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Abstract

In this paper, we introduce the notion of Bi-entangled hidden Markov processes.
These are hidden quantum processes where the hidden processes themselves exhibit
entangled Markov process, and the observable processes also exhibit entanglement. We
present a specific formula for the joint expectation of these processes. Furthermore,
we discuss the recurrence of the underlying quantum Markov processes associated to
the Bi- entangled hidden Markov processes and we establish that, by restricting them
within suitable commutative subalgebras (diagonal subalgebras) leads to the recovery
of Markov processes defined by the hidden stochastic matrix. In this paper we only
deal with processes with an at most countable state space.

1 Introduction

Hidden Markov models (HMMs) are a statistical model that was first proposed by Baum L.E.
(Baum and Petrie, 1966) [13]. They introduced the Baum-Welch algorithm, alternatively
recognized as the Expectation-Maximization (EM) algorithm. This algorithm holds funda-
mental significance as it enables the acquisition of Hidden Markov Model parameters from
observed data. Nowadays, HMMs are widely utilized in a multitude of practical scenarios
due to their inherent flexibility. They have found application in various domains, including:
speech recognition [21], [32], [30], [20], bio-informatics [16], finance [22], [26], genetics [23],
machine learning [19] and many other fields (see [11] for a wider discussion of the literature
on HMMs). This demonstrates the broad range of fields where Hidden Markov Models are
employed to address a wide array of practical challenges.

In [11], we have broadened the scope of the traditional HMMs by introducing a more
encompassing category called Hidden Processes (HPs). In the context of Hidden Processes,
it is not obligatory for the underlying or hidden process to exhibit Markovian behavior. For
example, it can encompass hidden Markov processes that do not necessarily conform to the
Markov property themselves.

In the past few years, there have been developments in extending the definition of HMPs
to include quantum aspects. You can find examples of these extensions in references such
as [37], [25], and [35]. However, it’s worth noting that these extensions are limited in scope
and primarily address specific elements of HMPs, such as dynamics or various statistical
algorithms.

In [11], we introduced the class of ”hidden quantum processes” (HQP) along with its
subset, ”hidden quantum Markov processes” (HQMP). We established that this class of pro-
cesses extends the concept of Quantum Markov Chains (QMC) in a manner similar to how
classical hidden Markov processes generalize Classical Markov Chains. Furthermore, in [7],
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we explored a subset of HQMMs known as ”entangled Hidden Markov models” (EHMMs).
These EHMMs are characterized by having an underlying process represented by an entan-
gled Markov chain, which is the quantum extension of the notion of classical random walk
as detailed in references ([4]–[6]).

In the present paper, we continue the analysis of nontrivial examples of hidden quantum
Markov processes, we introduce a new class of HQMMs, which we refer to as ”Bi-entangled
Hidden Markov Models”(Bi-EHMMs). Both the hidden and observable processes exhibit en-
tanglement, as indicated in references ([4]–[6]). The bi-entanglement arises from utilizing an
entangled transition expectation related to the underlying process, along with an entangled
emission operator associated with the observable process. Our work involves establishing a
structural theorem for Bi-EHMMs. In addition, we suggest a definition and elucidate criteria
to determine the recurrence of the underlying process represented by an entangled Markov
chain and the diagonal restriction of the underlying process is discussed.

Let us briefly mention the organization of the paper. After preliminary information
(see Sect. 2), in Section 3, we introduce Bi-entangled hidden Markov models and state the
structure theorem. The recurrence for the underlying quantum process is the subject of
Sections 4 and 5, where we provide an explicit definition and provide a recurrence criteria.
Section 6 focuses on the analysis of restricting the underlying quantum process to its diagonal
elements.

2 Preliminaries on Hidden quantum Markov processes

Let H be a separable hilbert space and BH := B(H) the algebra of bounded linear operator
on H . We restrict ourselves to the case where dim(H) = d < ∞ and we will use the notation

D := {1, . . . , d}

To each ortho–normal basis (o.n.b.) e ≡ (eh)h∈D of H , one can associate a system of matrix
units (eh,k) where, for all h, k ∈ D,

ehk(ξ) := eke
∗
h(ξ) := 〈eh, ξ〉ek , ∀ξ ∈ H (1)

and its matrix, in the e–basis, has all entries equal to zero with the exception of the (h, k)–
th element which is 1. The assignement of the system of matrix units (ehk)h,k∈D allows to
identify BH with the algebra Md(C) of all d× d complex matrices.
Let dH and dO be two positive integers and let

DH := {1, · · · , dH} and DO = {1, · · · , dO}

Define the hidden sample algebra by

AH =
⊗

N

MdH
(2)

and the observable sample algebra by

AO =
⊗

N

MdO
(3)
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and the (H,O) full sample algebra by

AH,O :=
⊗

N

(MdH
⊗ MdO

) (4)

The corresponding tensor embedding (n ∈ N)

AH,n := jHn
(MdH

) = 1IdH
⊗ 1IdH

⊗ · · · ⊗ 1IdH
⊗ MdH

⊗ 1IdH
· · · (5)

AO,n := jOn
(MdO

) = 1IdO
⊗ 1IdO

⊗ · · · ⊗ 1IdO
⊗ MdO

⊗ 1IdO
· · · (6)

The (H,O)-embedding is defined by

AH,n ⊗ AO,n := jHn
(MdH

) ⊗ jOn
(MdO

) ⊂ AH,O (7)

Denote the finite volume (H,O) sample algebra by

AH,O;k = jHk
(MdH

⊗ MdO
); AH,O,[0,n] :=

⊗

k∈[0,n]

AH,O,k

– The backward (resp. forward) H-filtration is given by

AH,[0,n] :=
⊗

k∈[0,n]

AH,k ; (resp. AH,[n :=
⊗

k≥n

AH,k)

– The finite volume O-sample algebra

AO,[0,n] :=
⊗

k∈[0,n]

AO,k

Definition 2.1. A linear map EH from MdH
⊗MdH

into MdH
is called transition expectation

if it is completely positive and identity preserving.

Definition 2.2. A linear map EH,O from MdH
⊗MdO

into MdH
is called emission operator

if it is completely positive and identity preserving.

Definition 2.3. A state ϕH,O over AH,O is a (homogeneous) hidden quantum Markov pro-
cesses (HQMP for short) with:

1. initial state ϕH,0 on MdH
;

2. a transition expectation EH : MdH
⊗ MdH

→ MdH
;

3. an emission operator EH,O : MdH
⊗ MdO

→ MdH
;

and

ϕH,O(
n
∏

m=0

jHm
(am)jOm

(bm)) (8)

= ϕH0
(EH (EO,H(a0 ⊗ b0) ⊗ EH(EO,H ((a1 ⊗ b1) ⊗ · · ·

⊗EH

(

EO,H(an−1 ⊗ bn−1) ⊗ EH

(

EO,H (an ⊗ bn) ⊗ 1Hn+1

))

· · ·
)))

for all n ∈ N, for all am ∈ MdH
, bm ∈ MdO

, m ∈ {0, . . . , n}.
Then the triplet (ϕH0

, EH , EH,O) will be refereed as Hidden Quantum Markov Model and the
state given by (8) represents its joint expectation.
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In the above definition the pair (ϕH0
, EH) define a quantum Markov chain ϕH on AH ,

whose joint expectation is given by

ϕH(
n
∏

m=0

jHm
(am)) = ϕH0

(EH(a0 ⊗ EH(a2 · · · EH(an ⊗ 1IHn+1
) · · · ))) (9)

Remark 2.4. By restricting ϕH,O to an abelian sub-algebra of the AH,O algebra, we obtain
classical hidden Markov processes [11].

Remark 2.5. The emission operator EH,O characterizes the probabilities conditioned on the
hidden process for the observable process. This hidden process is defined by its own transition
expectation denoted as EH .

3 Bi- Entangled Hidden Markov Models

In what follows, we make the assumption that all the algebras AHn
and AOn

are taken to
be isomorphic to a single algebra B, independent of n and isomorphic to the C∗-algebra
of d× d-matrices Md, its identity will be denoted by 1Id, for some d ∈ N:

AHn
≡ AOn

≡ B := Md (10)

where ≡ denotes ∗–isomorphism. Thus, for the sample algebra of the underlying Markov
process, one has the identification

AH :=
⊗

N

B

with the tensor embeddings

jHn
: b ∈ B → jHn

(b) ≡ b⊗ 1{n}c ∈ AH ; AHn
:= jHn

(B) (11)

where 1{n}c denotes the identity in
⊗

N\{n} B.
Similarly we define the observable algebra

AO ≡
⊗

N

B

and the tensor embeddings

jOn
: b ∈ B → jOn

(b) ≡ b⊗ 1{n}c ∈ AO ; AOn
:= jOn

(B) (12)

where again 1{n}c denotes the identity in
⊗

N\{n} B.
The algebra of the (H,O)–process is then

AH,O := AHn
⊗ AOn

≡
⊗

N

(AH ⊗ AO) ≡
⊗

N

B ⊗
⊗

N

B (13)

Consider hidden Markov model λ = (π,Π, Q), where π = (πj)j∈D the initial distribution
of the hidden process, Π = (Πij)i,j∈D is the hidden stochastic matrix and Q = (qj(k))j,k∈D

is the emission stochastic matrix.
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Definition 3.1. The entangled hidden Markov operator,denoted as PH , and the entangled
emission Markov operator, denoted as PH,O, are defined in the following manner, and they
respectively relate to the stochastic matrix Π and the stochastic matrix Q, along with the
canonical systems of matrix units {ei,j}i,j∈D

PH(A) =
∑

i,j,k,l∈D

√

ΠikΠjl akleij , ∀A = (akl) ∈ Md (14)

PH,O(B) =
∑

i,j,k,l∈D

√

QikQjl bkleij , ∀B = (bkl) ∈ Md (15)

Remark 3.2. One can immediately check that PH and PH,O do not preserve identity. As a
consequence, they exhibit entanglement according to the criteria defined in [4].

Let EH : Md ⊗ Md → Md be defined as the linear extension of

EH(a⊗ b) := a ⋄ PH(b), a, b ∈ Md (16)

and let EH,O : Md ⊗ Md → Md be defined as the linear extension of

EH,O(a⊗ b) := a ⋄ PH,O(b), a, b ∈ Md (17)

where ⋄ represent the Schur product (see [4]).

Lemma 3.3. EH (16) and EH,O (17) are completely positive and identity-preserving maps.
Moreover, for a = (aij)i,j∈D and b = (bkl)k,l∈D, we have

EH(a⊗ b) =
∑

i,j,k,l∈D

√

ΠikΠjlaijbkleij ; EH,O(a⊗ b) =
∑

i,j,k,l∈D

√

QikQjlaijbkleij

Definition 3.4. The mappings EH (given by equation (16)) and EH,O (given by equation
(17)) are referred to as the entangled hidden transition expectation and the entangled emission
operator, respectively.

Definition 3.5. An HQMM (ϕH,0, EH, EH,O) is called Bi-entangled hidden Markov model
if its hidden transition expectation and emission operator take the forms (16) and (17),
respectively.

Remark 3.6. In the given definition, the entangled hidden Markov models [34] can be iden-
tified when EH,O is taken in the following form:

EH,O(x) := Tr2(K
∗
H,OxKH,O), x ∈ Md ⊗ Md (18)

here KH,O ∈ Md ⊗ Md is a conditional density amplitude. Tr2 is the partial trace from
Md ⊗ Md into Md defined by linear extension of Tr2(a⊗ b) = aTr(b).

Lemma 3.7. Let n ∈ N. For EH given by (16), we have that

EH(an ⊗ (EH(an+1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ (EH(an+r ⊗ 1Id))))) =
∑

kn,··· ,kn+r−1

ln,··· ,ln+r−1

( n+r−1
∏

m=n

√

Πkmkm+1
Πlmlm+1

a
(m)
kmlm

)

(19)
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×
(

a
(n+r)
kn+rln+r

∑

j

√

Πkn+rjΠln+rj

)

eknln

for each r ≥ 0 and ak = (a
(m)
kmlm

)km,lm∈D ∈ Md, n ≤ m ≤ n + r.

Proof. From (14) we have

PH(1Id) =
∑

k,l,i,j

√

ΠkiΠljδi,jekl =
∑

k,l,j

√

ΠkjΠljekl

Then

EH(an+r ⊗ 1Id) = an+r ⋄ PH(1Id) =
∑

kn+r,ln+r,j

√

Πkn+rjΠln+rja
(n+r)
kn+rln+r

ekn+rln+r

It follows that

EH(an+r−1 ⊗ EH(an+r ⊗ 1Id))

= an+r−1 ⋄ PH

(

EH(an+r ⊗ 1Id)
)

= an+r−1 ⋄
∑

kn+r−1,kn+r,j
ln+r−1,ln+r

√

Πkn+r−1kn+r
Πln+r−1ln+r

√

Πkn+rjΠln+rja
(n+r)
kn+rln+r

ekn+r−1ln+r−1

=
∑

kn+r−1,kn+r,j
ln+r−1,ln+r

√

Πkn+r−1kn+r
Πln+r−1ln+r

√

Πkn+rjΠln+rja
(n+r−1)
kn+r−1ln+r−1

a
(n+r)
kn+rln+r

ekn+r−1ln+r−1

Then, the formula (19) follows by iteration.

Theorem 3.8. In the notation above, let ϕH,O ≡ (ϕH,0, EH, EH,O) be a Bi- entangled hidden
Markov chain with emission operator EH,O given by (17), a hidden transition expectation
given by (16) and an initial state ϕH,0 on Md, then the joint expectations of the processes
are given by

ϕH,O

( n
⊗

m=0

jHm
(am) ⊗ jOm

(bm)
)

(20)

= ϕH0
(a0⋄PH,O(b0)⋄PH(a1⋄PH,O(b1)⋄PH(a2⋄· · ·⋄PH(an−1⋄PH,O(bn−1)⋄PH(an⋄PH,O(bn)⋄PH(1Id))) · · · )))

Furthermore, the joint expectations of the processes can be expressed as follows

ϕH,O

( n
⊗

m=0

jHm
(am) ⊗ jOm

(bm)
)

(21)

=
∑

i,j,hn+1

o1,o′

1
,··· ,on+1,o′

n+1

l1,k1,··· ,ln,kn

a0,ijb0,o1,o′

1
a1,k1l1b1,o2,o′

2
· · ·an−1,kn−1ln−1

bn−1,on,o′

n
an,knlnbn−1,on+1,o′

n+1

×





√

Qio1
Qjo′

1

√

Πik1
Πjl1

√

√

√

√

n
∏

m=1

Qkmom+1
Qlmo′

m+1









√

√

√

√

n−1
∏

m=1

Πkmkm+1
Πlmlm+1





√

Πknhn+1
Πlnhn+1

ϕH,0(eij)

for all n ∈ N, for all am = (a
(m)
ij ), bm = (b

(m)
ij ) ∈ Md, m ∈ {0, . . . , n}.
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Proof. Since EH,O is identity preserving

EH(EH,O(an ⊗ bn) ⊗ 1Id) = EH,O(an ⊗ bn) ⋄ PH(1Id)

= an ⋄ PH,O(bn) ⋄ PH(1Id)

Then

EH(EH,O(an−1 ⊗ bn−1) ⊗ EH(EH,O(an ⊗ bn) ⊗ 1Id)) = EH,O(an−1 ⊗ bn−1) ⋄ PH(EH(EH,O(an ⊗ bn) ⊗ 1Id)))

= an−1 ⋄ PH,O(bn−1) ⋄ PH(an ⋄ PH,O(bn) ⋄ PH(1Id))

Iterating the above procedure then applying the initial state ϕH,0 we obtain (20).
Moreover, employing (20), it follows that

an ⋄ PH,O(bn) ⋄ PH(1Id) =
∑

on+1,o′

n+1
,hn+1,i,j

an;ijbn;on+1o′

n+1

√

Qion+1
Qjo′

n+1

√

Πihn+1
Πjhn+1

eij

and

PH(an⋄PH,O(bn)⋄PH(1Id)) =
∑

kn,ln,
hn+1,on+1,o′

n+1
i,j

an,knlnbn;on+1o′

n+1

√

Qknon+1
Qlno′

n+1

√

Πikn
ΠjlnΠknhn+1

Πlnhn+1
eij

It follows that
PH(an−1 ⋄ PH,O(bn−1) ⋄ PH(an ⋄ PH,O(bn) ⋄ PH(1Id))))

=
∑

kn−1,kn,hn+1,

ln−1,ln,on+1,o′

n+1
,on,o′

n

i,j

an−1;kn−1ln−1
bn−1,on,o′

n
an,knlnbn;on+1o′

n+1

√

Qkn−1on
Qln−1o′

n
Qknon+1

Qlno′

n+1

√

Πikn−1
Πjln−1

Πkn−1kn
Πln−1lnΠknhn+1

Πlnhn+1
eij

So by iteration,

a0⋄PH,O(b0)⋄PH(a1⋄PH,O(b1)⋄PH(· · ·⋄PH(an−1⋄PH,O(bn−1)⋄PH(an⋄PH,O(bn−1)⋄PH(1Id))) · · · )))

=
∑

i,j,hn+1

o1,o′

1
,··· ,on+1,o′

n+1

l1,k1,··· ,ln,kn

a0,ijb0,o1,o′

1
a1,k1l1b1,o2,o′

2
· · ·an−1,kn−1ln−1

bn−1,on,o′

n
an,knlnbn−1,on+1,o′

n+1

√

Qio1
Qjo′

1

√

Πik1
Πjl1

×





√

√

√

√

n
∏

m=1

Qkmom+1
Qlmo′

m+1









√

√

√

√

n−1
∏

m=1

Πkmkm+1
Πlmlm+1





√

Πknhn+1
Πlnhn+1

eij
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4 Recurrence of quantum Markov chains

The main focus of this section is on the quantum Markov chain recurrence concepts.

Definition 4.1. A (discrete) stopping time associated to a projection e ∈ AH is a sequence
{τk}k≥0 with the following properties:

a) τk ∈ AH,[0,k], ∀k ≥ 0;

b) τk is a projection of AH, ∀k ≥ 0;

c) The τk are mutually orthogonal.

One can canonically associate a stopping time to any projection e ∈ Md as follows:

τe;0 = e(0) ⊗ 1I[1 = jH0
(e)

τe;1 = e⊥ ⊗ e⊗ 1I[2 = jH0
(e⊥)jH1

(e)

...

τe;k = (e⊥)⊗k

⊗ e⊗ 1I[k+1 = jH0
(e⊥) · · · jHk−1

(e⊥)jHk
(e).

Remark 4.2. By relating projection e to an event E, and interpreting index n ∈ N as a
discrete time marker, the projection τk signifies the occurrence of event E for the first time
at moment k (see [3]) . It’s evident that the sequence (τk) meets the requirements of being a
stopping time as defined in Definition 4.1.

Put
τe;n;∞ := jH0

(e⊥) · · · jHn−1
(e⊥)jHn

(e⊥); τe;∞ := lim
n→∞

τn
∞ =

⊗

N

e⊥

Interpretation: The projection τe;n;∞ represents the scenario where event E doesn’t hap-
pen during the first n instants, and the projection τe;∞ corresponds to the situation where
event E never occurs (see [3]).

Following [8], we have the next result.

Theorem 4.3. Let ϕH ≡ (ϕ0, E) be a (homogeneous) quantum Markov chain on AH . There
exists a unique conditional expectation E0] from AH into Md characterized by

E0](a0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ an) = E(a0 ⊗ E(a1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ E(an ⊗ 1I)) · · · ) (22)

for any n ∈ N and for all a0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ an ∈ AH,[0,n]. Furthermore, one has

ϕH(.) = ϕ0 ◦ E0] (23)

Definition 4.4. Let ϕH ≡ (ϕ0, E) be a (homogeneous) quantum Markov chain on AH . A
projection e ∈ Md is said to be

1. E-completely accessible if

Eo] (τe,∞) := lim
n→∞

Eo] (τe;n;∞) = 0 (24)
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2. ϕH-completely accessible if
ϕH (τe;∞) = 0 (25)

3. E-recurrent if 0 < Tr(E(e⊗ I)) < ∞ and one has

1

Tr(E(e⊗ I))
Tr



Eo]





∑

n≥0

e⊗ τe;n







 = 1. (26)

4. ϕH-recurrent if ϕH (jH0
(e)) 6= 0 and

1

ϕH (jH0
(e))

ϕH

(

∑

n

e⊗ τe;n

)

= 1 (27)

Definition 4.5. Let ϕH ≡ (ϕ0, E) be (homogeneous) a quantum Markov chain. Let e, f ∈
Proj(Md), e, f 6= 0. The projection f is

1. E-accessible from e (and we write e →E f ) if there exists m ∈ N such that

Eo] (jH0
(e)jHm

(f)) 6= 0

If e →E f and f →E e, then we sat that e and f E- communicate and we write e ↔E f .

2. ϕH-accessible from e (we denote it as e →ϕH f if there exists m ∈ N such that

ϕH (jH0
(e)jHm

(f)) 6= 0

If e →ϕH f and f →ϕH e, then we sat that e and f ϕH- communicate and we write
e ↔ϕH f .

Lemma 4.6. In the notations provided earlier:

∑

n≥0

τe;n = 1IAH
− τe;∞ (28)

Moreover, a projection e is E- completely accessible if and only if

E0]

(

∑

n

τe;n

)

= 1Id (29)

Proof. It can be observed that

τe;0 + τe;1 = 1IAH
− jH0

(e⊥)jH1
(e⊥)

Iterating this procedure, it becomes clear that

τe;0 + τe;1 + · · · + τe;n = 1IAH
− jH0

(e⊥)jH1
(e⊥) · · · jHn

(e⊥) = 1IAH
− τe,n,∞ (30)

So by taking n → ∞, we get (28). Now, by considering the expectation E0] for both sides of
(30) and taking the limit as n → ∞, this leads us to (29).
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Theorem 4.7. Let ϕH ≡ (ϕ0, E) be a (homogeneous) quantum Markov chain on AH . Let
e ∈ Md be a projection

a) e is E-recurrent if and only if

E
(

e⊗Eo] (τe;∞)
)

= 0 (31)

b) e is ϕH-recurrent if and only if one has

ϕH (e⊗ τe;∞) = 0 (32)

Proof. We shall use the following necessary and sufficient condition for e to be E- recurrent
(Proposition 2.1, [3]):

E0](e⊗
∑

n

τe,n) = E0](e)

and As a consequence of Lemma 4.6, we can establish:

∑

n≥0

e⊗ τe,n = e⊗ 1IAH
− e⊗ τe;∞

As a result, we obtain both (i) and (ii).

Corollary 4.8. Let ϕH ≡ (ϕ0, E) be a (homogeneous) quantum Markov chain.
Every E-recurrence projection implies ϕH-recurrence, and conversely, when the initial state
ϕ0 is faithful, every ϕH-recurrence projection implies E-recurrence.

Proof. – Let e ∈ AH be a projection. From (23), one has

ϕH (e⊗ τe;∞)) =ϕ0

(

E0] (e⊗ τe;∞)
)

=ϕ0

(

E
(

e⊗ E0] (τe;∞)
))

Consequently, if E
(

e⊗ E0] (τe;∞)
)

= 0, then ϕH (e⊗ τe;∞) = 0, demonstrating the first
implication.
– Assuming the initial state ϕ0 is faithful, and given that E

(

e⊗ E0] (τe;∞)
)

≥ 0, the preceding
calculation leads us to:

ϕH (e⊗ τe;∞) = 0 ⇒ E
(

e⊗E0] (τe;∞)
)

= 0

This establishes the inverse implication, concluding the proof.
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5 Recurrence for underlying Markov process associ-

ated to Bi- entangled hidden Markov models

In this section, we focus on the concept of recurrence for the quantum Markov chain ϕ
(O)
H on

AH , which is derived from the restriction of the bi-entangled hidden Markov models ϕH,O

on the algebra AH .
ϕ

(O)
H := ϕH,O⌈AH

(33)

In [11], the quantum Markov chain defined by (33) is defined to be the underlying (Hidden)
Markov process associated with the HQMM ϕH,O.
In certain significant cases, the two Quantum Markov Chains (QMCs), denoted as ϕH ≡

(ϕH,0, EH) and ϕ
(O)
H ≡ (ϕH,0, E

(O)
H ), are equivalent. This equivalence holds particularly when

the restriction of the map EH,O to Md is equal to the identity map.

Let define the map E
(O)
H as follows

E
(O)
H (a⊗ b) = EH(EH,O(a⊗ 1Id) ⊗ b), ∀a, b ∈ Md (34)

Theorem 5.1. In the notation above, the map E
(O)
H define a Markov transition expectation

(i.e a complelety positive identity preserving map) from Md ⊗ Md to Md.

The expression of E
(O)
H is as follow

E
(O)
H (a⊗ b) = a ⋄ PH,O(1I) ⋄ PH(b)

Furthermore, the backward Markov operators corresponding to E
(O)
H can be expressed as fol-

lows
E

(O)
H (a⊗ b) =

∑

k,m,l,i,j

aijbml

√

QikQjk

√

ΠimΠjleij (35)

for all a = (aij), b = (bij) ∈ Md.

Proof. Due to its construction E
(O)
H as composition of completely positive identity preserving

maps, E
(O)
H is a completely positive identity preserving map. Furthermore,

E
(O)
H (a⊗ b) = EH(EH,O(a⊗ 1Id) ⊗ b)

= EH,O(a⊗ 1Id) ⋄ PH(b)

= a ⋄ PH,O(1Id) ⋄ PH(b)

=





∑

i,j,k

aij

√

QikQjkeij



 ⋄





∑

i,j,m,l

bml

√

ΠimΠjleij





=
∑

i,j,k,m,l

aijbml

√

QikQjk

√

ΠimΠjleij

Theorem 5.2. In the above notations, the conditional expectation E
(O)
H,0] associated with E

(O)
H

through (22) has the following expression

E
(O)
H,0](a0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ an) (36)
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= a0⋄PH,O(1Id)⋄PH(a1⋄PH,O(1Id)⋄PH(· · ·⋄PH(an−1⋄PH,O(1Id)⋄PH(an⋄PH,O(1Id)⋄PH(1Id))) · · · )))

=
∑

i,j,hn+1
o1,··· ,om+1

l1,k1,··· ,ln,kn

a0,ija1,k1l1 · · ·an−1,kn−1ln−1
an,knln

√

Qio1
Qjo1

√

Πik1
Πjl1 ×





√

√

√

√

n
∏

m=1

Qkmom+1
Qlmom+1





(37)

×





√

√

√

√

n−1
∏

m=1

Πkmkm+1
Πlmlm+1





√

Πknhn+1
Πlnhn+1

eij

Proof. The identity (37) is obtained replacing in the right hand side of (21) the bm by 1Id.

Let ϕH,0 be a initial state on Md such that

ϕH,0(·) = Tr(W0·); W0 =
∑

j∈DH

πjejj (38)

where π = (πj)j∈DH
the initial distribution of the hidden process.

Theorem 5.3. In the notation above, if e = (ep;ij)i,j∈D is a projection in AH such that

q :=
∑

i,j

e⊥
p;ij <

1

d
(39)

then e is ϕ
(O)
H -recurrent.

Proof. From (23), we have that

ϕ
(O)
H (e⊗ τe,n,∞) = ϕH,0(E

(O)
H,0](e⊗ τe,n,∞))

=
∑

o2,··· ,on+1,hn+1

l2,k2,··· ,ln,kn

Tr



W0





∑

i,j,o1,l1,k1

ep,ij

√

Qio1
Qjo1

√

Πik1
Πjl1eij







× e⊥
p,k1l1

· · · e⊥
p,kn−1ln−1

e⊥
p,knln

×





√

√

√

√

n
∏

m=1

Qkmom+1
Qlmom+1









√

√

√

√

n−1
∏

m=1

Πkmkm+1
Πlmlm+1





√

Πknhn+1
Πlnhn+1

=
∑

i,o1,··· ,on+1,hn+1

l1,k1,··· ,ln,kn

piep,iiQio1

√

Πik1
Πil1 × e⊥

p,k1l1
· · · e⊥

p,kn−1ln−1
e⊥

p,knln

×





√

√

√

√

n
∏

m=1

Qkmom+1
Qlmom+1









√

√

√

√

n−1
∏

m=1

Πkmkm+1
Πlmlm+1





√

Πknhn+1
Πlnhn+1

≤





∑

i,o1

ep,ii









∑

o2,k1,l1

e⊥
p,k1l1



 · · ·





∑

on+1,kn,ln

e⊥
p,knln



 ≤ d2 × (dq)n−1

Thus, ϕ
(O)
H (e⊗ τe,∞) = 0 and by (32) the projection e is ϕ

(O)
H -recurrent.

Remark 5.4. Given the faithfulness of the initial state ϕH,0, corollary 4.8 implies that the

projection e is also E
(O)
H -recurrent.
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6 Diagonal restriction of the underlying Markov pro-

cess associated to Bi- entangled hidden Markov mod-

els

Within this section, we demonstrate that the restriction of the underlying Markov process
associated to Bi- entangled hidden Markov models on any diagonal algebra is a classical
Markov process.This process is defined by the hidden stochastic matrix Π = (Πij)i,j∈D and
the initial distribution π = (πj)j∈D.

In the following, we denote De the e-diagonal sub- algebra of Md defined by

De := {
∑

h∈D

xheh,h : xh ∈ C} (40)

The e- diagonal sub- algebra of AH is defined by

DH :=
⊗

N

De

Remark 6.1.

DH :=
⊗

N

De ≡
⊗

N

L∞
C (D) (41)

where L∞
C

(D) denotes the space of all functions f : D → C.
Therefore, if ϕH ≡ (ϕ0, E) is any quantum Markov chains on AH , for any diagonal algebra
De, the restriction of ϕH on DH defines a unique classical process H ≡ (Hn), with state
space D, characterized by the joint probabilities

Prob
(

H0 = i0, H1 = i1, · · · , Hn = in

)

= ϕH

(

ei0i0
⊗ ei1i1

⊗ · · · ⊗ einin

)

=

= ϕ0

(

E(ei0i0
⊗ E(ei1i1

⊗ · · · ⊗ E(ein−1in−1
⊗ E(einin

⊗ 1)) · · · ))
)

(42)

for any n ∈ N, {ih}n
h=0 ⊂ {1, · · · , d}.

With the identification (41) the restriction of the embedding jHn
, defined by (5), to De can

be identified to
jHn

(f) := f(Hn), ∀ f ∈ L∞
C

(D) (43)

Lemma 6.2. The transition expectation E
(O)
H (34) maps the diagonal algebra De ⊗ De into

the diagonal algebra De.

Proof. Let a =
∑

i∈D xieii, b =
∑

i∈D yieii ∈ De, from (35), it follows that:

E
(O)
H (a⊗ b) = EH(EH,O(a⊗ 1Id) ⊗ b)

=
∑

k,l,i

xiylQikΠileii.
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Theorem 6.3. In the notations of theorem 5.3, the restriction of ϕ
(O)
H to the diagonal algebra

DH is characterized by the joint probabilities

ϕ
(O)
H

(

n
∏

m=0

jHm
(ejmjm

)

)

= πj0

n−1
∏

m=0

Πjmjm+1
(44)

where k0, . . . , kn ∈ D.

Proof. From (23), we have that

ϕ
(O)
H (

n
∏

m=0

jHm
(ejmjm

)) = ϕH,0(E
(O)
H,0](

n
∏

m=0

jHm
(ejmjm

)))

=
∑

o2,··· ,on+1,hn+1

Tr

(

W0

(

∑

o1

Qj0o1

√

Πj0j1
Πj0j1

ej0j0

))

×

(

n
∏

m=1

Qjmom+1

)(

n−1
∏

m=1

Πjmjm+1

)

Πjnhn+1

=
∑

o1,··· ,on+1,hn+1

pj0
Πj0j1

Πj0j1
×

(

n
∏

m=1

Qjmom+1

)(

n−1
∏

m=1

Πjmjm+1

)

Πjnhn+1

= πj0

n−1
∏

m=0

Πjmjm+1

Remark 6.4. It is readily apparent that the joint probabilities (44) gives the joint proba-
bilities of the Markov defined by the hidden stochastic matrix Π = (Πij)i,j∈D and the initial
distribution π = (πj)j∈D.

Remark 6.5. This shows that the underlying Markov process associated to Bi- entangled
hidden Markov models doesn’t belongs to the special class of quantum Markov chains that
is strictly related to classical hidden Markov processes in the sense that: the restriction of
any element in this class to any diagonal (in particular commutative) sub- algebra produces
a hidden Markov processes.

Remark 6.6. In [11], it was shown that any diagonalizable quantum Markov chain belongs
to this special class. This fact has been recognized since the very beginning of the quantum
Markov chains theory. (see [2]).
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