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A bstract

It is well-known that the action ofa quantum channelon a state can

be represented,using an auxiliary space,as the partialtrace ofan associ-

ated bipartite state. Recently,it was observed that for the bipartite state

associated with the optim alaverage inputofthe channel,the entanglem ent

ofform ation issim ply the entropy ofthe reduced density m atrix m inusthe

Holevo capacity.Itisnaturaltoask ifevery bipartitestatecan beassociated

with som e channelin thisway.W e show thatthe answerisnegative.

PACS num ber03.67;M SC classi�cation 82P68.

1 B ackground

Recently,M atsum oto,Shim onoandW inter[4]pointedoutanim portantconnection

between thechannelcapacity and ofentanglem entofform ation,which allowsone

to draw som econclusion abouttheadditivity ofthelatterfrom thatoftheform er.

There has also been speculation that the additivity ofchannelcapacity and of

entanglem ent ofform ation,are equivalent. A connection between additivity of

entanglem ent ofform ation and m ultiplicativity ofthe p-norm m easure ofpurity

hasalso been given by Audenaertand S.L.Braunstein [1].

�W ork partially supported by the U.S.NationalScience Foundation under G rant num ber

DM S-03-14228.
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In view ofthisitisnaturalto ask ifevery bipartite state can be represented

so that its reduced density m atrix is the optim alaverage output state for som e

channel. W e give a m ore precise form ulation ofthisstatem entand show thatthe

answerisnegative.

Recallthat a state is represented by a density m atrix �,i.e.,a postive sem i-

de� nite operator with Tr� = 1. The von Neum ann entropy of � is S(�) =

�Tr�log�. By an ensem ble E = f�i;�ig we m eans a set ofdensity m atrices,

�i and associated probabilities�i.By a channel� wem ean a com pletely positive,

trace-preserving (CPT)m ap.TheHolevo capacity ofthem ap � is

CH olv(� )= sup
E

n

S[� (�)]�
X

i

�iS[� (�i)]

o

(1)

where the suprem um is taken over allensem bles E = f�i;�ig and � =
P

i
�i�i.

Theoptim alaverageinputisthestate�opt =
P

i
�i�i associated with theensem ble

which attainsthesuprem um in (1).Theoptim alaverageoutputisthen � (�opt).

T heorem 1 (Stinespring) Given a CPT m ap � on B(H ) ,one can �nd an aux-

iliary space H B ,a density m atrix �B and a unitary m ap UA B on H A 
 H B such

that

� (�)= TrB
�
U
y

A B
� 
 �B UA B

�
(2)

where TrB denotesthe partialtrace and we have identi�ed H with H A.

Although weareinterested in thecasein which � isadensity m atrix,therepresen-

tation (2)isvalid [3,7]foralloperatorsin B(H ). W hen � (�)=
P

k
A
y

k
�Ak,itis

easytoconstructarepresentation oftheform (2),asdiscussed insection III.D of[6].

In fact,U
y

A B
�
 �B UA B istheblock m atrix which hastheform

P

jk
A
y

j�Ak 
 jjihkj.

Given abipartitestate
A B on H A 
 H B ,itsentanglem entofform ation satis� es

EoF(
A B )= inf

n X

k

�kS
�
TrB 
k

�
:f�k
kg ensem ble with 
A B =

X

k

�k
k

o

: (3)

Although itiscustom ary to de� ne the EoF using ensem bles forwhich all
k are

purestates,thereisno lossofgenerality in allowing arbitrary states.

T heorem 2 (M atsum oto,Shim ono and W inter)Let� be a CPT m ap with a rep-

resentation H B ;�B ;UA B asin Theorem 1.The Holevo capacity of� satis�es

CH olv(� )= sup

n

S
�
TrB 
A B

�
� EoF(
A B ) :
A B = U

y

A B
� 
 �B UA B

o

(4)

where � is a density m atrix on H = H A. M oreover,the state e
A B which attains

thissuprem um satis�esTrB e
A B = � (�opt)where �opt isthe optim alinputof� .
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Itfollowsim m ediately thatforthestatee
A B

EoF(e
A B )= S
�
� (�opt)

�
� CH olv(� ): (5)

Itisthusnaturalto ask thefollowing

Q uestion 3 Given a bipartite state 
A B on H A 
 H B ,isthere a CPT m ap � on

B(H A )such thatTrB 
A B isthe optim alaverage outputstate of� and

EoF(
A B )= CH olv(� )� S
�
TrB 
A B

�
? (6)

W ewillshow thattheanswerto thisquestion isnegative.

Ourcounter-exam ple isbased on a resultin [5]and [9]which com esfrom the

factthatwhen � =
P

k
�k�k

S(�)�
X

k

�kS(�k)=
X

k

�kH (�k;�) (7)

wheretherelative entropy isde� ned as

H (!;�)= Tr!
�
log! � log�

�
: (8)

T heorem 4 Let� be a CPT m ap with optim alaverage input�opt.Then

CH olv(� )= sup
!

H [� (!);� (�opt)]: (9)

Itfollowsasan im m ediate corollary,thatifE = f�k;�kg isany optim alensem ble

for the channel� ,then H [� (�k);� (�)]= CH olv(� ) is independent ofk,i.e.,the

optim alaverage outputis\equi-distant" in the sense ofrelative entropy from all

outputs� (�k)in theensem ble.

2 C ounter-exam ple

An a� rm ative answer to Question 3 above would im ply that if the ensem ble

f�k;j kih kjg is optim alfor EoF(
A B ),then f�i;TrB j kih kjg would be an op-

tim aloutputensem bleforthecorresponding m ap � .Itwould then follow from the

equi-distance corollary to Theorem 8 that

H (!k;
A)= �S(!k)� TrA !k log
A = C: (10)

where!k = TrB j kih kjand C isaconstantwhich isindependentofk.(In fact,C

isthe Holevo capacity of� ifsuch a channelexists.) W e willpresentan exam ple

ofa bipartitequbitstatewhich doesnotsatisfy (10).
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Itm ay bethatcounter-exam plesto (10)can already befound in theliterature

on entanglem ent. However,we willtake advantage ofa resultofW ootters[10]to

constructa rathersim ple qubitcounter-exam ple which doesnotrequire extensive

num ericalcom putation. In [10],W ootters obtained an explicit form ula for the

EoF ofa bipartite qubitstate using a quantity called the concurrence. M oreover,

heshowed thattheEoF could beachieved using an ensem bleofatm ostfourpure

statesj kih kj,forwhich S(TrB j kih kj)= EoF(
A B ).Thus,forsuch anensem ble,

(10)holdsifand only if

TrA[(TrB j kih kj)log
A] (11)

isindependentofk.W ecan assum ewithoutlossofgenerality that
A isdiagonal

with eigenvalues 1

2
(1� x).Then Tr! log
A dependsonly on thediagonalelem ents

of! which can bewritten as 1

2
(1� d).In fact,

Tr! log
A = 1+ d

2
log 1+ x

2
+ 1�d

2
log 1�x

2
(12)

= log2� 1

2

�
log(1� x

2)+ dlog 1+ x

1�x

�

which depends linearly on d for� xed x 6= 0. Thus,when 
A 6= 1

2
I,(11)isinde-

pendentofk ifand only ifall!k = TrB j kih kjhave thesam ediagonalelem ents.

However,we also know that S(!k) = EoF(
A B ) is independent ofk,which im -

pliesthatall!k havethesam eeigenvalues.Thus,allthereduced density m atrices

TrB j kih kjm usthavetheform
1

2

�
1+ d ei�kt

e�i� kt 1� d

�

forsom e� xed t.Itisnothard

to � nd an exam pleforwhich thisdoesnothold.

Let j�0i =
1
p
2
(j00i+ j11i)and j�3i = (�z 
 I)j�0i =

1
p
2
(j00i� j11i) be the

indicated m axim ally entangled Bellstates,and


A B = 5

8
j�0ih�0j+

1

16
j�3ih�3j+

1

4
j01ih01j+ 1

16
j10ih10j: (13)

Thereduced density m atrix is
A = TrB 
 = 1

2
(I+ 3

16
�z)6=

1

2
I.Onecan show that

theoptim alEoF decom position of(13)hastheform 
A B =
P 4

k= 1
�kj kih kjwith

j 1i= a0j�0i+ a3j�3isothat!1 = TrB (j 1ih 1j)isdiagonalin thebasisj0i;j1i(i.e,

t= 0 in the m atrix above). However,the rem aining  k are superpositionswhich

contain Bellstatesj�kiand theproductstatesj01i;j10iin aform which necessarily

yieldsa reduced density m atrix !k which isnotdiagonal.By thediscussion above,

thisim pliesa negativeanswerto Question 3.

To actually � nd the entanglem entofform ation and optim aldecom position of


A B ,let

e
 = 5

8
j�0ih�0j+

1

16
j�3ih�3j+

1

4
j10ih10j+ 1

16
j01ih01j (14)
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be the density m atrix with allspins
 ipped. The concurrence � can be expressed

in term s ofthe eigenvalues of(
p

 e


p

)1=2. Following W ootters [10],one � nds

� = 5

8
� 1

16
� 1

8
� 1

8
= 5

16
.Let

h(x)= � 1+ x

2
log 1+ x

2
� 1�x

2
log 1�x

2
: (15)

Then,proceeding asdescribed in [10],one� nds

EoF(
A B )= h(
p
1� �2)= h

�p
231

16

�

� 0:1689 < 0:9745� h

�
3

16

�

= S(
A):

Theoptim alensem ble hasweights

�1 = 0:1527;�2 = �3 = �4 = 0:2824

associated with theprojectionsforthefollowing purestates

j 1i = 0:8101j�0i+ 0:5863j�3i

j 2i = �0:7870j�0i+ 0:1087j�3i+ 0:5432j01i+ 0:2716j10i

j 3i = 0:7870j�0i� 0:1087j�3i+ 0:5432ei�=3j01i+ 0:2716e�i�=3 j10i

j 4i = �0:7870j�0i+ 0:1087j�3i� 0:5432e�i�=3 j01i� 0:2716ei�=3j10i

One can easily verify thatthe diagonalelem ents of!1 = TrB j 1ih 1jare not

equalto those of!k = TrB j kih kjfor k = 2;3;4. One can also com pute the

reduced density m atrices !k and see that!1 is diagonalin the basis j0i;j1i,but

theothersarenot.Alternatively,onecan observethatifa reduced density m atrix

isdiagonalin thebasisj0i;j1i,then any puri� cation m usthavetheform

j	 i= aj0i
 j�1i+ bj1i
 j�2i: (16)

with j�1i;j�2iorthogonal.By rewriting

j 2i = �0:4796j00i� 0:6333j11i+ :5432j01i+ :2716j10i

= �j0i

�
0:4796j0i� :5432j1i

�
+ j1i


�
:2716j0i� 0:6333j1i

�
;

one sees that  2 does not have the form (16) with orthogonalj�ki. The actual

reduced density m atriceshave the form !1 =
1

2

�
I+

p
231

16
�z
�
=

�
0:9750 0

0 0:0250

�

,

!k =

�
0:5251 ei�k0:4743

e�i� k0:4743 0:4749

�

with �2 = �;�3 =
�

3
;�4 = � �

3
.
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3 R em arks on representations

In thecanonicalm ethod ofconstructing arepresentation oftheform (2),therefer-

encestate�B ispureand dB thedim ension ofH B isequalto thenum berofKraus

operators. Then the lifted state 
A B = UA B � 
 �B U
y

A B
forwhich � (�)= TrB 
A B

has rank at m ost d = dA,the dim ension ofthe originalHilbert space. This is

clearly a very restricted class ofbipartite states. M oreover,generically,dB > d

since m any m apsrequire the m axim um num ber d2 ofKrausoperators. This the

canonicalrepresentation yields only bipartite states which are far m ore singular

than m oststates.

Som e m aps � (�) can be represented in the form (2) using a m ixed reference

state �B . Indeed,given a m ixed bipartite state �B and unitary operatorUA B ,(2)

can beused to de� ne a channel� .Unfortunatley,relatively little isknown about

such m ixed staterepresentations.Ithasbeen suggested thatonem ightbeableto

representa channel� in theform (2)using a space ofdim ension dB = d ifm ixed

statesareused.However,thisisknown notto betruein general[8,11].

Now supposethataqubitchannel� can berepresented (possibly usingam ixed

referencestate�B )in theform (2)usinganauxiliaryqubitspaceH B sothatdB = 2.

Then theargum entgiven before(11)can beused toshow thatfortheoptim alinput

distribution f�k�kg

Tr� (�k)log� (�opt) (17)

m ustbeindependentofk.Onecan easily check thatthe3-stateexam plesgiven in

[2]donothavethisproperty.M ostnon-unitalqubitm apsforwhich thetranslation

oftheim ageoftheBloch spherelackssym m etry willalsoviolate(17).Thisim plies

thatsuch channelsrequire an auxiliary space with dB > 2. One expectsdB = 4,

consistentwith thefactthatsuch m apsalso require4 krausoperators.Thisgives

another,som ewhatindirect,proofthatsom eCPT m apsrequirean auxiliary space

with dB > d.

Itwould beofsom einterestto characterizethem apswhich adm itm ixed state

representations with dB = d,aswellasthe bipartite statescorresponding to the

optim alaverageoutput.

A cknow ledgm ent:Itisapleasureto thank ProfessorChristopherKing forstim -

ulating and helpfuldiscussions.

6



R eferences

[1]K.M .R.Audenaert and S.L.Braunstein \On Strong Superadditivity ofthe

Entanglem entofForm ation" quant-ph/0303045

[2]C.King,M .Nathanson and M .B.Ruskai\QubitChannelsCan RequireM ore

than Two Inputs to Achieve Capacity" Phys.Rev.Lett.88,057901 (2002).

quant-ph/0109079

[3]G.Lindblad,\Com pletely Positive M apsand Entropy Inequalities" Com m un.

M ath.Phys.40,147-151 (1975).

[4]K. M atsum oto, T. Shim ono and A. W inter, \Rem arks on additivity

of the Holevo channel capacity and of the entanglem ent of form ation"

quant-ph/0206148

[5]M .Ohya,D.Petz and N.W atanabe,\On capacities ofquantum channels"

Prob.M ath.Stats.17,170{196 (1997).

[6]M .B.Ruskai,\InequalitiesforQuantum Entropy: A Review with Conditions

forEquality" J.M ath.Phys.43,4358{4375 (2002).quant-ph/0205064

[7]W .F.Stinespring,\Posotive Functions on C � Akgebras" Proc.Am er.M ath.

Soc.6,211{216 (1955)

[8]B.M .Terhal,I.L.Chuang,D.P.DiVincenzo,M .Grassl,J.A.Sm olin \Sim u-

lating quantum operationswith m ixed environm ents" Phys.Rev.A 60 881{884

(1999).quant-ph/9806095

[9]B.Schum acherand M .D.W estm oreland,\Optim alSignalEnsem bles"preprint

lanl:quant-ph/9912122.

[10]W . W ootters, \Entnaglm ent of Form ation of an Arbitrary State of Two

Qubits" Phys.Rev.Lett.80,2245{2248 (1998).

[11]C.Zalka and E.Rie� el\Quantum operations that cannot be im plem ented

using a sm allm ixed environm ent" J.M ath.Phys.43,4376{4381 (2002).

7

http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0303045
http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0109079
http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0206148
http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0205064
http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/9806095
http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/9912122

	Background
	Counter-example
	Remarks on representations

