arXiv:2003.08582v2 [math-ph] 24 Mar 2020

Quantum Aitchison geometry^∗

Attila Andai^†, Attila Lovas^‡ Department of Mathematical Analysis, Budapest University of Technology and Economics, Egry József u. 1, Budapest, 1111, Hungary

March 28, 2020

Abstract

Multiplying a likelihood function with a positive number makes no difference in Bayesian statistical inference, therefore after normalization the likelihood function in many cases can be considered as probability distribution. This idea led Aitchison to define a vector space structure on the probability simplex in 1986. Pawlowsky-Glahn and Egozcue gave a statistically relevant scalar product on this space in 2001, endowing the probability simplex with a Hilbert space structure. In this paper we present the noncommutative counterpart of this geometry. We introduce a real Hilbert space structure on the quantum mechanical finite dimensional state space. We show that the scalar product in quantum setting respects the tensor product structure and can be expressed in terms of modular operators and Hamilton operators. Using the quantum analogue of the logratio transformation it turns out that all the newly introduced operations emerge naturally in the language of Gibbs states. We show an orthonormal basis in the state space and study the introduced geometry on the space of qubits in details.

1 Introduction

The very first step towards the Euclidean structure on the quantum mechanical state space was done by Aitchison in 1986 when he noticed that the operation of Bayes’s formula to change a prior probability assessment π into a posterior one p through a likelihood function ρ, can be viewed as an operation on the probability simplex [1, 2, 4]. Multiplying a likelihood function with a positive constant results the same updated probability distribution, therefore in many cases with an appropriate multiplicative factor one can transform the likelihood to a probability distribution ρ. Such ideas led to the definition of an abstract operation ⊕ for the updating process p = ρ ⊕ π. The operation ⊕ is called perturbation, because in applications the likelihood function has just a slight effect on the prior distribution.

To be more concrete let us denote the interior of the probability simplex by S_n (n ∈ N \ {0, 1}), that is

S_n = { (p_1, . . . , p_n) ∈ ]0, 1[^n | | | n∑ i=1 p_i = 1 } . ∗keywords: quantum state, quantum information, information geometry; MSC2010: 81P16, 81P45. †andatt@gmai.com ‡lovas@math.bme.hu

The perturbation is defined as an S_n × S_n → S_n operation, if p, q ∈ S_n then p ⊕ q = 1_n ∑ i=1 p_iq_i × (p_1q_1, . . . , p_nq_n) (1)

and scalar multiplication is a R × S_n → S_n map, for λ ∈ R and p ∈ S_n λ ⊙ p = 1_n ∑ i=1 p^λ_i × (p^λ_1 , . . . , p^λ_n). (2)

It is easy to check that (S_n, ⊕, ⊙) is a vector space, where the zero vector is the uniform distribution. This linear structure of the simplex was studied in details [3, 7]. Note that intervals in this Aitchison geometry (t ⊙ p) ⊕ ((1 − t) ⊙ q) (t ∈ [0, 1]) play crucial role in hypothesis testing and have been studied in detail for decades in connection with relative entropy and Chernoff distance [8, 9, 19]. In statistic these intervals are often referred to as Hellinger arcs.

In 2001, Pawlowsky-Glahn and Egozcue using the notion of metric center and metric variation endowed this space with an inner product ⟨·, ·⟩_∘ : S_n × S_n → R (p, q) → 1 2n n∑ i,j=1 log ( p_i p_j ) log ( q_i q_j ) (3)

which turned out to be a simple tool to prove essential properties of statistical inference [16, 17]. An orthonormal basis was constructed in the Hilbert space (S_n, ⟨·, ·⟩_∘) which has particular importance in estimation theory [12]. The norm ‖·‖_∘ induced by the scalar product is called information evidence I_e, since it fulfills the natural requirements that from different prior distributions π_1, π_2 the same measurement inducing likelihood ρ, the information gain in posterior distributions p_i = ρ⊕π_i (i = 1, 2) should be the same I_e(p_1 ⊖ π_1) = I_e(p_2 ⊖ π_2) = I_e(ρ) and the distance between the prior and posterior distributions should be the same I_e(p_1 ⊖ p_2) = I_e(π_1 ⊖ π_2) [11]. The formal definition of p ⊖ π is p ⊕ ((−1) ⊙ π). This geometrical structure of the simplex was extended to different statistical models recently.

For probability density functions on bounded intervals of the real numbers [10], for σ-finite measures on a measurable space [20, 21]. In this paper a similar Hilbert space structure is presented on the quantum mechanical state space inspired by the classical Aitchison geometry.

2 Hilbert space structure on the quantum mechanical state space

2.1 Basic notations and lemmas

We work in finite dimensional framework, that is every Hilbert space will be assumed to be finite dimensional over the complex field. Let us fix some notation. The letters n, m denote integers greater than or equal to two. The symbol M_n stands for the algebra of n × n complex matrices, M_{n,sa} denotes the set of self-adjoint elements in M_n and M^+_n denotes the set of positive definite matrices in M_{n,sa}. The trace one elements of M^+_n form the interior of the n-level quantum mechanical state space which is denoted by M_n, that is M_n = {D ∈ M^+_n |Tr D = 1}. The linear structure of self-adjoint traceless matrices will play role in computations therefore we introduce the abbreviation M^0_{n,sa} for the set of those matrices. The symbol I_n is used for the n × n identity matrix and to shorten formulae for every matrix A ∈ M^+_n the abbreviation ~A = log(A) is used. The matrix units E_{ij} will be used, E_{ij} is the matrix with every component zero, except the component ij, which is one and the size of the matrix units will be clear from the context.

To a matrix X ∈ M_n, one can associate the left and right multiplication operators L_X , R_X : M_n → M_n that act like A → L_X (A) = XA A → R_X (A) = AX. For states D_1, D_2 ∈ M_n the relative modular operator is defined as Δ_{D1 /D2} = L_{D1} R_D−1_2 , that is for every A ∈ M_n one has Δ_{D1/D2} (A) = D_1AD^{−1}_2 . In the case D_1 = D_2 the short notation Δ_D is used for Δ_{D/D} .

The space M_n is endowed with Hilbert-Schmidt inner product ⟨A, B⟩_n = Tr A^∗B ∀A, B ∈ M_n. For every matrix X ∈ M_{n,sa} the multiplication operators L_X , R_X and in the invertible case Δ_X too are self-adjoint, moreover, for every D ∈ M_n the operators L_D, R_D and Δ_D are positive definite. Lemma 1. For matrices A ∈ M^+_n and B ∈ M^+_m one has for their logarithm ~ A ⊗ B = ~A ⊗ I_m + I_n ⊗ ~B and ~A ⊗ A^{−1} = ~A ⊗ I_n − I_n ⊗ ~A. Proof. The tensor product A ⊗ B identified as an M_m → M_n linear map acting like X → AXB^∗. Using the commutativity of the operators L_A and R_B ~ A ⊗ B = ~L_AR_B = ~L_A + ~R_B = L_{~A} + R_{~B} = ~A ⊗ I_m + I_n ⊗ ~B follows.

2.2 Elementary operations

Now we are in the position to present the quantum analogue of the perturbation ⊕, multiplication ⊙ and scalar product ⟨·, ·⟩_∘ given by Equations (1,2,3).

Definition 1. On the set of positive definite matrices M^+_n define the following operations for every A, B ∈ M^+_n and λ ∈ R. A ⊕ B := e^{~A+ ~B} Tr e^{~A+ ~B} λ ⊙ A := e^{λ ~A} Tr e^{λ ~A} ⟨A, B⟩_∘ := 1 n Tr ( ~A ~B) − 1 n^2 (Tr ~A)(Tr ~B). First note about these operations that A ⊕ B, λ ⊙ A ∈ M_n if A, B ∈ M^+_n and λ ∈ R, moreover, they are defined on the rays of positive definite operators in the following sense. Lemma 2. For every A, B ∈ M^+_n and c ∈ R^+ we have the following scale invariance. A ⊕ B = (cA) ⊕ B = A ⊕ (cB) λ ⊙ A = λ ⊙ (cA) ⟨A, B⟩_∘ = ⟨cA, B⟩_∘ = ⟨A, cB⟩_∘

Proof. Elementary computation.

Because of scale invariance one can factorize by rays, which means that is enough to consider only the set of trace one matrices i.e. the set of quantum states. It turns out that the interior of the state space is a Euclidean space with these operations.

Theorem 1. The state space M_n is a real Hilbert space with addition ⊕, null vector^1_n I_n, multiplication ⊙ and inner product ⟨·, ·⟩_∘.

Proof. Not every requirement of Hilbert spaces will be proven, just two of them to give insight to such calculations. Lemma 2 gives the idea to define temporarily the relation a ≃ b if there is a c ∈ R^+ such that a = cb.

First let us prove the distributivity for A, B ∈ M_n and λ ∈ R. λ ⊙ (A ⊕ B) ≃ λ ⊙ e^{~A+ ~B} ≃ e^{λ( ~A+ ~B)} = e^{λ ~A+λ ~B} ≃ e^{λ ~A} ⊕ e^{λ ~B} ≃ (λ ⊙ A) ⊕ (λ ⊙ B) Now let us prove the additivity of the scalar product for for A, B, C ∈ M_n. ⟨A ⊕ B, C⟩_∘ = ⟨ e^{~A+ ~B} , C ⟩ ∘ = 1 n Tr (( ~A + ~B) ~C) − 1 n^2 (Tr ( ~A + ~B)))(Tr ~C) = ⟨A, C⟩_∘ + ⟨B, C⟩_∘ .

Because of the group property of the addition, every state A has an additive inverse, which will be denoted by ⊖A. It can be expressed by multiplication as ⊖A = (−1) ⊙ A.

As in the classical case the intervals (t ⊙ A) ⊕ ((1 − t) ⊙ B) (t ∈ [0, 1]) has special interests in quantum hypothesis testing [6, 14, 19]. They can be considered as one generalization of Hellinger arc.

The introduced operations are unitary invariant, which means that they preserve symmetries in quantum mechanics.

Lemma 3. For every state A, B ∈ M_n, λ ∈ R and unitary matrix U ∈ M_n we have the identities (UAU^∗) ⊕ (UBU^∗) = U(A ⊕ B)U^∗ λ ⊙ (UAU^∗) = U(λ ⊙ A)U^∗ ⟨UAU^∗, UBU^∗⟩_∘ = ⟨A, B⟩_∘ . Proof. Simple application of the formula ~UAU^∗ = U ~AU^∗.

The tensor product plays a key role in quantum information theory [15, 19] since it describes composite systems. The following theorem shows that the introduced scalar product acts on composite systems as they were direct summand of subspaces.

Theorem 2. For states A_1, A_2 ∈ M_n and B_1, B_2 ∈ M_m the scalar product of their tensor product can be expressed as ⟨A_1 ⊗ B_1, A_2 ⊗ B_2⟩_∘ = ⟨A_1, A_2⟩_∘ + ⟨B_1, B_2⟩_∘ .

Proof. Elementary computation using Lemma 1.

An immediate consequence of the previous theorem is the Pythagorean theorem for composite quantum systems.

Theorem 3. For states A ∈ M_n and B ∈ M_m we have ‖A ⊗ B‖^2_∘ = ‖A‖^2_∘ + ‖B‖^2_∘ .

The relative entropy is a key concept in quantum information theory [15, 19], which can be defined via modular operators for states D_1, D_2 ∈ M_n as

S(D_1, D_2) = − ⟨ D^{1/2}_1 , ~

Δ_{D2 /D1} D^{1/2}_1 ⟩ n . This formula is nothing else but Araki’s definition of the relative entropy in a general von Neumann algebra [5]. Later Petz used the concept of modular operators to define quasi entropies [18] and in 2002 Hiai and Petz presented a unified approach to quantum relative entropies, monotone metrics and quasi entropies via modular operators [13]. Note that the logarithm of the modular operator occurs in the formula. It turns out that the scalar product ⟨·, ·⟩_∘ can be expressed in terms of the logarithm of modular operators.

Theorem 4. For states A, B ∈ M_n the scalar product can be written as ⟨A, B⟩_∘ = 1 2n^2 ⟨ ~Δ_A, ~Δ_B ⟩ . Proof. The theorem is equivalent to the equality ⟨A, B⟩_∘ = 1 2n^2 Tr (( ~ A ⊗ A^{−1} ) ( ~ B ⊗ B^{−1} )) , (4)

which can proved using Lemma 1.

It is worth noting the remarkable similarities of the Equations (3) and (4).

2.3 Aitchison geometry on the space of qubits

As an application we present the Aitchison geometry on the space of qubits M_2 via explicit formulae. The state space M_2 can be identified with the interior of the unit ball in the three dimensional Euclidean space with the map { (x, y, z) ∈ R^3 | ‖(x, y, z)‖ < 1 } → M_2 (x, y, z) → 1 2 ( 1 + z x + iy x − iy 1 − z ) . This unit ball is called Bloch ball and its elements are referred to as quantum states. The origin of the Bloch ball is the origin in the Aitchison geometry. The Hilbert space operations on the space M_2 is summarized in the following lemma.

Lemma 4. Assume that D_1 and D_2 are elements in the Bloch ball, such that their Euclidean distance from the origin is R, r and the angle between them is ϑ. We have for their scalar product

⟨D_1, D_2⟩_∘ = artanh(r) artanh(R) cos(ϑ), (5)

the length of the vectors are

‖D_1‖_∘ = artanh(R), ‖D_2‖_∘ = artanh(r), (6)

so the angle between them in the Aitchison geometry is ϑ too. The distance square between them is

‖D_1 ⊖ D_2‖^2_∘ = artanh^2(R) + artanh^2(r) − 2 cos(ϑ) artanh(R) artanh(r). (7)

The additive inverse is ⊖ D_1 = I_2 − D_1, (8)

that is the reflection to the origin in the Bloch ball. The multiplication is a dilatation, for λ ∈ R^+ the Euclidean distance the state λ ⊙ D_1 from the origin in the Bloch ball is tanh(λ artanh(R)).

Proof. The unitary invariance of the metric implies that the norm of a state in the Bloch ball depends just on the distance from the origin. To simplify the calculations we can assume that the first state lays on the positive part of the axis z and the second state has no y component. Using the parameterization for states D_1(R) = 1 2 ( 1 + R 0

0 1 − R ) D_2(r, ϑ) = 1 2 ( 1 + r cos ϑ r sin ϑ r sin ϑ 1 − r cos ϑ )

calculations gives us Equations (5,6,7,8).

Finally an orthonormal basis D_1, D_2, D_3 is presented in M_2 with respect to the scalar product ⟨·, ·⟩_∘. D_1 = 1 2 ( 1 tanh 1 tanh 1 1 ) D_2 = 1 2 ( 1 i tanh 1 −i tanh 1 1 ) D_3 = 1 e + e^{−1} ( e 0 0 e^{−1} )

3 Connection to Gibbs states

Definition 2. In quantum mechanical setting an operator H ∈ M_{n,sa} is called Hamiltonian and for a parameter β ∈ R^+ the state D = e^{−βH} Tr e^{−βH} is called Gibbs state of H at inverse temperature β, or shortly Gibbs state.

Note that the Hamilton operators H and H + cI_n determine the same Gibbs state, so one can assume that the Hamiltonian is traceless. Using the definition of Gibbs states one can assign a state to every Hamiltonian. The counterpart of this mechanism in classical probability theory is called softmax function. Now we define the inverse of this map.

Definition 3. The centered log-ratio transformation is defined as

clr : M_n → M^0_{n,sa} D → D̃ − 1 n I_nTr D̃. Below we show that the centered log-ratio transformation is scale invariant, linear, isometric and preserve tensor product in some sense.

Theorem 5. For states A, B ∈ M_n, C ∈ M_m, scalars λ ∈ R, c ∈ R^+ and unitary operator U ∈ M_n we have

clr(cA) = clrA clr(λ ⊙ A) = λclrA clr(A ⊕ B) = clrA + clrB ⟨A, B⟩_∘ = 1 n ⟨clrA, clrB⟩_n clr(A ⊗ C) = clrA ⊗ I_m + I_n ⊗ clrC clr(UAU^∗) = U(clrA)U^∗.

Proof. Simple application of Lemmas 1, 2 and 3.

This theorem gives an interpretation of the vector operations in the state space. The sum of Gibbs states D_1 ⊕ D_2 generated by Hamiltonians H_1 and H_2 at the same inverse temperature β is just the Gibbs state corresponding to the Hamiltonian H_1 + H_2. The state λ ⊙ D_1 (λ ∈ R) can be interpreted as a Gibbs state generated by either λH_1 at β or H_1 at λβ. Finally, ⟨D_1, D_2⟩ is just the Hilbert-Schmidt inner product of the Hamiltonians ⟨H_1, H_2⟩ up to a normalizing factor.

The above mentioned properties of the clr function indicate a simple proof for Theorem 2. For states A_1, A_2 ∈ M_n and B_1, B_2 ∈ M_m the calculations below prove the theorem.

⟨A_1 ⊗ B_1, A_2 ⊗ B_2⟩_∘ = 1 nm ⟨clr(A_1 ⊗ B_1), clr(A_2 ⊗ B_2)⟩_n = 1 nm ⟨clrA_1 ⊗ I_m + I_n ⊗ clrB_1, clrA_2 ⊗ I_m + I_n ⊗ clrB_2⟩_n = 1 nm ( Tr ((clrA_1clrA_2) ⊗ I_m) + Tr (clrA_1 ⊗ clrB_2)

+ Tr (clrA_2 ⊗ clrB_1) + Tr (I_n ⊗ (clrB_1clrB_2)) ) = 1 n Tr (clrA_1clrA_2) + 1 nm Tr (clrA_1)Tr (clrB_2) + 1 nm Tr (clrA_2)Tr (clrB_1) + 1 m Tr (clrB_1clrB_2) = 1 n ⟨clr(A_1), clr(A_2)⟩_n + 1 m ⟨clr(B_1), clr(B_2)⟩_n

= ⟨A_1, A_2⟩_∘ + ⟨B_1, B_2⟩_∘

Aitchison et al. gave an orthonormal basis on the probability simplex in 2002 [12]. Here we present the noncommutative analogue of their basis.

Theorem 6. For a given n define a = √_n 2 and the following matrices. 1 ≤ k < l ≤ n : A_{kl} = 1 n − 2 + 2 cosh a

(I_n + (cosh a − 1)(E_{kk} + E_{ll}) + (sinh a)(E_{kl} + E_{lk})) 1 ≤ k < l ≤ n : B_{kl} = 1 n − 2 + 2 cosh a

(I_n + (cosh a − 1)(E_{kk} + E_{ll}) + (i sinh a)(E_{kl} − E_{lk}))

1 ≤ k ≤ n − 2 : C_k = 1 (k + 1)e^α + e^{−(k+1)α} + k − 2

Diag e^α, . . . , e^α k , e^{−(k+1)α}, 1, . . . , 1 n−k−2 , e^α

where α = √ n k^2 + 3k + 2

k = n − 1 : C_{n−1} = 1 n − a + 2 cosh a ( I_n + (e^a − 1)E_{11} + (e^{−a} − 1)E_{nn} )

The set of matrices {A_{kl}, B_{kl}}_{1≤k<l≤n} ∪ {C_k}_{1≤k≤n−1} form an orthonormal basis in M_n with respect to the scalar product ⟨·, ·⟩_∘.

Proof. The matrices A_{kl}, B_{kl} and C_k are the Gibbs states generated by Hamiltonians 1 ≤ k < l ≤ n; A_{kl} = a(E_{kl} + E_{lk} ) 1 ≤ k < l ≤ n; B_{kl} = ia(E_{kl} − E_{lk} ) 1 ≤ k ≤ n − 2 : C_k = √ n k^2 + 3k + 2

Diag 1, . . . , 1 k , −k − 1, 0, . . . , 0 n−k−2 , 1 k = n − 1 : C_{n−1} = a(E_{11} − E_{nn}).

Simple computation shows that these matrices form an orthonormal basis in M^0_{n,sa} with respect to the normalized Hilbert-Schmidt scalar product^1_n ⟨·, ·⟩_n. According to Theorem 5 the corresponding Gibbs states form an orthonormal basis with respect to ⟨·, ·⟩_∘ in M_n.

4 Conclusions

In this paper the Aitchison geometry was generalized from classical statistical models to the quantum mechanical finite dimensional state space, that is a Hilbert-space structure on the state space was presented. The intervals in this space was already used in quantum hypothesis testing, as in the classical case. The introduced scalar product, inspired by the classical one, surprisingly preserve the tensor product and can be expressed in terms of modular operators and Hamilton operators. The Hilbert space structure of the state space is turned out to be unitary invariant. The analogue of the log-ratio transformation was given in this quantum setting which helped give an orthonormal basis in the state space. The above mentioned notions were studied in detail on the space of qubits.

As in the classical case, where the Aitchison geometry first was presented on the simplex and later extended to more and more complicated statistical models, in quantum setting, the presented geometry is just the first step in this direction. In the future the generalization to infinite dimensional state spaces case could be the counterpart of the classical continuous case. The generalization to the Radon-Nykodim derivative of states in a von Neumann algebra could be the considered as a noncommutative version of the existing extension to Radon-Nykodim derivative of measures.

Acknowledgments

Both of the authors enjoyed the support of the Hungarian National Research, Development and Innovation Office (NKFIH) grant no. K124152.

References

[1] J. Aitchison. The statistical analysis of compositional data. J. Roy. Statist. Soc. Ser. B, 44(2):139–177, 1982. With discussion.

[2] J. Aitchison. The statistical analysis of compositional data. Monographs on Statistics and Applied Probability. Chapman & Hall, London, 1986.

[3] J. Aitchison. Simplicial inference. In Algebraic methods in statistics and probability (Notre Dame, IN, 2000), volume 287 of Contemp. Math., pages 1–22. Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2001.

[4] J. Aitchison and K. W. Ng. The role of perturbation in compositional data analysis. Stat. Model., 5(2):173–185, 2005.

[5] H. Araki. Relative entropy of states of von Neumann algebras. Publ. Res. Inst. Math. Sci., 11(3):809–833, 1975/76.

[6] K. M. R. Audenaert, M. Nussbaum, A. Szkoła, and F. Verstraete. Asymptotic error rates in quantum hypothesis testing. Comm. Math. Phys., 279(1):251–283, 2008.

[7] D. Billheimer, P. Guttorp, and W. F. Fagan. Statistical interpretation of species composition. J.

Amer. Statist. Assoc., 96(456):1205–1214, 2001.

[8] T. M. Cover and J. A. Thomas. Elements of information theory. Wiley-Interscience [John Wiley & Sons], Hoboken, NJ, second edition, 2006.

[9] I. Csiszár and J. Körner. Information theory. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, second edition, 2016. Coding theorems for discrete memoryless systems, Paperback of the 2011 edition [ MR2839250].

[10] J. J. Egozcue, J. L. Díaz-Barrero, and V. Pawlowsky-Glahn. Hilbert space of probability density functions based on Aitchison geometry. Acta Math. Sin. (Engl. Ser.), 22(4):1175–1182, 2006.

[11] J. J. Egozcue and V. Pawlowsky-Glahn. Evidence functions: a compositional approach to information. SORT, 42(2):101–124, 2018.

[12] J. J. Egozcue, V. Pawlowsky-Glahn, G. Mateu-Figueras, and C. Barceló-Vidal. Isometric logratio transformations for compositional data analysis. Math. Geol., 35(3):279–300, 2003.

[13] F. Hiai and D. Petz. From quasi-entropy to various quantum information quantities. Publ. Res.

Inst. Math. Sci., 48(3):525–542, 2012.

[14] M. Mosonyi and T. Ogawa. Strong converse exponent for classical-quantum channel coding.

Comm. Math. Phys., 355(1):373–426, 2017.

[15] I. L. Neilsen, M. A.and Chuang. Quantum Computation and Quantum Information. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2000.

[16] V. Pawlowsky-Glahn and J. J. Egozcue. Geometric approach to statistical analysis on the simplex.

Stoch. Environ. Res. Risk Assess., 15(5):384–398, 2001.

[17] V. Pawlowsky-Glahn and J. J. Egozcue. BLU estimators and compositional data. Math. Geol., 34(3):259–274, 2002.

[18] D. Petz. Quasi-entropies for finite quantum systems. Rep. Math. Phys., 23(1):57–65, 1986.

[19] D. Petz. Quantum information theory and quantum statistics. Theoretical and Mathematical Physics. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2008.

[20] K. G. van den Boogaart, J. J. Egozcue, and V. Pawlowsky-Glahn. Bayes linear spaces. SORT, 34(2):201–221, 2010.

[21] K. G. van den Boogaart, J. J. Egozcue, and V. Pawlowsky-Glahn. Bayes Hilbert spaces. Aust.

N. Z. J. Stat., 56(2):171–194, 2014.