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A bstract

Tt is wellknown that the action of a quantum channel on a state can
be represented, using an auxiliary space, as the partial trace of an associ-
ated bipartite state. Recently, it was observed that for the bipartite state
associated w ith the optin al average Input of the channel, the entanglem ent
of form ation is sim ply the entropy of the reduced density m atrix m inus the
H olevo capacity. It isnaturalto ask ifevery bipartite state can be associated
w ith som e channel in thisway. W e show that the answer is negative.

PACS number 03.67; M SC classi cation 82P 68.

1 B ackground

R ecently, M atsum oto, Shin ono and W inter [[]]pointed out an im portant connection
between the channel capacity and of entanglem ent of form ation, which allow s one
to draw som e conclusion about the additivity of the latter from that ofthe fom er.
There has also been speculation that the additivity of channel capacity and of
entanglem ent of formm ation, are equivalent. A connection between additivity of
entanglem ent of form ation and multiplicativity of the p-nom m easure of purity
has also been given by Audenaert and S.L.Braunstein [].
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In view of this it is natural to ask if every bipartite state can be represented
o that its reduced density m atrix is the optin al average output state for som e
channel. W e give a m ore precise form ulation of this statem ent and show that the
answer is negative.
Recall that a state is represented by a density m atrix , ie. a postive sam i-
de nite operator with Tr = 1. The von Neumann entropy of is S () =
Tr Iog . By an ensambke E = f ;; ;g we means a st of density m atrices,
; and associated probabilities ;. By a channel wemean a com plktely positive,
tracepreserving CPT) map. The Hokevo capacity ofthemap  is

n X o
Caow( )=sup S[ ()] ST (4] 1)
E .
P
where the supremum is taken overa]lenserﬂo]esE = f i; gand = Loidie
The optim alaverage input isthe state o, = , i ; associated with the enssmble

which attains the supremum in ). The optin alaverage output isthen  ( gpt) .

Theorem 1 (Stinespring) Given a CPT map on B#H ) , one can nd an aux—
iliary space Hy, a density matrix g and a unitary map Uag on H,  Hpy such
that

()=Ts Uss  sUas )
where T denotes the partial trace and we have identi ed H with H 5 .

A though we are interested In the case in which jsadensitymatlﬂ';gtherepresen—
tation W) isvalid W, W] Pralloperatorsin BH ). W hen ()= A Ay, itis
easy to construct a representation ofthe form M), asdiscussed jlja_bsectjon 1D of[].
In fact, U, , 5 Uap istheblock matrix which hasthe om A A, Jjitk3J
G ven a bipartite state 5 on H, H g, sentanglem ent of form ation satis es
nx X o
EoF ( ag) = Inf xS Ty x £y xgensamblewih a5 = rk ¢ 3
k k

A Ythough it is custom ary to de ne the EoF using ensambls or which all  are
pure states, there is no loss of generality in allow ing arbitrary states.

Theorem 2 (M atsumoto, Shimono andW inter) Let bea CPT map with a r=p—
resentation Hy ; 5 ;Uas as in Theorem M. The Hokvo capacity of satis es
n o
Chow ( )= sup S Trs as EOF (ag) : ap = UQ’B sUas “)

where isa density matrix on H = H, . M orover, the state e, which attains
this suprem um satis es T exs = (opt) where ¢ is the optim al input of
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It follow s Inm ediately that for the state ex

EoF as) =S  (opt) Chow () ©)
Tt is thus natural to ask the follow ing

Question 3 Given a bipartite state a5 on Hy Hg, istherra CPT map on
BH,) such that T ap is the optim al average output state of and

EoF (ap)=Caow( ) S Tr ap ? (6)

W e will show that the answer to this question is negative.
Ouroounter—exaglp]e isbased on a result n ] and ] which com es from the
fact thatwhen = | ¢ «
X X
S () kS (k)= H (x5 ) (7)
k k

w here the relative entropy isde ned as

H(; )=Tr! og! g : (8)

Theorem 4 Let bea CPT map with optim alaverage input o.:. Then

Chow ()= supH [ (1); (op)l: ©)

It follow s as an inm ediate corollary, that ifE = £ ; (g isany optin alenssmble
for the channel ,then H[ (y); ()]= Cyon ( ) is ndependent ofk, ie., the
optin al average output is \equidistant” in the sense of relative entropy from all
outputs () In the ensamble.

2 Counterexam ple

An a mative ansver to Question Ml above would inply that if the ensambl
fy;Jxih xg isoptinal or EOF ( a5 ), then £ ;T j xih g would be an op-
tin aloutput ensam bl for the correspondingm ap . kwould then follow from the
equidistance corollary to Theorem M that

H(x;a)= S((x) Tn !xlbg =2C: 10)

where !y = T J ih jand C isa constant which is independent ofk. (In fact, C
is the Holvo capacity of  if such a channel exists.) W e will present an exam plk
of a bipartite qubit state which does not satisty [l).



Tt m ay be that counterexam ples to [ll) can already be found in the literature
on entanglem ent. However, we w ill take advantage of a resul of W ootters 1] to
construct a rather sin pl qubit counterexam ple which does not require extensive
num erical com putation. In ], W ootters obtained an explict formula for the
EoF of a bipartite qubit state using a quantiy called the concurrence. M oreover,
he showed that the EoF could be achieved using an ensemble of at m ost four pure
states j yih j orwhich S Ty j xih v ) = EoF ( ag ). Thus, Drsuch an ensambl,
) holds ifand only if

T [T j kih xJ)log A 11)

is independent of k. W e can assum e w ithout loss of generality that , is diagonal
w ih ejgenvahes% 1 x).ThenTr! log p dependsonly on the diagonalelem ents
of ! which can bewritten as > (1 d). In fact,

'I'r!]ogA

59 ogte + g a2
g2 % gl x%) + dlogit=:

2 1 x

which depends lnearly on d or xed x 6 0. Thus, when , 6 %I, ) is nde-
pendent ofk ifand only ifall !y = Tx J ih x jhave the sam e diagonal elem ents.
However, we also know that S (!y) = EoF ( az) is Independent of k, which in -

plies that all !, have the sam e eigenvalues. T hus, all the reduced density m atrices
1+d e'xt
T j xih ¢ jmust have the fom % ol ot le q forsome xed t. It isnot hard
to nd an exam pl forwhich this does not hold.
Let joi= pl—z(j)0i+ j1i) and Jsi= (, I)joi= pl—z(j)Oi j1i) be the
Indicated m axin ally entangled Bell states, and

ap = 23 odh 03+ =9 3ih 33+ 2 PLiO13+ L 3L0ih105: 13)

The reduced density matrix is 5 = Tz =3I+ = ,) 6 %%.Onecan show that
the optin alEoF decom position of [ll) has the form .5 = izl xJ xih xJjwih
Ji1i= apjoitazjszisothat!; = Ty (§ 1ih 1) isdiagonalin thebasis Pi; jli (ie,
t= 0 In the m atrix above). However, the ram aining  are superpositions which
contain Bell states j i and the product states 011i; j101 in a form which necessarily
yields a reduced density m atrix !, which isnot diagonal. By the discussion above,
this in plies a negative answer to Q uestion M.

To actually nd the entanglem ent of form ation and optin al decom position of
AB7r ket

e = 2joih o3+ 7 3ih 33+ $30ih10G+ 5= P1ih017 (14)



be the density m atrix with all spins joped. The concurrence can be expressed
in tem s of the eigenvalues ofs(%_ep_)lzz. Follow ing W ootters ], one nds
_5 1 1 1_ 5
=% 16 8 8 16-D€t

h &) = Mbgﬂ_x 1_X10g1_x: (15)

2 2 2 2

Then, proceeding as describbed in 1], one nds

p P
EOF (az)=h( 1 2)=h 2% 014689 < 0:9745 h £ =5S(a):
T he optin alensam ble has weights

1= 0:4527; ;= 3= ,= 02824

associated w ith the proctions for the ollow Ing pure states

.1 = 081017 i+ 0:58637 3i

J,i = 0:78707 oi+ 010875 3i+ 0:5432P1li+ 0271601

31 = 078703 o1 0:10877 3i+ 0:5432e" = Pli+ 02716e * = 401
J 41 = 078707 i+ 0:10875 31 0:5432e* 2 Pli 02716e" 401

O ne can easily verify that the diagonalelementsof !; = Tr j 1ih ;jare not
equalto thoss of Iy = T jih JPork = 2;3;4. One can also com pute the
reduced density m atrices ! and see that !; is diagonal in the basis Pi; i, but
the others are not. A lematively, one can observe that ifa reduced density m atrix
is diagonal in the basis Pi; jli, then any puri cation m ust have the form

J i= aPi i+ bi T ,i: (16)

wih j 1i;]J »i orthogonal. By rew riting

04796 P0i 06333 l1i+ 5432 Pli+ 271640
= Pi 04796Pi 543241 + i 2716Pi 0633314 ;

J2i

one sees that , does not have the orm [ with orthogonal j i. The actual
P a1 09750 0

reduced density m atrices have the form ! = % I+ =7 2 0 00250 '
055251 e'x0:4743 .
= with ;= ;3= 3;4=

el x04743 04749 37 3"



3 Rem arks on representations

In the canonicalm ethod of constructing a representation ofthe form W), the refer-
ence state y ispure and dg the din ension ofH y is equalto the num ber ofK raus
operators. Then the lifted state g5 = Uasp pU,, ©rwhich ()= Tg as
has rank at most d = dp, the din ension of the original H ibert space. This is
clearly a very restricted class of bipartite states. M oreover, generically, dz > d
since m any m aps require the m axinum number & of K raus operators. This the
canonical representation yields only bipartite states which are far m ore singular
than m ost states.

Somemaps ( ) can be represented in the orm M) usihg a m ixed reference
state 5 . Indeed, given a m ixed bipartite state 5 and unitary operator Uxs , W)
can be used to de ne a channel . Unfrtunatley, relatively little is known about
such m ixed state representations. It hasbeen suggested that one m ight be able to
represent a channel  in the om W) ushg a space of din ension ds = d ifm ixed
states are used. H owever, this is known not to be true in general [, 1],

Now suppose that a qubit channel can be represented (possbly using am ixed
reference state ) in the orm M) usihg an auxiliary qubit spaceH 5 sothatds = 2.
T hen the argum ent given before ) can be used to show that forthe optin alinput
distrbution £ , g

Tr (x)log ( opt) a7)

m ust be independent ofk. O ne can easily check that the 3-state exam ples given in
.|] do nothave this property. M ost non-unitalqubitm aps forwhich the translation
ofthe in age of the B Joch sphere lacks sym m etry w illalso violate [ll). This in plies
that such channels require an auxiliary space with dg > 2. One expects dg = 4,
consistent w ith the fact that such m aps also require 4 kraus operators. T his gives
another, som ew hat Indirect, proofthat some CPT m aps require an auxiliary space
wih dg > d.

Tt would be of som e interest to characterize the m aps which adm it m ixed state
representations with dz = d, as well as the bipartite states corresoonding to the
optin al average output.
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