
Generalized quantum measurement in spin-correlated hyperon-antihyperon decays

Sihao Wu,1, ∗ Chen Qian,2, † Yang-Guang Yang,3 and Qun Wang1, 4

1Department of Modern Physics, University of Science and Technology of China, Hefei 230026, China
2Beijing Academy of Quantum Information Sciences, Beijing 100193, China

3Institute of Modern Physics, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Lanzhou 730000, China
4School of Mechanics and Physics, Anhui University of Science and Technology, Huainan,Anhui 232001, China

The rapid developments of Quantum Information Science (QIS) have opened up new avenues
for exploring fundamental physics. Quantum nonlocality, a key aspect for distinguishing quantum
information from classical one, has undergone extensive examinations in particles’ decays through
the violation of Bell-type inequalities. Despite these advancements, a comprehensive framework
based on quantum information theory for particle interaction is still lacking. Trying to close this
gap, we introduce a generalized quantum measurement description for decay processes of spin-1/2
hyperons. We validate this approach by aligning it with established theoretical calculations and
apply it to the joint decay of correlated ΛΛ̄ pairs. We employ quantum simulation to observe
the violation of CHSH inequalities in hyperon decays. Our generalized measurement description
is adaptable and can be extended to a variety of high energy processes, including decays of vector
mesons, J/ψ, ψ(2S) → ΛΛ̄, in the Beijing Spectrometer III (BESIII) experiment at the Beijing
Electron Positron Collider (BEPC). The methodology developed in this study can be applied to
quantum correlation and information processing in fundamental interactions.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum field theory based on quantum mechanics
and special relativity is an underlying theory for elemen-
tary particles and their interactions. Quantum informa-
tion theory can offer us a new perspective for the study
of elementary particles and their interactions [1, 2]. An
essential feature of quantum mechanics is quantum non-
locality characterized by the violation of Bell-type in-
equalities [3–5]. Previously, these Bell-type inequalities
have been widely applied in photonic and atomic sys-
tems detecting quantum correlation of electromagnetic
interaction at low energy [6, 7]. High-energy processes
also provide an alternative testing ground for quantum
nonlocality in electroweak and strong interactions [8, 9]
with increasingly precise data. Recently there are a lot
of works that have been done along this line in different
particle systems, e.g., the hyperon-antihyperon system in
charmonium decays at Beijing Electron Positron Collider
(BEPC) [10–16], the Λ hyperon pairs in string fragmen-
tation [17], the top quark and anti-top quark (tt̄) system
produced at Large Hadron Collider (LHC) [1, 18–21], the
leptons pairs from e+e− annihilation or Higgs decay [22],
and correlated vector bosons and Higgs bosons in high
energy processes [23–26]. It is worth mentioning that the
quantum entanglement in string fragmentation in high
energy processes such as electron-positron and electron-
proton collisions can be studied using the spin correlation
of the hyperon-antihyperon system [17, 27]. The spin cor-
relation of the hyperon-antihyperon system has also been
studied in heavy-ion collisions and can provide informa-
tion on the vorticity structure of the strong interaction
matter [28, 29].
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However, there are still some difficulties in testing
Bell-type inequalities in particle physics. One difficulty
is that it is hard to overcome all loopholes especially
in high energy interactions [30]. Another is that we
would encounter different Bell-type inequalities in differ-
ent particle decays because decay parameters vary for
different particles, which seems to lack a general fea-
ture [11, 12, 14]. For these reasons, we need to search
for a general framework to describe quantum properties
in high energy processes with the help of quantum in-
formation theory. Recently the decay processes of par-
ticles have been characterized as quantum measurement
processes [11, 12] with particle interactions interpreted
as quantum channels [2]. Moreover, quantum tomogra-
phy has been employed to analyze quantum correlation in
top-antitop quark pairs [1, 18, 21]. Despite these works,
a general framework for particle interactions in the view-
point of quantum information theory has yet to be estab-
lished.

The purpose of this paper is to explore a mapping
between the generalized quantum measurement and the
particle decay process. We will focus on decays of spin-
1/2 hyperons, especially ΛΛ̄ hyperon pair from decays
of spin-0 charmonia ηc and χc0. We describe decay pro-
cesses of spin-1/2 hyperons in the language of general-
ized quantum measurement and quantum channel. The
generalized measurement in Bloch-Fano representation is
also introduced for decay processes. Then we apply the
method to study the quantum correlation in ΛΛ̄ from de-
cays of ηc and χc0. Finally, we perform the quantum sim-
ulation to test the CHSH inequality in ΛΛ̄ and their decay
daughters on the quantum computing platform Quafu.

The paper is organized as follows. We briefly review
the concept of the generalized quantum measurement and
decay parameters of spin-1/2 hyperons in Sec. II, and
then describe decay processes of spin-1/2 hyperons in the
framework of the generalized measurement and quantum
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channel in Sec. III and Sec. IV, respectively. We perform
the quantum simulation to test the CHSH inequality in
Sec. V. We have a discussion about the connection be-
tween the quantum measurement and particle reaction
processes in Sec. VI. A summary of the main result and
outlook is given in Sec. VII.

II. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we briefly review some concepts in
quantum measurement theory and hyperon decays, which
will be used in the following sections.

A. Generalized measurement and quantum channel

In Quantum Information Science (QIS), the measure-
ment postulate is employed to describe the act of mea-
surement on a quantum system [31]. According to
this postulate, the measurement processes in quantum
physics are subjected by a collection of measurement op-
erators {Mm}. These processes are defined as generalized
measurements, distinguishing from the well-known pro-
jective measurements or von Neumann measurements,
which have to be orthogonal. When we use the den-
sity operator ρ to describe a system being measured, the
probability of obtaining a certain outcome m is given by

P(m) = Tr
(
MmρM†

m

)
, (1)

where {P(m)} are probability distributions for all pos-
sible outcomes satisfying the non-negative condition
P(m) ≥ 0 and the normalization condition

∑
m P(m) =

1. These two conditions lead to constraints on {Mm}:
the positive semidefiniteness: M†

mMm ≥ 0, and the com-
pleteness:

∑
m M†

mMm = 1. Based on the measurement
postulate in quantum mechanics, the initial state ρ in-
stantaneously transforms after the measurement to the
state ρm,

ρ 7→ ρm =
MmρM†

m

P(m)
, (2)

where the subscript of ρm corresponds to the outcome m.
One can also define the positive operator-valued measure-
ment (POVM) [31] through the generalized measurement
as Fm ≡ M†

mMm with the probability P(m) = Tr(Fmρ)
following Eq. (1). The POVM formalism has been used
in some recent works in high energy physics [26].

Nevertheless, sometimes we cannot accurately ob-
tain measurement outcomes in real experiments. That
is, if we lose the track of some measurement out-
comes, the resulting quantum states are described by
an ensemble {P(m), ρm}, which indicates that the post-
measurement state ρm has the probability P(m). The

post-measurement state is then

∑
m

P(m)ρm =
∑
m

Tr
(
MmρM†

m

) MmρM†
m

Tr
(
MmρM†

m

)
=
∑
m

MmρM†
m, (3)

which can be taken as a quantum evolution generated by
the measurement. This process is often characterized as
a quantum channel ρ 7→ E(ρ) ≡

∑
m MmρM†

m, and the
set of {Mm} is called Kraus operators. In this paper, the
measurement operators play the role of Kraus operators.

B. Spin-1/2 particle as qubit

In the standard model of particle physics, matter par-
ticles (leptons and quarks) are all spin-1/2 fermions.
Baryons including protons and neutrons that are made
of quarks are also fermions. The ground states of octet
baryons (n, p, Σ±, Σ0, Λ, Ξ−, Ξ0) are all spin-1/2 parti-
cles. When we focus solely on the spin degree of freedom,
we can map these spin-1/2 particles to the “qubits” which
originate from QIS and refer to two-level quantum sys-
tems. Then the spin state of the particle along the spin
quantization direction z can be expressed by a qubit de-
noted as |0⟩ ≡ |↑z⟩ and |1⟩ ≡ |↓z⟩. In the context of
QIS, the density operator describing a qubit can be put
in Bloch representation as

ρ =
1

2
(1+ σ · s) , (4)

where σ = (σx, σy, σz) is the vector of three Pauli matri-
ces, 1 denotes the 2 × 2 unity matrix, and the vector s
is called Bloch vector or polarization vector to describe
the polarization of the qubit. The Bloch vector s can be
obtained by s = ⟨σ⟩ = Tr(ρσ).

C. Decay width and parameters

Hyperons such as Λ, Σ, and Ξ are heavier than protons
and neutrons and contain one or more strange quarks. In
this work, we focus on hyperon decays. A typical hyperon
decay is to another spin-1/2 baryon B′ accompanied by a
spin-0 meson M denoted as B → B′M . According to the
effective Lagrangian, the decay matrix element reads [32],

AB→B′M = GFm
2
M ūB(C1 − C2γ5)uB′ , (5)

where GF is the Fermi constant, mM is the meson mass,
and C1 and C2 are parity-violating S-wave and parity-
conserving P -wave decay amplitudes. The partial decay
width is given by

Γ =
G2

Fm
4
M |q|

4πmB
(mB′ + EB′)

(
|S|2 + |P |2

)
, (6)
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where mB and mB′ are the masses of the mother and
daughter baryons respectively, q and EB′ =

√
|q|2 +m2

B′

are the momentum and the energy of the daughter baryon
in the rest frame of the mother baryon respectively,
and the S and P -wave amplitudes in Eq. (6) are con-
nected with C1 and C2 in Eq. (5) by S = C1 and
P = −|q|C2/(mB′ + EB′). These S and P amplitudes
are Lorentz scalars and are fixed for the two-body decay.
In the decay angular’s distribution, we introduce three
real parameters [33]

α =
2Re (S∗P )

|S|2 + |P |2
, β =

2Im (S∗P )

|S|2 + |P |2
, γ =

|S|2 − |P |2

|S|2 + |P |2
,

(7)
which satisfy α2 + β2 + γ2 = 1, so α, β and γ are all in
the range [−1, 1]. Note that one can use another parame-
terization β =

√
1− α2 sinϕ and γ =

√
1− α2 cosϕ with

ϕ ∈ (−π, π].

III. DECAY OF SPIN-1/2 HYPERONS

In this section, we present our description of hyperon
decays based on the theory of generalized quantum mea-
surement. We mainly focus on the angular distribution
of the daughter particle (baryon) and its connection with
the generalized measurement description.

A. Angular distribution of daughter particle

To study the angular distribution of the outgoing
baryon, we can write ΓB→B′M derived from Eq. (5) in
the form of an angular integration

Γ ∝
∫ ∑

i=±

∣∣χi
B′(S + Pσ · n)χB

∣∣2 dΩ, (8)

where χB and χB′ represent spinors of mother and
daughter baryons respectively, and n ≡ q/|q| represents
the momentum direction of B′. The summation indicates
the average over daughter baryon’s spin state. We can
rewrite Eq. (8) in a new form as

1

Γ

dΓ

dΩ
= Tr

(
MnρBM

†
n

)
, (9)

where ρB denotes the spin density matrix for the mother
baryon B, dΩ = dn = d cos θdϕ, and the operator Mn is
defined as

Mn ≡ 1√
4π (|S|2 + |P |2)

(S + Pσ · n) . (10)

We see in Eq. (9) that the determination of the angular
distribution implies a generalized measurement charac-
terized by the measurement operator Mn. In this way,
the particle decay can be regarded as a kind of gener-
alized measurement process. The only difference here is

that the discrete measurement outcome m described in
Sec. II A to a continuous direction n for the outgoing
daughter baryon in experiments. It is necessary to val-
idate the positive semidefiniteness and completeness of
{Mn} as

M†
nMn =

1

4π
(1+ ασ · n) ≥ 0, for |α| ≤ 1∫
M†

nMn dΩ =1. (11)

These two criteria ensure that {Mn} are legitimate mea-
surement operators in QIS.

After defining the measurement operators, we proceed
to calculate the decay process in this approach. Accord-
ing to the quantum measurement postulate, the proba-
bility for the momentum direction of the daughter baryon
along n is given by P(n) = Tr(MnρBM

†
n), which exactly

equals to (1/Γ)dΓ/dΩ in Eq. (9). Given the initial spin
density operator

ρB =
1

2
(1+ σ · sB), (12)

as in Eq. (4), the resulting probability or the angular
distribution reads

P(n) = Tr(MnρBM
†
n) =

1

Γ

dΓB→B′M

dΩ
=

1

4π
(1 + αsB · n) ,

(13)
which was first derived in Ref. [34].

Now we look at the polarization of the daughter
baryon. According to the quantum measurement postu-
late, the spin density operator of the daughter baryon can
be obtained via the post-measurement state in Eq. (2) as

ρB′(n) =
MnρBM

†
n

Tr
(
MnρBM

†
n

)
=

1

2
(1+ σ · sB′) , (14)

where sB′ is the polarization vector of the daughter
baryon in the mother baryon’s rest frame as a function
of n. By substituting ρB in Eq. (12) and Mn in Eq. (10)
into Eq. (14), we obtain

sB′ =
(α+ sB · n)n+ β(sB × n) + γn× (sB × n)

1 + αsB · n
,

(15)
where parameters α, β and γ are defined in Eq. (7). The
explicit expression of sB′ in Eq. (15) was initially derived
by Lee and Yang [33], but here we rederived it in the
language of generalized quantum measurement.

We can look at the decay process as a quantum chan-
nel induced by {Mn}. In the hyperon decay process,
the daughter baryon may fly in any direction n associ-
ated with the probability P(n), which is just the angu-
lar distribution of the daughter baryon in Eq. (13) that
can be detected in particle physics experiments. With
the daughter’s spin density operator ρB′(n), we have an
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ensemble {P(n), ρB′(n)}. According to the generalized
measurement postulate in Eq. (3), this post-measurement
ensemble can be interpreted as a quantum evolution in
the channel E defined as

E(ρB) =
∫

dΩMnρBM
†
n ≡

∫
dΩ En(ρB)

=
1

2

(
1+

1 + 2γ

3
σ · sB

)
, (16)

which is actually the ensemble average of the daughter
baryon’s spin density operator ρB′ = E(ρB), and the term
(1 + 2γ)sB/3 represents the average polarization of the
daughter baryon in the rest frame of the mother hyperon.

In summary, we have established in this subsection the
quantum measurement interpretation for the nonleptonic
decay of spin-1/2 hyperons. In the next subsection, we
will introduce an alternative representation for the decay
process.

B. Bloch-Fano representation

As we mentioned in subsec. II B, a single qubit can be
expressed in a Bloch form as ρ = (1/2)

∑3
µ=0 rµσµ with

σ0 = 1 and rµ ≡ [1|r]T. Here the four coefficients rµ has
been put into a 4× 1 column vector. For the initial spin
density operator ρB , we have sBµ = [1|sB ]T following
Eq. (12). For the unnormalized density operator ρ̃B′

resulting from the measurement ρ̃B′ = MnρBM
†
n, it can

also be expressed in the Bloch representation as ρ̃B′ =
(1/2)

∑3
µ=0 r̃µσµ with r̃µ ≡ [r̃0|r̃]T. As a consequence,

the act of Mn can be interpreted as a mapping En(ρB)
that transforms sµB to r̃µ.

Without the loss of generality, we assume n = ẑ =
(0, 0, 1)T. According to Eq. (14) and Eq. (15), the map-
ping En reads

1 7→ r̃0 =
1

4π
(1 + αẑ · sB) ,

sB 7→ r̃ =
1

4π
(OzsB + αẑ) , (17)

where Oz is a 3× 3 matrix

Oz =

 γ β 0
−β γ 0
0 0 1

 , (18)

As a result, the measurement process ρ̃B′ = MzρBM
†
z =

Ez(ρB) can be expressed in the matrix form,[
r̃0
r̃

]
= Mz

[
1

sB

]

Mz ≡ 1

4π

[
1 αẑT

αẑ Oz

]
=

1

4π


1 0 0 α

0 γ β 0

0 −β γ 0

α 0 0 1




1

s1B
s2B
s3B

 .

(19)

For an arbitrary direction n(θ, ϕ) in the quantum mea-
surement, we can use a SO(3) rotation matrix R(ϕ, θ, 0)
to rotate ẑ to n as n = Rẑ. Thus Mn can be put into a
4× 4 matrix form

Mn =
1

4π

[
1 αnT

αn On

]
=

[
1 0T

0 R

]
Mz

[
1 0T

0 R−1

]
,

(20)
which is merely a similarity transformation on the 4× 4
matrix Mz.

We can see in Eq. (20) that all information about the
generalized measurement is encoded in the 4× 4 matrix
Mn. The representation in Eq. (19) and Eq. (20) are
called Bloch-Fano representation [35–37] in QIS, which
provides an alternative representation for the quantum
measurement. We should note that there is no fun-
damental distinction between Eq. (14) and Bloch-Fano
representation in Eqs. (19, 20). Moreover, the post-
measurement ensemble E(ρB) also has a Bloch-Fano rep-
resentation, which can be directly obtained from Eq. (16)
as

E(ρB) ⇔ M =

[
1 0T

0 1+2γ
3 13

]
. (21)

Note that the Fano matrix Mz in Eq. (19) is exactly
the same as aligned decay matrices in Ref. [15, 16], where
the authors derived decay matrices through the helicity
amplitude method introduced by Jacob and Wick [38].
This consistency demonstrates the validity of the quan-
tum measurement interpretation in particle decay pro-
cesses. It is possible to extract Fano matrices in vari-
ous decays of spin-1/2 hyperons [16], e.g., B → B′ℓ−ν̄ℓ,
B → B′γ, B → ℓ+ℓ− and B → B′π+π−. We should em-
phasize that B and B′ in this paper represent baryons,
not B-meosns.

C. Decay chains

It is common for the daughter baryon to undergo sub-
sequent decay, for example, in the decay chain B →
B1M1 → B2M2M1, in which B1 decays to B2M2. This
cascading decay process can be described by the concate-
nate quantum measurement. Then the joint angular dis-
tribution or joint probability is given by

P(n1,n2) =
1

Γ

dΓ

dΩ1dΩ2

= Tr
[
M1→2

n2 MB→1
n1 ρBM

†B→1
n1 M†1→2

n2

]
, (22)

which is the probability that B1 moving in the direc-
tion n1 decays to B3 moving in the direction n2. Here
{MB→1

n1 } and {M1→2
n2 } are two sets of measurement

operators characterizing two decays, B → B1M1 and
B1 → B2M2, respectively.
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Likewise, the decay chain can also be presented in the
Bloch-Fano representation as

En2 ◦ En1(ρB) = Mn2Mn1sBµ, (23)

where Mn1 and Mn2 are Fano matrices in the form of
Eq. (20). Similarly, the concatenate quantum measure-
ment in Eq. (22) can be extended to longer decay chains.

IV. JOINT DECAY OF BB̄ AND TWO-QUBIT
CORRELATIONS

In this section, we will give a generalized quantum mea-
surement introduced in Sec. III for the joint decay of BB̄
to B′B̄′ and study the correlation between BB̄ and B′B̄′.

If we only consider the spin degree of freedom for two
spin-1/2 particles, their joint state can be written in a
general form

ρBB̄ =
1

4

(
14 + sB · σ ⊗ 12 + 12 ⊗ sB̄ · σ

+
∑
i,j

Cijσi ⊗ σj

)
, (24)

where i, j = 1, 2, 3, 1n is the n × n unity matrix, sB
and sB̄ are spin polarization vectors for B and B̄ re-
spectively, and Cij is a 3 × 3 real matrix for the spin
correlation between B and B̄. So there are 15 real
parameters in ρBB̄ corresponding to siB = ⟨σi ⊗ 12⟩,
si
B̄
= ⟨12 ⊗ σi⟩ and Cij = ⟨σi ⊗ σj⟩. The Hilbert spaces

associated with spin states of B and B̄ are denoted as
HB and HB̄ respectively, thus ρBB̄ describes a quan-
tum state in the joint Hilbert space HB ⊗ HB̄ . The
one particle density operator can be obtained by taking
the partial trace ρB = TrB̄(ρBB̄) = 1

2 (1 + sB · σ) and
ρB̄ = TrB(ρBB̄) =

1
2 (1+sB̄ ·σ), which reduces to Eq. (4)

for one qubit.

A. Joint decay of baryon-antibaryon with spin
correlation

We consider the joint decay BB̄ → B′MB̄′M̄ with
spin correlation. According to the quantum measure-
ment postulate, a joint decay process can be regarded as
parallel quantum measurement. So the joint probability
for this parallel measurement is given by

P(n, n̄) = Tr
[(

Mn ⊗ M̄n̄

)
ρBB̄

(
M†

n ⊗ M̄†
n̄

)]
, (25)

similar to Eq. (14), where n or n̄ are momentum di-
rections of B′ and B̄′ respectively, and {Mn} as well
as {M̄n̄} are measurement operators acting on HB and
HB̄ respectively. In comparison with Eq. (13), the joint
probability is actually the joint angular distribution of
the daughter baryon and antibaryon. By substituting

Mn and M̄n̄ in the form of Eq. (10) together with ρBB̄

from Eq. (24) into Eq. (25), the joint angular distribution
is given as

1

Γ

dΓ(BB̄ → B′MB̄′M̄)

dΩndΩn̄

=
1

(4π)2

(
1 + αBsB · n+ αB̄sB̄ · n̄+ αBαB̄

∑
i,j

Cijnin̄j

)
,

(26)

where αB and αB̄ are decay parameters defined in Eq. (7)
associated with B and B̄ respectively.

The similar results can be found in Ref. [19, 39] in
the study of the correlated tt̄ decay. The joint angu-
lar distribution in Eq. (26) is derived in the generalized
measurement approach. We note that the distribution in
Eq. (25) is different from the one in Eq. (22), because the
former describes the joint decay of BB̄, while the latter
describes the decay chain of B.

B. Charmonium decays and quantum entanglement

The chamonium (cc̄) decays to hyperon-antihyperon
provide an ideal place to test the quantum entangle-
ment and correlation in the joint decay of hyperon-
antihyperon. From Eqs. (24) and (26) we see that ρBB̄

can be probed or extracted by the joint angular distribu-
tion in the decay of hyperon-antihyperon in experiments.

In this work, we focus on the deacys of spin-0 char-
monia ηc/χc0 → ΛΛ̄ → pπ−p̄π+ which were discussed in
Ref. [13, 40]. Since ηc is a pseudoscalar particle, the spin
state of ΛΛ̄ should be spin singlet corresponding to the
following density operator

ρΛΛ̄(ηc) =
∣∣Ψ−〉 〈Ψ−∣∣ = 1

4

(
14 −

∑
i

σi ⊗ σi

)
, (27)

where |Ψ−⟩ denotes spin singlet |Ψ−⟩ = (|01⟩−|10⟩)/
√
2.

From Eq. (27), there is no polarization for Λ and Λ̄ since
sΛ = sΛ̄ = 0, and the spin correlation matrix reads C =
diag{−1,−1,−1}. The spin state of ΛΛ̄ in the decay of
the scalar particle χc0 is the spin-0 state of the spin triplet
in the spin quantization direction, so the spin density
operator for ΛΛ̄ reads

ρΛΛ̄(χc0) =
∣∣Ψ+

〉 〈
Ψ+
∣∣ = 1

4

14 +
∑
i,j

Cijσi ⊗ σj

 ,

(28)
where |Ψ+⟩ = (|01⟩ + |10⟩)/

√
2 is the Bell state in the

spin triplet. We see that there is no polarization for
for Λ and Λ̄ and the spin correlation matrix is C =
diag{+1,+1,−1}. Using Eqs. (27) and (28) in Eq. (26),
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we obtain the joint angular distributions as

1

Γ

dΓηc

dΩndΩn̄
=

1

(4π)2
(1− αΛαΛ̄n · n̄) ,

1

Γ

dΓχc0

dΩndΩn̄
=

1

(4π)2
[1 + αΛαΛ̄(nxn̄x + nyn̄y − nzn̄z)] ,

(29)

where n and n̄ are momentum directions for p and p̄
respectively.

From the above cases, it is evident that the spin den-
sity operator ρΛΛ̄ can be reconstructed tomographically
from the joint distribution of pp̄ in the subsequent de-
cay ΛΛ̄ → pπ−p̄π+. The reconstruction of ρΛΛ̄ enables
a comprehensive analysis of quantum correlation in ΛΛ̄
system.

Generally speaking, the quantum correlation or entan-
glement in ρBB̄ is fully encoded in Cij . There are var-
ious types of quantum correlation [19]. In this work,
we only consider Bell nonlocality in testing the viola-
tion of the CHSH inequality. The maximum value of
the Bell operator associated with the CHSH inequality
can be directly calculated through Cij in ρBB̄ . Accord-
ing to Ref. [41], the maximum value of the Bell operator
reads ⟨BCHSH⟩max = 2

√
λ1 + λ2, where λ1 and λ2 are

two largest eigenvalues of the matrix CTC. Thus, from
Eqs. (27) and (28) in decays of ηc and χc0, the upper
bound 2

√
2 in the CHSH inequality has been approached

in ΛΛ̄. This violation lies in the fact that the spin states
of ΛΛ̄ are the Bell states |Ψ±⟩ that are maximally entan-
gled.

V. QUANTUM SIMULATION

In this section, we will perform quantum simulation for
the decay of hyperon-antihyperon and present the test of
the CHSH inequality through the spin correlation in the
hyperon-antihyperon system.

A. Simulation for generalized measurement process

Similar to Mn for the hyperon decay in Eq. (10), M̄n

for the antihyperon decay is defined as

M̄n =
1√
4π

1√∣∣S̄∣∣2 + ∣∣P̄ ∣∣2
(
S̄ + P̄σ · n

)
, (30)

which can be obtained from Eq. (10) by simply making
the replacement S → S̄ and P → P̄ .

In order to perform the simulation on the digital quan-
tum computer, the measurement operators {Mn} must
be embeded into unitary operators. It can be verified

that the block matrix

Un ≡ 1√
2
(
|S|2 + |P |2

)
[
S + Pσ · n P ∗ − S∗σ · n
S − Pσ · n P ∗ + S∗σ · n

]
,

(31)
is unitary, and Mn is embeded as the upper-left block.
From the definition of Mn in Eq. (10), it can be ex-
pressed by Mn = U(R)MẑU(R)†, where U(R) denotes
a SU(2) rotation isomorphic to R(ϕ, θ, 0). As a con-
sequence, the unitary operator Un can be obtained by
performing a similarity transformation on Uẑ, as Un =
[1⊗ U(R)]Uẑ

[
1⊗ U(R)†

]
. Similarly the unitary oper-

ator Ūn for the antihyperon decay can also be defined by
the replacement S → S̄ and P → P̄ .

Following this, the quantum circuit for simulating the
joint decay of ΛΛ̄ → pπ−p̄π+ is presented in Fig. 1, where
the spin states of ΛΛ̄ are prepared to be in the Bell states
|Ψ±⟩ resulted from ηc/χc0 decay as discussed in Sec. IV.
Figure 1 indicates that the measurement operators have
been successfully embedded into unitary operators, and
the quantum information contained in ΛΛ̄ can be ex-
tracted from ancilla qubits.

√
2πMnp |Λ⟩

√
2πM̄np̄ |Λ̄⟩

|0⟩

Uẑ

|Λ⟩ U(R)† U(R)

|0⟩

Ūẑ

|Λ̄⟩ U(R̄)† U(R̄)

Figure 1. The quantum circuit for generalized measurements.
The spin states of Λ and Λ̄ are prepared to be in the Bell states∣∣Ψ±〉. The additional two ancilla qubits are initialized to be in
|0⟩. Uẑ and Ūẑare the unitary gates in which the measurement
operators Mẑ and M̄ẑ are embedded. U(R) and U(R̄) are
SU(2) rotation gates. The measurements are performed on
two ancilla qubits by which the quantum information in ΛΛ̄
can be extracted.

The simulation has been performed on simulators and
the superconducting quantum computer Quafu devel-
oped in Beijing Academy of Quantum Information Sci-
ences. The simulation results are shown in Fig. 2, which
agree with the theoretical expectation that they enter the
quantum region [−2

√
2,−2)∪(2, 2

√
2] and reach the max-

imum 2
√
2. Thus we conclude that there is maximum

violation of the CHSH inequality in ΛΛ̄ from charmo-
nium decays, which coincides with the result in Sec. IV.
However, the violation of the CHSH inequality on real
quantum computers turns out to be very weak. This is
due to the noise in the real platform, which decreases
the quantumness between two qubits. The details of our
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quantum simulation are shown in Appendix. A.

Figure 2. The CHSH witness in the simulation of the entan-
gled states of ΛΛ̄. Solid circles are results on noiseless simu-
lator while cross symbols are results on the superconducting
quantum computer with 136 qubits. The red/blue symbols
represent the initial entangled states

∣∣Ψ−〉 / ∣∣Ψ+
〉

for ΛΛ̄. The
shadow area is the quantum region [−2

√
2,−2)∪ (+2+2

√
2].

B. Simulation for depolarizing channel

As we discussed in Eq. (16), the average spin den-
sity matrix of the daughter baryon in B → B′M is
ρB′ = E(ρB). In the viewpoint of QIS, the post-
measurement ensemble can be interpreted as a quantum
evolution characterized by the quantum channel. We no-
tice that Eq. (16) can be regarded as a single-qubit de-
polarizing channel as

ρB 7→ ρB′ ≡ E(ρB) = P
1

2
+ (1− P)ρB , (32)

where P ≡ (2 − 2γB)/3. We have a similar form for
antibaryon: ρB̄′ ≡ Ē(ρB̄) with P̄ ≡ (2 − 2γB̄)/3. Then
the average spin density matrix for B′B̄′ from the joint
decay of BB̄ → B′MB̄′M̄ can be presented as

ρB′B̄′ = E ⊗ Ē(ρBB̄)

=
1

4

[
1+ (1− P)σ · sB ⊗ 1+ (1− P̄)1⊗ σ · sB̄

+(1− P)(1− P̄)
∑
i,j

Cijσi ⊗ σj

]
. (33)

Since the decay processes of B and B̄ are not correlated,
the two-qubit channel can be described as a tensor prod-
uct of two independent single-qubit depolarizing channels
E ⊗ Ē . From Eq. (33), the polarization vectors decrease
by factors (1− P) and (1− P̄), while the spin correla-
tion decreases by a factor (1 − P)(1 − P̄). This means
that the spin correlation is suppressed in decay processes.
The suppression of the spin correlation may lead to the
satisfaction of the CHSH inequality, since the maximal

violation also decreases by the factor (1 − P)(1 − P̄),
which has been discussed in Ref. [12].

We now perform a simulation based on decays
ηc/χc0 → ΛΛ̄ → pπ−p̄π+. The simulation results for
the channel ρpp̄ = E ⊗ Ē(ρΛΛ̄) are presented in Fig. 3. In
principle, the maximum value of the Bell operator in pp̄
becomes

⟨BCHSH⟩max =

(
1 + 2γΛ

3

)2

2
√
2, (34)

with γΛ = γΛ̄. The data for Λ hyperon gives γΛ ≈ 0.66
in PDG [32]. Thus, the maximum value is ⟨BCHSH⟩max ≈
1.69 < 2, which means the spin correlation of pp̄ cannot
not reach the quantum bound and does not show the
property of nonlocality.

Figure 3. The simulation results for pp̄ in the decay ηc/χc0 →
ΛΛ̄ → pπ−p̄π+ and test of the CHSH inequality. The solid
circles denote the results on the noiseless simulator. The
red/blue symbols represent pp̄ produced in the subsequent de-
cay of ΛΛ̄ in prepared initial states

∣∣Ψ−〉 / ∣∣Ψ+
〉
. The shadow

area is the quantum region of [−2
√
2,−2) ∪ (+2 + 2

√
2], and

the red dashdotted lines indicate the bound in Eq. (34).

In Fig. 3, we can observe that the simulation results
are in agreement with our theoretical expectation that
the spin correlation in decay daughters decreases in decay
processes.

VI. PROJECTIVE MEASUREMENT AND
UNITARY EVOLUTION

In this section, we will discuss the origin of general-
ized measurement and its connection with particle de-
cay/scattering processes.

In the hyperon decay B → B′M , since M is a
pseudoscalar meson, we can neglect its quantum state.
The quantum state of the mother hyperon is |B⟩ =
|momentum⟩ ⊗ |spin⟩ in the Hilbert space Hmomentum ⊗
Hspin. The general decay process can be described by
a unitary evolution U called the scattering matrix S in
quantum field theory. In the decay, the outgoing daugh-
ter baryon is detected in the direction n(θ, ϕ) with the
angular distribution in experiments.
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From the perspective of QIS, the decay process can be
described as a unitary evolution governed by the Hamil-
tonian (or Lagrangian) of the system, U(ρmomentum ⊗
ρspin)U

†. Then the decay takes place by an emission
of daughter particles in a certain direction, which indi-
cates that a projective measurement is performed on the
evolved system as ΠθϕU(ρmomentum⊗ρspin)U

†Π†
θϕ, where

the measurement operators are defined as projectors
Πθϕ = |θϕ⟩ ⟨θϕ| ∈ Hmomentum. Here the quantum state
of the daughter baryon ρB′ = U(ρmomentum⊗ρspin)U

† has
been projected into the direction n(θ, ϕ) in momentum
space. Note that the momentum magnitude |p| is fixed
by the energy-momentum conservation in the two-body
decay.

According to the quantum measurement postulate dis-
cussed in Sec. IIA, the probability for finding the daugh-
ter baryon in the n direction reads

P(n) ∝ Tr
(
ΠθϕU(ρmomentum ⊗ ρspin)U

†Π†
θϕ

)
, (35)

where P(n) is just the angular distribution
(1/Γ)(dΓ/dΩ). In decay or scattering processes,
the momenta of initial particles are pre-determined.
In the decay process, the initial momentum state is
denoted as |0⟩ = |p = 0⟩ by choosing the rest frame
of mother particle, hence we have ρBmomentum = |0⟩ ⟨0|
in Eq. (35). Since the initial momentum state is fixed,
and the density matrix only contains the spin degree of
freedom for the daughter baryon and can be obtained
by taking the partial trace over momentum

ρB
′

spin(n) ∝ Trmomentum

(
ΠθϕU |0⟩ ρBspin ⟨0|U†Π†

θϕ

)
,

(36)
where the action Trmomentum discards the momentum de-
gree of freedom. Considering Eqs. (2) and (14), it can be
shown that ρB

′

spin(n) ∝ Mnρ
B
spinM

†
n, where {Mn} denotes

the generalized measurement operators induced by the
partial trace over momentum.

A heuristic quantum circuit in demonstrating the de-
cay B → B′M is shown as

|0⟩Bmomentum

U

Πθϕ

P(n)

ρBspin ρB
′

spin(n)

This quantum circuit gives a pedagogical illustration of
the projective measurement and unitary evolution in par-
ticle decay and scattering processes in accordance with
Eqs. (35, 36). The upper wire denotes the momentum
state of the mother baryon |p⟩, which is initialized as
|0⟩ in the rest frame, while the lower one denotes the
spin state. The unitary gate “U ” represents the unitary
S-matrix in scattering theory. After the unitary evolu-
tion, a projective measurement Πθϕ is performed on the
momentum state, resulting in the angular distribution
of the daughter baryon. Consequently, the spin density

operator ρB
′

spin(n) in Eq. (36) is then obtained after the
projective measurement.

In quantum information theory, a unitary evolution
combined with projective measurements are suffice to in-
duce a set of generalized measurements {Mn} which con-
tain both the dynamical and measurement information of
the system. The generalized measurement formalism is
very useful to describe decay and scattering processes in
particle physics. For more details of the topic, we refer
the readers to Chapter 2.2.8 of Ref. [31].

VII. SUMMARY

The particle decay processes is described as the gen-
eralized quantum measurement in quantum information
theory. We consider a spin-1/2 hyperon decaying to one
spin-1/2 baryon and one spin-0 meson. In this perspec-
tive, we successfully establish a correspondence between
the angular distribution of the daughter baryon and the
generalized measurement operator. The Bloch-Fano rep-
resentation is employed to describe the quantum mea-
surement process, which shows a direct parallelism with
the decay matrices outlined in Ref. [16]. We apply this
method to the joint decay of ηc/χc0 → ΛΛ̄ → pπ+p̄π−

and investigate the spin correlation in ΛΛ̄ as well as in
pp̄ systems. The quantum simulation to test the CHSH
inequality on both the simulator and real quantum com-
puter has been done. A discussion on the connection
between the particle decay and the generalized quantum
measurement has been given.

The generalized measurement description can be ap-
plied to a wide range of decay and scattering processes.
In particular, it offers us a QIS-based tool to analyze un-
known particle decays in search for new physics, such as
dark matter particles. It also opens a window for test-
ing quantum nonlocality or other quantum properties in
particle decays on quantum computers. Our results can
be verified in particle experiments such as BESIII [9].
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Appendix A: Details for quantum simulation

Through the unitary embedding introduced in Sec. V,
we have the unitary operators Un and Ūn acting on the
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corresponding states as

Un : |0⟩⊗ |Λ⟩ 7→
√
2π |0⟩ ⊗Mn |Λ⟩︸ ︷︷ ︸

Λ→p

+
1√

2
(
|S|2 + |P |2

) |1⟩ ⊗ (S − Pσ · n) |Λ⟩ ,

Ūn : |0⟩⊗
∣∣Λ̄〉 7→ √

2π |0⟩ ⊗ M̄n

∣∣Λ̄〉︸ ︷︷ ︸
Λ̄→p̄

+
1√

2
(∣∣S̄∣∣2 + ∣∣P̄ ∣∣2) |1⟩ ⊗

(
S̄ − P̄σ · n

) ∣∣Λ̄〉 ,
(A1)

where |0⟩ = (1, 0)T, |1⟩ = (0, 1)T, |0⟩ ⊗ |Λ⟩ =
(λ1, λ2, 0, 0)

T and |1⟩ ⊗ |Λ⟩ = (0, 0, λ1, λ2)
T with |Λ⟩ =

(λ1, λ2)
T, Mn is given in Eq. (10), and M̄n is given in

Eq. (30) which are the measurement operators associated
with the decay of Λ and Λ̄ respectively. From Eq. (A1),
performing the projective measurements on the ancilla
registers results in

P(|0⟩) = (2π) ⟨Λ|M†
nMn |Λ⟩ = 1

2
⟨Λ| (1 + ασ · n) |Λ⟩ ,

P(|1⟩) = ⟨Λ| (S∗ − P ∗σ · n) (S − Pσ · n) |Λ⟩

2
(
|S|2 + |P |2

)
=

1

2
⟨Λ| (1− ασ · n) |Λ⟩ , (A2)

which leads to the expectation value of σz on the ancilla
qubit as

⟨σz⟩anc = P(|0⟩)− P(|1⟩) = α ⟨Λ|σ · n |Λ⟩ = α ⟨σ · n⟩Λ .
(A3)

We see in the above formula that the expectation value
associated on the Λ qubit can be obtained from the ex-
pectation value of σz on the ancilla qubit ⟨σ · n⟩Λ =
(1/α) ⟨σz⟩anc. The same result holds for Λ̄. Thus, the
joint expectation value of ΛΛ̄ reads

⟨σ · np ⊗ σ · np̄⟩ΛΛ̄ ≡ 1

αᾱ
⟨σz ⊗ σz⟩anc , (A4)

which can be directly implemented on the quantum cir-
cuit and is adopted in our test of the CHSH inequality
on the quantum computer. In our simulations, the CP
violation is ignored and the parameters are specified as
αΛ = −αΛ̄ = 0.75 and ϕΛ = ϕΛ̄ = 0.

The Bell operator defined in Ref. [41] reads〈
BCHSH

〉
=
〈
σ · â1 ⊗ σ · b̂1

〉
+
〈
σ · â2 ⊗ σ · b̂1

〉
+
〈
σ · â1 ⊗ σ · b̂2

〉
−
〈
σ · â2 ⊗ σ · b̂2

〉
,

(A5)

where â1, â2, b̂1 and b̂2 are unit vectors and can be put
in the zx plane. In our paper, the quantum states used

Figure 4. Orientations of four unit vectors â1, â2, b̂1 and b̂2
in zx plane.

in the test of the CHSH inequality are two Bell states
|Ψ±⟩. For convenience, the Bell operator in Eq. (A5) is
modified as

〈
BCHSH

〉
Ψ− =

〈
â1, b̂1

〉
+
〈
â1, b̂2

〉
−
〈
â2, b̂1

〉
+
〈
â2, b̂2

〉
,〈

BCHSH
〉
Ψ+ =

〈
â1, b̂1

〉
+
〈
â1, b̂2

〉
+
〈
â2, b̂1

〉
−
〈
â2, b̂2

〉
,

(A6)

where
〈
â, b̂

〉
≡
〈
σ · â⊗σ · b̂

〉
. For further simplification,

we set the angle between â1 and â2 is equal to π/2, so is
the angle between b̂1 and b̂2. Without losing generality,
we assume b̂1 = ẑ, b̂2 = x̂, â1 = cos θẑ+sin θx̂, and â2 =
− sin θẑ + cos θx̂, see Fig. 4. The expectation values are
calculated using the property ⟨â, b̂⟩ = (â, Cb̂) = âTCb̂
with C being the correlation matrix in Eq. (24). For |Ψ−⟩
we have C = diag{−1,−1,−1}, while for |Ψ+⟩ we have
C = diag{+1,+1,−1}. Finally we obtain the results for
⟨BCHSH⟩ as

⟨BCHSH⟩Ψ− =− 2
√
2 sin(θ +

π

4
),

⟨BCHSH⟩Ψ+ =2
√
2 sin(θ − π

4
). (A7)

depolarozing channel

|p⟩

|p̄⟩

|Λ⟩ H E

|Λ̄⟩ Ē

Figure 5. The quantum circuit simulating ΛΛ̄ → pp̄, where
E ⊗ Ē represents two depolarizing channels.
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|0⟩ Ry(φ)

Trace out|0⟩ Ry(φ)

|0⟩ Ry(φ)

ρ X Y Z E(ρ)

Figure 6. Circuit implementation of depolarizing channel.
The first three qubits are introduced as ancillae, while the
last is the system qubit representing the spin of Λ hyperon.
X, Y , and Z are three Pauli gates and φ in Ry rotation gates
are φ = 1

2
arccos(1− 2P), with P in Eq. (A8).

In the simulation of the spin correlation in pp̄ in the
jointed decay of ΛΛ̄ → pπ−p̄π+, we implement the depo-
larizing channel by the quantum circuit in Fig. (5). The
single-qubit depolarizing channel can be expressed as

E(ρ) =
(
1− 3P

4

)
ρ+

P

4
(XρX + Y ρY + ZρZ) , (A8)

and the details for the quantum circuit implementation
are shown in Fig. (6).
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