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Abstract

Supermaps between quantum channels (completely positive trace-preserving (CPTP)

maps of matrix algebras) were introduced in [Chiribella et al., EPL 83(3) (2008)]. In this

work we generalise to supermaps between channels of any type; by channels we mean CPTP

maps of finite-dimensional C∗-algebras. Channels include POVMs, quantum instruments,

classically controlled families of quantum channels, classical channels, quantum multimeters,

and more. We show that deterministic supermaps between channels of any type can be

realised using simple circuits, recovering the previous realisation theorems of [Chiribella et

al., EPL 83(3) (2008)] (for deterministic supermaps between quantum channels) and [Bluhm

et al. (2024)] (for deterministic supermaps between quantum multimeters) as special cases.

To prove this realisation theorem we use the graphical calculus of the 2-category of finite-

dimensional 2-Hilbert spaces; the paper includes an accessible and elementary introduction

to this graphical calculus, and no prior knowledge of category theory is expected of the

reader.

1 Introduction

1.1 Some key concepts

Channels. In this work we will consider operations that take in a classical input and a quan-

tum input, and produce a classical output and a quantum output. These operations, called

channels, include POVMs, quantum instruments, classically controlled families of quantum

channels, classical channels, quantum multimeters, and more.

Mathematically, we define a channel to be a completely positive trace-preserving (CPTP)

map) N : A → B between finite-dimensional C∗-algebras A,B. To understand how the math-

ematical definition relates to the operational definition, recall that every finite-dimensional

C∗-algebra is a multimatrix algebra, i.e. a direct sum of matrix algebras. We therefore have

isomorphisms

A ∼=
⊕
x∈X

B(Hx) B ∼=
⊕
y∈Y

B(Ky)

where X,Y are finite sets, {Hx | x ∈ X}, {Ky | y ∈ Y } are indexed families of finite-dimensional

Hilbert spaces, and B(Hx) is the algebra of operators (i.e. the matrix algebra) on the Hilbert

space Hx.

A state (trace-1 positive element) of the algebra A is precisely determined by:
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• A probability distribution {px}x∈X over the finite set X.

• For each x ∈ X, a quantum state (i.e. a density matrix) ρx ∈ B(Hx).

Intuitively, such a state can be thought of as the result of a quantum measurement. The outcome

x ∈ X is measured with some probability, giving the distribution {px}, and the quantum state

ρx ∈ B(Hx) is the state resulting from the measurement if the outcome x is obtained. Note

that there is here no requirement for the Hilbert spaces {Hx}x∈X to be identical.

A channel N : A → B can be interpreted as follows. The input to the channel is a state

ρ ∈ A; namely, a probability distribution {px}x∈X over classical information from the set x ∈ X,

which should be interpreted as a classical control for the channel, and associated quantum states

ρx ∈ B(Hx). If the classical control x ∈ X is received, a measurement on the associated state

ρx is performed, with outcome set Y . If the outcome y ∈ Y occurs, the quantum state resulting

from the measurement lies in B(Ky). Altogether, the state of the algebra B resulting from this

operation is precisely N (ρ) ∈ B.

Here are some simple examples:

• For any finite-dimensional C∗-algebra A, a channel of type C → A is precisely a state of

A.

• A channel of type B(H) → ⊕x∈XC is precisely a positive operator-valued measurement

(POVM) with outcome set X. More generally, a channel of type B(H) → ⊕x∈XB(K) is

a (finite) quantum instrument, as defined in [Gud23].

• A channel of type B(H) → B(K) is precisely a quantum channel (CPTP map) be-

tween the Hilbert spaces H,K, as ordinarily defined. More generally, a channel of type

⊕x∈XB(H) → B(K) is a classically controlled family of quantum channels between the

Hilbert spaces H,K.

• A channel of type ⊕x∈XC → ⊕y∈Y C is precisely a |X| × |Y | stochastic matrix. This was

described as a ‘finite discrete memoryless’ classical channel in [Sha56]; here we will just

call it a classical channel.

Supermaps. In the seminal paper [CDP08] transformations between quantum channels were

considered, there called quantum supermaps. By ‘between quantum channels’, we mean that

that paper focused only on supermaps which map channels of type B(Hin) → B(Hout) to

channels of type B(Kin) → B(Kout), where Hin, Hout,Kin,Kout are finite-dimensional Hilbert

spaces. Briefly, the results of [CDP08] can be summarised as follows:

1. Based on physical considerations, an abstract mathematical definition of a supermap

between quantum channels was presented.

2. It was shown that any such supermap can be realised operationally using a simple cir-

cuit [CDP08, Thm. 1]; we will call such a result a ‘realisation theorem’.

This result has had applications in many areas where quantum channels are transformed or

compared, such as cloning [BDPS14], storage and retrieval of quantum channels [SBZ19], quan-

tum resource theories [CG19] and error correction [WLWL24]. One key application has been

to use the realisation theorem together with semidefinite programming to optimise protocols

such as processing reversible quantum channels (including cloning) [BDPS14], isometry adjoin-

tation [YSM24], computation of quantum correlations [TPKBA24], and more.
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As we have said, the paper [CDP08] only considered transformations between quantum

channels, i.e. from channels of type B(Hin) → B(Hout) to channels of type B(Kin) → B(Kout).

The results therefore do not apply to channels of any type. This leaves us unable to answer

simple questions about supermaps between other types of channel, such as:

What is the most general physical transformation which turns a measurement (POVM)

on a given Hilbert space into a state of some other Hilbert space, and how can it be

realised?

The need for generalisation was also highlighted by recent work on transformations between

quantum multimeters [BLN24]. These multimeters are measurement apparata which take in a

quantum state together with a classical control; the classical control determines the POVM to

be performed on the state. In fact, a quantum multimeter is a channel⊕
x∈X

B(H) → C⊕n,

where H is the Hilbert space of the state to be measured, n is the number of possible measure-

ment outcomes and X is the index set for the classical control. Using an ad hoc argument the

authors of [BLN24] were able to prove a realisation theorem for supermaps between quantum

multimeters.

1.2 Our results

A realisation theorem for supermaps between channels of any type. This raises the

question of whether there is a realisation theorem which holds for supermaps between channels

of any type, recovering the known results from [CDP08,BLN24] as special cases. In this paper

we prove such a theorem.

Similarly to both those works, the basis for our definition of supermaps between channels of

any type is a generalisation of Choi’s theorem. This result (which we will recall more formally

in Section 2.2) says that

for finite-dimensional C∗-algebras A,B, there is a bijection (in fact, an isomorphism

of convex cones) between completely positive (CP) maps A → B and positive ele-

ments of a certain finite-dimensional C∗-algebra which we will call Hom(A,B). This

bijection exchanges channels (i.e. trace-preserving CP maps) with positive elements

obeying a certain partial trace condition which we will call (TP).

A formal, mathematical definition of a supermap between channels of any type can then be

given as follows.

Definition 1.1. Let A,B,C,D be f.d. C∗-algebras. A deterministic supermap from channels of

type A → B to channels of type C → D is a completely positive map Hom(A,B) → Hom(C,D)

which maps positive elements obeying (TP) to positive elements obeying (TP).

The justification for this definition is exactly as given in the introduction of [CDP08]. A

deterministic supermap might also be called a completely positive trace-preserving-preserving

map.

The main result of this paper is the following realisation theorem for these deterministic

supermaps.
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Theorem 1.2. Consider the finite-dimensional C∗-algebras

A :=
⊕
i∈I

B(Hin,i) B :=
⊕
j∈J

B(Hout,j)

C :=
⊕
k∈K

B(Kin,k) D :=
⊕
l∈L

B(Kout,l),

where {Hin,i}i∈I , {Hout,j}j∈J , {Kin,k}k∈K , {Kout,l}l∈L are finite sets of f.d. Hilbert spaces.

Let S be any deterministic supermap which transforms channels of type A → B to channels

of type C → D. Then there exists

• a Hilbert space P of dimension at most

max
i∈I,k∈K

(dim(Hin,i) dim(Kin,k)) ,

• a channel

E : C → A⊗B(P ),

• and a channel

G :
⊕
i∈I
k∈K

B ⊗B(P ) → D,

such that the supermap may be realised operationally as follows. Let F : A → B be any channel.

Then S(F) : C → D is described by the following circuit:

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

(1)

The circuit should be read from left to right; we describe it in words now.

1. The input to the channel S(F) is a state of type C: a probability distribution over classical

data k ∈ K and associated quantum states ρk ∈ B(Kin,k).

2. The classical data k ∈ K is copied.

3. One copy of the classical data k ∈ K, together with the associated state ρk, are given as

input to the channel E .

4. The measurement outcome i ∈ I resulting from the channel E is copied.

5. One copy of i ∈ I, together with the associated state of B(Hin,i) output by the channel

E , is given as input to the channel F .

6. All the classical measurement outcomes i ∈ I, j ∈ J, k ∈ K, together with the state of

B(Hout,j)⊗B(P ) output by the previous channels, are given as input to the channel G.

7. The output is a state of type D: a probability distribution over classical measurement

outcomes l ∈ L and associated quantum states σl ∈ B(Kout,l).
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To illustrate the theorem we will now give some examples. We will begin by recovering the

results of [CDP08,BLN24].

Example 1 (Quantum channels to quantum channels). We begin by recovering the realisation

theorem of [CDP08]. Let

A := B(Hin) B := B(Hout) C := B(Kin) D := B(Kout)

In this case all the classical information is trivial and the circuit reduces to

which is precisely the circuit in [CDP08, Fig. 1], where the ancilla output by G is discarded.

Example 2 (Multimeters to multimeters). We now recover the realisation theorem of [BLN24].

Let

A :=
⊕
i∈I

B(H) B :=
⊕
j∈J

C C :=
⊕
k∈K

B(K) D :=
⊕
l∈L

C

In this case the circuit reduces to

which is precisely the circuit in [BLN24, Fig. 5].

Example 3 (POVMs to quantum states). We will now answer the question posed earlier in

the introduction: what is the most general supermap which maps POVMs to quantum states?

Let

A := B(H) B :=
⊕
j∈J

C C := C D := B(K)

The circuit then reduces to

and we see that the most general way to transform POVMs into quantum states is to create a

bipartite quantum state, perform the POVM on one of the parts, and use the outcome of the

POVM to control a quantum channel on the remainder.
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Example 4 (Quantum states to POVMs). Going the other way, one might ask what is the

most general way to transform a quantum state into a POVM. Let:

A := C B := B(H) C := B(K) D :=
⊕
l∈L

C

The circuit then reduces to

and we see that the most general way to transform a quantum state into a POVM is to perform

a bipartite POVM on the state together with the system to be measured.

Example 5 (Classical channels to quantum channels). What is the most general way to trans-

form a classical channel into a quantum channel? Let:

A :=
⊕
i∈I

C B :=
⊕
j∈J

C C := B(H) D := B(K)

The circuit then reduces to

and we see that the most general way to transform a classical channel into a quantum channel

is to perform a quantum instrument whose quantum output lies in some Hilbert space P of

dimension at most dim(H), copy the measurement outcome, use the classical channel to post-

process one copy, and then use the measurement outcome and its postprocessed counterpart as

controls on some quantum channel B(P ) → B(K).

Example 6 (Quantum channels to classical channels). What is the most general way to trans-

form a quantum channel into a classical channel? Let

A := B(H) B := B(K) C :=
⊕
k∈K

C D :=
⊕
l∈L

C

The circuit then reduces to
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and we see that the most general way to transform a quantum channel into a classical channel

is to copy the classical input, use one copy to control a bipartite quantum state initialisation,

put one part of the initialised bipartite state through the channel, and then perform a POVM

controlled by the remaining copy of the classical input.

We leave the entertainment of discovering further examples to the reader.

Future applications. As we discussed already, supermaps between quantum channels have

found applications in many areas of mathematics and physics. Possessing a realisation theorem

for deterministic supermaps between channels of any type allows us to extend these applications.

In particular, any protocol transforming, comparing, approximating, programming or simulating

a channel of any type can be decomposed and optimised analogously to the case of quantum

channels using a semidefinite programming approach. We leave these applications for future

work.

1.3 The structure of the the paper

The remainder of this paper will be devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.2.

Our strategy for proving this is quite straightforward. We take the original proof for su-

permaps between quantum channels given in [CDP08]; we formulate it using the diagrammatic

calculus of the 2-category 2FHilb of finite-dimensional 2-Hilbert spaces; and thereby gener-

alise it to supermaps between channels of any type. We propose this as a broadly applicable

method of turning results about quantum channels into results about channels of any type; for

another example of a similar approach see [Ver24], which used 2FHilb to generalise quantum

teleportation and dense coding protocols.

In Section 2 we give a short and self-contained introduction to the diagrammatic calculus of

2FHilb, and a review of the diagrammatic representation of the generalised Stinespring’s and

Choi’s theorems.

In Section 3 we present the proof of Theorem 1.2.

1.4 Acknowledgements

RA was supported by the Additional Funding Programme for Mathematical Sciences, delivered

by EPSRC (EP/V521917/1) and the Heilbronn Institute for Mathematical Research. DV was

supported by the European Research Council (ERC) under the European Union’s Horizon 2020

research and innovation program (Grant Agreement No. 817581).

2 Background

2.1 An introduction to the diagrammatic calculus

The diagrammatic calculus we present in this paper is, formally, the diagrammatic calculus

of the 2-category 2FHilb of finite-dimensional (f.d.) 2-Hilbert spaces [Bae97]. This graphical

calculus was first proposed for application to quantum information theory in [Vic12a,Vic12b];

for further work in this direction see e.g. [RV19,Ver24,CLV24]. A full and accessible introduction

to 2FHilb and its graphical calculus, and to category theory more generally, can be found in

the book [HV19]. Accessible introductions are also given in [RV19,Ver24]; these provide further

details and may help the reader if our exposition is at any point unclear.

7



In order to make our exposition accessible to a broad audience, we will avoid discussion

of category theory altogether and simply introduce the diagrammatic calculus of 2FHilb as

a way to depict indexed families of linear maps, following the approach taken in [RV19]. We

would not recommend working with the graphical calculus without understanding its categorical

underpinnings (for this see e.g. [HV19, §8]), but our elementary overview should be sufficient

for the reader to understand our proof.

2.1.1 Interpreting 2-morphism diagrams

The essential difference between the diagrammatic calculus we will use in this paper and the

well-known calculus of tensor diagrams (a.k.a. wire diagrams or string diagrams) (described in

e.g. [CK17, Chap. 4]) is that the diagrams here include planar regions which are connected by

the wires. We call such diagrams 2-morphism diagrams. Here is an example:

(2)

While tensor diagrams represent linear maps, 2-morphism diagrams represent indexed families

of linear maps. We will shortly explain how to interpret these diagrams, but will first discuss

their basic constituents: planar regions, wires and boxes.

Regions and objects. The planar regions in a 2-morphism diagram are labelled by index

sets. We write [n] for the set {1, . . . , n}, where n ∈ N; all our index sets are sets of this type. If

a region is labelled by [1] it will be invisible in the graphical calculus.

We can compose planar regions in only one way: by layering them in front of each other.

We will use the notation ⊠ for this composition, where the plane at the back is on the left of the

product symbol and the plane at the front is on the right of the product symbol. For instance,

suppose we have a planar region labelled by [m] and a planar region labelled by [n]; then we

can draw the planar region [m]⊠ [n], depicted as follows:

In the language of category theory, any planar region, or more generally any composition of

planar regions, is called an object.

1-morphisms. 1-morphisms are maps from one object to another. In the graphical calculus

they are depicted as wires which travel up the page and join an object on the left of the wire —

the source — to an object on the right of the wire — the target. Every 1-morphism represents
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an indexed family of f.d. Hilbert spaces; these families are indexed by the index sets labelling

the planar regions in the source and target. We say that a 1-morphism is of type O1 → O2,

where O1 is the source and O2 is the target. For instance, consider the following 1-morphism:

This 1-morphism H is of type [m]⊠ [n] → [o]. The planar regions in the source and target have

index sets [m], [n] and [o]. The 1-morphism therefore represents an indexed family of Hilbert

spaces {Hmno}m,n,o∈[m]×[n]×[o].

Note that 1-morphism wires are drawn with a solid black line, whereas the other lines in

the diagram, which only serve to indicate the position of the planar regions, are dashed. This

convention will be used throughout this work.

We can compose 1-morphisms in two ways. Firstly, we can layer them in front of each

other, just like planar regions. We again use the ⊠ notation for this composition. For instance,

suppose we have a 1-morphism H : [m] → [n] and a 1-morphism K : [p] → [q]; then we can

form the composition H ⊠K : [m]⊠ [p] → [n]⊠ [q], depicted as follows:

:=

The composition H ⊠K again represents a family of Hilbert spaces

{(H ⊠K)mnpq}m,n,p,q∈[m]×[n]×[p]×[q]

indexed by the surrounding planar regions. These Hilbert spaces are defined using the tensor

product:

(H ⊠K)mnpq := Hmn ⊗Kpq

The other way we can compose 1-morphisms is as follows. Suppose we have two 1-morphisms

H : O1 → O2 and K : O2 → O3. Since the object on the right of H is the same as the object

on the left of K, we can compose the wires ‘horizontally’, across the object O2. We will use the

notation ⊗ for this composition. Suppose for example that O1 := [m], O2 := [n] and O3 := [o];

then H ⊗K : [m] → [o] is depicted as follows:

:=

Again, the composition H ⊗K represents a family of Hilbert spaces

{(H ⊗K)mo}m,o∈[m]×[o]

indexed by the planar regions of the source and target. These Hilbert spaces are defined using

the tensor product and direct sum:

(H ⊗K)mo :=
⊕
n∈[n]

Hmn ⊗Kno
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Direct sum of 1-morphisms. We have mentioned that there are two ways to compose 1-

morphisms in a general 2-category. Because of the linear structure of 2FHilb, it possesses a

third type of composition which we will discuss now.

Suppose that H and K are 1-morphisms of the same type; for example, suppose that H,K :

[m] → [n]. Then we can take the direct sum H ⊕ K : [m] → [n]. Again, this 1-morphism

represents an indexed family of Hilbert spaces

{(H ⊕K)mn}m,n∈[m]×[n].

These Hilbert spaces are defined using the componentwise direct sum in the obvious way:

(H ⊕K)mn := Hmn ⊕Kmn (3)

2-morphisms. 2-morphisms are maps from one 1-morphism to another. The two 1-morphisms

must have the same type. In the graphical calculus 2-morphisms are depicted as boxes. The

source 1-morphism enters at the bottom of the box, and the target 1-morphism leaves at the

top of the box. We say that the box is of type H → K, where H is the source 1-morphism and

K is the target 1-morphism. 2-morphisms represent indexed families of linear maps, indexed

by the planar regions which are the source and target of the source and target 1-morphisms.

For example, suppose we have two 1-morphisms H,K : [m] ⊠ [n] → [o]. Since these 1-

morphisms are of the same type, we can have a 2-morphism f : H → K between them. This

2-morphism is depicted as a box:

The reader will see that the 1-morphism H enters in at the bottom of the box, and the 1-

morphism K leaves at the top. Notice that the box has a red square in the bottom-right corner

of the front face; this notation allows us to easily depict the dagger, transpose and conjugate

of a 2-morphism, as we will explain shortly. Since the 1-morphisms have source [m] ⊠ [n] and

target [o], the 2-morphism f represents an indexed family of linear maps:

f := {fmno : Hmno → Kmno}m,n,o∈[m]×[n]×[o]

We can compose 2-morphisms in three ways. Firstly, we can layer them in front of each other.

We use the notation ⊠ for this composition. Suppose for example that we have wires H,K :

[m] → [n] and L,M : [o] → [p], and boxes f : H → K and g : L → M . Then we obtain a box

f ⊠ g : H ⊠ L → K ⊠M :

:=

Here we have flattened the boxes on the right hand side; this is because they each have only

one plane touching at the left and right, so there is no need to make them three-dimensional.
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We will do this frequently later on. As discussed above, this composition of boxes represents

an indexed family of linear maps

{(f ⊠ g)mnop : Hmn ⊗ Lop → Kmn ⊗Mop}m,n,o,p∈[m]×[n]×[o]×[p].

These linear maps are defined using the tensor product:

(f ⊠ g)mnop := fmn ⊗ gop

Secondly, we can compose 2-morphisms ‘horizontally’, provided the types of the 1-morphisms

match (what we mean by this will be clarified by the example). We use the notation ⊗ for

this composition. Suppose for example that we have 1-morphisms H,K : [m] → [n] and

L,M : [n] → [o], and boxes f : H → K and g : L → M . Since the target of the 1-morphisms

H,K is the same as the source of the 1-morphisms L,M , we can compose the boxes across that

object to obtain a 2-morphism f ⊗ g : H ⊗ L → K ⊗M :

:=

This composition represents an indexed family of linear maps

{(f ⊗ g)mo :
⊕
n∈[n]

Hmn ⊗ Lno →
⊕
n∈[n]

Kmn ⊗Mno}m,o∈[m]×[o].

These linear maps are defined using the tensor product and direct sum:

(f ⊗ g)mo :=
⊕
n∈[n]

fmn ⊗ gno

Third, we can compose 2-morphisms ‘vertically’, provided that the source of one 2-morphism

is identical with the target of the other. We use the notation ◦ for this composition. Suppose

for example that we have 1-morphisms H,K,L : [m] → [n] and 2-morphisms f : H → K and

g : K → L. Then we can form the vertical composition g ◦ f : H → L:

:=

This composition represents a family of linear maps

{(g ◦ f)mn : Hmn → Lmn}m,n∈[m]×[n]

indexed by the adjoining planar regions. These are defined using ordinary composition of linear

maps:

(g ◦ f)mn := gmn ◦ fmn

We finish by mentioning identity 2-morphisms. Let O1, O2 be objects and H : O1 → O2 be

a 1-morphism. We write idH : H → H for the identity 2-morphism on H. This 2-morphism

represents a family of linear maps indexed by the planar regions in O1, O2, all of which are the

identity map. Identity 2-morphisms are invisible in the graphical calculus.
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Direct sum of 2-morphisms. The linear structure of 2FHilb gives rise to another compo-

sition of 2-morphisms. Let H,K,L be 1-morphisms of the same type, and let f : H → K and

g : H → L be 2-morphisms. Then there is a 2-morphism

f ⊕ g : H → K ⊕ L

given by the componentwise direct sum of linear maps. For example, suppose that H,K,L :

[m] → [n]; then f ⊕ g represents a family of linear maps

{(f ⊕ g)mn}m,n∈[m]×[n]

defined by

(f ⊕ g)mn :=

(
fmn

gmn

)
: Hmn → Kmn ⊕ Lmn, (4)

where we have used matrix notation to express the linear map Hmn → Kmn ⊕ Lmn obtained

from the linear maps fmn : Hmn → Kmn and gmn : Hmn → Lmn by the universal property of

the direct sum.

Interpretation. We can now explain how to interpret a general 2-morphism diagram. The

simple rule to follow is that a 2-morphism diagram represents a family of linear maps indexed

by the open planar regions in the diagram, while the index sets for closed planar regions are

summed over. This is probably best seen by example. Let us revisit the example of a 2-morphism

given above:

Based on what we have said above we can analyse this diagram. There are five different planar

regions in the diagram, with index sets [m], [n], [o], [p], [q]. There are four wires of the following

types:

H : [n]⊠ [m] → [p]⊠ [q] K : [n]⊠ [m] → [o]

L : [o] → [p]⊠ [q] M : [n]⊠ [m] → [p]⊠ [q]

These four wires represent indexed families of Hilbert spaces:

{Hmnpq}m,n,p,q∈[m]×[n]×[p]×[q] {Kmno}m,n,o∈[m]×[n]×[o]

{Lopq}o,p,q∈[o]×[p]×[q] {Hmnpq}m,n,p,q∈[m]×[n]×[p]×[q]

There are two boxes of the following types:

f : H → K ⊗ L g : K ⊗ L → M

12



These two boxes represent indexed families of linear maps:

{fmnpq : Hmnpq →
⊕
o∈[o]

Kmno ⊗ Lopq}m,n,p,q∈[m]×[n]×[p]×[q]

{gmnpq :
⊕
o∈[o]

Kmno ⊗ Lopq → Mmnpq}m,n,p,q∈[m]×[n]×[p]×[q]

By the universal property of the direct sum, the linear map fmnpq is equivalent to a set of linear

maps

{fmnopq : Hmnpq → Kmno ⊗ Lopq}o∈[o].

Likewise, gmnpq is equivalent to a set of linear maps

{gmnopq : Kmno ⊗ Lopq → Mmnpq}o∈[o]

The diagram is a vertical composition representing a 2-morphism of type H → M . There are

four open planar regions and one closed planar region. Summing over the index set for the closed

planar region, we see that the 2-morphism diagram represents the following indexed family of

linear maps:

{
∑
o∈[o]

gmnopq ◦ fmnopq : Hmnpq → Mmnpq}m,n,p,q∈[m]×[n]×[p]×[q]

2.1.2 Duality for 1-morphisms

We will now discuss duality for 1-morphisms.

Let O1, O2 be objects and let H : O1 → O2 be a 1-morphism, which as we have seen

represents an indexed family of Hilbert spaces.

We will now define a 1-morphism H∗ : O2 → O1 representing the same indexed family of

Hilbert spaces, except that now the object O2 is on the left, and the object O1 is on the right.

This 1-morphism H∗ will be called the dual of H.

We will first show how the dual is defined, then show how it behaves with respect to com-

position.

Duals of wires. For example, then, let H : [m] ⊠ [n] → [o] be a 1-morphism. As we have

seen, this 1-morphism represents an indexed family of Hilbert spaces {Hmno}m,n,o∈[m]×[n]×[o].

The dual is a 1-morphism H∗ : [o] → [m]⊠ [n] which again represents the indexed family of

Hilbert spaces {Hmno}m,n,o∈[m]×[n]×[o]. Note that the family of Hilbert spaces is the same, but

the source and target have been switched.

In the diagrammatic calculus, to distinguish the wire for H from the wire for H∗, we will

label the former with an upwards pointing arrow and the latter with a downwards pointing

arrow. Here are the depictions of the 1-morphisms H (on the left) and H∗ (on the right):

H H
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Duals under composition. The above definition of the dual holds for any 1-morphism.

However, for composite 1-morphisms there is an alternative and categorically equivalent way to

define the dual. This is specified by the following equations:

(H ⊠K)∗ ∼= H∗ ⊠K∗ (H ⊗K)∗ ∼= K∗ ⊗H∗.

In category theory the ∼= symbol indicates natural isomorphism, but we will not worry about

what this means here; all that it is necessary to know is that one may equivalently define the

dual according to the prescription on the RHS of the above equations.

We will give two examples of how this works in diagrams. For the first example, letH : [m] →
[n] and K : [o] → [p] be 1-morphisms. The left diagram below shows H⊠K : [m]⊠[o] → [n]⊠[p],

and the right diagram shows H∗ ⊠K∗ : [n]⊠ [p] → [m]⊠ [o]:

For the second example, let H : [m] → [n] and K : [n] → [o] be 1-morphisms. The left diagram

below shows H ⊗K : [m] → [o] and the right diagram shows K∗ ⊗H∗ : [o] → [m]:

Cups and caps. In category theory, the ‘duality’ between a 1-morphism H and its dual H∗

is witnessed by a pair of special 2-morphisms called a ‘cup and cap’. We will now define this

cup and cap and explain the equations which characterise them.

Let H : O1 → O2 be a 1-morphism. The cup is a 2-morphism of type ηH : − → H∗ ⊗ H

and the cap is a 2-morphism of type ϵH : H ⊗ H∗ → −. Here we use the − to indicate that

the input or output of the box are empty; formally, this is to say that the input or output is

an identity 1-morphism, but that is something we will gloss over in this basic introduction. We

will draw the cup and cap boxes in a topologically suggestive way, as bends in the wire. For

example, let H : [m]⊠ [n] → [o] be a wire; then the cup and cap are depicted as follows:

(5)

Like all 2-morphisms, the cup and cap represent families of linear maps. We will show how to

determine these linear maps for the example 1-morphism H : [m]⊗ [n] → [o]; the definition for

a general 1-morphism is similar.

By the type of the cup ηH , we see that it represents an indexed family of linear maps

{ηmno : C → Hmno ⊗ Hmno}m,n,o∈[m]×[n]×[o]. (We have here used the convention that a box

whose input is empty represents linear maps from C.) Such a linear map is determined by a

single vector, namely the image of the unit 1. We define:

ηmno : 1 7→
∑
i∈I

|i⟩ ⊗ |i⟩
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where {|i⟩}i∈I is some chosen orthonormal basis for Hmno. This defines the cup. The cup for

any 1-morphism is defined similarly.

By the type of the cap ϵH , we see that it represents an indexed family of linear maps

{ϵmno : Hmno ⊗ Hmno → C}. (We have here used the convention that a box whose output is

empty represents linear maps to C.) Using the same orthonormal basis, we define these maps

as follows on basis elements:

ϵmno : |i⟩ ⊗ |j⟩ 7→ ⟨i|j⟩

The cap for an arbitrary 1-morphism is defined similarly.

Snake equations. The point of the cup and cap is that they obey the following ‘snake’ or

‘zigzag’ equations:

= = (6)

In these equations we drew only the 1-morphism wire and ignored the planar regions. To see

what the snake equations look like with the planar regions included, here they are for the

1-morphism H : [m]× [n] → [o], for example:

=

H

=

Cup and cap for compositions of 1-morphisms. Above we explained an alternative way

to define the dual for compositions of 1-morphisms. Here we will explain how the cup and cap

are defined for those duals.

For the composition ⊠, we have the following rule:

ϵH⊠K := ϵH ⊠ ϵK ηH⊠K := ηH ⊠ ηK
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For example, let H : [m] → [n] and K : [o] → [p] be 1-morphisms; then the cup and cap ηH⊠K

and ϵH⊠K are as follows:

For the horizontal composition ⊗, the cups and caps are ‘nested’ according to the following

rule:

ϵH⊗K := ϵH ◦ (idH ⊗ ϵK ⊗ idH∗) ηH⊗K := (idK∗ ⊗ ηH ⊗ idK) ◦ ηK

For example, let H : [m] → [n] and K : [n] → [o] be 1-morphisms, then the cup and cap ηH⊗K

and ϵH⊗K are as follows:

2.1.3 Dagger, transpose and conjugate.

Dagger. Let H,K be 1-morphisms of the same type, and let f : H → K be a 2-morphism.

The dagger of f is a 2-morphism

f † : K → H

We will define the dagger of a 2-morphism by example, since the example we will present

generalises straightforwardly to any 2-morphism. For example, then, let H : [m] → [o], K :

[m] → [n] and L : [n] → [o] be 1-morphisms, and consider a box f : H → K ⊗ L:

f

As we have seen, this box represents an indexed family of linear maps

{fmo : Hmno →
⊕
n∈[n]

Kmn ⊗ Lno}m,o∈[m]×[o].

The dagger of f is a box f † : K ⊗ L → H, labelled with f but with the red square on the top

right rather than the bottom right corner, as if it had been reflected in a horizontal axis while

preserving the direction of the arrows on the wires:

f
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This box f † represents the indexed family of linear maps

{(fmo)
† :
⊕
n∈[n]

Kmn ⊗ Lno → Hmo}m,o∈[m]×[o]

where the dagger symbol for a linear map indicates the Hermitian adjoint.

To take the dagger of a composition of 2-morphisms, one simply reflects the whole diagram

in a horizontal axis while preserving the direction of the arrows on the wires. For example, the

dagger of (2) is given by the following 2-morphism diagram:

Using what has already been said about interpreting 2-morphism diagrams, the reader should

easily be able to determine that this 2-morphism represents the following family of linear maps:

{
∑
o∈[o]

(fmnopq)
† ◦ (gmnopq)

† : Mmnpq → Hmnpq}m,n,p,q∈[m]×[n]×[p]×[q]

Here {fmnopq}o∈[o] and {gmnopq}o∈[o] have been defined using the universal property of the direct

sum, as in the above paragraph on interpretation of 2-morphism diagrams.

Before moving on, we should mention the dagger of the cup and cap for a 1-morphism.

These are again drawn topologically as bends in the wire, except now the arrow goes from right

to left. This ‘left’ duality obeys the analogous snake equations:

= =

From now on we will call these daggers the ‘left’ cup and cap and the cup and cap we defined

before the ‘right’ cup and cap.

Transpose. Let H and K be 1-morphisms of the same type, and let f : H → K be a

2-morphism. The transpose of f is a 2-morphism

fT : K∗ → H∗.

The box for fT is labelled with f , but has the red square in the top left corner.

The transpose is defined using the right, or equivalently, the left cup and cap, as follows:

:= =

For composite 1-morphisms, the transpose can equivalently be defined using the composite cup

and cap described above.
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Conjugate. Let H and K be 1-morphisms of the same type, and let f : H → K be a

2-morphism. The conjugate of f is a 2-morphism

f∗ : H∗ → K∗.

The box for fT is labelled with f , but has the red square in the bottom left corner.

It is defined by f∗ := (fT )† = (f †)T ; that is, either as the dagger of the transpose or,

equivalently, the transpose of the dagger:

:= =




†

Sliding equations. With the definitions of dagger, transpose and conjugate we have given,

the 2-morphism boxes slide around cups and caps as one might expect from the topology:

= =

= = (7)

The analogous equations for the right cup and cap are also obeyed. The analogous equations

hold for the composite cups and caps defined for composites of 1-morphisms. We have here

ignored the planar regions; they can easily be added in, as we did in (5).

2.1.4 Isometries, unitaries, projections and partial isometries.

Let H,K be 1-morphisms of the same type. We say that a 2-morphism f : H → K is:

• Left invertible if there exists a left inverse, that is a 2-morphism g : K → H such that

g ◦ f = idH .

• Invertible if there exists an inverse, that is a 2-morphism f−1 : K → H such that f−1◦f =

idH and f ◦ f−1 = idK .

• An isometry if f † ◦ f = idH .

• A coisometry if f ◦ f † = idK .

• A unitary if it is both an isometry and a coisometry (in this case the dagger is the inverse).

• A partial isometry if (f †◦f)◦(f †◦f) = f †◦f ; or, equivalently, if (f ◦f †)◦(f ◦f †) = f ◦f †.

We further say that a 2-morphism f : H → H is positive if there exists a 1-morphism K of the

same type as H and a 2-morphism g : H → K such that f = g† ◦ g.
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2.1.5 Duality for objects.

Finally, we will briefly discuss some aspects of the duality structure on objects.

Let [n] be a planar region. There is a 1-morphism B[n] : [1] → [n]⊠ [n] representing a family

of Hilbert spaces {(B[n])n1n2}n1,n2∈[n]×[n], defined by

(B[n])n1n2 := δn1,n2C.

That is, the Hilbert space is zero-dimensional if n1 ̸= n2 and one-dimensional otherwise.

We will draw this 1-morphism and its dual B∗
[n] : [n]⊠ [n] → [1] using dashed lines, as if they

were simply bends in the planar region [n] (recall that the planar region for [1] is not depicted

in the graphical calculus):

The right cap and cup for this duality are depicted as follows:

Note that these are both critical points of the surface spanned by the planar region [n]: the

right cap is a local maximum, whereas the right cup is a saddle. The snake equations for this

cup and cap can be understood as isotopies of the surface. The left cup and cap are depicted

similarly.

There are also unitary 2-morphisms called cusps which realise the snake equations in the

horizontal direction. The following diagrams depict a cusp and its dagger (note we represent

the cusp 2-morphism by a black vertex rather than a box):

(8)

For a definition of the cusps, see e.g. [HV19, §8.2.8]; here we will only use the fact that they

exist and are unitary.

2.2 Stinespring’s and Choi’s theorems

2.2.1 Endomorphism C∗-algebras

Let H : O1 → O2 be a 1-morphism. Let us consider the complex vector space End (H) of

2-morphisms H → H, where addition and scalar multiplication of indexed families of linear

maps are performed in the obvious way. These 2-morphisms form an algebra under vertical

composition. They also possess an involution given by the dagger.

With this data, End (H) is in fact a finite-dimensional C∗-algebra. Indeed, all finite-

dimensional C∗-algebras can be obtained in this way.
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Lemma 2.1. All finite-dimensional C∗-algebras can be expressed as endomorphism algebras of

1-morphisms of type [1] → [n], n ∈ N.

Proof. Recall that every finite-dimensional C∗-algebra is a multimatrix algebra⊕
i∈[n]

B(Hi)

for some finite n ∈ N and finite-dimensional Hilbert spaces {Hi}i∈I . Now consider the wire

H : [1] → [n] representing the family of Hilbert spaces

{Hi}i∈[n].

It is straightforwardly seen that there is a ∗-isomorphism

End (H) ∼=
⊕
i∈[n]

B(Hi). (9)

Remark 1 (Positivity). Positivity of an element f ∈ End (H) in the C∗-algebraic sense is the

same as positivity of that element as a 2-morphism in 2FHilb, as defined in Section 2.1.

Remark 2 (Traces and dimension). We remark that under the isomorphism (9) the usual ma-

trix trace Tr(x) of an element x ∈
⊕

i∈[n]B(Hi) can be expressed as the following 2-morphism:

To understand how this 2-morphism can represent the trace, which is a scalar, observe that the

surrounding planar region is invisible and therefore labelled by [1], and the source and target

are empty, so it represents a single linear map C → C, which is precisely a scalar. From now

on we will simply refer to such 2-morphisms as scalars without repeating this explanation.

We will later be particularly interested in the scalar dim(H) := Tr(idH):

If H represents a family of Hilbert spaces {Hi}i∈[n], we have dim(H) =
∑

i∈[n] dim(Hi); it is

therefore a positive, natural number.

2.2.2 Generalised Stinespring’s theorem

For a more sophisticated statement of this theorem which applies to general von Neumann

algebras, see [AV23].

Theorem 2.2 ( [AV23, Thm. 1.2]). Let O1, O2 be objects, and H : [1] → O1 and K : [1] → O2

be 1-morphisms.

Let F : End (H) → End (K) be a completely positive (CP) map of finite-dimensional C∗-

algebras. Then there exists a 1-morphism E : O1 → O2, which we call an environment, and a

2-morphism V : K → H ⊗ E, which we call a dilation, such that

F(x) = V † ◦ (x⊗ idE) ◦ V ;
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or, as a 2-morphism diagram:

=

We call the pair (E, V ) a Stinespring representation of the CP map F . The CP map F is

unital (i.e. identity-preserving) iff V is an isometry. Two representations (E, V ) and (E′, V ′)

of the same CP map are related by a partial isometry on the environment: that is, there exists

a partial-isometric 2-morphism σ : E → E′ such that

V ′ = (idH ⊗ σ) ◦ V V = (idH ⊗ σ†) ◦ V ′. (10)

Indeed, every CP map F : End (H) → End (K) has a minimal representation. This minimal

representation is unique up to a unitary 2-morphism on the environment and is related to every

other representation by an isometric 2-morphism on the environment. A representation (E, V )

is minimal iff the following 2-morphism E → E is invertible:

(11)

The formulation of the generalised Stinespring’s theorem we have given is in the Heisenberg

picture, where dynamical maps are unital CP maps. In order to move to the Schrödinger picture

more commonly used in quantum information, where dynamical maps are trace-preserving CP

maps, we define the dual CP map.

Definition 2.3. Let O1, O2 be objects, and let H : [1] → O1 and K : [1] → O2 be 1-morphisms.

Let F : End (H) → End (K) be a CP map and let (E, V ) be a Stinespring representation of F .
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The dual CP map F∗ : End (K) → End (H) is defined as follows:

:=

That is, F∗ is a CP map with a Stinespring representation (E∗, V∗), where V∗ : H → K ⊗E∗ is

defined as follows:

The definition of the dual CP map F∗ is independent of the choice of Stinespring representation

(V,E) of F , by uniqueness of the Stinespring representation up to partial isometry (10). The

dual CP map F∗ is trace preserving iff F is unital iff V : K → H ⊗E is an isometry. The dual

of the dual CP map is the original CP map (we invite the reader to prove this using a snake

equation (6)).

2.2.3 Choi’s theorem

As a corollary of Stinespring’s theorem, completely positive maps can be identified with positive

elements in a certain f.d. C∗-algebra.

Corollary 2.4 (Choi’s theorem). Let H : [1] → [m] and K : [1] → [m] be 1-morphisms.

There is a bijective correspondence (indeed, an isomorphism of convex cones) between CP maps

F : End (H) → End (K) and positive elements F̃ in the f.d. C∗-algebra End
(
K ⊠ Ĥ

)
, where

Ĥ is the following 1-morphism:

:= (12)

This correspondence is as follows. Take any representation (E, V ) of F . Then the corresponding
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positive element F̃ ∈ End
(
K ⊠ Ĥ

)
is given by:

:= (13)

This positive element is independent of the choice of representation, by (10). The CP map is

trace-preserving iff the positive element F̃ ∈ End
(
K ⊠ Ĥ

)
obeys the following condition:

= (14)

Here we have used the right cap and left cup to trace out the K-wire on the LHS. The RHS depicts

the identity 2-morphism on Ĥ; recall that in the graphical calculus the identity 2-morphism is

invisible. In inline notation, we write TrK(F̃) = idĤ .

Notation 1. From now on we will use this tilde notation to indicate the use of Choi’s theorem;

if F : End (H) → End (K) is a CP map, then F̃ ∈ End
(
K ⊠ Ĥ

)
is the associated positive

operator, which we will sometimes call the Choi operator of the CP map.

Remark 3. To recover a representation of the CP map F from the positive element F̃ ∈
End

(
K ⊠ Ĥ

)
, we have the following procedure. We begin with the element F̃ :
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We now trace out the bend 1-morphism using its left cap and right cup (remember these are

saddles) to obtain the following 2-morphism:

Finally, we close off the front plane by introducing a bend and its dual, together with a right

cap and a left cup:

(15)

This is a 2-morphism in End (H∗ ⊗K). It is positive since F̃ is, and therefore splits as V † ◦ V
for some 1-morphism E : [m] → [n] and 2-morphism V : H∗ ⊗K → E:

= (16)

The CP map F then has a representation with environment E and the following dilation K →
H ⊗ E:

(17)

Remark 4. This algebra End
(
K ⊠ Ĥ

)
is what we called Hom(End (H) ,End (K)) in Defini-

tion 1.1. The condition (14) is what we called (TP) in Definition 1.1.

Remark 5. There are other isomorphic endomorphism algebras we could use for Hom(End (H) ,End (K));

for example, in [Ver22, Thm. 4.13] the algebra End (H∗ ⊗K) was used. The choice we have

made here is more convenient for using Stinespring’s theorem to dilate supermaps, since the

1-morphism K ⊠ Ĥ has source object [1].
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3 Proof of realisation theorem

Lemma 3.1 (C.f. [CDP08, Lemma 1]). Let H : [1] → [m] and K : [1] → [n] be 1-morphisms,

and let C ∈ End
(
K ⊠ Ĥ

)
, where Ĥ is defined as in (12). If Tr[C ◦ F̃ ] = 1 for all positive

elements F̃ ∈ End
(
K ⊠ Ĥ

)
obeying the condition (TP) shown in (14), then

C = idK ⊠ ρ

for some ρ ∈ End
(
Ĥ
)
such that Tr[ρ] = 1. Or, in diagrams:

= 1 ∀ F̃ ≥ 0 : =

=⇒ = , = 1.

Additionally, it follows that if C ≥ 0, then ρ ≥ 0.

Proof. Choose any positive σ ∈ End (K) such that Tr[σ] = 1:

= 1

Given any positive element x ∈ End
(
K ⊠ Ĥ

)
(not necessarily obeying the condition (TP)),
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define the following positive element F̃ ∈ End
(
K ⊠ Ĥ

)
:

:= +

−

It is straightforwardly seen that this positive element F̃ obeys the (TP) condition (14):

= +

−

= + −

=

Here for the second equality we used that Tr(σ) = 1.
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Composing F̃ with C and taking the trace, we obtain (by definition of F̃):

= +

− (18)

F̃ and σ⊠ idĤ both obey the (TP) condition (14), so, by the assumption on C in the statement

of the theorem:

= 1 =
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Substituting this into (18) yields:

= (19)

The above is true for all x ≥ 0; hence, since every element of End
(
K ⊠ Ĥ

)
is a linear com-

bination of positive elements, it is true for all x ∈ End
(
K ⊠ Ĥ

)
. Observe that the sesquilin-

ear form ⟨x, y⟩ := Tr(x†y) defines an isomorphism ϕ : End
(
K ⊠ Ĥ

)
∼→ End

(
K ⊠ Ĥ

)∗
by

ϕ(x)(y) = Tr(x†y). Then (19) implies the equality

= , (20)

since these elements have the same image under the isomorphism ϕ. This is the decomposition

of C in the theorem statement, where

:= ,
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In order to see that ρ is positive if C is, observe from (20) that

=
1

dim(K)
,

which is clearly the composition of a 2-morphism with its dagger, since C is positive.

Definition 3.2 (Formal restatement of Definition 1.1). Let

Hin : [1] → [m], Hout : [1] → [n], Kin : [1] → [m′], Kout : [1] → [n′]

be 1-morphisms. Recall from Section 2.2 that each completely positive map F : End (Hin) →
End (Hout) corresponds to a positive element F̃ : End

(
Hout ⊠ Ĥin

)
, called its Choi operator

(defined in (13)).

A deterministic supermap from channels (i.e. completely positive trace-preserving maps)

of type End (Hin) → End (Hout) to channels of type End (Kin) → End (Kout) is a completely

positive map

S : End
(
Hout ⊠ Ĥin

)
→ End

(
Kout ⊠ K̂in

)
which maps Choi operators obeying the (TP) condition (14) to Choi operators obeying the (TP)

condition:

TrHout [F̃ ] = idH∗
in

=⇒ TrKout [S(F̃)] = idK∗
in
. (21)

We use Stinespring’s theorem (Theorem 2.2) to obtain a dilation (E,S) for the CP map S.
Using this dilation the condition (21) can be written diagrammatically as follows:

=

=⇒ =

For the next lemma, recall the definition of the dual of a CP map (Definition 2.3).
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Lemma 3.3 (C.f. [CDP08, Lemma 2]). Let

Hin : [1] → [m], Hout : [1] → [n], Kin : [1] → [m′], Kout : [1] → [n′]

be 1-morphisms, and let S : End
(
Hout ⊠ Ĥin

)
→ End

(
Kout ⊠ K̂in

)
be a deterministic su-

permap.

Then there exists a unital CP map N : End
(
Ĥin

)
→ End

(
K̂in

)
such that, for any positive

ρ ∈ End
(
K̂in

)
such that Tr(ρ) = 1:

S∗(idKout ⊠ ρ) = idHout ⊠N∗(ρ), (22)

or, in diagrams (where (EN , N) is a minimal Stinespring representation of the unital CP map

N ):

=

Proof. Let ρ ∈ End
(
K̂in

)
be any positive element satisfying Tr(ρ) = 1. Now let C := idKout ⊠

ρ ∈ End
(
Kout ⊠ K̂in

)
. Clearly, C is also positive.

:=

Then, for any positive F̃ ∈ End
(
Hout ⊠ Ĥin

)
satisfying the (TP) condition (14), we have

1 = Tr[S∗(C) ◦ F̃ ], (23)
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which is seen by the following equation:

1 = =

= = (24)

Here the first equality is by Tr(ρ) = 1; the second equality is by the fact that S preserves the

(TP) condition (14); the third equality is by pulling the bottom S-box around the cup using

the sliding equations (7); and the final equality is by sliding that transposed S-box around the

cap using the sliding equations (7). In the last diagram we indeed see Tr[S∗(C)◦ F̃ ] and so (23)

is proved. We now apply Lemma 3.1 to obtain

S∗(idKout ⊠ ρ) = idHout ⊠ σ, (25)

where Tr[σ] = 1 and σ ≥ 0.
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As ρ 7→ ρ ⊗ idKout , S∗ and σ ⊗ idHout 7→ σ are all CP, it follows that σ = N∗(ρ), where

N∗ : End
(
K̂in

)
→ End

(
Ĥin

)
is a CP map defined as follows:

:=
1

dim(Hout)

To see that N∗ is trace preserving it is sufficient to note that it preserves the trace on positive

elements of trace 1; it therefore preserves the trace on all elements of End
(
K̂in

)
by linearity of

the trace. Since N∗ is trace-preserving, N is unital and the result follows.

Lemma 3.4 (C.f. [CDP08, Lemma 3]). Let

Hin : [1] → [m], Hout : [1] → [n], Kin : [1] → [m′], Kout : [1] → [n′]

be 1-morphisms, and let S : End
(
Hout ⊠ Ĥin

)
→ End

(
Kout ⊠ K̂in

)
be a deterministic su-

permap. Then there exists an unital CP map N : End
(
Ĥin

)
→ End

(
K̂in

)
such that, for any

positive C ∈ End
(
Hout ⊠ Ĥin

)
,

TrKout [S(C)] = N (TrHout [C]), (26)

or, in diagrams:

= (27)
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Proof. Let ρ ∈ End
(
K̂in

)
be any positive element satisfying Tr[ρ] = 1. The following equation

shows that Tr[ρ ◦ TrKout [S(C)]] = Tr[ρ ◦ N (TrHout [C])]:

=

= =

Here for the first equality we used the sliding equations (7) to pull the bottom S-box round

the loop, as we did in (24); for the second equality we applied Lemma 3.3; and for the third

equality we used the sliding equations (7) to pull the top N -box round the loop.

By linearity of the trace and decomposition of an arbitrary element of End
(
K̂in

)
as a linear

combination of positive elements, it follows that Tr[x ◦TrKout [S(C)]] = Tr[x ◦N (TrHout [C])] for

any x ∈ End
(
K̂in

)
. It follows that TrKout [S(C)] = N (TrHout [C]) by a similar argument to that

made at the end of the proof of Lemma 3.1.
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Theorem 3.5 (C.f. [CDP08, Theorem 1]). Let

Hin : [1] → [m], Hout : [1] → [n], Kin : [1] → [m′], Kout : [1] → [n′]

be 1-morphisms, and let S : End
(
Hout ⊠ Ĥin

)
→ End

(
Kout ⊠ K̂in

)
be a deterministic su-

permap. Then S can be decomposed in the following way, where N,W are isometries:

= (28)

Proof. Looking back at Lemma 3.4, and in particular at (27), we see two equal CP maps

End
(
Hout ⊠ Ĥin

)
→ End

(
K̂in

)
, whose dilations are as follows:

, (29)

The dilation on the right is minimal. We can see this by the invertibility condition for mini-
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mality (11); the dilation on the right is minimal iff

is invertible, which follows immediately from the fact that N is a minimal dilation.

By Theorem 2.2, the dilation on the left of (29) is therefore related to the dilation on the

right by an isometry W on the environment:

=

Transposing the Kout wire, we obtain the following expression for S:

=

Substitution into the LHS of (28) gives the result.

Final argument. We now explain how to deduce the realisation theorem stated in the intro-

duction (Theorem 1.2) from Theorem 3.5. We first input the definition of the 1-morphisms Ĥin
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and K̂in, and the Choi operator F̃ of a channel F : B(Hin) → B(Hout) with dilation (EF , F )

(this was stated in (13)), to expand the RHS of (28):

=

(30)

Since the RHS of (30) is symmetric under reflection across a horizontal axis, we just focus on

the bottom half; we will rewrite the top half in the same way. Using the sliding equations (7)
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we have the following series of equalities:

=

=
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We input this rewrite into the RHS of (30) and then obtain the following additional equality:

=

This equality holds because the cup and cap for B[m′] in the centre left of the diagram belong

to the same planar region, so they can be fused. Now we recall the method given in Remark 3

for recovering the dilation of a channel from its Choi operator. Following this procedure up
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to (15), we obtain the following diagram:
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Finally, recalling (8) we insert a cusp and its inverse in the centre left of the diagram:
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This diagram is analogous to the RHS of (16), where the 2-morphism V is defined as follows:

Transposing the Kin wire as in (17), noting that NT , F †,W T are coisometries, and recalling

the definition of a dual CP map (Definition 2.3), we see that S(F) is a composition of three

channels, i.e. CP trace-preserving maps.

The first of these channels has the following dilation:

(31)

Looking at the type of the dilation, we see this is a channel⊕
k∈[m′]

B(Kin,k) →
⊕

k′∈[m′]
i∈[m]
i′∈[m]

B(EN,ik)⊗B(Hin,i′).

In order to recover the circuit of Theorem 1.2, we need to get rid of the i, k-dependence

of the family of Hilbert spaces {EN,ik}. For this, let P be the Hilbert space from the set
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{EN,ik}i,k∈[m]×[m′] of highest dimension, and pick isometries ιik : EN,ik ↪→ P for each i, k. This

specifies an isometric 2-morphism ι : EN → ẼN , where ẼN,ik := P . Composing (31) with the

coisometry ι†, we obtain a channel⊕
k∈[m′]

B(Kin,i) →
⊕

k′∈[m′]
i∈[m]
i′∈[m]

B(P )⊗B(Hin,i′). (32)

To take account of this added coisometry we will modify the last of the three composed channels

later on; we will do this in such a way that the total channel S(F) stays the same.

Looking at the connectivity of the regions in (31), we see that the index k ∈ [m′] in the

target is constrained to be the same as the index k′ ∈ [m′] in the source; moreover, the index

i ∈ [m] is constrained to be the same as the index i′ ∈ [m]. We thus obtain a channel

E :
⊕

k∈[m′]

B(Kin,i) →
⊕
i∈[m]

B(P )⊗B(Hin,i).

from which the channel (32) can be recovered by copying of classical information beforehand

and afterwards, as in the circuit (1).

The second of the channels defining S(F) has the following dilation:

This is the dilation of the channel

F :
⊕
i∈[m]

B(Hin,i) →
⊕
j∈[n]

B(Hout,j),

as depicted in the circuit diagram (1).

The third and final channel defining S(F) has the following dilation:

(33)

We need to deal with the isometry ι we added earlier, because the dilation (33) has input wire

EN rather than ẼN . First (recalling the definition of the direct sum of 1-morphisms (3)) we

define a 1-morphism Z : [n]⊠ [m] → [n′]⊠ [m′], as follows:

:=
⊕
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By definition of the direct sum, we have isometries

Let E⊥
N,ik ⊂ P be the orthogonal complement of ιik(EN,ik) ⊂ P ; this defines a 1-morphism

E⊥
N : [m′] → [m], and we can now (recalling the definition of the direct sum of 2-morphisms (4))

define the following dilation

⊕
(34)

of a completely positive map whose type (by distributivity of the direct sum of Hilbert spaces

over the tensor product) is⊕
k∈[m′]
j∈[n]
i∈[m]

B(P )⊗B(Hout,j) →
⊕
l∈[n′]

B(Kout,l).

This is precisely the type of the last instrument in the circuit diagram (1). It can readily be

checked that this CP map is trace preserving; moreover, the overall channel S(F) is preserved

by this modification of the last channel together with the inclusion of the coisometry ι†, since

the second factor of (34) is annihilated by ι†.

To finish the proof we need to derive the dimensional limit on the Hilbert space P . For this

we need simply note the minimality condition, namely invertibility of the 2-morphism (11): since

(N,EN ) is a minimal Stinespring representation, this implies that the following 2-morphism has

a left inverse:
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Considering this 2-morphism as an indexed family of linear maps, this implies that

dim(EN,ik) ≤ dim(Hin,i) dim(Kin,k)

for all i, k, which, given dim(P ) = maxi,k (dim(EN,ik)), yields the result. This completes the

proof of Theorem 1.2.
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Semidefinite programming relaxations for quantum correlations, 2024. arXiv:

2307.02551.

45

http://arxiv.org/abs/2310.15776
http://arxiv.org/abs/q-alg/9609018
http://arxiv.org/abs/q-alg/9609018
https://doi.org/10.1006/aima.1997.1617
http://arxiv.org/abs/1308.3254
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physleta.2014.04.042
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physleta.2014.04.042
http://arxiv.org/abs/2402.18333
http://arxiv.org/abs/0804.0180
https://doi.org/10.1209/0295-5075/83/30004
http://arxiv.org/abs/1806.06107
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.91.025001
https://doi.org/10.1017/9781316219317
http://arxiv.org/abs/2302.07280
https://doi.org/10.1088/1751-8121/ad653f
http://arxiv.org/abs/2305.17584
https://doi.org/10.12743/quanta.v12i1.233
https://doi.org/10.1093/oso/9780198739623.001.0001
http://arxiv.org/abs/1609.07775
https://doi.org/10.21136/HS.2019.04
https://doi.org/10.21136/HS.2019.04
http://arxiv.org/abs/1809.04552
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevlett.122.170502
https://doi.org/10.1109/TIT.1956.1056798
http://arxiv.org/abs/2307.02551
http://arxiv.org/abs/2307.02551


[Ver22] Dominic Verdon. A covariant Stinespring theorem. Journal of Mathematical

Physics, 63(9):091705, 09 2022. arXiv:2108.09872, doi:10.1063/5.0071215.

[Ver24] Dominic Verdon. Entanglement-invertible channels. Journal of Mathematical

Physics, 65(6):062203, 06 2024. arXiv:2204.04493, doi:10.1063/5.0159504.

[Vic12a] Jamie Vicary. Higher quantum theory. 2012. arXiv:1207.4563.

[Vic12b] Jamie Vicary. Higher semantics of quantum protocols. In 2012 27th Annual IEEE

Symposium on Logic in Computer Science, pages 606–615, 2012. doi:10.1109/

LICS.2012.70.

[WLWL24] Dong-Sheng Wang, Yuan-Dong Liu, Yun-Jiang Wang, and Shunlong Luo. Quan-

tum resource theory of coding for error correction. Phys. Rev. A, 110:032413, Sep

2024. arXiv:2409.09416, doi:10.1103/PhysRevA.110.032413.

[YSM24] Satoshi Yoshida, Akihito Soeda, and Mio Murao. Universal adjointation of

isometry operations using transformation of quantum supermaps, 2024. arXiv:

2401.10137.

46

http://arxiv.org/abs/2108.09872
https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0071215
http://arxiv.org/abs/2204.04493
https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0159504
http://arxiv.org/abs/1207.4563
https://doi.org/10.1109/LICS.2012.70
https://doi.org/10.1109/LICS.2012.70
http://arxiv.org/abs/2409.09416
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.110.032413
http://arxiv.org/abs/2401.10137
http://arxiv.org/abs/2401.10137

	Introduction
	Some key concepts
	Our results
	The structure of the the paper
	Acknowledgements

	Background
	An introduction to the diagrammatic calculus
	Interpreting 2-morphism diagrams
	Duality for 1-morphisms
	Dagger, transpose and conjugate.
	Isometries, unitaries, projections and partial isometries.
	Duality for objects.

	Stinespring's and Choi's theorems
	Endomorphism C*-algebras
	Generalised Stinespring's theorem
	Choi's theorem


	Proof of realisation theorem

