Let Aj,...A,, be hermitian operators on Hy. Their joint numerical range (JNR)
[17] is the set in R™ defined by

WAL Am) = {((WALY), - (Wl AmY) ) = (Pl) = 1} (1)

Since W (A1, A2) = W(A; + iAs), equation (I]) generalizes the notion of the numerical
range of a complex operator. We note that W (A, ..., A,,) is not necessarily convex for
m > 2 ﬂﬂ] For instance, the JNR of Pauli matrices is the Bloch sphere; see section

We study the above notions and the relationships between them and quantum maps.
Theorem [l in section [] shows that the JNR of an m-tuple of hermitian operators is
a linear projection of the set of pure quantum states to R™. In section [M] we associate
with any m-tuple of hermitian operators a probability measure on R™. This is the
joint numerical shadow of the m-tuple of hermitian operators; it extends the concept
of numerical shadow of a complex operator ﬂﬁ, @, , E] We point out a few basic
properties of joint numerical shadows, deferring a deeper study to a separate publication.

Let @ be the quantum map on the set of quantum states defined by a k-tuple of Kraus
operators satisfying the identity resolution ([[3). In section B we study the effects of ®
on m-tuples of hermitian operators. As Corollaries [3 and @ show, ® shrinks the joint
numerical ranges.

Throughout the paper we emphasize the applications of our material in the theory
of quantum information. Examples 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 and 6 illustrate these applications. For
instance, examples 3 and 4 show the shrinking of numerical ranges under particularly
well known quantum maps in the qubit and the qutrit cases.

2. Joint numerical ranges

Let Ly (resp. My, Pn, Qn) denote the space of all (resp. hermitian, positive
definite, positive definite with trace 1) linear operators on Hy. Let Qn C Qn be the set

of rank one projections. As vector spaces, Ly = (CNZ,MN — RM®. The scalar product

(A, B) = tr(AB), (2)

2These are the hermitian projections of H onto one-dimensional subspaces C|v).
3Also called density matrices.
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makes Ly (resp. My C L) a Hilbert space (resp. Euclidean space). The set Py C My
is a closed convex cone. Its interior consists of strictly positive operators, p > 0, and
its apex is the zero operator. The set Qp is the intersection of Py and the hyperplane
{Trp = 1}. It is a bounded convex region (i.e., has nonempty interior) in the (N2 — 1)-
dimensional affine space, and 2y C Qp is the set of its extremal points. For a unit vector
¥ € Hy we set py = |¥){(¥)| € Qn. The manifold CPY~! is the quotient of the unit
sphere S(Hy) by the natural linear action of the unit circle S* C C. The map 9 — py
yields an isomorphism of CPY~1 and Q. In what follows we will identify CPN 1 and
Qn via this isomorphism.

Let Ai,...,A,, € My be arbitrary. The mapping from CPY~! to R™ given by

nreay any s 10) = ((Q1ALY), - (W[ Aml9). 3)
is the joint numerical range map. The range W (Aq,..., A,,) of this map is the joint
numerical range (JNR) of operators Ay, ..., A,,. By the isomorphism CPY~! ~ Qn, we

have jnry, 4,y Qv = R™.

We will recall a few basic notions in affine geometry. By a vector space we will mean
a finite dimensional real vector space. Let V' be a vector space. A set H C V is an affine
subspace if there is a linear subspace Hy C V and a vector hy € H such that H = Hy+ hy.
Let G C U, H C V be affine subspaces. Let Gy C U, Hy C V be the corresponding linear
subspaces. A map Af : G — H is an affine isomorphism if there is a linear isomorphism
Afy: Go — Hy and vectors hg € H, go € G so that

Af(g) = Afo(g — go) + ho.

Definition 1. Let U,V be vector spaces, and let X C U, Y C V be arbitrary sets. They
are affinely isomorphic if there exist affine subspaces H C U,G C V such that X C
G,Y C H, and an affine isomorphism A : G — H such that A(X) =Y. The induced
map A : X — Y is an affine isomorphism of X onto Y.

Note that linear isomorphism of sets are the special cases in the above setting when the
subspaces and the maps in question are, actually, linear. We will not distinguish between
the linear and affine situations in what follows.

We will now expose a general topic in linear algebra. Let U,V be vector spaces. We
assume that U is a Euclidean space with the scalar product (-,-). Let m > 1. With
any nonzero vectors ui,...,u,, € U and vy,...,v, € V we associate a linear operator

L:U—V by

m

L(u) = Z(u,ui)vi. (4)

i=1

Let A C U (resp. B C V) be the subspace spanned by w1, ..., Uy, (resp. v1,...,0,). We
will need a simple lemma about the operator in equation (H)

4We leave the straightforward proof to the reader.
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Lemma 1. 1. Let dimA = p < m. Assume without loss of generality that the vectors
Ui, ..., up span A. Then there are vectors 01, ...,0, € B such that the linear operator in

equation ([@l) satisfies
P

L(u) = (u,u;)b;. (5)

i=1

2. Let dim B = ¢ < m. Assume without loss of generality that the vectors vy, ...,vq span
B. Then there are vectors U1, ...,us € A such that the linear operator in equation (@)
satisfies

L(u) = Z(u, i) v;. (6)

3. If p=m (resp. ¢ =m) then 0; = v; (resp. U; = u;) for 1 <i < m.
The proposition below is immediate from Lemma [l

Proposition 1. Let the setting be as in Lemma [, and let Pry : U — A be the or-
thogonal projection. Then i) There is a unique linear operator M : A — B such that
L = Mo Pry; @) If dimA = m (resp. dimB = m) then M is surjective (resp. injec-
tive); iii) If dim A = dim B = m then M is an isomorphism.

Let G, H C U be affine subspaces in a vector space. We say that they are parallel if
H = G + ug for some ug € U.

Corollary 1. Let U,V be vector spaces, and let L : U — V be as in equation ().
Let A C U,B C V be the subspaces spanned by the vectors uy, ..., Uy, and vi,...,Um
respectively. Let M : A — B be the operator from Proposition [

Let G C U be an affine subspace containing a subspace parallel to A. Let I’ C G be
an arbitrary set. If M is injective, then Pr(T') and L(T') are affinely isomorphic.

Proof. Let uy € U be such that A = G + ug. Let By C B be the range of M. Thus,
M : A — By is a linear isomorphism. By Proposition [I we have

L(T + up) = M Pra(T 4+ ug) = M(T' + up) C By.

The mapping v — L(u 4 up) induces an affine isomorphism of G and By. m
We will now apply the above material to joint numerical ranges.

Theorem 1. Let Ay,..., A, € My be traceless, linearly independent hermitian oper-
ators. Let A C My be the subspace spanned by them. Then i) The joint numerical
range of Ai, ..., An is affinely isomorphic to Pra(Qn); it) The convex hull of the joint
numerical range of As, ..., Ay is affinely isomorphic to Pra(Qn).

Proof. Let U = My,V =R™. Let vy,...,v,, be the standard basis in R™. Then the
map jnra, ... ., has the form equation (@) with u; = A,;. By Proposition [ the map
M : A — R™ is a linear isomorphism. Set G = {X € My : tr(X) = 1}. Then G C My
is an affine hyperplane containing the affine subspace A+ 1. Claim i) now follows from
Corollary [

The convex hulls of affinely isomorphic sets are affinely isomorphic. Hence, claim 1)
implies claim ii). =
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Corollary 2. Let the setting be as in Theorem [, withm = N?—1. Then W (A1, ..., An)
is affinely isomorphic to Qn and conv[W(Aq,...,An)] is affinely isomorphic to Qx.

Proof. This is a special case of Theorem [0 In this case the affine hyperplane G is
parallel to A. Hence Pr 4 induces an affine isomorphism of Qy and Pr4(Qy). =

Example 1. Let N = 2. The Pauli matrices

S RO ) e PR

form an orthogonal basis in the space of traceless Hermitian 2 x 2 matrices. By Corol-
lary Bl W(oq,02,03) C R? is the unit sphere. Indeed, this also holds by an elementary
computation. Let ¢ = [21, 22]. Denote by F : C? — R? the joint numerical range map;
(see equation (@))). Then

F(y) = 21722 + 2221, 1(2122 — 2221), 2171 + 22722],

and the sum of squared coordinates is (|z1]? + |22|?)%.
Let p be a 2 x 2 density matrix. Its Bloch vector (11,72, 73) = 7 € R? is defined by
the decomposition

3
1
piglerZTjUj (8)
j=1
where 7; = tr(ojp)/2. Since p = p*, we have 7 € R3, and since p > 0

7T T =l <172

The equality |[7|| = 1/2 holds if and only if p is a pure state. Thus, the map jnr(,,
yields an isomorphism of Qs (resp. Q2) and the Bloch ball (resp. Bloch sphere).

02,03)

Example 1 generalizes to N > 2 as follows. Denote by d = N2 —1 the dimension of the
space of traceles N x N hermitian matrices with the scalar product (2)). Let A1,..., \qg
be an orthogonal, but not necessarily an orthonormal, basis. For instance, for N = 3 the
Gell-Mann matrices (\1,...,\s) satisfy the orthogonality relations tr(AjA;) = 26; [19].
Let p be a N x N state. The counterpart of equation (&) is

d
1
p:N1N+ZTj)\j' (9)
j=1

The generalized Bloch vector 7 = 7(p) has d components 7; = Tr(pX;)/Tr(A37). If the
basis A1, ..., Aq is orthonormal and py, = [¢) (%] is a pure state, then 7, = 7(py) satisfies
7 = (Y| Aj]v). Hence 7y, € W(A1,... Aa).

By Corollary [ the convex hull conv[W(A1,...\q)] is affinely isomorphic to the set
On of quantum states. By Theorem [II if A\1,..., \,, are linearly independent, then the
joint numerical range W (A, ... /\lﬁ is affinely isomorphic to a projection of Qn to R™.
Compare with the results in ﬂl__’a, .
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3. Quantum maps

We recall that the set Ly of operators on Hy is a Hilbert space with the scalar
product given by equation (@)). Let £Ly be the space of linear operators on Ly. For
® € LLy we denote by &* € LLy its adjoint. For X,Y € Ly we define Oxy € LLN
by

Dy (A) = XAY™. (10)
Let X4,..., Xk € Ly be arbitrary. We set
k
Dix,,..xp) = Z(I)Xi\Xi- (11)

i=1

We will often use the notation ® = &y,
tions of Py defined by

x,)- In the physics literature the transforma-

.....

k
pr=2(p)=> XipX;. (12)
1=1

are called quantum maps. They correspond to generalized quantum measurements with
k possible outcomes HE] Operators X; € Ly are the measurement operators or Kraus
operators. Let ® = ®(x, . x,). Then CID(X;,___7X;) = ®* the adjoint operator with
respect to the scalar product (). In the physics literature the quantum map ®* is dual
to ®. The duality of quantum maps corresponds to the duality between the Schrédinger
and the Heisenberg representations in quantum mechanics. In the former, the quantum
states p € Py evolve via p; = ®(p), while the observables A € My do not. In the latter,
the quantum states do not change and the observables evolve by A — A; = &*(A).

We will now establish a few basic properties of quantum maps. The following lemma,
whose proof is left to the reader, will be used in Proposition [l

Lemma 2. 1. The operators ® x|y span the vector space LLy .
2. Let X1,Y7,X9,Y5 € Ln. Then

Px, v Pxy vy = Pxu Xy |vavs -

3. We have .
((I)X\Y) :@X*ly*.

Definition 2. We will denote by 1 € Ly the identity operator. Let k > 1. We say that
the k-tuple of operators Xi,..., X, € Ly is an identity resolution if

k
dOXiX;=1. (13)
=1

The dual property

holds if and only if X7,..., X is an identity resolution.
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Proposition 1. Let Xi,..., Xy € Ly be arbitrary, and let ® = & (x,
Then the following holds.

1. The quantum map ® : Ly — Ly preserves My and Py .

2. The operators X1, ..., X}y satisfy equation ([I3) if and only if ® : Ln — Ly preserves
1.

3. The operators Xy, ..., Xy satisfy equation () if and only if i) the map ® preserves
the trace; ii) the map ®* preserves 1.

4. If Xy, ..., Xy, satisfy equation (I4)), then ® preserves Qn .

.....

Proof. It suffices to prove 1) for operators ® = ® x| x. The former property is immediate
from (XAX™*)* = XA*X™*, and the latter from (X AX*v,v) = (AX*v, X*v). Claim 2)
is immediate from the definition of ®. We have

Tr (®(A)) = (2(A),1) = (A, @7(1)).
Claim 3) now follows from Lemma [l Claim 4) is immediate from 1) and 3). m

Set & = ®(x, ... x,). Wesay that the quantum map ® is unital (resp. trace preserving)
if (1) =1 (resp. Tr (p(®)) = Trd®). By Proposition [ a quantum map is unital (resp.
trace preserving) if and only if equation (I3)) (resp. equation (I4)) is satisfied. Since

Tr (®(p)A) = Tr <Z XipXZ-*A> =Tr (Z pXi*AXz) = Tr (p@*(A)),

® is trace preserving (resp. unital) if and only if ®* is unital (resp. trace preserving).
For v € Hy we set py = |¥)(3p|. Then py € Py, and for any a € C we have

pay = |al’py. (15)
In particular, py, = 0 if and only if ¢ = 0 and py € Qu if and only if ||[¢]| = 1.
Proposition 2. Let Xi,..., Xy € Ly, and let & = O(x, . x,).- Let v € Hy be any
vector. For 1 <i <k such that X;1) # 0, set b, = X;0/|| X4

Then
(o) = Y IXet . (16)

Proof. Let X, Y € Ly and v € Hy. Then

(@X|Y(p¢))v = X<’¢}7 Y*UWJ = <Y1/)70>X1/}

In particular, we have
Oxix(py) = pxy- (17)
The claim now follows from equations (1) and (IZ). m

Corollary 3. Let Xy, ..., Xy satisfy equation (Id)) and set ® = ®x,  x,). Let € Hy
be a unit vector. Let 1 < m < k be the number of unit vectors 1; from Proposition [2.
Then

O(py) =Y pipws,
=1

where p1,...,pm >0 and > p; = 1.



Proof. Set p; = ||X;%|>. The claim follows from equation (€] and the identity

Z |1 Xawl? = ( <Z X;‘Xi> ¥, ).

Corollary 4. Let X1,..., Xy € Ly, and set & = & (x,
satisfy equation ([I3). Then
1. For any A € Ly we have

Xy)- Suppose that Xy, ..., Xy

.....

W(®(A)) c W(A); (18)
2. For any Ay, ..., A, € My we have
W(P(A1),...,P(A)) Cconv(W(Aq,...,Aw)); (19)
3. If W(Ay,..., Ap) is convez, then we have
W(P(A1),...,P(An)) CW (AL, ..., An). (20)
Proof. Let A € Ly be arbitrary, and let ) € H be a unit vector. Then
k k
Tr(®(A)py) = Tr ((Z XiAXf)p¢> =Tr <A(Z X;kp¢Xi)> .
i=1 i=1

Note that the operators X7, ..., X} satisfy equation (I4). By Proposition [2land Corol-
lary [ there are unit vectors ¢; € Hy and probabilities p; such that

T (@(A)py) = ST (Apy,) = 3 pi(W1A ). )

J

Claim 2 now follows from equation (@)). Claim 3 is a special case of Claim 2. Claim 3
and the Toeplitz-Hausdorff theorem yield Claim 1. m

The examples below illustrate the relationship between quantum maps and numerical
ranges, which is the subject of Corollary Ml
Example 2. Let N = 2. The decaying channel is the discrete dynamics ® = ®x, x,

. |1 0 10
corresponding to the Kraus operators X; = [ 0 VI—p } and Xy = [ 0 0 ], where
p € (0,1) is a free parameter. Set AW = &I=1(AW) where AD) = [ 8 (1) } Note that

tr(A(M)) = 0. The set W(AW) is the disc of radius 1/2 centered at the origin, i.e., at
the barycenter point tr(AM)/2. We have AU) = (1 — p)U=D/24A0  and W(AW)) =
(1 —p)U=D2W(AW) is the disc of radius 3(1 — p)¥~1/2 with the center at 0. For
instance, A® — B(AD) — [ 0 vi-p ] and A® = g2(a®) = | 0 1P
limit of W(AW), as j — oo, is {0}. Fig. la shows W(AM), W(AR)) W(A®) for
p=0.5.

. The

)
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Figure 1: Numerical ranges W(AM), W(A®) W(A®)) from Example 2 for p = 0.5 and

W(B(l)),W(B(Q)),W(B(S)) from Example 3 for p = 0.25. The stars mark the barycenter points in
these examples. They are preserved by the dynamics.

Example 3. Let again N = 2. The phase-flip channel is the discrete dynamics ¥ =

®y, x, corresponding to the Kraus operators X; = /1 —p 13 and X3 = \/po;. Here

again, p € (0,1) is a free parameter. We set B() = A1) and BU+D = ¥/ (BM). Then
0 1- 0 1—2p(1—p) .

B® = { p ] and B®) = [ P . The numerical ranges of
p 0 2p(1—p) 0 .

all BY) are ellipses. Fig. 1b shows W (BW), W (B®), W (B®)) for p = 0.25.

Example 4. This example is a generalization of Example 3 to N = 3. The double
flip channel acting on a qutrit is the the discrete dynamics = = ®x, x, x,; the Kraus

0 1 0 100
operators are X1 = /1 —p—ql3, Xo=/p| 1 0 0| and X3=,/g| 0 0 1
0 0 1 01 0

The parameters p, q satisfy 0 < p,q, p+ ¢ < 1. The operators Xs and X3 correspond
to bit flips with probabilities p and gq. The operator Z is trace preserving. The operator

0 1 0

CW =10 1 0 | wasstudied in [16]; the numerical range W (C™) is an ellipse. The
0 0 2¢

barycenter of W(CM) is tr(CM) /3 = (1 + 2i)/3. Set CW) = ZI=1(C(M)). For instance,
D l1-p—gq q

C® = | p 1-p—q(l—2) 0 . In Figure @ p = 0.5 and ¢ = 0.4,
0 0 2 + q(1 — 2i)

hence 1 —p—q=0.1.

4. Joint numerical shadows

We will first recall the notion of the numerical shadow of an operator on H ﬂﬂ, @]
Let p be the normalized Haar measure on S(Hy) = {¢p € Hy : ||¢|| = 1}, i.e., the unit
sphere S?V~1. We also denote by g its push-forward to Qy ~ CPNYN~1] Let A € Ly.

5Tt is known as the Fubini-Study measure in the physics literature.
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c®
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0

Figure 2: This figure illustrates Example 4 and the inclusion relation (IJ]). It shows the numerical
ranges W(C(l)),W(C(Q)),W(C(S)) for p = 0.5 and ¢ = 0.4. The limit of VV(C'(J))7 as j — oo, is the
barycenter point (1 + 2¢)/3 marked by the star.

The numerical shadow v4 is the push-forward of 1 to C under the numerical range map.
If dz denotes the Lebesgue measure on C, then dv4(z) = Pa(z)dz where

PaG) = [ dutw) o= - (wlAw)) (22)

is a probability distribution.

Let now A;,..., A, € My. Their joint numerical shadow va, . . a, is the push-
forward of p under the joint numerical range map jorcy, 4. @ &n — R™. Thus,
VA,...A, is a probability measure supported on W(Ay,...,Ay). Let dz™ denote the

Lebesgue measure on R™. Then dva, ... 4, = Pa,,.. A, (X1,...,&m)dx™ where
Pavcoaoneon) = [ dutw) T[6(a; - wlaslo). (23)
N j:l

is a probability distribution. Numerical shadow is the special case of the joint numerical
shadow corresponding to m = 2. See the examples below for illustration.

Let ki,...,kyn € N. The moments

Tny ok (Ar, .o A :/ gk dya a2, ). (24)

are well defined and, by the Stone-Weierstrass theorem, uniquely determine the joint
numerical shadow. When m = 2, we recover the moments of the numerical shadow v 4
for the matrix A = Ay +iAy € Ly introduced in [14]. Some of the results in [14] extend
to the moments of joint numerical shadows for arbitrary m. We will report on this in a
separate publication.

If v is a measure on R™ and a € R, we denote by v* the push-forward of v under
the self-map v — av of R™. If vy, v, are measures on R™, we denote by 11 * vy their
10



convolution. The following proposition exposes a few basic properties of joint numerical
shadows. We leave the proof to the reader.

Proposition 3. 1. Let Ay,..., A € My. Let U € Ly be a unitary operator. Set
B; =UA;U*,1 <i<m. Then

VBlrnaBm, = VA17~~~1Am, :

2. Let Ay,...,Ap, € My and By, ..., By € My be arbitrary. Let a,b € R. Then

— 0 b
VaAl"l‘bBla--waAWL"l‘me, - VAl,...,Am * VBl,...,Bm'

Example 5. We review Example 1. The set W (o1, 02,03) C R? is the unit sphere. The
joint numerical shadow v, 4, 5, is the normalized Haar measure.

Example 6. We use the isomorphism H, = Hs ® Ho to define the extensions of Pauli
matrices A; = 0; ® 12, 7 =1,2,3. We use the fact that the Haar measure on the space of
pure states in H4 ® Hp induces by partial trace, w = Trg|u)(¢|, the Lebesgue measure
on the space of mixed states in Hy M] Using the equality between the expected values
of an operator on Hs and the extended operator on H4, we obtain that v, a, 4, is the
normalized Lebesgue measure on the Bloch ball. Let B; = 1, ® 04, j = 1,2,3. The swap
operator

10 0 0
0 010

5= 01 0 0}" (25)
0 0 01

is a unitary operator on H, satisfying B; = SA;S*. By Proposition [B] and the above
discussion, vp, B,,B, is the normalized Lebesgue measure on the Bloch ball.
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