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A bstract

W e consider quantum channels with two senders and one receiver. Foran arbitrary such

channel,we give m ulti-letter characterizations oftwo di�erent two-dim ensionalcapacity re-

gions.The �rstregion iscom prised ofthe ratesatwhich itispossible forone senderto send

classicalinform ation,while the othersendsquantum inform ation.The second region consists

ofthe rates at which each sender can send quantum inform ation. W e give an exam ple ofa

channelwith a single-letterclassical-quantum region.W e conclude with connectionsto other

work and a conjecture on a generalization where each usersim ultaneously sendsclassicaland

quantum inform ation.

1 Introduction

A classicalm ultipleaccesschannelwith two sendersand onereceiverisdescribed by a probability

transition m atrix p(zjx;y). For the situation in which each sender wishes to send independent

inform ation,Ahlswede [1]and Liao [2]showed that the capacity region C adm its a single-letter

characterization,given by the convex hullofthe closureofthe setofratepairs(r;s)satisfying

r < I(X ;ZjY )

s < I(Y ;ZjX )

r+ s < I(X Y ;Z)

forsom e p(x)p(y):Furtheranalysisby Cover,ElG am aland Salehi[3]givessingle-lettercharac-

terizationsofa setofcorrelated sourceswhich can be reliably transm itted overa m ultiple access

channel,generalizing the above,as wellas Slepian-W olfsource coding and cooperative m ultiple
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accesschannelcapacity.They also give a m ulti-letterexpression forthe capacity region,showing

thatan i.i.d.source(U;V )can be reliably transm itted ifand only if

H (U jV ) <
1

n
I(X n;Z n

jU
n
Y
n)

H (V jU ) <
1

n
I(Y n;Z n

jV
n
X

n)

H (U;V ) <
1

n
I(X n

Y
n;Z n)

for som e n and p(xnjun);p(ynjvn),where xn refers to the sequence ofsym bols (x1;:::;xn). A

sim ilarconvention hasbeen used forsequencesofjointly distributed random variables,asX n �

(X 1;:::;X n).Such acharacterization isoflim ited practicaluse,however,asitdoesnotapparently

lead to a �nite com putation fordeciding ifa sourcecan be transm itted.

In quantum Shannon theory,variouscapacitiesofa single quantum channelare notcurrently

known to be com putable in general. It is known [4]that the capacity ofan arbitrary quantum

channelfortransm itting quantum inform ation cannotbe expressed asa single-letteroptim ization

problem . Furtherm ore,the classicalcapacity ofa quantum channelisonly known to be additive

in thissensewhen the encoderisrestricted to preparing productstates.

W inter[5]hasshown thatthecapacity region ofa m ultipleaccesschannelwith classicalinputs

and a quantum output for the transm ission of independent classicalm essages adm its a single

letter characterization which is identicalin form to that ofC. Results on the classicalcapacity

region ofquantum binary adderchannelsarecontained in [6,7].In whatfollows,wewillexam ine

the capacity region ofan arbitrary quantum m ultiple accesschannelwith quantum inputsand a

quantum output,used in two distinctwaysforthe transm ission ofuncorrelated inform ation from

each term inal. O ur�rstresultdescribesthe capacity region forthe case in which one usersends

quantum inform ation,and theotherclassical.Thesecond resultcharacterizesthecapacity region

forthe scenario in which each userwishesto send only quantum inform ation.

Thepaperisorganizedasfollows.Section 2containstherelevantbackgroundm aterialnecessary

to state and prove ourm ain results. Thisincludesm ention ofthe notationalconventionswe will

use throughout the paper, de�nitions of the distance m easures for states we willuse, as well

as de�nitions of the inform ation quantities which willcharacterize our rate regions. W e also

introduce two ofthe three equivalentinform ation processing tasksthatwillbe considered in this

paper,entanglem ent transm ission and entanglem ent generation. Section 3 contains statem ents

ofTheorem s 1 and 2,the m ain results ofthis paper. W e collect various relationships between

our distance m easures,a num ber oflem m as,and statem ents ofexisting coding propositions in

Section 4,which also containsthe proofsofTheorem s1 and 2. In Section 5,a third inform ation

processing scenario,strong subspace transm ission,willbe introduced. Allthree scenarioswillbe

provedequivalentin thatsection aswell.Section 6relatesresultscontained in thispapertoexisting

and future results. The appendix containsan exam ple ofa quantum m ultiple accesschannelfor

which the cq capacity region isadditive,in the sensethatithasa characterization in term sofan

optim ization ofsingle-letterinform ation quantities.A proofofthesu�ciency ofthebound on the

cardinality ofthe setofclassicalm essage statesfor cq protocolsand a proofofthe convexity of

ourcapacity regionsarealso given there.

2 B ackground

A typicalquantum system willbe labeled A. Its Hilbert space willbe H A . The dim ension of

H A willbe abbreviated as jAj= dim H A . For convenience,the labelA willoften be shorthand

for som e collection ofoperators on H A when the context m akes this apparent. For exam ple,a

density m atrix � 2 A refers to a norm alized,positive operator �:HA ! H A . W e willoften
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abbreviatethisby writing �A to rem ind thereaderofthe system to which � belongs.Saying that

N :A ! B is a channelwillreally m ean that N :B(H A ) ! B(H B ) is com pletely-positive and

trace-preserving.Two system sA and B m ay be com bined with a tensorproduct,resulting in the

system AB ,where H A B � H A 
 H B :The system A n hasa Hilbertspace H A n � H

 n

A
;and the

variousoperatoralgebrasdescribed by A n willbe appropriate subsetsofB(H 
 n

A
). W e willfreely

identify N � N 
 1C ;where C is any other system ,in orderto sim plify long expressions. This

procedurewillalwaysresultin a uniquecom pletely positivem ap,sinceevery channelin thispaper

willbe com pletely positive. The m axim ally m ixed state on a Hilbert space H A willalways be

written as �A = 1

jA j
1A ;and we reserve the sym bolj�i for bipartite states which are m axim ally

entangled. An exception to this convention willbe m ade when,given a density m atrix �A
0

,we

write j��i
A A

0

fora puri�cation of�A
0

:W hen we write the density m atrix ofa pure state j i;we

willfreely m akethe abbreviation  � j ih j:

W e willuse the following conventions for distance m easures between states. If� and � are

density m atrices,wewillwrite

F (�;�)=

�

Tr

q
p
��
p
�

� 2

for(the squared version of)the �delity [8]. Itisnothard to check thatF issym m etric. Fortwo

purestates,thisreducesto

F (j�i;j i)= jh�j ij
2
;

whilefora purestateand a m ixed state,

F (j�i;�)= h�j�j�i= Tr��:

In thislastcase,wem ay interpretthe�delity asthesuccessprobability fora m easurem entwhich

testsforthepresenceofthepurestate�,when aphysicalsystem with density m atrix� ispresented.

Indeed,fora POVM f�;1� �g,

Prfm easure�jprepared �g= Tr�� = F (�;�):

The trace norm ofan operatorA 2 B(H )isde�ned asthe sum ofitssingularvalues,and can

be expressed as

jAj1 = Tr
p
A yA:

Thisgivesriseto anotherusefuldistancem easureon states,thetracedistance,de�ned asthetrace

norm ofthe di�erence between the states.Itcan be written explicitly as

j� � �j1 = Tr
p
(� � �)2;

and carriesa norm alization which assignsa distanceof2 to stateswith orthogonalsupport.

In orderto introducetheinform ation quantitieswhich willbeused to characterizeourcapacity

regions,we �rstintroducethe conceptofa classical-quantum (cq)density m atrix orstate.LetX

be a �nite setand letX be an X -valued random variable,distributed according to p(x). W e can

de�ne a Hilbertspace H X with a �xed orthonorm albasisfjxiX gx2X ,labeled by elem entsofthe

setX .Thissetsup an identi�cation j� iX :X ! H X between theelem entsofX and thatparticular

basis. By this correspondence, the probability distribution p(x) can be m apped to a density

m atrix � =
P

x2X
p(x)jxihxjwhich is diagonalin the basis fjxigx2X :Further,to every subset

S � X corresponds a projection m atrix � S =
P

x2S
jxihxjwhich com m utes with �. This way,

wecan expressconceptsfrom classicalprobability theory in thelanguageofquantum probability,

such astheequivalencePrfX 2 Sg= Tr��S.From theearly developm entofquantum m echanics,

noncom m utativity has been seen to be the hallm ark ofquantum behavior. It is to be expected

that classicalprobability,em bedded in quantum theory’s fram ework,is described entirely with

com m uting m atrices.

3



Considernow a collection ofdensity m atrices
�
�Ax

	

x2X
;indexed by the �nite setX . Ifthose

statesoccuraccordingtotheprobabilitydistribution p(x),wem ayspeakofan ensem ble
�
p(x);�Ax

	

ofquantum states.In orderto treatclassicaland quantum probabilitiesin thesam efram ework,a

jointdensity m atrix can be constructed

�
X A =

X

x2X

p(x)jxihxj
X

 �

A
x :

Thisisknown asacqstate,and describestheclassicaland quantum aspectsoftheensem bleon the

extended Hilbertspace H X 
 H A [9]. The sem iclassicalnature ofthe ensem ble isre
ected in the

em bedding ofa directsum ofHilbertspaces
L

x2X
H A x

into H X 
 H A .Thisshould becom pared

with the purely classicalcase,where a directsum ofone-dim ensionalvectorspaces
L

x2X
C was

em bedded into H X .Justasourclassicaldensity m atrix � wasdiagonalin a basiscorrespondingto

elem entsofX ,the cq density m atrix � isblock-diagonal,where the diagonalblock corresponding

to x contains the non-norm alized density m atrix p(x)�x. The classicalstate is recoverable as

� = TrA �;while the average quantum state is TrX � =
P

x2X
�x. W e willfurther speak ofcqq

states,which consistoftwoquantum partsand oneclassical.W hen even m oresystem sareinvolved,

we willdefer to the term inology cq to m ean that som e subsystem s are classical,while som e are

quantum .Such statesarenotonly ofinterestin theirown right;inform ation quantitiesevaluated

on cq states play an im portant role in characterizing what is possible in quantum inform ation

theory.Now,let� be som ecqq state,in block-diagonalform

�
A B X =

X

x

p(x)jxihxj
X

 �

A B
x :

W ewrite

H (A)� = H (�A )= � Tr�A log�A

for the von Neum ann entropy ofthe density m atrix associated with A, where �A = TrB X �.

H (AB )� is de�ned analogously. W e willom it subscripts when the state under consideration is

apparent.The m utualinform ation isde�ned as

I(X ;B )� H (X )+ H (B )� H (X B ):

Depending on the context,the coherentinform ation [10]willexpressed in one oftwo ways.Fora

�xed jointstate�,we write

Ic(A iB )� H (B )� H (AB )= � H (AjB ):

O therwise,ifwe are given a density m atrix �A
0

and a channelN :A 0 ! B which give rise to a

jointstate (1A 
 N )(��),where j��i
A A

0

isany puri�cation of�,wewilloften usethe notation

Ic(A iB )= Ic(�;N )= H (N (�))� H ((1
 N )(��)):

Itcan be shown thatthislatterexpression isindependentofthe particularpuri�cation j� �ithat

ischosen for�.

Despitetheirdistinctform s,them utualand coherentinform ationsdo sharea com m on feature.

For a �xed input state,each is a convex function ofthe channel. W e further rem ark that the

quantity Ic(A iB X )can be considered asa conditional,orexpected,coherentinform ation,as

Ic(A iB X )! =
X

x

p(x)I(A iB )!x
:

A particulardepartureofthisquantityfrom itsclassicalanalog,theconditionalm utualinform ation

I(X ;Y jZ),isthatthelatterisonly equalto I(X ;Y Z)when X and Z areindependent,while the

form eralwaysallowseitherinterpretation,provided the conditioning variableisclassical.
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Conditionalcoherentinform ation arisesin anothercontext;suppose thatN :A 0 ! X B isa

quantum instrum ent[11],m eaning thatN actsas

N :� 7!
X

x

jxihxj
X

 N x(�):

Thecom pletelypositivem apsfN xgarethecom ponentsoftheinstrum ent.W hiletheyaregenerally

tracereducing,theirsum N =
P

x
N x isalwaystracepreserving.Itisnotdi�cultto show that

Ic(�;N )= Ic(A iB X );

wherethe latterquantity iscom puted with respectto to the state

X

x

p(x)jxihxj
X

 (1A 
 N x)(�

A A
0

� ):

For us,a quantum m ultiple-access channel is a channelN :A 0B 0 ! C with two inputs and

one output. W e willassum e that the inputs A 0 and B 0 are under the controlofAlice and Bob,

respectively,and that the output C is m aintained by Charlie. W e willpresent three di�erent

quantum inform ation processing scenarios which, as we willsee, lead to equivalent cq and qq

capacity regions.

C lassical-Q uantum (cq) protocols These protocols willbe relevant to Theorem 1 below.

Using a large num ber n ofinstances ofN ;Alice tries to send classicalinform ation to Charlie

atrate r,while Bob sim ultaneously attem pts to convey quantum inform ation atrate S. Alice’s

com m unication is in the sense that she tries to send Charlie one of2nr equiprobable classical

m essages,represented by the uniform ly distributed random variable M . To this end,we allow

herto prepare arbitrary pure statesj�m i
A

0n

atherinputA 0n to the channel. Itisassum ed that

neitherAlice norBob sharesany additionalresourceswith Charlie oram ong them selves,such as

entanglem entornoiselessquantum channels. W e considerthree di�erentinform ation processing

tasks which Bob can perform ,introduced in order ofapparently increasing strength. The �rst

two,entanglem ent generation and entanglem ent transm ission,are outlined below,as each plays

an essentialrole in the proofof our m ain result. The third, strong subspace transm ission,is

described in Section 5.1.W hilenotessentialfortheunderstanding ofourm ain results,weinclude

it in this paper because the com posability properties im plied by its m ore stringent constraints

on successfulcom m unication m akeitparticularly attractiveasa building block forcreating m ore

intricateprotocolsfrom sim plerones.Thateach ofthese aforem entioned scenarioscan justi�ably

beconsidered as\sending quantum inform ation" to Charliewillbeproved in Sections5.2 and 5.3,

wherewewillshow thateach givesriseto the sam ecollection ofachievablerates.

I -Entanglem ent generation W ith thegoalofeventually sharing nearm axim alentangle-

m entwith Charlie,Bob beginsby preparing a bipartite pure state j�iB B
0n

;entangled between a

physicalsystem B located in hislaboratory,and theB 0n partoftheinputsofN 
 n.Charlie’spost-

processing procedurewillbe m odeled by a quantum instrum ent.W hile the outerbound provided

by ourconversetheorem willapply to any decoding m odeled by an instrum ent,ourachievability

proofwillrequirea lessgeneralapproach,consisting ofthe following steps.

In ordertoascertain Alice’sm essageM ,Charlie�rstperform ssom em easurem enton C n,whose

statistics are given by a POVM f�m gm 22n r. W e let the resultofthat m easurem entbe denoted

cM ;hisdeclaration ofthem essagesentby Alice.Based on theresultofthatm easurem ent,hewill

perform one of2nr decoding operations D 0
m :C n ! bB :These two steps can be m athem atically

com bined to de�ne a quantum instrum entD :C n ! cM bB with (trace-reducing)com ponents

D m :� 7! D
0
m (
p
�m �

p
�m ):
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Theinstrum entactsas

D :� 7!

2
n r

X

m = 1

jm ihm j
cM

 D m (�);

and inducesthe tracepreserving m ap D :C n ! bB ,acting according to

D :� 7! TrcM D (�)=

2
n r

X

m = 1

D m (�):

W e again rem ark that this is the m ost generaldecoding procedure required of Charlie. Any

situation in which hewereto iteratetheabovestepsby m easuring,m anipulating,m easuringagain,

and so on,is asym ptotically just as good as a single instance ofthe above m entioned protocol.

(f�m gm 22n r;�
B B

0n

;D ) willbe called a (2nr;2nS;n;�) cq entanglem ent generation code for the

channelN if

2� nr
2
n r

X

m = 1

P
I

s(m ;�)� 1� �; (1)

where

P
I

s(m ;�)= F

�

jm ij�iB
bB
;D � N


 n(�A
0n

m 
 � B B
0n

)

�

: (2)

W e willsay that(r;S)isan achievable cq rate pair for entanglem entgeneration ifthereexists

a sequenceof(2nr;2nS;n;�n)cq entanglem entgeneration codeswith �n ! 0.Thecapacity region

CQ I(N )isde�ned tobetheclosureofthecollection ofallachievablecq ratepairsforentanglem ent

generation.

II - Entanglem ent transm ission In this scenario,rather than generating entanglem ent

with Charlie,Bob willact to transm it preexisting entanglem ent to him . W e assum e that Bob

ispresented with the eB partofthe m axim ally entangled state j�iB
eB :Itisassum ed thathe has

com plete controlover eB ,while he has no access to B . He willperform a physicaloperation in

order to transfer the quantum inform ation em bodied in his system eB to the inputs B 0n ofthe

channel,m odeled by an encoding operation E: eB ! B 0n. The goalofthis encoding willbe to

m ake it possible forCharlie,via post-processing ofthe inform ation em bodied in the system C n,

to hold the bB partofa statewhich iscloseto thatwhich would haveresulted ifBob had senthis

system through a perfectquantum channelid: eB ! bB . Here,we im agine that eB and bB denote

two distinctphysicalsystem swith the sam e num berofquantum degreesoffreedom . The role of

the identity channelisto setup a unitary correspondence,orisom orphism ,between the degrees

offreedom of eB in Bob’s laboratory and those of bB in Charlie’s. W e willoften tacitly assum e

that such an identity m ap has been speci�ed ahead oftim e in order to judge how successfulan

im perfectquantum transm ission hasbeen.Thisconvention willbe taken forgranted m any tim es

throughoutthe paper,wherein speci�cation ofan arbitrary state j	iB eB willim m ediately im ply

speci�cation ofthe state j	iB bB = (1B 
 id)j	iB
eB :Decoding isthe sam easitisforscenario I.

(f�m gm 22n r;E;D ) willbe called a (2nr;2nS;n;�) cq entanglem enttransm ission code for the

channelN if

2� nr
2
n r

X

m = 1

P
II

s (m )� 1� �; (3)

where

P
II

s (m )= F

�

jm ij�iB
bB
;D � N


 n(�A
0n

m 
 E(�B eB )

�

: (4)
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Achievableratepairsand thecapacityregion CQ II(N )arede�ned analogoustothoseforscenarioI.

Scenario IIIwillbeintroduced in Section 5,whereitwillalso beshown thatallthreescenarios

givesrise to the sam e setofachievable rates. Forthisreason,we willhenceforth only speak ofa

singlecapacity region

CQ (N )= CQ I(N )= CQ II(N )= CQ III(N ):

Q uantum -Q uantum protocols ThesubjectofTheorem 2,theseprotocolsconcern thecasein

which Alice and Bob each wish to send only quantum inform ation to Charlie atrates R and S,

respectively.Asin the cq case,we willinitially describe two di�erentsensesin which such a task

can be considered. Again,Section 5 willintroduce a third scenario,which willbe shown to be

equivalentto the following two.

I -Entanglem ent generation Forencoding,Aliceand Bob respectively preparethestates

j� 1i
A A

0n

and j� 2i
B B

0n

;entangled with theA 0n and B 0n partsoftheinputsofN 
 n.Theirgoalis

todothisin such awaysothatCharlie,afterapplyingasuitabledecodingoperation D :C n ! bA bB ,

can hold the bA bB partofa statewhich iscloseto j�1i
A bA j�2i

B bB .Form ally,(� A A
0n

1 ;� B B
n

2 ;D )isa

(2nR ;2nS;n;�)qq entanglem entgeneration code forthe channelN if

F (�1 
 �2;D � N

 n(� 1 
 � 2))� 1� �: (5)

Asbefore,(R;S)isan achievable qqratepairforentanglem entgeneration ifthereisasequence

of(2nR ;2nS;n;�n)qq entanglem entgeneration codeswith �n ! 0,The capacity region Q I(N )is

theclosureofthe collection ofallsuch achievablerates.

II -Entanglem ent transm ission Aliceand Bob each respectively havecontroloverthe eA

and eB partsofthe separatem axim ally entangled statesj�1i
A eA ;j�2i

B eB ,while neitherhasaccess

to A orB . Alice transfersthe correlationsin hersystem to the A 0n partsofthe inputs ofN 
 n

with an encoding operation E1: eA ! A 0n. Bob actssim ilarly with E2: eB ! B 0n.Theirgoalisto

preservetherespectivecorrelations,so thatCharliecan apply a decoding operation D :C n ! bA bB ,

in order to end up holding the bA bB part ofa state which is close to j�1i
A bA j�2i

B bB . Form ally,

(E1;E2;D )isa (2
nR ;2nS;n;�)qq entanglem enttransm ission code forthe channelN if

F (j�1ij�2i;D � N

 n

� (E1 
 E2)(�1 
 �2))� 1� �: (6)

Achievable qq rate pairsforentanglem entgeneration and the capacity region Q II(N )are de�ned

asin the previousscenario.

As in the cq case,we defer to Section 5 the introduction ofscenario III,aswellasthe proof

that

Q (N )= Q I(N )= Q II(N )= Q III(N ):

3 M ain results

O ur�rsttheorem givesa characterization ofCQ (N )asa regularized union ofrectangles.

T heorem 1. Given a quantum m ultiple access channelN :A 0B 0 ! C , its cq capacity region

CQ (N )isgiven by the closure of
1[

k= 1

1

k
CQ

(1)(N 
 k);

7



where CQ (1)(M )equalsthe pairs ofnonnnegative rates(r;S)satisfying

r < I(X ;C )�

S < Ic(B iC X )�

for som e pure state ensem ble fp(x);j�xi
A

0

gx2X and a bipartite pure state j	iB B
0

giving rise to

�
X B C =

X

x

p(x)jxihxj
X

 M (�x 
 	): (7)

Furtherm ore,itissu� cientto consider jX j� m infjA 0j;jC jg2 + 1 when com puting CQ (1).

The nexttheorem o�ersa characterization ofQ (N )asa regularized union ofpentagons.

T heorem 2.Given a quantum m ultipleaccesschannelN :A 0B 0! C ,itsqqcapacity region Q (N )

isgiven by the closure of
1[

k= 1

1

k
Q
(1)(N 
 k);

where Q (1)(M )equalsthe pairs ofnonnegative rates(R;S)satisfying

R < Ic(A iB C )�

S < Ic(B iAC )�

R + S < Ic(AB iC )�

for som e bipartite pure statesj	 1i
A A

0

and j	 2i
B B

0

giving rise to

�
A B C = (1A B 
 M )(	 1 
 	 2): (8)

W e rem ark here thatthere does notappear to be any obstacle preventing application ofthe

m ethods used in this paper to prove m any-sender generalizations ofthe above theorem s. For

sim plicity,we have focused on the situationswith two senders. Itshould also be noted thatthe

characterizationsgiven in each oftheabovetheorem sdonotapparentlylead toa�nitecom putation

fordeterm ining the capacity regions,asneitheradm itsa single-lettercharacterization in general.

However,as an application,it willbe proved in the appendix that the cq capacity region for a

certain quantum erasurem ultiple accesschanneldoesin facthave a single-letterregion,given by

thesetofallpairsofnonnegativeclassical-quantum rates(r;S)satisfying

r � H (q)

S � (1� 2q)logd

for som e 0 � q � 1

2
. This region is pictured in Figure 1 for the case in which d = 2. The

characterizationsgiven in Theorem s 1 and 2 are notthe only possible waysto describe the cor-

responding regions. It is possible to prove coding theorem s and converses for regularizations of

distinctsingle-letter regionsforeach ofCQ (N ) and Q (N ). W e refer the readerto Section 6 for

furtherdiscussion regardingothercharacterizationsoftheseregions.W e�nally m ention that,con-

trary to the corresponding resultforclassicalm ultiple accesschannels,the regionsofTheorem s1

and 2 do notrequireconvexi�cation.Thatthisfollowsfrom the m ulti-letternatureoftheregions

willbe dem onstrated in the appendix.

8



0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1
0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

0.7

0.8

0.9

1

PSfrag replacem ents

r

S

R

S

Figure1:CQ (erasurechannel)

4 Proofs ofT heorem s 1 and 2

W e �rst collect som e relevant results which will be used in what follows, starting with som e

relationshipsbetween ourdistancem easures.If� and � aredensity m atricesde�ned on the sam e

(orisom orphic)Hilbertspaces,set

F = F (�;�)and T = j� � �j1:

Then,the following inequalitieshold (seee.g.[14])

1�
p
F � T=2 �

p
1� F ; (9)

1� T � F � 1� T
2
=4: (10)

From theseinequalities,wecan derivethe following m oreusefulrelationships

F > 1� � ) T � 2
p
� (11)

T � � ) F > 1� �; (12)

which arevalid for0 � � � 1:Uhlm ann [8]hasgiven the following characterization of�delity

F (�;�)= m ax
j	 �i;j� � i

jh	 �j��ij
2 = m ax

j	 �i
jh	 �j��ij

2

where the �rstm axim ization isoverallpuri�cationsofeach state,and the second m axim ization

holds for any �xed puri�cation j� �i of�:This characterization is usefulin two di�erent ways.

First,forany two states,itguaranteestheexistenceofpuri�cationsofthosestateswhosesquared

innerproductequalsthe �delity.Second,one can derive from thatcharacterization the following

m onotonicity property [12]associated with an arbitrary trace-preserving channelN ,

F (�;�) � F (N (�);N (�)) (13)

An analogousproperty isshared by the tracedistance [13],

j� � �j1 � jN (�)� N (�)j
1
; (14)

which holdseven ifN istrace-reducing.A sim pleproofforthetrace-preservingcasecan befound

in [14].Theseinequalitiesre
ectthefactthatcom pletely-positivem apsarecontractive and cannot

9



im provethedistinguishability ofquantum states;thecloserstatesareto each other,theharderit

isto tellthem apart.W ewilloften referto eitherofthesetwo propertiesasjust\m ontonicity," as

the particularone to be used willalwaysbe clearfrom the context.Anotherusefulproperty will

be the m ultiplicity of�delitiesundertensorproducts

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

Since the trace distance isa norm ,itsatis�esthe triangle inequality. The �delity isnota norm ,

butitispossibleto derivethefollowing analog by applying (9)and (10)to thetriangleinequality

forthe tracedistance

F (�1;�3)� 1�
p
1� F (�1;�2)�

p
1� F (�2;�3): (16)

It willbe possible to obtain a sharper triangle-like inequality as a consequence ofthe following

lem m a,which statesthatifa m easurem entsucceedswith high probability on a state,itwillalso

do so on a state which iscloseto thatstatein tracedistance.

Lem m a 1. Suppose �;�;� 2 B(H );where � and � are density m atrices,and 0 � � � 1:Then,

Tr�� � Tr�� � j� � �j1:

Proof:

Tr�� = Tr�� � Tr�(� � �)

� Tr�� � m ax
0� � � 1

2Tr�(� � �)

= Tr�� � j� � �j1;

wherethe lastequality followsfrom a characterization oftracedistancegiven in [14].

Since F (�;�)= Tr�� when � isa pure state,a corollary ofLem m a1 isthat

F (�;�)� F (�;�)� j� � �j1;

a factwe willreferto asthe \specialtriangleinequality."

Thefollowing lem m a can bethoughtofeitherasa typeoftransitivity property inherentto any

bipartite state with a com ponentneara pure state,orasa partialconverse to the m onotonicity

of�delity.

Lem m a 2. For � nite dim ensionalHilbert spaces HA and H B , let j�i
A 2 H A be a pure state,

�B 2 B(H B ) a density m atrix, and 
A B 2 B(H A 
 H B ) a density m atrix with partialtraces


A = TrB 
 and 
 B = TrA 
;for which

F (�;
A )� 1� �: (17)

Then

F (� 
 �;
)� 1� j� � 
 B
j1 � 3�:

Proof.W e begin by de�ning the subnorm alized density m atrix e! via the equation

(� 
 1)
(� 
 1)= � 
 e!; (18)

which weinterpretastheupper-leftblock of
,when thebasisforH A ischosen in such a way that

j�i= (1;0;:::;0)T :Notice thatF (�;TrB 
)= Tre! � f:W riting the norm alized state ! = e!=f;

weseethatitiscloseto e! in the sensethat

j! � e!j1 � �je!j1

� �: (19)
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Now wewrite

p
F (� 
 �;
) = Tr

q
p
(� 
 �)


p
(� 
 �)

= Tr

q

(1

p
�)(� 
 1)
(� 
 1)(1


p
�)

= Tr

q

(1

p
�)(� 
 e!)(1


p
�)

= Tr

q

� 
 (
p
� e!

p
�)

= Tr

q
p
� e!

p
�

=
p
F (e!;�)

=
p
fF (!;�)

�
p
f(1� j! � �j1): (20)

The �rstline isthe de�nition of�delity and the third followsfrom (18). The lastequality relies

on the fact that the �delity,as we’ve de�ned it,is linear in either ofits two inputs,while the

inequality followsfrom (10).

Noting that
B � e!,wede�ne anotherpositiveoperator!0= 
B � e!;which by (17)satis�es

Tr!0 � � and can be interpreted as the sum ofthe rest ofthe diagonalblocks of
:The trace

distancein thelastlineabovecan bebounded via doubleapplication ofthe triangleinequality as

j� � !j1 � j� � (� � !
0)j1 + j(� � !

0)� e!j1 + je! � !j1

� Tr!0+
�
�� � 
B

�
�
1
+ �

�
�
�� � 
B

�
�
1
+ 2�; (21)

wherethe second linefollowsfrom (19).Com bining (20)with (21),weobtain

F (� 
 �;
) � (1� �)(1� j� � 
B j1 � 2�)

� 1�
�
�� � 
B

�
�
1
� 3�:

Thiscontinuity lem m a from [15]showsthatiftwo bipartite statesarecloseto each other,the

di�erencebetween theirassociated coherentinform ationsissm all.

Lem m a 3 (C ontinuity ofcoherent inform ation). Let�Q R and �Q R be two statesofa � nite-

dim ensionalbipartite system Q R satisfying j� � �j1 � �.Then

jIc(Q iR)� � Ic(Q iR)�j� 2H (�)+ 4logjQ j�;

where H (�)isthe binary entropy function.

NextisW inter’s\gentle m easurem ent" lem m a [16],which im pliesthata m easurem entwhich

islikely to be successfulin identifying a statetendsnotto signi�cantly disturb thatstate.

Lem m a 4 (G entle m easurem ent). LetH be a � nite dim ensionalHilbertspace.If� 2 B(H )is

a density m atrix and � 2 B(H )isnonnegative with spectrum bounded above by 1,then

Tr�� � 1� �

im plies �
�
�
p
��

p
�� �

�
�
�
1

�
p
8�:
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O urcoding theorem sform ultipleaccesschannelswillm akeuseofexisting coding theorem sfor

single-userchannels. (E;D )isa (2nR ;n;�)entanglem enttransm ission code forthe channelN if,

forthe 2nR � 2nR m axim ally entangled statej�iA
eA ,wehave

F (j�i;D � N

 n

� E(�))� 1� �:

A (2nR ;n;�) random entanglem ent transm ission code consists of an collection of determ inistic

(2nR ;n;�)entanglem enttransm ission codes(E�;D �)and aprobabilitydistribution P�,correspond-

ing to a sourceofshared com m on random nessavailableto both senderand receiver.W ewilloften

om itthe subscript,once the random nessofthe code hasbeen clari�ed,and itwillbe understood

thatE and D constitute a pairofcorrelated random m aps.

Associated to a random code isitsexpected,oraveragecode density operatorE E(�
eA ),which

isthe expectation,overthe shared random ness,ofthe im ageofthe m axim ally m ixed state on eA.

O urreason forusing random quantum codeswillbeto ensurethat,on average,theinputto N 
 n

isatleastcloseto a n-fold productstate.

The proofofthe existence ofquantum codesachieving the coherentinform ation bound isat-

tributed to Lloyd [17]Shor[18]and Devetak [19]. The following quantum coding proposition for

single-userchannelsisproved in [19]and concernstheexistenceofrandom entanglem enttransm is-

sion codeswhoseaveragecode density m atrix can be m adearbitrarily closeto a productstate.

P roposition 1. Given is a channelN :A 0 ! B ,a density m atrix �A
0

,and a num ber 0 � R <

Ic(�;N ):For every � > 0,there is n su� ciently large so thatthere is a (2nR ;n;�) random en-

tanglem enttransm ission code (E;D )for N with an isom etric encoder E and average code density

operator %A
0n

= E E(�A )satisfying

j%� �

 n
j1 � �:

Furtherm ore,given any particularisom etric extension UN :A 0! B E ofN ,itispossible to choose

isom etric extensionsU
�

D
:B n ! bAF ofthe determ inistic decoders so that

F
�
j�iA

bA
j�i

E
n
F
;U

�

D
� U


 n

N
� E

�
j�iA

eA
�
� 1� �

for som e � xed pure state j�iE
n
F .

Next,we state an average error version ofthe HSW Theorem for cq codes with codewords

chosen i.i.d.according to a productdistribution [21,20].

P roposition 2 (H SW T heorem ).Given isa cqstate�X Q =
P

x
p(x)jxihxj

X

 �Qx and a num ber

0 � R < I(X ;Q )�:For every � > 0,there is n su� ciently large so that if2nR codewords C =

fX n(m )g are chosen i.i.d.according to the productdistribution p(xn)=
Q n

i= 1
p(xi),corresponding

to inputpreparations

�xn = �x1 
 � � � 
 �xn ;

there existsa decoding POVM f�m g on Q n,depending on the random choice ofcodebook C,which

correctly identi� esthe index m with average probability oferror lessthan �;in the sense that

EC 2
� nR

2
n R

X

m = 1

Tr�X n (m )�m � 1� �: (22)

Dueto thesym m etry ofthedistribution ofC undercodeword perm utations,itisclearthatthe

expectationsofeach term in the abovesum areequal.In otherwords,

EC 2
� nR

2
n R

X

m = 1

Tr�X n (m )�m = EC Tr�X n (1)�1; (23)

so wewilllater,withoutlossofgenerality,m aketheassum ption thatAlicesendscodeword M = 1

during ouranalysis(see[22]fora detailed discussion in the classicalcase).
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P roofofT heorem 1 (converse) W eprovein Section 5 thatany ratepairwhich isachievable

forentanglem enttransm ission isalso achievableforentanglem entgeneration.Forthisreason,we

usethelatterscenariotoprovetheconversepartofTheorem 1.Itshould benoted thatthereverse

im plication,nam ely thatentanglem entgeneration im pliesentanglem enttransm ission,followsfrom

thefacttheouterbound to beproved nextcoincideswith theinnerbound obtained by thecoding

theorem below.

Supposethereexistsa sequenceof(2nr;2nS;n;�n)entanglem entgeneration codeswith �n ! 0.

Fixingablocklength n,letf�m g;�
B B

0n

;D com prisethecorrespondingcqentanglem entgeneration

code.The stateinduced by the encoding is

!
M B C

n

= 2� nr
2
n r

X

m = 1

jm ihm j
M

 (1B 
 N


 n)(�m 
 �):

Afterapplication ofthe decoding instrum entD :C n ! bB cM ,thisstatebecom es


M cM B bB = (1M B

 D )(!):

An upperbound on the classicalrateofthe code can be obtained asfollows.

nr = H (M )


= I(M ;cM )
 + H (M jcM )


� I(M ;cM )
 + H (�n)+ nr�n

� I(M ;C n)! + n�
0
n;

The �rstinequality followsfrom Fano’sinequality (see e.g. [22]) while in the second we use the

Holevo bound [23]and de�ne �0n =
1

n
+ r�n.Thequantum rateofthe code isupperbounded as

Ic(B iC
n
M )! � Ic(B ibB M )


� Ic(B ibB )


� Ic(B ibB )� � 2H (�n)� 8nS
p
�n

= nS � n�
00
n:

Above,the inequalitiesare consequencesofthe data processing inequality [10],the factthatcon-

ditioning cannotincrease entropy (and thuscannotdecrease coherentinform ation)[14],a com bi-

nation ofLem m a 3 and (11),and the de�nition �00n =
2

n
+ nS

p
�n.Thesecond justi�cation can be

considered asan alternative statem entofthe well-known strong subadditivity inequality [24],of

which a recentsim ple proofcan be found in [25].Setting X = M ,we havethusproven that

r�
1

n
I(X ;C n)+ �

0
n; S �

1

n
Ic(B iC

n
X )+ �

00
n

whenever (r;S) is an achievable cq rate pair for entanglem ent generation,where �0n;�
00
n ! 0. It

followsthatforany achievableratepair(r;S)and any � > 0,wehave

(r� �;S � �)2
1

n
CQ

(1)(N 
 n)� CQ (N ):

SinceCQ (N )isclosed by de�nition,thiscom pletesthe proof.
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P roofofT heorem 1 (achievability) O urm ethod ofproofforthe coding theorem willwork

asfollows. W e willem ploy random HSW codesand random entanglem enttransm ission codesto

ensure thatthe average state atthe input ofN 
 n is close to a product state. Each sender will

utilize a code designed for the product channelinduced by the other’s random input,whereby

existing coding theorem sforproductchannelswillbeinvoked.Thequantum codeused willbeone

which achievesthe capacity ofa m odi�ed channel,in which the classicalinputiscopied,without

error,to theoutputofthechannel.Astherandom HSW codeswillexactly inducea productstate

input,the existenceofthesequantum codeswillfollow directly from Proposition 1.

The random HSW codes willbe those which exist for product channels. As random entan-

glem enttransm ission codesexistwith average code density m atrix arbitrarily close to a product

state,this willensure that the resulting output states are distinguishable with high probability.

Furtherm ore,obtaining theclassicalinform ation willbeshown to causebuta sm alldisturbancein

theoveralljointquantum stateofthesystem .Aswewillshow,itispossibleto m im icthechannel

forwhich thequantum codeisdesigned by placing theidentitiesoftheestim ated classicalm essage

statesinto registersappended to the outputsofeach channelin the product.

Thedecoderforthem odi�ed channelwillthen beshown to de�nea quantum instrum entwhich

satis�esthe successcondition fora cq entanglem enttransm ission code,on average. Thisfeature

willthen be used to inferthe existence ofa particular,determ inistic code which m eetsthe sam e

requirem ent.

Fix a pure state ensem ble fp(x);j�xi
A

0

g and a bipartite pure state j	iB
00
B

0

which giverise to

thecqq state

!
X B

00
C =

X

x

p(x)jxihxj
X

 (1B 
 N )(�A

0

x 
 	 B
00
B

0

);

which has the form of(7). De�ne �A
0

1 =
P

x
p(x)�x and �B

0

2 = TrB 	. W e willdem onstrate

the achievability ofthe cornerpoint (I(X ;C );Ic(B
00iC X ))! by showing thatfor every �;� > 0;

ifr = I(X ;C )! � � and S = Ic(B
00iC X )! � �,there exists a (2nr;2nS;n;�) cq entanglem ent

transm ission codeforthechannelN ,provided thatn issu�ciently largeand thatS > 0.Therest

ofthe region willfollow by tim esharing.

Forencoding,Alicewillchoose2nr sequencesX n(m ),i.i.d.accordingtotheproductdistribution

p(xn)=
Q n

i= 1
p(xi). Aseach sequence correspondsto a preparation ofchannelinputsj�m i

A
0n

=

j�X 1(m )i
 � � � 
 j�X n (m )i;the expected averagedensity operatorassociated with Alice’sinputto

thechannelisprecisely

EC 2
� nr

2
n r

X

m = 1

j�m ih�m j=
X

xn

p(xn)j�xn ih�xn j= �

 n
1
:

De�ne a new channelN 2:B
0! C bX (which isalso an instrum ent)by

N 2:� 7!
X

x

p(x)N (�x 
 �)
 jxihxj
bX
:

Thiscan beinterpreted asachannelwhich revealstheidentityofAlice’sinputstatetoCharlie,with

theadded assum ption thatAlicechoosesherinputsatrandom .Alternatively,onecan view thisas

a channelwith state inform ation availableto the receiver,where natureisrandom ly choosing the

\state" x atAlice’sinput.O bservethatIc(�2 iN 2)= Ic(B
00iC X ).By Proposition 1,thereexists

a (2nS;n;�)random entanglem enttransm ission code fE;D ;�g for the channelN2,with average

codedensity operator%B
0n

= E� E(�)satisfying

j%� �

 n
2
j1 � �:

Now,by Proposition 2,forthechannelN 1:� 7! N (�
 �2)which would resultifBob’saverage

codedensity operatorwereexactly equalto �

 n
2
;thereexistsa decoding POVM f�m gm 22n r which
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would identify Alice’sindex m with expected averageprobability oferrorlessthan �,in thesense

that

EC 2
� nr

2
n r

X

m = 1

Tr�m �
0
m � 1� �;

where

�
0
m = N


 n(�m 
 �

 n
2
):

By the sym m etry ofthe random code construction,we utilize (23)to write thisas

EC Tr�1�
0
1 � 1� �:

De�ne the actualoutputofthe channelcorresponding to M = m as

�m = N

 n(�m 
 E(�));

aswellasitsextension

�
B C

n

m = N

 n(�m 
 E(�));

wherej�iB
eB isthe m axim ally entangled statewhich Bob isrequired to transm it.Note that

E� �m = E� TrB �m = N

 n(�m 
 %):

Itfollowsfrom m onotonicity oftracedistance that

jE� �1 � �
0
1j1 � �;

which,togetherwith Lem m a 1,im pliesthat

EC 2
� nr

2
n r

X

m = 1

Tr�m E� �m = EC� Tr�1�1 � 1� 2�:

Thisallowsusto bound the expected probability ofcorrectly decoding Alice’sm essageas

EC� Tr(1
 �1)�1 � 1� 2�: (24)

In order to decode,Charlie begins by perform ing the m easurem ent f�m gm 22n r:He declares

Alice’sm essage to be cM = m ifm easurem entresultm isobtained. Charlie willthen attem ptto

sim ulatethechannelN

 n
2
,by associatinga separateclassicalregister bX i to each channelN :A 0

i !

Ci in the product,preparing the statesjX i(m )i
bX i,foreach 1 � i� n.Additionally,he storesthe

resultofthem easurem entin thesystem cM ,hisdeclaration ofthem essageintended by Alice.This

procedureresultsin the globalstate

�B C
n bX

n cM =

2
n r

X

m = 1

�

1

p
�m

�

�1

�

1

p
�m

�


 jX
n(m )ihX n(m )j

bX
n


 jm ihm j
cM
:

Let� B C
n bX

n

= TrcM �. IfCharlie were able to perfectly reconstructAlice’s classicalm essage,�

would instead be

� 0= �1 
 jX
n(1)ihX n(1)j

bX
n

which,when averaged over Alice’s random choice ofHSW code,is precisely equalto the state

which would arisevia the action ofthe m odi�ed channelN 2:Thisisbecause

EC �
0 =

X

xn

p(xn)�xn 
 jx
n
ihx

n
j
bX
n

= N

 n
2

� E(�); (25)
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wherewehavewritten the statewhich resultswhen Alice prepares�xn as

�xn = N

 n(�xn 
 E(�)):

However,ourchoiceofa good HSW codeensuresthathecan alm ostperfectly reconstructAlice’s

m essage.A consequence ofthiswillbe thatthe two states� and � 0 are alm ostthe sam e,aswe

willnow dem onstrate.

In whatfollows,wewillneed to explicitly keep track oftherandom nessin ourcodes,by m eans

ofsuperscriptswhich are to be interpreted asindexing the determ inistic codeswhich occurwith

theprobabilitiesPC and Q �.Rewriting (24)as

X

C�

PCQ � Tr
�
1
 �C

1

�
�
C�

1
� 1� 2�;

itisclearthatwe m ay write

Tr
�
1
 �C

1

�
�
C�

1
� 1� �C�;

forpositivenum bersf�C�g chosen to satisfy

X

C�

PCQ ��C� = 2�:

By the gentlem easurem entlem m a,
�
�
�
�

�

1


q

�C
1

�

�
C�

1

�

1


q

�C
1

�

� �
C�

1

�
�
�
�
1

�
p
8�C�;

and thus,by the concavity ofthe squarerootfunction,

EC�

�
�
�

�

1

p
�1

�

�1

�

1

p
�1

�

� �1

�
�
�
1

=
X

C�

PCQ �

�
�
�
�

�

1


q

�C
1

�

�
C�

1

�

1


q

�C
1

�

� �
C�

1

�
�
�
�
1

� 4
p
�:

Along with (24),thisestim ate allowsusto express

EC� j�� � 0
j1 � EC�

�
�
�

�

1

p
�1

�

�1

�

1

p
�1

�

� �1

�
�
�
1

+ EC�

2
n r

X

m = 2

�
�
�

�

1

p
�m

�

�1

�

1

p
�m

��
�
�
1

= EC�

�
�
�

�

1

p
�1

�

�1

�

1

p
�1

�

� �1

�
�
�
1

+ EC�

2
n r

X

m = 2

Tr(1
 �m )�1

� 4
p
� + 2�

� 5
p
�; (26)

provided that� � 1

2
:Since the the entanglem ent�delity islinearin D (�);which isitselflinearin

�;wecan also usethe specialtriangleinequality to write

F (j�i;D (E C� �)) = F (j�i;E � D (EC �))

� F
�
j�i;E � D (EC �

0)
�
�
�
�E� D (EC �

0)� E� D (EC �)
�
�
1
:

Usingourearlierobservation from (25)and thede�nition ofa(2nS;n;�)entanglem enttransm ission

code,wecan bound the �rstterm as

F (j�i;D (E C �
0)) = F (j�i;D � N


 n
2

� E(�))

� 1� �:
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An estim ateon the second term isobtained via

jE� D (EC �)� E � D (EC �
0)j

1
� E� jD (EC �)� D (E C �

0)j
1

� E� jEC �� E C �
0
j
1

� EC� j�� � 0
j
1

� 5
p
�;

where�rstthreelinesareby convexity,m onotonicity,and convexity onceagain ofthetracenorm .

Thelastinequality followsfrom (26).Putting thesetogethergives

EC� F (j�i;D (�)) � 1� � � 5
p
�

� 1� 6
p
�: (27)

Atlast,observethatthe�naldecoded state
 (which stilldependson both sourcesofrandom ness

C and �)isequalto


B bB cM = D (�B C
n bX

n cM )� D (�B C
n

1 );

im plicitly de�ning the desired decoding instrum ent D :C n ! bB cM . The expectation of(3) can

now be bounded as

EC� 2
� nr

2
n r

X

m = 1

P
II

s (m ) = EC� P
II

s (1)

= F (j1ij�i;E C� 
)

� 1�
�
�Tr

B bB
EC� �� j1ih1j

�
�
1
� 3

�
1� F (j�i;D (�))

�

� 1� 2
p
2� � 18

p
�

� 1� 21
p
�:

Thethird lineaboveisby Lem m a 2.The �rstestim atein the fourth line followsfrom (24),while

thesecond estim ateisby (27),togetherwith (11).W em ay now concludethatthereareparticular

valuesoftherandom nessindices� and C such thatthesam ebound issatis�ed fora determ inistic

code. W e have thusproven that(f�m gm 22n r;E;D )com prisesa (2nr;2nS;n;21
p
�)entanglem ent

transm ission code.Thisconcludesthe coding theorem .

P roofofT heorem 2 (converse) Suppose that(R;S)isan achievable qq rate pairforentan-

glem entgeneration.By de�nition,thism eansthattherem ustexista sequenceof(2nR ;2nS;n;�n)

entanglem entgeneration codeswith �n ! 0. Fixing a blocklength n,letj� 1i
A A

0n

;j� 2i
B B

0n

and

D :C n ! bA bB com prisethe corresponding encodingsand decodings.De�ne

!
A B C

n

= (1A B 
 N

 n)(� 1 
 � 2)

to be the result ofsending the respective A 0n and B 0n parts of� 1 and � 2 through the channel

N 
 n.Furtherde�ning


A B bA bB = (1A B 
 D )(!)

asthe corresponding stateafterdecoding,the entanglem ent�delity ofthe code isgiven by

FA B = F (j�1i
 j�2i;
)� 1� �n: (28)
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wherej�1i
A bA and j�2i

B bB arethem axim allyentangled targetstates.Thesum ratecan bebounded

as

Ic(AB iC
n)! � Ic(AB ibA bB )


� Ic(AB ibA bB )� 1
 � 2
� 2H (�n)� 8n(R + S)

p
�n

� n(R + S)� n�
0
n:

The�rststep isby thedata processing inequality.Thesecond step usesLem m a 3 and (11),along

with m onotonicity applied to (28). The last step has de�ned �0n = 2

n
� 8(R + S)

p
�n and holds

becausethe binary entropy H (� )isupperbounded by 1.W e can bound Alice’srateR by writing

Ic(A iB C
n)! � Ic(A iC

n)!

� Ic(A ibA bB )


� Ic(A ibA)


� Ic(A ibA)� 1
� 2H (�n)� 8nR

p
�n

� nR � n�
0
n:

The �rst three steps above are by data processing [10]. The rem aining steps hold for the sam e

reasonsasin the previouschain ofinequalities.Sim ilarly,Bob’sratealso m ustsatisfy

nS � Ic(B iAC
n)! + n�

0
n:

Since �n ! 0 im plies�0n ! 0;thism eansthatforevery � > 0,any achievable qq rate pair(R;S)

m ustsatisfy

(R � �;S � �)2
1

n
Q
(1)(N 
 n)� Q (N ):

SinceQ (N )isclosed by de�nition,thiscom pletesthe proof.

R em ark Strictly speaking,the pairofnonnegative rates(R;S)needsto be contained in som e

pentagon whose corner points
�
1

k
Ic(A iC k)�;

1

k
Ic(B iAC k)�

�
and

�
1

k
Ic(A iB C k)�;

1

k
Ic(B iC k)�

�

are located in the upper right quadrantofR2,where �A B C
k

is som e state ofthe form (8). For

large enough n,the states induced ! in the above proofful�llthis role. To see this,note that

an artifact ofthe steps which upper bound Alice’s rate R is that 1

n
Ic(A iB C n) � R � �n and

Ic(A iC n)� R � �n:Since �n ! 0,the rightsides are eventually positive wheneverR > 0. The

sim ilarstepswhich bound Bob’sratecom plete the argum ent.

P roofofT heorem 2 (achievability) Fix bipartite pure statesj	 1i
A

00
A

0

and j	 2i
B

00
B

0

which

giveriseto the state

!
A

00
B

00
C = (1A

00
B

00


 N

 n)(	 1 
 	 2);

and de�ne �A
0

1 = TrA 	 1,�
B

0

2 = TrB 	 2:Letting �;� > 0 be arbitrary,we willshow that there

existsa (2nR ;2nS;n;�)qq entanglem enttransm ission codewhere

R = Ic(A
00
iC )! � � and S = Ic(B

00
iA

00
C )! � �

provided thatR;S � 0. Note thatthe ratesin Theorem 2 willbe im plied by taking the channel

to be N 
 k;with !A B C
k

de�ned sim ilarly.

Let us begin by choosing an isom etric extension UN :A 0B 0 ! C E ofN . De�ne the ideal

channelN 1:A
0 ! C which would e�ectively be seen by Alice were Bob’s average code density

operatorexactly equalto �
 n
2

as

N 1:� 7! N (� 
 �2):
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W enow useUN tode�neaparticularisom etricextension UN 1
:A 0! C E 0ofN 1,whereE

0= B 00E ,

as

UN 1
:� 7! UN (� 
 	2):

O bserve that Bob’s fake input B 00 is treated aspartofthe environm entofAlice’s idealinduced

channel.W e then furtherde�nethe channelN 2:B
0! A 00C by

N 2:� 7! N (	1 
 �):

In contrastto the interpretation ofN 1,this m ay be viewed as the channelwhich would be seen

by Bob ifAlice were to inputthe A 0 partofthe puri�cation j	 2i
A

00
A

0

of�A
0

2 to herinputofthe

channeland then send theA 00 system to Charlievia a noiselessquantum channel.Asin theproof

ofTheorem 1,Charliewill�rstdecodeAlice’sinform ation,afterwhich hewillattem ptto sim ulate

thechannelN 2,allowinga highertransm ission rateforBob than ifAlice’sinform ation wastreated

asnoise. Since quantum inform ation cannotbe copied,showing that this is indeed possible will

requiredi�erenttechniquesthan wereutilized in thepreviouscodingtheorem .Although ensem bles

ofrandom codeswillbeused in thisproof,weintroducethetechniqueofcoherentcoding,in which

wepretend thatthecom m on random nessispuri�ed.Them ain advantageofthisapproach willbe

thatworking with statesin the enlarged Hilbertspace allowsm onotonicity to be easily exploited

in orderto provide the estim ateswe require. Additionally,before we derandom ize atthe end of

the proof,it willultim ately be only Bob who is using a random code. Alice willbe able to use

any determ inisticcodefrom herrandom ensem ble,asCharliewillim plem enta decoding procedure

which produces a globalstate which is close to that which would have been created had Alice

coded with the coherentrandom ness. To show this,we will�rst analyze the state which would

resultifboth sendersused theirfullensem blesofcodes.Then weshow thatifAliceusesany code

from herensem ble,Charlie can create the properglobalstate him self,allowing him to e�ectively

sim ulateN 2 and ultim ately decode both statesatthe desired rates.

By Proposition 1,for large enough n,there exists a (2nR ;n;�) random entanglem ent trans-

m ission code (p‘;E
‘
1;D

‘
1) for the channelN 1;where R = Ic(�1;N 1)� � = Ic(A

00iC )� �:There

sim ilarly exists a (2nS;n;�) random entanglem ent transm ission code (qm ;E
m
2 ;D m

2 ) for N 2,with

S = Ic(�2;N 2)� � = Ic(B
00iA 00C )� �. Proposition1 furtherguaranteesthatthese codescan be

chosen so thattheirrespectiveaveragecode density operators

%
A

0n

1 =
X

‘

p‘E
‘
1(�

eA ) and %
B

0n

2 =
X

m

qm E
m
2 (�

eB )

satisfy

j%i� �

 n

i j1 � � (29)

and also that we m ay choose isom etric extensions U‘
D 1
:C n ! bAF im plem enting the D ‘

1 from

Alice’srandom codewhich satisfy

F

�

j�1i
A bA

j�i
F E

0n

;U
‘
D 1

� U

 n

N 1
� E

‘
1j�1i

A eA
�

� 1� � (30)

forevery random codeindex ‘and the sam e�xed statej�iF E
0n

.

Letthe codecom m on random nessbetween Aliceand Charliebe held between the system sLA

and LC ,represented by the state



L A L C

1
=
X

‘

p‘j‘ih‘j
L A 
 j‘ih‘j

L C ;

de�ning a sim ilarstate

M B M C

2
forthe Bob-Charliecom m on random ness.Forconvenience,letus

furtherpretend that
1 ispartofa purestate

j�1i
L E L A L B =

X

‘

p
p‘j‘i

L E j‘i
L A j‘i

L C :
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Sim ilarly,let
2 bypuri�edbyj�2i
M E M B M C .W ritecontrolledencodingisom etriesE1:LA

eA ! LA A
0n

and E2:M B
eB ! M B B

0n as

E1 =
X

‘

j‘ih‘j
L A


 E
‘
1 and E2 =

X

m

jm ihm j
M B


 E
m
2 :

Thestateswhich would ariseifAliceand Bob each encoded coherently are

j� 1i
L A A

0n

� E1j�1ij�1i=
X

‘

p
p‘j‘i

L

 E

‘
1j�1i

j� 2i
M B B

0n

� E2j�2ij�2i=
X

m

p
qm jm i

M

 E

m
2 j�2i:

Notethatwehaveabbreviated L = LE LA LC and M = M E M B M C .Aseach j� iiisa puri�cation

of%i,togetherwith (29),Uhlm ann’stheorem tellsusthatthereexistunitariesV1:LA ! A 00n and

V2:M B ! B 00n such that

F
�
Vij� ii;j	 ii


 n
�
� 1� �: (31)

Furtherde�nea corresponding controlled isom etricdecoderUD 1
:LC C

n ! LC
bAF forAlice’scode

as

UD 1
=
X

‘

j‘ih‘j
L C


 U
‘
D 1
:

Letusnow im agine thateach ofAlice and Bob encodesusing the coherentcom m on random ness,

resulting in a globalpure state U

 n

N
j� 1ij� 2i on LAM B C nE n. IfCharlie then applies the full

controlled decoderfrom Alice’scode,the resulting globalpurestatewould be

j�iL A
bA M B F E

n

= UD 1
� U


 n

N
j� 1ij� 2i:

Foreach ‘,letusde�ne an isom etry O ‘:B 0n ! A bAF E n as

O
‘ = U

‘
D 1

� U

 n

N
� E

‘
1(�1 
 � )

which weuse to de�ne the purestates

j�‘i
A bA M F B E

n

= O
‘
j� 2i:

Thesede�nitionsallow usto express

j�i=
X

‘

p
p‘j‘i

L
j�‘i:

Furtherwriting j�0iF M B E
n

� V
� 1
2

j�iF B
00n

E
n

;the following bound applies

F

�

j�1i
A bA

j�
0
i
F M B E

n

;j�‘i

�

= F

�

j�1ij�
0
i
F M B E

n

;O
‘
j� 2i

�

= F

�

j�1ij�i
F B

00n
E

n

;V2 � O
‘
j� 2i

�

� 1�

q

1� F (j�1ij�i
F B 00n E n

;O ‘j	 2i

 n)

�
p
1� F (V2j� 2i;j	 2i


 n)

� 1�

q

1� F
�
j�1ij�i

F E 0n

;U‘
D 1

� U

 n

N 1

� E‘
1
j�1i

�
�
p
�

� 1� 2
p
�:
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Above,the�rstinequality isby thetriangleinequality and m onotonicity with respectto O ‘;while

for the second inequality, we have just rewritten the �rst term and used (31) for the second.

The last bound is from (30). O bserve that we are stillfree to specify the globalphases ofthe

outputsoftheU‘
D 1

so thattheabovebound furtherim pliesh�‘jj�1ij�
0i� (1� 2

p
�)1=2 foreach ‘.

Consequently,

F (j�i;j� 1ij�1ij�
0
i) =

�
�
�
�
�

X

‘‘0

p
p‘p‘0h‘jj‘

0
ih�‘jj�1ij�

0
i

�
�
�
�
�

2

=

�
�
�
�
�

X

‘

p‘h�‘jj�1ij�
0
i

�
�
�
�
�

2

� 1� 2
p
�:

Essentially,the subsystem sL,A bA and M B F E n ofj�iarem utually decoupled.

As m entioned earlier,it willbe su�cient for Alice to use any determ inistic code from the

random ensem ble to encode. W ithoutlossofgenerality,we assum e thatAlice choosesto use the

�rstcode(‘= 1)in herensem ble.Bob,on theotherhand,willneed to userandom nessto ensure

thatAlice’se�ective channelisclose to a productchannel. The state on AM B C n which results

from theseencodingsisN 
 n(E11(�1)
 � 2).

W e willnow describe a procedure by which Charlie �rst decodes Alice’s inform ation,then

produces a state which is close to �,m aking it look like Alice had in fact utilized the coherent

codingprocedure.Thiswillallow Charlietoapplylocalunitariestoe�ectively sim ulatethechannel

N 2 forwhich Bob’srandom codewasdesigned,enabling him to decodeBob’sinform ation aswell.

These stepswillconstitute Charlie’sdecoding D :M C C
n ! M C

bA bB ,which dependson the Bob-

Charliecom m on random ness.The existenceofa determ inisticdecoderwillthen be inferred.

Charlie �rst applies the isom etric decoder U 1
D 1
,placing allsystem s into the state j�1i. He

then rem oveshislocalsystem bA (itisim portantthathe keep bA in a safe place,asitrepresents

thedecoderoutputforAlice’squantum inform ation)and replacesitwith thecorresponding parts

ofthe locally prepared pure state j�1i
A

� bA
�

:Charlie also locally prepares the state j�1i
L . The

resulting state

� 0= �L1 
 �A
� bA

�

1 
 Tr
A bA

�1;

satis�es

F (� 0
;�) � 1�

�
�Tr

A bA
�1 � �

0
�
�
1
�
�
��

0
� Tr

L A bA
�
�
�
1
� 3

�
1� F

�
j�ij� 1i;TrM B F E n �

��

� 1� 2

q

2
p
� � 2

q

2
p
� � 6

p
�

� 1� 7�1=4 (32)

whenever � � 6� 4. The �rst line com bines Lem m a 2 and the triangle inequality. The �rst two

estim ates in the second line are from applying (11) and m onotonicity with respectto Tr
A bA

and

Tr
L A bA

to the previous two estim ates. The last estim ate in that line is from m onotonicity with

respecttothem ap TrM B F E n applied tothepreviousestim ate.Next,Charliewillapply V1� U
� 1

D 1

to

� 01 in ordertosim ulatethechannelN 2.Toseethatthiswillwork,de�neM :LA bAF E n ! A 00nC n

asM � TrE n V1 � U
� 1

D 1
and observethatby m onotonicity with respectto N 
 n(� 
 �2)and (31),

thestateson M B A 00nC n satisfy

F
�
M (�);N


 n
2

(� 2)
�

= F
�
V1 � N


 n(� 1 
 � 2);N

 n(	


 n
1


 � 2)
�

� F
�
V1j� 1i;j	 1i


 n
�

� 1� �:

1Thisoperation only acts on Charlie’slocalsystem s,i.e.V1 �U
�1

D 1

:LA � bA �
F ! A

00n
C
n .

21



W e m ay now use the triangleinequality and m onotonicity with respectto M to com bineourlast

two estim ates,yielding

F
�
M (� 0);N


 n
2

(� 2)
�

� 1�
p
1� F (M (� 0);M (�))�

q

1� F
�
M (�);N


 n
2

(� 2)
�

� 1�
p

7�1=4 �
p
�

� 1� 4�1=8: (33)

W ehavethusfarshown thatCharlie’sdecodingproceduresucceedsin sim ulatingthechannelN 
 n
2

,

while sim ultaneously recovering Alice’s quantum inform ation. Charlie now uses the controlled

decoderD 2:M C A
00nC n ! M C

bB de�ned as

D 2 =
X

m

jm ihm j
M C 
 D

m
2

todecodeBob’squantum inform ation.Thisentireprocedurehasde�ned ourdecoderD :M C C
n !

M C
bA bB which givesrisetoaglobalstate
A bA B bB representingthe�naloutputstateoftheprotocol,

averaged overBob’scom m on random ness.Thisstate satis�es

F (j�1i;TrB bB

) � F (�;� 0)

� 1� 7�1=8;

because ofm onotonicity with respect to TrL M B F E n applied to the bound (32). By using the

triangle inequality, the fact that Bob’s codes are �-good for each m , and m onotonicity of the

estim ate(33)with respectto TrM D 2,the globalstatecan furtherbe seen to obey

F
�
j�2i;TrA bA



�

= F
�
j�2i;TrM D 2 � M (�0)

�

� 1�

q

1� F
�
j�2i;TrM D 2 � N


 n
2

(� 2))
�

�

q

1� F
�
TrM D 2 � N


 n
2

(� 2);TrM D 2 � M (�0)
�

� 1�
p
� �

p

4�1=8

� 1� 3�1=16:

Along with (11),a �nalapplication ofLem m a 2 com binesthe abovetwo boundsto give

F (j�1ij�2i;
) � 1�
�
��1 � Tr

B bB


�
�
1
� 3

�

1� F
�
j�2i;TrB bB



��

� 1� 7�1=8 � 9�1=16

� 1� 10�1=16;

provided that� � 7� 16.Sincethisestim aterepresentsan averageoverBob’scom m on random ness,

there m ust exist a particular value m � ofthe com m on random ness so that the corresponding

determ inisticcode isatleastasgood asthe random one,thusconcluding the coding theorem .

5 Strong subspace transm ission and scenario equivalences

5.1 Scenario III -Strong subspace transm ission

The criteria ofscenarios I and II,both in the cq and qq cases,are directly analogous to the

requirem entin classicalinform ation theory thattheaverageprobability oferror,averaged overall
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codewords,be sm all.Here,we introduce a situation analogousto the strongerclassicalcondition

that the m axim alprobability oferror be sm all,or that the probability oferror for each pair of

codewordsbesm all.Thereareexam plesofclassicalm ultipleaccesschannelsforwhich,when each

encoderisa determ inistic function from the setofthe m essagesto the setofinputsym bols,the

m axim alerrorcapacity region isstrictly sm allerthan the averageerrorregion [27].However,itis

known thatifstochasticencodersareallowed (seeProblem 3.2.4 in [28]),them axim aland average

errorcapacity regionsareequal.

Itiswell-known thatrandom ization isnotnecessary forsuch an equivalenceto hold forsingle-

user channels,as M arkov’s inequality im plies that a fraction ofthe codewords with the worst

probability of error can be purged, while incurring a negligible loss of rate. The obstacle to

utilizing such an approach forclassicalm ultiple accesschannels,and hence forquantum onesas

well,isthatthereisnoguaranteethata largeenough subsetofbad pairsofcodewordsdecom poses

asthe productofsubsetsofeach sender’scodewords.

Asm entioned earlierin Section 2,aparticularlyattractivefeatureofthefollowingtwoscenarios

istheircom posability;when com bined with otherprotocolssatisfying analogouscriteria,the joint

protocolwillsatisfy sim ilarproperties.

III - classical-quantum scenario Strong subspace transm ission can be considered a m ore

am bitious version ofentanglem enttransm ission,whereby rather than requiring Bob to transm it

halfofa m axim ally entangled state j�iB
eB ;it is instead required that he faithfully transm it the

eB part,presented to him ,ofany bipartite purestatej	iR
eB ;wherejRjcan be any �nite num ber.

The readershould note thatthis constitutes a generalization ofthe usualsubspace transm ission

[29],aswheneverj	iR
eB = j iR j’i

eB ,thisam ountsto requiring thatj’ibe transm itted faithfully.

W efurtherdem and thatthe m axim alerrorprobability forthe classicalm essagesbe sm all.

Aswith entanglem enttransm ission,Alicewillsend classicalinform ation atrater by preparing

one of2nr pure statesfj�m i
A

0n

gm 22n r.Aspreviously discussed,ourm ore restrictive inform ation

transm ission constraintscan only be m etby allowing Alice to em ploy a stochastic encoding. W e

assum ethatAlicebeginsby generating som erandom ness,m odeled by therandom variableX .To

send m essageM = m ,shepreparesthestatejf(m )i� j�f(m )i,wheref(m )� fX (m )isa random

encoding function,depending on the random nessin X .

Bob willapply an encoding E: eB ! B 0n;and Charlie willem ploy a decoding instrum ent

D :C n ! cM bB . W e allow a m ore com plicated structure for these m aps than was required for

scenariosIand II.Indeed,thesewillbeconstructed by m eansofa protocol,to bedescribed below,

out ofthe entanglem ent transm ission codes which were proved to exist in the previous section.

Thesuccessprobability fortheprotocol,conditioned on m being sentand j	iR
eB being presented,

can be expressed as

P
III

s (m ;	) = F

�

jf(m )i
cM
j	iR

bB
;D � N


 n
�
�
A

0n

f(m )

 E(	 R eB )

��

:

W ewillsay that(f;X ;fj�m igm 22n r;E;D )isa (2nr;2nS;n;�)cq strongsubspace transm ission code

forthe channelN if,forevery m 2 2nr and every j	iR
eB ,

EX P
III

s (m ;	)� 1� �: (34)

The rate pair (r;S) is an achievable cq rate pair for strong subspace transm ission ifthere is a

sequence of(2nr;2nS;n;�n)cq random strong subspace transm ission codeswith �n ! 0,and the

capacity region CQ III(N )isclosureofthe collection ofallsuch achievablerates.

III - quantum -quantum scenario This scenario is the obvious com bination ofthe relevant

concepts from the previous scenario and the qq entanglem ent transm ission scenario. Alice and

23



Bob are respectively presented with the eA and eB partsofsom e pure bipartite statesj	 1i
Q eA and

j	 2i
R eB . Asbefore,we place no restriction on jQ jand jRj,otherthan thatthey are �nite. They

em ploy their respective encodings E1 and E2,while Charlie decodeswith D . As in the above cq

case,the structure ofthese m aps willbe m ore com plicated than in the previous two scenarios.

(E1;E2;D )isthen a (2
nR ;2nS;n;�)qq strong subspace transm ission code if

F

�

j	 1i
Q bA

j	 2i
R bB

;D � N

 n

� (E1 
 E2)(	
Q eA

1

 	 R eB

2 )

�

� 1� �; (35)

forevery pairofpurebipartitestatesj	 1i
Q eA and j	 2i

R eB .Achievableratesand thecapacityregion

Q III(N )arede�ned asin the cq case.

5.2 Entanglem ent transm ission im plies entanglem ent generation

P roofthat CQ II � CQ I: Suppose there existsa (2nr;2nS;n;�)cq entanglem enttransm ission

code,consisting ofclassicalm essagestatesfj�m i
A

0n

gm 22n r;a quantum encoding m ap E: eB ! bB ,

and a decoding instrum ent D :C n ! cM bB :W rite any pure state decom position ofthe encoded

state

(1B 
 E)(�)=
X

i

pij� iih� ij:

Then,the successcondition (3)fora cq entanglem enttransm ission code can be rewritten as

1� � � 2� nr
2
n r

X

m = 1

P
II

s (m ) (36)

= 2� nr
2
n r

X

m = 1

F

�

j�iB
bB
;D m � N


 n
�
�
A

0n

m 

�X

i

pi� i

���

(37)

=
X

i

pi

 

2� nr
2
n r

X

m = 1

F

�

j�iB
bB
;D m � N


 n(�A
0n

m 
 � i)

�
!

(38)

=
X

i

pi

 

2� nr
2
n r

X

m = 1

P
I

s(m ;� i)

!

; (39)

so thatthere isa particularvaluei� ofiforwhich

2� nr
2
n r

X

m = 1

P
I

s(m ;� i�))� 1� �:

Hence,(fj�m igm 22n r;j� i�i;D )com prisesan (2nr;2nS;n;�)cq entanglem entgeneration code.

P roof that Q II � Q I : Suppose there exists a (2nR ;2nS;n;�)entanglem enttransm ission code

(E1;E2;D ) which transm its the m axim ally entangled states j�1i;j�2i. As in the cq case, the

encoded statescan be decom posed as

(1A 
 E1)(�1)=
X

i

pi� 1i

and

(1B 
 E2)(�2)=
X

j

qj� 2i:
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Thereliability condition (6)can then be rewritten as

X

ij

piqjF (j�1ij�2i;D 
 N

 n(� 1i
 � 2j))� 1� �;

which im pliesthe existenceofa particularpair(i�;j�)ofvaluesof(i;j)such that

F (j�1ij�2i;D 
 N

 n(� 1i� 
 � 2j�))� 1� �:

Hence,(j� 1i�i;j� 2j�i;D )com prisesa (2
nR ;2nS;n;�)qq entanglem entgeneration code.

5.3 Entanglem ent transm ission im plies strong subspace transm ission

P roofthat CQ II � CQ III: Suppose there existsa (2nr;2nS;n;�2=2)entanglem enttransm ission

codeswith classicalm essage statesfj�m i
A

0n

gm 22n r;quantum encoding E: eB ! bB ;and decoding

instrum entD :C n ! cM bB with trace-reducing com ponentsfD m :C n ! bB g.

W e willinitially provethe equivalenceby constructing a code which requirestwo independent

sourcesofshared com m on random nessX and Y . X is assum ed to be available to Alice and to

Charlie,while Y is available to Bob and to Charlie. Then,we willargue that it is possible to

elim inatethedependenceon theshared random ness,by using thechannelto send a neglibly sm all

\random seed",which can berecycled to constructa codewhich asym ptotically achievesthesam e

perform anceasthe random ized one.

W ebegin by dem onstrating how shared com m on random nessbetween Aliceand Charlieallows

Alice to send any m essagewith low probability oferror.Setting � = 2nr,letthe random variable

X be uniform ly distributed on the set f1;:::;�g. To send m essage M = m , Alice com putes

m 0 = m + X m odulo �. She then preparesthe state j�m 0ifortransm ission through the channel.

Bobencodesthe eB partofj�iB
eB with E,and eachsendsappropriatelythroughthechannel.Charlie

decodesasusualwith the instrum entD . Denoting the classicaloutputas cM 0,hisdeclaration of

Alice’sm essage isthen cM = cM 0� X m odulo �. De�ning the trace-reducing m apsM m : eB ! bB

by

M m :� 7! Dm � N

 n(�m 
 E(�));

and the trace-reducing averagem ap as

M :� !
1

�

�X

m = 1

M m (�);

wecan rewritethe successcriterion (3)forentanglem enttransm ission as

F (j�i;M (�))� 1� �
2
=2;

which,togetherwith (11),im pliesthatforthe identity m ap id :eB ! bB ,

j(M � id)(�)j
1
� �: (40)

The above random ization ofthe classicalpart ofthe protocolcan be m athem atically expressed

by replacing the M m with M m + X . Astracing overthe com m on random nessX isequivalentto

com puting the expectation with respectto X ,we seethatEX M m + X = M ,orrather

EX F (j�i;M m + X (�))= F (j�i;M (�)):

Itisthusclearthatthem axim alerrorcriterion fortherandom ized protocolisequalto theaverage

criterion forthe originalone.
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W econtinueby random izing thequantum partofthe classically random ized protocol.Setting

d = 2nS = jeB j;letfUygy2d2 bethecollection ofW eylunitaries,orgeneralized Paulioperators,on

the d-dim ensionalinputspace.O bservethatforany �,acting with a uniform ly random choice of

W eylunitary hasa com pletely random izing e�ect,in the sense that

1

d2

d
2

X

y= 1

Uy�U
� 1
y = �d:

Lettherandom variableY beuniform ly distributed on f1;:::;d2g.Itwillbeconvenientto de�ne

thecom m on random nessstate

� YB YC =
1

d2

d
2

X

y= 1

jyihyj
YB 
 jyihyj

YC ;

wherethesystem YB isin thepossession ofBob,whileYC ispossessed by Charlie.De�nenow the

controlled unitariesUB :YB eB ! YB eB and UC :YC bB ! YC bB by

UB =

d
2

X

y= 1

jyihyj
YB


 Uy

and

UC =

d
2

X

y= 1

jyihyj
YC


 U
� 1
y :

SupposeBob isgiven the eB partofan arbitrary purestatej	iR
eB ,wherejRj< 1 ;and Alicesends

theclassicalm essageM = m .Forencoding,Bob willapply E� UB to thecom bined system �
 	.

Charlie decodeswith UC � D . IfM were equalto the perfectquantum channelid:eB ! bB ,this

procedurewould resultin the state

1

d2

d
2

X

y= 1

jyihyj
YB 
 jyihyj

YC 
 	:

Note thatthe com m on random nessisstillavailable forreuse.Abbreviating jyihyj
Y
= jyihyj

YB



jyihyj
YC ,and j	 yi

R eB = (1R 
 Uy)j	i,we write

�
Y R eB = UB (�
 	) (41)

=
1

d2

d
2

X

y= 1

jyihyj
Y

 	 y: (42)

O bserve that � is an extension ofthe m axim ally m ixed state �
eB ,and can be seen to arise by

storing in Y theresultofa von Neum ann m easurem entalong thebasisfjyiR
0

gy2d2 on theR
0part

ofthe purestate

j�iR
0
R eB =

1

d

d
2

X

y= 1

jyi
R

0

j	 yi
R eB

:

Since TrR 0R � = TrY R � = �
eB ,j�iism axim ally entangled between R 0R and eB . So,there exists

an isom etry V : eB ! R 0R such that(V 
 1
eB )j�iB

eB = j�i:Thisim pliesthatthere isa quantum
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operation O :B ! Y R such that (O 
 1
eB )(�)= �. De�ne the trace-reducing m ap T : eB ! bB ;

which representsthe coded channelwith com m on random nessaccounted for,by

T :� 7! TrY UC � M � UB (�
 �):

Recalling ourdenotation ofthe noiselessquantum channelid: eB ! bB ,aswellasourconvention

thatid actsasthe identity on any system which isnot eB ,wenow bound

1� F (�;T (	)) �
�
�(T � id)(	)

�
�
1

�
�
�(UC � M � UB � id)(�
 	)

�
�
1

=
�
�(M � id)� UB (�
 	)

�
�
1

=
�
�(M � id)(�)

�
�
1

�
�
�(M � id)(�)

�
�
1

� �;

where the �rst line is by (9) and the second by m onotonicity with respect to TrY . The third

follows from unitary invariance ofthe trace. The second to last inequality is a consequence of

m onotonicity with respectto O ,whilethe lastisby (40).Notethatby m onotonicity,thisim plies

thatany density m atrix 
R eB satis�es

jT (
)� 
j1 � �: (43)

W ehavethusshownthatifAliceandCharliehaveaccesstoacom m on random nesssourceofrate

r,whileBob and Charliecan accessoneofrate2S,theconditionsforstrongsubspacetransm ission

can be satis�ed. Next,we willillustrate that,by m odifying ourprotocol,itispossible to reduce

theam ountofshared random nessrequired.Usingthepreviousblocklength-n construction,wewill

concatenate N such codes,where each utilizes the sam e shared random ness,to constructa new

codewith blocklength nN .Foran arbitrary j	 (N )iR
eB
N

,furtherde�nethe com m uting operations

fTigi2N ;where Ti: eB i ! bB i isT acting on the i’th tensorfactorof	 (N ):Setting �0 � 	 (N ),we

then recursively de�ne the density operators�i = Ti(�i� 1);noting that�N = TN � � � � � T1(�0)=

T 
 N (	 (N )). Because of(43),j�i+ 1 � �ij1 = jTi+ 1(�i)� �ij1 � �,and we can use the triangle

inequality to estim ate

�
�T


 N (	 (N ))� 	 (N )
�
�
1

=
�
��N � �0

�
�
1

�

NX

i= 1

�
��i� �i� 1

�
�
1

� N �:

By choosing N = 1p
�
,itisclearthatwe have reduced Alice’sand Bob’sshared random nessrates

respectively to
p
�r and 2

p
�S,while the error on the N -blocked protocolis now

p
�. Next,we

arguethatby using two m oreblocksoflength n,itispossibleto sim ulatethe shared random ness

by having Alicesend nrrandom bitsX using the�rstblock,whileBob locally preparestwo copies

of�,� B 1
eB 1 
 �B 2

eB 2,and transm itsthe eB 1
eB 2 partsoverthe channelusing both blocks.Charlie

decodes each block separately,obtaining a random variable bX and the bB 1 and bB 2 parts ofthe

post-decoded states 

B 1

cB 1

1
and 


B 2
cB 2

2
:Bob and Charlie then m easure their respective parts of


1 
 
2 in som epreviously agreed upon orthogonalbasesto obtain a sim ulation b� ofthe perfect

shared random nessstate which,by m onotonicity and telescoping,satis�es

j�� b�j1 � j�
 �� 
 1 
 
2j1

� �
2
:
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Further,the noisy shared random nessforthe classicalm essagescan be shown to satisfy

�
�dist(X ;X )� dist(X ;bX )

�
�
1

= 2PrfX = bX g

� �
2
:

By m onotonicity oftracedistanceand thetriangleinequality,using thenoisy com m on random ness

state b� increasesthe estim ate for each block by 2�2. For identicalreasons,the sam e increase is

incurred by using the noisy com m on random ness (X ;bX ). Thus,accounting for both sources of

noisy com m on random ness,the estim ate (43) is changed to 2�,provided that � � 1

4
. The noisy

com m on random nessthusincreasesthebound on theerroroftheN -blocked protocolto2
p
�,while

costing each ofAlice and Bob a negligiblerateoverhead of 2

N + 2
in orderto seed the protocol.

The above protocolcan be considered as de�ning an encoding m ap E0: eB N ! B 0(N + 2)n and

decoding instrum ent D :C (N + 2)n ! bB N cM N . Thus,the protocoltakesa (2nr;2nS;n;�n) cq en-

tanglem enttransm ission code and constructsa (2n
0
r
0

;2n
0
S
0

;n0;�0n0)strong subspace transm ission

codewith cq ratepair(r0;S0)=

�
r

1+ �0
n 0

; S

1+ �0
n 0

�

;wheren0=

�

2+ 1
p
�n

�

n,and �0n0 = 2
p
�n.Now,if

therates(r;S)areachievablecq ratesforentanglem enttransm ission,therem ustexista sequence

of(2nr;2nS;n;2�2n)entanglem enttransm ission codeswith �n ! 0. Since thism eansthat 1

1+ 2
p
�n

increasesto unity,wehaveshown thatforany � > 0,every ratepair(r� �;S � �)isan achievable

cq rate pair for strong subspace transm ission. Since the capacity regions for each scenario are

de�ned asthe closureofthe achievablerates,thiscom pletesthe proof.

P roofthat Q II � Q III: W e willem ploy sim ilartechniquesaswere used in the previousproof

to obtain thisim plication.Supposethereexistsa (2nR ;2nS;n;1
2
�2)qq entanglem enttransm ission

code (E1;E2;D ),with E1: eA ! A 0n,E2: eB ! B 0n,and D :C n ! bA bB :Setting a = jeAj= 2nR and

b= jeB j= 2nS,de�ne the com m on random nessstates

�
X A X C

X
=

1

a2

a
2

X

x= 1

jxihxj
X A 
 jxihxj

X C

and

�
YB YC
Y

=
1

b2

b
2

X

x= 1

jyihyj
YB


 jyihyj
YC

Thesestateswillbe used aspartialinputsto the controlled unitaries

UA =

a
2

X

x= 1

jxihxj
X A


 Ux;

UC =

a
2

X

x= 1

jxihxj
X C 
 U

� 1
x ;

VB =

b
2

X

y= 1

jyihyj
YB


 Vx;

VC =

b
2

X

y= 1

jyihyj
YC 
 V

� 1
x
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where,asbefore,we have utilized the W eylunitariesfUxgx2a2 and fVygy2b2,which respectively

com pletely random ize any stateson a-dim ensionaland b-dim ensionalspaces. Suppose Alice and

Bob are respectively presented with the eA and eB parts ofthe arbitrary pure statesj	 1i
Q eA and

j	 2i
R eB :W riting M = D � N
 n � (E1 
 E2),and de�ning the m ap T : eA eB ! bA bB by

T :� 7! (UC 
 VC )� M � (UA 
 VB )(� 
 �1 
 � 2);

theoveralljointstateofthe random ized protocolisgiven by T (	 1 
 	 2).Abbreviating

jxyihxyj
X Y

= jxihxj
X A 
 jxihxj

X C 
 jyihyj
YB 
 jyihyj

YC

and de�ning j	 xi
Q eA = (1Q 
 Ux)j	 1i,j	 yi

R eB = (1R 
 Vy)j	 2i;wewrite

�
X Y Q R eA eB =

1

a2b2

X

xy

jxyihxyj
 	 x 
 	 y:

By sim ilarargum entsasin the cq case,thereexistsa m ap O :AB ! X Y Q R so that

(O 
 1
eA eB )(�1 
 �2)= �:

Again,forthe sam ereasonsasin the cq case,we have

j(T � id)(	 1 
 	 2)j1 � j(M � id)(�)j1

� j(M � id)(�1 
 �2)j1

� �:

Therestoftheproofisnearly identicalto thatfrom theprevioussection,so weom itthesedetails,

so asnotto haveto repeatourpreviousargum entshere.

5.4 Strong subspace transm ission im plies entanglem ent transm ission

P roof that CQ III � CQ II: G iven a strong subspace transm ission code, if Alice uses any

determ inistic value x forher locally generated random nessX ,the average classicalerrorwillbe

equalto theexpected m axim alclassicalerroroftherandom ized code.Sincetheability to transm it

any state includesthe m axim ally entangled case,thiscom pletesthe claim .

P roofthat Q III � Q II: Thisim plication isim m ediate.Asany statescan betransm itted,this

certainly includesthe caseofa pairofm axim ally entangled states.

6 D iscussion

Therehavebeen anum berofresultsanalyzingm ultiterm inalcodingproblem sin quantum Shannon

theory.Foran i.i.d.classical-quantum sourceX B ,Devetak and W inter[30]haveproved aSlepian-

W olf-likecodingtheorem achievingthecq ratepair(H (X jB );H (B ))forclassicaldatacom pression

with quantum side inform ation. Such codesextractclassicalside inform ation from B n to aid in

com pressing X n:Theextraction ofsideinform ation isdonein such a way asto causea negligible

disturbance to B n. O urTheorem 1 issom ewhatofthis 
avor. There,the quantum state ofC n

is m easured to extract Alice’s classicalm essage which,in turn,is used as side inform ation for

decoding Bob’squantum inform ation. Analogousresultsto ourswere obtained by W interin his

analysis ofa m ultiple access channelwith classicalinputs and a quantum output,whereby the
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classicaldecoded m essage ofone sendercan be used asside inform ation to increase the classical

capacity ofanothersender.

W e further m ention the obviousconnection between our coding theorem s and the subject of

channelcodeswith sideinform ation availabletothereceiver.Them oredi�cultproblem ofclassical

and quantum capacitieswhen sideinform ation isavailableatthe encoder isanalyzed by Devetak

and Yard in [40],constituting quantum generalizationsofresultsobtained by G elfand and Pinsker

[31]forclassicalchannelswith sideinform ation.

In an earlierdraftofthispaper,we characterized Q (N )asthe closure ofa regularized union

ofrectangles

0 � R �
1

k
Ic(A iC

k)

0 � S �
1

k
Ic(B iC

k):

This solution had been conjectured on the basis ofa duality between classicalSlepian-W olfdis-

tributed source coding and classicalm ultiple-access channels [28,22],as wellas on a purported

no-go theorem fordistributed data com pression ofso-called irreducible pure state ensem blesthat

appeared in an early version of[32]. After the earlier preprint was available,Andreas W inter

announced [33]recentprogresswith Jonathan O ppenheim and M ichalHorodecki[34]on thequan-

tum Slepian-W olfproblem ,o�ering a characterization identicalin functionalform to the classical

one,while also supplying an interpretation ofnegative rates and apparently evading the no-go

theorem .M otivated by the earlierm entioned duality,he inform ed usthatthe qq capacity region

could also becharacterized in directanalogy to theclassicalcase.Subsequently,wefound thatwe

could m odify ourpreviouscoding theorem to achieve the new region,provided thatthe ratesare

nonnegative.Afterthose eventsunfolded,the authorsof[32]found an errorin the proofoftheir

no-go theorem ,leading to a revised version consistentwith the newerdevelopm ents. O urearlier

characterization ofQ (N ),whilecorrect,iscontained in therateregion ofTheorem 2 forany �nite

k,frequently strictly so. The newertheorem ,therefore,givesa m ore accurate approxim ation to

therateregion for�nitek.In fact,forany statearising from thechannelwhich doesnotsaturate

thestrong subadditivity inequality [35],thecorresponding pentagon and rectangleregionsaredis-

tinct.Anotherbene�cialfeatureofthenew characterization isthatitispossibleto show thatthe

m axim um sum ratebound R + S � m axIc(AB iC )isadditive,wherethem axim ization isoverall

statesofthe form (8),forany channelwhich isdegradable in the senseof[37].

M orerecently,wediscovered thatthesam etechniqueused to provethenew characterization of

Q (N )im pliesa new cq coding theorem ,and thusa new characterization ofCQ (N ).By techniques

nearly identicalto those em ployed in the coding theorem forTheorem 2,itispossible to achieve

thecq ratepair

(r;S)=
�
I(X ;B C );Ic(B iC )

�

corresponding to Bob’squantum inform ation being used asside inform ation fordecoding Alice’s

classicalm essage. This is accom plished by having Charlie isom etrically decode Bob’s quantum

inform ation,then coherently decode to produce an e�ective channelN 1:A
0 ! B C so thatAlice

can transm itclassically ata higherrate.The new characterization isthen a regularized union of

pentagons,consisting ofpairsofnonnegativerates(r;S)satisfying

r � I(X ;B C )

S � Ic(B iC X )

r+ S � I(X ;C )+ Ic(B iC X )= I(X ;B C )+ Ic(B iC ):

Surprisingly,itisthuspossibleto characterizeeach ofCQ (N )and Q (N )in term sofpentagons,in

analogytotheoriginalclassicalresult.Thissituation m akesapparentthedangersofbeingsatis�ed
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with regularized expressionsforcapacity regions.W ithoutbeing ableto provesingle-letterization

stepsin the converses,itishard to di�erentiate which characterization isthe \right" one. W hile

it is intuitively satisfying to see analogous form ulae appear in both the classicaland quantum

theories,the regularized nature ofthe quantum resultsblursthe sim ilarity.Indeed,the problem s

with single-letterization forsingle-userchannelsappearto be am pli�ed when analyzing quantum

networks(see e.g.[36]).Perhapsthisindicatesthatthe necessity ofunderstanding the capacities

ofsingle-user channels at a levelbeyond regularized optim izations is even m ore pressing than

previously thought. W e should m ention that for the erasure channelanalyzed in the Appendix,

the newer description ofCQ (N ) is notan issue,asthe new cornerpointis contained in the old

rectangleforany statearising from any num berofparallelinstancesofthe erasurechannel.

Considerthefullsim ultaneousclassical-quantum region S(N )fortwosenders,whereeach sends

classicaland quantum inform ation atthe sam e tim e. A form aloperationalde�nition ofS(N )is

found in [38,39]. This region can be characterized in a way that generalizesTheorem s 1 and 2

asthe regularization ofthe region S(1)(N ),de�ned asthe vectorsofnonnegativerates(r;s;R;S)

satisfying

r � I(X ;C jY )

s � I(Y ;C jX )

r+ s � I(X Y ;C )

R � Ic(A iB C X Y )

S � Ic(B iAC X Y )

R + S � Ic(AB iC X Y )

forsom estateofthe form

�
X Y A B C =

X

x;y

p(x)p(y)jxihxj
X

 jyihyj

Y

 N ( A A

0

x 
 �
B B

0

y );

arising from theaction ofN on theA 0and B 0partsofsom epurestateensem blesfp(x);j xi
A A

0

g,

fp(y);j�yi
B B

0

g.Brie
y,achievability ofthisregion isobtained asfollows.Using techniquesintro-

duced in [37],each sender \shapes" their quantum inform ation into HSW codewords. Decoding

isaccom plished by �rstdecoding allofthe classicalinform ation,then using thatinform ation as

sideinform ation fora quantum decoder.A form alproofoftheachievability ofthisregion isto be

found in [38].Characterizationsfrom [5],2 [37],and ofourTheorem s1 and 2 follow ascorollaries

ofthe corresponding capacity theorem . Indeed,the six two-dim ensional\shadows" ofthe above

region,obtained by setting pairs ofrates equalto zero,reproduce those aforem entioned results.

Thischaracterization,however,only utilizestherectangledescription ofCQ (N ).Itisindeed pos-

sible to write a m ore accurate regularized description ofS(N ) which generalizes the pentagon

characterizationsofCQ (N )and Q (N ),although wewillnotpursuethatatthistim e.
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2rather,the regularized optim ization ofthe cq resultfrom [5]over pairsofinputensem bles
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7 A ppendix

7.1 Proofofadditivity ofCQ for quantum erasure m ultiple access chan-

nel

Due to the regularized form ofour Theorem s 1 and 2,the possibility ofactually com puting the

capacity regions seem s generally out ofreach. Here we give som e exam ples ofchannels whose

capacityregiondoesin factadm itasingle-lettercharacterization,in thesensethatnoregularization

isnecessary.

O ur�rstexam ple isa m ultiple accesserasurechannelN :A 0B 0! C ,where jA 0j= 2;jB 0j= d

and jC j= d+ 1:Alice willsend classicalinform ation while Bob willsend quantum .Fixing bases

fj0iA
0

;j1iA
0

g;fj1iB
0

;:::jdiB
0

g;fj0iC ;:::;jdiC g;the channelhasd+ 1 operation elem ents

N 0 =

dX

j= 1

j0iC h0j
A

0

hjj
B

0

N i = jii
C
h1j

A
0

hij
B

0

; i= 1;:::d:

Theaction ofthechannelcan beinterpreted asfollows.First,a projectivem easurem entofAlice’s

inputalong fj0i;j1ig isperform ed. Ifthe resultis0,Charlie’soutputisprepared in a pure state

j0i.O therwise,Bob’sinputistransferred perfectly totherem ainingdegreesoffreedom in Charlie’s

output.Bob’sinputis\erased",orotherwise ejected into the environm ent,wheneverAlice sends

j0i,and isperfectly preserved when shesendsj1i.Indeed,theaction ofN on �A
0


 �B
0

isgiven by

N (� 
 �)= �00j0ih0j+ �11�:

In the sense of(7),any state 
X B C
k

which arisesfrom N 
 k can be speci�ed by �xing som e

purestateensem ble fp(x);j�xi
A

0k

g and a purebipartite statej	iB B
0k

.W e thuswrite


 =
X

x

p(x)jxihxj
X

 (1B 
 N


 k)(�x 
 	):

Fora binary string yk,letjykiA
0k

= jy1i
A

0

� � � jyki
A

0

be the associated com putationalbasisstate.

W riting p(ykjx)= jhykj�xij
2 de�nesthe random variableY k,which iscorrelated with X ,and can

beinterpreted astheerasurepattern associated with thestate
.W enextde�neanotherstateof

theform (7),


0X Y
k
B C

k

=
X

x;yk

p(x)p(ykjx)jxihxj
X

 jy

k
ihy

k
j
Y

k


 N

 k(jykihykj
 �);

for

j�iB B
0k

=
X

jk

jj
k
i
B
jj1i

B
0

1 � � � jjki
B

0

n ;

wherethe sum m ation isoverd-ary stringsoflength k,jk = (j1;:::;jk):Finally,for

qi = PrfYi = 0g;

q =
1

k

kX

i= 1

qi;

j’i
B C =

1
p
d

dX

j= 1

jji
B
jji

C
;
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de�nea third state

!
U B C = qj0ih0j

U

 �

B
d 
 j0ih0j

C
+ (1� q)j1ih1j

U

 ’

B C
:

Theabovestatescan easily be seen to satisfy the following chain ofinequalities

I(X ;C k)
 = I(X ;C k)
 0

= I(X ;Y k)
 0

� H (Y k)
 0

�

kX

i= 1

H (Yi)
 0

=

kX

i= 1

H (qi)

� kH (q)

= kH (U )!

= kI(U ;C )!:

The only nontrivialstep aboveisthatwe haveused the concavity ofthe binary entropy function

in the lastinequality.Furtherm ore,itisnothard to seethat

Ic(B iC
k
X )
 � Ic(B iC

k
X Y

k)
 0

= Ic(B iC
k
Y
k)
 0

= kIc(B iC U )!:

Thus,we have shown thatfor any state 
X B C
k

arising from N 
 k in the sense of(7),there isa

state !U B C arising from N in the sam e sense,allowing the m ulti-letterinform ation quantitiesto

be bounded by single-letterinform ation quantities;i.e.CQ (N )= CQ (1)(N ).

AsitisclearthatI(U ;C )! = H (q),wefocuson calculating

Ic(B iC U )! = q

�

H (j0ih0j
C
)� H (�Bd 
 j0ih0j

C
)

�

+ (1� q)

�

H (�Cd )� H (’B C )

�

= q(0� logd)+ (1� q)(logd� 0)

= (1� 2q)logd:

Note that the above quantity is a weighted average ofa positive and a negative coherent infor-

m ation. It is perhaps tem pting to interpret these term s as follows. The positive term can be

considered asresulting from a preservation ofquantum inform ation,while the negative term can

be seen as signifying a com plete loss ofquantum inform ation to the environm ent. The overall

coherentinform ation ispositiveonly when q< 1

2
,a resultwhich isin agreem entwith theresultof

Bennettetal.[41]on the quantum capacity ofa binary erasurechannel. Varying 0 � q � 1

2
;the

ratepairs

(r;S) =
�
I(U ;C );Ic(B iC U )

�

!

=
�
H (q);(1� 2q)logd

�

can be seen to param eterize the outerboundary ofCQ (N ),asispictured in �gure 1 forthe case

d = 2:

As an aside,we rem ark that this calculation,together with the quantum channelcapacity

theorem from [19],givesadirectderivation ofthequantum capacity ofaquantum erasurechannel,

withoutrelying on theno-cloning and hashing argum entsused in [41].
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7.2 Proofofconvexity ofCQ and Q

LetN :A 0B 0! C be a quantum m ultiple accesschannel.W e willprovethatQ (N )isconvex,as

theproofforCQ isidentical.Letk0 and k1 bepositiveintegers,and �x any two statesoftheform

(8),�
A 0B 0C

k0

0
and �

A 1B 1C
k1

1
:Then (R 0;S0);(R 1;S1)2 Q (N ),wherefori2 f0;1g,

R i =
1

ki
Ic(A iiC

ki)�i

Si =
1

ki
Ic(B iiC

ki)�i:

W e willnow show thatforany rational0 � � � 1,�(R 0;S0)+ (1� �)(R 1;S1)2 Q (N ):W e �rst

write � = �

�
;for integers satisfying � > 0;� � � � 0. Setting p0 = �k1;p1 = (� � �)k0;and

k = p0k0+ p1k1,de�nethecom positesystem sA = A
p0
0
A
p1
1
and B = B

p0
0
B
p1
1
,aswellasthedensity

m atrix �A B C
k

= �

 p0
0


 �

 p1
1

;which is also ofthe form (8). Additivity ofcoherentinform ation

acrossproductstatesand som esim ple algebra gives

1

k
Ic(A iC

k)� =
p0

k
Ic(A 0 iC

k0)�0 +
p1

k
Ic(A 1 iC

k1)�1

=
p0k0R 0 + p1k1R 1

p0k0 + p1k1

= �R 0 + (1� �)R 1:

An identicalcalculation showsthat 1

k
Ic(B iC k)� = �S0 + (1� �)S1:AsQ (N )wasde�ned asthe

topologicalclosureofratepairscorrespondingtostateswhich appropriatelyarisefrom thechannel,

theresultfollowsbecausethesetofpreviously considered �’scom prisesa densesubsetoftheunit

interval.

7.3 Proofofcardinality bound on X .

Begin by �xing a �nitesetX ,a labelled collection ofpurestatesfj�xi
A

0

gx2X ,and a purebipartite

statej	iB B
0

:Foreach x,thesede�nethestates�B C
x = N (�x 
 	)and ! C

x = TrB �x.Assum efor

now thatjA 0j� jC j.De�ne a m apping f:X ! R
jC j

2
+ 1,via

f:x 7! fx � (!x;H (!x);Ic(B iC )�x );

whereweareconsidering !x to besynonom ouswith itsjC j
2� 1 dim ensionalparam eterization.By

linearity,thisextendsto a m ap from probability m assfunctionson X to RjC j
2
+ 1;where

f:p(x)7!
X

x

p(x)fx � (!p;H (C jX )p;Ic(B iC X )p);

O uruse ofthe subscriptp should be clearfrom the context. The use ofCaratheodory’stheorem

for bounding the support sizes ofauxilliary random variables in inform ation theory (see [28]) is

well-known. Perhaps less fam iliar is the observation [42,43]that a better bound can often be

obtained by use ofa related theorem by Fencheland Eggleston [44],which statesthatifS � R
n

isthe union ofatm ostn connected subsets,and ify iscontained in the convex hullofS,then y

isalso contained in the convex hullofatm ostn pointsin S.Asthe m ap f islinear,itm apsthe

sim plex ofdistributionson X into a singleconnected subsetofRjC j
2
+ 1.Thus,forany distribution

p(x),thereisanotherdistribution p0(x)which putspositiveprobability on atm ostjC j2 + 1 states,

while satisfying f(p)= f(p0):Ifitisinstead the case thatjA 0j< jC j;thisbound can be reduced

to jAj2 + 1 by replacing the �rst com ponents ofthe m ap f with a param eterization of�A
0

x ,as

speci�cation ofa density m atrix on A 0 isenough to com pletely describe the resulting state on C .

Itisthereforesu�cientto considerjX j� m infjA 0j;jC jg2 + 1 in com puting CQ (1)(N ).
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