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Baumgratz, Cramer and Plenio established a rigorous framework (BCP framework) for quantifying the co-
herence of quantum states [Phys. Rev. Lett. 113, 140401 (2014)]. In BCP framework, a quantum state is
called incoherent if it is diagonal in the fixed orthonormal basis, and a coherence measure should satisfy some
conditions. For a fixed orthonormal basis, if a quantum state p has nonzero imaginary part, then p must be
coherent. How to quantitatively characterize this fact? In this work, we show that any coherence measure C
in BCP framework has the property C(p) — C(Rep) > 0 if C is invariant under state complex conjugation, i.e.,
C(p) = C(p*), here p* is the conjugate of p, Rep is the real part of p. If C does not satisfy C(p) = C(p*), we
can define a new coherence measure C’(p) = %[C (p) + C(p™)] such that C’(p) = C’(p*). We also establish some

similar results for bosonic Gaussian states.

I. INTRODUCTION

Coherence is a key feature of quantum states. In 2014,
Baumgratz, Cramer and Plenio established a rigorous frame-
work (BCP framework) for quantifying the coherence of
quantum states [1]. Although there have been fruitful results
about coherence in both theories and experiments under BCP
framework [2—4], coherence is still under active research.

In BCP framework, coherence is basis dependent, we sup-
pose the fixed orthonormal basis is {| j>}(j:1’ here d is the di-
mension of complex Hilbert space C¢ associating to the quan-
tum system under study. A quantum state can be represented
by a density operator p. Expanding p in the basis {| j)}j{:] leads
to

d
p= ) piliK (1

k=1

where p i = (jlplk). The state p is called incoherent if p = 0
for all j # k, i.e., p is diagonal in {Ij)};{zl. p is called coherent
if p has at least one nonzero off-diagonal element. A quantum
operation [5] ¢ is often expressed in the form of Kraus oper-
ators ¢ = {K,,},,, where all K, are operators on C and satisfy
2Ky < 1y, here I; is the identity operator of dimension d,
2 Ky < Iy means that Iy - 3, K, > 0, i.e., Ig— 3, K, is posi-
tive semidefinite. A quantum operation ¢ is called a quantum
channel if >}, K, = I;. In BCP framework, a quantum opera-
tion ¢ = {K},}, is called incoherent if K},pK; is diagonal for all
incoherent state p and all u. We use K, KZ and K; to denote
the (complex) conjugate, transpose and conjugate transpose of
K, respectively. A real valued functional C defined on den-
sity operators is called a coherence measure if C satisfies the
following (C1)-(C4).

(C1) Faithfulness. C(p) > 0 for any state p, and C(p) =0 if
and only if p is diagonal.

(C2) Monotonicity. C(%, K#pK; ) < C(p) for any incoher-
ent channel ¢ = {K,,},,.
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(C3) Probabilistic monotonicity. 3, C m

< C(p) for

any incoherent channel ¢ = {K,},.

(C4) Convexity. C(X, pupyu) < X, PuC(py) for any proba-
bility distribution {p,}, and any states {p}.

Note that (C3) and (C4) imply (C2). Condition (C5) was
proposed in Ref. [6] as follows.

(CS) Additivity for direct sum states.

Clppr&(1=p)p2] = pClp1) & (1 = p)C(p2), 2

with p € [0, 1], p1, p2 any states. It is shown that [6] (C2) and
(C5) are equivalent to (C3) and (C4).

Roughly speaking, coherence theory characterizes how
much the off-diagonal part of a quantum state. Another fea-
ture of quantum states, imaginarity, recently receives much
attention [7-18]. Under the fixed orthonormal basis {| j)}’]‘.’:l
which is the same as in coherence theory, we write the state p
in the form

p =Rep +ilmp, 3)
where i = \/—_1, Rep = Z‘]{kzl(Repjk)U)(kI is the real part of
p, Imp = Z;{kzl(lmpjk)lekl is the imaginary part of p. We
say that state p is real if Imp = 0, otherwise we say that p has
imaginarity. Roughly speaking, imaginarity theory character-
izes how much the imaginary part of a quantum state. Notice
that, imaginarity also depends on the choice of the fixed or-
thonormal basis {| j)}?l=l . Both coherence theory and imaginar-
ity theory can be viewed as special quantum resource theories
[19, 20].

Observe that, if Imp # 0 then p must be coherent. That
is to say, imaginarity must imply coherence. Since Rep is
still a quantum state, then for any coherence measure C, the
coherence of Rep, C(Rep), is well defined. A natural question
then arises that for a coherence measure C, whether C(p) —
C(Rep) > 0 holds for all states? C(p) — C(Rep) quantitatively
characterizes the fact that imaginarity must imply coherence.
In this work, we investigate whether C(p) — C(Rep) > 0.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In sec-
tion II, we study C(p) — C(Rep) for any quantum states and
mainly focus on the case of finite dimensions. In section III,
we study the case of bosonic Gaussian states. Section IV is
a brief summary. We put some necessary details about sym-
plectic spectrums in Appendix.
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A Invariance of coherence under state complex conjugation

II. C(p)— C(Rep) FOR ANY QUANTUM STATE
A. Invariance of coherence under state complex conjugation

For a coherence measure C, we consider the condition (C6)
below.
(C6) Invariance under state complex conjugation.

C(p)=C(p") “)

for any state p.
Under (C6), we have Theorem 1 below.

Theorem 1. Suppose the coherence measure C is invariant
under state complex conjugation, then C(p) — C(Rep) > 0.

Proof. By (C4) and (C6) we have

p+p’
2

C(Rep) = c( ) < 31C(E)+C(E) = Cp).
O
We do not know whether any coherence measure C must
satisfy (C6). If a coherence measure C violates (C6), then
Theorem 2 below shows that we still have a method to define
a new coherence measure C’ such that C’ satisfies (C6).

Theorem 2. For the coherence measure C,

1
C'(p)= 5[C0)+Clp)] ®)

is still a coherence measure and C’ satisfies (C6).

Before proving Theorem 2, we give the definition of the
conjugate of a quantum operation.

Definition 1. For a quantum operation ¢ = {K,},,, we define
the conjugate of ¢ = (K}, as ¢" = {K},.

Since ¢ = {K,},, is a quantum operation, then }’, KZKﬂ <
I;. This ensures Y, KT Ky < Iy, that is to say, ¢* = {K};}, is
still a quantum operation. Further, if ¢ = {K,}, is a quantum
channel, that is, 3, K;K# =1y, then 3, KZKZ =1 ie., ¢ =
{K}}, is still a quantum channel. We can directly verify that
¢ =1{K,}, and ¢* = {K/’lk }u have the property

¢"(0") = [()]" (6)
for any state p. Evidently, ¢ = ¢" if and only if K, = K, for all
1, namely, all K, are real matrices. It is shown that ¢ = {K},},,
is incoherent if and only if for any y, each column of K|, has at
most one nonzero element [21]. This implies that if ¢ = {K,},
is incoherent, then ¢* = {K; }u is still incoherent.

We now give a proof for Theorem 2.

Proof of Theorem 2. We prove that C’(p) satisfies (C1),
(C2) and (C5). C’(p) satisfying (C1) and (C5) can be easily
checked, we only prove that C’(p) satisfies (C2). For any in-
coherent operation ¢ = {K},},;, one has

C’[¢(p)]

1

5@+ C(L4(p)1")
1

= 31C@E)+C@ )]

IA

1
S[CE)+ ] = C'(p),

where we have used ¢*(0*) = [¢(0)]*, the fact that ¢* is inco-
herent, and (C2) that C(¢(p)) < C(p) and C(¢*(p*)) < C(p").
O

B. Coherence measures satisfying (C6)

With Theorem 1 and Theorem 2, it is desirable to investi-
gate whether the existing coherence measures satisfy (C6). In
this section, we address this topic. Some coherence measures
have been found under BCP framework as follows. The [;
norm of coherence is defined as [1]

Che) =) ol ()

Jj#k
The relative entropy of coherence is defined as [1]
Cr(p) = S (pdiag) — S (P), (®)

where pgiag = Z‘;:lpjjlj)(jl is the diagonal part of p, S(p) =
~tr(plog, p) is the von Neumann entropy of p. The coherence
measure based on Tsallis relative entropy is defined as [22, 23]

1 d
Cra(p) = — Z<j|p“|j>”“—1‘,ae[0,1>u(1,2]. )
j=1

The robustness of coherence is defined as [24, 25]

P+ ST
1+s

Cr(p) = min{s > 0' incoherent}, (10)
T

where min runs over all quantum states 7. The geometric co-

herence is defined as [26]

Celp) =1~ m(gx[F(p,a)]Q, (11)

where F(p,0) =tr [ y/po /p is the quantum fidelity of state

p and o, max runs over all incoherent states o~. The modified
trace norm of coherence is defined as [6]

Culp) = min [lo— A, (12)

where ||p — Ao|y; is the trace norm of p — Ao, min runs over
all A >0 and all incoherent states 0. The coherence weight is
defined as [27]

Cw()=min{s >0:p > (1-s)5}, (13)

where min runs over all incoherent states o-.

Convex roof construction [21, 28-31] provides a class of
coherence measures. The convex roof construction is as fol-
lows. We first choose a concave function f(pi,p2,...,P4)
defined on the probability distribution space (pi1,p2,..., Pd),
f(p1,p2,...,pqa) is invariant under the index permutation of
{j}‘;:l, f(p1,p2,..,pa) = 0 and £(1,0,0,...,0) = 0. The coher-
ence of pure state |i/) is defined as

Cr(d) = FACP I 1B, .. KdldP),  (14)
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the coherence of mixed state p is defined as

C = min C s 15
() {W}Hzﬂlqﬂ R (15)

where min runs over all pure state decompositions p =
Zy q,u|90/1><‘10;4|~

We have reviewed some existing coherence measures. With
these coherence measures, we have Theorem 3 below.

Theorem 3. Any coherence measure C defined in Egs. (7-15)
satisfies C(p) = C(p™).

Proof. One can check that coherence measures defined in
Egs. (7-13) certainly satisfy C(p) = C(p*). In Eq. (11), notice
that F(p,0) = F(p*,0") for any states p and o, then Cy(p) =
Cg(p").

We then only consider the convex roof coherence measures.
For a convex roof coherence measure Cr(p) defined in Eqs.
(14,15), Eq. (14) implies Cr(l¢)) = Cr(ly*)), with the fact
that if p = 3, guleu){pyl is a pure state decomposition of p
then p* = 2, qulg; X, | is a pure state decomposition of p*,
Eq. (15) thus implies Cf(p) = Cf(p"). o

Theorem 3 and Theorem 1 together imply that coherence
measures defined in Egs. (7-15) all satisfy C(p) — C(Rep) > 0.

C. Examples

Let U = Z‘;:le"q.fl 1 with {ej};?:,
is a diagonal unitary. Since UoU" is diagonal for any di-
agonal state o, then U is an incoherent channel and (C2)
implies C(UpU") < C(p) for any state p. Notice that UT =
Z?zl e~ ®i|j)(j| is also a diagonal unitary and an incoherent

channel, thus C(p) = C[UT(UpU")U] < C(UpU"). As aresult,

real numbers, i.e., U

C(p) = C(UpU™) (16)

for any any state p and any diagonal unitary U. Eq. (16) will
be useful in Example 1 and Example 2.

Example 1. For any coherence measure C and any pure state
W), it holds that C(l¢)) = C(Iy™)).

Proof. Expand |/) in basis { |j>}‘j-:1 asly) = Z’f:] I jlule™) )
with {ej};?zl real numbers. Let U = z;l:]e*%@u ¥l, then
Uly) = Iy™), and Eq. (16) yields C(ly)) = C(ly*)). o

Example 2. For any coherence measure C and any qubit state
p, it holds that C(p) = C(p*).

Proof. Expand p in basis {|j>}§:1 asp = Zikzlpjklekl. For
clarity we write p = Z?,kzl 0kl j)<k| in the matrix form

| e lprale®
pP= —i6
lo12le P22

with 6 a real number. Let U =diag(1,e*?), then UpU' = p*
and Eq. (16) yileds C(p) = C(p*). ]

Example 3. For the coherence measure Cy, defined in Eq. (7),
one has

d
Ci,(p)=Ciy(Rep) = Z (o jkl = |Rep jil)- a7

k=1

We see that Cy, (o) — C; (Rep) > 0 and Cy, (p) — C;,(Rep) =0
if and only if p is real. When d = 2, we express state p =
Zik: 1 Pjkl )<kl in the Bloch representation as

1 1+z x-iy
_§(x+iy 1-z )’ (18)

with {x,y,z} real numbers satisfying 24+ y2 +72 < 1. For this
case, Eq. (17) reads

C1,(0)~ C,(Rep) = /22 +y2 — ] (19)

We depict Eq. (19) in Fig. 1.
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Figure 1. Cj, (p) — C;, (Rep) versus x and y in Eq. (19).

III. COHERENCE AND IMAGINARITY OF GAUSSIAN
STATES

A. Background of (bosonic) Gaussian states

Gaussian states in bosonic systems are widely used in quan-
tum physics such as quantum optics and quantum information
science [32-38]. Coherence theory and imaginarity theory are
all dependent on an orthonormal basis. Fock basis is the or-
thonormal basis of the Hilbert space for Gaussian states, then
it is natural to establish the coherence theory and imaginarity
theory of Gaussian states with respect to Fock basis. However,
by the definition of Gaussian states in Eq. (30), it is convenient
to express Gaussian states by the means and covariance ma-
trices, but difficult to express general Gaussian states in Fock
basis (some explorations about expressing general Gaussian
states in Fock basis see for examples [17, 39-42]). There-
fore, for coherence theory and imaginarity theory of Gaus-
sian states, a great challenge is to find coherence measures or
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imaginarity measures which can be expressed by the means
and covariance matrices.

We first review some basics of Gaussian states and intro-
duce the notation we will use. Let {| j>};io be an orthonormal
basis with j €{0,1,2,...}. {|j>};’;0 spans the complex Hilbert
space H over complex numbers. {] j)};‘;o is called the one-
mode Fock basis. The n-mode Fock basis is {| j)}f’", the n-
®
j

fold tensor product of {| j)}‘;‘;o, and {|/)}*" spans the complex

Hilbert space ®}_, H; = H®" over complex numbers with each
H; = H. Below we discuss the coherence and imaginarity of
Gaussian states under the Fock basis {| j)}‘j?’”.

On each H, the annihilation operator and creation operator
are defined as

@loy = 0, @ljy=+/jlj—1) for j> I; (20)
aljy = +j+1j+1)forj>0. 1)

From {’dl,’dj};’:l we define {Zﬁ,ﬁ;};’:l as
G =a+a,, pi=-i@-a), (22)

We arrange {'c][,ﬁ;};’:l as a vector as

X = (G1,P1:G2: D2 s Pr)"

(X1, X2, X3, X4 v Xon—1, Xon)" . (23)

A quantum state p in H " can be characterized by its char-
acteristic function

x(p.€) = trlpD(€)], (24)
where D(&) is the displacement operator
D) = exp(iX'Q¢), (29)
Q- o0 w:(_o1 (1)) (26)
£ = (£1.6,..60)" €R™

For state p in ﬁ®”, the mean of p is
X = tr(pX) = (X1, X2, 00, Xon) ' ; (27)

the covariance matrix V is defined by its elements

Vin = Sr(p{AX), AXn)) (28)

T2
where AX; = X; — X;, and {AX}, AX,y} = AX;AX,, + AX,,AX] is
the anticommutator of AX; and AX,,. The covariance matrix
V = VT is a 2nx 2n real and symmetric matrix satisfying the
uncertainty principle [43]

V+iQ>0. (29)

Note that V +iQ > 0 implies V > 0 meaning that V is positive
definite.

4

A quantum state p in H " is called an n-mode Gaussian
state if its characteristic function has the Gaussian form

1 _
X(p.&) = exp —5§T(QVQT)§—i(QX>T§ . (30)

where X is the mean of p and V is the covariance matrix of
p. X and V with Eq. (29) completely determine the Gaussian
state p [43], thus we write p as p(X, V).

A Gaussian channel ¢ on H™" can be represented by ¢ =
(b,T,N), here b = (b1,ba,....b2,)T € R*, T and N = NT are
2n X 2n real matrices. ¢ = (b,T,N) maps the Gaussian state
p(X, V) to the Gaussian state with mean and covariance matrix

X->TX+b, Vo>TVTT +N, (31)
and ¢ = (b, T, N) fulfils the complete positivity condition
N+iQ—iTQT" > 0. (32)

After introducing the notation of Gaussian states and Gaus-
sian channels, we turn to the imaginarity and coherence of
Gaussian states.

The (complex) conjugate of the Gaussian state p(X,V) is
still a Gaussian state p*(0X, 0V O) with [17]

10
O:GB’;ZI(O _1). (33)
As a result, a Gaussian state pif, V) is real if and only if
p(X,V) =p*(0X,QVO), that is, X = OX and V = OVO. From
Gaussian state p(X, V), we can define the real Gaussian state

’(@,W). Obviously, for Gaussian state p()_(, V), it

holds that
p/ — (p/)* — (p*)/, (34)

and p is real (i.e., p =Rep) if and only if p = p’. In general,
Rep # p’ for Gaussian state p(X, V).

It is shown [39] that a Gaussian state p(X,V) is diagonal
if and only if p(X,V) is a thermal state, that is, p(X,V) =
p(0,&)_,v;l>) with v; > 1 for all j. A Gaussian channel ¢ is
called incoherent if ¢(o) is still diagonal for any thermal state
o.

For Gaussian states p and o, the convex combination pp +
(1 = p)o in general is not Gaussian, here p € (0,1). This fact
makes troubles to adopt (C3) and (C4) as necessary conditions
for coherence measures of Gaussian states. With this consid-
eration, we abandon (C3) and (C4), and modify (C1) and (C2)
for Gaussian states as (CG1) and (CG2) below. A real valued
functional Cg defined on Gaussian states is called a coherence
measure if Cg satisfies the following (CG1) and (CG2).

(CG1) Faithfulness. Cg(p) > 0 for any Gaussian state p,
and Cg(p) = 0 if and only if p is diagonal.

(CG2) Monotonicity. Cgl¢(p)] < Cg(p) for any incoherent
Gaussian channel ¢.

Coherence measures, incoherent channels and state trans-
formations for Gaussian states were investigated recently [44—
47].
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B. Coherence and imaginarity of Gaussian states

To study the relationship between coherence and imaginar-
ity of Gaussian states, we propose the conditions (CG4) and
(CGO6) below, (CG6) can be viewed as the counterpart of (C6).

(CG4) Cg(p) < %[Cc,(p) + Cg(p*)] for any Gaussian state
p.

(CG6) Cg(p) = Cg(p*) for any Gaussian state p.

It is easy to see that if a coherence measure Cg(p) for Gaus-
sian states satisfies (CG4) and (CG6), then Cg(p)—Cg(p”) = 0.

Similar to definition 1, we give the definition of the conju-
gate of a Gaussian channel.

Definition 2. For the Gaussian channel ¢ = (b,T,N), we de-
fine the conjugate of ¢ = (b,T,N) as ¢* = (0Ob,OTO,ONO).

From Egs. (32,33), we have
ON +iQ—iTQTT)0 > 0.

Using the facts OQ = -QO, O'=0and 0% = = I, we obtain

ONO —iQ+i(OTOQOTO) > 0.

Taking the conjugate of the left side of above equation and
using the facts N7 = N and Q7 = —-Q yield

ONO +iQ—i(0OTO)YQOTO) > 0.

This show that ¢* = (Ob,OT O,0ONO) satisfies the complete
positivity condition, then ¢* is a Gaussian channel.

With the definition of ¢* = (Ob,OTO,0ONO) and Eq. (31),
one can check that

¢ (p") = [d(p)]". (35)

When a Gaussian channel ¢ = (d,T,N) is incoherent, we
have Corollary 1 as follows.

Corollary 1. Ifthe Gaussian channel ¢ = (b,T,N) is incoher-
ent, then its conjugate ¢* = (Ob,0T O,0ONO) is also incoher-
ent, and ¢* (o) = ¢(0) for any thermal state o.

Proof. For any thermal state o, we have o = 0. Since ¢
is incoherent, then ¢(o) is thermal. From Eq. (35) one has
¢*(0) = ¢"(07") = [¢(0)]" = $(0). o

For p € (0, 1), Gaussian states p and o, the convex combi-
nation of p and o, pp+ (1 — p)o is not Gaussian in general.
Here we define a Gaussian state by the convex combinations
of the means and covariance matrices of p and o.

Definition 3. For p € (0,1), Gaussian states p(X, V) and
o (Y, W), we define the Gaussian state T(pX + (1 — p)Y,pV +
(1= p)W), and denote

PP V)& (1= p)o(Y, W)
= 1(pX+1=p)Y,pV+(1-p)W). (36)

Under Definition 3, we see that

,(X+0X V+0VO
P\ 2 7 2

1 - 1, -
= 3p(X.V)8 2p"(0X.0V0). (37)

Since Gaussian states p()_(, V) and 0'(1_/, W) satisfy the un-
certainty principle V +iQ >0 and W +iQ > 0, then

[pV+(A-p)W]+iQ
= p(V+iQ)+ (1 -p)(W+iQ) > 0.
This says pV + (1 - p)W satisfies the uncertainty principle and

7(pX + (1 - p)Y, pV + (1 — p)W) indeed is a Gaussian state.
Similar to Theorem 2, we have Theorem 4 below.

Theorem 4. If Cs(p) is a coherence measure for Gaussian
states, then

1
Cslp) = 71Calp) +Ca(pM)] (38)

is also a coherence measure for Gaussian states, and C(p)
satisfies C;(p) = Ci(0").

Proof. Cg(p) satisfying (CG1) is easy to prove. We now
prove that C G(p) satisfies (CG2). For any Gaussian state p
and any 1nc0herent Gaussian channel ¢, we have

1
E[CG((b(P))'*'CG([(b(P)]*)]

1
= 5[Ca6(0) +Ca@ (0]

1
< 5[Cp) +Ca(p)]

Cglo(p)]

= C4p),

where we have used ¢*(p*) = [¢(p)]*, the fact that ¢* is in-
coherent, and (CG2) that Cg(¢(p)) < Cg(p) and Cg(¢*(p*)) <
Ca(p). o

In Ref. [39], the author introduced the Gaussian relative
entropy Cg;(p) for Gaussian state p as

Carlp) = S(pllo) =S () =S (p), (39)

1 R}
Vi = 5(Vj12j- 1+ Vajoj+ Xpj + X)), (40)

where p = p(X, V) is any Gaussian state, p = 5(0,69’}211/_1-12) is
a thermal state induced by p(X, V), S (p) = —tr(plog, p) is the
von Neumann entropy of p, S (ol|p) =tr(plog, p)—tr(plog, p) is
the relative entropy of p to p. The defining property of the ther-
mal state p(0, ea”_]vjlz) is tr(l aip) = trG aip) for all {j }1—1’
namely, p and p have the same mean particle numbers for all
modes.
S (p) and S (p) in Eq. (39) can be computed by [48]

S) = 8wy, (41)
j=1

S@ = )8 (42)
j=1

o) = xgllogzx;—l—xgllogzxgl, 3)

where {v]} _, is the symplectic eigenvalues of V (see Ap-
pendix for more details).
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It is shown that [39] Cg(p) satisfies (CG1) and (CG2), i.e.,
Car(p) is a coherence measure for Gaussian states. Now we
show that Cg;(p) also satisfies (CG4) and (CG6).

Car(p) satisfying (CG6) is easy to prove. By the defini-
tion S(p) = —tr(plog, p) we see that S(p) = S(p*). Alterna-
tively, S (p) = S (p*) follows by Eq. (41) and the fact that the
Gaussian state p(X, V) and its conjugate p(OX, OV O) have the
same symplectic eigenvalues (see Appendix for more details).
p = p* evidently holds from Eq. (40). Then Eq. (39) ensures
that Cg;(p) satisfies (CG6).

Since Cg;(p) satisfies (CG6), then Cg.(p) satisfying (CG4)
is equivalent to the following Theorem 5.

Theorem 5. Cg,(0)— Cg(0’) = 0 for any Gaussian state p.
Proof. From Egs. (39-43) we have

Car(p) = Car(p")

S@E)=Sp)=S@)+S (")

= [S@-SEN+ISE)=S P, (44)
S@) = ig[%(VZj—l,Zj—]+V2j,2j+Y§j—]+§§j)]’
. 45)
S = ig[%(VZj—l,Zj—l+V2j,2j+Y§j_1):|' (46)
=

Since g(x) is increasing, then S (p) — S (p’) > 0. Corollary 2 in
Appendix ensures S(p") — S (p) > 0. Theorem 5 then follows.
O

C. Examples

Example 4. Consider the one-mode Glauber coherent state

Pl
with @ any complex number.

is X = (2Rea,2Ima)”,
. 10 ,(X+0% X+0X

jaXal is V:(O 1). Then pf (E50%, 12010 ) pas 20X -

lay = e 'T @7)

The mean of |a){a|
the covariance matrix of p =
2

10

T V+OVO _ —
(2Rea, 0, HYC = v = |

S)—S(p)=0and

Carlp) —Carlp') =S (@)~ S (p')
= g[1+2(Rea)’ +2(Ima)’] - g[1+2(Rea)?]. (48)

We see that, Cg(p) — Car(p”) = 0 and Cg(0) — Cie(p”) = 0 if
and only if @ is a real number, namely, |@){| is a real Gaussian
state. We depict Eq. (48) in Fig. 2.

Example 5. Consider the one-mode squeezed state

;at - (c?”)] |0)

). Egs. (44,45,46) yield

1
[} eXp[—(

g, @9)

\/W Z( ¢ tanh g/~ ‘

Figure 2. Cgr(p) — Cgr(0) versus Rea and Ima in Eq. (48).

with £ any complex number and ¢ = |£]e” its polar form.
exp[%({ “a®> — {a'?)] is the squeezing operator. The mean of

|0)(<| is X = (0,0)7, the covariance matrix V of [0)(<| is

V11 = cosh(2|Z]) + cos @sinh(2|{])
V12 = Va1 = sin@sinh(2[{]) (50)
Vao = cosh(2|Z]) — cos @sinh(2|]).

Then Eqs. (44,45,46) yield S(p)— S (o) = 0. With the facts
S(p) =detV and S(p’) = detw (see more details in Ap-
pendix), one gets

CGr(p) - CGr(P,) = S(p,) - S(P)
= g[1+sin?#sinh*2|2))]. (51)

We see that, Cg(0) — Cgr(p”) = 0 and Cg(p) — Cgr(p') = 0 if
and only if { is a real number, that is, |){{| is a real Gaussian
state. We depict Eq. (51) in Figure 3.

IV. SUMMARY

For the fixed orthonormal basis, if a quantum state p has
nonzero imaginary part then p must be coherent. We dis-
cussed how to quantitatively characterize this fact. We proved
that, if a coherence measure C satisfies C(p) = C(p*) then
C(p) — C(Rep) > 0. If a coherence measure C does not sat-
isfy C(p) = C(p*) then we can define a new coherence mea-
sure C’(p) = %[C(p) +C(p*)] then C’(p) = C’'(p*). For Gaus-
sian state p, since Rep in general is not Gaussian, we consider
whether Cg(p) — Cg(0") > 0 where p’ is a real Gaussian state
induced by p and Cg is a coherence measure for Gaussian
states.

Our results revealed some relationships between coherence
and imaginarity. The physical implications and applications
of these results are worthy of further investigations.



Car(p)-Car(p')

Figure 3. Cgr(p) — Cgr(p”) versus Rel and Im{ in Eq. (51).

APPENDIX: SOME RESULTS ABOUT SYMPLECTIC
SPECTRUMS AND GAUSSIAN STATES

For a Gaussian state p()_(, V), the covariance matrix V is
a positive definite real matrix, i.e., V > 0. According to
Williamson’s theorem [49], every positive definite real matrix
of even dimension can be written in diagonal form by a sym-
plectic transformation. Applying Williamson’s theorem to the
covariance matrix V, then there exists a symplectic matrix M
such that

MvMT = &_v,h, (A1)
where v(V) = {v ]-(V)};?:1 is (are) called the symplectic spec-
trum (eigenvalues) of V, without loss of generality we always
assume 0 < v;(V) < (V) for j < k. We denote the set of all
real symplectic matrices of 2n dimension by

Sp(2n,R) = {M|MQM" = Q. (A2)

Sp(2n,R) forms a group, called symplectic group, and
M €Sp(2n,R) if and only if MT €Sp(2n,R). The symplectic
spectrum v(V) is just the modulus of the 2n standard eigenval-
ues of the matrix iQV. It is easy to check that whenn =1, V
has only one symplectic eigenvalue being det V.

The conjugate of the Gaussian state p(X, V) is still a Gaus-
sian state p*(OX,0VO). Using the facts 0% = b, 0Q=-Q0,
0(69;?:11/112)0 = @;f:lvjlz, and Eq. (A1), we get

(OMO)(OVO)Y(OMO)T
(OMOYQOMO)T

&' v,h, (A3)

Q. (A4)

These show that OMO €Sp(2n,R) and the symplectic spec-

trum of OV O is still {Vj}?:y

For the set {x j};?:1 of real numbers, define {x}};?: | as the
increasing rearrangement of {x; :?:1 such that xI < xg <. <
xIL. Two sets {x j}?:l and {y; ?:1 of real numbers are said that
{xj};le is weakly supermajorized by {y j}’}zl (see chapter 1,
A.2. in Ref. [50]), denote by

)y < (AS)

if
(A6)

Lemma 1. (Theorem 1 in Ref. [51]). Let A and B be 2nx2n
real positive definite matrices (A = AT > 0,B = BT > 0). Then
v(A+ B) <" v(A) + v(B). (A7)

Another interesting result about v(A), v(B) and v(A + B) is
reported in Theorem 2 in Ref. [52]. The following Lemma is
aresult of C.1.b. in Chapter 3 of Ref. [50].

Lemma 2. If f(x) : R = R is concave and increasing, then
feliey <" Ayi¥isy implies 37y f(xp) 2 30, ().

With Lemma 1 and Lemma 2, we have Theorem 6 below.

Theorem 6. For p € (0,1), Gaussian states p(Y, V) and
(Y, W), it holds that

Slppd(1-p)a] = pS(p)+(1-p)S(o). (A8)
Proof. lemma 1 yields

v(pV +(1=p)W) <" v(pV) +v((1 - p)W).

From Egs. (41,43) and lemma 2, S(p) = Z;leg(vj), g(x) is
concave and increasing, then

S(pV+1-p)W)

n

= > gV + (1 -pW)]

=

\%

glpvi(V)+ 1 =p)vi(W)]
Jj=1

> ipglyi(V)1+(1 = p)gly,(W)l)
Jj=1
PS(P)+(1=p)S (@),

v

O
Applying Theorem 6 to Eq. (37), we obtain Corollary 2
below.

Corollary 2. For any Gaussian state p, it holds that
S(p") = S(p).

The more general result of Theorem 6 is the following
Corollary 3.

(A9)



Corollary 3. For any probability distribution {p;}; and any
Gaussian states {p}} ;, it holds that

S@;pip) = ) piSp)), (A10)
7

or equivalently,

S@;pip)= ), piSp) =0, (A11)
j

where Bjp;p; = p1p1 B p2p2....

Recall that, the concavity of the entropy (see chapter 11
in Ref. [S]) says that S(X;pjp;) = 2 p;S (p;) for any prob-
ability distribution {p;}; and any quantum states {p;};, and
S(Xjpjpj)— X;ipiS(p;) is called the Holevo information.
Then we can view Eq. (A10) as a counterpart of S (3 ; pjp;) =
2 PjS(p)), and view Eq. (A10) as a counterpart of Holevo
information.
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