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We investigate the ability of correlation measures to witness non-Markovian open quantum system dynamics.
It is shown that the mutual information and any entanglement measure between the system and an ancilla do
not witness all non-Markovian dynamics. A correlation measure is introduced, and it is proven that, in an
enlarged setting with two ancillary systems, this measure detects almost all non-Markovian dynamics, except
possibly a zero-measure set of dynamics that is non-bijective in finite time-intervals. Our proof is constructive
and provides different initial states detecting the non-Markovian evolutions. These states are all separable and

some are arbitrarily close to a product state.

I. INTRODUCTION

The dynamics of open quantum systems [1-3] has been
investigated extensively in recent years for both fundamen-
tal and applicative reasons. In particular the phenomenon
of reservoir memory effects has been studied since such ef-
fects can induce a recovery of correlations or coherence and
are therefore viewed as a potential resource for the perfor-
mance of quantum technologies. The problem of character-
ising memoryless dynamics, the so-called Markovian regime,
and dynamics exhibiting memory effects, the non-Markovian
regime, has been considered in a wide range of different ways
(for extended reviews see [4, 5]). While a unique agreed upon
concept of quantum Markovianity does not exist, it is fre-
quently identified with the property of Completely Positive
divisibility (CP-divisibility). An evolution is CP-divisible if
between any two points in time it can be described by a CP-
map. This idea generalises the semigroup property [6, 7] of
classical Markovian processes. In this work, we follow this
convention and adopt CP-divisibility as formal definition of
Markovianity.

A complementary way of addressing memory effects con-
sists of identifying operational quantities that can detect
the information backflow expected in non-Markovian evo-
lutions [8-12]. A common approach is to study functions
that are monotonically non-increasing under local CP-maps.
An increase of such a quantity implies that the evolution is
not CP-divisible, hence non-Markovian, although the con-
verse may not be true in general. Investigating under what
conditions a non-increase of these quantities is in one-to-one
correspondence with CP-divisibility is relevant for evaluating
current methods for non-Markovianity detection, finding new
ones, and understand the operational consequences of non-
Markovianity. It is also relevant to understand how these dif-
ferent detection methods are related, and to what extent they
are equivalent. In particular, it has been shown that the guess-
ing probability of minimum error state discrimination can be
used to witness any non-Markovian dynamics [9]. However,
no method for constructing state ensembles required for this is
known. A constructive method to witness any bijective non-
Markovian dynamics using an ensemble of two equiprobable
states has subsequently been proposed [10].

In this work we investigate the relation between non-
Markovianity and correlations. We first show that the quan-
tum mutual information between system and ancilla as well
as any entanglement measure are unable to witness all non-
Markovian dynamics. The next natural question is to under-
stand whether there exist such correlation measures. To inves-
tigate this, we first introduce a bipartite correlation measure
based on the distinguishability of an ensemble of remotely
prepared states. We then use this measure in an extended set-
ting consisting of the system and two ancillary systems and
prove that the non-increase of this measure is in one-to-one
correspondence with CP-divisibility for almost all evolutions.
More precisely, we show how to detect a correlation back-
flow for all non CP-divisible evolutions that are bijective or
at most point-wise non-bijective. Our method is constructive
and provides a family of initial states able to detect the corre-
lation backflow. The states in this family are all separable and
include states that are arbitrarily close to uncorrelated.

II. NON-MARKOVIAN DYNAMICS

We denote the set of bounded operators on any finite dimen-
sional Hilbert space H by B(H) and that of positive semidef-
inite trace-one operators, i.e., the set of quantum states, by
S(H). In the following, we consider two finite dimensional
systems: a quantum system S with a Hilbert space Hs and an
ancillary system A with a Hilbert space Hj.

The evolution of S from initial time O to a later time ¢
is described by a dynamical map, i.e., a completely positive
and trace preserving (CPTP) linear operator A, : B(Hs) —
B(Hs). The dynamics of the system is thus described by the
family of maps {A,}, parametrized by #. An important con-
cept for the study of non-Markovian effects is the divisibility
of the dynamical map, as well as Positive (P) and Completely
Positive (CP) -divisibility in terms of intermediate maps V.

Definition 1. A dynamical map Ay is called (P/CP) divisible
if it can be expressed as a sequence of linear trace preserving
(P/CP) maps Ay = Vg, A\, where V, is a linear trace preserv-
ing (P/CP) map, for any 0 < t < s.

As said, CP-divisibility is a common definition of Marko-
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vian evolution [3] that we also adopt in this work.

III. CORRELATION MEASURES THAT ARE
INSUFFICIENT AS WITNESSES

We start by showing the limitations of the ordinarily used
correlation measures in identifying all non-Markovian dy-
namics. In particular, we consider correlation measures be-
tween system S and an ancilla A where A, acts only on S'.

A correlation measure is a function M such that, (i) M > 0;
(i) M(p) = 0 if p is a product state; (iii) M is non-increasing
under local operations. Condition (iii) implies that all correla-
tion measures are non-increasing for local CP-divisible evolu-
tions. Thus, if an increase in correlation occurs between time
t and s there is no CP intermediate map V. This property ex-
plains why correlation measures have been utilized to witness
and quantify non-Markovian effects [8, 11].

A. Entanglement measures

An entanglement measure Mg [13] is a correlation measure
that satisfies the additional condition of non-increase under
local operations aided by classical communication. This im-
plies that Mg(p) = O if p is a separable state. The idea of
using an entanglement measure to witness non-Markovianity
was first introduced in Ref. [8]. However, for any entangle-
ment measure there are non CP-divisible dynamics that cannot
be witnessed. Consider for instance an evolution that consists
first of an entanglement breaking [14] dynamical map A, that
maps any state to a separable state, e.g. a sufficiently depo-
larizing map. Any entanglement measure is zero everywhere
on the image of such an evolution. If the dynamics follow-
ing this entanglement breaking evolution A, is non-Markovian
P-divisible, separable states are mapped to separable states.
Then any entanglement measure is non-increasing, because
it remains equal to zero, and thus fails to detect the non-
Markovianity.

B. The mutual information

Another commonly used correlation measure is the quan-
tum mutual information /(p) [15]. For states pas € S(Hs @
Hs) it is defined as

I(pas) = S(pa) +S(ps) — S (pas), (D

where S (p) is the von Neumann entropy of the state p, and
pa, ps are the reduced states of A and S, respectively. A mea-
sure of non-Markovian effects based on the mutual informa-
tion was proposed in Ref. [11]. Since the mutual information
is non-increasing under CP maps, an increase of this quantity
is sufficient for detecting non-Markovianity. However, it is
not necessary: we demonstrate in what follows the existence
of non-Markovian evolutions for which no increase in the mu-
tual information occurs.

To construct this example, we consider random unitary dy-
namics, defined as convex combinations of unitary dynamics.
For a qubit, these can be represented by the dynamical maps

Af0)= e~ h @y Aoy = e f()(yf(T)er"(T))dTo'y,
Ao )= e b0 OO A (1) = 1, )

where 7y (t) are real valued functions of ¢, o, € B(Hy) for
k = x,y, z are the Pauli matrices and Ly is the identity opertor
on Hs. The dynamics is CP-divisible if and only if yx(f) > 0
for k = x,y,z [3, 16], and P-divisible if and only if y;(¢) +
vj(®) > 0 for all i # j since the intermediate map Vi, is then
contractive in the trace norm [16—19]. The stationary states of
the dynamics are ps ® 15 /2 where p, is any state in S (FHy).

We can introduce an orthonormal basis {e;}; of B(H, ® H)

with corresponding coordinates @ = {a;};, i.e., Tr(e;e;) = 0;;
and a; = Tr(pe;). Then, as we show in Appendix B, if y;(?)
are continuous functions of ¢, the time derivative d%l (a,1) asa
function of a is analytic in the interior of S (H4 ® Hs). Where
it is analytic %I(a, 1) can be described in a neighbourhood of
the stationary states by Taylor expansions in a.
By definition, %I(El, t) = 0 at any stationary state. For
the case of dim?zfA = 2, the first and second derivatives,
%, %I (a,t) and %ﬁai %I (a,t), were calculated at the stationary
states in the interior of S (H4 ® Hs), using a method adapted
from [20] (see Appendices C and D). All first derivatives
are identically zero. From the second derivatives the eigen-
values of the Hessian matrix were obtained. Each non-zero
eigenvalue is proportional to [y;(#) + y;(¥)] for some i # j,
and is non-positive for P-divisible dynamics and negative if
vi(t) + () > 0. On the zero eigenspace of the Hessian and
in the neighbourhood of the stationary states in the boundary
of S(Hy ® Hy) we directly evaluated %I (a, t). On the zero-
eigenspace %I(Zt, 1) is non-positive for P-divisible dynamics,
and the neighbourhood of the stationary states in the boundary
of S (H4®Hs ) contains only product states where %I (a,nH=0
(see Appendix D).

In conclusion there exist non-Markovian dynamics for
which there is a neighbourhood of the stationary states where
the time derivative of the mutual information is non-positive.
Moreover, for the considered dynamics, it is always possible
to tune the rates y;(7) for 0 < 7 < so that the non-Markovian
regime starts only after a time ¢ for which the image of A, is
contained in this neighbourhood of the stationary states with
non-increasing mutual information (see Appendix E). There-
fore, there exist evolutions for which the non-Markovian char-
acter cannot be witnessed by an increase in the mutual infor-
mation.

IV. INTRODUCTION OF A CORRELATION MEASURE

We have seen how ordinarily used correlations measures
fail to detect many cases of non-Markovian dynamics. Now,
one may wonder if this limitation applies to any correlation
measure or, on the contrary, if there exists a correlation mea-
sure that witnesses any non-Markovian dynamics. Motivated
by this question we introduce a correlation measure based on



the distinguishability of the ensembles one party prepares for
the other party by performing local measurements on half of
a bipartite state. For this, we first need to discuss several con-
cepts related to the distinguishability of quantum states.

A. Maximally entropic measurements

Consider a system in a quantum state p. An n-outcome
measurement on this system is represented by a positive-
operator valued measure (POVM), i.e., a collection of positive
semi-definite operators {P;}! | such that >, P;=1.EachP;
represents a possible outcome with the probability of occur-
rence p; = Tr [pP;].

We say that a POVM is maximally entropic (ME-POVM)
for p if, when applied on p, each outcome has the same
probability of occurrence: p; = 1/n. Indeed, if S({pi};) =
— >, pilog, p; is the Shannon entropy of the resulting n-
outcome probability distribution, where we take as the ba-
sis of the logarithm in the entropy the number of outputs,
S{pi}i) = 1if and only if p; = 1/n. We define the set of
ME-POVMs for p as

IT(p) = {{Pi}; - SUpik) = 1} . 3

For any state p, this collection is non-empty and contains mea-
surements with any number of outputs (see Appendix F).

B. Guessing probability of an ensemble

Consider an ensemble of states & = {p;, p;}_,. The average
probability to correctly identify a state extracted from &, max-
imized over all possible measurements, is called the guessing
probability of the ensemble

P,(&E) = ,'T ,'P,' 5 4
(&) I{I}J%;p r[pi Pi] “)

where the maximization is performed over the space of the n-
output POVMs. Using the definition p = max;{p;}!_, > 1/n, it
follows that P,(E) > p , where the equality holds if & is made
of identical states. Hence, Po({p; = 1/n,p; = p}i_,) = 1/n.

Note that when the ensemble is composed by two equiprob-
able states, i.e. & = {{p12 = 1/2},{p1, p2}}, Pe(E) can
be expressed in terms of the distinguishability D(p;,02) =
llor — p2ll1/2 between p; and p>

1
Py(8) = 7 @tler=pall) (&)

where || - ||; is the trace norm.

C. Definition of the correlation measure

We now have all the ingredients needed to define our
correlation measure. Consider a bipartite state pap defined
on a finite dimensional state space of a composed system

S(Hy ® Hp). A measurement with an arbitrary number of

outcomes {P, ;}; performed on system A prepares on B the en-

semble E(pap, {Pa.i}i) = {pi» pp.}i defined by

Tra [pas Pai® 1]
Pi '

pi =Tr[pa Pa,l, ppi = (6)
where py = Trp [pag] is the reduced state on A. From Eq. (6)
it follows that {{PAJ'},' : {PA!,' ® 1} € (pap)} = (pa).

A correlation measure Cf) is obtained by maximizing the

guessing probability of these ensembles over the 2-output
ME-POVMs on A,

2
C;)(pAB) = max

1
Py (E(paB.{Pa1, Pa2}) — . (D
{Pa1.Pa2}ell(pa) 2

Alternatively, we could perform 2-output ME-POVMs on the
system B and obtain a measure

2
CE;)(pAB) = max

Py (E(paB, {PB.1, Pp2}))
{P5.1.P52}el(pp)

1
-—, (8

5 ®
where pp = Tra [pag] is the reduced state on B. We underline
that the guessing probabilities that appear in Eq. (7) and (8)
can be evaluated using Eq. (5). A natural way to construct a
symmetric measure with respect to A and B is the following

CP(pap) = max {0 (oan). Coan)} . 9)

Operationally, Cf)(pAB) (Cg)(pAB)) corresponds to the largest
distinguishability between the pairs of equiprobable states of
B (A) that we can obtain from p4p by performing measure-
ments on A (B).

Similar correlation measures C™ can be obtained by fix-
ing the number of outputs of the ME-POVMs to any inte-
ger n > 3 and replacing the term 1/2 in Eq. (7) and (8) by
1/n. Moreover, we define C(pap) = max {Ca(oag), Cp(Pan)},
where C4(pap) (Cp(pap)) is obtained without fixing the num-
ber of outputs of the ME-POVMs in I1(p4) (I1(pp)), namely

Catpan) =, max  Pe(E(pannlPa)) -5 (10)

Py i}i€ll(pa)
We define Cp(p4p) similarly.

To show that C and C™, for any n > 2, are proper correla-
tion measures, we must prove that they are: (i) non-negative,
(ii) zero-valued for product states and (iii) monotone under lo-
cal operations. First, we prove that property (ii) holds for Cf).
For any product state pap = pa ® pp and ME-POVM on A, the
equiprobable output states pp; and pp, are identical. Hence,

p.1 = pp2 = pp and C(04 ® pp) = llop.1 — ppoll/4 = 0. The
generalizations to prove that (ii) is valid also for C* for any
n > 2 and C are obvious. Consequently, property (i) is trivial.
In Appendix G we prove that the monotonicity property (iii)
holds for C and C™, for any n > 2, and therefore they are
proper correlation measures.

While we have defined a whole class of correlation mea-
sures, in the following we focus on the potential of C? to
witness non-Markovian dynamics. Therefore, unless other-
wise specified the correlation measure referred to is C®.



A/
S At S At
A A

FIG. 1. Left: in the standard setting, an initial state between system S
and ancilla A is used. An increase of correlations between these two
parts witnesses the presence of non-Markovian effects. Right: in our
extended setting, the whole system consists of three parts, system
S and ancilla A as before, plus an extra ancilla A’. An increase of
the correlations over the bipartition A versus SA’ is used to witness
non-Markovian evolutions.

V. WITNESSING NON-MARKOVIAN DYNAMICS

We now show how to use the correlation measure intro-
duced above to detect non-Markovian evolutions. We prove
that for any evolution that is at most point-wise non-bijective,
we can find an initial state p(T) (0) such that C(z)(p(T)(t)) in-
creases between time = 7 and r = 7 + At if and only if there
is no CP intermediate map Vi ia . By at most point-wise non-
bijective evolutions we refer to evolutions where multiple ini-
tial states are mapped to the same state by A, for at most a
discrete set of times ¢. Although our method applies to any bi-
jective or pointwise non-bijective evolution, at the moment we
are unable to extend the proof to non-Markovian evolutions
that are non-bijective in finite time intervals. Note however
that the set of non-Markovian evolutions not covered by our
result has zero measure in the space of evolutions. More pre-
cisely, if we take an evolution that is non-bijective in a finite
time interval and add a perturbation chosen at random with
respect to a Borel measure, this yields an at most point-wise
non-bijective evolution with probability one [21].

To take full advantage of this measure, we extend the stan-
dard setting and consider a scenario where A is an ancillary
qubit and B is composed of the system S undergoing evo-
lution and a suitably chosen ancilla A’, see Fig.1. First, we
construct the state p(T)(t) to be used as a probe. Second, we
show that for the class of non-Markovian dynamics specified
above, C® (p(T) (¢)) provides a correlation backflow.

A. The probe

Let A, represent a bijective or pointwise non-bijective non-
Markovian dynamical map that acts on the system S and in-
troduce an ancillary system A’. As shown in Ref. [10], for any
of these dynamics we can construct a class of pairs of initial
states {p}, 0 0), p”(T)(O)} € S(Hp) = S (Hy ®Hs) that show an
increase in dlstlnguishability betweentimet = Tandt = T+A¢

o’ 3@ = @, an

if and only if there is no CP intermediate map Vs, ,, Where
the evolution of the system B is given by the dynamical map
T4 ® A;, where 74 is the identity map on A’.

5@+ A = p O+ AD)|

4

The particular bipartite separable states p(T) () for which we
examine the correlation C® are classical-quantum states. Our
“probe” state is

Py = (|0><0|A oo+ X1l @p, (),  (12)

where and i (r) and p; " (7) are the states that appear in Eq.
(11) and B4 = {|0)4,|1)4} is an orthonormal basis for Hjy.
Since only the system B is involved in the evolution, pf:;(t) is
given by Eq. (12) for any ¢ > 0. Note that from Eq. (12) it
follows that pf:;(t) does not contain any entanglement. More-
over, the state can be chosen arbitrarily close to an uncorre-
lated state since, as shown in [10], one can always choose

states p’(T)(O) and p”(T)(O) arbitrarily close to each other.

B. Detecting the correlation backflow

We now show how the correlation measure C(z)(pm(t))

and later C®(p()(1)), witnesses bijective or pointwise non-
bijective non-Markovian dynamics.
To evaluate C(z)(pm(t)) we have to find a ME-POVM

{Pa1,Pap} that, applied on pgl)g(t) generates the output en-

semble {{p1> = 1/2},{pp.1(t), pp2(t)}} with the largest value
of [lpp.1(t) — pp2(®1. Let A € [0, 1] and i € [0, 1] be the diag-
onal elements of P4 in the basis B8,4. It is easy to show that
A+ n =1 for ME-POVMs. The corresponding output states
are

pp1() = A7) + oy (1), (13)
pea(t) = (1= VPP @) + (1 - i) . (14)

It follows that
log.1(1) = pe2®ll = 1=l - 1I03° @) = PPl . (15)

Since 0 < |4 — n| < 1, the maximum is obtained when either
Aornis equal to 1. In both cases the output states are pj, O(f)
and p B(T)(t) and

o) = PP Dl
4 .

CP iy = (16)
In Appendices H and J we prove that C@(p()(1) =
P 0h0) = CY()(1). Therefore, using Egs. (11) and
(16), we obtain a correlation backflow

c? (p(T) (t + Al)) > C? (p(T) (T)) , a7)

if and only if there is no CP intermediate map Vi as .

In Appendices I and J we prove that CB(p(T)(t)) =
CP (1) and Ca(p(y(0) = CP (). From these ad-
ditional results it follows that for this initial probe state
CO (1) = C(p)(1) at any time 7 > 0.



VI. DISCUSSION

The main motivation of this work is to understand the
power of correlations to witness non-Markovian evolutions.
We have first provided examples of non-Markovian random
unitary qubit evolutions for which the quantum mutual infor-
mation between system and ancilla never increases. More-
over, we have pointed out that any entanglement measure
is insufficient for witnessing any P-divisible non-Markovian
dynamics that takes place after an initial Markovian entan-
glement breaking evolution. We then introduced a correla-
tion measure and showed that, in an extended setting with
a second ancilla, it displays backflow for almost all non-
Markovian evolutions. More precisely, it displays backflows
for all non-Markovian evolutions that are bijective or at most
point-wise non-bijective. For a given dynamics we described
how states that exhibit such an increase in correlations can
be constructed. These states have no entanglement across the
given bipartition and can be chosen to be arbitrarily close to
an uncorrelated state.

The question if there exists a measure of correlation with
the property of being non-increasing if and only if the dynam-
ics is CP-divisible, without any restrictions on the dynamics,

is still open, both in the case of system-ancilla correlations
and in the extended setting with a second ancilla. A possi-
ble avenue consists of understanding how to adapt the results
in [9], valid for any non-Markovian evolution, to our correla-
tion measure. Another open question is to understand if the
use of the second ancilla provides an advantage for other cor-
relation measures, as it happened for the correlation measure
considered in this work.
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Appendix A: Generators of differentiable evolutions

For a differentiable evolution, any dynamical map A, and
any intermediate map V,, can be expressed as a time ordered
exponential

A =TehLdm vy, = el £rr, (A1)

where /£, is the Gorini-Kossakowski-Sudarshan-Lindblad
generator [3, 6, 7] of the evolution, defined as

" 1, .
Li(p) = ilH(1), p] + Ek] i(1) (Gka)ka‘(r) -5 {G,L(r)Gk<r>,p}),

(A2)

where the y,(7) are real time dependent functions, the G, (f) are
time dependent operators and H(f) is a Hermitian time depen-
dent operator. The generator £, gives rise to Markovian evo-
lution if and only if it can be written on a form where y; () > 0
for all k (see e.g. [3]).



Appendix B: Taylor expansion of the time derivative of the
mutual information

As a tool to investigate the time dependence of the mutual
information we delineate how the time derivative of the of the
mutual information %I(Zt, 1) = %I la, V‘Y,,]lm can be described
by a Taylor expansion in the a; at a. In particular we consider
its behaviour in neighbourhoods of the stationary states of a
given evolution.

The mutual information I(p) is analytic for all p of full
rank, i.e., everywhere in the interior int[S(Hy ® Hs)] of
the set of states. Thus, for any open neighbourhood U ¢
int[S (Hs ®Hs)] of p the mutual information equals its Taylor
series and we can use Taylor expansions to analyse its local
properties. Moreover, the time derivative of the mutual infor-
mation is also analytic if the dynamics is differentiable. To
see this note that the time derivative %I (a,t) = i Ila,Vy ,]l

Avi(:
2ija; ‘(;(:") oot B I(a 1) where
AVij(s,0)

Vij(s, 1) = Trle;l4 ® Vy(e;)] . Next, assume that — -
is well defined for each ij. Then, since products, linear
combinations, and derivatives of analytic functions are ana-
Iytic it follows that %I(C_l, 1) is analytic as a function of & in
int[S (Hs ® Hs)l.

Thus, if Vi, is differentiable %I(El, t) can be described in an
open neighbourhood of any state in int[S(Hy ® Hs)] by its
Taylor expansion. On the boundary of S(H4 ® Hs) on the
other hand the partial derivatives in a need not even be well
defined to all orders.

Let @y be the coordinate of a stationary state in int[.S (H ®
Hs)] of a linear divisible dynamic described by A,. Since
%I(Elo, 1) = 0 the sign of %I(El, 1) in a neighbourhood of ag
is determined by the terms of higher order than zero of the
Taylor expansion of ;1(a, 1) with respect to a.

s=t
can be expressed as d%l(c‘z, 1=

1. Neighbourhoods of critical points

Unless all first derivatives are non-zero it is necessary to
consider higher order terms of the Taylor expansion. In par-
ticular this is true if all first derivatives with respect to a are
zero, i.e., if ay is a critical point of £ 1@, ).

The nature of a critical point ag can be investigated by cal-
culating the eigenvalues of the Hessian matrix, i.e., the matrix

2
H;; = aa 70 dtl(a ). However, at a stationary state, the Hes-

sian H; ; does not have full rank since El(a, t) = 0 on the
set of stationary states Sy of V,,, and on all product states
S p. Therefore any eigenvector of the Hessian that is tangent
to S U S, corresponds to a zero eigenvalue. The behaviour

f %I(El, 1) on the zero-eigenspace Ey of H;; cannot be de-
termined from the Hessian matrix since it depends on higher
order derivatives.

On the complement of Ej, i.e., on EC = B('HA ® Hs)\Ep,
the Hessian does describe the behav10ur of 4 <1(@@a, 1) in some
neighbourhood of ay. In particular, if all eigenvalues of the
Hessian that correspond to eigenvectors tangent to Eg are neg-

ative there exist some neighbourhood U P of ap where %I (a,t)

is negative in Uz N Eg . If all eigenvalues of the Hessian that
correspond to eigenvectors that are tangent to Eg are positive
there exist some neighbourhood U;{O of ag where %I(a, 1) is
positive in of Uz N Ef.

Appendix C: Calculating partial derivatives

A direct calculation of the derivatives of d%l(a, t) with re-
spect to the a; can be demanding since the eigenvalues of p are
the roots of a degree dim(7H4 ® Hs) polynomial. To avoid this
difficulty we use a method for calculating the derivatives and
second derivatives in a point a adapted from Ref. [20]. The
method given there is valid for real symmetric matrices but the
generalization to Hermitian complex matrices is straightfor-
ward. We describe this method in the following paragraphs.

Let f be a spectral function defined on a set of n X n Hermi-
tian matrices A parametrized by real numbers a;. By spectral
function we mean a function that only depends on the eigen-
values {4;};_, of A but not on the ordering of the eigenvalues.
Furthermore, assume that f is analytic in the point @ and let
ur(a) be the normalized eigenvector of A(a) corresponding to
the eigenvalue A;(a).

Then the first and second order partial derivatives of f with
respect to the parameters a; in point a can be expressed as

of(a df[A(a
9y a, (€
and
O f@ o PfA@]
dada, La ona, 1@
df[A(a
2 L@ @, ()
k
respectively, where
Hi(@) = Ta;‘(“)
@) = 2A(a) )
M 7,
,aa,» C A @ - @)

. A(a A(a
(@) = u;@a @ @) (v @ )a ()um
4 (9a,-
0A(a
+(u£(a) af’)uz@)( ‘@ o )uk(a>)
J

& flA
@@= Y al@A@l (©3)

2
k,l|/1k:/1/,k<l a /1

Note that when some eigenvalues coincide the choice of
eigenvectors is not unique. However, while e.g. h{‘ depends
on this choice the partial derivatives themselves are indepen-
dent and can be evaluated using any choice of eigenvectors.

When the diagonal form of A and the eigenvectors u(a)
are known the method described here can greatly simplify the
computation of the partial derivatives.



Appendix D: Mutual information for random unitary dynamics

We here show that the mutual information is non-increasing
for some cases of non CP-divisible random unitary qubit dy-
namics by studying a neighbourhood of the stationary states
using the methods described in Appendix B and Appendix C.

Random unitary dynamics for a qubit is defined by the dy-
namical maps

N(oy)=¢e" L‘()’:(T)ery(.r))dro_x,
4

Aioy)=e” kb (VZ(T)*'%(T))dTO'y,

At(O'Z): e f()(VX(T)+yV(T))dTO_Z’

A(D)=1, (D1)

where vy, () are real valued functions of 7. The dynamical maps
are bijective for all # and the intermediate maps are given by

V(o= e oo
Vdloy)= e A (7:(7)+7X(T))dra.y’

Vii(oo)= e‘f/ (%(T)+yv(1—))dT0_Z,

V(D)= 1. (D2)
The corresponding generator of the dynamics is
Lip)= Y (oo - p). (D3)

k=x,y,2

The dynamics is CP-divisible if and only if y(f) > O for all
k. Moreover, the dynamics is P-divisible if and only if the
conditions

7}'(0 + ’}/Z(t) > 0’
Yx() + (1) 2 0,

Yx(0) +7,() 2 0, (D4)

are satisfied since the intermediate maps are then contractive
in the trace norm [17-19].

We consider an ancilla that is also a qubit and explicitly
introduce coordinates a; for B(H, ® Hs) with respect to an
orthonormal basis {e;} 1'1:50 defined by

ep=1®1, €g=O'y®]].,

e =1Q®0,, €9 =0,®0y,
er=1®0,, el =0, ® 0y,
e3=1Q®o0,, e =0y, ®07,
ey =0,Q1, ep=0,91,

e5 =0 Q0y, €13 =0,Q0y,

€6 = 0x®0y, ey =0,Q0y,

e7=0,®0, €5 =0;®07, (D5)
where all operators are of the form y4 ® ys for ya € B(Hy)

and ys € B(Hs). A state p is represented as

15
1
pzz:[].®]].+ E a;e;, (D6)
i=1

where a; = § Tr(pe;).

We begin the analysis of d%l(c‘z, 1) in the neighbourhood of
the stationary states by considering int[S (H4 ® Hs)] where
%I(a, 1) is analytic. We calculate the first and second deriva-
tives of %I (a, 1) at the stationary states in the interior of the set
of states and find the eigenvalues of the Hessian matrix. On
the subset of states that fall in the zero eigenspace of the Hes-
sian we then directly evaluate %I(C_l, t). Finally, we describe
the neighbourhood of the intersection of the stationary states
with the boundary of the set of states.

The stationary states are of the form 1/2p4 ® 1 for arbitrary
pa. For these states all first derivatives %I(a, 1) with respect
to a are zero. Therefore, there exists some sufficiently small
neighbourhood of the set of stationary states where the second
order terms of the Taylor expansion in a determines the sign of
%I (a, 1), in every direction where the second derivative is non-
zero. For the purpose of calculating these derivatives we note
that unitary transformations on the ancilla do not change the
mutual information and it is sufficient to consider diagonal p4.
Thus, the purity of the state of the ancilla is the only relevant
parameter. The diagonal stationary states are of the form %]l ®
1+ apo,®1 for —1/4 < a;p < 1/4. The states for which
—1/4 < ajp < 1/4 are in int[S (H, ® Hs)] and the states with
coordinates ajp = +1/4 are at the boundary of the set of states.

The second derivatives at the diagonal stationary states
were calculated using the method described in Appendix C
and the Hessian matrix was diagonalized. The Hessian has 6
eigenvalues that are identically zero for all stationary states in
int[S (Hy ® Hs)] regardless of the values of the parameters
vi(f) and 9 eigenvalues that can take non-zero values. These 9
eigenvalues are

16a%2 +1
16a%2 -1

1661%2 +1
1661%2 -1
1661%2 +1
16a%2 -1

h(4
800 + v 1,

32[yy(@) + y:(D)]

32[yx(1) + y:(D)]

32[y(0) + yy(0]

h(4
800 + v 1,

“8y,(1) + 7.(0)] %ﬁj‘”z)

“81y.(1) + 7.(0)] %ﬁj‘”z)

h(4
“817,(1) + ,(1)] ata“aifz“”)

atanh(4a;,)
12 )

—8[y(1) +7,(0] (D7)



The eigenvalues in Eq. (D7) are all non-positive if and only
if the conditions in Eq. (D4) are satisfied, i.e., if and only if
the dynamics is P-divisible. In particular they are all strictly
negative if ;(t) + y;(t) > 0 for all 7, j. In this case there ex-
ists a sufficiently small neighbourhood of the stationary states
where %I (a, 1) is negative in all the directions that have a non-
zero component orthogonal to the zero-eigenspace of the Hes-
sian .

Next, we investigate %I(a, ) on the eigenspace of the
eigenvalues that are identically zero, where its sign is deter-
mined by higher order derivatives. Here it is straightforward
to evaluate %I(a, t) directly. The zero eigenspace Ey(a2) as a
function of a,, is spanned by the six vectors (1 +4a,0,)®0;
and 0; ® 1 for i = x,y,z. These vectors are tangent to the set
of product states, but the tangent plane Ey(a;;) also contains
correlated states. Consider the point i]l ®1+apo,® 1 on the
set of stationary states. The states in the subspace Eg(ag) are
of the form

1
Z]l ® 1+ (1 +4apo;) ®(aj0x + aroy + a3o)

+(aso + agoy + appo;) @ 1. (D8)

Since the mutual information is independent of unitary trans-
formations on the system we can diagonalize a0, + axoy +

aso.. Let £A(s) = =+ \/a%(s) +aX(s) + a(s) be the corre-
sponding eigenvalues as functions of time where

a1(s)= aye” § o
ar(s)= are” [ z@+yx(0)dr

as(s)= aze” I Ox(@yy(O)dr (D9)

The density matrix is now block-diagonal and the characteris-
tic polynomial factorizes into two quadratic polynomials. The

mutual information I[Ey(ag)] calculated from the correspond-
ing eigenvalues, as a function on Ey(ap), is

1 1
I[Ey(ap)] :(Z —A(s) — a)) In (Z —A(s) — a))

+ (— — A(s) + a)) ln(% —A(s) + a))

+

-+ A(s) + w+) ln(% + A(s) + w+)

+
+
&

~

N

- w+) In (% + A(s) — w+)

+ 2/1(s)) In (% + 2/1(s))

- 2/1(s)) In (% - 2/1(s))
+ 277) ln(% + 277)

1
- 2n)ln(§ - 277),

e e

N = N = N = N = A= A= |

(D10)

where w, = \/a§+a§+[algi4a0/l(t)]2 and =

\Jaj + ag + a3,. Since the only dependence of s in I[Eg(ap)]

is in A(s), the time derivative of the mutual information can be

expressed as “1Eo@)l _ dllEo(a)] dA(s) where %) ., has

dt dA(s) ds ls=¢’ ds
the form

aily:(t) + yy(D] + a3ly(t) + y-(D] + a5 [yx(1) + ,(1)]

’2 2 2
al+a2+a3

When the conditions in Eq. (D4) are satisfied, i.e., when
the dynamics is P-divisible, %L:r is non-negative for all

(D11)

ai,a»,as. Since % < O for all a € Ey(ag) when the
dynamics is CP-divisible it follows that %&‘m ., Is non-
positive for all a € Ey(ap). Therefore we can conclude that
dE@l < () for all a € Eg(ag) when V,, is P-divisible.

The above analysis shows that there exist non-Markovian
P-divisible dynamics for which there is a neighbourhood of
the stationary states in int[S(Hy ® Hs)] where no increase
of the mutual information occurs. It remains to consider the
neighbourhood of the set of stationary states in the boundary
of the set of states, i.e., the neighbourhood of 1/4(1+0,)® 1
and 1/4(1—o0,)®1. The states for which a;; = +1/4 are of the
form 1/4(1 + 0,) ® p, where p € B(Hy). This can be seen by
noting that if aj, = +1/4, it follows that a4 = ag = 0 to ensure
non-negative eigenvalues of the reduced state on H,. Thus,
for such states the reduced state of the ancilla is pure, which
implies that all states in this neighbourhood of 1/4(1 +0,)®p
are product states. Since any product state has zero mutual
information and remains a product state during the evolution it
follows that %I (a, 1) is zero for all states in any neighbourhood
of 1/4(1 + 0,) ® 1 where a;, = +1/4.

Finally, we can conclude that there exist non-Markovian P-
divisible dynamics for which there is a neighbourhood of the
stationary states where no increase in the mutual information
occurs. Moreover, the rates y;(7) for 0 < 7 < ¢ can be chosen
such that the image of A, is contained in this neighbourhood.
Therefore, there exist evolutions for which the non-Markovian
character can not be witnessed by an increase in the mutual
information.

Appendix E: Tuning the rates to resize the image of A,

Here we describe how the image of A, for a random unitary
dynamics can always be contained in a given neighbourhood
of the stationary states by tuning the rates .

Consider the random unitary dynamics defined by

4 d
Afory)= e b A () = ¢~ Oy

Alo)= & hrOm@idrg A 1) = 1, E1)

For any € > 0 we can choose the functions y;(7) such that
e~ h @Mt ¢ for all i # j. Moreover, the value of the



integral fot(y,-(‘r) + ¥;(1))dt can be made arbitrarily large in-
dependently of the vy, (7). This can be done for example by
choosing yx(7) such that the integral ft ]Tz vi(t)dt > —In(e)
where 0 < #; < 1, < t, for each k.

Therefore, for any neighbourhood of the stationary states at
time ¢ and any y;(f) we can choose the y(7) for 0 < 7 < ¢
such that the image of A; is contained in this neighbourhood.

Appendix F: The set of maximally entropic measurements is
non-empty

We explicitly construct an element {P;}; of I1(p) for an ar-
bitrary state p. The method that we use should convince the
reader that there are innumerable other ways to construct a
ME-POVM with any number of outputs.

By definition {P;};=;.., € Il(p) if the output ensemble
&E(p,{Pi};) = {pi,pi}i is characterized by p; = 1/n. In gen-
eral, we have that p; = Tr[pP;] ,. Using an orthogonal de-
composition of p, we can always write it as p = Zf’z L miliXil,
where {|i)}; is an orthonormal basis of the Hilbert space .
The condition Z;lz ,mi = 1 implies that there exist an i, such
that SG) = X', m > 1/2and S(i— 1) = ¥/2jm < 1/2. We
consider the following class of 2-output POVM that depends
on a real parameter w € [0, 1]: Pj(w) = i;i liXi] + wliXil,
Pr(w) = (1 - w)Ifol + Zd - |iXi]. We evaluate p; for a gen-

i=i+1
eral value of w and we obtain: pi(w) = ZE;{ Tt o =
SG-1)+ w ;. Itis clear that, since p;(0) = Si-1)<1/2
and pi(1) = S(i) > 1/2, the value w = @ = (1/2-S(i— 1))/,
gives the uniform distribution p; »(w) = 1/2 and consequently
{Pi(w)}; € I(p), i.e,, is a ME-POVM for p.

Appendix G: Monotonic behaviour of C and C” under local
operations

Firstly, we prove that C4 is monotone under local opera-
tions of the form A4 ® 7 p, and secondly we consider the case
where the local operation is 74 ® Ap, where A4 (Ap) is a
CPTP map on A (B) and 74 (I ) is the identity map on A (B).
The proof for C, easily generalizes to Cp and C. Finally, we
prove that the same monotonicity property holds for C™ for
any n > 2. We denote the set of ME-POVMs acting on A for
the state psp by I14(p4ap) and similarly for B.

In order to show the effect of the application of a local oper-
ation of the form A4 ® 7 g on Ca(pap), we look at [T4(pap) in a
different way. Each element of this collection is a ME-POVM
for pap, i.e. they generate sets of equiprobable ensembles of
states (EES) from p4p. In fact

Ca(pap) = max P, (8 (pAB’ {PA,i}i)) - % . (GD)

{Pai},€lalpa)

is a maximization over all the possible EES that we can gen-
erate from p4p with a measurement procedure on A.

The effect of the first local operation that we consider is:
Pas = Aa®Ip(pag) = Yy (Ex® 1p)-pap- (Ex® 1) , where

{Ex}, is the set of the Kraus operators that defines A4. What is
the relation between [14(p45) and I14(04p)? Given an n-output
ME-POVM for pap, i.e. {Pa;}i € I1a(Pap), the probabilities
and the states of the output ensemble & (0ap, {Pa.}i) are p; =
Tr [pas - Pa;] = 1/n and pp; = Tra [pap - Pai] /pi. Now we
look at the term

Tra [Pas - Pail = Tr[Aa ® Ip(pap) - Pail =

Z(Ek ® 1p) - pap - (Ez ® 1p) - Pai
k

= TI'A

= Try [pAB DUE[®1p)- Paj- (Ec® 1p)
k

= Tra [pas - A4(Pai)] = Tra [PAB : PA,i] ,

and we rewrite the probabilities and the output states as:
pi = Ttlpag - Pail = 1/n and pp; = Tralpas - Pail/pi.
This ensemble is an EES. Next we show that: {P4;}; =
{AL (Pad)]. = (S E] - Paj- Edi, is a POVM. The elements
of {PA,[}i sum up to the identity: >; PA,Z‘ = ki EIL Py Er =
>k E,L (XiPai) Ex = X4 E,i E, = 13, and they are posi-
tive operators: Py; = Y Ez PiiEp = 3, Ez M/TU My, Ep =
Mj;’iMA,,', where the decomposition Py; = MLMA,[ exists
since Py, is po§itive-semideﬁnite and MA,,- = XYMy i E.. It
follows that, {P4;}; is a ME-POVM for pap, i.e. {Pa;}i €
a(pap). Thus, for every MI;-POVM {Pai}i € I1g(Pap) for
Pap, there is a ME-POVM (P4 ;}; € Ia(pap) for pap, such
that the output ensembles are identical: &E(Pap, {Pai}i) =

E(paB, {PA,,-},-). Thus, any EES that can be generated from g4z,
is obtainable from p4p as well

U E(Pas. {Pai}i) C U E(pag, {Paili) -

{Pai}i€lla(Pap) {Pai}i€la(pan)

(G2)

Finally, because C4(pap) could be thought as the maximum
guessing probability of the EESs that can be generated from
pas (see Eq. (G1)), we conclude that

Ca (paB) 2 Co (Aa ® T (paB)) » (G3)

for any state psp and CPTP map A4.
Fixing the number n of outputs of the ME-POVMs consid-
ered in (G1), Eq. (G2) becomes:

U E(Pas. (Pai}i) C U E(oas, {Pasi}i) . (G4)
{PaiYL, €a(Pan) {PaiY €lla(oan)
Therefore, it follows that:
CY (pap) 2 €Y (A1 ® I (pa)) , (GS)

for any integer n > 2, state pap and CPTP map A4.
Next we show the property of monotonicity of C4(p4p) un-
der the action of local operations of the form 74 ® Ap. We find



that the collection of the ME-POVMs for pap = T4®Ap (0aB),
i.e. [14(Pap), coincides with 14 (o4p).

In order to prove this, we apply a general POVM (P, ;};
on both psp and psp and we show that the respective out-
put ensembles are defined by the same probability distri-
bution. We can write p; = Tr[pag-Pa;] and p; =
Tr[Z4 ® Ap (0aB) - Pai] = Tr[oap - Pai], where the last step
uses the trace-preserving property of the superoperator 74 ®
Ap. Consequently, p; = 1/n if and only if p; = 1/n and
{Pa.i}i € a(oap) if and only if {P4;}; € I14(PaB)

IMa(paB) = 1A (PaB) -

Given a ME-POVM for both psp and p4p, we relate the output
states

(G6)

Pri = Ap - Tra[pasPail /pi = Ap(ps,) - (G

From Eq. (G7) and the definition of the guessing probability,
it follows that

Py (1P p1.ik) = Pe({pin As(os)) - (G8)
and, considering Eq. (G6), Eq. (G7) and Eq. (G8)
Ca (pap) 2 Ca (T4 ® Ap(paB)) » (G9)

that is true for any state psp and CPTP map Ap.

From Eq. (G6) it follows the collection of the n-output ME-
POVMs does not change if we apply a CPTP map Ap on psp.
Therefore, since Eq. (G8) is true for any number of outputs:

CY (pap) = C (Z4® Ag (pap))

for any integer n > 2, state pap and CPTP map Ap.

We underline that from this proof we automatically obtain
the invariance under local unitary transformations of C and
C™ forany n > 2.

(G10)

Appendix H: Proof that C, (p(T)) > Cg)(pf:;

In this appendix (where from now on we omit the time
dependence of p(T) o), p’(T)(t) and p;(”(t)) we show that
Cap()) = CY (p(T) ), where C$(0[)) is defined by

1

(2)(p(‘f)) = max P (8 (,OX;, {PB,i},')) 5

(ERETEAN
where H(z) (p(T)) is the set of the 2-output ME-POVMs acting
on B. In Appendix I we show that C(z)(pm) = CB(p(T)) and
this completes the proof that C, (p(T)) > CB(p(T)

We apply a general but fixed 2-output ME-POVM for p%,
where now the measured system is B: {Pg)i},- = {Pp, Py} €
II (p(T) ), where P = 1z — Pp. The output ensemble
S(p(T) {P(Z)} i) = {Pa., pa.i}i is composed by an uniform distri-

AB’
bution (by deﬁmtlon of ME-POVM) and states in the follow-

ing form

par= Tl )P = 5. G

2

10

paz= 3Tl 4oy ) Pe = 5. )
pat = 10000 Te [o” Po] + 11 Teg [0 VP5| . (H3)
paz = 10)O14Trp |py"P| + [1)(1aTrs [0, Py . (H4)

Since 8(,0%, P(Z) };) is an equiprobable ensemble of two

states, P <8<p§:;, P‘” 1) = 2+ lloas — pazll)/4. Hence,

with Egs. (H1)- (H4) ‘we can write it as

I10XOLATrg [py” - APg| + [1X11Trs [0 - APg| Il =

= [Trg [}y - APg ||+ [Tez [0 - APs] I,

where APy = Py — Pg. Hence

lloas = pazll = max Tep [(0” £ p”) - AP

Using Eq. (H1) and Eq.
ITrs [0 + 05 ™IAPS] | = [Tes[ (0" + 05 ™)Ps| -
Trs| (o + 0 ") - Ps|l = 2Ipas = paal = 0. Hence:
lloar = pasli = 1Teg[0)” —p 2Py —1p)|| =
2|Trp [ gr) - pg(r) )PB] |, from which follows that

(H2) we see that

|TI'B (1) _ pn(‘r)) X PB |
C(z) (p(T)) _ max [ B B ] (HS)
1PR)iellp () 2
To com Cy 2™ N
pare (o, p) With Ca(p, ), we write
T NT INT 1
Calplip) = Pellipasz = 1/2) 105”05 = 5 =
Trg [py” - P+ 03" - Ps| 1
= max - - =
{Pg.li 2 2
Ti | (0" — i ")Ps ITes | (" — )P
= max = max .
{Ppili 2 {Ppili 2

The only difference between Cg) (p%) and CA(pX;) is in the
maximization procedure: in the former we maximize only
over the 2-output ME-POVMs HB(p(T)) while in the latter we
can pick any 2-output POVM: CA(p(T)(t)) > (1)) fol-
lows as a natural consequence.

Appendix I: Proof that C(p[)) = C3 (o)

In this Appendix, in contrast to Appendix H, we consider
the action of any ME-POVM over B for p(T) We want to
show that for each ME-POVM {Pg’j}, that we can consider in



CB(p;TI)g), where i runs from 1 to n > 2, we can always find at
least one 2-output ME-POVM acting on B, i.e. {Pp, Ppp} €
HB(p(T) ), that provides an ensemble with a higher value of
Py(-). We recall that, if & = {p;, p;}; is a generic ensemble of
n states defined on S (H), where H is a generic finite dimen-
sional Hilbert space, the guessing probability of & is

P,(E) = max I |p; - Pil 11
() ,P,},;P loi - P1 (11

where the maximization is performed over the space of the
n-output POVMs {P;}; on S(H). Starting from a general n-
output ME-POVM {P(")}i, we construct the corresponding 2-

output ME-POVM {Pg 1, Pg»} € HB(p(T)) that accomplishes
this task.

For every given n-output ME-POVM {P(")} for p%,

can generate an equiprobable ensemble of states (EES) of
the form &), Py} = {{pi = 1/n). {pailhi. The guess-
ing probability of this ensemble, which we denote by Pé,") =
Py(E(pl (PR, is

AB®
where {ﬁinj-},- is a POVM that provides the maximum in Eq.
(I1). If n is even we consider the following 2-output POVM

(2) _ (1) (2) _ (1)
Py = ZPBJ’ Pgs= ZPBJ’
i€E, i€k

Py = 12)

(T) (Z

a3)

where E; and E; are any two sets of n/2 indices such that
E\UE, ={1,2,...,n}. This structure guarantees that Eq. (I3)
is a 2-output ME POVM for p(T) We compare Eq. (12) with
the guessing probability of the output ensemble that we obtain

11

applying Eq. (I3) on p(T)

Pi,z) = max Tr
{Paitiz12

2
pSL)? [ZP ,®P( )]

> Tr (I4)

2
(1) (2) (2)
Pap " {Z Pri® PB,[] ,

i=1

where the POVM {Pfj.}i is defined by

Iy

i€k, i€k,

as)

2 (T)
P;)ZTr[pATB

(2) (2) (2) 2)\] _
(PA,l ® Py + Py, ®PB,2)] =

= Tr|p) - Z Poi@ Py + P || =

= PO+ T [0 - Pi] = P, (16)

where Pg’g‘ is a sum of mixed terms of the form ?;nj» ® Pgl)i
with i # j, and it provides a non-negative contribution. ‘
On the other hand, if n is odd, we define

P<2> ! p<n> + Z p<"> (k=1,2) a7
160

P2 =L p<"> PV k=12 I8

Ax Al ( - ) ( )

€0y

where O] and Oj are any two sets of (n — 1)/2 indices such
that O7 U 05 = {1,2,...,n} \ x (the value of x will be fixed

later). We consider again Eq. (I4), where {P(z) }i is now given
by Eq. (I7) and and P( ) is now given by Eq. (I8). Since P( )
is not necessarily a POVM that maximizes Eq. (I1) we have
the following inequality for P;z)

PP > Tt |pf) [ Pr@PY) + —PX’L ® PP + [Z P, ] ® PP + P;";;‘H >
I#X I#X
u 1— 1
_ (1) () () (1) () ) || _
_Tr{pATB (ZPL@PB'; 5Pac® P;X+E(ZP£i]®P;X] -
i=1 I#x
—(n) (n) —(n)
-P i 1, —-2P
_ p) (1) Ax (n) iex P m || _ pm (1) Ax (n)
= Pg” +Tr{p,p - [ > Brt — > ®PB!X] —Pg" +Tr|p,p - — ® B,x}’

where P represents terms that provide positive contribu-

tions to Pfgz). We have to find a value of x that makes the



second term of the last relation positive. Let a, and b, be the
diagonal elements of ﬁrl in the orthonormal basis {|0)4, [1)4}.

We recall that p7) = (J0X0l4 ® o + [1X1]4 ® p;”)/2 and we
obtain

(2) (1)
PY > P + Trg :

1_2ax r (T 1 2bx (T n
( v ”) P;L}, (19)

where the second term on the right-hand side of the inequality

is definitely positive when ay, b, < 1/2. From Ziﬁrj =14
follows that }}" , a; = 1 and Y7, b; = 1. Therefore, if a, >
1/2 (by > 1/2), then a, < 1/2 (by < 1/2) for any y # x.
In order to fix the value of x, we must consider that a, and b,
could be bigger than 1/2 for two different values of x: let’s say
x, and x;,. Even in this “worst-case” scenario we still have n—2
other possible choices for x such that (1 - 2a,), (1 —2b,) > 0.
We pick one of these values, and we call it x € {1,...,n}\
{x4, xp}. Finally, if we use X in the definition of the POVMs

{P$)); and (P)};, from Eq. (19) we obtain

PP > P, (110)

Equations (I6) and (I10) show that, when we evaluate
CB(p(T)) the guessing probability of the ensembles gener-
ated by the n-output ME-POVMs is never bigger than the one
that we obtain if we only consider the 2-output ME-POVMs:
C(z)(p(T)) =C B(p(T)) Thanks to this result we can finally

say that CA(p(T)(t)) > Cp(p' (D) and C(p(T)(t)) = Ca(p{)(0).
This result is valid if we consider p N B, but in general it is not
true.

Appendix J: Proof that C,(p[)) = C (o))

When we considered CA(pX;) we have seen that if the

maximization over the ME-POVMs is considered only over
the 2-output ones, the maximum is obtained for { Z’”’ )y =
{lOXOl4, [1X1]4}. In order to complete the proof, we need to
show that even if we consider general n-output ME-POVMs
(as in the definition (G1)), we don’t get higher guessing prob-

abilities of the corresponding output ensembles. In other
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words, if we use the definition

N 1
) (&0 1Paik) - 5

where H(z)(pm) contains only the 2-output ME-POVMs of
pf;f;’ then CA (p(T)) — C(Z)(p(T)

To see this we can make the same analysis as done in Ap-
pendix I for CB(pX;) but we switch the role of A and B in Eq.
(I3) and Eq. (I5) when 7 is even and Eq. (I7) and Eq. (I8)
when 7 is odd. The definitions for Pfg,"), Pi,z) ,Ei»and 0’1“2 are
preserved.

The guessing probability of an EES generated by a ME-
POVM {PX’j.},- with an even number of outputs is

n T n (1)
PO = Tr[pg; [Z# >®PB,]
where {P;i} is a POVM that maximizes the guessing prob-

ability in Eq. (I1). The 2-output ME-POVM that provides a
higher guessing probability is

(2) _ (1) (2) (1)
PP = ZP;,, ZP;J.. an

i€k, i€k,

>

We define the following POVM on the system B

PO =3 By PR = Py (12)

i€k, i€k,

Consequently, we consider the following inequality

2 2 2
PO 2 Tr|pfy - S PL @ P =

= PP+ Te| oy 22, ST P o Py,

which shows that Pfgz) > Pfg”) . If n is odd, we use again the
technique from Appendix I, where we switch the role of A
and B, to obtain the inequality

PP > Py +Tr

(1)
(T) ]]. 2Pn _(n)
pAB 2 Bx|»

where the right-hand side is greater than Pé,") if x is suitably
chosen.

We underline that the results given in this section and
Appendix H suffice to state that C?(p)) = CP (o'}

C(Z) (p(‘f) )



