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We investigate the relation between two approaches to theacterisation of quantum Markovianity, di-
visibility and lack of information backflow. We show that gdutive dynamical map is completely-positive-
divisible if and only if a monotonic non-increase of distiighability is observed for two equiprobable states
of the evolving system and an ancilla. Moreover our proofdastructive: given any such map that is not
completely-positive-divisible, we give an explicit consttion of two states that, when taken with the same a
priori probability, exhibit information back-flow. Finall while an ancilla is necessary for the equivalence to
hold in general, we show that it is always possible to witrtaesnon-Markovianity of bijective maps without
using any entanglement between system and ancilla.

I. INTRODUCTION Markovianity even more elusive.
One way of addressing this issue is to assume that reservoir
emory dfects are a complex phenomenon and a number of

. m
The dynamics of open guantum systes [1-3] has attramel%easures describingftirent properties of the open quantum

a lot of attention in recent years. In particular the phenoome systems are necessary for its full characterisafioh [19% O

i?1f r?nseerzvgrlrle:girgo%ﬁgs tﬁgdsgt]falfergbl\l/(lagpkg\];iacéarsjIfi)r/r_1 ethe other hand it raises the essential question of existehce
9 y y ’ gIme, generalised definition of information flow that would pro-

and dynamics exhibiting memoryfects, the non-Markovian vide a definition of Markovian dynamics equivalent with the

regime, h%\zﬁgeeﬂ mvestlg?tedd texten5|_vely (for ext;en?ed " mathematical characterisation through CP-divisibilBome
views seel[4..5]). However, to date a unique concept o AU ttempts in this direction have been done in RE&F] [17]. Re-
tum Markovianity does not exist. One can distinguish two

inid letel itive-divisibil divisability i cently a measure of information flow in direct correspon@enc

main ideascompletely-positive-divisibiliyCP-divisability in i, the CP-divisibility property was given in Ref. [20]. Me
what follows, andnformation flow ever a drawback of this measure is thiidulty in its applica-

The first idea is based on an analogy with the definitiontion, as it is not constructive.
of classical Markovian processes. It provides a mathemilatic In this work we prove that for bijective dynamical maps,
characterisation of a map describing a memoryless evelutiowhich includes most physically relevant maps, CP-divigibi
as a composition of physical maps. This property is known agind information flow are equivalent: for any such dynami-
CP-divisibility and generalises the semigroup properyilé  cal map that is not CP-divisible, it is possible to identifyot
Based on this idea a measure of non-Markovianity has beeguantum states, taken with equal prior probability, whdse d
proposed|[8], which assesses the deviation of an evolutioinguishability increases during the evolution. This dirénk
from being CP-divisible. is enabled by considering distinguishability of states mex

The second idea is more operational and based on the phyinded Hilbert space consisting of the system of interedt-of
ical features of the system-reservoir interaction, nantegt ~ mensiond and an additional ancilla of dimensian+ 1. The
the phenomenon of reservoir memomts may be associ- result is ConStrUCtive, i.e., for a given dynamical map fbat
ated with an information backflow. This observation led tonot CP-divisible we show how to derive states displaying an
the development of a measure of non-Markovianity that quanincrease of distinguishability during the evolution. Hipa
tifies the amount of information that flows back from the en-despite the fact that the presence of an ancilla is necessary
vironment to the system in terms of the distinguishability o for the equivalence to hold, we show that entanglement is not
states[[0]. Following this idea, fierent measures of infor- needed: information backflow can always be observed using
mation backflow were considered, based for instance on th&o separable states.
quantum Fisher information flow [10], the fidelity [11], the
mutual information[[122], channel capacitiés|[13], the geom
etry of the set of accessible states [14], and the channel dis Il MARKOVIAN DYNAMICS - DEFINITIONS
tinguishability [15]. One can now associatefdient defini-
tions of Markovianity with each of these measures respec- We consider a quantum syste® living on a finite-
tively. CP-divisibility implies Markovianity by all the atve  dimensional Hilbert spacg(s isomorphic toC?. The set of
listed definitions, but the converse is not true for all dyi@m bounded linear operators acting #fs is denoted byB(Hs),
[16-18]. Moreover, it is known that in general thefdient  of which the set of states on this Hilbert spaéFs), is a
definitions do not coincide in the detection of the Markoviansubset.
regime of the dynamics, which makes the concept of quantum The evolution of the quantum systedrfrom initial timet =
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0 to some fixed time can be described by a dynamical map, wherep; are states or{s and I(.) is some relevant informa-
i.e., alinear operatak; : S(Hs) — S(Hs) that is completely tion quantifier.
positive and trace preserving (CPTP). The full dynamics of

: : : . In this approach, an open quantum system dynamics is
an open quantum system is then given by a time-parametrised o . S .
famiIF;/ ofgynamical);napg\ _ {At}gwith th)(; initial c?)ndition called Markovian if and only if the distinguishability ofates

R T WhereTis an dentty map s moneloicaly norincreesing i e, This defrionate
Let us now discuss in more detail the main two approache ginally prop g d

i - 1 _
to characterise the memoryless dynamics of open systems. signtgse ;é?ﬁﬁedlf;igcggﬁ’p %')hi; ZH'Z ;ti ﬁ'g ?“ﬁé\slvgeé%gllo or.
Divisibility. - The first approach to Markovianity is based X d P

on an analogy with the classical Chapman-KoImogorovequal‘:monal meaning, as it gives the minimal error probability o

ity, which in the classical case is equivalent to the definiti distinguishing states, andp, with the same a priori proba-

of Markovianity for one-point probabilities. In quantum-dy Eglgq[con.sﬁjse?;?jr}g(r)g?r?éroiwfirrxgtlizts Sgaﬁ;ﬁeﬂeasumma
namics it is connected to the notion of divisibility. q )

Previous results. Before proving the announced equiva-
Definition 1. A dynamical map\; is called divisible if it can  lence between CP-divisibility and information flow for lije

be expressed as a sequence of linear maps tive dynamical maps, we review some previous results tieat ar
relevant for what follows. A detailed discussion of the con-
Ar = Vishs, (1) nection between our work and these results is given below.

for all times0 < s < t. First, note that by probing the distir:ﬁuishability of quamt

states without an ancilla, as proposed.in [9], it is impdssib
Note that if the dynamical mags is invertible, then the distinguish between P- and CP-divisibility. This followsiin
intermediate map s is well defined and can be written as the following result

AtASt. This, however, does not imply (complete) positivity . .
- - .. 7 Theorem. [22, [23] Any trace preserving linear mag :
of the mapVi., as the inverse of a CP map in general is rlOtB(W) — B(H) is positive if and only if for any Hermitian

ositive. While assuming invertibility is a restriction tife .

gynamics, it is satisfied f?)r many of ¥he dynamical maps deOperatorA acting on, [€(A)llx < llAllzholds.
scribing physical evolution in which the equilibrium stase Note that, up to normalization, any Hermitian operator can
reached asymptotically rather than in a finite time. be interpreted as the so-called Helstrom mairix [29], =

In this approach a quantum dynamics is defined as Markopp, — (1 — p)p,, characterising the error probability of dis-
vian if and only if it is divisible into a sequence of dynami- criminating between two states or p, with unequal proba-
cal maps, namely when the linear még, in equation[f) is  bilities, p and 1- p respectively[[17]. This extended notion
CPTP. We call such dynamical maps CP-divisible, of distinguishability is more than just a formal refinemen,
it increases the sensitivity of the information flow defioitj
in particular it enables detection of the non-Markovian be-
Shaviour of the non-unital parts of the dynamical map. Yeg, th
previous theorem implies that it does not allow distingirnigh
between P- and CP-divisiblity. Thus, any attempt to connect

It is also useful to consider the situation in which the in- CP-divisibility and information flow should consider thesdi
termediate linear map; s in Eq. (D) is trace preserving and tinguishability of states on an extended Hilbert space sf sy
just positive (but not completely positive). Such dynaniics tem and ancilla of at least the same dimenslp@® ® C9.
called P-divisible, The previous theorem is also relevant in the case in which
the dynamical map is invertible and the intermediate ap
can be defined [17]. Let's assume that this map is not CP for
some interval of timeg, t]. Then, the theorem guarantees the
existence of a Helstrom matrix ifi° ® C9, A*, thatwitnesses

Information flow. -The second approach to define Marko- it, i.e., [[(Zq® Vis)(A")ll1 > [|A*|l1. However, this result is not
vianity, introduced in Ref.[[9], is based on a physical inter enough to guarantee an operational information backflow in
pretation of memory féects in the open-system dynamics asthe dynamics. For that, one would need to show tffiait of
an information exchange between the system and its envirofihe formpp; —(1- p)p2, wherep; andp, are states lying in the
ment. During a Markovian evolution, information can only image of the previous map(Z4® As). The problem whether
flow from the system to the environment, however in the nonthis is always possible has been overlooked in the liteeatur
Markovian case a temporal backflow, of information previ- other words, it is conceivable a situation in which the inter
ously lost, can occur from the environment to the system.  diate map/; s is not CP, but no Helstrom operattt detecting
_ . ... itcan be constructed from states that are reachable duméng t
Definition 4. Information flow between the system, living in o\ o1ytion. Hence, no information backflow, in terms of state
Hs, and |t_s enwronm.ent, qlurlng the evolution described bydistinguishability, would be observed. In AppenB D] we
the dynamical map, is defined as provide an explicit argument showing that invertibility thie

d dynamical map is a gticient requirement to ensure backflow

o({pi),t) = d—tl({At(pi)}), (2)  of information for any; s that is not CP.

Definition 2. A dynamical map\; is CP-divisible if and only

if it satisfies the decomposition laty = Vi sAs, where Vg is

a completely positive and trace preserving map for all time
O0<s<t.

Definition 3. A dynamical map\; is P-divisible if and only if
At = VisAs, With Vi s is positive and trace preserving map for
alltimesO < s<t.



A second result relevant in the present context was derive
in Ref.[20]. There, a further generalisation of informatio
backflow was defined in terms of tlygiessingprobability of
discriminating an ensemble of statgs} acting onCY® C¢
with prior probabilitiesp;. It was shown that an evolution
is CP-divisible if and only if the guessing probability de-
creases for any ensemble of states. The applicability of thi
result however is unclear, as the result is not construeting
in particular, the size of the ensemble witnessing the non
Markovianity is upper bounded only lmif.

ld+1)(d+ 1] ® pa
[ J

Ill.  EQUIVALENCE BETWEEN CP-DIVISIBILITY AND
NON-INCREASING DISTINGUISHABILITY FOR
BIJECTIVE DYNAMICAL MAPS

L . FIG. 1. The construction of two states andp” inside the image
Af.ter reviewing the relevant definitions and concepts, WEt 1(Z4:1 ® As) (grey area), and detecting that the evolution is not

A . . S V\tP-divisibIe, is obtained by mixing states and|d + 1)(d + 1| ® ps
that CP-divisibility and monotonic non-increase of distin \.ith a stater in the interior ofl (Tgi1 ® AY).

guishability for all pairs of states of the system anddat+(
1)-dimensional ancilla, as measured by the trace distance, are

equivalent if the dynamical map is bijective. If the evolution is described by bijective dynamical maps
we can, for each time and each possible dynamical map
As, explicitly construct two initial states such that theistifi-
guishability increases for any subsequent evolutigythat is

not CP. Part of the construction is inspired by the techrique
of Ref. [24]. For this, we consider two orthogonal subspaces

Theorem 1. A bijective dynamical map; acting onC? is
CP-divisible if and only if the evolution does not incredse t
distinguishability, as measured by the trace distanceybenh
any two initial stategp; andp, on C*1@Cd with the same

[p\no(;l ?rob)ﬁbgtly(;or z;nx Z\;vo_tlm)e”s S< i thatis [I7a. ® Ha andHy of the ancilla Hilbert space?*!, isomorphic to
sP1 = P2Jllt = 11201 © Adlp1 = p2)lla- cd andc, respectively. We then make use of the three follow-

Theorentll shows that for bijective dynamical maps CP- ing observations. _
divisibility of the evolution is equivalent to monotonic mo First, consider the maximally entangled stafe =
increase in distinguishability measured by the trace digta  2i.j Ibi)(bjl ® ai)(aj| wherela;) is an orthonormal basis dfls
or error probability, already for two equiprobable statése ~ @nd likewiselby) is an orthonormal basis d#s. The operator
proof of Theorenll is the constructive method to find initial Zd® Ves(¢*) is non-negative if and only ¥; < is CP [25[25].
states that witness the information back-flow, which is give  Secondly, consider the state + 1Xd + 1] ® ps €
in SectlV1 S(Hp ® Hs) whereps is any state ir5(Hs). The stateg*

In relation to Theorerfllwe can make an additional obser- andid+1)(d+1®ps are orthogonal sindel+1)(d+1| € S(Hx)
vation: the increase in distinguishability can always be deiS orthogonal to any state i6(7{s). Moreover, the map

tected without using any entanglement. Z4+1 ® Vis preserves the orthogonality, i.&g.1 ® Vis(¢™)
is orthogonal taf 4,1 ® Vi s(|d + 1){d + 1| ® ps).
Lemma 1. If there exist two initial statep; andp,, and two Lastly, we consider a state in the interior of the im-

times s< t, such that the distinguishability as measured byagel (74,1 ® As) of the mapZq4,1 ® As. By o being in the

the trace distance increases; that|ifq4.1 ® As(o1 — p2)ll1 < interior we mean that there exist an open subset of states

17411 ® At(o1 — p2)ll1, then there always exist two separable X c (74,1 ® Ag) such thate € X. SinceAs is bijective

statesp] and p, such thatl| 74,1 ® As(p] —p5)ll1 < [[Za:1®  theimage (Z4:1 ® As) is a subset of the set of states that has

At(p] = Pl the same dimensionality as the full set of states. This means
that for any state there is a stiiciently smallp such that

For the proof of Lemmél see Appendif/ITBl Note that (1 p)o + pp € |(Tqe1 ® As).

LemméIl holds also for non-bijective dynamical maps. These three observations allows us to construct two states
o’ andp”, both evolved from initial states, for which distin-
guishability increases ¥, s is not CP, in the following way.

IV. CONSTRUCTIVE METHOD Since the state is in the interior ofl (74,1 ® As) there is some
suficiently smallp such that the two stat@$ = (1-p)o+ pp™*
We now give the constructive method to find initial statesandp” = (1-p)o+ pld+1){(d+1|®ps are both inl (7 4,1®As).

that witness the information backflow for any evolution Fromthe orthogonality af* and|d+1)(d+1|®ps it follows

described by bijective dynamical maps which is not CP-that|lp’ —p”|l1 = pll¢* —|d+ 1Xd + 1| ®ps|l1 = 2p. Moreover,

divisible. This construction also serves as the proof of-TheZ4.1 ® Vi s(¢") fails to be positive semidefinite if and only if
orendl Vi sis not CP, and if it has a negative eigenvalue it follows that
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[1[Zg+1 ® Ves(@™)ll1 > 1. Sincely,1 ® Vis(¢p?) is orthogonal to  is not CP-divisible. However, it is worth noting that the com

T 41 ®Vis(ld+ 1)(d + 1| ® ps) it follows that|| 7 g1 ® Vis(o” — monly studied examples of open quantum system dynamics
N1 = pliLd+1 ® V(@™ — 1d + 1(d + L Q@ ps)ll1 = pllL a1 ® do not fall into this group of evolutions. In fact, most of
Vis(@M)l1 + pllZ g1 ® Vis(|d + 1)d + 1| ® ps)|l1. the commonly studied evolutions are described by dynamical
Now it is clear that ifV s is CP, the distinguishability does maps that are bijective for all times, for which the theorgm a
not change between timeand timet, i.e., || 74+1 ® Vis(o’ — plies. In such evolutions the equilibrium state is reachsg o

Pl = ll" = p”ll. = 2p. But if Vi< is not CP, it follows asymptotically. For the commonly studied non-bijective-ev
that||Zg,1 ® Vis(e’ — p")llL > llo’ — p”llL = 2p, i.e., the dis-  lutions, the equilibrium state is reached in a finite timeibist
tinguishability increases. Thus the two stagteéandp” serve  not a stationary state, so the system keeps evolving. An-exam
as a witness of any evolution in the timestep betweandt ple where this occurs is the exact amplitude damping model
that cannot be described by a CP map. Singés bijective  on resonance with Lorentzian reservoir spectrum, where the
the initial states that evolve injg andp” can be constructed population of the excited state undergoes damped osoitigiti
asAgl(p’) andAgt(p”). Note that, from Lemmf] it follows  periodically reaching zero and exhibiting revivals. Thisis
that the two initial states can always be constructed as sepation corresponds to evolution described by a dynamical map
rable states, by choosing the statdrom the interior of the that is invertible for all times except some isolated pqints
image of the separable states under the hap ® Asandp  when the state of the system is in a ground state. In this case
small enough. the dimension of the image of the dynamical mapncreases
from 0 to 3 between the i-th timg that the system reaches the
ground state and later timésn the intervals < t < 5,1 be-
V. NON-BIJECTIVE MAPS tweens and the (#1)-th times,; that the system reaches the
ground state.

We now briefly discuss the case when the dynamical map
is not bijective. First of all, note that the constructivethuel
in Sect. can be applied also to evolutions described by
non-bijective dynamical maps for any tinsavhere the map
As is bijective, but fails to be applicable for times when the In this work, we have demonstrated the equivalence of two
map is not bijective. A non-bijective dynamical map is not@ priori complementary concepts of quantum Markovianity,
necessarily divisible. However, we show that any evolutionCP-divisibility, which provides a mathematical desciaptiof

that does not increase the distinguishability between aoy t dynamical map, and information flow, which gives a physical
input states is divisible. interpretation to the memoryless feature of Markovian adyna

ics, for the case of bijective dynamical maps. In what fokow
Lemma 2. If the evolution of the system does not increase theve emphasise and discuss the advances in comparison with
distinguishability between any two initial statesandp, for  the results known from the literature.
any two times < t, as measured by the trace distance; thatis As explained above, the case of information backflow for
if || 7g:1® As(o1 — p2)lls > 17 g:1® At(o1 — p2)ll1, the evolution  bijective dynamical maps has been considered in Refl. [17].

VI. DISCUSSION

is divisible into a sequence of linear maps. However, they do not explicitly ensure that whenever the CP-
divisibility of a dynamical map is violated at a time intetva
For the proof of Lemm& see Appendi’/ITCl there exist initial states that witness it during the acavallu-
If the dynamical map is not bijective at timethere ex- tion. This issue of observability of information backflowasv
ists two initial statesp; and p, such thatZq,; ® As(p1) =  successfully addressed in Ref. [20] without the assumtion

T 411 ® Ag(p2). This means that the dimensionldf 4,1 ® As) bijectivity of the dynamical maps. Unfortunately, no rezip
is lower than the dimension of the full state space. Furtheris provided to construct the required ensemble of initiatest
more, if the dimension of the image at timhés greater than and, in particular, no upper bound on its size is given other
the dimension of the image at tinsthere does not exist any than the dimension of the operator spafe This severely
map from times to timet that describes this part of the evo- limits the operational consequences of the result as it siake
lution. Thus the evolution is not even divisible. In this-sit it practically very demanding to employ. Our results do not
uation Lemmd? implies that there always exist two initial sufer from these issues and prove that the simplest ensemble
states for which the distinguishability increases betwi#ar  consisting of two initial states with the same prior probhabi
sand timet. These two states can be chosen as any two initiaity suffices to determine if a bijective dynamical map is CP-
stateso; andp, such that7 4.1 ® As(p1) = T4+1 ® As(p2) but  divisible, even without entanglement.
T411 ® Alp1) # Zg41 ® At(p2). Thus for non-bijective dy- The cost of obtaining the above advantages is an increase
namical maps where the dimension of the image is not monaef the dimensionality of the ancillary system frainto d +
tonically non-increasing we can always find initial states f 1. However, the pay®, apart from all the above results, is
which the distinguishability increases at some time. that for any bijective dynamical map that is not CP-divisibl
The case that remains is the non-bijective maps for whiclour results provide a construction of pairs of initial statfeat
the dimension of the image is monotonically non-increasingdetect the information backflow. Finally, we showed that any
Then it is not clear if two states with increasing distindnais  bijective non-CP-divisible dynamical map can be witnessed
bility for some time interval can always be found if the map by a pair of separable states. This result goes againstiartui
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separable states changes in the same ways as the dimensibatweens andt. Note that in this case there is no mép,

ality of the full set of states. IAgis a dynamical map such since the evolution is one-to-many.

thatP[I (7411 ® As)] is the lowest dimensional hyperplanethat Now let us assume that the evolution does not increase

containd (74,1 ® Ag), thenP[l(74:1 ® Ag)] is also the lowest  the distinguishability. If we assume non-increase of disti

dimensional hyperplane that contains the image of the set ajuishability it cannot be thafy,1 ® At(pil) # Lg1 Q@ At iz)

the separable states undef.; ® As. Moreover, the image of while 74,1 ® As(pil) =J41® As(piz) for any pair of states

a convex set under a linear map is convex bB{iG.1 ® As) is by the above argument. This means that for eegnot only

always of positive dimension. Therefore, there exists@sta  74,; ® Ag(g) = 0, but alsal 4,1 ® A«(g) = 0. Thus, every set

suchthatitis contained in a s¥tc |(74,1®As) that contains W, of operators thaf 4,1 ® As maps into a single state is also

only separable states and is open when considered as a subgeipped to a single state iy, 1 ® A;.

of P[1(Zg41® Ag)]. This property allows us to construct a map from a state
We can now make the following observation. Assume thatry,; ® A¢(o) to the set,, and fromW,, to the statel 4,1 ®

there exists two times andt, s < t, and two statep; andp» A¢(o). Thatis, we have a map from the stafgg: ® Ag(o) to

such thaf|Z¢:1® As(o1 - p2)ll1 < I7a+1®At(p1—p2)ll1. In par-
ticular, Theorerfilimplies that if the evolution is bijective and

the stated 4,1 ® A¢(0).
Therefore, we can now replace the domainZgf; ® As

not CP-divisible there exists two such states. If we comstru and74,; ® A; by a domain where each S&t, is replaced by

two new statep’ = (1 - p)o + ppr andp” = (1— p)o + pp2 it
is then clear thatZ ¢.1® As(0’ —p")ll1 < 17 g+1®At(p" —p")ll1.
Moreover, for some diiciently smallp bothp” andp” are in
the image of separable states unflgn ® As which in turn is
a subset of the separable states containé(ig,; ® As).

a single operator. For example, for eaghwve can make a
projection onto the orthogonal complementepflLet 74,1 ®

AsandZg4.1 ® A denote the linear maps on the new domain.

Now we note thaf 4,1 ® As, and thereford, is an invertible
map, and thus the maf s is given byV; s = A¢AgL.

We can thus conclude that if there exist two states for which \We can therefore conclude that when the evolution is such
the distinguishability as measured by the trace distance inthat the distinguishability is non-increasing there eaiihear
creases in some timestep, there also exist two separbés staimap ;5. If the evolution is such that the distinguishability

for which the distinguishability increases.

C. Proof of Lemma 2

Let As andA¢ be the dynamical maps describing the evolu-

tion from the initial time to times andt respectively. Assume
thats < t.

If Asisinvertible there exist a linear mafps such that\; =
VisAs, given byVis = AtASL. If on the other hand\s is not
invertible there exist two statgg andp, such that74,; ®
As(p1) = T4+1 ® As(p2). Then, for every operater it follows
that Zg,1 ® As[o + k(o1 — p2)] = Z4+1 ® Ag(o) fork € C. In
other words the operatosst k(o1 —p2), k € C, defines a plane

increases, the may s may or may not exist.

D. Addendum to the Theorem of Reference [17]

Assume thali.Zq ® Vi s(Ap)llL > [|Apll1 for the Helstrom ma-
trix Ap = po1 — (1= p)p2. If p1 andp; are notinl (74 ® As)
we can consider the following construction. We rewritas
po1— (1= p)p2 = (1/r = 1)po+ pp1 — (1/r - 1)po — (1 - p)p2
whereo is a state in the interior df(Z 4 ® As). Then, we mul-
tiply by a constant/(2p +r — 2rp) = 1/Tr[(1/r — 1)po +
po1 + (1/r — 1)po + (1 — p)p2] and re-express it as

in L(H) such that all operators in the plane are mapped to the r An = 1 [(1-r)po + rppi]
same state by 4,1 ®As. Since this is true for any, if follows 2p+r—2rp P 2p+r—2rp
that every operator ib(#) belongs to a plane of this type. 1

If a second pair of stateg, p5) satisfy 74,1 ® As(p]) = _m[(l —r)po+r(l-p)pz] =

T4:1 ® As(p}) andp’ — pj is linearly independent of the dif-
ference between the states of the first pair p,, there is a

V(@ -1)o +1p1] = (1= YIA - X)o + x02]. (3)

second independent family of planes where each plane is d§yherex = r(1- p)/(p+r - 2rp) andy = p/(2p+r —2rp). The

fined byo + k(o] —p5), k € C, andZ 4,1 ®@ Ao+ k(o] —p5)] =
T g1 ® Ag(0). o

Consider all pairs f},0,) of states satisfyinglq,1 ®
As(p) = Ta1®As(p,). The operators! —p), corresponding to
all such pairs spans a subspacé (#f). For such a subspace
we can select a basfg}. Any two statesr ando + Y kig,
ki € C, are mapped to the same statellyy; ® As. We denote
the set of states that are mapped to the same statédpasy,, .

Next, consider the following. Assume that the map; ®
A does not satisfy 4.1®A(0}) = ZTa+1®A(p},) for one pair of
states such thalg.1 ® As(p}) = Ta.1® As(oh). It follows that

17441 ® At(p}, — pb)llz > 0. But since|Zq.1 ® As(p} — ph)ll =

constant/(2p + r — 2rp) was chosen such that forOr < 1
both (1-r)o + rp; and (1- X)o + X, are positive hermitian
trace one operators.

Now, we observe that goes to zero continuously when
goes to zero continuously. Therefore both(f)o- + rp; and
(1 - X)o + %02 goes towards- whenr goes towards zero.

There is therefore some igiently smallr for which (1-
No + rp; and (1- X)o + xp, are both insidé (74 ® As). For
such arr we can thus interpref/ (2p+r—2rp)A as a Helstrom
matrix for two operators im(Z4 ® As).

Thus, the existence of a Helstrom matty = pp1 — (1 -
p)p2 such that| 74 ® Vi s(Ap)llx > IApllz implies the existence



of another Helstrom matrix)’, = ypy - (L-y)p, wherepj and  p} are inl(Zg® As) and|| 7y ® Vt,S(A)’,)Hl > 1Al



