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A general symmetric informationally complete (GSIC)-positive operator valued measure (POVM)
is known to provide an optimal quantum state tomography among minimal IC-POVMs with a fixed
average purity. In this paper, we provide a general construction of a GSIC-POVM by means of
a complete orthogonal basis (COB), also interpreted as a normal quasiprobability representation.
A spectral property of a COB is shown to play a key role in the construction of SIC-POVMs and
also for the bound of the mean-square error of the state tomography. In particular, a necessary
and sufficient condition to construct a SIC POVM for any d is constructively given by the power
of traces of a COB. We give three simple constructions of COBs from which one can systematically

obtain GSIC POV Ms.

I. INTRODUCTION

An appropriate quantum state preparation rapidly in-
creases in its importance according to the development
of applications in quantum information theory such as
quantum computation and quantum key distribution. An
intended quantum effect can be obtained when quantum
states used in such applications are not disturbed. There-
fore, it is important to experimentally check whether
the quantum system is appropriately prepared. Quan-
tum state tomography provides a way to determine com-
pletely quantum states with their statistical information.

An informationally-complete (IC)-positive-operator-
valued measure (POVM) [1—] is suitable for linear quan-
tum state tomography since any quantum state can be
determined completely by its measurement statistics.
Any IC POVM for a d-level quantum system has at
least d2 POVM elements, whence an IC POVM with d?
POVM elements is called minimal. A quantum mea-
surement represented by a symmetric-informationally-
complete (SIC) POVM [5] is known to be optimal for
linear quantum state tomography [0, 7]. However, the
existence of SIC POVMs has been shown in limited di-
mensions [8—10] and it remains an open question whether
the SIC exists in all dimensions. For the most up to date
information, see, for example, [11].

A general SIC POVM [12, 13] is a generalization of a
SIC POVM. Different from a SIC case, POVM elements
in a GSIC POVM are not necessarily of rank 1 and the
existence of GSIC POVMs has been shown in all dimen-
sions [12, 13]. Zhu has shown [14] that a GSIC POVM
provides an optimal measurement for the linear quan-
tum state tomography among minimal IC POVMs with
a given average purity of a POVM. Uncertainty relations
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of GSIC POVMs are studied in different contexts such
as the entropic uncertainty relation [15], the uncertainty
and complementarity relation using generalized Wigner-
Yanase-Dyson skew information [16], and the improved
state-dependent entropic uncertainty relation [17]. En-
tanglement detection using the index of coincidence for
GSIC POVMs as well as its experimental implementation
has also been studied in [18-22].

In this paper we characterize GSIC POVMs by using a
complete orthogonal basis (COB) of the set of Hermitian
operators. The conditions of informational completeness,
symmetry, and completeness (normalization) of POVMs
are derived directly from the properties of COBs. We ob-
serve that a spectrum property of COBs plays a key role
in the construction of a SIC POVM and also determines
the bound of the scaled mean-square errors of the min-
imal IC POVMs with a given average purity. In partic-
ular, any canonically constructed GSIC POVM is shown
to give a SIC POVM for a qubit system, while for higher-
level systems, conditions that yield SIC POV Ms are given
by the conditions for the power of traces of a COB. We
also provide three simple constructions of COBs (and
hence those of GSIC POVMs) from any sub orthonormal
operator basis and also from a complete set of mutu-
ally unbiased bases [23, 24]. Incidentally, the notion of
a COB can be interpreted as the normal quasiprobabil-
ity representation (NQPR) studied in [25]. Hence, our
constructions of COBs also serve as those of NQPRs.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II we review
GSIC POVMs in a slightly wider context. In Sec. 111, we
introduce a COB and investigate its spectral properties.
In particular, we give a construction of GSIC POVMs by
means of COBs. In Sec. IV we give three constructions
of COBs. We summarize this paper in Sec. V.
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II. PRELIMINARIES

Throughout the paper, 7 is a finite dimensional
Hilbert space with dimension d > 2 and £(#) is the
d?-dimensional Hilbert space of linear operators on 7
with respect to the Hilbert-Schmidt inner product. For
both Hilbert spaces, we use the Dirac notation with sin-
gle or double angular brackets as follows: Inner prod-
ucts on 4 and L£(#) are denoted by the angular brack-
ets (¥|p) (¢,¢ € ) and the double angular brackets
(A|B) =tr ATB (A, B € £(H)), respectively. The oper-
ator |¢)(¢| and the super operator |A){(B] are also used
in a conventional sense, e.g., |A) (B|C := (B|C)A. The
set of density operators, i.e., positive operators with unit
trace, is denoted by S(H) :={p € L(H) | p > 0,trp =
1}.

Let F' = (F;)!_, be a discrete POVM on #, i.e., F; >0
for any ¢ and Y ., F; = T where [ is the identity op-
erator. Here F' is called an informationally complete
POVM if the statistics of the measurement of F' deter-
mine the underlying quantum state. In other words, F'
is an IC-POVM if for p,0 € S(H), tr Fip = tr Fyo (Vi =
1,2,...,n) implies p = 0. One can show that a POVM is
IC if and only if it spans £(#). (For the readers’ conve-
nience, we give a simple proof for this fact in Appendix
A1.) An IC POVM is thus called minimal if n = d2.

A rank 1 POVM F = (F; = [¢;) ()£, is called a
symmetric-informationally-complete POVM [5] if it sat-
isfies

trFiQ = H¢ZH4 =a Vi,
tr FyFy = [(il)P = b Vi #j,

where a and b are constants dependent only on the di-
mension d. Note that these constants are automatically
determined as a = d% and b = m. (This is shown by
taking traces over the equations T =Y, F; = >, |¥;) (1]
and T = (>_, F;)?.) Moreover, one can show that a SIC
POVM spans £(H) (see the general argument below) and
hence is informationally complete and minimal. How-
ever, the existence of SIC POVMs for an arbitrary di-
mension is a long standing open problem and has only
been shown analytically (or numerically) in limited di-
mensions (see, e.g., [11]).

A natural generalization of a SIC POVM is given by
relaxing the condition for the rank: A POVM (Gi)glil is
called a general SIC POVM [12, 13] if it satisfies

trG? =d Vi,
tr GZGJ == b, Vi 7é j,

where a’ and b’ are constants dependent only on d. Dif-
ferent from a SIC POVM, the existence and the construc-
tion of GSIC POVMs have been shown in all dimensions
[12, 13].

Here we review some of the properties of a GSIC
POVM by further generalizing the number of POVM el-
ements to be arbitrary n: G = (G;)?,. First, the pa-

rameters a’ and b’ are not independent and satisfy

d
! -1 = =. 1
J - =2 <>
This is seen by observing d = tr[? =

{3, G2, G} = w{3i(G] + X,y GiG))} =

na’ +n(n — 1)b'. This also determines the trace of G;:

d
trGitrGi<ZGj>a'+(n1)b’n. (2)
J
Secondly, the parameter a’ satisfies
d d?

The first inequality follows from the Schwarz inequality:
% =trG; =trG;I1 < \/trG?\/tr]I2 = Va'\/d. However,
the equality implies that G; = %H and is excluded in
order to keep the IC condition. The second inequality is
shown by the following elementary fact: For any positive
operator A > 0,

tr A% < (tr A)?,

where the equality holds if and only if A is a rank 1-
operator. Applying each G; > 0 shows the second in-
equality and also, in the case n = d?, the equality holds
if and only if G is a SIC. Finally, it holds that G is IC
if and only if n > d?. To see this, it is enough to show
that G is linearly independent (hence n > d? if and only
if G spans £(H)). Suppose that Y ;- | ;G; = 0 for com-
plex numbers z;. By taking the trace over the equation
and using Eq. (2), one has ), z; = 0. Next, multi-
plying G; to YI", 2;G; = 0 and taking its trace shows
0=>,2trG;G; = (a/ = V)zx; +b' ), x;. Combining
these results, one gets x; = b,%, >z = 0 for all j.
Note here that b’ # a’ otherwise (1) implies a’ = -% vi-
olating the first inequality in (3). In the following, we
consider the most interesting case n = d?.

In the linear quantum state tomography, Zhu [14] re-
vealed the tomographic significance of GSIC POVMs in
the following sense. For any IC POVM measurement
(IL;)7, , there exists a set of operators (©;); with which
any density operator p can be written as p = > | p;©;
where p; := trIl;p is the probability to get the ith out-
come of the POVM (II;)?_; under the state p. Let fi(N)
be the frequency to get the ith outcome by the individ-
ual measurement of (II;)?_; under N copies of p. Then, a

natural estimated state is given by p(N) = Z?zl fi(N)Gi.
The scaled mean squared error (MSE) £(p) is defined
N

by the expectation value of the error “p%, where

| - > :== (|) is the Hilbert-Schmidt norm. One can
show that £(p) = >_1 | p; tr ©7 — tr p? [0].

In [14], Zhu had shown that, among minimum IC
POVMs with the fixed average purity (see below), the
maximal scaled MSE Enax(p) over all pure states (more



generally over all unitary equivalent states) is bounded
from below as

Here, p is the average purity of an IC-POVM (II;)™,
deﬁned by

tI‘Hi
= i 5
© E pi— (5)

where g; : > is the purity of IT;. Interestingly, Zhu

= (trl_l;l )
had shown that the minimum of (4) is attained if and
only if the IC-POVM is a GSIC POVM. Therefore, one
can consider a GSIC POVM as an optimal measurement
among all minimal IC-POVMs with fixed average purity
that minimize the scaled MSE for the worst case scenario
of states.

III. CHARACTERIZATION OF GSIC BY
COMPLETE OPERATOR BASIS

In the following, we consider the real Hilbert space of
the set of all Hermitian operators K = {4 € L(H) | A=
A}, Let us start by introducing a useful operator basis
for .

Definition 1 An operator basis (Ai)?il for K is called a
complete orthogonal basis if it satisfies

(i) Sub-orthonormality: (A;|A;) =
(1i) Completeness: » , A; =1

1
2%

See Appendix B for examples. Note that the normaliza-
tion constant 1 in (i) is automatically determined by (ii).

By completeness one has tr4; = tr 4;(3_; A ) LI
there is a pomtlve element A; > 0 for some i, &+ = tr A? <

(tr A;)% = d27 contradicting d > 2. Therefore any ele—
ment A; of a COB cannot be positive, and the minimum
eigenvalue of each A; is strictly negative. Here, we define

an important value for a COB:

w1
C1+d2r
where
Ti=  max AImi| | m; : the minimum eigenvalue of 4;}

=1,2,...,d

Proposition 2 The value \* satisfies

1
d+1

N < (6)

The upper bound is saturated if and only if all A; have

the same eigenvaluey (dfl) : d+1+1 > 0 with multiplicity

1 and 1= —E L <0 with multzplzczty d—1.

This is shown by the following lemma.

Lemma 3 Let z; (i = 1,2,...,d) be d > 2-tuples of a
real number in descending order with constraints

) Y=g () Yt =3

Then, the minimum x4 < 0 and satisfies

vd+1-1

ol 2 Y 7

The bound is saturated if and only if

1+(d—-1)vd+1
=t IV )
1—-—+vd+1
$271’37-~-,5Ed:T~ 9)

See Appendix A 2 for the proof.
Proof of Proposition 2. Note that the inequality (6) is
equivalent to

Vd+1-1

T > —Qz
However, this is shown to hold by applying Lemma 3 to
each eigenvalue of A; (noting that tr A; = % and tr A? =
é). The equality condition also follows directly from one
for (7) in Lemma 3. |
Now we provide a construction of a GSIC POVM by
showing the connection between a GSIC POVM and a

COB.

Theorem 4 For any COB (A )Z 1 and X € (0, \*],

I
a2
forms a GSIC POVM. Conversely, for any GSIC POVM
(Gi)fil with constants o’ and V', (Ai)fil given by (10)
with A =1 —=Vd? = d;g’:ll forms a COB.

Proof. Letting (4;)%, be a COB and A € (0, \*], we show
that (G;)%, of the form (10) is a GSIC POVM. The com-
pleteness ) . G; = I follows from that of (A;);. Next G is
positive if and only if Am; +(1—\) = > 0 where m; is the
minimum eigenvalue of A;. Since m; < 0 as mentioned
above, the condition is equivalent to HTIm\ > A. This
holds since A € (0, A*], so we have G; > 0. Moreover, the
symmetric property of (G;); follows as

G; = \A; + (1 — )\) (10)

tr GG, = tr{)\Ai (- A)d—Q}{/\A +(1- A)%}

(I—=X)A

= )\2 tr AZA] =+ 2 tr A;

A1 =) (1-))?2

+T tI‘A]‘ + T
5ij  1—X2

= )\22%

d d3

trl




Hence, (G;); is a GSIC POVM with the constants

1— )2

A2 1- A2
/ . (11)

a:g—F d3 ,b/:

Conversely, letting (G;); be a GSIC with constants o
and V', we show that A; := l( A1) forms a COB

with A = V1 — b/d3 = d2 . L (vecalling the relation (1)

where n = d2.) Using the symmetry tr G;G; = a’d;; +
(1 —6;;)b and trG; = é, we have

%

trAA; = %tr (Gi- %ﬂ)(aj—lg—fﬂ)
:%{(a’ 2(1—)\)+(1—)\)2}

d? d3
1 1— A2 1
= i@ L
Finally, the completeness of (A;); follows from that of
(Gi);. ]

Theorem 4 shows that any GSIC POVM including a
SIC POVM can be constructed by a COB which is rather
easy to construct (see the next section). Note that an-
other construction of a GSIC POVM was given in [13].
However, their construction needs two asymmetrical ex-
pressions, thereby it unnecessarily breaks a symmetry of
a GSIC POVM in appearance. In contrast, our construc-
tion (10) consists of a single expression; hence it does not
introduce any redundant asymmetry.

Before giving its construction, let us discuss the rela-
tion between a SIC POVM and a COB. Although there is
freedom for the choice of A € (0, A*], the extreme choice
A = X\* plays a crucial role in constructing SIC POVMs.
In the following, we call such construction a canonical
construction. Note that, by (11), (G;); is a SIC POVM,
ie., a = d%, if and only if A = \/dlﬁ' Therefore, Propo-
sition 2 leads to the following proposition.

b’)dij +bv -

b’)dij +bv -

Proposition 5 A GSIC POVM canonically constructed
by a COB (i.e., A = X*) is a SIC POVM if and only if
any one of the following conditions is satisfied:

(i) The upper bound of \* in (6) is saturated.

(i) T = Y=L holds.

i11) All A; have the same eigenvalues: M >0
(i) , :

«/d+

with multiplicity 1 and = < 0 with multiplic-

ity d—1.

The following result shows that any canonical con-
struction in d = 2 gives a SIC POVM:

Proposition 6 For d = 2, a canonical construction al-
ways gives a SIC POVM.

Proof. Let (A;)%_; be a COB. The eigenvalue equation
for each A; reads 0 = det(mI—A4;) = m? — (tr A;)m

S

1{(tr A;)® — tr A?}. Therefore, tr A; = trA? =  im-
plies that all eigenvalues of A; are the same m = 1i4‘/§
satisfying condition (iii) in Proposition 5. |

Note, however, that not all canonical constructions in
the case d > 3 give SIC POVMs since higher contri-
butions of tr A? (3 < n < d) appear in the eigenvalue
equations. However, we have the following proposition.

Proposition 7 For any d > 3, the necessary and suf-
ficient conditions for a canonical construction to give a
SIC POVM are systematz’cally derived: To be specific,
the conditions are tr A} = 2L for d = 3, tr A} =
=5 (23 + 15V/5) and tr A} = 2= (T7+ 15[) ford =4,

etc.

Proof By using Newton’s identity (see e.g., [26]), one can
derive the characteristic equations for A; bearing in mind

the constraints tr A; = tr A? = 1. For example, for d =
3,
1 1 54tr A? — 8
0 =det(mI—A;) =m?® — gmz —9™m- rlTé

Therefore, by condition (iii) in Proposition 5 for d =
3, the necessary and sufficient condition for a canonical
construction to give a SIC POVM is that all A; satisfy
tr A3 = 2 4 5. One can obtain the conditions similarly for
any d.

The following proposition gives the physical meaning
of the parameter A of a canonically constructed GSIC
POVM in the context of quantum state tomography.

Proposition 8 The average purity of a GSIC POVM
constructed by a COB is given by o = %{(d2 —1)A2+1}.
The mazimal scaled MSE for the GSIC POVM satisfies

gmaX(p) = 7 13

The inequality is saturated if and only if the upper bound
of \* in (6) is saturated which implies that the GSIC
POVM is a SIC POVM.

Proof. A direct computation of (5) for a GSIC shows
o = d*a’ hence by (11), one obtains p = L{(d*~1)A\?+1}.
The first equality is the direct application of Zhu’s re-
sult (4). The second inequality follows from (6) and
A € (0,\*]. Finally, the last statement is shown by
Proposition 5. |

Hence, the larger the parameter A, the less the maximal
scaled MSE Enax(p) and a SIC (A = A* = \/7) gives

the minimal Epax(p).

Finally, we remark that a COB (A;); was used by Zhu
[25] as an NQPR where a quantum state p is represented
by a (possibly negative) quasiprobability u;(p) = tr A;p.
The negativity of a COB (4;); is naturally defined by




where N(p) := dmax{0, — min; 4;(p)}. Theorem 1 in
[25] shows a bound of the negativity where the bound is
saturated if and only if a POVM corresponding to the
NQPR is a SIC POVM. In this context, Zhu also ob-
served essentially the same results as Proposition 2 and
Proposition 5 because one can readily show that

1
r = GN({AY). (12)

See Appendix A 3 for the proof. Note that combination
of the relation (12) and Proposition 8 for the canonically
constructed GSIC POVM yields the following relation
between the maximal scaled MSE for the GSIC POVM
and the negativity:

d?—1 , 1 )
Eunslp) = T 1 AN (A + L e

d*—1 1

> L

Z (1—|—d)+d trp

In the next section we give several constructions of
COB:s for the construction of GSIC POVMs, which also
serve as a construction of NQPRs in Zhu’s context.

IV. CONSTRUCTIONS OF A COMPLETE
ORTHOGONAL BASIS

In this section, we provide several constructions of
COBs. The general ideas of Constructions 1 and 2 are
explained in Appendix B in more general settings. Con-
struction 3 is based on the ideas developed in [27] and

[25].
Construction 1. With any orthonormal basis (Ti)fial
for £L(H) where Ty = % [i.e., a generator of su(d)],

d?—1

and any orthogonal d* x d? real matriz O = 0455 =0

satisfying

d?—1

1
A= — 0;T; (i=0,1,...,d*> 1)
ﬁ]go Jr=a

is a COB.

Note that both (7;) and O are easily prepared, e.g.,
by using Gram-Schmidt orthogonalization starting from
Tand (1,1,...,1)T € Rd2, respectively. Importantly, any
COB can be obtained through this construction. See
Appendix B for details in more general settings.

The next construction only uses a generator of su(d);
hence it is more economic and concrete than the first
construction at the cost of losing generality.

Construction 2. Let (Ti)figl be an orthonormal basis
for L(H) with Ty = %. Construct an orthonormal basis

5

(Si)fial by the Gram-Schmidt orthogonalization of the
set {3, T5,T1,...,Ty2_1} starting from the first entry.
Then,

d?—1

1 . -
A = 7 ; (S;|THyT;  (i=0,1,...,d*>=1)

is a COB.
Note that we can obtain an explicit formula for this
construction as

1 d*-1 ’
A = m(T@ — 7:21 f(])Tj)’
1 i—1
B - 2 AT
A; = m (TO - ;f(])TJ + (d Z)f(Z)T’)
(i=1,2...,D—1),
where f(j) = \/(dz_j)(lfp_(j_l)).

The canonical construction (10) for d = 2 using the
standard Pauli matrices gives a SIC POVM

oo L —V6+3 —1+ V2
=1\ 1-v2i V6+3 )

1/11
01:4(1 1)’
—1—2\/51')

Gy= - ¥
2712\ —1+2v2i 3
1 ( V6 +3 1+\/§i>

G il
ST 12\ -1-Vv2i —V6+3

For a general d > 3, we can also compute the COB using

the generalized Gell-Mann matrices:

. niml+im)al) - (0 <m),
L wUnml = m)(nl) - (n > m),

1 n
T = W(ZWW —nln+1){n+ 1|>

k=1
(n=1,2,...,d—1), (14)

and Ty, := ﬁ I. We have numerically computed 7 of the

COB and plotted A\* in Fig. 1. Except for d = 2, A* is

less than the maximum value \/ﬁ, so the corresponding

GSIC POVMs are not SIC POVMs.

The third construction is based on the complete sets of
mutually unbiased bases (MUBs) and mutually unbiased
striations (MUSs) [23, 24]. Let us first give a short review
of those concepts.

Two orthonormal bases (ONBs) (|¢;))%; and (|¢:))%,
for 7{ are called mutually unbiased if |(;|¢;)|* = 3 for
all 4,j. The set of ONBs (|J,4))%, (J = 1,2,...,m)
is called mutually unbiased if any pair of the bases is
mutually unbiased:

. . 1
[(J il )P = 850005 + g(l —07)-
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FIG. 1. Value A\* of COBs made by Construction 2 and the

optimal value \/ﬁ

The maximum number of MUBs is known to be d+1 and
the set of MUBs with d + 1 elements is called complete.
Similar to the problem of SIC POVMs, the existence of
the complete set of MUBs for all d is still open.

Next let M denotes a set with the cardinality #(M) =
d?, which we label as M = {1,2,...,d?}. A subset of
M is called a line. A set of d lines (L;)%,(L; C M) is
called striations of M if #(L; N L;) = dd;; holds. Since
#(M) = d?, the set of striations (L;)%_, forms a partition
of M. Two striations (L;)%_, and (K;)%_, are called mu-
tually unbiased striations (MUSs) if #(L;NK;) = 1 for all
1,7 [27]. The set of striations (LE‘]))f:l (J=1,2,...,m))
is called mutually unbiased (or the orthogonal Latin
squares) if any pair of the striations is mutually unbi-
ased:

#(L§J> N Lg;")) = d0y 50 + (1 — 8170).

The maximum number of MUSs is known to be d+1 and
the set of MUSs with d + 1 elements is called complete.

With these similarities between MUBs and MUSs in
mind, Wootters showed the followings. Let (A;)%, be

a COB, (LEJ))?=1 a complete set of MUSs of M, and
(|J,i))L, a set of ONBs for H (J = 1,2,...,d +1). If

the equation

iyl = Y Ay Vi
ker{’)

holds, then the set of bases (|J,i))%, is a complete set
of MUBs.

The following result shows the converse is also true and
gives a construction of a COB by using complete sets of
MUBs and MUSs.

Construction 3. Let (|J,i))L, and (L(J)) (J =
1,2,...,d4+1) be complete sets of MUBs and MUSs De-
fine the function s : {1,2,...,d*} x {1,2,...,d + 1} —

6

{1,2,...,d} by s(k,J) := i such that k € Lg‘]). Notice
that such a function uniquely exists since (LEJ))?zl for
each J forms a partition of {1,...,d*}. Then

d+1
Ay = ;(zj sk, J)) (. s(k, J)| —]1) (15)

J=1
kE=1,2,...,d%

—~

is a COB, as is shown below. L

Following [28], we introduce a vector |® ;) := |J,4) ®
|J,i) on H®@H where [¢) := >, (i[t))|i) denotes the
complex conjugate vector with respect to a (fixed) ONB
([i))fey. Let [W) := =30, |i) @ i) be a maximally
entangled state. Then it is easy to see that |¥) =
% Z?:1W® |J,4) for any J. Let

d+1

1
— Z 1P s(k,)) — V)

)= Va2~ ,d?). (16)

(k=1,2,...

Then, one can show that |k) is a unit vector and

Moreover, one can show

(@ilk) = J2bistr)-
>; |k)(k| =T by the completeness conditions for MUBs

and MUSs; hence {|k)}%_, forms an ONB for H @ H (see
[28] for details).

Now consider an isomorphism A € £(H) — Z(A) :=
(I®A)T) € H®H between an operator and a vector.
As (Ji))4, forms a basis for 7, it is easy to see that
7 is a linear bijection between £(#) and H ® #H, and
(A|B)) = d(Z(A)|Z(B)) for any A, B € £(H). We define

A e L) (k=1,2,...,d2) by
Z(4x) = IR (17)

Then the normalization condition holds:

<<Ak|Ak/>> = d<I(Ak)|I(Ak/)> _ <k|dk/> _ 5]:/
Noting that |®;;) = \/&I(L], (J,i]), we have

<<1Ak\|J,i)<J,i|)>1 =
7 El®ri) = G6is(k.)-

A0 (AT, V(T i) A

AZ(AR|Z(J, (i) =

So, we observe |J,i){J,i| =

= ZkeL(J) Aj. Then,

H—Zuz (Lil=>" > A,PZA,C

7 keL(I)

Hence, the set (Ag)g is a COB.

Finally, the explicit form of Ay, is shown as follows. We
have Z(|¢)(¢]) = 51¢) @ |¢) for any |¢) and Z(I) = |¥).
By using these properties, as well as (16), and (17), one
arrives at the expression (15).

Let us construct a SIC POVM for d = 2 using Con-

struction 3. We employ the sets L( = {1,2}, L(1



(345,17 = {135,057 = {24117 = {14}
, and LS’) = {2,3} as a complete set of MUSs
and the set of bases (|1,1) := %(1,1)T,|1,2> =

%(17 _1)T)’ (|2’ 1> = %(LZ’)T’ |2’2> = %(L _i)T> )
and (|3,1) := (1,0)7,3,2) := (0,1)7) as a complete set
of MUBs. According to the direct computation using
(15), a canonical construction (10) gives the following
SIC POVM:

G ! (1+\/§ 1—2)
YTas\1+i —14v3)0

= L (13 1
27y 1—i 14+3)°

~

G _<—1+\/§ —1—i
ST LB\ —1+i 1+3)
o I (1+V3 —1+i
4= 4[ —1—4 —1+4++V3)"

V. CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSIONS

In this paper we gave the construction of GSIC POVM
s by means of COBs and investigated the condition to
give a SIC POVM by the spectrum property of a COB
(Theorem 4). In particular, for d = 2, any canonically
constructed GSIC POVM is a SIC POVM (Proposition
6), while for d > 3, conditions for the power of traces
of a COB were given to yield SIC POVMs (Proposition
7). A characteristic value A of a COB gives the bound of
the scaled MSE for the linear quantum state tomography
by using IC POVMs. We then provided three different
constructions of COBs, one of which shows a relation
to MUBs. The constructions serve not only for GSIC
POVMs, but also for NQPRs.

Finally, we offer another idea of construction of COBs,
and hence of GSIC POV Ms, based on Zauner s conjecture
for a SIC POVM [5, 29]. Let (Djk)j w—o be the tuple of
unitary operators defined by

d—
S e mym,
m=0

where w = exp(22t), (|k))x is an ONB for 7, and &
denotes the addition modulo d. Then, it is believed
that there is a normalized fiducial vector |¢) € # with
which ([955,) (¥x])§ Lo Where [¢jx) = = Djk[¢) is a SIC
POVM. Note that (Djx);k is a falthful projective uni-
tary representation of a group G = Z3 x Z4. More gen-
erally, for a group G with the identity e and the order
#(G) = d?, let (Uy)yec be a faithful projective unitary
representation:

UgUy = C(gag/)Ugg’ (9,9 € G) (18)
with |c(g, ¢’)| = 1 which is orthogonal

<<U9|Ug’>> = d‘sgg" (19)

These bases are sometimes called nice error bases [30,

]. Note that the faithfullness is required to guarantee
#(U,) = d*. By the properties (18) and |c(g,¢’)| = 1, it
is easy to see that if a fiducial vector satisfies

(elU0)|* =

1 Vate (20)

(21U40)(Ug¢|)gec forms a SIC POVM. Note that [32] the
orthogonality condition (19) is equivalent to the relation

> U, CUf =d(tr )1 VC € L(H); (21)

g9

hence the completeness of the POVM follows automati-
cally.

Let (Ug)gec be a faithful projective unitary represen-
tation of a group G with #(G) = d?. Let A be an Her-
mitian operator with tr A2 = é. Moreover, let A satisfies
the condition

trAUgAUg =0 Vg#e.

Then it is easy to see that (4, := UgAUJ)geg is a COB:
The orthogonality and the completeness conditions follow
from (20) and (21), respectively. Note also that tr A, =
é follows automatically. Such an operator A might be
called a fiducial operator. Hence, a construction for both
SIC and GSIC POVMs reduces to the problem of finding
a fiducial operator. We think the problem is interesting
even for GSIC POVMs.
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Appendix A: Proofs of some propositions

In this appendix we give proofs of some propositions
and lemmas.

1. Spanning property of IC-POVM

First, the following is a well-known fact for the IC
POVM (see, e.g., [1]), but here we provide its simple
proof.

Proposition 9 A POVM F = (F;)}, is information-
ally complete if and only if F' spans L(H).

Proof. Note first that F' is informationally complete if
and only if for any C; D € £(#) and any i, trF;,C =
tr F;D = C' = D by noting that any linear operator can
be expressed as a linear combination of density operators.

Let F' = (F;)",; be an informationally complete
POVM. Assume the contrary, that F does not span



L(#H). Then (spanF)* # {0}. Namely, there is non zero
X € L£(H) such that for any 4, (F;|X) =tr ;X =0 =
tr(F;0). However, the IC POVM then implies X = 0,
which is a contradiction. The converse is trivial. ]

2. Proof of Lemma 3

Proof of Lemma 3. Conditions (i) and (ii) imply that
z1 > 0 and z4 < 0: To see this, assume contrary that
xq > 0, so that all z; > 0. Then, (3, z;)* — (>, 22) =
> iz Tir; > 0. On the other hand, by (i) and (ii),
>im)? = (X, 27) = (5)2 — é = 1(;2‘1 < 0. Thus we
have a contradiction. A similar argument (by flipping
the sign) shows z; > 0.

Let a; := ﬂ(d%si —
A2-1)
(ii) that

1). It follows from (i) and

"> ai=0, (i) ) af=2.
i i

Similar to the above argument, a; < 0 and one sees
_ N2 g2 Y
lag| = \/m(d |zq| + 1) (note that x4 < 0 implies

|1 — d?z4| = d?|z4| + 1). Proposition 1-[I] in [33] shows
adl 2 4| 77 (A1)
d=A\dd=1)
Therefore, we have
V2 2 2
Y (Plag 1) > ——
d(d2—1)( el +1) 24 [ G

from which we obtain (7). By Proposition 1-[III] in [33],
(A1) is saturated, which implies (7) is saturated, if and
only if

2(d—1
)
_ 2
a2,0as,...,0aq = d(d*1)7
which imply that (8) and (9) hold. |

3. Proof of (12)

Proof of (12). We denote by m; the minimum eigen-
value of A;, which is strictly negative as is shown in
the main text. Clearly, —|my| = my < trpAy for any
p € S(p). Hence, we have 7 = max;{|m;|} > —trpAy
and thus 7 = max;{|m;|} > —miny tr pA;. Since the
positivity of 7 trivially holds, this shows that

N(AY <7

To prove the converse inequality, let pr = |¢g){dr| €
S(#H) where |¢y) is the unit eigenvector of Ay, correspond-
ing to the minimum eigenvalue my. We have, for any k,

ml_intr Aipr, = miin<¢k|Ai¢k> < (Pr|Ardr) = My

Therefore, éN({Ai}) > max{0,—min, tr A;pr} >
—min; tr A;pr, > —my = |my|. Since this holds for any
k, we have

Inqay = -

Appendix B: Orthogonal basis with a fixed sum

Let K be a D-dimensional real inner product space.
In this appendix, we provide two constructions of an
orthogonal basis {|¢;)}2," with constant norms, i.e.,
(pslopj) = cdij (¢ > 0) as well as the fixed sum

b=t ;) = [¢). Note that automatically ¢ = Lef* since
Zz—O y D

o> = (32 ®il 325 ¢5) = >2;;¢bi; = ¢D. For our pur-
pose of constructing a COB, just apply |¢) = I where
is the real Hilbert space of Hermitian operators, noting
that || T|| = v/d and D = d2.

Construction 1. With a given |i), prepare an orthonor-

mal basis {|t;)}25" where [tg) = ﬁ Prepare also
an orthogonal D x D real matriz O = [O ”}” o (ie.,
00T = 0TO = 1) such that
O L yi—o01,....p-1 (B1)
P = T = t=U,1,..., ]
0 \/5
where I is the D x D identity matriz. Then,
I D—
|pi) = —= =0,1,...,D—1) (B2)
DL

gives the desired basis.
Indeed since O is an orthogonal matrix, one has |t;) =

o Z O;j|¢;) so that the condition (B1) implies
= Z VDOy;|;) = Z )
J J

The orthogonality of |¢;) is also satisfied by the orthog-
onality of O.

Note here that both {|t;)}; and O can be easily con-
structed by using the Gram-Schmidt orthogonalization
starting from |¢) and (1,1,...,1)T € R, respectively.

Note also that, conversely, any orthogonal basis
{|¢4) } 25" with a fixed sum |¢) can be constructed in this
way [with two alternatives (i) and (ii) below].

(i) Given an arbitrary orthonormal basis {|t;)}; with

|6 = [lelllo)

[to) = % there exists an orthogonal matrix O satisfying



(B1) such that any orthogonal basis {|¢Z>
fixed sum |[¢) is constructed by (B2). !
(ii) Given an arbitrary orthogonal matrix O satisfy-

ing (B1), there exists {|t;)}; with |tg) = ﬁ such that

any orthogonal basis {|¢;)}25" with a fixed sum |¢) is
constructed by (B2) 2

The next construction is not general but uses only one
orthonormal basis and is more concrete.
Construction 2. Prepare an orthonormal basis

{|t:)} 25" where |tg) = ﬁ Construct an orthonormal
basis {|s;) 25!
of the set S = {|s), [t1), ...
starting from |s).

Then, using the unitary operator U = 3 [t;)(s;], it is
easy to see that

0 1 with a

by the Gram-Schmidt orthogonalization
Jtp-1)} where |s) i= 3, |t;)

oo Mgy

gives a desired orthogonal basis. In particular, >, |¢;) =
LLUls) = 32, [t) since |so) = {5 = 5 i |t:)-

Note that the linear independence of the set S is easily
shown. The choice of the latter D — 1 vectors in S can
be arbitrary from {|t;)} 2. However, by the symmetric
argument, one can show that the obtained orthonormal
basis {|s;)} 25" is independent of the choice.

One can continue this construction more concretely

(B3)

as follows. First, the direct computatlon of the Gram-
Schmidt orthogonahzatlon gives |sg) = \/» > ltj) and
D —1i)lt;) — X |t
|si) = ( ) = 2 g1 ) (1<i<D-1).

V(D = i)(D = (i-1))
Plugging this into (B3), one arrives at the COB given by

o = (0 - 52 1)

00 =10 (1) = 3= i) + (0 - 701

(i=1,2,....,D—1)

h = —F—YD

where 79) = 75505
Finally, here are some examples of COBs. In d = 2,
Construction 1 using Ty = % I, 7T %O’w,TQ =

-

As {|t;)}; and {|¢;)}; are both orthogonal bases, there exists
an orthogonal matrix O = [O;;] which connects them: |[t;) =

el E Oijl¢;). Since HITHZJ l6;) = [to) = T Z Oojld;),
one has Og; = ﬁ for all j.
2 Let O = [0;;] be an orthogonal matrlx satisfying (B1). Then it is

straightforward to see that |t;) = T Z Oij|¢;) is the desired
basis.

ﬁay,Tg \/EO'Z, and
1111
T A A
O=[1 2 % %
[ R G
2 2 2 2

gives the following COB:
11— 0 —1—i
A1:<12+z 4)7A2:(—1+i i )7
4 2

1
0 iz 1 =144

A3—<1i i ),A4—(12i 4 > (B4)
1 1 0

Construction 2 using the above (T;)3_, gives the fol-
lowing COB:

RS E T
A1:<4132z‘ 41&12%)7

i (
A3: 1 % 4\/51 \/é>,
(m*w’s 1
1
33,

1

T+
Ay = <_41 -

43 2v6

o

N

Construction 3 using Lgl) = {1,2}, Lél) =
(3,4}, L = {1,3}, L = (2,4}, L = {1,4} , and
L23) = {2, 3} and a complete set of MUBs which consists
of the normalized eigenvectors of the Pauli matrices gives
the same COB as in (B4).

In d = 2, as mentioned in the proof of Proposition 6,
1+v3
1

observe \* = %, which can saturate the upper bound.

all eigenvalues of A; are the same . Therefore, we

In three or more dimensions, the matrix forms of COBs
are more complex. For example, Construction 2 for d = 3
using the generalized Gell-Mann matrices (14) gives the
following COB:



2 —74+3iv7 i 1
9f 84v3  6vV5  6V7
_ —7-3iV/7 1 _ —5i++/15 _
A= 843 9 30v/2 o A
_ i 1 _ 5415 4
6vV5  6V7T 30v2 9
1 —74+3iV7 1 1
9 84v3 VT 9
Ay = —7—3iV/T 1 0 As — —7—3iV/7
843 9 b 843
1 0 1 /s 1
NG 9 6 6v7
1 —74+3iv7 i 1
9 84v3  6vV5 _ 6V7T
_ —7—-3iV7 1 2 _
As = 84V/3 9 15 , Ar=
i 1 2 1
6vV5  6V7 15 9
4 —74+3iv7 i 1
9 v 84v/3 6V5 67
— —7=3iV7 _2 _ =5i+V15 —
As = 843 9 30v/2 A
_ i 1 _ 5i++/15 1
6vV5  6V7T 30v2 9

We numerically observed T 0.291347 and \*

10

1 2_ 1 —1-3i\/7
g 3\{3 9\[ 123
L Ar = | =143iv/7 1
3V3 9 1 ’ 3 123 9 0 9
0 0 =z 1
9 0 0 5
—7+3iV7 /5 1
84+/3 6 67
1
5 0 ;
1
0 G
1 —7+3iV7 i1
9 84v/3 6v5 67
—7-3iV7 1 _15i+V15
84v/3 9 30v2 ’
i1 —15i+/15 1
6V5 67 30v2 9
1 —74+3iv7T i 1
9 843 6vV5  6v7
—7-3i/7 4 _ —=5i+V15
84V/3 9 30v2
4 _ 1 _5i+V15 _2
6vV5  6V7 30v2 9

(

0.276081 which cannot saturate the upper bound 0.5.
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