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ISOMETRIES OF THE QUBIT STATE SPACE WITH RESPECT

TO QUANTUM WASSERSTEIN DISTANCES

RICHÁRD SIMON AND DÁNIEL VIROSZTEK

Abstract. In this paper we study isometries of quantum Wasserstein dis-
tances and divergences on the quantum bit state space. We describe isome-
tries with respect to the symmetric quantum Wasserstein divergence dsym,
the divergence induced by all of the Pauli matrices. We also give a complete
characterization of isometries with respect to Dz , the quantum Wasserstein
distance corresponding to the single Pauli matrix σz .

1. Introduction

1.1. Motivation and main results. Even though the classical problem of trans-
porting mass in an optimal way was already formulated in the 18th century by
Monge, the theory of classical optimal transport (OT) became an intensively re-
searched topic of analysis only in the last couple of decades with strong rela-
tions to mathematical physics [14, 31, 32], the theory of partial differential equa-
tions [1,21,34], and probability [2,3,28]. One could also mention the several appli-
cations in artificial intelligence, image processing, and various other fields of applied
sciences. See e.g. [20, 36, 37] and the references therein.

The quantum counterpart of the classical theory has just emerged in the recent
years. As usual, the correspondence between the classical world and the quantum
world is not one-to-one. The non-commutative counterpart of optimal transport
theory is a flourishing research field these days with various different approaches
such as that of Biane and Voiculescu [4], Carlen, Maas, Datta, and Rouzé [9–13],
Caglioti, Golse, Mouhot, and Paul [7, 8, 24–27], De Palma and Trevisan [15–17],

Życzkowski and his collaborators [5, 22, 40, 41], and Duvenhage [18, 19]. Separable
quantum Wasserstein distances have also been introduced recently [39].

In this paper, we follow the approach of De Palma and Trevisan involving quan-
tum channels, which is closely related to the quantum optimal transport concept
of Caglioti, Golse, Mouhot, and Paul based on quantum couplings. A common
feature of both the channel-based De Palma-Trevisan approach and the coupling-
based Caglioti-Golse-Mouhot-Paul approach is that the induced optimal transport
distances are not genuine metrics. In particular, states can have strictly positive
self-distances. On the one hand, this is coherent with our picture of quantum
mechanics, on the other hand it can lead to some unexpected consequences. For
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example, there exist non-surjective and even non-injective quantum Wasserstein
isometries (distance preserving maps) — see [23]. None of these could occur in a
genuine metric setting. As a response to this phenomenon, De Palma and Trevisan
introduced quantum Wasserstein divergences [17], which are appropriately modi-
fied versions of quantum Wasserstein distances, to eliminate self-distances — see
(4) for a precise definition. They conjectured that the divergences defined this way
are genuine metrics on quantum state spaces [17], and this conjecture has been
recently justified under a certain additional assumption [6].

The theory of isometries on structures of operators and functions is a well-
established, active field of research in analysis and linear algebra. See, for exam-
ple, [29, 30, 33, 35] for some of the recent advances in the field. In [23], the second
author and his collaborators characterized the isometry group of the qubit state
space with respect to the Wasserstein distance Dsym, the quantum Wasserstein
distance induced by all three Pauli matrices. They obtained a Wigner-type result,
showing that the isometry group consists of unitary and anti-unitary conjugations.
They also gave lower and upper bounds on the isometry group of Dxz, the quantum
Wasserstein distance induced by the Pauli operators σx and σz .

The complete description of the isometry group of Dsym obtained in [23] encour-
aged us to study the isometries of the corresponding divergence dsym, which is more
challenging for at least two reasons. First, the fact that the isometries of quantum
Wasserstein distances preserve the self-distances of states provides us with a useful
grab on isometries of distances — we completely lose this tool when turning to
divergences as d(ρ, ρ) = 0 for any divergence d and state ρ. Second, the squared
Wasserstien distances are convex, and hence the maximal distances are realized by
extremal, that is, pure states. This fact is also useful when determining the struc-
ture of isometries, and we cannot use it in the case of Wasserstein divergences, as
squared divergences are not convex in general.

The surprising phenomenon that the structure of the Dxz-isometries turned out
to be much richer and much more flexible than that of the Dsym-isometries mo-
tivated us to go one step further and remove also σx from the generators of the
quantum Wasserstein distance and consider Dz — we recall that we get Dxz from
Dsym by removing σy . We expected that the structure of Dz-isometries on qubits
shows even more flexibility, and that turned out to be the case — see Theorem 2
for the details.

According to the above considerations, the goal of this paper is to describe
isometries of the quantum Wasserstein divergence dsym, and to characterize the
isometries with respect to Dz, the Wasserstein distance induced by the single Pauli
operator σz. We describe our main results in an informal way below — see Theorem
1 and 2 for the precise statements.

Main result. The isometries of the symmetric quantum Wasserstein divergence
dsym, which map pure states to pure states, are exactly the Wigner symmetries, that
is, the unitary and anti-unitary conjugations. In the Bloch ball model, the group
of these transformations coincides with the orthogonal group O(3). Furthermore, a
self-map of the quantum bit state space is an isometry of the quantum Wasserstein
distance Dz if and only if it preserves the length of the Bloch vector of every state
and either keeps the third (“z”) coordinate of the Bloch vectors fixed or sends them
to their negative.
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1.2. Basic notions and notations. As our results concern quantum bits, we will
review the basics of quantum optimal transport in the finite-dimensional setting to
avoid technical difficulties that will not matter later. Let H be a finite-dimensional
complex Hilbert space, and let L(H) stand for the set of linear operators acting on
H. Let L(H)sa denote the real linear vector space of self-adjoint linear operators on
H. We write A ≤ B for A,B ∈ L(H)sa if B −A is positive semidefinite, that is, if
〈x, (B−A)x〉 ≥ 0 for all x ∈ H. We will denote by S(H) the set of quantum states,
that is S(H) = {ρ ∈ L(H) | ρ ≥ 0, trH[ρ] = 1}. The extremal points of S(H) are
called pure states and are rank-one projections, that is, if ρ ∈ S(H) is pure, then
there exists a vector Ψ ∈ H such that ρ = |Ψ〉〈Ψ|. We denote the set of pure states
by P1(H). The transpose of a linear operator A ∈ L(H) is a linear operator acting
on H∗, the (topological) dual of H. It is denoted by AT and defined by the identity

(ATϕ)(x) = ϕ(Ax) (x ∈ H, ϕ ∈ H∗) . (1)

Let A = {A1, A2, . . . AN} be a set of self-adjoint linear operators on H. Then the
cost operator CA induced by A is defined as

CA =
N
∑

j=1

(Aj ⊗ IT − I ⊗AT
j )

2. (2)

The Wasserstein distance corresponding to A is denoted by DA(.; .) and defined
by

D2
A(ρ, ω) = inf {trH⊗H∗ [ΠCA] |Π ∈ C(ρ, ω)} , (3)

where C(ρ, ω) stands for the set of couplings of ρ and ω. According to the convention
introduced by De Palma and Trevisan in [16] the set of quantum couplings of
ρ, ω ∈ S(H) is given by

C(ρ, ω) = {Π ∈ S(H ⊗H∗) | trH∗ [Π] = ω, trH[Π] = ρT }.

The Wasserstein divergence generated by the observables belonging to A is denoted
by dA(.; .) and defined as follows:

dA(ρ, ω) :=

(

D2
A(ρ, ω)−

1

2

(

D2
A(ρ, ρ) +D2

A(ω, ω)
)

)
1

2

. (4)

Let us take a closer look at the two-dimensional complex Hilbert space H = C2.

Its state space has a particularly convenient description: elements of S(C2) can be
represented with vectors from R3 using the Bloch representation. The Bloch vector
of a state ρ is defined as

R
3 ∋ bρ = (trH[σjρ])

3
j=1 ,

where σj refers to one of the Pauli matrices

σ1 =

[

0 1
1 0

]

, σ2 =

[

0 −i

i 0

]

, σ3 =

[

1 0
0 −1

]

. (5)

2. Isometries of the dsym quantum Wasserstein divergence

First, we consider the case when the transport cost is symmetric in the sense
that it is generated by all three Pauli matrices. That is, A = {σ1, σ2, σ3} . We
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denote the corresponding cost operator by Csym, and it is given by

Csym =
3
∑

j=1

(σj ⊗ IT − I ⊗ σT
j )

2 =









4 0 0 −4
0 8 0 0
0 0 8 0
−4 0 0 4









. (6)

We denote the corresponding Wasserstein distance with Dsym(., .), and the corre-
sponding Wasserstein divergence with dsym(., .). The main result of this section
reads as follows.

Theorem 1. Let Φ : S(C2) → S(C2) be an isometry of the quantum Wasserstein
divergence corresponding to the symmetric cost operator Csym, that is,

dsym(Φ(ρ),Φ(ω)) = dsym(ρ, ω)
(

ρ, ω ∈ S(C2)
)

such that Φ maps pure states to pure states, that is Φ(P1(C
2)) ⊂ P1(C

2). Then
Φ is necessarily of the form of Φ(ρ) = UρU∗, where U is either a unitary or an
anti-unitary operator on C2. Conversely, unitary and anti-unitary conjugations are
dsym-isometries.

Proof. The fact that maps of the form of Φ(ρ) = UρU∗ are indeed isometries
follows from the fact that Dsym is invariant under unitary and anti-unitary con-
jugations (see Lemma 1 in [23]) and from the definition of dsym(ρ, ω). Indeed,
Dsym(UρU∗, UωU∗) = Dsym(ρ, ω) and

dsym(ρ, ω)
2 = Dsym(ρ, ω)

2 − 1

2

(

Dsym(ρ, ρ)
2 +Dsym(ω, ω)

2
)

,

from where we get that dsym(UρU∗, UωU∗) = dsym(ρ, ω). For the converse state-
ment, let ρ, ω ∈ P1(H) be states of the form of

ρ =
1

2
(I + xσ1 + yσ2 + zσ3) =

1

2

[

1 + z x− yi

x+ yi 1− z

]

(7)

and

ω =
1

2
(I + uσ1 + vσ2 + wσ3) =

1

2

[

1 + w u− vi

u+ vi 1− w

]

, (8)

where |(x, y, z)| = 1 and |(u, v, w)| = 1, where |.| denotes the Euclidean norm on
R3. Then both ρ and ω are pure, and the only coupling between ρ and ω is the
tensor product (or in other words, independent) coupling ω ⊗ ρT and its cost is

trH⊗H∗

[

(ω ⊗ ρT )Csym

]

= trH⊗H∗



(ω ⊗ ρT )



6I ⊗ IT − 2

3
∑

j=1

σj ⊗ σT
j









= 6− 2

3
∑

j=1

trH[ωσj ] · trH∗ [ρTσT
j ] = 6− 2(xu+ yv + zw) = 6− 2 〈bρ,bω〉 ,

(9)

where bρ = (x, y, z) and bω = (u, v, w) are the Bloch vectors of ρ and ω, and
〈., .〉 denotes the Euclidean inner product on R3. In the above formula (9), we
replaced C2 by H for notational convenience, and this will happen later as well
when indicating the Hilbert space where the trace is taken. In particular, we can
compute the distance of a pure state ρ from itself:

trH⊗H∗

[

(ρ⊗ ρT )Csym

]

= 6− 2(x2 + y2 + z2) = 6− 2 〈bρ,bρ〉 = 6− 2|bρ|2 = 4.

(10)
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Putting (9) and (10) together, we get that

d2sym(ρ, ω) = D2
sym(ρ, ω)−

1

2
(D2

sym(ρ, ρ) +D2
sym(ω, ω))

= 6− 2 〈bρ,bω〉 − 3 + |bρ|2 − 3 + |bω|2

= |bρ − bω|2 ≤ 4.

(11)

By (11) dsym coincides with the Euclidean distance of the Bloch vectors on P1(H).
Therefore the action of the dsym isometry Φ on P1(H) is described by an O ∈ O(3).
By Proposition V II.5.7. in [38] for any orientation preserving O+ ∈ SO(3) there
is a U ∈ SU(2) such that the action ρ 7→ UρU∗ is described by O+ in the Bloch
ball model. Similarly, for an orientation reversing O− ∈ O(3) there is an anti-
unitary operator V on C

2 such that the action ρ 7→ V ρV ∗ is described by O− in
the Bloch ball model. We have seen that unitary and anti-unitary conjugations
are dsym isometries. This together with the assumption Φ(P1(H)) ⊆ P1(H) means
that we can assume without the loss of generality that Φ(ρ) = ρ for all ρ ∈ P1(H).
Consider the particular pure states ρj =

1
2 (I + σj) for j ∈ {1, 2, 3}. Then we have

D2
sym(ρj , ω) = 6− 2(bω)j , and

D2
sym(Φ(ρj),Φ(ω)) = D2

sym(ρj ,Φ(ω)) = 6− 2(bΦ(ω))j .

From this, we get that

d2sym(ρj , ω) = 6− 2(bω)j − 2− 1

2
D2

sym(ω, ω)

and

d2sym(ρj ,Φ(ω)) = 6− 2(bΦ(ω))j − 2− 1

2
D2

sym(Φ(ω),Φ(ω)).

The preserver equation d2sym(ρj , ω) = d2sym(ρj ,Φ(ω)) yields to

1

2
(D2

sym(Φ(ω),Φ(ω))−D2
sym(ω, ω)) = (bω)j − (bΦ(ω))j .

By Proposition 3. in [6], the self-distance D2
sym(ρ, ρ) is

D2
sym(ρ, ρ) = 2

(

1−
√

1− bρ|2
)

∀ρ ∈ S(C2).

We get that

2
(

1−
√

1− |bω|2
)

− 2
(

1−
√

1− |bΦ(ω)|2
)

= (bω)j − (bΦ(ω))j ∀j ∈ {1, 2, 3}.

Let α = 2
(

1−
√

1− |bω|2
)

− 2
(

1−
√

1− |bΦ(ω)|2
)

. Then we have the following

vector equation

bω = bΦ(ω) + α(1, 1, 1).

Consider another orthonormal basis in C2 with corresponding unitary U , and let
σ̃j = UσjU

∗. It is easy to verify that σ̃j is self-adjoint, unitary and of order
two, similarly to σj for each j = 1, 2, 3. We choose this new basis in a way that
the corresponding O ∈ O(3) in the Bloch vector model does not map the vector
(1, 1, 1) to itself. Next, we show that the cost operator generated by the observables
{σ̃j}3j=1 coincides with the cost generated by the observables {σj}3j=1. Indeed,
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C̃sym =
3
∑

j=1

(σ̃j ⊗ IT − I ⊗ σ̃T
j )

2 =
3
∑

j=1

(σ̃j)
2 ⊗ IT + I ⊗ (σ̃T

j )
2 − 2σ̃j ⊗ (σ̃j)

T

= 6I ⊗ IT − 2

3
∑

j=1

UσjU
∗ ⊗ (UσjU

∗)T

= 6I ⊗ IT −
(

U ⊗ (U∗)T
)

3
∑

j=1

σj ⊗ σT
j

(

U∗ ⊗ UT
)

=
(

U ⊗ (U∗)T
)

Csym

(

U∗ ⊗ UT
)

.

(12)

According to Lemma 1 in [23], Csym is invariant under unitary conjugations, that
is,
(

U ⊗ (U∗)T
)

Csym

(

U∗ ⊗ UT
)

= Csym. We consider the distinguished pure states

ρ̃j := 1
2 (I + σ̃j) . Then D2

C(ρ̃j , ω) = 6 − 2〈b̃ω, ej〉 = b̃ωj
, where b̃ω denotes the

Bloch vector of ω in the new basis, that is, b̃ω = (trH [σ̃jω])
3
j=1 . The latter equality

holds because the symmetric cost operator is invariant under unitary conjugations,
see Lemma 1 in [23]. Thus the preserver equation d2sym(ρ̃j , ω) = d2sym(ρ̃j ,Φ(ω))
yields to

b̃ω = b̃Φ(ω) + α(1, 1, 1).

Let (1, 1, 1) 6= v ∈ R3 be the image of (1, 1, 1) under O. Then applying O to both
sides of the equation

bω = bΦ(ω) + α(1, 1, 1)

yields to

0 = α · ((1, 1, 1)− v) .

Since v 6= (1, 1, 1), we conclude that α = 0. This means that Φ(ρ) = ρ for all
ρ ∈ S(H), which concludes the proof. �

3. Isometries of the Dz quantum Wasserstein distance

In this section, we consider the cost operator Cz generated by the single observ-

able σz := σ3 =

[

1 0
0 −1

]

, that is,

Cz = (σz ⊗ IT − I ⊗ σT
z )

2 =









0 0 0 0
0 4 0 0
0 0 4 0
0 0 0 0









. (13)

Then the corresponding Wasserstein distance is given by

D2
z(ρ, ω) = inf{trH⊗H∗ [CzΠ] |Π ∈ C(ρ, ω)}.

The main result of this section is the complete classification of the isometries of the
qubit state space which reads as follows.

Theorem 2. Let Dz denote the quantum Wasserstein distance defined by the cost
operator Cz introduced in (13), and let Φ : S(C2) → S(C2) be a map. Then the
following are equivalent.

(1) The map Φ is a quantum Wasserstein isometry with respect to Dz, that is,
Dz(Φ(ρ),Φ(ω)) = Dz(ρ, ω) for all ρ, ω ∈ S(C2).
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(2) The map Φ leaves the Euclidean length of the Bloch vector of a state invari-
ant, that is,

∣

∣bΦ(ρ)

∣

∣ = |bρ| for all ρ ∈ S(C2), and either
(

bΦ(ρ)

)

3
= (bρ)3

for all ρ ∈ S(C2), or
(

bΦ(ρ)

)

3
= − (bρ)3 for all ρ ∈ S(C2).

Proof. Let us consider the direction (1) =⇒ (2) first.
Step 1: the Dz-diameter of S(C2) is 2 and it is realized if and only if

{ρ, ω} =

{

1

2
(I + σz),

1

2
(I − σz)

}

.

Indeed, let ρ and ω be arbitrary states, then the cost of the trivial coupling ω⊗ ρT

is an upper bound of D2
z(ρ, ω), that is,

D2
z(ρ, ω) ≤ trH⊗H∗

[

ω ⊗ ρT · (2I ⊗ IT − 2σz ⊗ σT
z )
]

= 2− 2(bρ)3 · (bω)3. (14)

It follows that diam(S(H), D2
z) ≤ 4 and D2

z(ρ, ω) = diam(S(H), D2
z) if and only if

ρ = 1
2 (I + σz) and ω = 1

2 (I − σz), or the other way around, since if |(bρ)3| < 1 or

|(bω)3| < 1, then 2 − 2(bρ)3 · (bω)3 < 4. Therefore, Φ
(

1
2 (I ± σz)

)

= 1
2 (I ± σz) or

Φ
(

1
2 (I ± σz)

)

= 1
2 (I∓σz), that is, Φ either leaves both 1

2 (I+σz) and
1
2 (I−σz) fixed,

or it switches them. Consider the map T : S(H) → S(H) where T (ρ) = σxρσ
∗
x for all

ρ ∈ S(C2). Then T is an isometry of S(C2) with respect to the quantumWasserstein
distance Dz such that T

(

1
2 (I + σz)

)

= 1
2 (I − σz) and T

(

1
2 (I − σz)

)

= 1
2 (I + σz).

Indeed,

T

(

1

2
(I + σz)

)

= σx

(

1

2
(I + σz)

)

σ∗
x =

1

2
(I + σxσzσ

∗
x) =

1

2
(I − σz). (15)

Similarly, T
(

1
2 (I − σz)

)

= 1
2 (I + σz). To see that T is isometric, it is sufficient

to show that for all ρ, ω in S(C2) and for all couplings π in C(ρ, ω) there exists a
coupling π̃ in C(T (ρ), T (ω)) such that trH⊗H∗ [π̃Cz ] = trH⊗H∗ [πCz ], and the other
way around: for all π̃ in C(T (ρ), T (ω)) there is a coupling π ∈ C(ρ, ω) with the same
cost. The desired bijection between C(ρ, ω) and C(T (ρ), T (ω)) reads as follows: for
a given π ∈ C(ρ, ω) we define π̃ by π̃ = (σx ⊗ σT

x )π(σx ⊗ σT
x ). Now

trH⊗H∗ [π̃Cz ] = trH⊗H∗ [(σx ⊗ σT
x )π(σx ⊗ σT

x )(σz ⊗ IT − I ⊗ σT
z )

2)]

= trH⊗H∗ [π(σx ⊗ σT
x )(2I − 2σz ⊗ σT

z )(σx ⊗ σT
x )]

= trH⊗H∗ [π(2I − 2σxσzσx ⊗ (σxσzσx)
T )]

= trH⊗H∗ [π(2I − 2(−σz)⊗ (−σz)
T )] = trH⊗H∗ [πCz ].

(16)

Therefore, we can assume, without loss of generality, that if Φ is a Dz−Wasserstein
isometry, then Φ

(

1
2 (I + σz)

)

= 1
2 (I + σz) and Φ

(

1
2 (I − σz)

)

= 1
2 (I − σz).

Step 2: Consequently,
(

bΦ(ρ)

)

3
= (bρ)3 as

Dz

(

Φ(ρ),Φ

(

1

2
(I + σz)

))

= Dz

(

Φ(ρ),
1

2
(I + σz)

)

= Dz

(

ρ,
1

2
(I + σz)

)

.

From this, we have that

2− 2
(

bΦ(ρ)

)

3
· 1 = 2− 2 (bρ)3 · 1. (17)

It follows that
(

bΦ(ρ)

)

3
= (bρ)3 .
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Step 3: Next we utilise that Φ preserves the self-distances, that is,Dz(Φ(ρ),Φ(ρ)) =
Dz(ρ, ρ) for all ρ in S(H). According to Corollary 1. in [16] the self-distance is re-
alised by the canonical purification of the state:

D2
z(ρ, ρ) = 〈〈√ρ||Cz||

√
ρ〉〉. (18)

Here, and in the sequel, we use the following notational convention originally intro-
duced in [16]. For an operator X ∈ L(C2), the symbol ||X〉〉 stands for the linear
map

C ∋ z 7→ ze(X) ∈ C
2 ⊗ (C2)∗

where e : L(C2) → C
2 ⊗ (C2)∗ is the canonical linear isometry between L(C2) and

C2 ⊗ (C2)∗. The symbol 〈〈X || denotes the linear functional

C
2 ⊗ (C2)∗ ∋ Y 7→ trC2

[

X∗e−1(Y )
]

∈ C.

A spectral decomposition of Cz is

Cz = 4









1

2









0 0 0 0
0 1 1 0
0 1 1 0
0 0 0 0









+
1

2









0 0 0 0
0 1 −1 0
0 −1 1 0
0 0 0 0

















= 4

(

1

2
||σ1〉〉〈〈σ1||+

1

2
||σ2〉〉〈〈σ2||

)

,

and if ρ 6= 1
2I then

√
ρ =

√
λ
1

2

(

I +
bρ

|bρ|
· σ
)

+
√
1− λ

1

2

(

I − bρ

|bρ|
· σ
)

,

where λ = 1
2 (1 + |bρ|) and σ is the vector formed by the Pauli matrices defined in

(5). Therefore,

〈〈√ρ||Cz ||
√
ρ〉〉 =

=





√
λ
1

2



〈〈σ0||+
3
∑

j=1

(bρ)j
|bρ|

〈〈σj ||



 +
√
1− λ

1

2



〈〈σ0|| −
3
∑

j=1

(bρ)j
|bρ|

〈〈σj ||







 ·

· (2||σ1〉〉〈〈σ1||+ 2||σ2〉〉〈〈σ2||) ·

·





√
λ
1

2



||σ0〉〉+
3
∑

j=1

(bρ)j
|bρ|

||σj〉〉



+
√
1− λ

1

2



||σ0〉〉 −
3
∑

j=1

(bρ)j
|bρ|

||σj〉〉







 .

(19)
Note that 〈〈σi||σj〉〉 = trH[σ∗

i σj ] = 2δij . Therefore, the above formula (19) greatly
simplifies, and by (18) we get that

D2
z(ρ, ρ) =

1

2

(

1− 2
√

λ(1 − λ)
) (bρ)

2
1 + (bρ)

2
2

|bρ|2

=
1

2

(

1−
√

1− |bρ|2
)

·
(

1− (bρ)
2
3

|bρ|2
)

. (20)

From the preserver equation D2
z(Φ(ρ),Φ(ρ)) = D2

z(ρ, ρ) we get that

1

2

(

1−
√

1− |bΦ(ρ)|2
)

·
(

1− (bΦ(ρ))
2
3

|bΦ(ρ)|2
)

=
1

2

(

1−
√

1− |bρ|2
)

·
(

1− (bρ)
2
3

|bρ|2
)

.
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Note that we already deduced in Step 2 that (bΦ(ρ))
2
3 = (bρ)

2
3, and the map t 7→

(

1−
√
1− t

)

·
(

1− c
t

)

is strictly monotone increasing on the domain t ∈ [0, 1] for
any fixed c ∈ [0, 1]. Therefore, |bΦ(ρ)| = |bρ| which completes the proof of the
direction (1) =⇒ (2).

Now we consider the direction (2) =⇒ (1).
Consider the case

(

bΦ(ρ)

)

3
≡ (bρ)3 . This equation and the invariance of the

length of the Bloch vector
∣

∣bΦ(ρ)

∣

∣ = |bρ| implies that for each ρ there is some
t(ρ) ∈ R (which depends on ρ !) such that

Φ(ρ) = Uz(t(ρ))ρUz(t(ρ))
∗

where Uz(t) = eitσz .

Now the couplings of Φ(ρ) and Φ(ω) take the following form:

C (Φ(ρ),Φ(ω)) = {UΠU∗ |Π ∈ C(ρ, ω)} (21)

where U = Uz(t(ω))⊗(Uz(t(ρ))
∗)T . Indeed, let Π =

K
∑

k=1

Ak⊗BT
k be a decomposition

of a coupling Π ∈ C(ρ, ω)). Then

UΠU∗ =

K
∑

k=1

Uz(t(ω))⊗ (Uz(t(ρ))
∗)

T (

Ak ⊗BT
k

)

Uz(t(ω))
∗ ⊗ (Uz(t(ρ)))

T

=
K
∑

k=1

Uz(t(ω))AkUz(t(ω))
∗ ⊗ (Uz(t(ρ))BkUz(t(ρ))

∗)T .

(22)

We have that

trH∗ [UΠU∗] =

K
∑

k=1

Uz(t(ω))AkUz(t(ω))
∗ · trH[Bk]

= Uz(t(ω))

(

K
∑

k=1

trH[Bk] · Ak

)

Uz(t(ω))
∗

= Uz(t(ω))trH∗ [Π]Uz(t(ω))
∗ = Uz(t(ω))ωUz(t(ω))

∗

= Φ(ω).

(23)

Similarly, trH[UΠU∗] = Φ(ρ)T . This shows that {UΠU∗ |Π ∈ C(ρ, ω)} ⊆ C (Φ(ρ),Φ(ω)).

For the reversed inclusion, a computation very similar to (23) shows that if Π̃ is a

coupling of Φ(ρ) and Φ(ω), then U∗Π̃U belongs to C(ρ, ω). It is a crucial observation
that U commutes with Cz for all t(ρ), t(ω) ∈ R. Indeed, U = eit(ω)σz ⊗

(

eit(ρ)σz
)T

and Cz = (σz ⊗ IT − I ⊗ σT
z )

2. All terms can be obtained from the continuous
function calculus of σz , therefore [U , Cz] = 0. Finally, by (21) we get that

D2
z(Φ(ρ),Φ(ω)) = inf{trH⊗H∗ [Π̃Cz] | Π̃ ∈ C(Φ(ρ),Φ(ω))} =

= inf{trH⊗H∗ [UΠU∗Cz ] |Π ∈ C(ρ, ω)} =

= inf{trH⊗H∗ [ΠU∗UCz ] |Π ∈ C(ρ, ω)} =

= D2
z(ρ, ω).

(24)

which completes the proof of the direction (2) =⇒ (1). �
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Marco Cuturi, Gabriel Peyré, and Jean-Luc Starck. Wasserstein dictionary learning: op-
timal transport-based unsupervised nonlinear dictionary learning. SIAM J. Imaging Sci.,
11(1):643–678, 2018. doi:10.1137/17M1140431 .

[38] Barry Simon. Representations of finite and compact groups, volume 10 of Graduate Studies in

Mathematics. American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 1996. doi:10.1038/383266a0.
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