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Abstract

This paper presents some of the basic properties of conditioned ob-
servables in finite-dimensional quantum mechanics. We begin by defin-
ing the sequential product of quantum effects and use this to define the
sequential product of two observables. The sequential product is then
employed to construct the conditioned observable relative to another
observable. We then show that conditioning preserves mixtures and
post-process of observables. We consider conditioning among three
observables and a complement of an observable. Corresponding to
an observable, we define an observable operator in a natural way and
show that this mapping also preserves mixtures and post-processing.
Finally, we present a method of defining conditioning in terms of self-
adjoint operators instead of observables. Although this technique is
related to our previous method it is not equivalent.

1 Introduction

Various studies in quantum mechanics are based on the results of a mea-
surement conditioned on the value of a previous measurement. For example,
one might want to know the position of a particle when the particle is in a
given energy state. Although the conditioning of observables seems to be
a useful concept there does not appear to be any systematic investigations
concerning it. This article does not develop any deep or penetrating results.
Instead, it presents an introduction to a theory of conditioned observables.
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Also, we restrict attention to finite-dimensional quantum mechanics. Al-
though this is a strong restriction, it includes the framework of quantum
computation and information theory [9, [I1]. These are important topics
that have attracted great attention in the recent literature.

We begin with the study of quantum effects.These correspond to simple
experiments with only two values or outcomes. These values are usually
denoted by yes-no(or 1-0). A general effect may be imprecise or fuzzy
while a precise effect is called sharp. If a and b are effects we define their
sequential product a o b which is the effect that describes the experiment
in which @ is measured first and then b is measured second. Because of
quantum interference, a can interfere with the measurement of b, while b
cannot interfere with the measurement of a. We also call a o b, the effect b
conditioned on the effect a and write (b | a) = a o b. Upon introducing the
concept of a state we can also define a corresponding conditional probability.

Now a general observable A may have many possible outcomes x1, ..., z,.
If a; is the effect that occurs when A has outcome x we can think of A as a set
of effects A ={a,: x = z;,i =1,2,... ,n}. B ={b,: y=y;,j =1,2,...,m}
is another observable, we shall show in Section 3 how to combine the effects
(by | az) to form an observable (B | A) that describes B conditioned on A.
We show that (B | A) has a simple form when A and B are sharp observables.
We also consider multiple conditionings ((B | A) | C) and (B | (A | C)).

There are two important ways of combining observables called mixtures
and post-processing [2,[10]. Section 3 shows that conditioning preserves both
of these combination methods. Corresponding to an observable A, we define
a self-adjoint operator A called the observable operator. The operator A
describes A in various ways and we show that " preserves mixtures and post-
processing in Section 4. Section 5 discusses a complement of an observable.

Finally, Section 6 considers conditioning from a different point of view.
Instead of describing a measurable quantity by an observable, we can de-
scribe it by a certain self-adjoint operator. Although this viewpoint is related
to our previous work, it is not equivalent to it.

2 Quantum Effects

Let £(H) be the set of linear operators on a finite-dimensional complex
Hilbert space H. We also denote the set of self-adjoint operators on H by



Ls(H) and the zero and unit operators by 0, I respectively. For S, T € L(H)
we write S < T if (¢,S¢) < (¢, T¢) for all ¢ € H. We define the set of
effects by

EH)={a€ce L(H):0<a<]T}

An effect a is said to occur when a yes-no experiment for a has the value
yes[1L13L9]. It is well-known that E(H) C Lg(H) [3,9]. For a € E(H), we call
a'=1—a€ E(H) the complement of a and view a’ as the effect that occurs
when the previous yes-no experiment has the value no. Clearly, 0,1 € £(H)
and 0 corresponds to the experiment that never occurs (is always no) and
responds to the experiment that always occurs (is always yes). We denote
the set of projections on H by P(H). It is clear that P(H) C £(H) and
we call elements of P(H) sharp effects [5]. A one-dimensional projection
Py = |¢)(¢| where ||¢|| = 1 is atomic. If ¢ € H, ¢ # 0 we write ¢ = ¢/ ||¢]].
We then have

Py = e 8)(6

An effect p € E(H) is a partial state if the trace tr(p) < 1 and p is
a state if tr (p) = 1. We denote the set of states by S(H). If p € S(H),
a € E(H) we call E,(a) = tr(pa) the probability that a occurs in the state
p- Of course, 0 < E,(a) < 1. If P, is atomic, then Py € S(H) and we call
P, (and ¢) a pure state. We then write

Ey(a) = Ep,(a) = tr (Pya) = (¢, a9)

If ¢ and 1) are pure states, we call |{(¢, w>]2 the transition probability from ¢
to 1.

We denote the unique positive square root of a € E(H) by a'/2. For
a,b € E(H), their sequential product is the effect a o b = a'/2ba'/? [6, [7, 8.
We interpret a o b as the effect that results from first measuring a and that
aob=boa if and only if ab = ba where ab is the usual operator product
[8]. This is interpreted as saying that a and b do not interfere if and only
if a and b commute. We also call a o b the effect b conditioned on the effect
a and write (b | @) = a ob. For short, we sometimes call (b | a) the effect b
given a. We have that (a | ) = a® and a is sharp if and only if (a | a) = a.

Notice that if by, by, by +by € E(H), then (b +ba | a) = (b1 | a)+ (b2 | a).
In particular, £(H) is convex and if A\; > 0 with >_ A; = 1, then

(Z /\sz | a) = Z/\Z(bl,a)
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so b+ (b | a) is a convex function. Of course, a — (b | a) is not convex in
general. Also, for every A € [0,1] C R we have

(0| Aa) = (Ab|a) = Ab|a)
Moreover,
tr [(b | a)] = tr (ba) = tr (ab) = tr [(a | b)]
If pe S(H), a € E(H), since poa < p we have that

tr [(p ] a)] =tr(aop) =tr(poa) <tr(p) <1
Hence, (p | a) is a partial state. For b € £(H) we obtain

E, (0| a)] = tr [p(b|a)] = tr [paob] = tr [(aocp)b]
= tr [(p [ a)0]

We interpret tr [(p | a)b] as the probability that b occurs for the partial state
(p|a). If Ej(a) = tr(pa) # 0 we can form the state (p | a)/tr (pa). Then

as a function of b
Ey[(b]a)]

Ep(a)
becomes a probability measure on £(H) and we call (2.1)) the conditional

E,[(b]a)] = (2.1)

probability of b given a.
We now examine some specific examples of (b | a). The simplest case is
when a = P, is atomic. We then obtain

(b | Py) = Py ob=|9)(¢|b|0)(¢] = (&, b¢) Py

Hence, (b | Py) is P, attenuated by the probability of b in the state ¢. If
b = P, is atomic and a'’2¢ # 0 we have that

(Py | @) = ao Py = a'2g)(¢]a"/? = |a/29) (a9
= ||a29]|" P, = P
= Ha ¢H (al/2g)N = (qb, aqb) (al/2¢)"
If a = Py,b = Py, are both atomic, we obtain
(Py | Py) = Py o Py = (¢, Ppd) Py = [(6,0)]* Py

where |(¢,1)|? is the transition probability from ¢ to 1.



More generally, let P € P(H) so P is a sharp effect. We can then write
P =3 Py, where ¢; are mutually orthogonal. We then have

(Pla)=aoP = Zao Py, = Z (i, agi) Plg1/2 )0

and

(b]| P)=Pob=PbP = PsbPy = |¢:) (il b];)(5]
i,j ,J
= Z (9i b9} i) (9]

irj
3 Observables

For a finite set Q4, an observable with value-space €14 is a subset A =
{az: 2 € Qa} of E(H) such that 3 o a, = I. We write a, as the effect
that occurs when A has the value z. The condition ) a, = I ensures that
A has one of the values x € 4. Observables are also called finite positive
operator-valued measures [9,[11]. If an observable A has only one value, then
A = {I} so A is called trivial. If A has two values, say yes and no then
A ={a,d'} where a € E(H) and a is the effect that A has value yes, while
a’ is the effect that A has value no.

If a, € P(H) for all x € Q4, we call A a sharp observable. In this case
we have for all y € €, that

ay+ayog Qg = Gy © E Ay =ay

TFy €Ny

Hence, ). 2y Oy © 0z =0 which implies that a, o a; = 0 whenever z # y.
We conclude that aya, = aza, = 0 whenever x # y. Hence, the effects
for a sharp observable commute and are mutually orthogonal which makes
them much simpler than unsharp observables. If the effects a,, x € Q4,
are atoms, we say that the observable A is atomic. In this case, a, = Py,
where {¢,: x € Q4} is an orthonormal basis for H. In general, if Q4 C R
and p € S(H), we define the expectation of A in the state p by

E,(A) = Zpr(ax) = Za: tr (pay) = tr (pZa:ax)



Notice that A = > xa, is a self-adjoint operator that we call the observable
operator for A. This operator has the same expectations as A for every state

peS(H).
Let A, B be observables with A = {a,: x € Q,} and B = {b,: y € Qp}.
We define their sequential product A o B to have value-space 24 x Qp and

AoB ={azoby: (z,y) € Qa x Qp}

To show that A o B is indeed an observable, we have that

oty =T ae (gy:by> DLW

(z,y)

The left-marginal of A o B consists of the effects
Zaxoby:axoZby:aon:ax
y y

so the left-marginal of A o B is just A. In a similar way the right-marginal
of Ao B consists of the effects

Zaw ob, = Zaipbyaip

As before, the right-marginal of Ao B is an observable but it need not equal
B and we denote it by (B | A). We thus have that Qg4) = Qp and

(B|A)= {Z%Oby yGQB} {Z(b“aw):yeQB}

T

We call (B | A) the observable B conditioned on the observable A. For short,
we call (B | A) the observable B given A. We denote the effects in (B | A)

by
(Bl A)y = asoby,=> (b az)

T

We use O(H) for the set of observables on H.
If pe S(H) and A € O(H) we define the state p conditioned on A by

(p| A= Zal/Qpa



Note that (p | A) € S(H) because

r(p|A) Ztr a/?pal/?) Ztr (azp)
=tr (Z%P) =tr(p) =1

The next result gives a duality between states and observables.

Lemma 3.1. If A,B € O(H) with Qg CR and p € S(H), then

E,(B| A) = E)a)(B)

Proof. We have that

E,B|A)= Zytr (B|A)y] Zytr pZaxob
—Zytr (ag 0 by)] = Zytr(pai,ﬂbya;ﬂ)

T,y

I SRR
7y

= Ztr <Z aglc/2pa:10/2> by] = Zy tr [(p | A)by]

Y
= E(y4)(B) O

We now consider Ao B and (B | A) for special cases A, B € O(H). If A
and B are atomic with a, = Py,, by = Py, , x € Qa, y € Qp we have that

AoB = {y<¢x,¢y>\2p¢z: ey e QB}

It follows that
(Bl A)y = [($arthy)|* Ps,

If A is atomic and B € O(H) is arbitrary, we have
Ao B = {(¢z,by¢pz) Py, : x € Qa,y € Qp}

and

(Bl A)y = (¢r,byds)Ps,

xT



If A€ O(H) is arbitrary and B is atomic, we have
AoB = {wy,axzpyw(ay%)A Lz eQuye QB}

and

(B ‘ A)y = Z <wy7axwy>P(a;/2wy)/\

T

Let B® ¢ O(H),i=1,2,...,n, with the same value-space 2 where
B — {bg(j): Y € Q}

For \; € [0,1], « = 1,2,...,n, with >\, = 1 we define the mizture
S \BY € O(H) by

zn: ABY = {zn: Ay € Q}
1=1 i=1

It is easy to check that 3" A\;B® is indeed on observable. Mixtures are an

important way of combining observables and have been well-studied [2], [10].
n

) n .
It is convenient to use the notation (Z )\iB(Z)> => )\ib?(f).
i=1 y =1
Let Q4, Qp be value-spaces and let v = [vy,], x € Qa, y € Qp be a
matrix. We call v a stochastic matrix if vy, € [0,1] CRand 3 o,
for all x € Q4. The matrix v is called a classical channel and v,, gives the

Vgy =1

probability of a transition from x to y [2, 10]. The condition }_ . vey =1
means that z makes a transition to some y € {p with probability one.
Now let A € O(H) with A = {a,: © € Q4} and let v be a classical channel
from Q4 to Qp. Define B € O(H) by B = {b,: y € Qp} where b, =
> reqy VoyQz. Now the value-space of B is {2 and B is indeed an observable
because

Zby:ZZnyam :ZZnyam :Zam =1
Yy Yy x T Y T

We use the notation B = veA and call B a post-processing of A |2 [10]. The
next result shows that conditioning preserves mixtures and post-processing.



Theorem 3.2. (i) Ao > NB® = Y N\A0BO. (i) (S NBO|A) =
SSXM(BW | A). (i) If C = {c.: 2 € Qc} is an observable, then (vsA |
C)=v+(A]|C).

Proof. (i) For any = € Q4 and y € Q2 we have that
(4e302BY) | =aro (T aBY) = a0 3ot = 3 N o)
=3 M40 B, ) = (ZAAOB@)

The result now follows. (ii) This follows from (i). (iii) For all y € Q we
have that

(veA|C)y = Zcz o (veA), = ZCZ o <Z nyam> = Z Vay Zcz o ay

= vey(A[C)e = [re(A]| O)),

(z,y)

The result follows. O

We now briefly discuss multiple conditioning. Letting A, B,C € O(H)
we can form the biconditional ((B | A) | C') in which C' is measured first, A
is measured second and B is measured last. By definition, we have that

(B14)|0)= {Zcz (B4, yeQB}
:{Zczo<2amoby>:y693}
{Zcz (ag o by) yEQB}
- {Zc;/za;/%ya;/%yz: ye QB}>

Z7y

In particular, if A = {P,,}, C = {Ps,} are atomic, we have that

(B1A4)|C) {Z| Bz, ) (i, by ) Pa. : y € QB}



Because of nonassociativity, the biconditional is different than

(Bl (A]C) = {Z(A|C)moby:y€QB}

T

— {Z <Zczoa;p) 0by: yEQB}

T z

which cannot be simplified further even if A, C are atomic.

4 Observable Operators

We now consider the observable operator A = > xa, where A = {ay: x € Qa}
and Q4 C R. In general A € Lg(H) is not unique. If 4 is atomic, then A is
unique, the values x € Q4 are the eigenvalues of A. and a, is the projection
for the corresponding eigenvector. If f is a real-valued function f: R — R,

o~ o~

we define f(A) = 3 f(x)ay. The reason we use the notation f is because
f(A\ ) is not the usual function of an operator. For example, if f(z) = 2,
then

JA) =3 a%as # (A) = f(4)

~ o~

If A happens to be sharp, then we do have f(A) = f(g) In general, A
determines A because for any a, € A there exists a polynomial p, such that
Ay = px(‘z{ )

If v is a classical channel from Q 4 to ), we define the function f,: Q4 —
R by fu(x) = > cqp YVay- 1f we have another channel p from Qp to Qc,
then the matrix product vy is a classical channel from 24 to Q¢. Indeed,
we have that

Z(V:u)xz = Z (Z V:cyﬂyz) = Zyxy Zﬂyz = Z Vgy = 1
z z Y Y z Y

so vy is stochastic.

Lemma 4.1. Ifv and u are classical channels as above and A = {a,: x € Qa}

is an observable, then
pe(veA) = (vja)eA
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Proof. For all z € C' we have that
s (veA)], Z fiyz (Ve A), = Z iy Z Uiyl = Z > Vayhyzts
y
= Z Vi) g2l = W)-A]z
The result follows O

The next result shows that * preserves post-processing and mixtures.

Theorem 4.2. (i) Using the above notation, we have that

~

() = fu(4)

(ii) [pe(veA)]" = f,,u(g) (iil) If 2 MBW is a mizture of the observables
BW | then
(1A LA
hmq:ZMpq

Proof. (i) Since

I/'A Zy veA) y = Z Zuwyam = Z (Z yuwy> Ay
Y
= Z fu a:c = f/.;/ ;{)
The result follows.

(ii) The result follows from Part (i) and Lemma 1]
(iii) Since

{Z)\B(l} Za: [Z)‘B(l ZZ)\iZa:Bg(ci):Z)\i {B(i)}/\

the result follows. U

If A= {a(x Y (T,y) € QA} is an observable with value-space Q4 C R?,
we define the observable operator of A by A = Dory TYA(zy)- I a € E(H)
and T € L(H) we use the notation

(T a) =a'?Ta'? =aoT

11



Theorem 4.3. If A = {a,: x € Qa} and B = {by: y € Qp} are real-valued
observables then (i) (B | A)" =3 (B | az) and (ii)) (Ao B)" =3 x(B |
ay) =y ,x(az o B).

Proof. (i) The result follows from

(B | A" ZyB|Ay—Z ZamOby—Z<amOZyby)
ZZ%OB :Z(B|%)

xT

(ii) The result follows from

(Ao B)M Za:y Ao B)gy = Zmyaxoby_zgnyal/zba

—Z:Eal/zzw ay :Z:Eai/zBaip :Zx(B | ay)

xT

:Za:axoB O

Example. The simplest example is the qubit Hilbert space H = C? and
dichotomic (two-valued) atomic observables A = {Py,, Py, },

B = {Py,, Py,} where {¢1,¢2}, {11,102} are orthonormal bases for H. The
sequential product observable becomes

AOB:{P¢1 o Py, , Py, OP¢27P¢20P¢17P¢2OP¢2}
= {1401, 00 Pay [, 02 oy, 102, 00) P, (62, 02) Py |
Letting Q4 = {z1, 22}, Q5 = {y1,y2}, B conditioned on A is the observable

(B | A)yi = (A © B)(acl,yi) + (A o B)(acg,yl |<¢1771Z)Z>| P¢1 + |<¢27¢2>| P¢2
for i =1,2. If Q4,05 C R, the observable operators become
A=u1Py, +23Py,, B =uy1Py, + 1Py,

Applying Theorem [A.3[(i) we obtain
(B|A)" = <¢17§¢1>P¢1 + <¢2,§¢2>P¢>2

12



= [yl (1, 01)” + yo \<<Z51,1/12>\2] Py,
+ [y (G200 + 92 {02, v2) ] Py
= [y2 + (y1 —y2) \<¢1,¢1>\2} Py, + [92 + (y1 — y2) ’(<Z52,1/11>\2] Py,

= v+ 1 = 92) 1000, 00) | P + [1 = (w2 = ) [ (60,00} P

Moreover, applying Theorem [£.3](ii) gives

(A | B)" =21(91, Bén )Py, + w362, B ) Py,
= [11511/1 (@1, 1) [* + 1y |(¢1¢2>|2] P,
+ [azgyl [ (b2, 91)[* + wayo \(¢2=1/12>\2] Py,
71 [y + (1 = 92) (91, 01) | Py
+ 22 [y2 + (11— ¥2) \<¢27¢1>!2} Py,
=z [y2 + (11— 42) !<¢17¢1>\2} Py,

+ 2 [y1+(y2—y1)|<¢1,1,b1>|2} Py, O

5 An Observable Complement

Let A = {a;: x € Q4} be an observable. We call A an n-observable if
|Q4] =mn and a, # 0 for all z € Q4. We define the n-observable

IA:{%LB:QEEQA}

where I, = I for all x € Q4. It is easy to check that (I4 | B) = I4 and
(B | I4) = B for every B € O(H). If A € [0,1] we call A4+ (1 — M)A
the observable A with noise content A [9]. We define the complement of an
n-observable A by

Al = {ﬁa;ﬁ: T € QA}
The reader can easily verify that A’ is indeed an observable.

Lemma 5.1. For an n-observable A we have that A = A if and only if
A=1,4.

13



Proof. For sufficiency we have that
I={ GL) wea={i (1-1L):zeq.}
i 0D ey} = (Hheren =1y
For necessity, if A’ = A, we obtain for all z € Q4 that

_ 1 r 1 _ 1 1
Ay = 570z = 1 (I_ax) - n—lI_ n1 G

This implies that a, = %I. Hence, A = 1I4. O

The next result shows that complementation preserves conditioning and
mixtures.

Theorem 5.2. (i) (B | A) = (B’ | A) for all A,B € O(H). (ii) If \; €
[0,1], i =1,2,...,m, > A\ =1 and A; € O(H), i = 1,2,...,m, with the
same value-spaces €2, then

(> )\Z-A,->/ =S x4
Proof. (i) The sequential product A o B becomes
Ao B = {awo (ﬁb’y) :(2,y) € Qa X QB}
{ﬁ%ob' (2,y) € Q4 X QB}
- {ﬁ%o (I—by): (z,y) € Qu x QB}
{ﬁ (ag — ag o by): (z,y) € Qa X QB}

Hence,

14



(ii) For A; = {aiz: = € Q} we have that

<Z)\i14i)/:{ﬁ(Z/\iam>/ilL'€Q} {Ll (I—Zx\iam)::neQ}
:{n1<2)\1 Z)\aw>. € }
{ Z)\ — Qig) xEQ}:{mZ)\ia;x:er}
:{Z)\imamzazeﬂ}:z/\i/lg O

We say that a stochastic matrix v is bistochastic if ) v, =1 for all y.
Although complementation need not preserve post-processing we have the
following result.

Lemma 5.3. (veA) = veA" if and only if v is bistochastic.

Proof. We have that

(veA) { (Zyxyam> yGQB}:{ﬁ<I—Zx:%yam>:yGQB}

Moreover,

ve Al = {ﬁ Zymya;c: y € QB} = {ﬁ Zme(I—ax)i Y€ QB}
= {ﬁ (ZVWI_ZVW%> ty € QB}

These two expressions agree if and only if > v,, =1 for all y. O

It is of interest to iterate the complementation operation to obtain
Al AT AT AR AY L

Theorem 5.4. Let A be an n-observable. If m is even, then
A = 1= | 1a + o A (5.1)
and if m is odd, then

n—

15



Proof. The statement clearly holds for m = 1. To show it holds for m = 2
we have that

A//:{ﬁ<ﬁa;>/:x€QA}:{ﬁ<l—ﬁag) L€ Q)

[ﬁ_(n 1)2 ]I+(n 1)z Qo JSGQA}
("—1) I +(n 1)z da* xEQA}

1 - o] I+ e A (5.3)

Proceeding by induction, suppose the result holds for the integer m. If m
is even, then (B.I) holds. Applying Lemma [5.I] and Theorem [(.2(ii) we
conclude that
m+1 _ _ 1 /
At = 1 - | I+ iy 4

which is (5.2]) with m replaced by m + 1. Hence, the result holds for m + 1.
If m is odd, then (5.2]) holds. Again, by Lemma [5.1] and Theorem [5.2)ii) we
obtain

A = 1= | e 47

Applying (53] we conclude

A = 1~ o | T+ e 1= e £+ e A

= 1= Gt L+ e 4

which is (5.1) with m replaced by m + 1. Hence, the result again holds for
m + 1. It follows by induction that the result holds for all m € N. O

We conclude from Theorem [B.4] that if m is even, then A™ is the ob-
servable A with noise content [1 — W} and if m is odd, then A™ is the

observable A’ with noise content [hl - W} The dichotomic (n = 2)

case is an exception and we then have that A™ = A when m is even and

A™ = A" when m is odd. Notice that A’ is a special case of a post-processing
of A. In fact, A’ = vsA where for all z,y € Q4 we have that

o ifr#y

n
Vpy =
0 ife=y
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6 A Different Viewpoint

We now consider conditioning from another viewpoint. Besides observables,
measurable quantities are frequently represented by self-adjoint operators.
For T € Lg(H), the corresponding spectral observable is given by the unique
sharp observable P = {P,} where T' = Y zP,, P, € P(H), x € R. In
this case, the z are the distinct eigenvalues of T'. Notice that P is a real-
valued observable and P = >~ xP, =T so our concepts are consistent. Let
S € Ls(H), with S = > yQy, Qy € P(H), y € Rso Q = {Qy} is the
spectral observable for S. Letting Qp, Qg be the sets of eigenvalues for T’
and S, respectively, we have that

QoP={QyoPy:x€Qr,yec g}

and (P | Q)z = > ey @yoPr- We then define the operator (T'| S) € L(H)
by(T | S) = (P | Q)" and call (T | S) the operator T' conditioned on the
operator S. We then have that

(T‘S) :Z‘T(P‘Q)x:ZxZQyon:ZxZQnyQy
=D <Z xPx) Qy = Q,TQ, (6.1)
y x Y

It is interesting to note that (7" | S) depends on T" and @y, y € Qg, but not
on the particular values of y.

Lemma 6.1. We have that (T | S) =T if and only if ST =TS.

Proof. If ST = TS then it is well-known that Q,1T = TQ, for all y € (1g.

Applying (G.1]) gives
(T]9)=Y QT=T
y

Conversely, suppose that (T' | S) = T. Applying (6.I) again, we obtain
T=3,QyTQy. It follows that

QyT = QyTQy = TQy
for all y € Qg so that ST =1T'S. O

Notice that T+ (T'| S) is a real linear function.
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Theorem 6.2. (i) If T > 0, then (T | S) > 0. (ii) tr [(T' | S)] = tr (T).
(iii) If p€ S(H), then (p|S) € S(H) and

tr [p(T' [ )] =tr [(p | S)T]
Proof. (i) Assume that T'> 0 and ¢ € H. Applying (6.1]) gives

(6, (T| S)o <¢,ZQyTQy¢> > (6,QyTQye)
Yy

= (Qyd,TQyo) >0
Yy

Hence, (T'| S) > 0. (ii) Again, applying (6.I]) gives
tr (7] )] (Z QyTQy> = Ztr (Q,TQy)
= Ztr(Qy ) =tr (ZQy ) =tr (T

(iii) If p € S(H), it follows from (i) and (ii) that (p | S) € S(H). Moreover,
it follows from (6.I]) that

tr [p(T'| S)] = tr [pz QyTQy

=tr [Z QpryT
Yy

—tr[(p] S)T) 0
When @Q is atomic with Q = {Pd,y }, then (6.I]) becomes
(T 8) = (b Tty) Py, = Dy, Pathy) Py,
y )y
and when P is atomic with P = {P,_}, then (6.I]) becomes
(T]8) =D a{ba: Quba)PQy0)

x?y
When P and @ are both atomic as above, then (6.1) gives
(T]5) =) |ty ¢)° Py,
T,y

where |(1),, ¢,)|? is the transition probability from ¢, to .
Although this technique is related to our previous method, it is not
equivalent because the observables are sharp.
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