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Abstract

At present, quantum channels have been widely concerned, and many ways to quantify quantum channels have been

proposed, which has led to the generation of many resource theories for quantum channels. We add strong monotonicity

and convexity to the requirement of imaginarity measure of quantum channels to make the measure proper. We also

introduce an alternative framework to simplify the process of verifying whether a quantifier is a proper measure. We

present three imaginarity measures of quantum channels via on the robustness, the trace norm and entropy, respectively.

Some properties are also given.
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1 Introduction

Imaginary numbers provide a broad perspective and additional methods for modern scientific research. Quantum resource
theory can establish new connections among various research directions. With the development of quantum resource
theory, the imaginarity resource theory [1] proposed in recent years has attracted increasing attention. Some examples of
applications, the imaginarity plays a crucial role in state discrimination [2], the imaginarity operation is more advantageous
to distinguish the quantum channel without the help of the auxiliary system [3]. Many imaginarity measures have been
found for quantum states, the fidelity [2], the convex roof [4], the geometric [3] and some imaginarity measures induced
by entropies [5, 6], some of which can establish relations due to their own mathematical properties [6, 7].

Just like quantum states, quantum channels also deserve attention. Some studies begin to investigate the properties
of quantum channels [8, 9, 10, 11, 12]. Resource theories of quantum channels was established in [13], and many resource
theories of quantum channels have been proposed, such as coherence of quantum channels [14], entanglement of quantum
channels [15] and so on [16, 17]. Based on this, more measures for quantum channels have been found [18, 19, 20, 21].

In order to simplify the process of verifying whether a quantifier can be a coherence measure, alternative framework
for quantifying coherence have been proposed [22] in the coherence resource theory. Similar alternative frameworks can be
established in many other resource theories, such as imaginarity resource theory [7], coherence of quantum channels [23].

The concept of the imaginarity of quantum channels was first introduced in [24], and the definitions of free channels and
free superchannels have been visited again recently [25]. It can be seen that the concept is worthing considing. Similar to
the coherence of quantum channels, in this paper, we refine the imaginarity of quantum channels and introduce alternative
framework to facilitate the verification of whether a quantifier can be a suitable measure. We also show three imaginarity
measures of quantum channels. Some properties of the measure are discussed.

2 Refinement for the imaginarity of quantum channels

Let HA and HB be two Hilbert space with dimensions |A| and |B|, and orthonormal basis {|j〉}
|A|−1
j=0 = {|k〉}

|A|−1
k=0 and

{|α〉}
|B|−1
α=0 = {|β〉}

|B|−1
β=0 . We assume |a〉〈a| = Ea,a without loss of generality, that is, it happens to be the a-th diagonal.

Denote DA and DB be the set of all density operators on HA and HB, and CAB be the set of all channels from DA to DB .
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A quantum channel φ ∈ CAB can be represented by Choi matrix,

Jφ =
∑

j,k

|j〉〈k| ⊗ φ(|j〉〈k|) =
∑

j,k,α,β

φj,k,α,β |j〉〈k| ⊗ |α〉〈β|

with φj,k,α,β = 〈α|φ(|j〉〈k|)|β〉.

The Choi state of φ is
Jφ

|A| , χφ. We call channel φ a real channel if χφ is an real matrix, and denote RCAB the set

of all the real channels. The free channel is defined as the real channel. This is exactlt the free operation in imaginarity
resource theory, thus it is appropriate to define the free channel by Choi state.

Let SCABA′B′ be the sets of all superchannels from CAB to CA′B′ . It can be known that [14, 26] superchannel Θ also has
the expression of Kraus operators {Mm}m with χΘ(φ) =

∑

mMmχφM
†
m , Θ̃(χφ), where Θ̃ is the channel corresponding

to the superchannel. We will not distinguish the signs, Θ or Θ̃, since it can be judged by the context.
We call a superchannel Θ : CAB −→ CA′B′ a real superchannels if Θ(φ) ∈ RCA′B′ for any channels φ ∈ RCAB. We

denote the set of all the real superchannels by RSCABA′B′ . The free superchannel is defined as the real superchannel.
In [24], the author presented a framework for quantifying the imaginarity of quantum channels, they introduced the

imaginarity measure C(φ) , C(χφ) of quantum channels should satisfy the following conditions:
(C1). Faithfulness: C(φ) > 0, and C(φ) = 0 if and only if φ ∈ RCAB;
(C2). Monotonicity: C(φ) > C(Θ(φ)) for any real superchannel Θ ∈ RSCABA′B′ .

Strong monotonicity and convexity often have a great use and a proper quantum resource theory should include them.
So we add these to the conditions above, and then the imaginarity measure C of quantum channels becomes the more
familiar and complete.
(C3). Strong monotonicity: Let Θ ∈ RSCABA′B′ with Θ(·) =

∑

mMm · M †
m, then C(φ) >

∑

m pmC(φm) where
pm = Tr(MmχφM

†
m) and χφm

=MmχφM
†
m/pm

(C4). Convexity: For any {φm} ⊂ CAB and any probability distribution {pm}, C(
∑

m pmφm) 6
∑

m pmC(φm).
We consider that a proper imaginarity measure of quantum channels should satisfy the condition (C1)–(C4). In this

way, we can obtain some properties of the imaginarity measure C.

Property 1. Monotonicity under composition with any real channels, that is,

(a). Left composition: for any ψ ∈ RCBD and any φ ∈ CAB, we have: C(ψ ◦ φ) 6 C(φ).
(b). Right composition: for any ψ ∈ RCAB and any φ ∈ CBD, we have: C(φ ◦ ψ) 6 C(φ).

Proof. We only prove (a), because (b) is analogous.
For ψ ∈ RCAB and φ ∈ CBD, we consider a superchannel Θψ with Θψ = ψ ◦ φ. Due to the condition (C2), we try to

explain Θ ∈ RSCABAD. In fact, when superchannel Θψ acts on any real channels, it is impossible to generate imaginarity
resource since the channel ψ is real. We can know that the superchannel Θψ is a real superchannel from the definition.

We can also see that if ψ is invertible, C(ψ ◦ φ) = C(φ) holds.

Property 2. The combination of imaginarity measures is still an imaginarity measure, that is, for any {Cj} and any

{qj} with qj > 0, C ,
∑

j qjCj is an imaginarity measure .

Proof. It is obvious that C(φ) > 0 and due to qj > 0, C(φ) = 0 is equivalent to every Cj(φ) = 0, certainly it indicate
φ ∈ RC. For any real superchannel Θ, we have C(φ) =

∑

j qjCj(φ) >
∑

j qjCj(Θ(φ)) = C(Θ(φ)).

For Θ ∈ RSC with Θ(·) =
∑

mMm ·M †
m, the strong monotonicity holds:

C(φ) =
∑

j

qjCj(φ) >
∑

j

qj
∑

m

pmCj(φm) =
∑

m

pm
∑

j

qjCj(φm) =
∑

m

pmC(φm).

For any {φm} ⊂ CAB and any probability distribution {pm}, the convexity holds:

C(
∑

m

pmφm) =
∑

j

qjCj(
∑

m

pmφm) 6
∑

j

qj
∑

m

pmCj(φm) =
∑

m

pm
∑

j

qjCj(φm) =
∑

m

pmC(φm).

Therefore, C is an imaginarity measure.
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Property 3. If C is an imaginarity measure for channel φ, then, quantifier Ĉ as:

Ĉ(φ) , min
{qj ,φj}

∑

j

qjC(φj),

is a proper measure for φ, where min{qj ,φj} represents the min of all possible channels decompositions as φ =
∑

j qjφj
with qj > 0.

Proof. It can be seen that Ĉ(φ) > 0. When Ĉ(φ) = 0, we can take the best decomposition of φ, expressed as φ =
∑

k qkφk,

so that Ĉ(φ) =
∑

k qkC(φk). We can get C(φk) = 0 since q > 0, that is, φk ∈ RC, thus φ ∈ RC, the faithfulness holds.

We can notice that, for any {qj}, let every φj = φ, we can get Ĉ(φ) = min{qj ,φj}

∑

j qjC(φj) 6 C(φ). For any quantum

channel φ, we take the best decomposition of φ, expressed as φ =
∑

k qkφk, so that Ĉ(φ) =
∑

k qkC(φk). For Θ ∈ RSC
with Θ(·) =

∑

mMm ·M †
m, we denote ak,m = Tr(Mmχφk

M †
m), pm = Tr(MmχφM

†
m), then

Ĉ(φ) =
∑

k

qkC(φk) >
∑

k

qk
∑

m

ak,mC(
Mmχφk

M †
m

ak,m
) =

∑

m

pm
∑

k

qkak,m
pm

C(
Mmχφk

M †
m

ak,m
)

>
∑

m

pm
∑

k

C(
qkak,m
pm

Mmχφk
M †
m

ak,m
) =

∑

m

pmC(

∑

k qkMmχφk
M †
m

pm
)

=
∑

m

pmC(
MmχφM

†
m

pm
) >

∑

m

pmĈ(
MmχφM

†
m

pm
).

The first inequality is due to the strong monotonicity of C, the second inequality is due to the convexity of C and
∑

k
qkak,m

pm
=

∑
k qkTr(Mmχφk

M†
m)

Tr(MmχφM
†
m)

= 1.

To verify convexity of Ĉ for simplicity, we only consider two quantum channels φ1 and φ2, and define ψ = aφ1 + bφ2
with a+ b = 1. We take the best decomposition of φ1 and φ2 respectively as φ1 =

∑

m q1,mφ1,m and φ2 =
∑

n q2,nφ2,n so
that the equations hold:

{

Ĉ(φ1) =
∑

m q1,mC(φ1,m),

Ĉ(φ2) =
∑

n q2,nC(φ2,n).

Then, aĈ(φ1) + bĈ(φ2) =
∑

m aq1,mC(φ1,m) +
∑

n bq2,nC(φ2,n).
For ease of writing, if m 6= n, we supplement {0,0} for the less set so that both sets have the same quantity, that is,

aĈ(φ1) + bĈ(φ2) =
∑

m aq1,mC(φ1,m) + bq2,mC(φ2,m). Substitute the new symbol {q2m−1, ψ2m−1} and {q2m, ψ2m} for
{aq1,m, φ1,m} and {bq2,m, φ2,m} respectively. We have

aĈ(φ1) + bĈ(φ2) =
∑

m

q2m−1C(ψ2m−1) + q2mC(ψ2m) > min
qj ,ψj

∑

j

qjC(ψj) = Ĉ(ψ) = Ĉ(aφ1 + bφ2).

In this way, it can be known that Ĉ is a proper imaginarity measure.

3 Alternative framework for the imaginarity of quantum channels

In the previous section we refined the framework. However, the condition (C3) and (C4) are difficult to verify in some
cases. Here, inspired by the similar alternative framework in many resource theory [22, 23], we have the following result.

Theorem 1. (C3)+ (C4) is equivalent to (C5) when condition (C1) and (C2) holds. The condition (C5) is:

(C5). Additivity: For any p1, p2 satisfied p1 + p2 = 1, any φ1 ∈ CAB1
and φ2 ∈ CAB2

, let φ = p1φ1 ⊕ p2φ2, φ ∈ CAB with

|B| = |B1|+ |B2|, then C(φ) = p1C(φ1) + p2C(φ2) holds.

Proof. The proof is long and we divide it into steps.
(C3)+ (C4) ⇒ (C5):
(STEP 1).
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Let Q1 = |0〉〈0|+ · · ·+ ||B1| − 1〉〈|B1| − 1|+ ||B|〉〈|B|| + · · ·+ ||B| + |B1| − 1〉〈|B| + |B1| − 1|+ |(|A| − 1)|B|〉〈(|A| −
1)|B||+ · · ·+ |(|A| − 1)|B|+ |B1| − 1〉〈(|A| − 1)|B|+ |B1| − 1|,

Q2 = ||B1|〉〈|B1|| + · · · + ||B| − 1〉〈|B| − 1| + ||B| + |B1|〉〈|B| + |B1|| + · · · + ||B| + |B| − 1〉〈|B| + |B| − 1| + |(|A| −
1)|B|+ |B1|〉〈(|A| − 1)|B|+ |B1||+ · · ·+ |(|A| − 1)|B|+ |B| − 1〉〈(|A| − 1)|B|+ |B| − 1|.

We can give an intuitive expression.

Q1 =

|A||B|
︷ ︸︸ ︷









I|B1|

O|B2|

. . .

I|B1|

O|B2|










=

|A|−1
⊕

j=0

(
I|B1|

O|B2|

)

,

Q2 =










O|B1|

I|B2|

. . .

O|B1|

I|B2|










︸ ︷︷ ︸

|A||B|

=

|A|−1
⊕

j=0

(
O|B1|

I|B2|

)

,

where Ia and Ob denote identity matrix and zero matrix with dimensions a and b respectively.
Due to Q†

1Q1 +Q†
2Q2 = I|A||B| and Q1Q2 = O|A||B|, let Θ(·) = Q1 ·Q

†
1 +Q2 ·Q

†
2, we can know that Θ ∈ RSCABA′B′ .

Under the requirement of (C5), the Choi state of φ is

χφ =
∑

j,k

|j〉〈k| ⊗ φ(|j〉〈k|)/|A| =
∑

j,k

|j〉〈k| ⊗
[
p1φ1(|j〉〈k|)⊕ p2φ2(|j〉〈k|

]
/|A|.

Thus,

Q1χφQ
†
1 =

∑

j,k

|j〉〈k| ⊗
[
p1φ1(|j〉〈k|)⊕ 02(|j〉〈k|

]
/|A|.

It’s obvious that Tr(Q1χφQ
†
1) is exactly p1. Let χφ̃1

= Q1χφQ
†
1/p1 =

∑

j,k |j〉〈k| ⊗
[
φ1(|j〉〈k|)⊕ 02(|j〉〈k|

]
/|A|. Similarly

we obtain χφ̃2
. At this point, the requirement of (C3) has been satisfied, that is

{

Θ ∈ RSCABA′B′ with Θ(·) = Q1 ·Q
†
1 +Q2 ·Q

†
2,

pm = Tr(QmχφQ
†
m), χφ̃m

= QmχφQ
†
m/pm,

we have

C(χφ) > p1C(χφ̃1
) + p2C(χφ̃2

). (1)

(STEP 2).
For any ρ ∈ DA, ρ =

∑

j,k ρj,k|j〉〈k|, any φ ∈ CAB, φ(ρ) can be represented by Jφ, in order to do this, ρ and Jφ need
to be tensor index realigned:

{

J ′
φ =

∑

j,k〈jk| ⊗ φ(|j〉〈k|),

ρ′ =
∑

j,k ρj,k|jk〉,

then φ(ρ) = J ′
φρ

′ =
∑

j,k ρj,kφ(|j〉〈k|). Under the requirement of (C5), we have

φ(ρ) =
∑

j,k

ρj,kφ(|j〉〈k|) =
∑

j,k

ρj,k
[
p1φ1(|j〉〈k|)⊕ p2φ2(|j〉〈k|)

]

= p1
∑

j,k

ρj,k
[
φ1(|j〉〈k|)⊕ 02(|j〉〈k|)

]
+ p2

∑

j,k

ρj,k
[
01(|j〉〈k|) ⊕ φ2(|j〉〈k|)

]

= p1φ̃1(ρ) + p2φ̃2(ρ),
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that is φ = p1φ̃1 + p2φ̃2. From (C4) We can know that

C(φ) 6 p1C(φ̃1) + p2C(φ̃2). (2)

(STEP 3).
From (1) in (STEP 1) and (2) in (STEP 2), we obtain C(φ) = p1C(φ̃1) + p2C(φ̃2). Next we need to prove

C(φ1) = C(φ̃1), that is, we need to prove C(χφ1
) = C(χφ̃1

).

First, we specify the range of index i and j, let i = 0, 1, · · · , |B|−1, j = 0, 1, · · · , |B1|−1. LetK1
0 satisfies 〈i|K1

0 |j〉 = δi,j .
An intuitive expression of K1

0 is

K1
0 =

(
I|B1|

Ô

)}

|B|,

where Ô denotes zero matrix with dimension |B2| × |B1|.
Let K2

n satisfy 〈j|K2
n|i〉 = δi,j+n|B1|, n = 0, 1, · · · , ⌈|B2|/|B1|⌉. ⌈a⌉ is the ceil of a. We can give an example to make

this easier to understand. See Example 1 after this proof.
Let

K1
0 =

|A|−1
⊕

j=0

K1
0 =






K1
0

. . .

K1
0




 ,K2

n =

|A|−1
⊕

j=0

K2
n =






K2
n

. . .

K2
n




 ,

we can verify (K1
0)

†K1
0 = I|B1| and

∑⌈|B2|/|B1|⌉
j=0 (K2

n)
†K2

n = I|B|. Thus Θ1 ∈ RSCAB1AB with Θ1(·) = K1
0 · (K1

0)
†,

Θ2 ∈ RSCABAB1
with Θ2(·) =

∑⌈|B2|/|B1|⌉
j=0 K2

n · (K2
n)

†. We can also obtain Θ1(χφ1
) = χφ̃1

and Θ2(χφ̃1
) = χφ1

.
Combining with (C2), the above implies that the following inequality holds:

C(χφ1
) = C(Θ2(χφ̃1

)) 6 C(χφ̃1
) = C(Θ1(χφ1

)) 6 C(χφ1
).

As a result, C(χφ1
) = C(χφ̃1

). It follows from a similar discussion that C(χφ2
) = C(χφ̃2

).
Up to now, we prove (C5) holds: C(φ) = p1C(φ1) + p2C(φ2).

(C5) ⇒ (C3)+ (C4):
(STEP 4).

For Θ ∈ RSCABA′B′ with Θ(·) =
∑

mMm ·M †
m, we introduce an auxiliary system S with dimensionN and orthonormal

basis {|n〉}
N−1
n=0 . The system AB formed by Choi state and the auxiliary system S form a combined system ABS, of which

the basis is {|jα〉 ⊗ |n〉} and the whole system is initially in the state χφ ⊗ |0〉〈0| , χABSφ .

Let Un =
∑N−1
k=0 |(k + n) mod N〉〈k|, then ΘABS(·) ∈ RSCABSA′B′S with ΘABS(·) =

∑

n(Mn ⊗ Un) · (Mn ⊗ Un)
†.

Thus

ΘABS(χABSφ ) =
∑

n

(Mn ⊗ Un)(χφ ⊗ |0〉〈0|)(Mn ⊗ Un)
† =

∑

n

MnχφM
†
n ⊗ |n〉〈n| ,

∑

n

pnχφn
⊗ |n〉〈n|,

where pn = Tr(MnχφM
†
n) and χφn

=MnχφM
†
n/pn.

We can know that
∑

n pn = 1, φn ∈ CABn
with |B| =

∑

n |Bn|. From (C5), we get

{

C(χABSφ ) = C(χφ ⊗ |0〉〈0|) = C(χφ),

C(ΘABS(χABSφ )) = C(
∑

n pnχφn
⊗ |n〉〈n|) = C(

⊕

n pnχφn
) =

∑

n pnC(χφn
).

From (C2), we can obtain

C(χφ) = C(χABSφ ) > C(ΘABS(χABSφ )) =
∑

n

pnC(χφn
),

that is, condition (C3) holds.
(STEP 5).
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For any {φm} ⊂ CAB and any probability distribution {pm}, we construct the similar auxiliary system S with orthonor-
mal basis {|m〉}m and define χABSφ =

∑

m pmχφm
⊗ |m〉〈m|. Due to

∑

m(I|A||B| ⊗ |0〉〈m|)†(I|A||B| ⊗ |0〉〈m|) = I|A||B||S|,

ΘABS ∈ RSCABSA′B′S with ΘABS(·) =
∑

m(I|A||B| ⊗ |0〉〈m|) · (I|A||B| ⊗ |0〉〈m|)†. Then

ΘABS(χABSφ ) =
∑

m

(I|A||B| ⊗ |0〉〈m|)χABSφ (I|A||B| ⊗ |0〉〈m|)† =
∑

m

pmχφm
⊗ |0〉〈0|.

We know from (C2) and (C5) that the following inequality holds:
∑

m

pmC(χφm
) = C(χABSφ ) > C(ΘABS(χABSφ )) = C(

∑

m

pmχφm
),

that is, condition (C4) holds.
Therefore, the proof is finished.

Example 1. Suppose |B1| = 2 and |B2| = 3, then i = 0, 1, · · · , 4, j = 0, 1, n = 0, 1, 2 and

K2
0 =

(
1 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0 0

)

,
(

I|B1| O|B1| Õ
)
,

K2
1 =

(
0 0 1 0 0
0 0 0 1 0

)

,
(

O|B1| I|B1| Õ
)
,

K2
2 =

(
0 0 0 0 1
0 0 0 0 0

)

,
(

O|B1| O|B1| Ĩ
)
,

where Õ denotes the first (|B2| mod |B1|) columns of O|B1|, same does Ĩ.

It is often difficult to verify whether a measure has strong monotonicity and convexity directly, which may be easier
after using Theorem 1. When verifying whether a quantifier is a proper measure, we can choose verifying (C1)–(C4) or
verifying (C1)+ (C2)+ (C5).

Under the requirement of (C5), that is, for any p1, p2 satisfied p1 + p2 = 1, any φ1 ∈ CAB1
and φ2 ∈ CAB2

, let
φ = p1φ1 ⊕ p2φ2, φ ∈ CAB with |B| = |B1|+ |B2|. We have χφ1

and χφ2
, and we define χφ̃1

and χφ̃2
below.







χφ1
=

∑

j,k |j〉〈k| ⊗ φ1(|j〉〈k|)/|A|,

χφ2
=

∑

j,k |j〉〈k| ⊗ φ2(|j〉〈k|)/|A|,

χφ̃1
=

∑

j,k |j〉〈k| ⊗
[
φ1(|j〉〈k|)⊕ 02(|j〉〈k|

]
/|A|,

χφ̃2
=

∑

j,k |j〉〈k| ⊗
[
01(|j〉〈k|) ⊕ φ2(|j〉〈k|

]
/|A|.

Thus the following property holds.

Property 4. C is a proper imaginarity measure for quantum channels, the equation holds:

C(p1χφ1
⊕ p2χφ2

) = C(p1χφ̃1
+ p2χφ̃2

) = C(χφ). (3)

The proof of Property 4 is obvious, here is a helpful example.

Example 2. The following matrix transformations hold and they are invertible.










a11 a12
a21 a22

a33
b11 b12
b21 b22

b33











K1(·)K
†
1−−−−−→











a11 a12
a33

a21 a22
b22 b21
b12 b11

b33











K2(·)K
†
2−−−−−→











a11 a12
b11 b12

a21 a22
b21 b22

a33
b33











,

where

K1 =











1
1

1
1

1
1











,K2 =











1
1

1
1

1
1











.
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Due to K†
jKj = I, then the invertible Θj ∈ RSC with Θj(·) = Kj ·K

†
j , j = 1, 2.

Just like Θ1 and Θ2 in this example, we can construct multiple invertible channels such that

Θ1(Θ2(· · ·Θk(p1χφ1
⊕ p2χφ2

) · · · )) = p1χφ̃1
+ p2χφ̃2

.

In this way, we can know that the equation (3) holds from the condition (C2).

4 Imaginarity measures of quantum channels

The Choi theorem [27] tell us that the Choi matrix of the channel φ is positive semidefinite, so that χφ > 0, we can see
that, for any quantum channel φ with φ(·) =

∑

nKn ·K†
n, its Choi state χφ =

∑

j,k |j〉〈k| ⊗ φ(|j〉〈k|)/|A|, thus the trace:

Tr(χφ) = Tr
[∑

j,k

|j〉〈k| ⊗ φ(|j〉〈k|)/|A|
]

=
1

|A|

∑

j

Tr
[

φ(|j〉〈j|)
]

=
1

|A|

∑

j

1 = 1.

In this way, we can embed Choi states into quantum states:

CAB →֒ DAB .

It seems then that many imaginarity measures for quantum states can be equally applied to quantum channels. Thus
in this section, we introduce three imaginarity measures of quantum channels, that is, measures via on the robustness, the
trace norm and the sandwiched Rényi relative entropy, respectively. We can exactly verify these three measures in two
ways.

4.1 Measure via on the robustness

The Measure via on the robustness is appeared in many resource theories [1, 18]. Similar to these, we define the imaginarity
measure of quantum channels as follow.

Cr(φ) = min
φ̃∈RCAB

{

s > 0 :
χφ + sχφ̃
1 + s

, χψ, ψ ∈ RCAB

}

We have the following result.

Theorem 2. Cr(φ) is a proper imaginarity measure of quantum channels.

Before our proof, we need to introduce pseudomixture [28, 29, 30, 7] of χφ, that is,

χφ = [1 + Cr(χφ)]χφ1
− Cr(χφ)χφ2

,

where φ1 ∈ RCAB , and φ2 is the optimal channel of the min in the definition of Cr(φ).

Proof. We only verify (C1)+(C3)+(C4) since (C2) can be derived.
(C1):

Obviously Cr(φ) > 0. If Cr(φ) = 0, that means
χφ+0
1+0 = χψ, that is φ = ψ ∈ RCAB. The converse is certainly true.

(C3):
Let Θ ∈ RSCABA′B′ with Θ(·) =

∑

mMm · M †
m, for any quantum channel φ with its pseudomixture, under the

requirement of (C3), pm = Tr(MmχφM
†
m) and χφm

=MmχφM
†
m/pm. Then we obtain

MmχφM
†
m = [1 + Cr(χφ)]Mmχφ1

M †
m − Cr(χφ)Mmχφ2

M †
m.

Let
{

χmφ1
= 1

1+sm
1
pm

[1 + Cr(χφ)]Mmχφ1
M †
m,

χmφ2
= 1

sm
1
pm
Cr(χφ)Mmχφ2

M †
m,

where sm = 1
pm
C(χφ)Tr(Mmχφ1

M †
m).
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We get χφm
= (1 + sm)χmφ1

− smχ
m
φ2

, that is,
χφm+smχ

m
φ2

1+sm
= χmφ1

. Thus we get Cr(χφm
) 6 sm from definition, that is,

pmCr(χφm
) 6 C(χφ)Tr(Mmχφ1

M †
m).

Therefore, we obtain

∑

m

pmCr(χφm
) 6

∑

m

C(χφ)Tr(Mmχφ1
M †
m)

= C(χφ)
∑

m

Tr(M †
mMmχφ1

)

= C(χφ)Tr(
∑

m

M †
mMmχφ1

)

= C(χφ)

This means the condition (C3) holds.
(C4):

For simplicity, we only consider two quantum channels φ1 and φ2, and define φ = pφ1 + (1− p)φ2 with any p ∈ (0, 1),
that is, χφ = pχφ1

+(1− p)χφ2
. The measurements Cr for φ1 and φ2 are Cr(χφ1

) and Cr(χφ2
). Let sp = pCr(χφ1

)+ (1−
p)Cr(χφ2

).
Consider the pseudomixtures of χφ1

and χφ2
:

χφ1
= [1 + Cr(χφ1

)]χφ1,1
− Cr(χφ1

)χφ1,2
and χφ2

= [1 + Cr(χφ2
)]χφ2,1

− Cr(χφ2
)χφ2,2

,

then let






χψ =
p[1+Cr(χφ1

)]χφ1,1
+(1−p)[1+Cr(χφ2

)]χφ2,1

1+sp
,

χφ̃ =
pCr(χφ1

)χφ1,2
+(1−p)Cr(χφ2

)χφ2,2

sp
.

We have χφ = (1 + sp)χψ − spχφ̃, that is, χψ =
χφ+spχφ̃

1+sp
, thus we get sp > Cr(χφ).

Therefore, pCr(χφ1
) + (1− p)Cr(χφ2

) = sp > Cr(χφ) = C(pχφ1
+ (1− p)χφ2

). The condition (C4) holds.

4.2 Measure via on the trace norm

To obtain the channel is real, we can consider the trace norm:

Ct(φ) = ||χφ − χ∗
φ||Tr = Tr|χφ − χ∗

φ|.

where χ∗
φ means the conjugate of χφ and |χφ − χ∗

φ| =
√

(χφ − χ∗
φ)

†(χφ − χ∗
φ).

Theorem 3. Ct(φ) is a proper imaginarity measure of quantum channels.

Proof. The condition (C1) holds due to the definition of the trace norm.
There is ||χφ − χ∗

φ||Tr > ||Θ(χφ) − Θ(χ∗
φ)||Tr for any CPTP map [31], and it certainly holds for real superchannels.

Since Θ is a real superchannel, we can know that [Θ(χφ)]
∗ = Θ(χ∗

φ) due to

[Θ(χφ)]
∗ =

[
∑

m

MmχφM
†
n

]∗

=
∑

m

Mmχ
∗
φM

†
n = Θ(χ∗

φ).

Thus (C2) is satisfied.
Under the requirement of (C5), from Property 4, we have:

Ct(χφ) = Ct(p1χφ1
⊕ p2χφ2

) = ||(p1χφ1
⊕ p2χφ2

)− (p1χφ1
⊕ p2χφ2

)∗||Tr

= ||(p1χφ1
⊕ p2χφ2

)− (p1χ
∗
φ1

⊕ p2χ
∗
φ2
)||Tr = ||p1(χφ1

− χ∗
φ1
)⊕ p2(χφ2

− χ∗
φ2
)||Tr

= p1||(χφ1
− χ∗

φ1
)||Tr + p2||(χφ2

− χ∗
φ2
)||Tr = p1Ct(χφ1

) + p2Ct(χφ2
).

Therefore, Cr(φ) satisfies (C1)+(C2)+(C5).
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4.3 Measure via on the sandwiched Rényi relative entropy

The sandwiched Rényi relative entropy [32] defined for quantum states with the parameter α as follow:

Dα(ρ||σ) =
1

α− 1
log Tr(σ

1−α
2α ρσ

1−α
2α )α,

where Now, we will introduce the imaginarity measure of quantum channels via on the sandwiched Rényi relative entropy,
that is,

Cα(φ) = 1− Tr
[

(χ∗
φ)

1−α
2α χφ(χ

∗
φ)

1−α
2α

]α

,

where 1
2 6 α < 1. We have the following results.

Theorem 4. Cα(φ) is a proper imaginarity measure of quantum channels.

Proof. It is shown [32] that Dα(ρ||σ) > 0 when 1
2 6 α < 1 and equation holds if and only if ρ = σ, that is,

Tr(σ
1−α
2α ρσ

1−α
2α )α 6 1. Thus we consider Choi state as a quantum state and then we have, Cα(φ) > 0. The equation holds

if and only if χφ = χ∗
φ. The condition (C1) is satisfied.

From [32], we have:

Dα(χφ||χ
∗
φ) > Dα

[
Θ(χφ)||Θ(χ∗

φ)
]

⇐⇒ log Tr
[

(χ∗
φ)

1−α
2α χφ(χ

∗
φ)

1−α
2α

]α

6 log Tr
{

[Θ(χ∗
φ)]

1−α
2α Θ(χφ)[Θ(χ∗

φ)]
1−α
2α

}α

⇐⇒ Tr
[

(χ∗
φ)

1−α
2α χφ(χ

∗
φ)

1−α
2α

]α

6 Tr
{

[Θ(χ∗
φ)]

1−α
2α Θ(χφ)[Θ(χ∗

φ)]
1−α
2α

}α

⇐⇒ Tr
[

(χ∗
φ)

1−α
2α χφ(χ

∗
φ)

1−α
2α

]α

6 Tr
{

([Θ(χφ)]
∗)

1−α
2α Θ(χφ)([Θ(χφ)]

∗)
1−α
2α

}α

⇐⇒ Cα(φ) > Cα [Θ(φ)] .

Thus (C2) holds.
Under the requirement of (C5), we have:

Tr
[

(χ∗
φ)

1−α
2α χφ(χ

∗
φ)

1−α
2α

]α

= Tr
{

[(p1χφ1
⊕ p2χφ2

)∗]
1−α
2α (p1χφ1

⊕ p2χφ2
) [(p1χφ1

⊕ p2χφ2
)∗]

1−α
2α

}α

= Tr







2⊕

j=1

p
1−α
2α

j pjp
1−α
2α

j (χ∗
φj
)

1−α
2α χφj

(χ∗
φj
)

1−α
2α







α

=

2∑

j=1

pjTr
[

(χ∗
φj
)

1−α
2α χφj

(χ∗
φj
)

1−α
2α

]α

In this way, we obtain:

Cα(φ) = 1− Tr
[

(χ∗
φ)

1−α
2α χφ(χ

∗
φ)

1−α
2α

]α

=

2∑

j=1

pj

{

1− Tr
[

(χ∗
φj
)

1−α
2α χφj

(χ∗
φj
)

1−α
2α

]α}

= p1Cα(φ1) + p2Cα(φ2)

The condition (C5) holds.

5 Conclusion

We refine the framework of imaginarity of quantum channels which originally only has (C1) and (C2) for its measure.
We add two conditions, strong monotonicity (C3) and convexity (C4). Besides, we give some properties of imaginarity
measure of quantum channels. Sometimes it is not easy to verify strong monotonicity and convexity, so we introduce
an alternative framework, that is, (C3) + (C4) is equivalent to (C5) when (C1) and (C2) hold. This is analogous to
imaginarity or coherence of quantum states. Since Choi states can embed quantum states, we also think that imaginarity
measures of quantum states can also be used for quantum channels and present three imaginarity measures for quantum
channels, they are Cr, Ct and Cα via on the robustness, the trace norm and the sandwiched Rényi relative entropy,
respectively.
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