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A bstract

W e consider quantum channels w ith two senders and one receiver. For an arbitrary such
channel, we give m ulti-letter characterizations of two di erent two-dim ensional capacity re—
gions. The rst region is com prised of the rates at which it is possble for one sender to send
classical inform ation, while the other sends quantum inform ation. T he second region consists
of the rates at which each sender can send quantum inform ation. W e give an exam ple of a
channelw ith a single—letter classicalquantum region. W e conclude w ith connections to other
work and a concture on a generalization where each user sim ultaneously sends classical and
quantum inform ation.

1 Introduction

A classicalm ultiple access channelw ith tw o senders and one receiver is descrbed by a probability
transition m atrix p(z¥k;y). For the situation in which each sender w ishes to send independent
inform ation, Ahlswede [l] and Liso P] showed that the capaciy region C adm its a singleletter
characterization, given by the convex hull of the closure of the set of rate pairs (r;s) satisfying

r < IX;Z23)
s < I(;ZX)
r+s < IXY;Z)

for som e p x)p (y) : Further analysis by Cover, E1G am al and Salhi [3] gives single—letter charac—
terizations of a set of correlated sources which can be reliably tranam itted over a m ultiple access
channel, generalizing the above, as well as Slpian-W olf source coding and cooperative m ultiple
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access channel capaciy. They also give a m ulti-letter expression for the capacity region, show ing
that an iid. source (U;V ) can be reliably tranam itted ifand only if

1

HOUV) < HI(X“;Z“jJ“Y“)
1

HVY) < HI(Y“;Z“j/“X“)

1
HU;V) < —I®"Y";2")
n

lead to a nite com putation for deciding if a source can be transm itted.

In quantum Shannon theory, various capacities of a single quantum channel are not currently
known to be com putable in general. It is known [4] that the capacity of an arbitrary quantum
channel for tranan itting quantum inform ation cannot be expressed as a single-letter optim ization
problem . Furthem ore, the classical capacity of a quantum channel is only known to be additive
in this sense when the encoder is restricted to preparing product states.

W inter [B] has shown that the capacity region ofa m ultiple access channelw ith classical inputs
and a quantum output for the tranam ission of independent classical m essages adm its a single
letter characterization which is identical in form to that of C. Results on the classical capacity
region of quantum binary adder channels are contained in [@,[7]. Th what ©llow s, we w ill exam ine
the capacity region of an arbirary quantum muliple access channel w ith quantum inputs and a
quantum output, used In two distinct ways for the tranam ission of uncorrelated inform ation from
each tem nal. Our st result describes the capaciy region for the case in which one user sends
quantum inform ation, and the other classical. T he second result characterizes the capacity region
for the scenario n which each user w ishes to send only quantum inform ation.

T he paper is organized as ©llow s. Section[] contains the relevant background m aterialnecessary
to state and prove ourm ain results. T his includes m ention of the notational conventions we w ill
use throughout the paper, de nitions of the distance m easures for states we will use, as well
as de nitions of the Infom ation quantities which will characterize our rate regions. W e also
Introduce two of the three equivalent inform ation processing tasks that w illbe considered in this
paper, entanglem ent transm ission and entanglem ent generation. Section [ contains statem ents
of Theoram s 1 and 2, the m ain results of this paper. W e collect various relationships between
our distance m easures, a number of lemm as, and statem ents of existing coding propositions in
Section [, which also contains the proofs of Theorem s 1 and 2. In Section [§, a third inform ation
processing scenario, strong subspace tranam ission, w illbe Introduced. A 1l three scenarios w ill be
proved equivalent in that section aswell. Section [d relates results contained in this paperto existing
and future results. The appendix contains an exam ple of a quantum muliple access channel for
w hich the oq capacity region is additive, In the sense that it has a characterization in term s ofan
optin ization of single—etter inform ation quantities. A proofofthe su ciency ofthe bound on the
cardinality of the set of classical m essage states for og protocols and a proof of the convexity of
our capacity regions are also given there.

2 Background

A typical quantum system will be labeled A . Its Hibert space willbe Ha . The din ension of
H, will be abbreviated as A j= din H, . For convenience, the label A w ill often be shorthand
for som e collection of operators on H, when the context m akes this apparent. For exam plk, a
density m atrix 2 A refers to a nom alized, positive operator :Hp ! Ha. We will often



abbreviate this by writing ? to rem ind the reader of the system to which belongs. Saying that
N :A ! B isa channelwill really mean that N :BH,) ! B Hp) is com pltely-positive and
tracepreserving. Two system sA and B m ay be com bined w ith a tensor product, resulting in the
system AB,where H g Ha Hg:The system A" hasa Hibert space H 5= H,";and the
various operator algebras describbed by A" w illbe appropriate subsets of B #H A“ ). W e will freely
identify N N 1 ; where C is any other system , in order to sin plify long expressions. T his
procedure w illalw ays result In a unique com pletely positive m ap, since every channel in thispaper
will be com pletely positive. The m axin ally m ixed state on a H ibert space H, will always be
written as ® = j%le ; and we reserve the symbol j i or bipartite states which are m axin ally
entangled. An exception to this convention w ill be m ade when, given a density m atrix AO, we
write 3 2’ fora puri cation of » :W hen we w rite the density m atrix of a pure state j i; we
w i1l freely m ake the abbreviation J ih 3

W e will use the ©llow ng conventions for distance m easures between states. If and are
density m atrices, we w ill w rite

or (the squared version of) the delity [B]. It is not hard to check that F is symm etric. Fortwo
pure states, this reduces to

F (i3 0= h3if;
while for a pure state and a m ixed state,
F@Oi )=hjji=Tr

In this last case, wem ay interpret the delity as the success probability for a m easurem ent which
tests forthe presence ofthe pure state , when a physicalsystem w ith density m atrix ispresented.
Indeed, ora POVM £ ;1 g,

Prfmeasure Jprepared g= Tr =F (; ):

The trace nom of an operatorA 2 B (H ) is de ned as the sum of its singular values, and can
be expressed as

p
Aj=Tr AYA:

T his gives rise to another usefiildistance m easure on states, the trace distance, de ned as the trace
nom ofthe di erence between the states. It can be w ritten explicitly as

j i=Tr ( ¥

and carries a nomm alization which assigns a distance of 2 to states w ith orthogonal support.

In order to introduce the inform ation quantities which w illbe used to characterize our capacity
regions, we rst introduce the concept of a classicalquantum (og) density m atrix or state. Let X
be a nie set and et X be an X walued random variable, distributed according to p (x). W e can
de ne a Hibert space H y with a xed orthonom albasis £ki¥ gz« , Jabeled by elem ents of the
set X . Thissetsup an identi cation j 1 :X ! Hy between the elem ents ofX and that particular
basis. By tlE,JS correspondence, the probability distrdbution px) can be m apped to a density
matrix = wox P&)Kixkjwhich is djagonalPin the basis fkigy,x : Further, to every subset
S X ocorresoonds a progction matrix g = w25 ¥ixjwhich commuteswih . Thisway,
we can express concepts from classical probability theory in the language of quantum probability,
such asthe equivalence PrfX 2 Sg= Tr s .From the early developm ent of quantum m echanics,
noncom m utativity has been seen to be the hallm ark of quantum behavior. It is to be expected
that classical probability, em bedded in quantum theory’s fram ework, is described entirely w ith
com m uting m atrices.



Consider now a collection of density m atrices 2 <7 Indexed by the nite set X . If those

X x2
states occur according to the probability distribbution p x), wem ay soeak ofan ensemble p x); i
of quantum states. In order to treat classicaland quantum probabilities in the sam e fram ew ork, a
pint density m atrix can be constructed
X
= peokimd -

x2X

Thisisknown asa og state, and describes the classicaland quantum aspects ofthe ensem ble on the
extended H ilert space H x Ha. B Thesqfljc]ass:icalnatureoftheensanb]ejsreectedjnthe
em bedding of a direct sum ofH ibert spaces ,,, Ha, MmtoHy Ha .This shou]d]k}e com pared
w ith the purely classical case, where a direct sum of one-din ensional vector spaces ,,, C was
em bedded Into H y . Just asour classicaldensity m atrix wasdiagonalin a basis corresponding to
elem ents of X , the og density m atrix  is block-diagonal, w here the diagonalblock corresponding
to x contains the non-nom alized density m atrix p (x) P The classical state is recoverabl as

= T ; while the average quantum state is T x w2x x- Wewil further speak of cgg
states, w hich consist oftwo quantum partsand one classical. W hen even m ore system s are involved,
we will defer to the tem nology og to m ean that som e subsystem s are classical, while som e are
quantum . Such states are not only of interest in their own right; nfom ation quantities evaluated
on og states play an in portant rol in characterizing what is possble in quantum inform ation
theory. Now, ket be som e cgqg state, in block-diagonal form

ABX X P (X) }(J.I’D(jx AB .

X

W e write
H@A) =H (*)= Tr *lg *
for the von Neum ann entropy of the density m atrix associated with A, where ® = Tny

H AB) is de ned analogously. W e will om it subscripts when the state under consideration is
apparent. The m utual inform ation is de ned as

IX;B) HEX)+H®B) HEXB):

D epending on the context, the coherent inform ation [[0] w ill expressed in one oftwo ways. Fora
xed pint state ,wewrite

I.@iB) H@®B) H@®B)= HEABR):

Othemjse,jfwearegjyenadensjtym%tljx 2% and a channelN :A°! B which give rise to a
pint state I N )( ),wherej i*? isany pur cation of ,we willoffen use the notation

LAaB)=L(;N)=HWN ()) H(@ N)( )):

Tt can be shown that this Jatter expression is independent of the particular puri cation j i that
is chosen for
D espite their distinct form s, the m utualand coherent inform ations do share a comm on feature.
For a =xed Input state, each is a convex function of the channel. W e further rem ark that the
quantiy I. A 1B X ) can be considered as a conditional, or expected, coherent inform ation, as
X
LAiBX) = PX)IAiB),, :

X
A particulardeparture ofthis quantiy from itsclassicalanalog, the conditionalm utualinform ation

IX ;Y %), isthat the latter isonly equalto IX ;Y Z) when X and Z are independent, while the
form er alw ays allow s either interpretation, provided the conditioning variable is classical.



C onditional coherent infom ation arises .n another context; suppose that N :A°%! X B isa
quantum instrum ent [[1l], m eaning that N acts as
X X
N : 7 Kihxj

X

Ny ():

T he com pletely positivem aps f@, x g are the com ponents ofthe Instrum ent. W hile they are generally
trace reducing, theirsum N = N is always trace preserving. It isnot di cult to show that

L(;N)=LAIBX);

w here the latter quantity is com puted w ith respect to to the state
X 0
p) ki @ N (AP

X

For us, a quantum m ultipl-access channel is a channelN :AB° ! C with two fputs and
one output. W e will assum e that the inputs A° and B ° are under the control of A lice and Bcb,
respectively, and that the output C is m aintained by Charlie. W e will present three di erent
quantum Inform ation processing scenarios which, as we will see, lead to equivalent cg and ggq
capacity regions.

C lassicalQ uantum (cq) protocols These protocols will be relevant to Theorem [ below .
Usihg a large number n of Instances of N ; A lice tries to send classical informm ation to Charlie
at rate r, while Bob sin ultaneously attem pts to convey quantum inform ation at rate S. A lice’s
comm unication is In the sense that she tries to send Charlie one of 2"F equiprobabl classical
m essages, represented by the uniform Iy distrdbuted random variable M . To this end, we allow
her to prepare arbitrary pure states j , it " ather nput A® to the channel. It is assum ed that
neither A lice nor Bob shares any additional resources w ith C harlie or am ong them selves, such as
entanglem ent or noiseless quantum channels. W e consider three di erent inform ation processing
tasks which Bob can perform , Introduced in order of apparently increasing strength. The rst
tw o, entanglem ent generation and entanglem ent transm ission, are outlined below, as each plys
an essential role in the proof of our main resul. The third, strong subspace transm ission, is
described in Section [E1l. W hile not essential or the understanding of ourm ain results, we include
it in this paper because the com posability properties in plied by its m ore stringent constraints
on successfiil com m unication m ake it particularly attractive as a building block for creating m ore
Intricate protocols from sin pler ones. T hat each of these aforem entioned scenarios can justi ably
be considered as \sending quantum infom ation" to Charlie w illbe proved in Sections[EA and [£3,
where we w ill show that each gives rise to the sam e collection of achievable rates.

I -Entanglem ent generation W ih the goalofeventually sharing nearm axim alentangle—
ment w ith Charlie, B cb begins by preparing a bipartite pure state j 182" ; entangled between a
physicalsystem B located in his laboratory, and the B @ part ofthe inputsofN *. Charlie’spost-
processing procedure w illbe m odeled by a quantum instrum ent. W hile the outer bound provided
by our converse theorem w ill apply to any decoding m odeled by an instrum ent, our achievability
proofw ill require a less general approach, consisting of the follow ing steps.

In orderto ascertain A lice’sm essageM , Charlie rstperformm ssom em easurem enton C ", whose
Statistics are given by a POVM £ [ gy 220 - W e Jet the result of that m easurem ent be denoted
¥ ; his declaration of the m essage sent by A lice. Based on the result of that m easurem ent, he w il
perform one of 2°* decoding operations D :C® ! B : These two steps can be m athem atically
combined to de ne a quantum instrumentD :C" ! & B with (tracereducing) com ponents

, P— P —
Dm: TDm( m m):



T he Instrum ent acts as .
X 3
D: 7 Jn im J Dn ();

m=1

and induces the trace preservingmap D :C" ! ®, acting according to

Knr
D:TT%D()= Dn ()=

m=1

W e again rem ark that this is the m ost general decoding procedure required of Charlie. Any
situation In which he were to iterate the above stepsby m easuring, m anipulating, m easuring again,
and so on, is asym ptotically just as good as a single instance of the above m entioned protocol.
(f 0w Gnoonr; BB” ;D) willbe called a (2°%;2°%;n; ) oy entanglkm ent generation code for the
channelN if

an
2™ Plm;) 1 ; @)
m=1
w here
Plm; )=F #iji®¥;p N * (27 BBT @)

W e will say that (r;S) is an achievabke oj rate pair for entanglm ent generation if there exists
a sequence of 2°%;2%%;n; ,) cg entanglem ent generation codeswih , ! 0. The capacity region
CQ 1N ) isde ned to be the closure ofthe collection ofallachievable cq rate pairs for entanglem ent
generation.

IT - Entanglem ent transm ission In this scenario, rather than generating entanglem ent
w ith Charlie, Bob will act to tranam it preexisting entanglem ent to hin . W e assum e that Bob
is presented w ith the B part of the m axim ally entangled state iB¥: It is assum ed that he has
com plete control over B, while he has no access to B . He will perform a physical operation in
order to transfer the quantum nfom ation embodied in his system B to the mputs BT of the
channel, m odeled by an encoding operation E : 8 ! B®. The goal of this encoding will be to
m ake it possible for Charlie, via postprocessing of the inform ation embodied in the system C°,
to hold the B part of a state which is close to that which would have resulted ifBob had sent his
system through a perfect quantum channelid:® ! B . Here, we in agine that B and B denote
tw o distinct physical system s w ith the sam e num ber of quantum degrees of freedom . T he role of
the identity channel is to set up a unitary correspondence, or isom orphismn , between the degrees
of freedom of B in Bob’s laboratory and those of B in Charlie’s. W e will often tacitly assum e
that such an identity m ap has been speci ed ahead of tin e In order to judge how successfiil an
Im perfect quantum tranam ission has been. This convention w illbe taken for granted m any tin es
throughout the paper, wherein speci cation of an arbitrary state j i® ¥ will inm ediately Imply
speci cation ofthe state §i8%® = (18 id)ji®% :Decoding is the sam e as it is fr scenariv I.

(f mGn2on-;E;D ) willbe called a 2°%;2%5;n; ) og entangkm ent tranam ission code for the
channelN if

2 nr Pr@m) 1 ; €

w here



A chievable rate pairs and the capacity region CQ 11 N ) are de ned analogousto those for scenario I.
Scenario IIIw illbe introduced in Section[H, where it w ill also be shown that all three scenarios
gives rise to the sam e set of achievable rates. For this reason, we w ill henceforth only speak ofa
single capacity region
CON)=CQiMN)=CQuMN)=CQuM ):

Q uantum -Q uantum protocols The subfct of Theorem [, these protocols concem the case in
which A lice and Bob each wish to send only quantum inform ation to Charlie at ratesR and S,
respectively. A s in the og case, we w ill initially describe two di erent senses in which such a task
can be considered. Again, Section [ w ill introduce a third scenario, which willbe shown to be
equivalent to the follow Ing two.

I -Entanglem ent generation For encoding, A lice and B ob respectively prepare the states
3 122" and § ,#2 " ; entangled with the A® and B ® parts ofthe nputs ofN " . Their goal is
to do this in such a way so that C harlie, after applying a suitable decoding operationD :C" ! P,
can hold the 2B part ofa state which iscbse to § 1% ,#% . Fom aly, ( Zonn ; B27,D) isa
("R ;285 ;n; ) g entanglkm ent generation code for the channelN if

F (1 2D N " (4 2)) 1 : )

A sbefore, R ;S) isan achievablk g rate pair for entanglm ent generation ifthere isa sequence
of @°% ;275 ;n; ) gg entanglem ent generation codeswith , ! 0, The capacity region Q (N ) is
the closure of the collection of all such achievable rates.

IT -Entanglem ent transm ission A lice and Bob each respectively have control over the £
and I parts of the ssparate m axin ally entangled states j 1#*%;9 ,# ¥, while neither has access
to A orB . A lice transfers the correlations in her system to the A® parts of the nputs of N
with an encoding operation E; : £ ! A® . Bob acts sinilarly with E; : B ! B® . Their goalis to
preserve the respective correlations, so that C harlie can apply a decoding operation D : C" ! o,
in order to end up holding the X® part of a state which is close to j 173 ,#% . Fom ally,
E1;E2;D ) isa ("% ;2"5;n; ) qgentanglm ent tranam ission code for the channelN if

F@i1i.4D N " B E)(a 2)) 1 : ©)

A chievable qq rate pairs for entanglem ent generation and the capaciy region Q ;11 N ) are de ned
as in the previous scenario.
A's in the og case, we defer to Section [ the introduction of scenario ITI, as well as the proof
that
QN)=QrN)=0QuMN )= QN ):

3 M ain resuls

Our st theoram givesa characterization ofCQ (N ) as a regularized union of rectangles.

Theorem 1. Given a quantum multipl access channelN :AB° ! C, its og capacity region
CQ (N ) is given by the clsure of

t 1
Zco® Ky
* QN )
k=1



where CQ M) M ) equals the pairs of nonnnegative rates (r;S) satisfying

r < IX;C)
S < I@BiCX)

for som e pure state ensem ble £p (x); 3 x #* Geox and a bipartite pure state j 183 giving rise to

X
£BC - pkixy M (, ): )

X
Furthem ore, it is su cient to consider X 3 m hfA%5 ¥ ¥° + 1 when com puting cQ ¢,
T he next theorem o ersa characterization ofQ N ) as a reqularized union ofpentagons.

Theorem 2. G iven a quantum m ultipke access channelN :AB°! C, its gq capacity region Q (N )
is given by the closure of
1
oM ky.
kQ N )
k=1

where 9 ©) M ) equals the pairs of nonnegative rates R ;S) satisfying

R < IL@A@iIBC)
S < I.B iAC)
R+S < I.@ABiC)

for som e bipartite pure states § 17 and j »£? giving rise to

BRC = @*® M )(, 2): ®)

W e rem ark here that there does not appear to be any obstaclk preventing application of the
m ethods used In this paper to prove m any-sender generalizations of the above theorem s. For
sin plicity, we have focused on the situations w ith two senders. It should also be noted that the
characterizationsgiven in each ofthe above theorem sdo not apparently lead toa nite com putation
for determ ining the capaciy regions, as neither adm its a single-letter characterization in general.
However, as an application, i w ill be proved In the appendix that the og capacity region for a
certain quantum erasure m ultiple access channel does in fact have a single-letter region, given by
the set of all pairs of nonnegative classicalquantum rates (r;S) satisfying

r H @
S @ 29 bgd
for some 0 q % This region is pictured in Figure [l for the case in which d = 2. The

characterizations given in Theoram s 1 and 2 are not the only possbl ways to describe the cor-
responding regions. It is possble to prove coding theorem s and converses for regularizations of
distinct single-letter regions for each of CQ N ) and Q N ). W e refer the reader to Section [@ for
further discussion regarding other characterizations ofthese regions. W e nally m ention that, con—
trary to the corresponding result for classicalm ultiple access channels, the regions of T heorem s 1
and 2 do not require convexi cation. T hat this follow s from the m ultidetter nature of the regions
w ill be dem onstrated in the appendix.
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Figure 1: CQ (erasure channel)

4 ProofsofTheorem s 1 and 2

W e 1rst collect som e relevant results which will be used In what ©llows, starting with some
relationships between our distance m easures. If and are densiy m atrices de ned on the sam e
(or isom orphic) H ibert spaces, set

F=F(; )andT = j J:

Then, the ollow ing inequalities hold (see eg. [[4))

p— p
1 F T=2 1 F; 9)

1 T F 1 T?=4: 10)

From these Inequalities, we can derive the ©llow Ing m ore usefiil relationships

F>1 ) T 2° a1
T ) F>1 ; 12)
which are valid for 0 1:Uhln ann [8] has given the ©llow ing characterization of delity
F(; )= max h j if=maxh j if
jo43 o4 i

where the rst m axin ization is over all puri cations of each state, and the second m axin ization
holds for any xed puri cation 7 1 of :This characterization is usefil In two di erent ways.
F irst, for any tw o states, it guarantees the existence of puri cations of those states w hose squared
Inner product equals the delity. Second, one can derive from that characterization the follow Ing
m onotonicity property [[2] associated w ith an arbitrary tracepreserving channelN ,

F(;) FE ()N () 13)
An analogous property is shared by the trace distance [[3],
J | N () N()F; (14)

which hodseven ifN istracereducing. A sin ple proof for the tracepreserving case can be found
in [[4]. These inequalities re ect the fact that com pletely-positive m aps are contractive and cannot



In prove the distinguishability of quantum states; the closer states are to each other, the harder it
isto tellthem apart. W e w ill often refer to either of these tw 0 properties as jast \m ontonicity," as
the particular one to be used will always be clear from the context. Another usefil property w ill
be the m ultiplicity of delities under tensor products

F (1 27 1 2)=F (1; 1)F (27 2): 15)

Since the trace distance is a nom , it satis es the triangle inequality. The delity is not a nom ,
but it is possble to derive the llow ing analog by applying [@) and [Q) to the triangle nequality
for the trace distance

P P
F (1753 1 1 F (17 2) 1 F (27 3): 16)

Tt will be possble to obtain a sharper triangle-like inequality as a consequence of the follow ing
lemm a, which states that if a m easurem ent succeeds w ith high probability on a state, it w ill also
do so on a state which is close to that state in trace distance.

Lemma 1. Suppose ; ; 2 B@H);where and are density matrices, and 0 1: Then,
Tr Tr 3 Jpt
P roof:
Tr = Tr Tr ( )
Tr max 2Tr ( )
0 1
= Tr ] 3
where the last equality ©llow s from a characterization of trace distance given in [14]. O
SinceF (; )= Tr when isa pure state, a corollary of Lem m a[ll is that
F(;) F(;) 3 3;

a fact we will refer to as the \gpecial triangle nequality."

T he ollow ing lem m a can be thought ofeither as a type of transitivity property inherent to any
bipartite state with a com ponent near a pure state, or as a partial converse to the m onotonicity
of delity.

Lemma 2. For nite dimensional Hibert spaces Hy and Hg , ket j i* 2 H, be a pure state,
B 2 BHg) a density matrix, and 2B 2 BH, Hpy) a density matrix with partial traces
A=Tr and B =Tn ;Hrwhich

F(; ) 1 : a7

T hen
F ( ;)13 "3 3

P roof. W e begin by de ning the subnom alized density m atrix ¢ via the equation
¢ I D= &; 18)
which we Interpret as the upperleft block of , when thebasis forH , ischosen in such a way that

ji= (1;0;:::;0)T :Noticethat F ( ;T )= Tré f:W riting the nom alized state ! = é=f;
we see that it is close to € In the sense that

;&3 *3
19)

10



Now we write

p_ 9p D
F ( ;) = Tr ( ) ( )
d 3] 3]
= Tr (@ 1) a )
a
- 1r a Py e&a P
a
= Tr (p_éep_)
a
= Tr p_ép_
p
= F(&; )
P
= fFE (!; )
£@ 5 4): 20)

The rst Iine is the de nition of delity and the third ©llow s from (I8). The last equality relies
on the fact that the deliy, as we've de ned i, is linear in either of its two inputs, while the
inequality ollow s from [I0).

Noting that ® ¢, wede ne anotherpositive operator ! °= ®  &;which by [[Q) satis es
Tr!?© and can be interpreted as the sum of the rest of the diagonalblocks of :The trace
distance in the last line above can be bounded via doubl application of the trianglk nequality as

'3 30 i+ 1% ei+ 1)
Tr! %+ B Lt
B 1+ 2 ; 21)
where the second line ©llow s from [[d). Combining 2Q) with [Zl), we obtain
F ( i) @ Ha 3 Fi 2)

B
1 ;3

O
This continuity lemm a from [I5] show s that if tw o bipartite states are close to each other, the
di erence between their associated coherent inform ations is sm all.

Lemm a 3 (Continuity of coherent inform ation). Let 9% and ©9F® betwo statesofa nite—
dim ensional bipartite system Q R satisfying j 3 . Then

J. © iR) LEIR) jJ 2H ()+4lbgDJ;
where H () is the binary entropy fiinction.

Next isW inter’s \gentle m easurem ent" lemm a [[8], which in plies that a m easurem ent which
is likely to be successfil in identifying a state tends not to signi cantly disturb that state.

Lemma 4 (Gentlem easurem ent). LetH bea nite dimensionalH ilert space. If 2 B H ) is
a density m atrix and 2 B (H ) is nonnegative with spectrum bounded above by 1, then

Tr 1

im plies
P pP—pP— pP—
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O ur coding theorem s form ultiple access channels w illm ake use of existing coding theorem s for
singleuser channels. E;D) isa ("% ;n; ) entangkm ent transm ission code for the channelN if,

Prthe 2"®  2"R naxin ally entangled state § i* %, we have
F@Eip N O E() 1

A ("R;n; ) random entanglkm ent tranam ission code consists of an collection of determ inistic
(2" ;n; ) entanglem ent tranam ission codes E ;D ) and a probability distrdoution P, correspond-—
Ing to a source of shared com m on random ness available to both sender and receiver. W e w ill often
om it the subscript, once the random ness of the code has been clari ed, and it w ill be understood
that E and D constitute a pair of correlated random m aps.

A ssociated to a random code is its expected, or average code density operatorE E ( ®), which
is the expectation, over the shared random ness, of the in age of the m axin ally m ixed state on 2.
O ur reason for using random quantum codesw illbe to ensure that, on average, the nput toN "
is at least close to a n—fold product state.

T he proof of the existence of quantum codes achieving the coherent inform ation bound is at—
tributed to Lloyd [[7] Shor [[8] and D evetak [[9]. The Hllow ing quantum coding proposition for
single-user channels isproved in [19] and concems the existence of random entanglem ent transm is—
sion codes whose average code density m atrix can be m ade arbitrarily close to a product state.

P roposition 1. Given is a channelN :A°! B, a density m atrix AO, and a number 0 R <
I.( ;N ):For every > 0, there isn su ciently Jarge so that there is a (2% ;n; ) random en-
tanglem ent tranam ission code E;D ) for N with an isom etric encoder E and average code density
operator $* " = EE ( *) satisfying

¥ "i
Furthem ore, given any particular isom etric extension Uy :A°! BE ofN , it is possible to choose
isom etric extensions U, :B" ! BF of the determ inistic decoders so that

F jiAzle iE“F;UD qqn EjiA@ 1
for some xedpurestate jE F .

Next, we state an average error version of the HSW Theorem for cg codes with codewords
chosen iid. according to a product distrdbution 211, 20].

P roposition 2 (H SW Theorem ). Given isa oystate ¥9 = F L P& kik] 2 andanumber
0 R < IK;Q) :Forevery > 0, there isn su cientJyJargesotBatjfZ‘R codewords C =
fX " (m )g are chosen i.id. according to the product distribution p (x ) = ri; 1 P %3), corresponding
to input preparations

xn X1 Xn I
there exists a decoding POVM f , gon Q", depending on the random choice of codebook C, which
oorrectly identi es the index m with average prokability of error lss than ; in the sense that

nR

Ec 2 nR Tr X" m) m 1 : (22)

D ue to the sym m etry of the distrdbbution ofC under codew ord perm utations, it is clear that the
expectations of each term in the above sum are equal. In other words,

nR
Ecan Tr X0 m) m=EcTr X0 (1) 17 (23)
m=1

so we w ill Jater, w ithout loss of generality, m ake the assum ption that A lice sends codeword M = 1
during our analysis (see P2] for a detailed discussion in the classical case).

12



P roof of Theorem [ (converse) W e prove in Section[d that any rate pair which is achievable
for entanglem ent tranam ission is also achievable for entanglem ent generation. For this reason, we
use the latter scenario to prove the converse part of T heorem [l. Tt should be noted that the reverse
In plication, nam ely that entanglem ent generation in plies entanglem ent transm ission, follow s from
the fact the outer bound to be proved next coincides w ith the Inner bound obtained by the coding
theorem below .

Suppose there exists a sequence of 2°%;2"% ;n; ,) entanglem ent generation codeswith , ! O.
Fixingablcklengthn,tf »ng; B2~ ;D com prise the corresponding cg entanglkm ent generation
code. T he state induced by the encoding is

. an
!MBC =2nr :Jjn:Il’Ian (lB N n)(m ):

A fter application of the decoding instrumentD :C" ! B4 , this state becom es

M@B@=(1MB D)():

An upper bound on the classical rate of the code can be obtained as follow s.

nr = H M)
= IM;®%) +HM %)
IM ;%) +H (,)+nr,
IM ;C™)y +n

n’

The st inequality ©llows from Fano’s inequality (see eg. [22]) while in the second we use the
Holevo bound P3] and de ne 2 = % + r , . The quantum rate of the code is upper bounded as

n

I.B iC™M ), . B iPM )
. B i)
L® i) 28 (,) enst L

— .
= nS n ;:

Above, the fnequalities are consequences of the data processing inequality [[0], the fact that con—
ditioning cannot increase entropy (and thus cannot decrease coherent inform ation) [14], a combi-
nation of Lenm al@ and [), and the de nition P= 2 + nsp_n. T he second jisti cation can be
considered as an altemative statem ent of the welkknown strong subadditivity inequality P4, of
which a recent sim ple proof can be found in P8]. Setting X = M , we have thus proven that
1 n 0 1 TP of [00]
r —IX;C")+ ,; S —-LBIC"X)+ ,
n n
whenever (r;S) is an achievable cg rate pair for entanglem ent generation, where ; ® I 0. &
follow s that for any achievabl rate pair (r;S) and any > 0, we have

1 1) n
(r iS )2;CQ N ") COWM):

Sihce CQ (N ) is closed by de nition, this com pletes the proof.

13



P roof of Theorem [ (achievability) Ourm ethod of proof or the coding theoram w illwork
as Pllows. W e willem ploy random HSW codes and random entanglem ent transm ission codes to
ensure that the average state at the nput of N " is close to a product state. Each sender w ill
utilize a code designed for the product channel nduced by the other’s random input, whereby
existing coding theorem s for product channelsw illbe Invoked. T he quantum code used w illbe one
w hich achieves the capaciy ofa m odi ed channel, in which the classical input is copied, w ithout
error, to the output ofthe channel. A sthe random HSW codesw ill exactly induce a product state
input, the existence of these quantum codes w ill ollow directly from P roposition [l.

The random HSW codes w ill be those which exist for product channels. A's random entan-—
glem ent tranam ission codes exist w ith average code density m atrix arbitrarily close to a product
state, this w ill ensure that the resulting output states are distinguishable w ith high probability.
Furthem ore, ocbtaining the classical inform ation w illbe shown to cause but a an alldisturbance in
the overall pint quantum state ofthe system . Aswe w ill show, it ispossble to m In ic the channel
forwhich the quantum code is designed by placing the identities of the estin ated classicalm essage
states Into registers appended to the outputs of each channel in the product.

T he decoder forthem odi ed channelw ill then be shown to de ne a quantum instrum ent which
satis es the success condition for a og entanglem ent tranam ission code, on average. T his feature
w ill then be used to Infer the existence of a particular, determ inistic code which m eets the sam e
requirem ent.

Fix a pure state ensemble fp (x);j x* g and a bipartite pure state j 1® B’ which give rise to
the cgqg state

00

0 005 0
XETC = peyxiky  @® N)(] BB,
0 P 0
which has the orm of [I). Dene } =  p&) x and 5 = Tr . We will demonstrate
the achievability of the comer point (I X ;C);I. B PiCX )), by showing that Prevery ; > 0;
ifr= IX;C) and S = L®®PiCX ), , there exists a (F*F;2"%;n; ) og entanglem ent

tranam ission code for the channelN , provided that n is su ciently large and that S > 0. The rest
of the region will ollow by tin esharing.

Forelboodjng,A licew illchoose 2™ " sequencesX " (m ), 1id.according to the product djstrbuoinzjon
p&") = r.l; ; PXi). Aseach sequence corresponds to a preparation of channel Inputs j o=
Jx,mHi x Jm )1; the expected average density operator associated w ith A Iice’s input to
the channel is precisely

%’ X
Ec2 " Jnih g J= P& )] xndh x J= 1n:

m=1 xn

De ne a new channelN , :BO1 C® which is also an instrum ent) by

X »
No: 7 PEIN ( 4 ) Rix7J o:

X

T hiscan be Interpreted asa channelw hich revealsthe identity ofA lice’s input state to C harlie, w ith
the added assum ption that A lice chooses her Inputs at random . A ltematively, one can view thisas
a channelw ith state mform ation available to the receiver, where nature is random ly choosing the
\state" x at A lice’s input. Observe that I. ( , iN ;) = I. B Dicx ). By P roposition [, there exists
a (2°5;n; ) random entanglem ent tranam ission code fE;D ; g for the channelN,, w ith average
code density operator 38 = E E () satisfying

5 I |
Now , by P roposition[l, orthe channelN;: 7 N ( 2) which would resul ifBob’s average

code density operatorwere exactly equalto , " ;there existsa decoding POVM £ 1 Gy 220 which

14



would identify A lice’s index m w ith expected average probability of error less than , in the sense
that .
X
Ec2 °F Tr v 2 1 ;
m=1
where
m o N ° (m 21’1):
By the symm etry of the random code construction, we utilize [23) to w rite this as
EcTr ;¢ 1
D e ne the actual output of the channel correspondingtoM = m as
n=N "(n E());

aswell as its extension

wherejiB§ is the m axim ally entangled state which Bob is required to tranam it. N ote that
E o.=E Ty n =N "(n 9%:

Tt follow s from m onotonicity of trace distance that

£ o1 73 i
w hich, together w ith Lemm a[ll, in plies that
an
Ec2 ™F Tr w E o =Ec Tr 11 1 2
m=1

T his allow s us to bound the expected probability of correctly decoding A lice’s m essage as
Ec Tr( 1) 1 1 2 : 24)

In order to decode, Charlie begins by perform ing the m easurement £ , gy 2 2n: : He declares
Alice’'smessage to be ¥ = m ifm easurem ent result m is cbtained. Charlie w ill then attem pt to
sin ulate the channelN , ", by associating a separate c]assjcalregjster)bi to each channelN :A(i) !
C; In the product, preparing the states X ; (m )i)pi, foreach 1 1 n.Additionally, he stores the
result ofthem easurem ent in the system ¥ , his declaration of the m essage iIntended by A lice. T his
procedure results in the global state

an p_ p_

n<pn ]q
BC"®"® _ 1 .

w11 . ¥ )i @)F nim

m=1

Let BC™®" - Tr, . IfCharlie were able to perfectly reconstruct A lice’s classicalm essage,
would Instead be po
°= 1 XTI @)]
which, when averaged over A lice’s random choice of HSW code, is precisely equal to the state

w hich would arise via the action ofthem odi ed channelN ,: T his is because

0 X n . n o n 20"
Ec = PX') x» K ix' ]

= N," E(); @5)
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w here we have w ritten the state which results when A lice prepares x» as
xn = N n(x" E()):

H owever, our choice ofa good HSW code ensures that he can alm ost perfectly reconstruct A lice’s
message. A consequence of this willbe that the two states and © are alm ost the same, aswe
willnow dem onstrate.

In what ollow s, we w illneed to explicitly keep track of the random ness in our codes, by m eans
of superscripts which are to be Interpreted as indexing the detem inistic codes which occur w ith
the probabilities Pc and Q . Rewriting 24) as

X
PcQ Tr1 § 7 1 2;

it is clear that wem ay w rite
Tr1  § ¥ 1 o

for positive num bers £ - g chosen to satisfy

X
PcQ ¢ =2
C
By the gentle m easurem ent lemm a,
qa— qa—
p
C C
1 (1: 1 1 {f 1 c
1
and thus, by the concavity of the square root function,
P — P — X q— q—
Ec 1 11 1 1 1 = PcQ 1 ¢ f 1 ¢ f
1 . 1
&£
Along with [24), this estin ate allow s us to express
) 0. p— p—
Ec J i Ec 1 11 1 1 L
@ b b
+Ec 1 m 1 1 m
m=2 E
p_ p_ Xﬂr
= Ec 1 11 1 1 1+ Ec Tr@d m) 1
p . m=2
4+ 2
P-
5 (26)

provided that %:Sjnoe the the entanglem ent delity is linear in D ( ); which is itself linear In
; we can also use the special triangle inequality to w rite
FGLU4LDE: ) = FQELE D Ec )
F J4E DEc 9 E DE: ) E DEc ) ,:
U sing ourearlier observation from [2H) and the de nition ofa 2°°;n; ) entanglem ent transm ission
code, we can bound the rst temm as
FOLDE: % = FGELHD N,° E())
1
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An estin ate on the second temm is obtained via

£ DEc) E DE: 93 E PEc) DEc I3

0

E Fc Ec 73

where rst three lines are by convexity, m onotoniciy, and convexity once again of the trace nom .
T he last inequality llow s from [28). P utting these together gives

p_
Ec F LD () 1

1 6p_ @7

At last, observe that the naldecoded state (which still depends on both sources of random ness
C and ) isequalto
B BM =D(Bc“>l°“1@) D(BC");

in plicitly de ning the desired decoding nstrument D :C" | B . The expectation of [@) can
now be bounded as

Ec 2 °F P m) = Ec PI(Q)
m=1
= FOiJLEc )
1 TruEc jinlj, 31 F @LD ()
| Sp— 8p_
1 22 1
R

The third line above isby Lemm all. The rst estin ate in the fourth line Pollows from [24), while
the second estin ate isby [21), togetherw ith [[l). W em ay now conclude that there are particular
values of the random ness ndices  and C such that the sam e bound is satis ed for a determ inistic
code. W e have thus proven that (f ; gy 220+ ;E;D ) comprisesa (2"%;2°%;n;21 ) entanglem ent
transm ission code. T his conclides the coding theorem .

O

P roof of T heorem (converse) Suppose that R;S) is an achievable qg rate pair for entan—
glem ent generation. By de nition, thism eans that there m ust exist a sequenoe of (2nR 2ns ini o )
entanglem ent generation codeswith , ! 0. Fixing a blocklength n, ket j ;#?* ;3 ,i®®  and
D:C" ! A® com prise the corresponding encodings and decodings. D e ne

PRECT = @t N M) )
to be the resul of sending the respective A® and B® parts of ; and , through the channel

N ".Furtherde ning
ABRP _

@*® D))
as the corresponding state after decoding, the entanglem ent delity of the code is given by

FAB =F (j 1i j Zi; ) 1 n - (28)
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wherej 1% and j , % arethem axin ally entangled target states. T he sum rate can be bounded
as

L@B iC™), L @B iPP)
L@AB PB) | 20 () snr+s)’

2
nR+ S) n%:

i
The rst step is by the data processing inequality. T he second step uses Lemm a[@ and [), along
w ith m onotonicity applied to 28). The last step has de ned g = % 8R + S)” ", and holds

because the binary entropy H ( ) isupper bounded by 1. W e can bound A lice’s rate R by w riting

L@iBCh), L@ich),
L @ iF®)
L@ i®)
Lei®) , 28 (. 8RS,

0.

nR n ;:

The rst three steps above are by data processing [[0]. The rem aining steps hold for the sam e
reasons as In the previous chain of inequalities. Sin ilarly, Bob’s rate also m ust satisfy

ns Ic(BiAC“)!+n2:

Sihce , ! 0 Inplies g ! 0; thismeans that forevery > 0, any achievable qgq rate pair R ;S)
m ust satisfy

1w n
R iS )ZEQ N ) QWN):

Since Q NN ) is closed by de nition, this com pletes the proof.
O

Rem ark Strictly speaking, the pair of nonnegative rates R ;S) needs to be contained in som e
pentagon whose comer points +I. @ iC*) ;fI. B iAC*) and fL @ iBC*¥) ;ZIL. B iC*)
are Iocated i the upper right quadrant of R?, where 2BC" is som e state of the om [@). For
large enough n, the states induced ! in the above proof ful 11 this role. To see this, note that
an artifact of the steps which upper bound A lice’s rate R is that %IC(A iBC"™) R » and
IL.@aic™) R n:Sihce , ! 0, the right sides are eventually positive whenever R > 0. The
sin ilar steps which bound B ob’s rate com plete the argum ent.

P roof of T heorem (achievability) Fix bipartite pure states § 12 2 and j »# 2~ which
give rise to the state

00 00, 00 00
EE ST N N )
and de ne Zi\o = Tn 1, 20 = Try ,:Letting ; > 0 be arbitrary, we will show that there

existsa (2°R ;2°5;n; ) qq entanglem ent transm ission code w here
R =1 @a%C), and s = L ® Yia%),

provided that R ;S 0. Note that the rates in Theorem [ willbe im plied by taking the channel
tobeN X;wih !2BC" de ned sim ilarly.
Let us begh by choosing an isom etric extension Uy :A°B°! CE ofN . De ne the ideal
channelN; :A% ! C which would e ectively be seen by A lice were Bab’s average code density
n

operator exactly equalto , "~ as
N;: T N ( 2):

18



W enow useUy tode ne a particular isom etric extension Uy, :A%! CEC%ofN;,whereE’= B®E,
as

Uy, : T Uy ( 2):
O bserve that Bob’s fake input B ® is treated as part of the environm ent of A lice’s ideal induced
channel. W e then fiirther de ne the channelN, :B%! A%C by

No,: T N ( ):

In contrast to the interpretation ofN i, thism ay be viewed as the channel which would be seen
by Bob ifA lice were to input the A° part of the purdi cation j ,# 2° of 12*0 to her input of the
channeland then send the A® system to Charlie via a noiseless quantum channel. A s in the proof
of Theorem [, Charlie will rst decode A lice’s inform ation, affer w hich he w ill attem pt to sin ulate
the channelN ,, allow ing a higher transm ission rate for B ob than ifA lice’s inform ation was treated
as noise. Since quantum Inform ation cannot be copied, show ng that this is indeed possible w il
require di erent technigques than were utilized in the previous coding theorem . A lthough ensem bles
of random codes w illbe used in this proof, we introduce the technique of coherent coding, in which
w e pretend that the com m on random ness is puri ed. Them ain advantage of this approach w illbe
that working w ith states in the enlarged H ibert space allow s m onotonicity to be easily exploited
In order to provide the estin ates we require. A dditionally, before we derandom ize at the end of
the proof, i will ultin ately be only Bob who is using a random code. A lice willbe abl to use
any determ inistic code from her random ensem ble, asCharlie w i1l in plem ent a decoding procedure
which produces a global state which is close to that which would have been created had A lice
coded w ith the coherent random ness. To show this, we will rst analyze the state which would
result ifboth senders used their fullensem bles of codes. Then we show that ifA lice uses any code
from her ensem ble, Charlie can create the proper global state hin self, allow Ing hin to e ectively
sin ulate N ; and ulin ately decode both states at the desired rates.

By P roposition [, or Jarge enough n, there exists a 2% ;n; ) random entanglem ent trans—

m ission code (p+;E;;D,) for the channelN ;; where R = I.( ;N ;) = L@a%ic) : There
sin ilarly exists a (2°5;n; ) random entanglem ent tranam ission code (g ;EJ ;DY) PrN,, with
S = I.(2;Ny) =1Le%Aa%) . P roposition[ll firther guarantees that these codes can be
chosen so that their respective average code density operators

a® X A= B ™ X n B

%1 = pE (7)) and %, = G Ey (7))

N m
satisfy
Fo1 ;7 (29)

and also that we may choose isom etric extensions Uy :C" ! BF inplem enting the D, from
A lice’s random code which satisfy

On N A .
F 3. 2%9FE 0y, g B9 L.RF 1 30)
fr every random code index *and the same xed state § iFE
Let the code com m on random ness between A lice and Charlie be held between the system sLp

and L¢ , represented by the state
X
= pgidt e

de ning a sin ilar state g =Mec £ the Bob-C harlie comm on random ness. For convenience, ket us

further pretend that ; ispart of a pure state

j 1lLE Lals _ p‘j\lLE j\lLA j\lLC .
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Sin flarly, ket , bypuri edby j i =" 2™ ¢ | W rite controlled encoding isom etriesE; : Ly & ! LpA®
andE,:MpgB ! MygB® as
X X
E, = #h'J*  E, and E, = in itm J EN :

m

T he states which would arise if A lice and B ob each encoded coherently are

. .LAA® o X P—...L L
jai E1j1ij 1i= pJT By Jai
"
. on o rpP—. | ..
j L1 BP E23 213 21= SR (1 - IPE K

m

Note that we have abbreviated L = Lg LaLec andM = MgMgM (¢ .Aseach j ;iisapuri cation
of$%;, togetherw ith [3), UhIn ann’s theorem tells us that there exist unitariesVv; :LA ! A and
V,:M B ! B®™ such that

F Vij si;3 31" 1 : (31)

Further de ne a corresponding controlled isom etric decoderUp, :LcC™ ! Lg BF frA lice’s code
as X
R ,
Up, = J4h'y® Up,:
Let usnow Im agine that each of A lice and B ob encodes using the coherent com m on random ness,
resulting in a globalpure state U, "j 1ij 2ion LAM BC"E". If Charlie then applies the fill
controlled decoder from A lice’s code, the resulting globalpure state would be
.LAXM BFE"

ji =Up, U"J1i] 21z

Foreach Y, kt usde nean isometry O :B® ! ARFE" as

Furtherwriting § ¥ 25" v, 13 FB2™E" . the Hlow ing bound applies

F jliAijOiFMBEn;j‘i - F jlijoiFMBE“;O‘j ,i
00n n [ .
= F j.431§°% ® ;v, 0721
S|
1 1 F (@G FBTE" ;0% 21 m)

ql F (V23 21433 21 %)
1 1 F j2i3FE%;0; 4! Ej.i
P -

1 2
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Above, the rst hequality is by the triangle hequality and m onotonicity w ith respect to O *; whike
for the second inequality, we have just rewritten the rst term and used [Bl) for the second.
The last bound is from [B0). Observe that we are still free to specify the global phases of the
outputs of the U | so that the above bound further inpliesh .jj 1ij % (@ P }=? foreach °.
C onsequently,

2

X
ee an . 0Os < T
F (43 143 143% = ppoh'i%ih 3 113 %
N0
X 2
= ph 3 11 %
P_
1 2

E ssentially, the subsystem sL,A®X andM BFE" of j i arem utually decoupled.

A s mentioned earlier, i will be su cient for A lice to use any determ inistic code from the

random ensam ble to encode. W ithout loss of generality, we assum e that A lice chooses to use the

rst code (*= 1) In her ensem ble. Bob, on the other hand, w illneed to use random ness to ensure
that A lice’s e ective channel is close to a product channel. The state on AM BC " which results
from these encodings isN " E; ( 1) 2).

W e will now describe a procedure by which Charlie st decodes A lice’s inform ation, then
produces a state which is close to , m aking i look like A lice had in fact utilized the coherent
coding procedure. Thisw illallow Charlie to apply localunitariesto e ectively sin ulate the channel
N, forwhich Bob’s random code w as designed, enabling hin to decode B ob’s inform ation as well.
T hese steps w ill constitute C harlie’s decodingD :M C" ! M ¢ B, which depends on the Bob—
Charlie comm on random ness. T he existence of a determ inistic decoder w ill then be inferred.

Charlie rst applies the isom etric decoder UDl1 , placing all system s into the state j;i. He
then rem oves his local system B (it is in portant that he keep P i asfe place, as it represents
the decoder output for A lice’s quantum nform ation) and replaces it w ith the corresponding parts
of the locally prepared pure state j 1#* * :Charlie also Iocally prepares the state § 1i°. The
resulting state

0 L -

= 1 1 T, o 17
satis es
F (%) 1 Tq;m 1 qol ® Tr,p , 31 F jij 14Trsre-
12 27 2P &
1 77 32)
w henever 6 %. The rst Ine combines Lemm a 2 and the triangle nequality. The rst two

estin ates in the second line are from applying [[) and m onotonicity w ith respect to Tr, o and
Tr , » to the previous two estim ates. The last estin ate In that line is from m onotonicity w ith
regoecttothemap Ty pre~ applied to the previousestim ate. Next, Charlie w illapply Vq q)ll to

01 in orderto sin ulate the channelN , . To seethat thisw illwork,de neM :LAKRFE" | A%™c?
asM Trn Vq [11)11 and observe that by m onotonicity w ith respect to N " ( ,) and [,
the stateson M BA™C™ satisfy

FM(GN,"(2) = F Vi N"(; 2N (T 2)
F Vij 1431 °
1

Lira 2 F ) afmcn,

1T his operation only acts on C harlie’s Iocal system s, ie. V; U, .
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W em ay now use the triangle Inequality and m onotonicity w ith respect toM to com bine our last
tw o estim ates, yielding

q

p
F M (9N,"(2) 1 1 F M (9M () 1 F M ()N, (2)
p p-
1 7 1=4
1 4178, (33)

W e have thus far show n that C harlie’s decoding procedure succeeds in sin ulating the channelN , v,
while sim ultaneously recovering A lice’s quantum mnform ation. Charlie now uses the controlled
decoderD, :M cA®C™ | M.® de ned as

to decode B ob’squantum inform ation. T his entire procedure hasde ned ourdecoderD :M -C" !
M . B which gives rise to a gbbalstate 2#B® representing the naloutput state ofthe protocol,
averaged over Bob’s com m on random ness. T his state satis es

F (14T g ) F(; 9
1 7Y%
because of m onotonicity with respect to Tnm sre~ applied to the bound [BA). By using the

triangle nequality, the fact that Bob’s codes are -good for each m , and m onotonicity of the
estin ate [33) with respect to Try D ,, the global state can fiirther be seen to cbey

F joiiTh = F jqzi;Tm Dy M (9
1 1 F J24iTm Do N, " ( 2))
ql F Ty Dy N, " ( 2);Tmy D, M (9
p- 4 1=8
1 3176

Along wih [[), a nalapplication of Lemm a 2 com bines the above two bounds to give

F (j 11] zi; ) 1 1 TrB@ 1 31 F ] 2i;TrB@
1 718 g1=16
1 10 '7'6;
provided that 7 1. Since this estin ate represents an average over B ob’s com m on random ness,

there must exist a particular value m of the comm on random ness so that the corresponding
determ inistic code is at least as good as the random one, thus concluding the coding theorem .
O

5 Strong subspace transm ission and scenario equivalences

5.1 Scenario IIT - Strong subspace transm ission

The criteria of scenarios I and II, both in the og and gg cases, are directly analogous to the
requirem ent In classical inform ation theory that the average probability of error, averaged over all
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codew ords, be am all. Here, we Introduce a situation analogous to the stronger classical condition
that the m axim al probability of error be an all, or that the probability of error for each pair of
codew ordsbe an all. T here are exam ples of classicalm ultiple access channels orwhich, when each
encoder is a determm inistic function from the set of the m essages to the set of nput symbols, the
m axin alerror capacity region is strictly am aller than the average error region [27]. H ow ever, it is
know n that if stochastic encoders are allowed (see P roblem 324 in P8)), the m axinm aland average
error capaciy regions are equal.

Tt iswellknown that random ization is not necessary for such an equivalence to hold for single—
user channels, as M arkov’s nequality implies that a fraction of the codewords w ih the worst
probability of error can be purged, whilk ncurring a negligble loss of rate. The obstack to
utilizing such an approach for classicalm ultiple access channels, and hence for quantum ones as
well, is that there is no guarantee that a Jarge enough subset ofbad pairs of codew ords decom poses
as the product of subsets of each sender’s codew ords.

A sm entioned earlier in Section [, a particularly attractive feature ofthe ollow ing tw o scenarios
is their com posability ; when com bined w ith other protocols satisfying analogous criteria, the pint
protocolw ill satisfy sin ilar properties.

IIT - classical-quantum scenario Strong subspace transm ission can be considered a m ore
am bitious version of entanglem ent tranam ission, whereby rather than requiring Bob to transm it
half of a m axin ally entangled state j i® ¥, i is instead required that he faithfilly transm it the
¥ part, presented to hin , of any bipartite pure state j i®%; where R jcan be any nite number.
T he reader should note that this constitutes a generalization of the usual subspace tranam ission
[29], aswhenever § iR¥ = § i® § i, this am ounts to requiring that § i be transm itted fithfilly.
W e fiirther dem and that the m axin al error probability for the classicalm essages be an all.

A sw ith entanglem ent tranam ission, A lice w i1l send classical inform ation at rate r by preparing
one of 2"* pure states £ #" Qu 220+ . A s previously discussed, our m ore restrictive inform ation
transm ission constraints can only be m et by allow iIng A lice to em ploy a stochastic encoding. W e
assum e that A lice begins by generating som e random ness, m odeled by the random variablke X . To
send messageM = m, shepreparesthestate fm )i J:p )L, wherefm) £x ) isa random
encoding fiinction, depending on the random ness in X .

Bob will apply an encoding E: B ! BY; and Charlie will em ploy a decoding instrum ent
D:C" ! ¥®. We albw a more com plicated structure for these m aps than was required for
scenarios I and IT. Indeed, these w illbe constructed by m eans of a protoco], to be described below ,
out of the entanglem ent tranam ission codes which were proved to exist in the previous section.
T he success probability for the protocol, conditioned on m being sent and j i® 5 being presented,
can be expressed as
» E( RE )

. n A
;D N fm)

PN ) = F F@)if jif
W ewillsay that (£;X ;£J m i0n 227+ ;E;D ) dsa @°%;2°5;n; ) og strong subspace trananm ission code
frthe channelN if, brevery m 2 2°F and every j iR¥,

Ex PM@m; ) 1 : (34)

s

The rate pair (r;S) is an achievabke o rate pair for strong subspace tranam ission if there is a
sequence of (2"%;2%%;n; ,) oq random strong subspace tranam ission codeswih , ! 0, and the
capacity region CQ 111 N ) is closure of the collection of all such achievable rates.

IIT - quantum quantum scenario This scenario is the obvious combination of the relevant
concepts from the previous scenario and the ggq entanglem ent transm ission scenario. A lice and
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Bob are respectively presented w ith the £ and B parts of som e pure bipartite states j 112 =

j ,RF . Asbebre, we place no restriction on P jand R j other than that they are nite. They
am ploy their respective encodings E; and E;, whilk Charlie decodeswih D . As in the above og
case, the structure of these m aps w ill be m ore com plicated than in the previous two scenarios.
(E1;E2;D ) isthen a 2" ;2°5;n; ) o strong subspace tranam ission code if

and

. ok . ®
F 3.2%5,8%0 N @ E)(? Ey 1 (35)
forevery pair of pure bipartite states j (19F and j ,1*% . A chievable rates and the capacity region
Q 11N ) are de ned as In the oq case.

52 Entanglem ent transm ission im plies entanglem ent generation

Proofthat CQr; CQ:: Suppose there existsa (2°F;2°%;n; ) og entanglem ent transm ission
code, consisting of classicalm essage states £ ,, i* - Gn 220 ;@ quantum encodingmap E : B | ﬁ?,
and a decoding nstrument D :C" ! ¥ B:W rite any pure state decom position of the encoded
state X
@® E)()=  pijsih 53
i

T hen, the success condition [@) ©ra cg entanglem ent tranam ission code can be rew ritten as

an
1 2 nr Pl m) (36)
m=1
4 X
= 2" F leﬂ?;Dm N " ﬁon Pi i (37)
m=1 i |
X Kﬂr .
- po2™  F 3if¥, N (AT 38)
i m=1 |
X z '
= pi 2" Pl o) (39)
i m=1
so that there is a particular value i of i or which
Kﬂr
2™ Plm; i) 1
m=1

Hence, (fj m ign 220757 5 ;D ) comprisesan (2°%;2°5;n; ) cg entanglem ent generation code.
O

Proofthat Q11 Q1 : Suppose there exists a ("% ;2"%;n; ) entanglem ent tranam ission code
(E1;E2;D ) which tranam its the m axin ally entangled states § 11;j 2i. As in the oq case, the
encoded states can be decom posed as

A _ X ) )
(1 El)( 1)_ Pi 1i

and X
® E)( )= QG 21t
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T he reliability condition [@) can then be rew ritten as
X
pisE (3 11 2D N (15 23)) 1 ;
ij
which in plies the existence of a particular pair @ ;j ) of values of (i;3j) such that
F (i1 4D N " ( 1 25)) 1

Hence, (§ 11 47J 23 /D) comprsesa ("% ;2"%;n; ) gg entanglem ent generation code.

5.3 Entanglem ent transm ission im plies strong subspace transm ission

Proofthat CQir CQqrrr: Suppose there existsa (2°F;2"° ;n; 2=2) entanglem ent transm ission
codes w ith classicalm essage states £ s Gn 220+ ; quantum encoding E : B ! ®; and decoding
nstrumentD :C" ! % B with tracereducing com ponents fD, :C" ! Pg.

W e will Initially prove the equivalence by constructing a code w hich requires two independent
sources of shared comm on randomness X and Y . X is assum ed to be available to A lice and to
Charlie, while Y is available to Bob and to Charlie. Then, we will argue that it is possbl to
elim Inate the dependence on the shared random ness, by using the channelto send a neglibly sm all
\random seed", which can be recycled to construct a code w hich asym ptotically achieves the sam e
perform ance as the random ized one.

W e begin by dem onstrating how shared com m on random ness between A lice and C harlie allow s
A lice to send any m essage w ith Iow probability of error. Setting = 2"F, ket the random variabl
X be uniform Iy distrdbbuted on the set fl;:::; g. To send message M = m, A lice com putes
m%=m + X modulo . She then prepares the state j , o1 or transm ission through the channel
Bob encodesthe partofj i® ¥ wih E, and each sends appropriately through the channel. Charlie
decodes as usualw ith the instrum ent D . D enoting the classical output as ¥ °, his declaration of
Alice'smessage isthen ¥ = ¥ ° X modul .De ning the tracereducingmapsM , : B | B
by

My: T Dy N "(n E());

and the tracereducing averagem ap as

we can rew rite the success criterion [J) for entanglem ent tranam ission as
FOLM () 1 =2;
which, together w ith [[l), in plies that for the dentity map id : 8 ! ¥,
j d) ()3, : (40)

T he above random ization of the classical part of the protocol can be m athem atically expressed
by replacing the M , with M , ;+x . As tracing over the comm on random ness X is equivalent to
com puting the expectation with respectto X ,we seethatExy M ,+x = M , or rather

Ex FOLM nex (N=F QLM ()):

Tt is thus clear that the m axin alerror criterion for the random ized protocolis equalto the average
criterion for the originalone.
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W e continue by random izing the quantum part of the classically random ized protocol. Setting
d= 2% = 5 ket fUygy2 42 be the collection of W eylunitaries, or generalized P auli operators, on
the d-dim ensional input space. O bserve that for any , acting w ith a uniform ly random choice of
W eylunitary has a com pltely random izing e ect, in the sense that

the com m on random ness state
Yo = = yiyy® yily3©;
y=1

w here the system Yy is In the possession ofBob, while Y ispossessed by Charlie. D e ne now the
controlled unitaries U :Ys B ! Ys B and Uc :Yc B | Yo B by

2
® L. Ys
Ug = ihyJ Uy
y=1
and
2
— x FTI el 1,
Uc = YyihyJ U, "
y=1

Suppose Bob is given the B part ofan arbitrary pure state j i?®, where R j< 1 ;and A lice sends
the classicalm essageM = m . Forencoding, Bob willapply E & to the combined system .
Charlie decodes with U D . IfM were equal to the perfect quantum channel id % ! B, this
procedure would result in the state

N ote that the com m on random ness is still available for reuse. Abbreviating jyjhyjy = j{ihijE

yity¥© ,and § (&% = 8 Uy)j i wewrie

YRE =y ( ) @1)
1 ¥
= ¥ ve 42)
y=1

Observe that is an extension of the m axim ally m ixed state ¥ and can be seen to arise by
0

storing in Y the result ofa von N eum ann m easurem ent along the basis £ it Jy2q2 On theR 0 part

ofthe pure state

2
1%
jiR"R}? _ - :-yiROj yiR]?:
d
y=1
Since Trgog = Tryg = §,jijsmaxjmaJJyentang]edbeUNeenR0R and . So, there exists

an isometry V :B ! R%R such that (v 1§)jiB§ = j i: This in plies that there is a quantum
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operation O :B ! YR such that © l§)( ) = . De ne the tracereducngmap T : & ! ]?;
w hich represents the coded channelw ith comm on random ness accounted for, by

T: 7T Ty Uz M g ( ):

Recalling our denotation of the noiseless quantum channelid: % ! ﬂ?, as well as our convention
that id acts as the identity on any system which is not ¥, we now bound

1 F (;T() T W),
Ue M ¥ & ),
- N N
- M W),
Mo ()

14

where the rst Iine is by [@) and the second by m onotonicity with respect to Try . The third
ollow s from unitary invariance of the trace. The second to last nequality is a consequence of
m onotonicity w ith respect to O , while the last isby Q). N ote that by m onotonicity, this in plies

that any density m atrix *% satis es
o) I : 43)

W e have thus show n that ifA lice and C harlie have access to a com m on random ness source of rate
r, while Bob and Charlie can access one of rate 25, the conditions for strong subspace tranam ission
can be satis ed. Next, we w ill illustrate that, by m odifying our protoco], it is possible to reduce
the am ount of shared random ness required. U sing the previous blocklength-n construction, we w i1l
concatenate N such codes, where each utilizes the sam e shared random ness, to construct a new

code w ith blocklength nN . For an arbitrary § )&%, fiurther de ne the com m uting operations

fTigpy ;jwhere T; : 85 | B, is T acting on the i’th tensor factor of ®: Setting M) we
then recursively de ne the density operators ; = T;(; 1); hoting that y = Ty 1 (ol =
T ¥ ( ®)), Because of [E3), ji1 i = Fwa(y) ii , and we can use the trianglke
Inequality to estim ate
TN (0 (N)1 _ . 0,
X
i i 11
=1
N

By choosihg N = #&, it is clear that we have reduced A lice’s and B ob’s shared random ness rates
respectively to P- L and ZP_S, while the error on the N -blocked protocol is now P- Next, we
argue that by using two m ore blocks of length n, it is possible to sim ulate the shared random ness
by having A lice send nr random bisX using the rstblock,whilk Bob locally preparestw o copies
of , BiF1 B2®2 and tranam its the B, parts over the channel using both blocks. Charlie
decodes each block separately, obtaining a random variable ® and the ®; and ®, parts of the
post-decoded states ?1}?1 and 22}9?2 : Bob and Charlie then m easure their respective parts of
1 2 In som e previously agreed upon orthogonalbases to obtain a sin ulation bofthe perfect
shared random ness state which, by m onotonicity and telescoping, satis es
i by J 1 23
2.
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Further, the noisy shared random ness for the classicalm essages can be shown to satisfy

dist® ;X ) dist ;®), = 2PrfX = Pg
2,

By m onotonicity oftrace distance and the triangle inequality, using the noisy com m on random ness
state P increases the estin ate for each block by 2 2. For identical reasons, the sam e ncrease is
ncurred by using the noisy comm on random ness X ;%). Thus, accounting for both sources of
noisy comm on random ness, the estin ate [£3) is changed to 2 , provided that % . The noisy
com m on random ness thus increases the bound on the error ofthe N blocked protocolto 2 , while

costing each of A lice and Bob a negligble rate overhead of 3 i > In order to seed the protocoL

T he above protocol can be considered as de ning an encodingmap E%: Y | BO® +*2n ang

decoding instrument D :C M *+2)n |1 @Y & ¥ | Thyg, the protocoltakes a @"%;2%5;n; ,) og en—
0.0 0c 0

tanglem ent tranam ission code and constructs a (2° © ;2% S in% go) strong subspace tranam ission

the rates (r;S) are achievable cg rates for entanglem ent transm ission, there m ust exist a sequence
of (2°F;2"%;n;2 i) entanglem ent tranam ission codeswith , ! 0. Since thism eans that m]p——n
Increases to unity, we have shown that forany > 0, every rate pair (r ;S ) isan achievable
g rate pair for strong subspace tranam ission. Since the capacity regions for each scenario are

de ned as the closure of the achievable rates, this com pletes the proof.

;wheren®= 2+ pl—T n,and % = 2p_n.Now,jf

code w ith og rate pair °;S9) =

O

Proofthat Qi1 OQrmr: Wewillanply sin ilar techniques as were used In the previous proof
to obtain this in plication. Suppose there exists a ("% ;2°%;n;1 ?) qq entanglm ent transm ission
code E1;E;;D), withE, :£! A®,E,:E ! B®,andD :C" | H®:Setthga= €= 2"% and
b= §¥j= 2", de ne the comm on random ness states

2

x

Xa¥e = iz iy *  kixd©
a’
x=1
and ,
Yg Yc 1 >? ¥B c
¥ =z Yily3 Yily3

x=1

T hese states w illbe used as partial inputs to the controlled unitaries

® X
UA = j(ihXjA Ux;
x=1
2
_ X r Xc 1
U = Kihxj U, 77
x=1
2
® N 43
Vg = iy ] Vi i
y=1
2
ve =yl v.*
y=1
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where, as before, we have utilized the W eyl unitaries fUx g, 42 and £Vyg,,12 , which respectively
com pletely random ize any states on a-din ensional and b-din ensional spaces. Suppose A lice and
Bcb are respectively presented w ith the £ and B parts of the arbitrary pure states j 112% and
2% :WrithgM =D N ® (H E,),andde nngthemap T : X8 | BB by
T: 7 @& Vec) M ® Ve)( 1 2)i
the overall pint state of the random ized protocolisgiven by T ( 1 2). Abbreviating
kyieyd = kixd "t kixd© yityd® yiyd©
and de ning j 1% = (1° U,)j 14,3 ,BF = @& V) ;iiwewrdte
1 X
217 kyixyj ve
xy

X YQREE _

By sin ilar argum ents as in the og case, there existsamap O :AB ! X YQR so that
o 1¥%)(. o=
A gain, for the sam e reasons as in the oq case, we have

T d)(a 2)3 M d)()3
j (. 2)3

T he rest of the proof is nearly identicalto that from the previous section, so we om it these details,
so as not to have to repeat our previous argum ents here. O

5.4 Strong subspace transm ission im plies entanglem ent transm ission

P roof that CQ 111 CQ 11t G Wven a strong subspace tranam ission code, if A lice uses any
determm inistic value x for her locally generated random ness X , the average classical error w ill be
equalto the expected m axin alclassicalerror ofthe random ized code. Since the ability to tranam it
any state ncludes the m axim ally entangled case, this com pletes the clain .

Proofthat Qi1 Q1r: This inplication is inm ediate. A s any states can be tranam itted, this
certainly includes the case of a pair ofm axin ally entangled states.

6 D iscussion

T here havebeen a num ber ofresults analyzingm ultiterm inalcoding problem s in quantum Shannon
theory. Foran iid.classicalquantum source X B, D evetak and W inter [30] have proved a Skpian—
W olflike coding theorem achieving the cg ratepair @ X B );H B)) for classicaldata com pression
w ith quantum side inform ation. Such codes extract classical side inform ation from B" to aid in
com pressing X " : T he extraction of side Inform ation is done in such a way as to cause a negligible
disturbance to B" . Our Theorem [ is som ewhat of this avor. There, the quantum state of C "

is m easured to extract A lice’s classical m essage which, in tum, is used as side Infom ation for
decoding Bob’s quantum inform ation. Analogous results to ours were obtained by W inter in his
analysis of a multiple access channel w ith classical inputs and a quantum output, whereby the
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classical decoded m essage of one sender can be used as side Inform ation to Increase the classical
capacity of another sender.

W e further m ention the cbvious connection between our coding theorem s and the sub fct of
channelcodesw ith side nform ation available to the receiver. Them oredi cult problem ofclassical
and quantum capacities when side Inform ation is available at the encoder is analyzed by D evetak
and Yard in [0], constituting quantum generalizations of results obtained by G elfand and P insker
311 or classical channels w ith side infom ation.

In an earlier draft of this paper, we characterized Q N ) as the closure of a reqularized union
of rectangles

0 R 1 @ ick)
kIc

1 ik
0 S —IL.B iC"):
k

T his solution had been confectured on the basis of a duality between classical Slepian-W olf dis—
tributed source coding and classical m ultiple-access channels 28, [22], as well as on a purported
no-go theorem for distrdbbuted data com pression of so-called irreducible pure state ensem bles that
appeared in an early version of [3J]. A fter the earlier preprint was available, Andreas W inter
announced [33] recent progress w ith Jonathan O ppenhein and M ichalH orodecki [34)] on the quan—
tum Slepian-W olf problem , o ering a characterization identical in functional form to the classical
one, whilk also supplying an interpretation of negative rates and apparently evading the no-go
theorem . M otivated by the earlier m entioned duality, he inform ed us that the gg capacity region
could also be characterized in direct analogy to the classical case. Subsequently, we ound that we
could m odify our previous coding theorem to achieve the new region, provided that the rates are
nonnegative. A fter those events unflded, the authors of [37] und an error in the proof of their
no-go theoraem , leading to a revised version consistent w ith the new er developm ents. O ur earlier
characterization ofQ N ), while correct, is contained In the rate region of Theorem 2 forany nite
k, frequently strictly so. The newer theorem , therefore, gives a m ore accurate approxin ation to
the rate region for nie k. In fact, for any state arisihg from the channelw hich does not saturate
the strong subadditivity inequality 3], the corresponding pentagon and rectangle regions are dis—
tinct. A nother bene cial feature ofthe new characterization is that it ispossible to show that the
maximum sum ratebound R + S maxI. AB iC) is additive, where the m axin ization is over all
states of the orm [d), ©or any channelwhich is degradable in the sense of [37].

M ore recently, we discovered that the sam e technique used to prove the new characterization of
Q N ) Inpliesa new og coding theoram , and thus a new characterization ofCQ (N ). By techniques
nearly identical to those em ployed in the coding theorem for Theorem 2, it is possible to achieve
the og rate pair

(r;s)= IX;BC);I. (B iC)

corresponding to Bob’s quantum inform ation being used as side nform ation for decoding A lice’s
classical m essage. This is accom plished by having Charlie isom etrically decode Bob’s quantum
infom ation, then coherently decode to produce an e ective channelN; :A% ! BC so that A lice
can tranam it classically at a higher rate. The new characterization is then a regularized union of
pentagons, consisting of pairs of nonnegative rates (r;S) satisfying

r IX;BC)
S I.B iCX)
r+ S IX;C)+ I.BiCX)=IK;,;BC)+ I.® iC):

Surprisingly, it is thus possible to characterize each ofCQ NN ) and Q N ) In term s of pentagons, in
analogy to the originalclassicalresul. T his situation m akes apparent the dangers ofbeing satis ed
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w ith reqularized expressions for capacity regions. W ithout being able to prove single-letterization
steps In the converses, it is hard to di erentiate which characterization is the \right" one. W hile
It is intuitively satisfying to see analogous form ulae appear in both the classical and quantum
theories, the reqularized nature of the quantum resuls blirs the sin ilarity. ITndeed, the problem s
w ith single—letterization for single-user channels appear to be am pli ed when analyzing quantum
networks (see eg. [34]). Perhaps this indicates that the necessity of understanding the capacities
of singleuser channels at a level beyond reqularized optim izations is even m ore pressing than
previously thought. W e should m ention that for the erasure channel analyzed in the Appendix,
the newer description of CQ N ) is not an issue, as the new comer point is contained in the old
rectangle for any state arising from any num ber of parallel instances of the erasure channel.

C onsider the fi1ll sin ultaneous classicalquantum region S N ) fortw o senders, w here each sends
classical and quantum inform ation at the same timne. A formm al operationalde nition of S NN ) is
found in [38,[39]. This region can be characterized in a way that generalizes Theorem s 1 and 2
as the regularization of the region S 1) (N ), de ned as the vectors of nonnegative rates (r;s;R;S)
satisfying

r IX;C¥)

s I ;CK)
r+ s IXY;C)

R I.AiBCXY)

S I.B ACX Y)
R+ S I.AB iCX Y)

for som e state of the form

X 0 0
FYREC = papg)kimi iyl N (3P PR

Xy

arising from the action ofN on the A% and B © parts of som e pure state ensembles fp x);J 22 g,
fp);j yi°P 'g. Brie y, achievability of this region is obtained as fllow s. U sing techniques intro—
duced In [37], each sender \shapes" their quantum infom ation into HSW codewords. D ecoding
is accom plished by rst decoding all of the classical inform ation, then using that inform ation as
side inform ation for a quantum decoder. A form alproofof the achievability of this region is to be
found in B8]. Characterizations from [H],  [37], and of our Theorem s 1 and 2 llow as corollaries
of the corresponding capacity theorem . Indeed, the six two-dim ensional \shadow s" of the above
region, obtained by setting pairs of rates equal to zero, reproduce those aforem entioned results.
T his characterization, how ever, only utilizes the rectangle description ofCQ N ). It is indeed pos—
sble to write a m ore accurate reqularized description of S N ) which generalizes the pentagon
characterizationsof CQ N ) and Q NN ), although we w ill not pursue that at this tin e.
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2 rather, the reqularized optim ization of the cq result from [H] over pairs of input ensem bles
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7 Appendix

7.1 Proofofadditivity ofCQ for quantum erasure m ultiple access chan-
nel

D ue to the regularized form of our Theorem s 1 and 2, the possibility of actually com puting the
capacity regions seem s generally out of reach. Here we give som e exam ples of channels whose
capacity region does in fact adm it a single-letter characterization, in the sense that no regularization
is necessary.

Our rst example is amuliple access erasure channelN :AB°%! C,where A%= 2; R %= d
and 1 j= d+ 1:A lice will send classical nform ation whilk Bob w ill send quantum . F ixing bases

FPR ;R g £ ;e 1B g £PAC ;11 1; 74 g; the channelhasd + 1 operation elm ents
_ x ConA% . BC
No = Pi 107 hjj
=1
_ Wi A% L BO .
N; = Ji"hljy hiy ; i= 1;:::d:

T he action of the channel can be Interpreted as follow s. F irst, a pro gctive m easurem ent of A lice’s
nput along £Pi; Jlig is perform ed. If the resul is 0, C harlie’s output is prepared In a pure state
Pi. O therw ise, B ob’s nput is transferred perfectly to the rem aining degrees of freedom in C harlie’s
output. Bob’s input is \erased", or otherw ise efcted into the environm ent, whenever A lice sends
i, and is perfectly preserved when she sends jli. Indeed, the action ofN on 2 B’ isgiven by

N ( )= oo PO+ 11

Tn the sense of [0), any state X¥2C¢° which arises from N *

pure state ensem ble fp x); J XiAOkgand a pure bipartite state j 182" | e thuswrie

X
= pexixy @ N M, )

X

can be speci ed by xing som e

For a binary string v*, ket £ = n i i be the associated com putationalbasis state.
W riting p 6 %) = J5°7j xif de nesthe random variablk Y ¥, which is correlated w ith X , and can
be interpreted as the erasure pattem associated w ith the state . W e next de ne another state of
the om [@),

N N X x
mrtECt U pwpet k] Yy N FEfwt3 )

x;y%
or BB * X k .B B 0
ji = I & Jhi w117
jk
where the summ ation is over d-ary strings of length k, ¥ = (31;:::; %) : Fhall, or
g = PrfY;= 0g;
1Xf
q = i Gis
i=1
1 x
7£C = = 3030

=1
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de ne a third state
19BC = qpiroy & PIOT + @ @iy B
T he above states can easily be seen to satisfy the follow ing chain of nequalities

IX;C*) = I®;Ck o
= I(X;Yk)o
HE®) o

Xk

i=1
kH @
= kH @U)
= kI@U;C), :

The only nontrivial step above is that we have used the concaviy of the binary entropy fiinction
in the last inequality. Furthem ore, it is not hard to see that

I.B iC*X) I.B iCkX Y¥) o
IL.B ickY*®) o
= kLB iCU), :

Thus, we have shown that r any state X2¢" arisihg rom N * in the sense of [1), there is a

state !'YBEC arising from N in the sam e sense, allow ing the m ultidetter inform ation quantities to

be bounded by single-letter nform ation quantities; ie. CQ MW )= cQ V' N ). O
Asiisclarthat IU;C), = H (), we focus on calculating

LB iCU), g H (Pi0T) H(E Pi0F) + @ o H(S) H(ES)

= g0 lgd)+ @ g (ogd 0)
= (@ 29 gd:

N ote that the above quantity is a weighted average of a positive and a negative coherent infor-
mation. It is perhaps tem pting to Interpret these term s as ©llows. The positive term can be
considered as resulting from a preservation of quantum inform ation, while the negative temm can
be seen as signifying a com plete loss of quantum nform ation to the environm ent. The overall
coherent nform ation ispositive only when g< %, a result which is in agreem ent w ith the resul of
Bennett et al. [41]] on the quantum capacity of a binary erasure channel. Varying 0 g %; the
rate pairs

S) = I@U;C)LB®ICU)
= H@;Q 29bgd
can be seen to param eterize the outer boundary of CQ (N ), as is pictured in gure[ll for the case
d= 2:
A s an aside, we rem ark that this calculation, together w ith the quantum channel capacity

theorem from [I9], gives a direct derivation ofthe quantum capacity ofa quantum erasure channel,
w ithout relying on the no-cloning and hashing argum ents used in [47]].
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7.2 Proofofconvexity of CQ and Q

LetN :AB%! C bea quantum multiple access channel. W e w ill prove that Q (N ) is convex, as
the proof for CQ is identical. Let kg and k; be positive integers, and x any tw o states of the form

B, 2°°°°" and 2®:°" :Then R;S0); R1;51)2 Q N ), where ori2 £0;1g,

1 .~k
Ry = —IL@;iC™)
ki
1 ks
Si = —L@B;iC™) ,:
ki
W e willnow show that for any rational O 1, Ro;Spo)+ (@ JR1;S1)2 QN ):We st
write = —; for integers satisfying > 0; 0. Settingpg = ki;p1 = ( )ko; and
k = poko + p1ki, de ne the com posite system sA = AY’AY" andB = BY°BY*, aswellas the density
matrx 2BC" = P Plyhih is alo of the orm [). Additivity of coherent inform ation
across product states and som e sin ple algebra gives
1 . P : P .
SL@aict) = L@ C) , + TL @ ek,
k k k
_ PokoRo+ pikiRy
Poko + prki
= Ro+ (1 JRq:
An identical calculation showsthat%Ic(B iC*Xy = So+ )S1:AsQ (N ) was de ned as the

topologicalclosure of rate pairs corresponding to statesw hich appropriately arise from the channel,
the result follow s because the set of previously considered ’s com prises a dense subset of the unit
Interval.

O

7.3 Proofofcardinality bound on X .

Begin by xinga nite set X, a labelled collection ofpure states £ xiAogxgx,andapurebjpaﬁjre
0

state j i®® :Foreach x, thesede nethestates 2¢ = N ( , Jand ! { = Try ,.Assume for

now that A% £ .Deneamapping f:X ! REF*1 via

fexT £ (IxiH (1%);B iC) )i

where we are considering ! , to be synonom ousw ith its £ ¥ 1 din ensionalparam eterization. By
linearity, this extends to a m ap from probability m ass functions on X to R ¥ i 1; where
X

f:p&) 7 p&)Ex  (IpiH CX)pilB iCX )p);

O ur use of the subscript p should be clear from the context. The use of C aratheodory’s theorem
for bounding the support sizes of auxilliary random variables in inform ation theory (see R8)) is
wellkknown. Perhaps lss fam iliar is the cbservation [£2, [43] that a better bound can often be
obtained by use of a related theorem by Fenchel and Eggleston [44]], which states that if S R"
is the union of at m ost n connected subsets, and if y is contained in the convex hullof S, then y
is also contained in the convex hullofatmost n pointsin S. Asthemap f is linear, it m aps the
sin plex of distrbutions on X into a single connected subset of R ¥ 1. Thus, orany distrbution
p (¢), there is another distrdoution p° (x) which puts positive probability on at m ost 1 § + 1 states,
while satisfying f @) = £ °): If it is instead the case that A%j< § F this bound can be reduced
to AF + 1 by replacing the rst com ponents of the map f wih a param eterization of io, as
speci cation of a density m atrix on A ° is enough to com pletely describe the resulting state on C .
It is therefore su cient to consider X § mifRA 5% 9 + 1 I computingcQ @ (N ).

O
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