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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 [I] 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 [5l [6], some of which can establish relations due to their own mathematical properties [6l, [7].

Just like quantum states, quantum channels also deserve attention. Some studies begin to investigate the properties
of quantum channels [8] [9] 10} [T, 12]. Resource theories of quantum channels was established in [I3], 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 [I6] [I7]. 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 H4 and Hp be two Hilbert space with dimensions |A| and |B|, and orthonormal basis {|j>}‘ji‘0_1 = {|k) ‘kA:‘gl and

{|o¢>}LB:‘51 = {|B>}‘BE;|0_1. We assume |a){a| = E, , without loss of generality, that is, it happens to be the a-th diagonal.

Denote D4 and Dp be the set of all density operators on H4 and Hp, and C4p be the set of all channels from D4 to Dp.
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A quantum channel ¢ € Cap can be represented by Choi matrix,

T =Y 1K ©SUNK) = D Gikapli) k@) (8]

Jik Ji.k,a,B

with ¢j k., = (a|o(15) (k)] 8)-

The Choi state of ¢ is []7‘1 = X¢- We call channel ¢ a real channel if x4 is an real matrix, and denote RC4p 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 SC A a’p’ be the sets of all superchannels from Cap to Ca/ps. It can be known that [14 20| superchannel © also has
the expression of Kraus operators {M,, },, with xg) = > .., med,MT = ®(x¢), where © is the channel corresponding
to the superchannel. We will not distinguish the signs, © or O, since it can be judged by the context.

We call a superchannel © : Cap — Ca/ps a real superchannels if O(¢) € RC 4/ p: for any channels ¢ € RCap. We
denote the set of all the real superchannels by RSC apa/p:. 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(¢) = C(x4) of quantum channels should satisfy the following conditions:

(C4). Faithfulness: C(¢) > 0, and C(¢) = 0 if and only if ¢ € RC ap;
(C2). Monotonicity: C(¢) = C(O(¢)) for any real superchannel © € RSC apa/p: .

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 © € RSCaparp with () = > M,, - M}, then C(¢) = 3., pmC(¢m) where
P = Te(Mpuxe M) and Xg,, = My X M, /Dm
(C4). Convexity: For any {¢,,} C Cap and any probability distribution {pn,}, C(3>,, Pm®m) < >, PmC(dm).

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 ¢ € RCpp and any ¢ € Cap, we have: C(¢ o ¢) < C(¢).
(b). Right composition: for any v € RCap and any ¢ € Cpp, we have: C(po1h) < C(P).

Proof. We only prove (a), because (b) is analogous.

For 1) € RCap and ¢ € Cpp, we consider a superchannel ©, with ©, = 1) o ¢. Due to the condition (C2), we try to
explain © € RSCapap. In fact, when superchannel ©, acts on any real channels, it is impossible to generate imaginarity
resource since the channel 1 is real. We can know that the superchannel ©y is a real superchannel from the definition. [

We can also see that if ¢ is invertible, C'(¢ o ¢) = C(¢) holds.

Property 2. The combination of imaginarity measures is still an imaginarity measure, that is, for any {C;} and any
{g;} with ¢; >0, C = >-;4;C; is an imaginarity measure .

Proof. Tt is obvious that C(¢) > 0 and due to g; > 0, C(¢) = 0 is equivalent to every C;(¢) = 0, certainly it indicate
(¢

¢ € RC. For any real superchannel ©, we have C(¢) = >_. ¢;C;(¢) = 3_;¢;C;(0()) = C(O(9)).
For © € RSC with ©(-) =Y, M,, - M}, the strong monotonicity holds:

C(6) =3 4Ci(0) =34 Y pnCi(6m) =3 1 D 6C5(6m) = > pmC(dm).
J J m m 7 m
For any {¢,,} C Cap and any probability distribution {p,,}, the convexity holds:

C(me¢m) = ZQjCj(me¢m) < ZQj mecj(¢m) = me Z 4;C; (pm) = mec(¢m)'

Therefore, C' is an imaginarity measure. O



Property 3. If C is an imaginarity measure for channel ¢, then, quantifier C as:
£ min q;C(d;)
{aj.¢;} Z J I

is a proper measure for ¢, where ming,, 4.y represents the min of all possible channels decompositions as ¢ = Zj q;P;
with g¢; = 0.

Proof. 1t can be seen that C’(qﬁ) > 0. When C’(d)) = 0, we can take the best decomposition of ¢, expressed as ¢ = Y, qrdr,
so that C’(d)) => 1 @ C(dr). We can get C(¢y) = 0 since ¢ > 0, that is, ¢ € RC, thus ¢ € RC, the faithfulness holds.
We can notice that, for any {g;}, let every ¢, = ¢, we can get C’(qﬁ) =ming,. ¢} Ej ¢;C(¢;) < C(¢). For any quantum

channel ¢, we take the best decomposition of ¢, expressed as ¢ = >, qx¢x, so that C(p) = >k axC(¢r). For © € RSC
with ©(-) =3 M, - M}, we denote akm, = Tr(Myxp, M), Pm = Tr(me¢M;£l), then

i
= zk:qu(m) > Z%Zakm qusk mez qEQk,m C(Mm;fj;Mm)

k m

ZPWZC QK0k,m qubk Z el Dk QkaXmM m)

WV

The first inequality is due to the strong monotonicity of C, the second inequality is due to the convexity of C' and
Z dkak,m — Zk ‘ZkTT(MmX¢kM;rn) - 1.

k Tr(Mom xg M)

To verify convexity of C' for simplicity, we only consider two quantum channels ¢; and ¢2, and define ¥ = agy + bds
with a +b = 1. We take the best decomposition of ¢; and ¢- respectively as ¢ = Zm q1,m®P1,m and g2 = Zn g2,n®2,n SO
that the equations hold:

é(¢2) = Zn q2,nc(¢2,n)-

Then7 aé(¢1) + bé(¢2) = Zm aql,mc(¢1,m) + Zn bq27n0(¢2,n)'

For ease of writing, if m # n, we supplement {0,0} for the less set so that both sets have the same quantity, that is,

aC’(¢1) + bC’(d)g) =, 0q1,mC(d1,m) + bg2,mC(¢2,m). Substitute the new symbol {gam—1,V2m—1} and {gam, V2 } for
{aq1,m, d1.m} and {bqa m, P2.m} respectively. We have

{é(¢1) = Zm Q1,mc(¢l,m)v

(¢1) + bC (¢2) = Z%m 1C(Y2m—1) + 2mC (Yam) = HllIl qu (¥j) = 1/’) = CA’(@(f’l + bepa).

In this way, it can be known that C' is a proper imaginarity measure. O

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) + (Cy) is equivalent to (Cs) when condition (C1) and (C2) holds. The condition (Cs) is:
(C5). Additivity: For any p1, p2 satisfied p1 +p2 =1, any ¢1 € Cap, and @2 € Cap,, let ¢ = p1d1 B pada, ¢ € Cap with
|B| = |Bi| + |Bzl, then C(¢) = p1C(¢1) + p2C(¢2) holds.

Proof. The proof is long and we divide it into steps.
(C3) + (Cy4) = (C5):
(STEP 1).



Let Q1 = [0)(0[ + - - +[[Bi| = D){|Ba| = 1| + [[B)(|BI| + --- + [[B| + |Br| = 1){|B| + [Ba| = 1] + |(|A] = DB {(|A] —
DIBI[+ -+ [(|Al = 1)|B| + |B1| = 1I((|A] = 1)|B| + [ B:] — 1],

Q2 = [|B1)(| B[ + - +[|B] = 1)(|B| = 1| + |[B| + |B1[){| B| + [Bil| + --- + [| B| + |B] = 1){|B| + [B| — 1| + |(|A] -
DIB| + [Bi)((|A] = DIB| + |Bi]| + - - + [(|A] = D|B[ + [B| = D({(|A] = )| B[ + | B| =

We can give an intuitive expression.

[AllB]

Oy,
I\B2| |A|—1

O 1
Q= B @ < - IB2|>’

[AllB]

where I, and O, denote identity matrix and zero matrix with dimensions a and b respectively.
Due to QQ1 + Q1Q2 = I 413 and Q1Q2 = O)a/ 5|, let O() = Q1 - Q] + Q2 - Q}, we can know that © € RSCaparp:.
Under the requirement of (C5), the Choi state of ¢ is

Xo = D 1)kl @ (i) (KD /1Al =D 15) (k| @ [pron(15) (k) @ pacha (1) (k] /1Al
J.k .k
Thus,
Q1xeQ =D 17) (k| ® [p11(15)(k]) ® 02(15) (K] /| Al
3.k

It’s obvious that Tr(Q;x4¢Q}) is exactly p;. Let X, = QixsQl/p1 = >k |9kl ® [61(17) (k) @ 02(|5) (k] /|A|. Similarly
we obtain x;, . At this point, the requirement of (C3) has been satisfied, that is

© € RSCaparp with ©(-) = Q1 - Q + Q2 - Q)

Pm = Tr(QmxsQl), X5, = QmxsQl,/Pm,

we have

C(xg) = 1C(x3,) +p2C(x5,)- (1)

(STEP 2).
For any p € D, p = Zj,k pikl7)(k|, any ¢ € Cag, ¢(p) can be represented by Jy, in order to do this, p and J4 need
to be tensor index realigned:

{J(; = 3,7k © S(15) K],
pl = Z%k p],kl]k>7
then ¢(p) = Jyp' = >, 1 pjrd(|7)(k]). Under the requirement of (Cs), we have
o(p) = ZP; k0 (D) = pjk[p161(15) (k) © pada(]5) (k)]
j.k

= plij,k o1(17) (k]) @ 02(15) (k)] +p2ZPj,k[01(|j><k|) @ ¢2(]7) (k)]
ik

gk

= p1¢~51 (p) + P2¢Zz (p)s



that is ¢ = p1d1 + pade. From (C4) We can know that

C(¢) < p1C(¢1) + p2C(2). (2)

(STEP 3). ) )

From (I) in (STEP 1) and @) in (STEP 2), we obtain C(¢) = p1C(¢1) + p2C(¢2). Next we need to prove
C(¢1) = C(¢1), that is, we need to prove C(xq,) = C(xy,)-

First, we specify the range of index i and j, let i = 0,1,--- ,|B|—1,j = 0,1, ,|B1|—1. Let K{ satisfies (i| K}|j) = &; ;.

An intuitive expression of K| is
1

where O denotes zero matrix with dimension |Bz| x |By].

Let K satisfy (j|K2|i) = 0; j4niBy» n = 0,1,---,[|Ba]/|Bi|]. [a] is the ceil of a. We can give an example to make
this easier to understand. See Example [Il after this proof.
Let
1Al-1 K Al-1 K7
R-@m-| . e-ee-|
j=0 K} j=0 K3

we can verify (K§)TK§ = Ijp,| and E;‘:%V‘BM(IC%)TIC,% = Iig. Thus ©; € RSCap,ap with ©1(-) = K§ - (KJ)T,

O € RSCapap, with Os(-) = E;E)QI/IBIH K2 - (K2)T. We can also obtain ©1(xg,) = Xg, and ©2(x3,) = X¢: -
Combining with (C2), the above implies that the following inequality holds:

Clxe:) = C(O2(xg,)) < Clxg,) = C(O1(x41)) < Clxen)-

As aresult, C(xg,) = C(xg,). It follows from a similar discussion that C(xg,) = C(xg,)-
Up to now, we prove (Cs) holds: C(¢) = p1C(¢1) + p2C(h2).

(Cs) = (C3) + (C4):

(STEP 4).
For © € ’RSC ABarp With©(-) =>" M, , we introduce an auxiliary system S with dimension N and orthonormal
basis {|n>} . The system AB formed by Ch01 state and the auxiliary system S form a combined system ABS, of which

the basis is {|ja> ® |n>} and the whole system is initially in the state x, ® |0)(0] = xﬁBS

Let U, = Y0 " |(k +n) mod N)(k|, then ©4B5(.) € RSCapsarps with ©O485(.) = 3 (M, @ U,) - (M,, @ Up)t.
Thus

4P P%) =Y (M ® Un)(xe ® [0)(0)) (M © Us T—X:anMT®|n (n| = anxqsn®|n>< B

n

where p,, = Tr(M,x,M,) and x4, = My XM /pn.
We can know that > pn, =1, ¢, € Cap, with |B| =" |By|. From (Cs), we get

{cug%) = Clxs ®0){0]) = Clxs),
C(OAB(x2BS)) = O(L, PuXs, ® [n)(n]) = O, Puxan) = S puClXs.,).

From (C2), we can obtain

Clxs) = Clxs"%) = C(O475 (x5 7)) an (X6 )

that is, condition (C3) holds.
(STEP 5).



For any {¢,,} C Cap and any probability distribution {p,,}, we construct the similar auxiliary system S with orthonor-
mal basis {|m)} = and define XABS > PmX e @ |m)(m|. Due to >, (1,5 @ |0)(m|)T (1 415 ® [0)(m|) = I 55/
0455 € RSC apsarprs with GABS( ) =3, (1aB @ [0)(m]) - (I a5 @ [0)(m])T. Then

OB (x4P%) = (I 14118 @ 10) (m)x 3P (a1 @ 10)(m)T = pmxs,, @ [0)(0)].

m

m

We know from (C2) and (Cs) that the following inequality holds:
> pmClxs,) = C(XGPY) = C(OAPI (x(P9) meX%

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

Example 1. Suppose |Bi| =2 and |Bs| =3, theni=0,1,---,4, j=0,1,n=0,1,2 and

o (100 0 0\a -
KO_(O 10 0 0>_(I|Bl Op,| O)’
o (00 1 0 0\a .
Kl:(o 00 1 0>:(031| Ii, 0),
o (00 0 0 1\ .
KQ_(O 00 0 0)=©m Om 1)

where O denotes the first (|Bs| mod |By|) columns of O\, |, same does I.

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

Under the requirement of (Cs), that is, for any py, ps satisfied p;1 + p2 = 1, any ¢1 € Cap, and ¢2 € Cap,, let
¢ =p191 D p2¢2, ¢ € Cap with |B| = |Bi| + [Bz|. We have x¢, and x¢,, and we define x5 and x;, below.

Xor = 25 17) (k| @ o (|7)CRI)/|AlL
Xoz = 25 17) (K| © da(|5) (KI) /| Al
Xg, = 2 19kl @ [@1 (1) (kD) @ 02(15) (k] /1Al
Xg, = 2 130 (k| @ [01 (1) (kD) @ p2(15) (k[] /| Al

Thus the following property holds.
Property 4. C is a proper imaginarity measure for quantum channels, the equation holds:
C(pixg: ®P2Xes) = C(p1xg, +P2x5,) = C(Xo)- 3)
The proof of Property [lis obvious, here is a helpful example.
Example 2. The following matriz transformations hold and they are invertible.

a1l a2 a1l a12 a1l

a2
as1  Qa929 ass b1t b2
as3 Ki(OK] | an a22 K:()K! | an a22
% ) b
bi1 b2 bao b2y bo1 bao
bgl b22 b12 bll ass
b33 b33 b33
where
1 1
1 1
1 1
Ky = 1 WCES 1
1 1
1 1



Due to K;Kj = I, then the invertible ©; € RSC with ©,(-) = K; - K]T, ji=1,2.
Just like ©; and O in this example, we can construct multiple invertible channels such that

O1(02(- - Ok(P1Xg B P2Xg2) +)) = P1Xg, + P2Xg,-

In this way, we can know that the equation ([B]) holds from the condition (C?2).

4 Imaginarity measures of quantum channels

The Choi theorem [27] tell us that the Choi matrix of the channel ¢ is positive semidefinite, so that x4 > 0, we can see
that, for any quantum channel ¢ with ¢(-) =3 K, , its Choi state x4 = >, , [7) (k[ ® ¢(|j><k|)/|A| thus the trace:

Tr(xs [Zu (k| © (1) (k1) |A|} |A|2Tr[ 6(13) )] = |A|Zl—1

In this way, we can embed Choi states into quantum states:
Cap — Dap.

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 [I],[I8]. Similar to these, we define the imaginarity

measure of quantum channels as follow.

Xo¢ 15Xz 2
1+

0:

WV

o= {

X6 € RCan |
PERCAB
We have the following result.
Theorem 2. C,.(¢) is a proper imaginarity measure of quantum channels.

Before our proof, we need to introduce pseudomixture [28] 29, B0, [7] of x4, that is,
Xo = [1+ Cr(Xe)lXsr — Cr(Xo)Xo2>
where ¢1 € RC4p, and ¢ is the optimal channel of the min in the definition of C,(¢).

Proof. We only verify (C1)+(C35)+(C4) since (C2) can be derived.

(C1):
Obviously C,.(¢) = 0. If C,.(¢) = 0, that means Xl“:BO = Xy, that is ¢ = ¢ € RCap. The converse is certainly true.
(Cs):

Let © € RSCapap with O() = > M,, - M}, for any quantum channel ¢ with its pseudomixture, under the
requirement of (Cs), pm = Tr(MpyxeM,},) and x4, = My XM, /Pm. Then we obtain

MmX<z5MrTn =[1+ Or(qu)]MmeML - CT(X¢)MmX¢2MrTrz-

Let

X§ = 1 o (1 + Cr(xg) | M x g, M},
Xg, = %%C (X6) Mumxg, M},

where s,, = pimC(X@TI“(MmeML)-



. mFSmXo,
We get X4, = (14 sm)X}, — smX(,, that is, %
PmCr(Xg,) < Cxg) Tr(Mpxg, M},).

Therefore, we obtain

= Xg.. Thus we get Cr(x¢,,) < sm from definition, that is,

mecr(x¢m) < ZO(X¢)TI‘(MmX¢1ML)

C(xg) > Tr(M, My xo,)

Cxo)Tr(d>_ M, My xo,)

Clxg)

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

For simplicity, we only consider two quantum channels ¢, and ¢2, and define ¢ = pp1 + (1 — p)¢p with any p € (0, 1),
that is, x¢ = px¢, + (1 —P)X¢,. The measurements C, for ¢1 and ¢y are Cr(x¢,) and Cr(x¢,) Let sp = pCr(xe,) + (1 —

p) C: (X¢2 )
Consider the pseudomixtures of x4, and x4,:

X1 = [1 + CT(X¢1)]X¢1,1 - CT(X¢1 )X¢1,2 and X¢2 = [1 + CT(X¢2)]X¢2,1 -G (X¢2)X¢2,27

then let
o P[1+CT(X¢1)]X¢1,1+(1_p)[1+CT(X¢2)]X¢2,1
Xy = 1+s, ’
__ PCr(Xe1)Xp1,2+(1=P)CrXg2 )Xo o
X = 5y .
We have xg = (14 sp)xy — SpX g, that is, xy = Xﬂfﬁ;‘ﬂ thus we get s, > Cr(xg)-
Therefore, pCy(x¢,) + (1 — p)Cr(X4,) = Sp = Cr(xg) = C(px¢, + (1 —P)Xg,). The condition (Cy) holds. O

4.2 Measure via on the trace norm

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

Ci(d) = lIxe — Xpllme = Trlxg — x5l

where x7, means the conjugate of x4 and Ixp — XZ,| = \/(x¢ — x;)T()w — x;@)
Theorem 3. Ci(¢) is a proper imaginarity measure of quantum channels.

Proof. The condition (C7) holds due to the definition of the trace norm.
There is [[x¢ — X3l = [[0(x¢) — O(x})||1x for any CPTP map [31], and it certainly holds for real superchannels.
Since © is a real superchannel, we can know that [©(x¢)]* = ©(x};) due to

*

[O(xs)]" = [Z Mde)Ml] =Y MuxpMi =0(xj).

Thus (Cs2) is satisfied.
Under the requirement of (C5), from Property [ we have:

Cilxg) = Ci(P1xg: @ P2Xss) = [[(P1Xp10 D P2X¢2) — (P1X61 © P2X o) |ITr
= [[(P1Xe1 @ P2Xes) — (P1X5, D P2xp,)lITe = [[P1(Xo1 — X5,) D P2(Xgo — X))l Tx
Pill(Xpr — Xp )T + P2ll(Xer — X5, = P10t (X4, ) + P2Ci(X4,)-

Therefore, C,.(¢) satisfies (C1)+(C2)+(Cs). O



4.3 Measure via on the sandwiched Rényi relative entropy

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

1 l—« l1—a
log Tr(oc 2 po 2= )¢,
——log Tr(o™= po=)
where Now, we will introduce the imaginarity measure of quantum channels via on the sandwiched Rényi relative entropy,
that is,

Da(pllo) =

[e3%

Cald) =1-Tr |(x}) = xe(X5) %= |

where % < a < 1. We have the following results.
Theorem 4. C,(¢) is a proper imaginarity measure of quantum channels.

Proof. 1t is shown [32] that Dy (p|lo) > 0 when 3 < « < 1 and equation holds if and only if p = o, that is,

T‘I‘(UIQTQ palz‘;aa)" < 1. Thus we consider Choi state as a quantum state and then we have, C\,(¢) > 0. The equation holds
if and only if x4 = x}. The condition (C1) is satisfied.
From [32], we have:

Dalxsllx3) > D [0(x)10(x3)]
log Tr [(x5) = xs () =] < log Tr {[0(x3)] = O (xs)[O0G) = |}
T [(06) = () = | < T {10060 = 0lwe0G) = |

Tr [(065) 7 %0 05) 7| < Tr {(100xa)]) = O (xo) (O (xo))) =}

[N

Thus (C2) holds.
Under the requirement of (Cj5), we have:

N 1-a]® loa ize @
Tr | (x3) 2 Xxo(x3) 2 ] = Tr{[(plxqsl B P2Xes)'] 2 (P1Xg1 B P2Xgs) [(P1X61 D P2Xgs)*] > }

a
2
1

l1-o o \loa T
= Tr @pﬁa pjp_j2a (X@-) 2 X, (Xj;j) 2o
Jj=1
2 RN St o 2]
= >.pTr [(X¢j> 7 Xe, (Xg;) }
Jj=1

In this way, we obtain:

2
Ca(®) = 1= Tr [0G) T xo0) = | = Yo ps {1 T [(05,) X6, (65,) 7|} = p1Cal61) + p2Cals)

j=1

The condition (C5) holds. O

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 (Cy4). 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 (Cs) when (C7) 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 C,., Cy and C, via on the robustness, the trace norm and the sandwiched Rényi relative entropy,
respectively.
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