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We found the quasi inverse of qubit channels as a unitary map, &7, by minimizing the average trace distance
between the input state to the channel and the output of the quasi inverse channel for arbitrary qubit channel &
and for arbitrary input states. The channel & was assumed completely positive and trace-preserving. To find
the quasi inverse for mixed states, we proposed an alternative definition of the quasi inverse based on the mean
square of the trace distance (MSTD) of the mixed input state of the original channel and the output of the quasi
inverse. The definition based on the trace distance allowed easy generalization of the quasi inverse to mixed
input states. The quasi inverse of the Pauli, generalized amplitude damping, mixed unitary, and tetrahedron
channels calculated based on trace distance agreed with the one computed using fidelity in the special case of

input states being pure.

I. INTRODUCTION

Qubits are the building blocks of quantum computers, but
they are quite vulnerable to unwanted interactions with en-
vironment. This interaction leads to the decoherence of the
quantum state and makes the computations erraneous on quan-
tum computers. This interaction process can be modeled as a
quantum channel [1]. In general, quantum channels are irre-
versible operations [2-4]. However, the idea of quasi inver-
sion of the quantum channel was recently introduced [2] to
reverse a part of the effect of that channel. The concept of
quasi inverse is essential for enhancing the fidelity of quantum
gates and reducing errors in quantum computations. This idea
is also helpful in quantum inverse problems, such as state es-
timation, where quasi inverses are used to improve efficiency
and resilience [5].

The quasi inverse is defined so as to increase the average
fidelity of the channel in Ref. [2]. The derivation of the quasi
inverse was based on maximising the average fidelity between
the input state of the channel and the output state of the quasi
inverse of that channel. However, the derivation was restricted
to the case when the input state was a pure state. In the present
work, we propose an alternative way of defining the quasi in-
verse using trace distance that allows us to consider mixed
input state.

The distance measures between the quantum states play a
pivotal role in quantum information science. This is used to
compute quantum correlations, entanglement, and coherence
as discussed in [6]. The distance measures come into play for
several critical tasks in quantum information processing. They
help us gauge and distinguish different states of entanglement
in bipartite and multipartite systems, especially when the ob-
servable set is not closed under products [7]. Among these
measures, the trace distance and fidelity are frequently used
[1, 8]. However, fidelity is usually easier to calculate only
when one of the state is a pure state. On the other hand, the
trace distance does not suffer from this drawback. Therefore,
to extend the concept of quasi inverse for mixed input states,
we propose the mean square trace distance (MSTD) averaged
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over all possible input states as a meteric to be minimized to
find the inverse.

The structure of the paper is as follows: In Section II, we de-
fine the quasi inverse based on the mean of the trace distance
and the general derivation of quasi inverse for qubit channels
is presented in Section IIL. In Section IV, we derive the quasi
inverses of a few qubit channels and concluding remarks are
presented in Section V.

FIG. 1. The schematic showing the qubit channel & with mixed input
state p and its quasi inverse &”.

II. DEFINITION OF QUASI INVERSE IN TERMS OF
TRACE DISTANCE

Consider a general single-qubit channel & that converts a
mixed state p to § = &(p). Suppose further that the quasi
inverse of this channel is & that converts { to p’ = &({)
as shown schematically in Fig. 1. The density matrices of the
states p and p’ can be described in terms of the Bloch vectors r
andr’, respectively,as p = (I+r-0)/2and p' = (I+r'-0)/2
with o being the vector of the Pauli operators [1]. Similarly,
{=(I+z-0)/2

We define the mean of the square of the trace distance
(MSTD) between p and p’ as

DX(p,p') = }L/|r—r’|2 &r, )

where the integral is taken over the unit Bloch ball with r <
1 to average over all mixed input states p. Let us note that
this integral will be over the surface of the Bloch sphere if
one wishes to consider only the pure input states p = |y) (y|.
However, in this paper we assume that the input states can be
mixed as well as pure.

The channel & will be quasi inverse if it minimizes MSTD
in Eq. (1) in the optimal way, regardless of the input state.
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Therefore, similar to the definition of the quasi inverse based
on fidelity [2], we define the quasi inverse & as a channel that
reduces the MSTD between the state p and the output state
of the channel by at least the same or more than any other
channel &', i.e.,

D(&'($),p) < DX(E'(£),p)

It was proved in Ref. [2] that the inverse channel can only be a
unitary operator if the input state is assumed to be a pure state
and the inverse is defined via average fidelity. Let us note
that this can be assumed to be true in general as well about
the quasi inverse as follows: The action of a quantum chan-
nel can be decomposed into rotation and scaling of the Bloch
vector of the input state [1]. Since any trace-preserving quan-
tum channel cannot increase the length of the Bloch vector,
the optimal quantum operation to reverse the effect of rotation
and scaling can only be rotation embodied by a unitary trans-
formation. Therefore, the inverse channel essentially rotates
the state towards the input state to reduce its distance from the
original state without changing the length of the Bloch vector.
So, we can assume that the optimal quasi inverse can only be
a unitary operation.

Assuming the quasi inverse as a unitary operator, we can
write

v & 2)

&) =vevT, 3)
where V is a unitary operator that can be written as
V=xl+ix-o 4)

with xp a real number, x real vector, and x(z) +x-x=1.
Finding the quasi inverse is essentially finding four real

paramters (xo,x) that specifies the unitary V. To do this, we

can setup a constrained optimization problem to maximise

AD? (the decrease in the MSTD)
AD? = D2(p,§)—D(p,p’) ®)

over all unitary maps, i.e., maximizing over the real parame-
ters (xp,X), subject to the constraint xé +x-x =1, for a given
channel &.

III. GENERAL DERIVATION

When the state passes through an arbitrary channel &, the
Bloch vector of the qubit state is transformed as [1]

r—z=Mr+c, (6)

where M is a real 3 x 3 matrix and ¢ is a real vector in R3
given by

1
Ci = ETI‘(G,g(]I)) 7
Hence, a quantum channel can be characterized by the pair
(M, ¢), and composition of quantum channel is reflected in
the composition of the transformation matrices [1]

1
Mij = ETT(Gig(Gj)),

&rod = (Mle,Mzcl-i-Cz) (8)

with 6@1,2 = (Ml,z,cl’z).
Using Eq. (1), the MSTD of the channel between p and §
is found as

D2(p,l) = 2i0 (Te(MM") — 2Te(M) + 3) + %|c|2. )

To evaluate the MSTD integral, the following identities were
used:
/ rdv =0,

dV = r*sin@ dr d@ d¢ ,
r = (rsin@cos¢,rsinBsind,rcos ), (11)
rel0,1], 6¢€][0,n], ¢€][0,2n].

/V,‘Vj dv = é&j’ (10)

The MSTD of combined channel & o & is given by

— 1 1
DX(p.p") =55 (Tr(NNT) — 2Te(N) +3) + Z|u|2 . (12)
where N = M'M and u = Mc +¢'.

Substituting Egs. (9) and (12) in Eq. (5) and maximization
process gives out the quasi inverse for any qubit channel with
mixed input states.

IV. EXAMPLES

To find the qusi inverse of specific channels, we consider
the same example channels as in Ref. [2] for comparison of
the results.

A. The Pauli Channel

Pauli channel is ubiquitous in quantum information process-
ing devices and is used as the most common model for qubit
noise in computing hardware. It can be specified using Kraus
operators as

3

&(p) = pop + Y, piGipO; (13)
i=1

with p; > 0 and Y3 p; = 1. This leads to

a5 =2 ¥ 0(¥). (14)

Wl o

where
Q = diag (0, p1 — po, p2 — Po,P3 — Do) - (15)
The maximum value of decrease in MSTD is given by

AD? = %max(kmax,O), (16)

where Amax is the largest eigenvalue of matrix Q in Eq. (15).
The normalized eigenstate (xo, x)? corresponding to this



largest eigenvalue will determine the quasi inverse which is
given by

V:lG, if Pi = Pmax 16{17273} (17)

In this case, the decrease in the MSTD is given by
= _ 2
AD? = 2 max(Pmax — po,0), (18)

where pmax = max(py,pa, p3). Therefore, if pmax > po, the
quasi inverse of the Pauli channel exists. We find that if pg <

1/2 and pmax > 1/2, then AD? is maximized.

B. Generalized Amplitude Damping Channel

The generalized amplitude damping channel &gp is a non-
unital channel characterized by Krauss operators [1]

ey )
B=vi(p ).

(19)
B=vi=p(Y5 7).
et
This leads to
— 2
=< (w0 x7)0Q (ﬁf) : (20)
where

Q:%diag(o,—a(a+1)7—a(a+1)7—20‘) @D
and > =1-17.

Clearly, the largest eigenvalue Amyx = —o¢ for o < 0 and
thus the quasi inverse is

V=ios. (22)

In this case, the maximum decrease in MSTD is given by

Aﬁ:z 0, fora >0, 23)
5|—a, for o < 0.

C. Mixed Unitary Channel

A mixed unitary channel is given by [2]

3
&(p)=(-3p)p+p Y UpU;, (24)

where U; = exp(—ido;) = cos(4)! —sin(£0;) is a unitary

operator that rotates the qubit around x; axis by an angle 6.
This leads to

AD? = % (xo x")Q (’i’) : (25)
where
0 v/2 v/2 v/2
0— vi2 ¢ 0 0 26)

v/i2 0 ¢ 0 |
vi2 0 0 g

v = psin(0), and ¢ = 4psin2(%) — 1. For g > 0, the largest
eigenvalue of this matrix is Amax = %(q—f— Vq? +3v?), with

T
the corresponding eigenvector given by (2231:“ 11 1) .

This means that the quasi inverse of the channel is

V =9 27)
where
V3v 1
COS) = ——, n=—(x+y+2). (28)
¢ V32 +H4A2 \/§( y )

The decrease in MSTD is given by

AD? = %lmax . (29)

D. Tetrahedron Channel

This is the channel whose quasi inverse is different from
one of its own Kraus operators. Its mathematical form is given
as

3
Ep)=qp+ Y pi(vi-o)p(vi-0), (30)
=0

=

where

3
qg=1-Y pi
i=0

and the vectors v; are the corners of tetrahedron:

1
vozﬁ(l 1 1),
1
vlz—(l —1 —1),
\? (€29)
szﬁ(_l 1 _1)’
1
V3:ﬁ(—1 -1 1).

We consider a special case [2] with

pi=p2=p, po=p3=7p, (32)



where p + p’ < 0.5 due to normalization of probability. This
leads to:

— 2
AD2:§(XO xT)Q(’g’), (33)
where
0 0 0 0
8 8p’ 2 2p
o= |0 I ST 0 (34)
0 —F++& L4+2-1 0
0 0 0 L A

The maximum value of decrease in MSTD is given by

The quasi inverse for such channel is thus given by:

o1+ 02 . 10p
f =2p —14+—=
\/z , 1 Amax P + 3
V= 100/ (36)
01— 02 . 14
= f =2p—1 .
\/E , 1 Amax 14 + 3

Let us note that the quasi inverses of the four example chan-
nels in Eqs. (17), (22), (27), and (36) have turned out to be
the same as in Ref. [2] using the fidelity. However, the expres-
sions in Egs. (18), (23), (29), and (35) for the decrease in the
MSTD are different than those for pure states in Ref. [2] but
reduce to the same value if we had performed averaging just
over the surface of the Bloch sphere.

V. CONCLUSIONS

We proposed an alternative definition for quasi inverse of a
channel that can easily extend the quasi inverse of channels to
mixed input states. The quasi inverse based on maximizing the
mean squared trace distance (MSTD) over the full Bloch ball
of input state of a completely positivie and trace preserving
channel was postulated to be a unitary operator. This resulted
in a constrained optimization program to find the four real
paramters of the inverse operator. The results for Pauli, gener-
alized amplitude damping, mixed unitary, and the tetrahadron
channels agreed with those derived based on the fidelity maxi-
mization of a channel. Therefore, this new definition provides
an equivalent methodology to find the quasi inverse that is also
generalizable to mixed state.
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