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Abstract

Our basic structure is a finite-dimensional complex Hilbert space
H. We point out that the set of effects on H form a convex effect
algebra. Although the set of operators on H also form a convex effect
algebra, they have a more detailed structure. W introduce sequential
products of effect and operations. Although these have already been
studied, we introduce the new concept of sequential products of effects
with operations and operations with effects. We then consider vari-
ous special types of operations. After developing properties of these
concepts, the results are generalized to include observables and instru-
ments. In particular, sequential products of observables with instru-
ments and instruments with observables are developed. Finally, we
consider conditioning and coexistence of observables and instruments.

1 Basic Definitions

Let H be a finite-dimensional complex Hilbert space.The basic concepts of
the present version of quantum measurement theory are the sets of effects
E(H), states S(H) and operations O(H ) on H [1,[8, 10, [I3]. Denoting the set
of linear operators on H by L(H), we define E(H) ={a € L(H): 0<a <1}
where 0, are the zero and identity operators, respectively. An effect a €
E(H) corresponds to a two-valued yes —no experiment. The effect '’ = I —a


http://arxiv.org/abs/2108.07925v1

has the value yes if a has the value no and we call a’ the complement of a.
If a,b € E(H) and a +b € E(H), then we write a L b. When a L b, we
interpret a + b € £(H) as the parallel sum of the effects a and b. The effect
0 always has value no and I always has value yes. The fact that a L a’ and
a + o' = I indicates that either a or @’ has the value yes but not both. An
element p € £(H) that satisfies tr (p) = 1 is called a state. States describe
the initial condition of a quantum system. If a € £(H) and p € S(H), then
the probability that a has value yes when the system is in state p is given
by P,(a) = tr(pa). It is clear that P,(0) = 0, P,(I) = 1 and if a L b, then
Pyla+0b) =Py(a) + Py(b).

A linear map Z: L(H) — L(H) is completely positive if T&I: HR K —
H ® K is positive for every auxiliary finite dimensional Hilbert space K. We
call Z: L(H) — L(H) an operation if T is completely positive and tr [Z(p)] <
tr (p) for every positive p € L(H) [L, B, 10, 13]. An operation Z is called
a channel if tr [Z(p)] = tr (p) for every positive p € L(H). In particular, if
p € S(H) then tr [Z(p)] = 1. Any Z € O(H) has a Kraus decomposition

n

Z(p) = > AipA; where A; € L(H), i=1,2,...,n [1,8, 10, 13]. The Kraus
i=1

operators A; need not be unique. Since tr [Z(p)] < tr (p) we have that

tr(pd ATA) =D tr(pAiA) =) tr(AipA]) =tr [Z(p)] < tr(pl) (1.1)

for every positive p. It follows that )  A*A; < I. An operation is thought
of as an apparatus Z that can be employed to measure an effect 7. We
define the probability that Z has value yes in the state p to be P,(I) =
tr [Z(p)] and 7 is the unique effect satisfying tr (pZ) = P,(Z) for all p €
S(H) and say that Z measures 7. Although every T € O(H) measures a
unique Te€ (H), an effect is measured by many operations. That is, many
apparatuses can be employed to measure an effect a. Moreover, Z gives
more information than Z because Z(p)/tr [Z(p)] is the updated state after
T (or 7) is measured (assuming tr [Z(p)] # 0). One way to specify Z is the
following: If Z has Kraus decomposition Z(p) = > A;pA}, then by (LI]) we
have that 7 = >~ AjA;. This also shows that if Z(p) = >_ B;pB; is another
Kraus decomposition for Z, then > By B; =} A7 A;.

We now consider the mathematical structures of £(H) and O(H). Let
(V, <) be a finite-dimensional ordered real linear space [8,[13] and let uw € V



satisfy u > 0. Letting F be the ordered interval
E=[0ul={zeV:0<z<u}

we call (E,0,u) a convez effect algebra [7]. For z,y € E we write x L y if
x +y € E. It is easy to check that F satisfies the effect algebra axioms:

(1) fz Ly, theny Lz and z +y =y + x.

(2) Ify L zand z L (y + 2), then x L y, z L (z +y) and we have
r+(y+2)=(x+y)+ 2.

(3) For every z € E there exists a unique ' € E such that L 2/
and x + 2’ = u.

(4) If z L u, then z = 0.

Moreover, E is conver because if z1,...,x, € F and \; > 0 with > \; =1,
then > \;z; € E. Indeed, we have that

We call the element 2’ in (3) the complement of z. If E = [0,u] and F' = [0, v]
are convex effect algebras, a map J: E — F' is an isomorphism if J is an
order-preserving bijection, J(u) = v, J(x+y) = J(z)+ J(y) whenever x L y
and J(>_ Niz;) = > A\ J(x;) whenever A\; >0, >\, = 1.

Notice that £(H) is a convex effect algebra because E(H) = [0,1] C
Lr(H) where Lr(H) is the real linear span of £(H). In a similar way,
letting V' be the real linear span of O(H) we have that O(H) = [0,I] C V
where 0 and I are the zero and identity operations, respectively, so O(H)
is also a convex effect algebra. However, this convex effect algebra does not
specify the detailed probabilistic structure of O(H). Although I € £(H) is
the unique certain effect, the identity I € O(H) is not the unique certain
operation. If C is a channel, then for any p € S(H) we have that P,(C) =
tr [C(p)] = 1 so C has value yes for any state so C is certainly yes. Similarly,
iftZ, 7 € O(H) and Z = 7 then

Po(Z) = tr [Z(p)] = tr (pT) = tr (0T ) = tx [T (p)] = Pp(T)

for every p € S(H) so we cannot distinguish Z and J probabilistically. For
Z,J € O(H) we write Z ~ J if Z = 7. It is clear that ~ is an equivalence



relation in O(H). We denote the equivalence class containing Z by [Z] and
the set of equivalence classes by O(H)/ ~. We write [Z]" = Z and it is clear
that this is well-defined.

Theorem 1.1. O(H)/~ is a convex effect algebra and ": O(H)/~—
E(H) is an isomorphism.

Proof. We write 0={0} =[0] and u = [C] where C is a channel and we have
that 0=0and @ = I. If Z,J € O(H) with Z L J we define [Z] + [J] =
Z+J]andifZ; € O(H), A\; >0 with > A\, =1,i=1,2,...,n we define

S xml = [3oa

Moreover, we write [Z] < [J]if Z < J. It is clear that these are well-defined.
We then have that 0 < [Z] < u for all Z € O(H). It is straightforward to
show that O(H)/~= [0,u] is an order interval for a real ordered linear
space V' consisting of the linear span of O(H)/~ and hence is a convex
effect algebra. Since [Z+ J]" =7 + J and

(Z A [L-]>A - (Z )\Z-L-) oS

we have that " preserves + and convex combinations. Clearly, 7 = I and
" is order-preserving. If a € £(H) we will show there exists an Z € O(H)
such that 7 = a so " is surjective. To show that 7 in injective, suppose
that [Z)" = [7)". Then Z = J so [Z] = [J]. Hence, ": O(H)/~— E(H) is

an isomorphism. O

Besides sums and convex combinations, there is another important way
of combining effects and operations. For a,b € £(H) we define their sequen-
tial product aob = a'/2ba’/? where a'/? is the unique positive square-root of
a [3,[4]. Tt is easy to check that aob < a so we indeed have that aob € E(H).
We interpret a o b to be the effect resulting from first measuring ¢ and then
measuring b. Then £(H) has the mathematical structure of a convex, se-
quential effect algebra [6l [7]. Because of the sequential order of a o b, the
measurement of a can influence (interfere) with the measurement of b but
not vice versa. This is emphasized by the fact that ao(b+c¢) = aob+aoc and
ao (D Aibj) = > Aiaob;. We then say that aob is additive and affine in the
second variable. In general, aob is not additive or affine in the first variable.



Also, it can be shown that aob = boa if and only if ab = ba [4]. In a similar
way, for Z, J € O(H) we define their sequential product ZoJ(p) = T (Z(p))
[B, [7]. Although we still retain the same influence interpretation, Z o J is
additive and affine in both variables. However, Z o J # J oZ, in general.
We say that a € E(H) is sharp if a is a projection. It can be shown that a
is sharp if and only if a A’ = 0. That is if b < a,a’ then b = 0. An effect
a is atomic if a is a one-dimensional projection. The next result pertains to
additivity and commutativity of sharp and atomic effects.

Theorem 1.2. (i) Ifay,az,...,a, are sharp and > a; = I, thenb =" a;0b
if and only if ba; = a;b, 1 = 1,2,...,n. (ii) If a and b are atomic and have
the form a = |¢)(¢|, b = [) (|, then Py(aob) = P,(bo a) if and only if
(¢, p9) = (¥, p) or ab=0.

Proof. (i) If ba; = a;b, i =1,2,...,n, then

Zai ob= Zaibai = Zaib =b
Conversely, suppose that b =) a;0b = > a;ba;. Since ) a; = I, we obtain
a; + Z a;a;0; = a;
i#]

Hence, ) aja;a; = 0 so that aja;a; = 0, i # j. Therefore,
i#]

(a;a:)(aja;)" = aja;a;0; = aja;a; =0
It follows that aja; = 0 for i # j. But then
ajb = a;ba; = ba;
for j =1,2,...,n. (i) We have that P,(a 0b) = P,(bo a) if and only if
tr (pld) (¢l [¥) (L [6)(8]) = tr (plv) (W] |9) (S| [¥)(])

This is equivalent to

(6, V) (8, pd) = (b, ) ” tr (plo) (8]) = (¢, ) [* tr (ple) (])
= [(¢, ¥)[? (¥, p)

Since (¢, 1) = 0 if and only if ab = 0, then the result follows. O

It is easy to check that a € £(H) is atomic if and only if b < a implies
that b = Aa for some \ € [0, 1].



2 Bayes’ Rules

First note that P, has the usual properties of a probability measure on
E(H). That is, 0 < Py(a) < 1 for all a € E(H), P,(I) =1 and if a L b,
then P,(a + b) = P,(a) + P(b). This last equation shows that a L b is
the analogue of disjointness of events in classical probability theory. For
a,b € E(H), it is natural to define the conditional probability

Polacb) tr (pa'/?bal/?)
Po(a) tr (pa)
whenever P,(a) # 0. Although P, (¢| a) satisfies the above three conditions

for a probability measure, it does not satisfy Bayes’ rules. Bayes’ first rule
says that if a; +ag + --- + a, = I, then for all b € £(H) we have that

P, (b a) =

Po(b) =Y Plai)Py(b | a;) (2.1)
i=1

If (1) holds for all p € S(H) it follows that b = > a; o b. But according to
Theorem [[.2)(i) this does not hold, in general.
Bayes’ second rule says that

Po(0)Pp(a | b) = P,(a)Py(b ] a) (2.2)

Now (Z2) is equivalent to P,(aob) = P,(boa). If this holds for all p € S(H),
it follows that ab = ba. Hence, Bayes’ second rule does not hold, in general.
When a and b are atomic, Theorem [[.2(ii) characterizes the p € L(H) for
which Bayes’ second rule holds.

In a similar way, for Z, 7 € O(H) we have the conditional probability

Po(ZoJ) _ tr[T(Z(p))]
Pp(T) tr [Z(p)]

whenever P,(Z) # 0. As before, we write Z 1L J if Z+J € O(H). We
then obtain, 0 < P,(J | Z) < 1, P,(I | T) = 1 and more generally, if J is
a channel, then P,(J | Z) = 1. Also, if 7 L K, then P,((7 +K) |Z) =
Po(T | I) + P,(K | Z). Similar to £(H), Bayes’ first rule says that if
I +1Io+ -+ 1, =C, where C is a channel, then

Po(J | T) =

P(T) =Y PolZ)Pp(T | To) (2.3)
=1
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Notice that we used an arbitrary channel instead of just the trivial channel
I(p) = p. The reason for this is that C corresponds to a certain event because
P,(C) =tr [C(p)] =1 for all p e S(H). Now ([2.3) is equivalent to

tr [T(p)) =Pp(T) =Y PpZio T(p)] = Y PplT (Zilp))]
i=1 i=1

)

If C = I the trivial channel, then clearly (2.4) holds. However as we shall
see in later examples, (Z4)) does not hold in general.

=P, [T (Cp)] =tr [T (C(p)] (24)

For the purpose of examples and to better understand the structure of
operations, we now consider some special types of operations. An operation
T is sharp if it has the form Z(p) = > a;pa; where a; are projections and
7T is atomic if it is sharp and the a; are one-dimensional projections. As in
the proof of Theorem [L2(i), if Z(p) = ) a;pa; is sharp then a;a; = 0 for
i # j so {a;} are mutually orthogonal projections. We say that Z € O(H)
is Kraus [10] if Z(p) = ApA* for some A € L(H) with A*A < I and 7 is
Liiders [12] if Z(p) = a o p = a'/?pal/? for some a € E(H). An operation T
is semi-trivial if it has the form Z(p) = > tr (pa;)o; where o; € S(H) and
a; € E(H) with Y a; < I. Notice that this Z is indeed an operation because

tr [Z(p)] = tr (pzai) < tr(p)

To be specific, we say that 7 is semi-trivial with states «; and effects a;,
i1=1,2,...,n. An operation Z is trivial if 7 is semi-trivial with one state «
and one effect a. In this case Z(p) = tr (pa)« for all p € S(H) [§].

If ¢ € H is a unit vector we denote its corresponding projection operator

by Py = [9) (4.

Lemma 2.1. An operation I is atomic if and only if T is semi-trivial with
one-dimensional states Py, and corresponding effects Py,

Proof. We have that Z is atomic if and only if there exists one-dimensional
projections Py, such that Z(p) = > Py, pPy,. But this is equivalent to

T(p) = [b)(Wilpls) (Wil = (i, pi) [i) (il =D tr (pPy,) Py, (2.5)

Now (2.3)) is equivalent to Z being semi-trivial with states Py, and corre-
sponding effects Py, . O



Although the Kraus operators for Kraus and Liiders operations are ob-
vious, this is not clear at all for semi-trivial or even trivial operations. This
is treated in the next result.

n
Theorem 2.2. Let Z(p) = > tr (pa;)a; be semi-trivial and let oy have the
i=1

spectral representation

n;
@ =Y Nijldig) (@] (2.6)
j=1
. . 1/2 1/2
fori=1,2,...,n. Letting A;j;, = ]¢,]>< Gik|, we have that {A;ji} is
a set of Kraus operators for L, i = 1 2,...,m, j,k=1,2,...,n;. Moreover,
Y n
we have that T = 3 a;.
i=1

Proof. Since (Z0]) is a spectral representation, we conclude that {¢;;: j = 1,2, ...

n;

is an orthonormal basis for H, i = 1,2,...,n and A\;;j > 0 with Y X\j; = 1.
j=1

Summing over all applicable i, 7, k, we obtain for all p € S(H) that

> Aijep Al = )‘ij|¢ij><ag/2¢“f 1/2¢’k><¢ij|
i,k 4,5,k
- Z )\ij<ai1/2¢ik,pail/2¢ik>‘¢ij><¢ij’
irjik
= Z )\ij <¢Zk7 agﬂ 1/2¢zk> |¢U><¢U|
Y

= Z)‘Utr pai)| i) (dij| = Ztr pa;)a; = Z(p)

7-]
We conclude that

I Z AZJkAZ]k - Z )‘U

1,5,k 1,5,k

¢zk> ®ij |¢ij><ai1/2¢ik
_ Z)‘” 1/2¢2k>< 1/2¢ k‘ 1/2¢2k>< 1/2%!‘c
1,5,k

ik
=" o lpu)dulal’” =3 a; O

ik

Corollary 2.3. If Z(p) = tr(pa)a is a trivial operation and « has spec-
tral representation o = Y \i|p;) (i, then Ay = /\1/2|¢2-><a1/2¢j|, 1,] =
i=1



1.2....,n, gives a set of Kraus operators for Z. Moreover, we have that
I=a.

It can be shown directly that Z = 3" a; in Theorem 22 Indeed, we have
that

tr [Z(p)] = > tr (pai) = tr [p3 il

Moreover, Corollary 23] shows that the trivial operation Z(p) = tr (pa)a
measures the effect a. Letting «a vary, we obtain an infinite number of
different operations that measure a. Also, the Liiders operation £%(p) =
a'/2pal/? measures a because

tr [£%(p)] = tr (a'/?pa'’?) = tr (pa)

for all p € S(H). We now employ these special operations to show that
Bayes’ rules do not hold for operations.

Example 1. Let 0 <a< I, a € S(H) and let Z; = tr (pa)a be a trivial
operation. Also, let Zy be the trivial operation

Ir(p) = tr (pa’)or = [1 = tr (pa)] o
Then C(p) = (Z1 + Z2)(p) = « is a constant channel. Now (2.4]) becomes
tr [T (p)] = tr [T (C(p))] = tr [T (a)] (2.7)

Equation (2.7)) does not hold, in general. For example, letting J = 77,

[27) becomes
tr (pa) = tr [Z1(p)] = tr [11(a)] = tr (aq) (2.8)
If p # «, then there exists an a € E(H) for which (28] fails. O
We now give another example for which (2.4)) fails.

Example 2. Let a be a projection and define sharp Liiders operations
T1(p) = apa, Is(p) = a’pa’. Then C = I; + Iy is a channel because for all
p € S(H) we obtain

tr [C(p)] = tr (apa + a'pa’) = tr (pa + pa) = tr (p) =1



Let b € £(H) and define the Liiders operation J(p) = bo p = b'/2pb'/2.
Then (2.4) becomes

tr (pb) = tr [T (p)] = tr [T (C(p))] = tr [T (apa)] + tr [T (d'pa’)]
= tr (b 2apab*/?) + (b*/2d’ pa'b'/?) = tr (paba) + tr (pa’ba’)
= tr [p(aba + a'ba’)] (2.9)

Now (2.9)) holds for all p € S(H) if and only if b = aba + a’ba’. Hence,
ab = aba = ba. Thus, if a and b do not commute, then (2.9) does not hold
for all p € S(H). O

As for effects, Bayes’ second rule for operations becomes P,(Z o J) =
P,(J oZ). This is equivalent to

tr [T (Z(p)] = tr [Z(T(p))] (2.10)

Example 3. Let Z(p) = tr (pa)a and J(p) = tr (pa)s be trivial
operations. Then

tr [T (Z(p)] = tr (pa)tr [T ()] = tr (pa)tr (aa)

and similarly, tr [Z (J(p))] = tr (pa)tr (Ba). These are not the same so
(2I0) fails, in general. As another example, let Z(p) = a'/?pa'/?,
J(p) = b'/2pb'/? be Liiders operations. We then obtain

tr [T (Z(p))] = tr (b"/%a'? pa'2b!/2) = tr (pa o b)]

and similarly, tr [Z (J(p))] = tr (pb o a). These are equal if and only if
ab = ba so again(2.I0]) fails, in general. O

We close this section by considering complements of operations. For
Z,J € O(H), we write T < J if Z(p) < J(p) for all p € S(H). U Z <C
where C is a channel, we call Z¢ = C — T the C-complement of Z. Then Z€
is the unique operation satisfying Z + Z¢ = C. An operation other than I
can have many complements. For example, any channel is a complement of
0. We frequently say, for short, that J is a complement of Z instead of J
is a C-complement of Z.
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Example 4. Let Z € O(H) with Kraus decomposition Z(p) = ) A;pA?.
Letting b = ) A*A; we have that b € £(H). Then the Liiders operation
T(p) = (I —b)2p(I —b)"/? is a complement of Z because

(Z+T)p) =Z(p)+ T(p) =D AipA; + (I — b)*/?p(I — b)*/?

and since ) A*A; +1 — b = I, we conclude that Z + J is a channel. This
shows that any operation has a unique Liiders operation complement. [

Example 5. Let Z(p) = a o p = a'/?pa'/? be a Liiders operation with
a € E(H). Then J(p) = a’ o p is a complement of Z because

Z(p) + T(p) = aop-+ad opisachannel. Moreover, if Z(p) = tr (pa)« is
trivial, then J(p) = tr (pa’)a is a complement of Z because

(Z+T)(p) =Z(p) + T (p) = tr (pa)a + tr (pa' ) = tr (p)a = «
is a channel. O

Theorem 2.4. (i) J is a complement of T if and only if 7 = (I ). (i) If
T is sharp, then T ANI¢ =0 for some channel C.

Proof. (i) Suppose that J is a C-complement of Z so J = I¢ = C—Z. Then
J=C-I=1-1=(I)
Conversely, if 7 = (Z )’ then
tr [T (p) +Z(p)] = tr (pJ ) +tr (pT ) = tr (p) =1

for all p € S(H). Hence, J + Z is a channel so J is a complement of Z.
(ii) . Let Z(p) = >_ a;pa; where a; are projections and let J(p) = b/ pt/
where b =) a;. Then letting

Clp) =Z(p) + T (p) = Y _ aipa; + V' pl!
we have that
tr[Cp)] =t [p (Y ai+ V)] =tr(p) =1

for every p € S(H) so C is a channel. Hence, J = Z€. To show that
INT =0,let C<Z,J. Then K<Z=> a; and

K<T=v=1-Ya

It follows that K = 0 so K = 0. O

11



3 Observables and Instruments

We now extend our previous work to observables and instruments. An

observable is a finite set A = {a,: © € Qa} C E(H) satisfying > ay =1
TEN A
1 2L 8, 13]. We call Q4 the outcome set and = € Q4 is an outcome for

A. We think of A as an experiment with possible outcomes = € 4 and
a, is the effect that is yes when A has outcome x. The probability that A
has outcome x when the system is in state p € S(H) is P,(x) = tr(pay)
and we call @;‘(x) = P,(x) the distribution of A. If A C Qy4, we define the
probability of A in the state p by

CIDA( Z{P xEA}:Z{tr(pax):xeA}

We see that A+ > A A, is an effect-valued measure on 294, We denote
the set of observables on H by Ob (H).

If A= {a;:2€Qa} and B = {b,: y € Qp} are observables, we define
their sequential product [5], [6 [7]

(Ao B) ) = {as 0 by: (2,y) € Q2 x Q)

with outcome set Q405 = Q4 xQp. Notice that Ao B is indeed an observable
because

Z (AoB)(Ly):Zamob Zam Zby_zam_]
(2,9)€Qu0m z,y

We also have the observable B conditioned by the observable A defined as
5]
(B | A)y = Z (AOB)(x,y) = Z (az Oby)

€N €N

where Qg 4) = Qp. Again, (B | A) is an observable because

Z (B’A)y:Z(axoby):[

yeQB x,y

Just as for effects, Bayes’ rule

ZP az)Pp(by | az)

12



does not hold. However, we do have the result

L, (B ] A)y] ZP (az)Py(by | az)

Indeed, for all p € S(H) we obtain

P,[(B|A),]=tr[p(B]|A),]=tr [pz ag o by ] :Ztr(paxoby)
= Ztr a/?pal/?b,) Ztr (paz)Py(by | az)
= ZP az)Py(by | az)

Also, notice that y — P,(by | a,) is additive so it is a real-valued measure.

An instrument [1I, 8, [13] is a finite set Z = {Z,: = € Qz} C O(H) satis-
fying 7 = erﬂz T, is a channel. We call Q7 the outcome set and x € Q7
is an outcome for Z. The probability that 7 has outcome x when the system
is in state p € S(H) is P,y(x) = tr [Z,(p)] and we call <I>%(:17) = P,(x) the
distribution of Z. If A C Q7, we define the probability of A in the state p
by

L(A) = {Pyx):z e A} =D {tr [T,(p)] : v € A}

Then A +— > - Z; is an operation-valued measure on 2%Z. We denote
the set of instruments on H by In (H ) We say that Z € In (H) measures
A€ Ob(H)ifQy —Qzand<I>A( ) = ( ) for all z € QA,pGS( ). Since
this is equivalent to Ix = a;, we have that 7 measures a unique Te Ob (H)
given by 7= {Iw. T € QI}. We think of Z as an apparatus that is employed
to measure the observable Z. Although Z measures the unique Z € Ob (H),
as we shall see, an observable is measured by many instruments.

HZ={Z,: 2 €Qz} and J = {TJy: y € Qz} are instruments, we define
their sequential product [5], [6] [7]

(Ioj)(x,y) = {Ixojy: ($,y) S QIX Qj}

with outcome set Q07,7 = Q7 xQ 7. We see that ZoJ is indeed an instrument
because

Z (xy ZI ojy_ZI ony—Io

(xvy)EQIo]

13



which is a channel. We also have the instrument 7 conditioned by Z defined
as

ZI

We have that (J | Z) is indeed an instrument with outcome space €7

Y TIDy =) 7 [Z(n] =T [Z(p)]

Y

(T 1 Dylp) = (ZooTy)(p ij =Jy =7, [Z(p)]

because

which is a channel. As with observables, we have that

o [(T 1 2),) ZP Po(Jy | Ia)

because

Pol(T 1 T)y) = tr [(T | T),] {ij }
—Ztr Po(Ty | To)} = ZP Po(Jy | L)

Also notice that y — P,(Jy | Z,) is additive and a probability measure
because

1 —
ZP (Ty | ) {ij } T [ @)

-

As with operations, Bayes’ rules do not hold for instruments.
We now consider various types of instruments. A general instrument

Nz
T = {Z,: = € Qz} has a Kraus decomposition Z,(p) = > A¥p(A¥)* with
i=1

7, — %(Ar) AT < T and Z(p) = ;iﬁlm (A7) with;%l(m) AF =

We say that 7 is sharp if AY are projections for all 7,2. We then have that
> A¥ = I and it follows that A""/’Ay =0 if (z,7) # (y,j). We say that Z is

xr Z
atomic if A7 are one-dimensional projections for all ¢,z. An instrument 7

is Kraus [10] if it has Kraus decompositions Z,(p) = AzpA% for all x € Qf
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in which case SJA*A, = I and T = {A%A,: z € Q7}. An instrument T is
€T
Liiders [12] if it is Kraus and has decomposition

1/2 ) 1/2

Lo(p) = az 0 p = a;/"pay

for every x € Qg where a, € E(H). In this case Y a, = I and we obtain

the observable Z = {a,: = € Q7}. We then use the notation A = Z and
write Z = L£A. Tt follows that (£L4)" = A. An instrument Z is trivial
if there exists an observable A = {a,: x € Q7} and o € S(H) such that
Z.(p) = tr (pay )« for all € Q7. In this case Z, = a, so Z measures A. We
then say that Z is trivial with observable A and state a. More generally, we
say that Z is semi-trivial with observable A = {a,: x € Qz} and states o if
Z.(p) = tr (pag)az. We again have that Z, = a, so T measures A. These last
three types illustrate that an observable can be measured by many different
instruments

Theorem 3.1. (i) For any Z,J € In(H) we have

Zo)=(T|D)=IcT
(i) If A€ Ob(H) and T € In(H), then
(LA = (LY oI =Ao1
(iii) If A, B € Ob(H), then
(LA LBYN = (LMY o (LBY = Ao B
Proof. (i) We have that
Zod)=> (ToT)wy = ZI ojy_ZI ony—Ioj
Ty
Moreover,

<J!I>=Z<J\1y—§jzl oJy=ToJ

Y Y

(ii) Letting A = {az: x € Q4} we obtain
v oLt o D)y | = tr (£ 0 D)y (0)] =t [(£2 0 ) ()]
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=tr [I (a 1/2/7‘11/2)] =tr [aglcﬂpaalc/zfy}
= tr (pal/*Z,al/?) = tr (pay 0 T,) = tr [p(A o )(m,w]

for all p € S(H). Hence, (ﬁAoI)(wy = (Ao ) (z,y) for all (z,y) € Q4 x Q7.
We conclude that (£40Z)" = AoT = (LA) o 1. (111) follows from (ii). O

Example 6. Unlike Theorem BI(ii) we show that (Zo £4) £Z o A, in
general. Let Z,(p) = tr (pb,)a be a trivial instrument. Letting
A={ay:y € Qa} we have

(Zo Ay = I, 0 ay =bgoa, = bglﬂ/zaybglﬂ/2

On the other hand, since
oo £ ] =t (0 £ (0)] = tr [T o £)0)]
= tr [azl/zlm(p)all/z] = tr (pb, )tr (a;paa;p)
= tr (pbg)tr (vay) = tr [ptr (cay)by)
we have that (Z o EA)& , =t (aay)by it is clear that

b;cpaybgl/2 # tr (aay )by, in general. O

Example 7. Let A= {a,: z € Qa}, B={by: y € Qp} be observable and
let Z,(p) = tr (pax)o, Jy(p) = tr (pby)p be trivial instruments. We show
that (Zo J)" #Z o J, in general. We have that

tr [T 0 TN o] =t [(T0 T)au(p)] = 0 [Ty(Tap)] = tr (pag)tx (ady)

However, tr (,oix o jy) = tr (pa,b,) and these do not agree, in general. For
example, if a, = |@)(¢], by, = |1) ()| where |(¢,1)]> # (¥, ar)) then

tr [T 0 TN, ] = (006) (0, 00) # 1(9.4) (. p0)

= (¢, )2 tr (pld)(@]) = tr (|} (@] [v) (] [#)(g])
= tr (pag o by)

Hence,foj:AoB#(Ioj)/\. O
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Example 8. We give another example in which (Z o J)" # ZoJ. Let
Z.(p) = AzpA;, Jy(p) = BypBy be Kraus instruments. Then

r [(Z0 Ty (0)] = tr 17, (Zo(p))] = tr [By(AupAD)B]] = tr (0A5B; B, A,)

Hence, (Z o j)(Am ) = AiB;ByA;. On the other hand,

o~

(20T )y =Zo 0Ty = (A34s) 0 (ByBy) = (A1A:)' /By By (A5 A,)'/*
and these are not equal, in general. O

Lemma 3.2. (i) If Z and J are semi-trivial with states o, observable
A = {az} and states B, observable B = {b,}, respectively, then T o J is
semi-trivial with states (3, and observable {tr (czby)ay}. Also, (J | I) is

semi-trivial with states 5, and observable > tr (azBy)ay ¢. (ii) If T and

J are trivial with state a, observable {a,} and state (3, observable {by},
respectively, the T o J is trivial with state § and observable {tr (aby)a}.
Also, (J | I) is trivial with state § and observable {tr (aby)I}.

Proof. (i) Since

(Zo j)(w,y) (p) = Ty [Z:(p)] = T, [tr (paz)az] = tr (pag)tr (aby)B,
=tr [ptr (cwby)az] By

We conclude that ZoJ is semi-trivial with states 3, and observable tr (agby)as.
Moreover, since

(T 1 Dy(p) =Ty [T =Ty [Ztr paz)a m] =tr [pZtr (amby)am] By
we conclude that (J | Z) is semi-trivial with states (3, and observable
{Ztr (axﬂy)ax}. (ii) follows from (i). O

We have seen that the sequential product of trivial (semi-trivial) instru-
ments is trivial (semi-trivial). Also, the sequential product of two Kraus
instruments Z,(p) = A;pA; and J,(p) = B,pB, is Kraus because

Zy 0 Jy(p) = Ty (Za(p)) = B Apr*B* ByAyp(ByAs)*
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so the Kraus operator for Z, o 7, is ByA,. However, the sequential product

of two Liiders instruments Z,(p) = al/? ,oagl/ 2, Ty(p) = bzl/ 2pbzl/ ? given by

To J, = al/26}/2pbl/2a)/?
need not be Liiders.

Lemma 3.3. If A= {a,: v € Qa} and B = {by: y € Qp} are observables,
then
(L2 1L = () 1(LeD) = (B 4)

Proof. For all p € S(H) we obtain

tr [p(L7 | ﬁA)Z/J\] =tr [(LP | EA)y(p)] =tr [ﬁyB (ﬁ(p))] =tr [ﬁyB (Z au,lc/2pa;/2>]

= Ztr [ﬁf(aimpaim)} = Ztr (521//2%16/2;)@:10/2(,@1//2)

= Ztr (pag o by) = tr [Z(a:c o by)] =tr [p(B | A)y]

T

It follows that (L7 | £A);\ = (B | A)y as hence, the result holds. O

Example 9. This example shows that (7 | Z)" # (J | Z), in general.
Letting Z,(p) = tr (pag)o, Jy(p) = tr (pby)B be trivial instruments, we
obtain

tr [p(T | D)y] =t [Fy (Z(p))] = tr [tr (Z(p)by) B] = tr [Z(p)by] = tr (aby)

On the other hand,

tr [p(F1T),] = tr [p(B | 4),) = tx

These do not agree, in general. For example, if Q7 = {2} so that Z,(p) = «
for all p € S(H), then we obtain

tr [p(F 1)y = tr (pby) # tr (aby)

in general. U
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4 Mixed Sequential Products and Coexistence

We have defined sequential products of effects (observables) and of op-
erations (instruments). We now define mixed sequential products for ef-
fects with operations and observables with instruments. If a € £(H) and
Z e O(H), we defineaoZ = L0Z. Thus,aoZ € O(H) and (a0 Z)(p) =
Z(a'?pa'/?) for all p € S(H). Notice that aol = £L* and IoZ = Z. Also, it
is easy to check that a oZ is additive and affine in the second argument but
is not in the first. If Z € O(H) has Kraus decomposition Z(p) = > B;pB}
and a € £(H), we define Zoa € E(H) by Zoa =), BfaB;. This definition
does not depend on the particular Kraus operators because if 7 also has the
decomposition Z(p) = Y C;pC#, then for every p € S(H) we obtain

tr (pz B;aBZ-) = Z tr (pBjaB;) = Ztr (BipBja) = tr <Z BipB;‘a>
=tr (Z C,-pC{‘a) = tr (pz C’Z-*aC,-i)

Hence, )" BfaB; = )" CFaC;. It is easy to check that 7 o a is additive and
affine in both variables.

We now extend these definitions to observables and instruments. If A =
{ay: © € Qa} is an observable and Z € In (H), we define AoZ € In(H) to
have outcome space Q407 = 24 X Q7 and
(A0 T)(uy)(p) = (az 0 ) (p) = (L™ 0 T,)(p) = T, (L™ (p)) = T,(a3/* pa}/?)

It is then natural to define (Z | A) € In (H) to have Q7 4) = Qz and

E1 Ay(0) = S Ao Dany(o) = 3 Ty(al2pall?) — T, (z a;/zpa;ﬂ)

=1, (Z2%p)) = (£71,) (p)

We thus define (Z | A), = LA oZ,. If T € In(H) has Kraus decomposition
Z.(p) = > Bfp(BY)" and A = {a,: v € Q4} € Ob(H) we define Zo A €
Ob (H) to have outcome space Q7,4 = Q27 X Q4 and

(I © A)(x,y) =7;0 Ay = Z(B;C)*GQB;C
It is then natural to define (A [ Z) € Ob (H) to have Q47) = Q4 and

(A|D)y =) (ToA)uy =D (Bi)'a,Bf =Toaq,

T T,
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Theorem 4.1. (i) Ifa € E(H) and I € O(H), then (aoI)" = aoZ. (i) If
A€ Ob(H) andZ € In(H), then (AOI)( y) = GaoLy = (AoZ)(yy. (iii) If
AeOb(H), T eln(H), then (T |A)" (f]A).

Proof. (i) For all p € S(H) we have that

tr [plaoZ)"] = tr [(aoT)(p)] = tr [Z(a/*pa'?)| = tr (a?pa 1)
tr (pa*/*Za/?) = tr (paoT)

and the result follows. (ii) Since (A oZ),,) = a; o Z,, by (i) we obtain
(AoT)fy = (as0Ly)" = az 0Ly = (Ao L)y
(iii) Applying Theorem [B.I{ii) we have for all p € S(H) that

v [p(T | A)] = tr (T ] A)y(p)] = tr [(ZR0T)(p)] = [p(£" 0 7,)"]
=tr [p <Z£“”oly> Ztr (L% o T,)"]
= Ztr [,o(ax ofy)] = tr [p Z(ax ofy)

We conclude that (Z | A" = (Z | A). O

= tr [p(Z | 4),]

We have seen that if A, B € Ob(H), then Ao LB = £4 0 LB, On the
other hand

(‘CA ° B)(w,y) = ‘Cﬁ © by = ai/zbyaip =0z © by = (A ° B)(w,y)
Hence, £4 0 B = Ao B. We now treat trivial and semi-trivial instruments.

Theorem 4.2. (i) Let a € E(H) and let T be a trivial operation Z(p) =
tr (pb)a. Then Z o A = tr(aa)b and a o T is trivial with state o and effect
aob. (ii) Let A= {a,: x € Qy} be an observable and let T be semi-trivial
with states oy, and observable B. Then (Lo A) .,y = tr (azay)b, and AoZ is
semi-trivial with states oy, and observable AoB. (iii) Let A = {ay: x € Q4}
be an observable and let I be trivial with state o and observable B. Then
(Zoa)(z,y) = tr(aay)b, and AoZ is trivial with state o and observable AoB.
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Proof. (i) Letting Z have Kraus decomposition Z(p) = > A;pAf with ) AfA; <
I we have for all p € S(H) that
tr(pZ oa) = tr ( Z AtaA; > = Z tr (pA7aA;) Ztr ipAja)
= tr (Z AipAia ) =tr [Z(p)a] = tr [tr (pb)aal]
= tr (pb)tr (aa) = tr [ptr (aa)d]
Hence, 7 o a = tr (aa)b. Moreover, for all p € S(H) we obtain
(aoI)(p) = Z(a'?pa'’?) = tr (a*/?pa'/?b)a = tr (pa'/?ba'/?)ax
= tr (pa o b)a
Thus, a o7 is trivial with state o and effect a o b.

(ii) Letting Z, have Kraus decomposition Z,(p) = > ATp(A?)*, we have
from (i) that

r [p(ZoA)yy]| =tr(pZ, 0 ay) = tr [tr (apay)b,]

Therefore, (Z o A) ) = tr(azay)b,. Moreover, by (i) we have for all p €
S(H) that

(A0 T) () (p) = (az 0 Zy)(p) = tr (pag © by)ay,
Hence, AoT is semi-trivial with states o, and observable (AoB), ) = a;0by.
(iii) follows from (ii). O
Let Z € O(H) be a Kraus with Z(p) = SpS* and let a € E(H). Then
Zoa=5%S and
(CL OI)(,O) — I(a1/2pa1/2) — Sa1/2pa1/25*

Thus, aoZ € O(H) is Kraus with Kraus operator Sal/2. More generally, if
7 € In(H) is Kraus with Z,(p) = S;pS% and A = {a,: y € Qa} € Ob(H),
then

(ZoA)gy =ZLsoay = Sya,S;

and

(Ao T)(4y)(p) = (ay 0 L) (p) = Tulay/* pay/*) = Seay/*pay/*S;

Thus, AoZ € In (H) is Kraus with Kraus operators Sxall/ 2,
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Example 10. If 7 € O(H) is a channel, it is easy to check that

J(a) =Z oa is a convex, effect algebra morphism on £(H). We now show
that J need not be a monomorphism. That is, if J(a) L J(b), then we
need not have a L b. Let {1/1,12} be an orthonormal basis for C2 and let
ay = 1) (Y1), ag = [12) (2] Then Z(p) = aipay + agpas is a channel.
Letting d = |11 + 12) (1 + 1b2| we have that

¢1+¢2><1/11+1/12
V2 V2

Hence, d is twice a one-dimensional projection so d £ I. Letting
a = b= 1d we have that a,b € E(H) and a+b=d £ I so a £ b. However,

d=2

J(a) + J(b) = J(d)
= [1) (U] [1 + P2) (U1 + ol 1) (¢ ]
+ [h2) (V2| |11 + 2) (1 + | [th2) (Y2
= [Y1) (U] + [2) (Yo| = 1

so J(a) L J(b). O

An observable B = {b,: y € Qp} is part [2] of an observable A =
{ay: x € Q4} if there exists a surjection f: Q4 — Qp such that

by_Af Ly) — Z{am ( )_y}

We then write B = f(A). Two observables B, C coexist [1,[8,[9] if there exists
an observable A such that B = f(A), C = g(A). Thus, B and C coexist if
they can be measured by applying a single observable A. If A, B € Ob(H)
with A = {a,: 2 € Qa}, B = {by: y € Qp}, define f: Q4 x Qp — Qp by
f(xz,y) =y. Then

(B|A)y:ZaxOby:ZAoB(xy Z{AOB (z,y) (:Evy):y}

Therefore, (B | A), = (AoB)s-1(y) so (B | A) = f(AoB). We conclude that
(B| A) and Ao B coexist. Also, A and AoB coexist because a; = >, a;0by.
Thus, (B | A) and A coexist.

IfZ,J € In(H), we have the instrument ZoJ given by (ZoJ )., (p) =
Jy (Z(p)) with channel ZToJ = 7 o J and instrument (J | Z) given by
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(T | T)y(p) = Ty (Z(p)) with channel (J |Z) =Z o J. We say that J is
part of Z if there exists a surjection f: Q7 — €7 such that
=Ly = Z Lo f(a) =y}

We then write J = f(Z). As with observables, we say that J,K € In(H)
coexist if there exists an instrument Z such that J = f(Z), K = ¢(I).
Moreover, we have that (J | Z) and ZoJ coexist. However, I, # >, T, 0y
in general, so (J | Z) and Z may not coexist.

Lemma 4.3. (i) f(2)" = f(Z). (i) If J, K coezist, the T, K coexist.
Proof. (i) For all p € S(H) we have that

r [pf(Zy] = tr [f(D)y(p)] = tr [Zp-11(p)] = tr [

Ix) = tr [pf(f)y}
z)=y

Hence, f(I)" = f(Z). (i) If J, K coexist, the J = f(Z), K = g(Z) for
some Z € In (H). By (i) we obtain J = f(Z) and K = g(Z) so J and K
coexist. O

= > tr[Lp))= Y (L) =t |p
f@=y

f(z)=y ) I(

Lemma 4.4. (i) If Z,(p) = tr (pay)a is trivial and J = f(Z), then J is
trivial with state o and observable f(A). (ii) If J, K are trivial with the
same state o and J, IC coexist, then J, K coezist.

Proof. (i) For all p € S(H) we obtain

Jy(p)= Y Tulp) = tr (pag)o = tr (P > am) a=tr [pf(A)y] o

f(@)=y f(z)=y f(z)=y

Hence, J is trivial with state o and observable f(A). (ii) Let Jy(p) =
tr (pby)or, K;(p) = tr(pc;)a be trivial with the same state . Since J, K
coexist there exists an observable A = {a,: z € Q4} such that J=f (4),
K = g(A). Letting Z € In(H) be defined by Z,(p) = tr (pag)a we obtain
from (i) that

Ty = tr (pJy)a = tr [pf(A)y]a = f(Z)y(p)
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and

~

K(p) = tr (pK2)or = tr [pg(A):] a = g(T)(p)

Hence, J = f(Z), K = g(Z) so J, K coexist O
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