arXiv:2310.14086v2 [quant-ph] 29 Feb 2024

Entropic partial orderings of quantum measurements

Adam Teixidó-Bonfill,^{1, 2, 3, ∗} Joseph Schindler,^{4, †} and Dominik Šafránek^{5, ‡} 1Department of Applied Mathematics, University of Waterloo 2Institute for Quantum Computing, University of Waterloo 3Perimeter Institute for Theoretical Physics, Waterloo 4Física Teòrica: Informació i Fenòmens Quàntics, Departament de Física, Universitat Autònoma de Barcelona, 08193 Bellaterra, Spain 5Center for Theoretical Physics of Complex Systems, Institute for Basic Science (IBS), Daejeon 34126, Korea (Dated: Oct 2023)

We investigate four partial orderings on the space of quantum measurements (i.e. on POVMs or positive operator valued measures), describing four notions of coarse/fine-ness of measurement. These are the partial orderings induced by: (1) classical post-processing, (2) measured relative entropy, (3) observational entropy, and (4) linear relation of POVMs. The orderings form a hierarchy of implication, where e.g. post-processing relation implies all the others. We show that this hierarchy is strict for general POVMs, with examples showing that all four orderings are strictly inequivalent. Restricted to projective measurements, all are equivalent. Finally we show that observational entropy equality S_M = S_N (for all ρ) holds if and only if POVMs M ≡ N are post-processing equivalent, which shows that the first three orderings induce identical equivalence classes.

I. INTRODUCTION

In the modern theory of quantum information, any quantum measurement can be mathematically described by a POVM (“positive operator valued measure”, cf. [1–7]) M, which is defined (so long as the set of possible outcomes is discrete) as a collection M = (M_k)_{k∈K} , M_k ≥ 0, ∑ k∈K M_k = 1, (1)

of positive semidefinite Hermitian operators summing to the identity. Measuring M on a quantum system whose state is given by a density matrix ρ, the probability to obtain the outcome labelled by k (which is an element of the outcome set K) is given by

p_k = tr(M_kρ). (2)

POVMs include measurements in a complete eigenbasis (M_k = |k⟩⟨k|) and measurements of a Hermitian observable (M_k are projectors into eigenspaces of the observable) as special cases, but more generally can capture the outcome statistics associated with measurements performed by arbitrary sets of quantum operations (i.e. arbitrary quantum instruments [1]). The extension of elementary quantum measurement theory to POVMs and instruments is essential as it allows one to describe e.g. noisy measurements, weak measurements, and the effects of measurement on subsystems [2, 4–8].

The set of POVMs has two main mathematical structures that have been studied in detail and thoroughly described: the convex structure [4, 7, 9–16], and the post-processing structure [17–21]. The latter is especially relevant as it describes how the statistics of one quantum measurement can be obtained from another via purely classical operations (indeed merely by manipulation of the

∗ adam.teixido-bonfill@uwaterloo.ca † JosephC.Schindler@uab.cat ‡ dsafranekibs@gmail.com

outcome labels [22]). This structure takes the form of a coarser/finer partial order on POVMs, where we write (here N is “coarser” than M) N ≫ M ⇐⇒ N_j = ∑ i Λ_{j|i} M_i (3)

with Λ_{j|i} a stochastic map (Λ_{j|i} ≥ 0 and ∑ j Λ_{j|i} = 1, i.e. a conditional probability distribution).

This stochastic post-processing order induces equivalence classes generated by the equivalence N ≡ M ⇐⇒ N ≫ M ≫ N. (4) Measurements equivalent in this sense can be considered equivalent for all practical purposes, differing only by relabeling and other trivial operations.

The structure of the post-processing partial order was characterized systematically by Martens and de Muynck [17]. We recall several of their key findings. One, that each equivalence class defined by N ≡ M has a unique pairwise-linearly-independent representative. Two, that maximally fine (i.e. post-processing “clean” [19, 23]) measurements are precisely those of the form M = ( v_x|φ_x⟩⟨φ_x| ) x consisting of scalar multiples of rank-1 projectors. And three, that all measurements are coarser than 1 (the trivial measurement whose only element is the identity), which is the coarsest element. More recently an operational interpretation of the order has been given, first described by Buscemi [24, 25] (see also [26–28]), who showed N ≫ M holds if and only if [24–26]

P_{guess}(E|N) ≤ P_{guess}(E|M) (5)

for all ensembles E = (p_u, ρ_u), where P_{guess}(E|M) is probability to guess u correctly after measuring M on the ensemble. These various properties serve to characterize the set of physically distinct POVMs, and the notions of coarser and finer POVMs, in the sense of classical post-processing.

The post-processing partial order remains a topic of active investigation, and has been studied or applied further in many subsequent works [18–40]. Other related partial ordering structures on quantum measurements and channels have also been considered [24–28, 41–59].

The post-processing relation N ≫ M is a special case of the weaker and more general linear relation N ⋑ M ⇐⇒ N_j = ∑ i α_{ji} M_i, (6) where now α_{ji} is an arbitrary (i.e. not necessarily stochastic) real matrix. Relations of this type play an important mathematical role in the theory below, and were also investigated previously [17].

Meanwhile, a crucial role in both classical and quantum information theory is played by entropic quantities such as the Shannon/von Neumann entropies, mutual information quantities, and relative entropies [6, 60–62]. Here we are particularly interested in the measured entropies of a quantum system, namely the measured relative entropy and observational entropy, respectively defined by D_M (ρ‖σ) = ∑ k p_k log p_k q_k , S_M (ρ) = − ∑ k p_k log p_k V_k , (7)

where p_k = tr(ρM_k) and q_k = tr(σM_k) are the probability distributions induced by measuring M on states ρ and σ, and V_k = tr(M_k) are the “volumes” of POVM elements. Thus D_M (ρ‖σ) is precisely the classical relative entropy (Kullback–Leibler divergence [61]) between the outcome distributions induced on ρ, σ, and observational entropy is related to it (in finite dimensions d) by

S_M (ρ) = log d − D_M (ρ‖1/d). (8)

The observational entropy [63–67] and measured relative entropy [68–70] have been topics of recent interest in physical [63–67, 71–83] and information theoretic [84–90] applications, due to the role of observational entropy connecting coarse-graining to statistical mechanics [63–67, 91–94].

The quantity D_M (ρ‖σ) describes how well a measurement M can distinguish between ρ, σ. If a pair M, N are such that D_N (ρ‖σ) ≤ D_M (ρ‖σ) for all ρ, σ, which we denote by

D_N ≤ D_M , (9)

then, in the relative entropy sense, M is always a more useful measurement than N for distinguishing between two states. Similarly, S_M (ρ) describes the amount of information missing after a measurement of M on ρ has been performed. If S_N (ρ) ≥ S_M (ρ) for all ρ, denoted

S_N ≥ S_M , (10)

then, in the entropy sense, M always extracts more information than N from the system. We take also analogous notations D_N = D_M and S_N = S_M to denote the cases where (relative) entropy is equal for all (pairs of) states.

The relations D_N ≤ D_M and S_N ≥ S_M define two physically motivated ways a measurement M can be finer (more powerful) than another measurement N, while the corresponding equalities define two ways that measurements M, N may be equivalent. In this paper we investigate the connection of these two inequality relations both to each other, and also to the stochastic postprocessing relation N ≫ M.

Indeed, the motivating questions driving the direction were the following:

• Is S_N = S_M equivalent to D_N = D_M , and is either equivalent to N ≡ M?

• Is S_N ≥ S_M equivalent to D_N ≤ D_M , and is either equivalent to N ≫ M?

Both these questions are resolved in the results below. The first is answered in the affirmative, all are equivalent. The second one is answered in the negative, each one is inequivalent to the others. And in the course of resolving the questions, we are led to describe a hierarchy of four partial orders in the space of POVMs.

We remark on connections to other parts of the literature. Comparison of channels, measurements, and statistics, according to various partial orderings, is a topic with a long history [41, 42] and applications in numerous fields [59]. The most well studied are those related to stochastic postprocessings, with order hierarchies dominated by the post-processing (sometimes, “degradation”) relation studied at least as early as [44, 47] for classical channels. In such studies, gaps between the post-processing and other orderings (like we find here) appear to be typical [24, 25, 44]. In the context of POVMs, the stochastic order was elaborated first in [17]. In addition to later works directly pertaining to POVMs (e.g. [19, 21, 54]), many results on POVM orderings can be viewed as special cases of quantum channel orderings [20, 24, 25, 34, 55, 56], where POVMs appear as implemented by quantum-classical channels.

In that channel context a partial ordering closely related to our entropy orderings has been previously studied by Buscemi [24, 25, 45], who studied orders based on mutual information I(u, x) (equivalently conditional entropy H(u|x) [24]) between ensembles E = (p_u, ρ_u) and measurement outcomes p_x = tr(M_xρ) of a POVM M acting on ρ = ∑ u p_uρ_u (cf. accessible information/Holevo quantity [5]). That work establishes a gap between the ordering induced by I(u, x) ≤ I(u, y) for all ensembles (where x, y label M, N measurement outcomes) and the post-processing order [24, 25]. We conjecture (but leave open) that the above accessible information ordering is equivalent to the S_N ≥ S_M ordering appearing in this work. Orderings based on ensemble guessing games have also been of recent interest in the context of distributed/mulitpartite measurements [27, 28].

Another stronger result of Buscemi’s work was to show that by replacing conditional H(u|x) with min-conditional entropy H_{min}(u|x) in the above ordering, the result is identical to post-processing order [24–26] (equivalent to the “guessing probability” characterization from (5) above). This result highlights the need to study the D_N ≤ D_M and S_N ≥ S_M orderings also in terms of α-Renyi divergences. Based on Buscemi’s result, one can conjecture that with D → D^{max}, the post-processing order and our entropic orders will collapse to a single identical one. Closely tied to the guessing probability description of [24, 25] is the quantification of measurement power by robustness of measurement [26]. Like the quantities appearing in [24–26], due to our equivalence Theorem 4 below, the entropic quantities D_M (ρ‖σ) and S_M (ρ) can each be viewed as a complete family of monotones in the resource theory of quantum measurements [22, 26, 95].

II. MAIN RESULTS

In this section we present the main results, and outline the main proofs. Obtaining the difficult parts of the proofs is the topic of the remainder of the paper. The most useful and substantial results are: (1) there exist measurements such that N is entropically coarser than M but N, M are not related by postprocessing (this is strictness of the chain in Theorem 2), and (2) that if S_N (ρ) = S_M (ρ) for all ρ then N and M must be postprocessing equivalent (this is Theorem 4). These are the two nontrivial results whose proofs require the theoretical developments in the rest of the paper. In developing these main theorems a clean structure emerges, in particular a hierarchy of four orderings. We present the results within this hierarchy to give a fuller picture of entropic and postprocessing ordering relations.

We consider a hierarchy of ordering relations for POVMs in which “finer” measurements are more informative than “coarser” ones in a relevant sense. We restrict to finitely indexed POVMs on finite d-dimensional Hilbert space H.

Definition 1 (POVM orderings). Let M = (M_i)_i and N = (N_j )_j be POVMs. Define the following notions of ordering for POVMs.

� N ≫ M (stochastic N_j = ∑ i Λ_{j|i}M_i) � N ≥ M (relative entropy D_N ≤ D_M ) � N ⪰ M (entropy S_N ≥ S_M ) � N ⋑ M (linear N_j = ∑ i α_{ji}M_i) In these definitions N are “coarser” and M “finer” according to each sense. The notations D_N ≤ D_M and S_N ≥ S_M have an implied “for all states”, cf. (9),(10) above.

These get sequentially weaker in the sense that each one implies the ones below. We find that the hierarchy of the orderings is strict, no two of the relations are equivalent.

Theorem 2. There is a chain of implications � → � → � → �. The chain is strict, � ≠ � ≠ � ≠ �.

Outline of proof. The proofs go as follows.

(� → �) Monotonicity of classical relative entropy under stochastic channels [6, 62]. (� → �) Entropy S_M (ρ) = log d − D_M (ρ‖1/d) is a special case of relative entropy. (� → �) If N ⪰ M then S_N (ρ) = log d is implied by S_M (ρ) = log d. But by Prop. 8 below, this is equivalent to N ⋑ M.

(Strict) This will be proved by direct construction of counterexamples. For instance, Ex. 16 gives a pair of N, M for which � holds but � does not. The proof that the entire chain is strict appears as Props. 12–13. □ Restricted to projective measurements all the orderings are equivalent.

Theorem 3. For projective measurements �=�=�=�.

Outline of proof. The idea is that between a pair of projective measurements, the only possible linear relation is a stochastic one, so � → �. The proof is stated as Cor. 6, which follows from Prop. 5. □ For the stochastic, relative entropy, and entropy orderings, the conditions for equality are equivalent, even though the inequality relations are inequivalent. Thus these three preorderings induce the same equivalence classes.

Theorem 4. The cases of equality for entropy, relative entropy, and stochastic ordering are equivalent, S_M = S_N ⇐⇒ D_M = D_N ⇐⇒ N ≡ M. The notation N ≡ M indicates post-processing equivalence, meaning N ≫ M ≫ N.

Outline of proof. From Thm. 2 it is clear that N ≡ M implies D_N = D_M implies S_N = S_M (since two-sided inequality gives equality). The question then is whether S_N = S_M implies N ≡ M, completing the implication loop. This is indeed true, and will be shown in Prop. 18. The fact that this is true is not obvious, because the entropy equality condition S_M (ρ) = S_N (ρ) is difficult to analyze directly. But the key idea is that if M and N were not stochastically equivalent, then starting from a ρ_0 where S_M (ρ_0) = S_N (ρ_0), one would be able to find a way to perturb ρ to make the entropies unequal. This is formalized by a local analysis in terms of derivatives^{dn}_{dtn} of the entropy S_M (ρ_t) along some parameterized curve ρ_t. Using derivatives up to a sufficiently high order, linear algebra arguments show that M and N must have a stochastic linear relation for all the derivatives to be equal. The full proof appears below as Prop. 18. □ These theorems characterize the relation and structure between the entropy, stochastic, and linear orderings. Importantly, equivalence between measurements in the entropic senses is the same as the usual stochastic equivalence that has been studied extensively [17, 18].

The remainder of the paper is devoted to proving these main results.

III. PROJECTIVE MEASUREMENTS

A projective measurement is a POVM P = (P_x)_x such that P_xP_y = δ_{xy}P_x. That is, one whose elements form a complete set of orthogonal projectors, e.g. measuring a Hermitian observable.

If either measurement is projective, some order relations become equivalent.

Proposition 5 (One projective measurement). If P is projective then both N ⋑ P ⇐⇒ N ≫ P (11) and P ⪰ M ⇐⇒ P ≫ M. (12) A counterexample can be given demonstrating P ⋑ M ≠⇒ P ≫ M.

Proof. The leftwards implications are trivial from Thm. 2. For the rest:

(N ⋑ P ) Suppose N_j = ∑ i α_{ji}P_i. Summing j and resolving identity yields ∑ i ( 1− ∑ j α_{ji} ) P_i = 0, and since P_i are orthogonal it follows that ∑ j α_{ji} = 1. Positivity ⟨ψ|N_j |ψ⟩ ≥ 0 evaluated on eigenvectors of P_i ensures α_{ji} ≥ 0.

(P ⪰ M) Let ρ = ∑ j c_j P_j with distinct c_j . Then S_M (ρ) = S(ρ) is minimal so P = M_ρ ≫ M [96].

(Counterexample) On a qubit let P = ( |0⟩⟨0|, |1⟩⟨1| ) and M = (_{|0⟩⟨0|} 2 ,^{|1⟩⟨1|}_2 ,^1_2 ) . Clearly P ⋑ M.

But |0⟩⟨0| = aM_0 + bM_1 + cM_1 with a, b, c ≥ 0 implies a = 2 and b, c = 0, so P ≫̸ M.

When restricted to pairs of projective measurements, all the orderings are equivalent.

Corollary 6 (Projective measurements). For projective measurements P and P^′, P^′ ⋑ P ⇐⇒ P^′ ≫ P. (13) Therefore for projective measurements �=�=�=� are all equivalent.

Proof. P^′ ≫ P implies P^′ ⋑ P by Thm. 2, and since P is projective also P^′ ⋑ P implies P^′ ≫ P by Prop. 5. Thus � → � → � → � → � for projective measurements.

These properties arise because linear transformations between projective measurements are highly restricted. For general POVMs the situation is more complicated.

IV. LINEARLY RELATED POVMS

A key role in the mathematical theory is played by linearly related POVMs. Consider the linear space L_H (H) of Hermitian operators in the Hilbert-Schmidt inner product ⟨x, y⟩ = tr(x^†y). (14) Denote by span(M) = { ∑ i c_iM_i | c_i ∈ R, M_i ∈ M} the span in L_H (H) of elements of M. Denote by span(M)^⊥ its orthogonal complement, and let x ⊥ span(M) denote x ∈ span(M)^⊥. We continue to work in finite dimensions d and assume finitely indexed measurements.

Minimal relative entropy (maximum entropy) occurs when M cannot distinguish ρ from σ. This occurs precisely when the difference ρ − σ is orthogonal to all POVM elements of M.

Proposition 7 (Maximal entropy). The following hold:

(a) D_M (ρ‖σ) = 0 if and only if (ρ − σ) ⊥ span(M).

(b) S_M (ρ) = log d if and only if (ρ − 1/d) ⊥ span(M).

Proof. (a) D_M (ρ‖σ) = 0 if and only if all tr(M_iρ) = tr(M_iσ)). Thus tr(M_i(ρ − σ)) = 0. (b) Equivalent to D_M (ρ‖1/d) = 0.

This connects the entropic structure to the linear structure in maximum entropy cases.

Proposition 8 (Linearly related POVMs). The relation �, namely N ⋑ M, denotes that N is linearly related to M by N_j = ∑ i α_{ji}M_i, with α_{ji} a real matrix. The following are equivalent:

(a) N ⋑ M, (b) span(N) ⊂ span(M),

(c) span(N)^⊥ ⊃ span(M)^⊥, (d) For any ρ, σ, if D_M (ρ‖σ) = 0 then also D_N (ρ‖σ) = 0, (e) For any ρ, if S_M (ρ) = log d then also S_N (ρ) = log d.

This shows that N ⋑ M means N is entropy-coarser than M in maximal entropy cases.

Proof. First we prove the chain of forward implications.

(a) The definition. (b) If x = ∑ j c_j N_j then also x = ∑ i( ∑ j c_j α_{ji})M_i. (c) If all ⟨x, M_i⟩ = 0 then by linearity all ⟨x, N_j ⟩ = 0. (d) By Prop. 7, D_M (ρ‖σ) = 0 implies (ρ−σ) ∈ span(M)^⊥ ⊂ span(N)^⊥ which implies D_N (ρ‖σ) = 0. (e) Equivalent to D_M (ρ‖1/d) = 0.

Now we prove (e→a).

We show that if N ⋑̸ M then there exists a ρ such that S_M (ρ) = log d > S_N (ρ). Thus if N ⋑̸ M then S_N (ρ) = log d is not implied by S_M (ρ) = log d, a contrapositive proof. Suppose N ⋑̸ M. Then there exists an x orthogonal to span(M) but not orthogonal to span(N).

Since positive operators form an open set, there exists an ϵ > 0 such that σ = 1 + ϵx d (15)

is positive. Since 1 ∈ span(M) we also have tr(x) = 0 and thus σ is a state. We now apply Prop. 7. Since ϵx/d = (σ − 1/d) ⊥ span(M) it follows that S_M (σ) = log d ≥ S_N (σ). But since ϵx/d = (σ − 1/d) ⊥̸ span(N) it also follows that S_N (σ) ≠ log d. This implies we have found a state such that S_M (σ) = log d > S_N (σ).

In proofs below, POVMs such that both N ≫ M and N ⋐ M (those related by a linearly invertible stochastic map whose inverse is not stochastic) are found to be particularly useful.

Remark 9. POVMs related by N ≫ M with also N ⋐ M in the reverse direction were studied thoroughly in [17, 18]. There they interpret a stochastically coarser N as a non-ideal or smeared version of a stochastically finer M. They interpret the case where additionally N ⋐ M as N being an “invertibly non-ideal” measurement of the stochastically finer M. And if both N ≫ M and N ≪ M the two are post-processing equivalent.

In summary, the relation N ⋑ M indicates N is entropy-coarser in maximal entropy cases.

V. DISJOINT CONVEX COMBINATIONS

Mixing measurements with noise will be a useful step in examples below for obtaining highly entropic measurements. We establish in this section some lemmas that will be needed.

Given POVMs M, M^′, denote by λM ⊕ (1 − λ)M^′, with 0 ≤ λ ≤ 1, their disjoint convex combination—that is, their convex combination on the disjoint union of their outcome sets. For example, given M = (A, B) and M^′ = (A^′, B^′, C^′) are measurements with two and three outcomes, their disjoint convex combination is the five-outcome POVM λM ⊕ (1 − λ)M^′ = ( λA, λB, (1 − λ)A^′, (1 − λ)B^′, (1 − λ)C^′ ) . (16)

This corresponds to probabilistically doing one or the other measurement while keeping the outcome labels separate. In a slight abuse of notation we will also denote by 1 the trivial POVM whose only element is the identity.

An elementary fact is that measured entropies are linear under disjoint convex combination.

Lemma 10. Measured relative entropy is linear under disjoint convex combination, D_{λM⊕(1−λ)N} (ρ‖σ) = λD_M (ρ‖σ) + (1 − λ)D_N (ρ‖σ). (17) As a special case, the same holds for observational entropy.

Proof. Let Q = λM ⊕ (1 − λ)N. Then D_Q(ρ‖σ) = ∑_{m+n} k=1 tr(Q_kρ) log ( tr(Q_kρ)/ tr(Q_kσ) ) = ∑_m i=1 tr(λM_iρ) log ( tr(λM_iρ)/ tr(λM_iσ) ) + ∑_n j=1 tr((1−λ)N_j ρ) log ( tr((1−λ)N_j ρ)/ tr((1−λ)N_j σ) ) = λ ∑_m i=1 tr(M_iρ) log ( tr(M_iρ)/ tr(M_iσ) ) + (1 − λ) ∑_n j=1 tr(N_j ρ) log ( tr(N_j ρ)/ tr(N_j σ) ) , which is the desired result.

Another key fact is that disjoint combination with 1 preserves post-processing relation. Note that we say M is linearly independent when the elements M_i form a linearly independent set.

Lemma 11. Let N^′ = (1 − λ)N ⊕ λ1. Assume M is linearly independent. Then N^′ ≫ M if and only if N ≫ M.

Proof. The proofs are as follows.

(⇐) N^′ ≫ N by the map Λ_j′_{|j} = (1 − λ)δ_{jj}′ with Λ_{1|j} = λδ_{1i}, and ≫ is transitive. (⇒) Suppose N^′_k = ∑ i Λ_{k|i}M_i. This means that (1 − λ)N_j = ∑ i Λ_{j|i}M_i and λ1 = ∑ i Λ_{1|i}M_i.

Thus N and M are linearly related by N_j = ∑ i α_{ji}M_i with α_{ji} = Λ_{j|i}/(1 − λ). Clearly α_{ji} ≥ 0.

But using ∑ j N_j = 1 = ∑ i M_i it follows that ∑ i ( 1 − ∑ j α_{ji} ) M_i = 0. If the elements of M are linearly independent this implies ∑ j α_{ji} = 1 and thus α_{ji} is stochastic.

VI. SEPARATING THE ORDERINGS

In this section we show that none of the orderings are equivalent to one another. The idea is that one starts with some M, and wants to find an N^′ that is more entropic than it but not stochastically coarser. To do so one first chooses some N that is linear but not stochastic in M. Mixing a tiny amount λ of this N with a completely ignorant (identity) measurement, one obtains a nearly-completely-ignorant measurement N^′ = N_λ that remains non-stochastic in M. By choosing λ small enough one can make N_λ very ignorant (and thus very entropic), so that N_λ is able to provide a measurement more entropic and stochastically unrelated to M. Assuming linear independence of (the elements of) M ensures the linear relation between the POVMs is unique, making it easier to show that no stochastic linear relation can exist.

Proposition 12. Suppose you are given a pair of POVMs such that:

• M, N are POVMs,

• M is linearly independent,

• N ⋑ M, by a linear relation N_j = ∑ i α_{ji} M_i with finite norm ‖α‖ ≡ ∑ ij |α_{ji}|, • N ≫̸ M, • all N_j ≥ β ≥ 0 and all tr(N_j ) ≥ v ≥ 0.

Define for all λ ∈ [0, 1] the POVM

N_λ = λN ⊕ (1 − λ)1, (18) and let λ^′ = β 2‖α‖^2 , λ^{′′} = v/d 2‖α‖^2 . (19) Then the following hold:

• If β > 0 then N_λ′ is a POVM such that D_{Nλ′} ≤ D_M but N_λ′ ≫̸ M. • If v > 0 then N_λ′′ is a POVM such that S_{Nλ′′} ≥ S_M but N_λ′′ ≫̸ M.

Since examples of such M, N are given below, this quickly shows � ↚− � and � ↚− �. Proof. First note that if λ > 0 then N_λ ≫̸ M by Lemma 11, since N ≫̸ M and M is linearly independent. Thus β > 0 implies N_λ′ ≫̸ M, and likewise v > 0 implies N_λ′′ ≫̸ M. (At the end of the proof we also show that λ^′, λ^{′′} < 1 always, ensuring valid convex coefficients.)

It remains to show the entropy inequalities. To do so, we first observe that D_{Nλ} = λD_N (20) by linearity under disjoint convex combinations (cf. Lemma 10), since D_1 is always zero. We then make use of a two-sided Pinsker-type inequality bounding relative entropies in terms of trace distances. In particular we make use of the bound (cf. (6) and (17) of [97]) 4 ε t^2 ν_{min} ≥ D(μ‖ν) ≥ 2 ε t^2, (21) where ν_{min} is the minimum eigenvalue of ν, and ε = log e sets units of information, and t =^1_2 ‖μ−ν‖_1 is trace distance between μ and ν (in our case μ, ν will be classical states representing measured probability distributions). Such a bound can be used to relate M and N because of the linear relation N ⋑ M; due to this linear relationship, the trace norm between the induced probability distributions is limited. In particular, for states ρ, σ let p^M_i = tr(M_iρ), q^M_i = tr(M_iσ), t_M =^1_2 ‖p^M − q^M ‖_1, (22) and likewise for N. By triangle inequality on the absolute value defining the trace distance, and the definition of ‖α‖, it follows that t_N ≤ ‖α‖ t_M . (23) This is sufficient to relate the entropies using the inequalities stated above. Making use of these observations, we now show for all β, v ≥ 0 and all states ρ, σ that D_{Nλ′} (ρ‖σ) ≤ D_M (ρ‖σ), D_{Nλ′′} (ρ‖^1_d ) ≤ D_M (ρ‖^1_d ). (24) The latter is equivalent to S_{Nλ′′} (ρ) ≥ S_M (ρ). Thus, showing these inequalities will complete the proof. Note that while the inequalities hold even when β, v = 0, in that case also N_λ ≫ M and so no counterexample for separation is provided.

For arbitrary σ, if β > 0 we have the restriction q^N_i = tr(N_j σ) ≥ β > 0. (25) Meanwhile, for σ = 1/d, if v > 0 there is always the restriction q^N_i = tr(N_j 1/d) ≥ v/d > 0. (26)

Treating both together we have q^N_i ≥ γ with γ = β or γ = v/d as appropriate.

Uniting this with the above observations, and treating both cases together by the assumption q^N_i = tr(N_j σ) ≥ γ > 0 (and plugging in the corresponding λ, σ values), we finally have D_{Nλ} = λD_N ≤ λ 4 ε t^2_N γ ≤ λ 4 ε ‖α‖^2t^2_M γ ≤ λ 2‖α‖^2 γ D_M = D_M . (27)

The first equality is disjoint convex linearity. Next comes the upper bound from (21), applied to the classical probability distributions. Then the bound on trace distances due to the linear relation. Then lower bound from (21), i.e. the Pinsker inequality. And finally the definition of λ is applied. This completes the proof.

We return to note that λ^′, λ^{′′} ≤ 1/2. This is shown as follows. First, since N_j ≤ 1 it follows that β ≤ 1 and v/d ≤ 1. Then, from ∑ j tr(N_j ) = d we have (with v_i = tr(M_i) ∈ [0, d]) that 1 = ∑ ji α_{ji}(v_i/d) ≤ ∑ ji |α_{ji}||v_i/d| ≤ ∑ ji |α_{ji}| = ‖α‖. Thus β/‖α‖^2 ≤ 1 and (v/d)/‖α‖^2 ≤ 1, so the N_λ used are always valid disjoint convex combinations.

Proposition 13 (Separation). � ≠ � ≠ � ≠ �.

Proof. (� ≠ �) Example 17. (� ≠ �) Example 16. (� ≠ �) Example 16.

VII. EXAMPLES AND COUNTEREXAMPLES

We give here examples of the type needed for the separation theorem. One can easily construct a class of examples satisfying the assumptions of Prop. 12.

Example 14. Start with a linearly independent POVM N. Hit it with an invertible square stochastic Λ_{i|j} to form M. Then in terms of the inverse α_{ji} = (Λ^{−1})_{ji} one has

M_i = ∑ j Λ_{i|j}N_j , N_j = ∑ i α_{ji}M_i. (28) It can easily be checked whether the inverse α_{ji} is stochastic, typically it will not be. The following properties follow immediately since N is linearly independent and Λ is invertible:

• M is also linearly independent, and both Λ_{i|j} and α_{ji} are unique linear transformations, • N ≪ M and N ⋑ M, • N ≫ M if and only if α_{ji} = (Λ^{−1})_{ji} is stochastic.

This suffices to establish examples for Prop. 12.

We now specialize this class to increasingly specific cases to be used below.

Example 15. A specific case of Example 14. Let a linearly independent binary POVM be N = ( A, B ) . (29)

Define for 0 < ϵ < 1/2 a stochastic Λ_{i|j} and its inverse α_{ji} = (Λ^{−1})_{ji} by

Λ_{i|j} = ( 1 − ϵ ϵ ϵ 1 − ϵ ) , α_{ji} = 1 1 − 2ϵ ( 1 − ϵ −ϵ −ϵ 1 − ϵ ) . (30)

The inverse is never stochastic since it has negative values. (Note ‖α‖ = 2/(1 − 2ϵ).) Then M = ( (1 − 2ϵ)A + ϵ 1, (1 − 2ϵ)B + ϵ 1 ) , (31)

in accordance with M_i = ∑ j Λ_{i|j} N_j and N_j = ∑ j α_{ji}M_i. This is equivalent to mixing N with ϵ of its permutation, or to mixing N with 2ϵ of pure noise, the same as the example used for entropy continuity bounds [90]. It is clear that M and N are both linearly independent, and that N ≫̸ M, N ⋑ M, N ≪ M, N ⋐ M, (32)

by comparing with the conditions given in Example 14.

In the following example the relation of M to N demonstrates � ↚− �, while the relation of M to N_λ demonstrates � ↚− �. This is achieved using a case of Prop. 12 where v > 0 but β = 0. The relation of M to N_λ also demonstrates � ↚− �.

Example 16. Consider Example 15 on a qubit, with A = |0⟩⟨0| and B = |1⟩⟨1| and ϵ = 1/4, which gives N = ( |0⟩⟨0|, |1⟩⟨1| ) , M = (_1

2 |0⟩⟨0| +^1_4 1,^1_2 |1⟩⟨1| +^1_4 1 ) . (33)

As in Example 15 these obey N ≫̸ M, N ⋑ M, N ≪ M, N ⋐ M. (34)

Furthermore, tr(N_j ) ≥ v with v = 1, and the linear relation has ‖α‖ = 4. Therefore Prop. 12 shows that N_λ = λN ⊕ (1 − λ)1, λ = v/d 2‖α‖^2 = 1 64 , (35)

is a POVM such that N_λ ≫̸ M and for all ρ

S_{Nλ} (ρ) ≥ S_M (ρ). (36)

Thus N_λ ⪰ M but N_λ ≫̸ M, which proves � ↚− �. This is exhibited in one case by evaluating observational entropies on the state ρ = |0⟩⟨0|, yielding

S_N (ρ) = 0 bits, S_M (ρ) =^1_2 +^3_4 log^4_3 ≈ 0.81 bits, S_{Nλ} (ρ) =^{63}_{64} ≈ 0.98 bits. (37)

This shows that N ⋑ M but N ⪰̸ M, which proves � ↚− �. On the other hand consider relative entropies on the states ρ = |0⟩⟨0| and σ = |1⟩⟨1|,

D_N (ρ‖σ) = ∞, D_M (ρ‖σ) =^1_2 log 3 ≈ 0.79 bits, D_{Nλ} (ρ‖σ) = ∞. (38)

(Note: recall that the defining inequalities S_N ≥ S_M and D_N ≤ D_M go in opposite directions.) Thus N_λ ⪰ M but N_λ ≱ M, which proves � ↚− �.

In the following example, a case of Prop. 12 with β > 0, the relation of M to N_λ demonstrates that � ↚− �.

Example 17. As in Example 16, again consider Example 15 on a qubit, with ϵ = 1/4, but this time with N = (_1 2 |0⟩⟨0| +^1_4 1,^1_2 |1⟩⟨1| +^1_4 1 ) , M = (_1 4 |0⟩⟨0| +^3_8 1,^1_4 |1⟩⟨1| +^3_8 1 ) . (39)

Again N ≫̸ M, N ⋑ M, N ≪ M, N ⋐ M. (40)

And here N_j ≥ β with β = 1/4 and the linear relation has ‖α‖ = 4. Therefore Prop. 12 shows N_λ = λN ⊕ (1 − λ)1, λ = β 2‖α‖^2 = 1 128 , (41)

is a POVM such that N_λ ≫̸ M and for all ρ, σ D_{Nλ} (ρ‖σ) ≤ D_M (ρ‖σ). (42) Thus N_λ ≥ M but N_λ ≫̸ M, which proves � ↚− �. As a check, again consider relative entropies on ρ = |0⟩⟨0| and σ = |1⟩⟨1|, D_N (ρ‖σ) =^1_2 log 3 ≈ 0.79 bits, D_M (ρ‖σ) =^1_4 log^5_3 ≈ 0.18 bits,

D_{Nλ} (ρ‖σ) =^1_{128}^1_2 log 3 ≈ 0.006 bits.

(43)

This is consistent with N_λ ≥ M ≫ N while N_λ ≫̸ M, as was claimed.

This establishes all the desired separations between the relations. Evidently the “binary mixed with permutation” examples sufficed to show all desired properties.

VIII. THE CASE OF EQUALITY

Although the inequality relations � through � are all inequivalent, the corresponding equality relations for � through � are all equivalent.

Proposition 18 (Equality). If S_M = S_N then M ≡ N. That is, if two measurements induce the same observational entropy on all states, then they are stochastically equivalent.

Proof. Suppose S_M (ρ) = S_N (ρ) for all ρ. The idea of the proof is to observe that S_M (ρ_t) = S_N (ρ_t) for any parameterized ρ_t, and therefore the derivatives^{dn}_{dtn} ( S_M (ρ_t) − S_N (ρ_t) ) = 0 must all vanish.

For convenience we work with D_M (ρ_t ‖^1_d ) = D_N (ρ_t ‖^1_d ), the equivalent relative entropy form. We consider finitely indexed POVMs in finite dimensions.

We will evaluate derivatives about the maximally mixed state at t = 0, in an arbitrary direction. To do so consider the parameterized ρ_t = ρ(t) defined by

ρ_t =^1_d + tX, (44)

where X is an arbitrary traceless Hermitian operator. This is a state for all t in some interval t ∈ (−ϵ, ϵ) since positive definite operators are an open set. Denote the derivative of relative entropy along this curve at t = 0 by

z_n = d^n dt^n [ D_M (ρ_t ‖^1_d ) ]| |_{t=0}. (45)

For the n = 0 case and the n = 1 derivative we have z_n = 0, as expected since ρ_0 = 1/d is a local minimum with a value of zero. The remaining derivatives n ≥ 2 yield

z_n = (−1)^n (n − 2)! d^{n−1} ∑ i tr(M_i) (m_i)^n, m_i = tr(M_iX) tr(M_i)

. (46)

These n ≥ 2 derivatives will be the ones constrained in the main proof, to which we now turn.

The equality S_M (ρ_t) = S_N (ρ_t), expressed in the relative entropy form from earlier, implies that d^n dt^n [ D_M (ρ_t ‖^1_d ) − D_N (ρ_t ‖^1_d ) ]| |_{t=0} = 0, (47)

which implies, after evaluating the derivatives as above, that for all n ≥ 2 ∑ i tr(M_i) (m_i)^n − ∑ j tr(N_j ) (n_j)^n = 0. (48)

To put this expression into a more useful form we define some notation for the normalized POVM elements of M and N. Let M = {μ | μ =^{Mi}_{tr(Mi)} , M_i ∈ M} and N = {μ | μ =^{Nj}_{tr(Nj )} , N_j ∈ N} be the sets of normalized POVM elements in each measurement. Let Γ = M ∪ N be their union, which contains all the normalized POVM elements from both measurements. And for any μ ∈ Γ, let V_M (μ) = ∑ M_i∈M(μ) tr(M_i), M(μ) = {M_i ∈ M |^{Mi}_{tr(Mi)} = μ}, (49)

be the total volume of μ in M, and likewise for V_N (μ) in N. In these terms (48) becomes ∑ μ∈Γ [ V_M (μ) − V_N (μ) ] tr(μX)^n = 0 (50)

for all n ≥ 2. Since this holds for all traceless Hermitian X, we can obtain that all V_M (μ) = V_N (μ) by using a suitable X, as will be seen presently.

Let Γ̄ = Γ \ {^1_d } be the set of all μ ∈ Γ that are not the maximally mixed state, and let k = 1, 2, . . . , K index the μ_k ∈ Γ̄ (which is a finite set). Suppose there exists a traceless Hermitian matrix X̄ such that the inner products r_k = tr(μ_kX̄) form a set of distinct (that is, nonrepeating) nonzero numbers, i.e. such that all r_k ≠ 0 and such that r_k − r_k′ = 0 only if k = k^′. Note that tr(^1_d X̄) = 0 since X̄ is traceless, so the maximally mixed case must be treated separately. We now assume such an X̄ exists, which will be shown later.

If such an X̄ exists then (50) must hold for it, which yields that for all n ≥ 2, K∑ k=1 [ V_M (μ_k) − V_N (μ_k) ] (r_k)^n = 0 (51)

with r_k = tr(μ_kX̄) a set of distinct nonzero numbers. (Note that any maximally mixed component of Γ vanished from this equation since tr(X̄1) = 0.) It is only possible to satisfy this equation for all n ≥ 2 if the coefficients V_M (μ_k) − V_N (μ_k) are zero, a consequence of the linear independence of polynomials/power series. To see this one can rewrite the above as a vector equation, where we take a linear combination with coefficient c_k multiplying a vector (r^2_k, r^3_k, . . . , r^{L+1}_k )^T for each k, so that we have a combination of K vectors each of length L, where L ≥ 1 can be arbitrarily high (corresponding to the arbitrarily high order of derivatives). For L ≥ K these vectors are all linearly independent from one another, since (making use of the Vandermonde determinant [98]) we have

det r^2_1 r^3_1 . . . r^{K+1}_1 . . . . . . . . . . . . r^2_k r^3_k . . . r^{K+1}_k . . . . . . . . . . . . = (_K ∏ k=1 r^2_k ) K∏ k^′,k^{′′}=1 k^′<k^{′′} (r_k′′ − r_k′ ) ≠ 0, (52)

which is nonzero since all r_k are nonzero and distinct. Since the vectors are linearly independent, (51) can hold only if all coefficients are zero. Thus for all μ_k ∈ Γ̄,

V_M (μ_k) = V_N (μ_k). (53)

Finally, consider the case where μ_0 = 1/d ∈ Γ. Observe that since ∑ i M_i = ∑ j N_j it follows that V_M (1/d) + ∑ k V_M (μ_k) = V_N (1/d) + ∑ k V_N (μ_k), which using (53) implies V_M (1/d) = V_N (1/d).

Thus we have finally shown that for all μ ∈ Γ,

V_M (μ) = V_N (μ). (54)

This provides a very strong sense in which the M, N POVMs are related: they each contain the same normalized elements with the same total weight, and in particular every element M_i is proportional to some N_j .

The condition (54) is the same as stochastic equivalence [17]. For completeness we describe how it allows stochastic maps between M and N to be constructed. This is most easily done by defining an intermediary POVM S = (S_l)_l with elements S_l = μ_l V (μ_l), where V (μ) = V_M (μ) = V_N (μ) and l is taken to index the μ ∈ Γ. Each M_i corresponds to some particular μ_{l(i)} = M_i/ tr(M_i). We can therefore construct the stochastic map Λ_{l|i} = δ_{l,l(i)} so that S_l = ∑ i Λ_{l|i}M_i. In the other direction, we have Λ_{i|l} =^{tr(Mi)}_{V (μl)} δ_{l,l(i)} so that M_i = ∑ l Λ_{i|l}S_l. Thus we have stochastic equivalence M ↔ S. The same construction can be obtained to find N ↔ S. So finally, composing the relevant maps, we have stochastic equivalence M ↔ S ↔ N.

It only remains to prove the existence of an X̄ of the type assumed above. In fact, almost all X in the space X of traceless Hermitian matrices fit the desired criteria. To see this we consider the complement of the allowed set. Consider the sets χ_k = {X ∈ X | tr(μ_kX) = 0}. It cannot hold that χ_k = X , because this would imply μ_k = 1/d, which is false by assumption μ_k ∈ Γ̄. But since χ_k is the set of solutions of a homogeneous linear equation, it is a linear subspace of X . Since it is not the whole space, it must be a linear subspace of strictly lower dimension (a hyperplane). Similarly, consider the sets χ_{k,k}′ = {X ∈ X | tr((μ_k − μ_k′ )X) = 0} for all k ≠ k^′. Again χ_{k,k}′ ≠ X is not the whole space (this would imply μ_k = μ_k′ ), and is defined by a linear equation, and therefore must be a hyperplane. Each of these hyperplanes is a set of measure zero in X . Now consider the set χ which is the union of all these χ_k and all these χ_{k,k}′ . This is the union of a finite number of sets of measure zero, and so χ also has measure zero. Therefore χ has a nonempty complement. Any element of this complement is a valid choice of X̄. Therefore an X̄ of the desired type exists. In practice one can find a valid X̄ by choosing a traceless Hermitian matrix randomly, and checking numerically a finite number of linear conditions.

This completes the proof.

The proof given here continued to assume finite dimension d and finitely indexed POVM outcome sets. The assumption of finite dimension appeared when the maximally mixed state 1/d was used. However, this step was not necessary, and can be avoided by working directly with

S_M and evaluating derivatives at another point. (Evaluating at 1/d and using D_M , as we have done, simplifies the argument and also clarifies why only the higher derivatives n ≥ 2 are relevant to relating M, N.) But relaxing the d < ∞ assumption also makes it possible that V (μ) = ∞, which introduces some additional complications. The assumption that the POVMs are at least discretely indexed is essential to the present form of the argument—there are only a discrete number of derivatives to work with in (51) for each μ. However the relaxation from finite to countable outcome sets can be pursued, taking care to extend the linear independence of the polynomial constraints to infinite power series constraints. Extending the present results to infinite dimension and arbitrary POVM outcome sets will be a useful topic for continued investigation.

IX. CONCLUDING REMARKS

In this article we investigated several senses in which measurements M, N may be coarser, finer, or equivalent to one another. The result that the stochastic post-processing equivalence N ≡ M is equivalent to both entropy equality S_N = S_M and relative entropy equality D_N = D_M (equalities implied for all states) lends to the conclusion that there is an essentially unique way for POVMs to be physically equivalent. Meanwhile, the results on partial ordering confirm that the stochastic post-processing partial order N ≫ M dominates the entropic orderings: coarseness in the stochastic sense implies coarseness in all other senses, but not necessarily vice versa. These results can both be interpreted in terms of monotones in the resource theory of measurements [22], and fit with the existing heuristics on measurement usefulness [17, 19, 21, 23, 26].

We note several avenues of interest for continued study. Most directly, relaxing the assumptions of finite dimension and discrete outcome sets in the present results will be an important generalizing step. One can also compare the quantum results obtained here to an analogous classical case. Additionally, in light of the fact that S_N ≥ S_N requires a linear relation N ⋑ M, an interesting question is whether meaningful algebraic constraints on the matrix α_{ji} can be identified that are sufficient to ensure the entropy (or relative entropy) inequality. Identification of such constraints could shed light on the nature of entropy-coarser measurements at the POVM element level. Lastly, as mentioned in the introduction, another essential extension is to study the orderings obtained by replacing D → D^α by the α-Renyi divergences. In particular the D^{max} ordering is conjectured to collapse the hierarchy, analogous to (5) and the results of [24–26].

Beyond illuminating the structure of the space of POVMs, we expect the results to be of use as a mathematical tool in ongoing studies of observational entropy in thermodynamics [66, 67], where characterizing coarser/finer measurements can bound coarse-grained entropies in physical systems, and these results can be a useful tool for proving information theoretic properties of statistical mechanical entropies.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

The authors thank Francesco Buscemi and Andreas Winter for helpful discussions. J.S. acknowledges support by MICIN with funding from European Union NextGenerationEU (PRTR-C17.I1) and by Generalitat de Catalunya. J.S. also acknowledges support from the Beatriu de Pinós postdoctoral fellowship under the Catalan Ministry of Research and Universities and EU Horizon 2020 MSCA grant 801370. A. T.-B. received the support of a fellowship from “la Caixa” Foundation (ID 100010434, with fellowship code LCF/BQ/EU21/11890119). Research at Perimeter Institute is supported in part by the Government of Canada through the Department of Innovation, Science and Economic Development Canada and by the Province of Ontario through the Ministry of

Colleges and Universities. D.Š. acknowledges the support from the Institute for Basic Science in Korea (IBS-R024-D1).

[1] E. B. Davies and J. T. Lewis, An operational approach to quantum probability, Comm. Math. Phys. 17, 239 (1970).

[2] E. B. Davies, Quantum theory of open systems (Academic Press, 1976).

[3] K. Kraus, A. Böhm, J. D. Dollard, and W. H. Wootters, eds., States, Effects, and Operations Fundamental Notions of Quantum Theory (Springer, Berlin, Heidelberg, 1983).

[4] A. Holevo, Probabilistic and Statistical Aspects of Quantum Theory, Publications of the Scuola Normale Superiore (Scuola Normale Superiore, 2011).

[5] M. A. Nielsen and I. L. Chuang, Quantum Computation and Quantum Information: 10th Anniversary Edition (Cambridge University Press, 2010).

[6] M. M. Wilde, Quantum Information Theory (Cambridge University Press, 2013) arXiv:1106.1445v8. [7] J. Watrous, The Theory of Quantum Information (Cambridge University Press, 2018). [8] P. Busch, P. Lahti, and P. Mittelstaedt, The Quantum Theory of Measurement, Lecture Notes in Physics Monographs (Springer Berlin Heidelberg, 2008).

[9] G. Chiribella and G. M. D’Ariano, Extremal covariant positive operator valued measures, J. Math. Phys. 45, 4435 (2004), arXiv:quant-ph/0406237 [quant-ph].

[10] C. Hein and G. Ludwig, Foundations of Quantum Mechanics I , Theoretical and Mathematical Physics (Springer Berlin Heidelberg, 2012).

[11] G. Mauro D’Ariano, P. Lo Presti, and P. Perinotti, Classical randomness in quantum measurements, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 38, 5979 (2005), arXiv:quant-ph/0408115 [quant-ph].

[12] G. Chiribella, G. M. D’Ariano, and D. Schlingemann, Barycentric decomposition of quantum measurements in finite dimensions, J. Math. Phys. 51, 022111 (2010), arXiv:0807.4803 [math-ph].

[13] T. Heinosaari and J.-P. Pellonpää, Generalized coherent states and extremal positive operator valued measures, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 45, 244019 (2012), arXiv:1112.4280 [quant-ph].

[14] J.-P. Pellonpää, Complete characterization of extreme quantum observables in infinite dimensions, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 44, 085304 (2011).

[15] G. Sentís, B. Gendra, S. D. Bartlett, and A. C. Doherty, Decomposition of any quantum measurement into extremals, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 46, 375302 (2013), arXiv:1306.0349 [quant-ph].

[16] A. Winter, “Extrinsic“ and “Intrinsic” Data in Quantum Measurements: Asymptotic Convex Decomposition of Positive Operator Valued Measures, Comm. Math. Phys. 244, 157 (2004), arXiv:quant-ph/0109050 [quant-ph].

[17] H. Martens and W. M. de Muynck, Nonideal quantum measurements, Foundations of Physics 20, 255 (1990).

[18] H. Martens and W. M. de Muynck, The inaccuracy principle, Foundations of Physics 20, 357 (1990). [19] F. Buscemi, M. Keyl, G. M. D’Ariano, P. Perinotti, and R. F. Werner, Clean positive operator valued measures, J. Math. Phys. 46, 082109 (2005), arXiv:quant-ph/0505095 [quant-ph].

[20] A. Jencova, Comparison of quantum channels and statistical experiments, (2015), arXiv:1512.07016 [quant-ph].

[21] L. Leppäjärvi and M. Sedlák, Postprocessing of quantum instruments, Phys. Rev. A 103, 022615 (2021), arXiv:2010.15816 [quant-ph].

[22] T. Guff, N. A. McMahon, Y. R. Sanders, and A. Gilchrist, A resource theory of quantum measurements, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 54, 225301 (2021), arXiv:1902.08490 [quant-ph].

[23] E. Haapasalo and J.-P. Pellonpää, Optimal quantum observables, J. Math. Phys. 58, 122104 (2017), arXiv:1705.03636 [quant-ph].

[24] F. Buscemi, Reverse data-processing theorems and computational second laws, in Reality and Measurement in Algebraic Quantum Theory, edited by M. Ozawa, J. Butterfield, H. Halvorson, M. Rédei, Y. Kitajima, and F. Buscemi (Springer Singapore, Singapore, 2018) pp. 135–159, arXiv:1607.08335 [quant-ph].

[25] F. Buscemi, Degradable channels, less noisy channels, and quantum statistical morphisms: an equivalence relation, Probl. Inf. Transm. 52, 201 (2016), arXiv:1511.08893 [quant-ph].

[26] P. Skrzypczyk and N. Linden, Robustness of Measurement, Discrimination Games, and Accessible Information, Phys. Rev. Lett. 122, 140403 (2019), arXiv:1809.02570 [quant-ph].

[27] P. Lipka-Bartosik and P. Skrzypczyk, Operational advantages provided by nonclassical teleportation, Phys. Rev. Res. 2, 023029 (2020), arXiv:1908.05107 [quant-ph].

[28] P. Lipka-Bartosik, A. F. Ducuara, T. Purves, and P. Skrzypczyk, Operational Significance of the Quantum Resource Theory of Buscemi Nonlocality, PRX Quantum 2, 020301 (2021), arXiv:2010.04585 [quant-ph].

[29] E. Haapasalo, T. Heinosaari, and T. Miyadera, The unavoidable information flow to environment in quantum measurements, J. Math. Phys. 59, 082106 (2018), arXiv:1710.08681 [quant-ph].

[30] G. Kimura, K. Nuida, and H. Imai, Distinguishability measures and entropies for general probabilistic theories, Rep. Math. Phys. 66, 175 (2010), arXiv:0910.0994 [quant-ph].

[31] Y. Kuramochi, Minimal sufficient positive-operator valued measure on a separable Hilbert space, J. Math. Phys. 56, 102205 (2015), arXiv:1506.07288 [quant-ph].

[32] M. Dall’Arno, G. M. D’Ariano, and M. F. Sacchi, Purification of noisy quantum measurements, Phys. Rev. A 82, 042315 (2010), arXiv:1009.3127 [quant-ph].

[33] M. M. Wilde, P. Hayden, F. Buscemi, and M.-H. Hsieh, The information-theoretic costs of simulating quantum measurements, J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 45, 453001 (2012), arXiv:1206.4121 [quant-ph].

[34] S. Watanabe, Private and quantum capacities of more capable and less noisy quantum channels, Phys. Rev. A 85, 012326 (2012), arXiv:1110.5746 [quant-ph].

[35] D. Farenick, R. Floricel, and S. Plosker, Approximately clean quantum probability measures, J. Math. Phys. 54, 052201 (2013), arXiv:1811.11857 [quant-ph].

[36] M. Oszmaniec, L. Guerini, P. Wittek, and A. Acín, Simulating Positive-Operator-Valued Measures with Projective Measurements, Phys. Rev. Lett. 119, 190501 (2017), arXiv:1609.06139 [quant-ph].

[37] L. Guerini, J. Bavaresco, M. Terra Cunha, and A. Acín, Operational framework for quantum measurement simulability, J. Math. Phys. 58, 092102 (2017), arXiv:1705.06343 [quant-ph].

[38] R. Nasser, Characterizations of two channel orderings: Input-degradedness and the shannon ordering, IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory 64, 6759 (2018).

[39] T. Heinosaari and Y. Kuramochi, Post-processing minimal joint observables, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 52, 065301 (2019), arXiv:1808.10222 [quant-ph].

[40] T. Heinosaari, M. A. Jivulescu, and I. Nechita, Order preserving maps on quantum measurements, Quantum 6, 853 (2022), arXiv:2202.00725 [quant-ph].

[41] C. E. Shannon, A note on a partial ordering for communication channels, Inf. Control 1, 390 (1958). [42] D. Blackwell, Equivalent Comparisons of Experiments, Ann. Math. Stat. 24, 265 (1953). [43] A. Winter and S. Massar, Compression of quantum-measurement operations, Phys. Rev. A 64, 012311 (2001), arXiv:quant-ph/0012128 [quant-ph].

[44] J. Körner and K. Marton, Comparison of two noisy channels, in Colloquia Mathematica Societatis János Bolyai: 16. Topics in Information Theory (North-Holland Publishing Co., 1975).

[45] F. Buscemi, Comparison of quantum statistical models: Equivalent conditions for sufficiency, Comm. Math. Phys. 310, 625 (2010), arXiv:1004.3794 [quant-ph].

[46] P. Bergmans, Random coding theorem for broadcast channels with degraded components, IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory 19, 197 (1973).

[47] A. El Gamal, Broadcast channels with and without feedback, in 1977 11th Asilomar Conference on Circuits, Systems and Computers, 1977. Conference Record. (1977) pp. 180–183.

[48] F. Buscemi, N. Datta, and S. Strelchuk, Game-theoretic characterization of antidegradable channels, J. Math. Phys. 55, 092202 (2014), arXiv:1404.0277 [quant-ph].

[49] E. Torgersen, Comparison of Statistical Experiments, Encyclopedia of Mathematics and its Applications (Cambridge University Press, 1991).

[50] E. Shmaya, Comparison of information structures and completely positive maps, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 38, 9717 (2005), arXiv:quant-ph/0410233 [quant-ph].

[51] F. Buscemi, Comparison of noisy channels and reverse data-processing theorems, in 2017 IEEE Information Theory Workshop (ITW) (2017) pp. 489–493, arXiv:1803.02945 [cs.IT].

[52] G. Gour, D. Jennings, F. Buscemi, R. Duan, and I. Marvian, Quantum majorization and a complete set of entropic conditions for quantum thermodynamics, Nat. Commun. 9, 5352 (2018), arXiv:1708.04302 [quant-ph].

[53] Z.-W. Liu and A. Winter, Resource theories of quantum channels and the universal role of resource

erasure, (2019), arXiv:1904.04201 [quant-ph].

[54] P. Skrzypczyk, I. Šupić, and D. Cavalcanti, All Sets of Incompatible Measurements give an Advantage

in Quantum State Discrimination, Phys. Rev. Lett. 122, 130403 (2019), arXiv:1901.00816 [quant-ph]. [55] A. Jencova, A general theory of comparison of quantum channels (and beyond),

IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory 67, 3945 (2021), arXiv:2002.04240 [quant-ph].

[56] C. Hirche, C. Rouzé, and D. Stilck França, On contraction coefficients, partial orders and approximation

of capacities for quantum channels, Quantum 6, 862 (2022), arXiv:2011.05949 [quant-ph]. [57] A. F. C. Gomes and M. A. T. Figueiredo, Orders between Channels and Implications for Partial

Information Decomposition, Entropy 25, 975 (2023), arXiv:2305.06021 [cs.IT].

[58] F. Buscemi, K. Kobayashi, and S. Minagawa, A complete and operational resource theory of measurement sharpness, (2023), arXiv:2303.07737 [quant-ph].

[59] J. Cohen, J. Kemperman, and G. Zbăganu, Comparisons of Stochastic Matrices, with Applications in Information Theory, Statistics, Economics, and Population Sciences, Comparisons of Stochastic Matrices, with Applications in Information Theory, Statistics, Economics, and Population Sciences (Birkhäuser, 1998).

[60] C. E. Shannon, A mathematical theory of communication, The Bell System Technical Journal 27, 379 (1948). [61] S. Kullback and R. A. Leibler, On Information and Sufficiency,

The Annals of Mathematical Statistics 22, 79 (1951).

[62] T. M. Cover and J. A. Thomas, Elements of Information Theory (Wiley Series in Telecommunications and Signal Processing)

(Wiley-Interscience, USA, 2006).

[63] D. Šafránek, J. M. Deutsch, and A. Aguirre, Quantum coarse-grained entropy and thermodynamics,

Phys. Rev. A 99, 010101 (2019), arXiv:1707.09722 [quant-ph].

[64] D. Šafránek, J. M. Deutsch, and A. Aguirre, Quantum coarse-grained entropy and thermalization in

closed systems, Phys. Rev. A 99, 012103 (2019), arXiv:1803.00665 [quant-ph].

[65] D. Šafránek, A. Aguirre, and J. M. Deutsch, Classical dynamical coarse-grained entropy and comparison

with the quantum version, Phys. Rev. E 102, 032106 (2020), arXiv:1905.03841 [cond-mat.stat-mech]. [66] D. Šafránek, A. Aguirre, J. Schindler, and J. M. Deutsch, A Brief Introduction to Observational Entropy, Found. Phys. 51, 101 (2021), arXiv:2008.04409 [quant-ph].

[67] P. Strasberg and A. Winter, First and second law of quantum thermodynamics: A consistent derivation

based on a microscopic definition of entropy, PRX Quantum 2, 030202 (2021).

[68] F. Hiai and D. Petz, The proper formula for relative entropy and its asymptotics in quantum probability,

Commun. Math. Phys. 143, 99 (1991).

[69] V. Vedral, M. B. Plenio, K. Jacobs, and P. L. Knight, Statistical inference, distinguishability of quantum

states, and quantum entanglement, Phys. Rev. A 56, 4452 (1997), arXiv:quant-ph/9703025 [quant-ph]. [70] M. Hayashi, Asymptotics of quantum relative entropy from a representation theoretical viewpoint,

J. Phys. A Math. Gen. 34, 3413 (2001), arXiv:quant-ph/9704040 [quant-ph].

[71] A. Wehrl, On the relation between classical and quantum-mechanical entropy,

Reports on Mathematical Physics 16, 353 (1979).

[72] A. Riera-Campeny, A. Sanpera, and P. Strasberg, Quantum systems correlated with a finite bath: Nonequilibrium dynamics and thermodynamics, PRX Quantum 2, 010340 (2021), arXiv:2008.02184 [quant-ph].

[73] P. Strasberg, M. García Díaz, and A. Riera-Campeny, Clausius inequality for finite baths reveals

universal efficiency improvements, Phys. Rev. E 104, L022103 (2021), arXiv:2012.03262 [quant-ph]. [74] L. Amadei, H. Liu, and A. Perez, Unitarity and information in quantum gravity: a simple example,

Front. Astron. Space Sci. 8, 46 (2021), arXiv:1912.09750 [gr-qc].

[75] R. Hamazaki, Speed Limits for Macroscopic Transitions, PRX Quantum 3, 020319 (2022),

arXiv:2110.09716 [cond-mat.stat-mech].

[76] D. Faiez, D. Šafránek, J. M. Deutsch, and A. Aguirre, Typical and extreme entropies of long-lived

isolated quantum systems, Phys. Rev. A 101, 052101 (2020), arXiv:1908.07083 [quant-ph]. [77] R. Modak and S. Aravinda, Observational entropic study of Anderson localization,

arXiv:2209.10273 [quant-ph] (2022), preprint.

[78] A. Stokes, Nonconjugate quantum subsystems, Phys. Rev. E 106, 034111 (2022),

arXiv:2106.11017 [quant-ph].

[79] P. Strasberg, Quantum Stochastic Thermodynamics: Foundations and Selected Applications (Oxford

University Press, 2022).

[80] P. Strasberg, A. Winter, J. Gemmer, and J. Wang, Classicality, Markovianity and local detailed balance from pure state dynamics, arXiv:2209.07977 [quant-ph] (2022), preprint.

[81] D. Šafránek, D. Rosa, and F. Binder, Work extraction from unknown quantum sources, arXiv:2209.11076 [quant-ph] (2022), preprint.

[82] S. PG, R. Modak, and S. Aravinda, Witnessing quantum chaos using observational entropy, arXiv:2212.01585 [quant-ph] (2022), preprint.

[83] X. Zhou, Dynamical behavior of quantum correlation entropy under the noisy quantum channel for multiqubit systems, Int. J. Theor. Phys. 62, 23 (2023).

[84] M. Piani, Relative Entropy of Entanglement and Restricted Measurements, Phys. Rev. Lett. 103, 160504 (2009), arXiv:0904.2705 [quant-ph].

[85] F. Buscemi, J. Schindler, and D. Šafránek, Observational entropy, coarse quantum states, and Petz recovery: information-theoretic properties and bounds, arXiv:2209.03803 [quant-ph] (2022), preprint.

[86] X. Zhou and Z.-J. Zheng, Relations between the quantum correlation entropy and quantum discord for X-states in multipartite systems, EPJ Plus 137, 625 (2022).

[87] X. Zhou and Z.-J. Zheng, Relations between the observational entropy and Rényi information measures, Quantum Inf. Processing 21, 228 (2022).

[88] D. Šafránek and D. Rosa, Expectation values from any quantum measurement, arXiv:2301.10428 [quant-ph] (2023), preprint.

[89] J. Schindler, D. Šafránek, and A. Aguirre, Quantum correlation entropy, Phys. Rev. A 102, 052407 (2020), arXiv:2005.05408 [quant-ph].

[90] J. Schindler and A. Winter, Continuity bounds on observational entropy and measured relative entropies, J. Math. Phys. 64, 092201 (2023), arXiv:2302.00400 [quant-ph].

[91] J. von Neumann, Proof of the ergodic theorem and the H-theorem in quantum mechanics. Translation of: Beweis des Ergodensatzes und des H-Theorems in der neuen Mechanik, EPJ H 35, 201 (2010), arXiv:1003.2133 [physics.hist-ph].

[92] N. G. Van Kampen, Quantum statistics of irreversible processes, Physica 20, 603 (1954). [93] J. von Neumann, Mathematical Foundations of Quantum Mechanics (Princeton University Press, 1955).

[94] A. Wehrl, General properties of entropy, Rev. Mod. Phys. 50, 221 (1978).

[95] B. Coecke, T. Fritz, and R. W. Spekkens, A mathematical theory of resources, Inf. Comp. 250, 59 (2016), quantum Physics and Logic, arXiv:1902.08490 [quant-ph].

[96] D. Šafránek and J. Thingna, Quantifying information extraction using generalized quantum measurements, Phys. Rev. A 108, 032413 (2023), arXiv:2007.07246 [quant-ph].

[97] K. M. R. Audenaert and J. Eisert, Continuity bounds on the quantum relative entropy, J. Math. Phys. 46, 102104 (2005), arXiv:quant-ph/0503218 [quant-ph].

[98] R. A. Horn and C. R. Johnson, Matrix Analysis (Cambridge University Press, 1985).