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Recovering quantum information from a noisy quantum system is one of the central challenges
in quantum information science and fundamental physics. The key to this goal is explicitly con-
structing a decoder. In this paper, we provide two explicit decoding quantum circuits that are
both capable of recovering quantum information when a decoupling condition is satisfied, i.e., when
quantum information is in principle recoverable. The decoders are constructed by using the fixed-
point amplitude amplification algorithm based on the quantum singular value transformation, which
significantly extends an approach by Yoshida and Kitaev in a specific noise model to general situ-
ations. We also show that the proposed decoding circuits reduce the computational cost compared
to a previously known explicit decoder. Our constructions not only show an intriguing intersection
between decoders and quantum algorithms but also reveal the power of an algorithmic approach to

recovering quantum information.

I. INTRODUCTION

Recovering quantum information from a noisy sys-
tem is crucial for transmitting quantum information over
noisy quantum channels. A standard technique is to use
quantum error correction, in which quantum informa-
tion is encoded before the system experiences noise and
is decoded afterward. Recovery of quantum information
is also of significant importance in fundamental physics
to understanding complicated quantum many-body phe-
nomena. By analyzing the recovery of quantum informa-
tion, various novel insights into the black hole informa-
tion paradox [1-3], the AdS/CFT correspondence [, 5],
topological orders [6—8], and quantum chaos [9-11], have
been obtained.

The recovery of quantum information is commonly in-
vestigated by the decoupling approach [12—14]. Decou-
pling refers to the situation, where the environmental
system of the noisy channel is decoupled from the ref-
erence system that keeps track of the quantum informa-
tion, and is necessary and sufficient for the quantum in-
formation to be recoverable. While decoupling provides
a useful theoretical approach to the problem of informa-
tion recovery without referring to the recovery process,
from a practical viewpoint, it is important to explicitly
construct a recovery protocol, or a decoder. An explicit
decoder also advances the understanding of the recovery
process of quantum information.

Only a handful of results about explicit constructions
of a decoder are known so far [15-17]. A standard ex-
plicit decoder is the Petz recovery map [18, 19]. While
the map was originally introduced in a different context,
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it is known that the map is applicable to recovering quan-
tum information, resulting in a close-to-optimal recovery
error [15]. However, a quantum circuit for implement-
ing the Petz recovery map requires high computational
complexity [20]. Hence, simplifications of the Petz re-
covery map, focusing on its use as a decoder, have been
studied [21, 22].

Another explicit decoder is the Yoshida-Kitaev (YK)
decoder [16], which is capable of decoding the so-called
Hayden-Preskill (HP) protocol [1]. The HP protocol is a
toy model of the qubit-erasure noise with a specific uni-
tary encoding, and has a good interpretation in the black
hole information paradox. The YK decoder can decode
the HP protocol, and its quantum circuit is explicitly
given. The decoder is also of interest from an algorithmic
perspective: first a recovery protocol with post-selection
by measurement is considered, and then a decoder is con-
structed by replacing the measurement with a non-trivial
use of the amplitude amplification (AA) algorithm [23—

|, which is for amplifying the success probability. The
YK decoder, however, strongly relies on the specific set-
ting of the HP protocol. It is highly non-trivial if such
a two-step construction of a decoder using a AA-type
algorithm can be extended to more general situations.

In this paper, we explore the use of the AA-type al-
gorithms for recovering quantum information and pro-
vide two explicit decoding quantum circuits. One is
a generalization of the YK decoder, in which we cru-
cially modify the decoder by replacing the AA algorithm
with the fixed-point amplitude amplification (FPAA) al-
gorithm based on the quantum singular value transfor-
mation (QSVT) [26-28]. Due to the flexibility of the
QSVT-based FPAA algorithm, the issues that arise with
the AA algorithm can be circumvented, and the gener-
alized YK decoder is applicable to general encoding and
noisy channels. The other is a simplification of the Petz


mailto:takeru-utsumi@g.ecc.u-tokyo.ac.jp
mailto:yoshifumi.nakata@yukawa.kyoto-u.ac.jp

recovery map, which we call a Petz-like decoder. Simi-
larly to the generalized YK decoder, the simplification is
achieved by using the QSVT-based FPAA algorithm, and
the Petz-like decoder is also applicable to any situation.

We show that both decoders have high recovery per-
formance in the sense that they succeed in recovering
quantum information if the decoupling condition is satis-
fied. As the decoupling is a necessary and sufficient con-
dition for the information recovery, this immediately im-
plies that quantum information can be recovered by the
proposed decoders whenever it is in principle recoverable.
Important applications of the decoders are to the inde-
pendent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) asymptotic
setting. In the i.i.d. setting, both decoders with suit-
ably chosen encoders achieve the quantum capacity [29-

]. This is also true when the sender and the receiver
share entanglement in advance. This situation is called
an entanglement-assisted setting. The proposed decoders
with suitable encoders achieve the entanglement-assisted
quantum capacity [32-34] as well.

Taking advantage of our explicit constructions, we also
investigate the circuit complexity of the generalized YK
and the Petz-like decoders. While the complexity de-
pends on various factors, the dominant factor is in gen-
eral the complexity for implementing the QSVT-based
FPAA algorithm. We provide a simple criterion for the
generalized YK decoder to have smaller complexity than
the Petz-like decoder. The criterion is in terms of the
number of qubits of the encoded quantum information,
the amount of pre-shared entanglement, the number of
output qubits of the noisy channel, and also the num-
ber of Kraus operators of the channel. It turns out that
the generalized YK decoder typically has less complexity
when more entanglement is shared in advance. We ad-
ditionally compare the complexity with the algorithmic
implementation of the original Petz recovery map and
show that the proposed decoders have smaller complex-
ity in a large parameter region.

This paper is organized as follows. We start with pre-
liminaries in II. Our main results are summarized in III.
The proofs of our results are provided in IV. We con-
clude with a summary and outlooks in V, and provide a
derivation of a technical statement in Appendix A.

II. PRELIMINARIES

We here introduce our notation and our setting. We
then briefly overview an implicit decoder commonly used
in the decoupling approach. We also provide quick
overviews of the Petz recovery map and the YK decoder.

A. Notation

Throughout this paper, we denote by S(H) a set of all
quantum states on a Hilbert space H. While we usually

denote a pure state by |¢), the corresponding density op-
erator is sometimes described as ¢, namely, ¢ = |©){¢p].
We use a superscript to represent a system on which op-
erators and maps are defined. For instance, an operator
on a system AB and a superoperator from A to B are de-
noted by A8 and TA78, respectively. The superscript
is omitted when it is clear from the context. A reduced
density operator on A of 48 is described as ¢4, i.e.,
04 = Trg B, where Trp is the partial trace over B.

For an operator M, we denote the complex conjugate
and the transpose in a given basis by M* and M, re-
spectively, and denote the Hermitian conjugate by MT.
The identity operation is denoted by I and id for opera-
tors and superoperators, respectively. We often omit the
identity operators and superoperators for simplicity.

A Hilbert space, such as HA or HA, is isomorphic to
HA4: it has the same dimension, and we fix the same
basis as H*. This applies not only to the system A, but
also to any systems, such as HB" and HC. We write the
dimension of a Hilbert space H as d, and for instance,
denote by d4 the dimension of H4.

We omit the symbol of the tensor product between
vectors and denote it as |p) ® [¥) = |p)|1), for simplic-
ity, when it is clear from the context. We denote by |®)
a maximally entangled state (MES) defined in the or-
thonormal computational basis. For instance, the MES
between A and A is

~ dA ~
B4 = = 30 1)

where {|i)}; is the computational basis in A and A, re-
spectively. Note that a MES in an arbitrary basis can be
transformed into the MES in the computational basis by
applying an appropriate unitary to one of the local sys-
tems. We also denote the completely mixed state (CMS)
by 7, such as 74 =14 /d 4.

The circuit complexity of 7 is denoted by C(7). It is
the minimum total number of one- and two-qubit unitary
gates required to perform 7 with ancillae polynomial in
qubits.

For a matrix M, the trace norm is defined by ||M||; ==
Tr [ MtM ] The trace norm has the contraction prop-
erty such that for 42 € S(HAB) and Y48 € S(HAP),

llo? =94 <l — AP (2)

The fidelity between ¢ € S(H) and ¢ € S(H) is defined

as Fp,v) = Hﬁﬁ“f The fidelity is rephrased using
the purified states of ¢ and ¥ as

F(p*, o) = max (o[ V)P (3)

where the maximization is taken over all isometries
VB=C Here, we supposed dc > dp without loss of gen-
erality. This is called the Uhlmann’s theorem [35]. The
trace norm and the fidelity are related by the Fuchs-van
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FIG. 1. A diagram of our setting. Time flows from left to right. The boxes represent quantum channels. The purpose of the
sender and the receiver is to transmit quantum information via noisy channel A’~P, which is equivalent to preserving the
maximally entangled state between A and R. They may share (log dp)-ebit entanglement in advance, which is used during the

encoding and decoding operations.

de Graaf inequalities [36, 37]

- VFG ) < slo—olh < VI—F@d). ()

We use the quantum collision entropy. For ¢4 € S(H4)
it is given by

Hy(A), = —log Tr[(¢)?].
This satisfies 0 < Hz(A), < da.

()

B. Our setting

We consider the following setting. Suppose that a
sender aims to transmit (logda)-qubit quantum infor-
mation using a given noisy channel N~ and possibly
a pre-shared entanglement |®)58’| where B and B’ are
with the sender and receiver, respectively. When they
share no entanglement, we set dg = 1. The sender en-
codes the system A with B using an encoding channel
EAB=C  The qubits in C are then transmitted to the
receiver through the noisy channel N¢~P. The receiver
obtains the output system D of the noisy channel and
applies a recovery channel, i.e., a decoder DP B'=R onto
the system DB’. For simplicity, we denote by FAB—D
the composite channel N¢7Po £4B=C  The main con-
cern in this paper is to explicitly construct a decoder
DPB' =R for a given channel FAB~P We assume that
the descriptions of the encoding map £ and the noisy
channel A/ are known, so that the decoder can depend
on their details.

Following the convention, we introduce a reference sys-
tem R isomorphic to A with dg = d4, and prepare the
systems A and R to be in a MES |®)4%. We denote by

wBPB’ the state just before the decoder is applied:

WRDB’ — ]_~AB—>D((PAR ® @BB’)'

(6)

See also Fig. 1. The recovery error of quantum informa-
tion by a decoder PPB'—E’ in this protocol is defined
as [38]

]_ ’ ’ ’ ’
A(D| F) = || @ = DPE2E(WEPT) . (7)

C. Decoupling and the Uhlmann decoder

A standard approach to evaluating the recovery error
is to estimate how much quantum information is leaked
to an “environment” of the noisy channel. This is specif-
ically quantified by the degree of decoupling.

We denote by VAB?ED a Stinespring isometry of the
channel FAB—=D — \fC—=D, ¢AB=C by an environment
E. That is, the channel FAB=P is represented as

]_—AB%D( . ) =Trp [V-;__LXB%ED( . )(Vj:_ﬁlB%ED)T } ) (8)
For cgnvenience, we also introduce a purified state of
wiPB in Eq. (6) as
REDB’ — VJ,‘__“B‘)ED|(I)>AR‘Q)>BB/.

9)

jw)
The following is called the decoupling approach.

Proposition 1 (Decoupling approach [12-11]). Suppose
|w)BEDB" s o pure state. If there exists a state T7F such
that [|wBF — 7B @ 7F||; <€, then there exists a CPTP

’ ’ .
DB SR that satisfies

map D

(10)

Uhlmann

1 ! ’ / ’
5H (I)RR _ DDB —R (wRDB ) ||1 < \/g

The proof of this proposition follows from Egs. (2), (3),
and (4). See, e.g., [12-14]. We refer to the decoder



DUhlmann as the Uhlmann decoder. The condition that
there exists 72 such that

HwRE — 7R ®TEH1 <, (11)

is known as a decoupling condition. While the decoupling
approach implicitly indicates the existence of a decoder
when the decoupling condition is satisfied, it does not
provide an explicit procedure to construct a decoder. For
this reason, all the details about decoders, such as the
computational cost for the construction, are open.

The decoupling approach is particularly strong in the
study of the maximum possible rate for transmitting
quantum information. Let N be the number of uses of
a noisy channel N9~ to transmit quantum informa-
tion. The transmission rate for a fixed N is defined by
Ry = %log d4. An asymptotically-achievable rate is
then defined by R = limy_, Ry under the assumption
that there exists a sequence of pairs of an encoder and
a decoder such that the recovery error tends to zero as
N — oo. The supremum of asymptotically-achievable
rates for the channel is called the quantum capacity
Q(N). Tt is known by the technique of the random encod-
ing that if R < Q(N), there exists an isometric encoder
that asymptotically achieves decoupling, i.e., € — 0 [39].
Hence, the recovery error of the Uhlmann decoder also
asymptotically tends to zero. That is, the Uhlmann de-
coder with suitably chosen encoders achieves the quan-
tum capacity.

D. Petz recovery map

One of the explicit decoders we use is the Petz recovery
map [18, 19], which has been a useful tool in quantum
information theory and has been intensely studied [33,

]. The Petz recovery map is developed from a quantum
analog of Bayes theorem based on the idea that there can
be a reverse channel that recovers an effect of noise. The
general form of the Petz recovery map is determined by
a map 7 and a reference state o, and given by

PEZA()
= (oM (T2 B ([T (M) 2 ()T (04)]72) (o) 2,
(12)

where (T47B)! is the adjoint map of T47E with
respect to the Hilbert-Schmidt inner product. The Petz
recovery map is composed of three CP maps:

(1) = (T2, (14)
(1) = (@) 2(-)(0?)z. (15)

It achieves the perfect recovery for the reference state o4,
ie., PERA(TA7B(o4)) = 0.
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FIG. 2. A diagram of the Petz recovery map applied to our
setting. The dash-dotted box corresponds to the Petz recov-

ery map Pr g given in Eq. (19). The boxes of (u.)B/D)_l/2 and
(r®)1/2 represent that (-) — (wB'P)=1/2(.)(wB'P)~1/2 and
() — (7TRI)1/2( . )(7rR/)1/27 respectively. The double vertical lines
represent that the qubits of that system are traced out.

For the recovery error of the Petz recovery map, the
following is known, stating that, if there exists a decoder
that recovers information with a small error, the Petz
recovery map also recovers it with a small error.

Proposition 2 (Barnum-Knill’s theorem [15]). For any
state p? and any channel TA7B, it holds that

F( pAR7 PpB’F)A ° TA—>B(pAR) )
Z [m,,%XF(pAR,RB%A OTA—)B(IDAR))]Q, (16)
where p™ = |p){(p|*® is a purified state of pA. The
mazximum is taken over all quantum channels RE~4.

To apply the Petz recovery map to our setting, let F
be the system such that ABF = ED, and a unitary U]I_i
be defined by

VAPZED = UL|0)F, (17)

where L = ABF = ED. Using this unitary, Eq. (8) is
rephrased as

FAPZP() = Tep [UE (- @ [0)(01")(UA)T].  (18)

We use GAZPE' (1) .= FAB=D( . @ ®BB') and fix the
reference state to be the CMS 74. The explicit form of
the Petz recovery map in our setting is then given by

PEQB'%R' (wRDB')
_ dE(TrR,)l/2<(P‘BB/ <O|13‘(UFE)T [(wDB')71/2wRDB’
(WDB')71/2 ® (I)EE’] Uﬁ |(I)>BB’|O>F(7TR’)1/27
(19)

where L is equal to R'BF = ED. Sce also the diagram
in Fig. 2.



By combining Proposition 2 with Proposition 1 and
the Fuchs-van de Graaf inequalities, we derive the fol-
lowing statement, which relates the recovery error of the
Petz recovery map PB?HR/ against FAB=D to the de-

coupling condition: if there exists a state 7 such that
|wBE — 7B @ 77|, <e, then the recovery error of the
Petz recovery map in the above setting is given by

A(Prg|F) <264, (20)

As discussed in IIC, the decoupling is asymptotically
achieved by an appropriately chosen encoder. Since the
upper bound on the recovery error of P, g tends to zero
with such an encoder, hence, the Petz recovery map also
archives the quantum capacity.

An algorithmic implementation of the Petz recovery
map using the QSVT is provided in [20]. Using the algo-
rithm, one can obtain an explicit decoder. However, its
circuit complexity is generally inefficient.

E. Yoshida-Kitaev decoder in the Hayden-Preskill
protocol

The YK decoder [16] was proposed for recovering quan-
tum information in the toy model of the black hole infor-
mation paradox, i.e., the HP protocol [I]. The HP pro-
tocol formulates the information paradox based on the
qubit-erasure noise with a restriction that the encoding
operation is given by a unitary dynamics of a black hole,
typically assumed to be sufficiently random. More specif-
ically, the encoder £ and the noisy channel A in Fig. 1
are given by a random unitary and the partial trace over
a subsystem E of C, respectively, where AB = C. It is
further assumed that the receiver, i.e., the person who
applies a decoder, knows what unitary was applied and
which qubits were traced over.

The YK decoder provides an explicit algorithm for de-
coding the HP protocol, and is based on the idea of “emu-
lating” the inverse dynamics of the encoding unitary and
the erasure noise in the receiver’s local system. The re-
ceiver then measures the output of the erasure noise and
the corresponding “emulated” output in the maximally-
entangled basis. If a desired outcome were obtained, the
emulated output becomes as if it were in the quantum
state same as the state of the actual input of noise. In
this case, the effect of the erasure noise is canceled by
the emulated inverse in the local system, and the receiver
succeeds in recovering quantum information. While this
protocol does not succeed with certainty as it requires
post-selection, the probability of obtaining the desired
outcome can be amplified by a non-trivial use of the AA
algorithm, completing the construction of the YK de-
coder.

Although the YK decoder provides an insight that the
two-step approach, i.e., the approach of considering the
protocol with post-selection and combining it with the
AA algorithm, may be useful for constructing a decoder,
the reason for the decoder to work strongly relies on the

specific properties of the HP protocol. In particular, it is
crucial that, when the decoupling condition is met, the
unitary encoding and the erasure noise make the eigen-
values of the quantum state on the reference R and the
environment E of the noise completely uniform, namely,
WwlF ~ 7 @ 7F. Without this uniform property, the
AA algorithm in the YK decoder does not work. Since
the uniform condition is not satisfied for general encod-
ing operations and noises, extending the YK decoder to
a general situation is highly non-trivial. We comment on
this point in more detail in the proof of our main result
in IVA2.

III. MAIN RESULTS

In this section, we summarize our results. We provide
explicit quantum circuit constructions of two decoders
and evaluate their performance. One is the generalized
Yoshida-Kitaev decoder presented in III A, and the other
is the Petz-like decoder given in III B. We investigate the
complexity of the decoders in IIT C and IITD.

Both decoders are constructed by the two-step ap-
proach similar to the YK decoder: we first consider a
protocol with post-selection and then transform the pro-
tocol into the one without post-selection. Unlike the YK
decoder, however, we use the QSVT-based FPAA algo-
rithm [26-28] instead of the standard AA algorithm. The
QSVT-based FPAA algorithm is a slight extension of the
standard FPAA algorithm [41-43] and is crucial for cir-
cumventing the issues arisen when the standard AA al-
gorithm is used.

A. Generalized Yoshida-Kitaev decoder

We below propose a generalization of the YK decoder.
In ITTA 1, we investigate a decoding protocol with post-
selection that works for general encoding maps and noisy
channels. We then show in III A 2 that the protocol can
be transformed into a decoder using the QSVT-based
FPAA algorithm.

1. Decoding protocol with post-selection

The decoding protocol with post-selection consists of
the following three steps. See Fig. 3 as well.

1. The receiver prepares ancilla qubits in the system
A’R', and then generates a MES ®4'%' which is a
copy of the MES ®A~R,

2. The receiver applies an isometry (Vj_—“lB/_’E/D /)*

onto A’B’, where VAB7ED ig a Stinespring isome-

try of FAB=P_ The complex conjugate is taken in
the computational basis.
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FIG. 3. A diagram of the protocol with post-selection for the
generalized YK decoder. The double vertical lines represent
that the qubits of that system are traced out. The dash-
dotted box corresponds to the isometry map YB'oD'E'R g0
fined in Eq. (21).

3. The receiver performs a binary measurement
M = {|®)(@|PP' 12D~ [9)([PP'} on DD
When the former result of the measurement M is
obtained, this protocol succeeds.

In this protocol, all the systems with a prime, i.e., A’, B’
R, D', and E’, in addition to the output system D of
the channel F are in the hands of the receiver. Hence,
the above protocol can be executed by the receiver.

The Stinespring dilation V}‘-43 ~CD in the step 2 is not
uniquely determined from a given channel FAB=P: the
dilation has a freedom of applying additional isometries
on the environment F. However, the protocol works for
any choice of VJ{—_“BHCD . Hence, the receiver can choose
arbitrary Stinespring dilation of the channel FAB—=D,

For future use, we denote the operation up to the step
2 of the above protocol by an isometry map yB'—=D'E'R’,
That is,

VB’%D’E’R'( )

(21)

— (Vj:él’B/—)E'D’)*( . ®(I)A’R’)(V]1__4’B’—>E’D')T.

We denote by psuce and (guee the success probability and
the output state with the success in the step 3, respec-
tively. The reduced state on RR’ of (syee is given by

1 ! ’ ! !/ ’ ’
|(I)><(I)|DD yB'=D'E'R (wRDB )}
(22)

RR’
succ

succ

’
A =Trpprp [

succ

In IV A 1, we compute pgyce and the fidelity between
and R’ and then obtain

psucc -

d
_ 722—1‘12(1’315%7 (23)

P(CA, @RR) — of(MEL—E) ()

ucc?
A

This implies that if w*® decouples as W ~ 78® w¥, the
fidelity after post-selection becomes F( (EE <I>RR') ~ 1.

Namely, the recovery of the MES is succeeded if the mea-
surement is successful under the decoupling is satisfied.

2. Construction of the generalized YK decoder

We now explain how the above decoding protocol with
post-selection can be transformed into a decoder without
post-selection by the QSVT-based FPAA algorithm. The
QSVT is a quantum algorithm described by a unitary
Gt with parameters ¢ = (¢1,P2,...,¢:) € (—m, m]*
and t € N. It is to apply a polynomial transformation
to the singular values of a linear operator embedded in
a submatrix of the unitary [26—28]. The polynomial is
determined by the phase sequence ¢, and the integer ¢
which corresponds to the degree of the polynomial. The
key point of the QSVT-based FPAA algorithm is that,
by choosing an appropriate ¢ and ¢ for approximating
the sign function, we amplify the success probability of
the measurement M in the step 3 to nearly unity.

To elucidate the structure of the unitary Gy 4 in our
setting, we introduce two projectors:

HlD’E'R' — (Vﬁ'B'%E'D’)*
(17 @ @) (B[4 ) (VA P 2F T (25)
PP = |o) (@77, (26)

and unitaries:
Wi (0) = ?m=T) (27)

where m = 1,2 and 6 € (—m,7]. Let WLP"'™ be a
unitary given by

th?d)D’E’R’
(t-1)/2
= Wale)PP" T Wileey)P F " Walgo;—1)PP".
= (28)
The unitary GEQ?'E'R'H is then defined by
G5¢D’E’R’H o th?¢D'E’R’ @ 4 (47 o)

+ WPEER @ |-y (—|H,

where H is a single-qubit auxiliary system.

When we construct the generalized YK decoder, the
measurement step 3 in the previous protocol is replaced
with the application of G 4 as follows.

3’. The receiver prepares an auxiliary single-qubit
state |0} in a system H, and then applies a unitary
G?D/E/R,H, with appropriate ¢ and ¢ to approxi-
mate the sign function.

All together, the decoder is given by DEleR/ as

DL ()

= Trppy g i [fo’E/R’H (VB’—>D’E/R'( ) (30)

® |0) (0] ) (GPP R
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FIG. 4. A diagram of the generalized YK decoder. Open circles imply that the gates are controlled by |0}, while closed circles
indicate the ones controlled by |1). The gate H is the single-qubit Hadamard gate. The red dashed and green dotted boxes
correspond to the generalized YK decoder Dy 4 defined in Eq. (30), and the unitary G¢,¢ by the QSVT-based FPAA algorithm

given in Eq. (29), respectively.

where V2 7P E' R 5 defined in Eq. (21). See Fig. 4 as
well.

The following theorem holds.

Theorem 3 (Performance of the generalized YK de-
coder). For a given channel FAB=D et FAB=E pe g
complementary channel of FAB7P | whE be given by

wRE — ]}AB—>E<®AR ® 71—B)’ (31)
and Amin (WFF) be the non-zero minimum eigenvalue of
wRE . Suppose that there exists a state tF such that
|wBE — 7 @ 7| < e. For any d € (0,1], there exist
t € Nand ¢ = (¢1,02,...,¢) € (—m, 7] such that the
recovery error A( Dy | F ) of the generalized YK decoder
Dﬁf'%R' is given by

A(Dyy | F) < Ve+ Va3, (32)
where t is an odd integer satisfying
t= @( __d log(1 /5)). (33)
d B Amin (WTE)
The circuit complexity of the decoder DEf'”R' is
C(Dey) = O(1(CUF) +log(dds/ds))),  (34)

and the number of ancilla qubits is O(log(d},dg/dg)).
Here, C(Ur) is a circuit complexity of a unitary UL such
that UE|0Y is a Stinespring isometry of FAB=D  and
L=ABF =ED.

Theorem 3 shows in Eq. (32) that the recovery error is
dependent on € and . While € is an upper bound on the

degree of decoupling and depends only on the channel F,
0 can be chosen arbitrarily small. One may hence think
that the limit § — 0 should be taken. This is true if
the recovery error is the only concern. However, there
is a trade-off relation between the recovery error and the
circuit complexity. The parameter ¢ is to characterize the
trade-off. In fact, Egs. (33) and (34) show that the circuit
complexity of the generalized YK decoder depends on §,
such as log(1/d). Hence, the complexity increases if one
wishes to achieve small errors. This trade-off is naturally
expected due to the nature of the AA-type algorithm.
Note that the dependence of the complexity on 1/0 is
only logarithmic, and so, exponentially small ¢ is feasible.

One needs to know the value of each ¢; for j =
1,2,...,t to implement the generalized YK decoder,
which requires additional computational cost, apart from
the circuit complexity. However, the computational cost
for this is not high since the values are independent of
F and there exist classical algorithms to compute such
¢; in running time O(poly(t)) [11-15].

As FAB=D — Nf€—=Dg g¢AB=C Theorem 3 states that
when the encoding map & is appropriately chosen against
a given noise A, or equivalently when the encoder & is
chosen to satisfy the decoupling condition with small er-
ror, then the generalized YK decoder achieves a small
error in recovering quantum information. As explained
in ITC, if the rate is below the quantum capacity, there
exists such a good encoder that achieves the decoupling
condition with a vanishing € in the i.i.d. asymptotic limit.
Hence, by setting ¢ in Theorem 3 to the values vanishing
in the i.i.d. asymptotic limit, the generalized YK de-
coder can be used as a decoder that achieves the quan-
tum capacity, which can be entanglement-non-assisted or
-assisted. In this sense, the generalized YK decoder is a



capacity-achieving decoder.

We make a couple of comments on the complexity
C(Dt7¢). First, as the number ¢ depends on Ay, (W),
the receiver needs to know that value. When the de-
coupling condition is satisfied with small €, the minimum
eigenvalue Amin (W) & Ain (77) /d 4, where Ayin (77) is
minimum eigenvalue of the state 77 in the environment.
Since the number t is proportional to [Amin(77)]~/2,
the larger Apin(7%) is, the smaller the complexity be-
comes. In the case that 7F is a pure state, for in-
stance, Amin(7¥) = 1. We then have a minimal com-

plexity with ¢ = ©(y/dadp/dp log(1/6)). On the other
hand, when 7% is the CMS, A\puin(7¥) = 1/dg and then
t= @(«/dAdDdE/dB log(l/é)) = @(dA\/ﬁ log(l/é)).

From these observations and Eqs. (33) and (34), the
number ¢ is dominant in the complexity unless C(Ux) is
exponentially large. The number ¢ arises from the QSVT-
based FPAA algorithm and is known to be an optimal
order [27, 42, 19]. Hence, the quantum circuit imple-
mentation for the generalized YK decoder given in Fig. 4
cannot be significantly improved. Note that, while ¢ is
independent of the choice of the dilation of FAB=P  the
whole complexity is dependent on the choice due to the
factor C(Ur) + log(d%dg/dp) in Eq. (34). Hence, using
the unitary U% which minimizes C(Ux) + log(d%,dg/dg)
results in the smallest complexity.

Another important factor to be noted in the complex-
ity is v/dp/dp, where dp is the dimension of the output
of the noisy channel NP and dp is that of the pre-
shared entanglement. In the simplest case, where the
encoding map is given by a unitary on AB that is set to
the same size as the input system C' of the noisy channel
NP we have \/dp/dg = \/dadp/dc. In this case,
the complexity depends on d4 and the ratio dp/d¢ be-
tween the dimensions of the input C' and the output D
of the noisy channel. If the encoding is non-unitary, this
is not the case, and one may expect that the complex-
ity could be decreased by increasing dg. This might be
done by, e.g., factitiously adding more entanglement at
the outset, and by discarding it in the encoding process.
This trick, however, does not change the total complex-
ity due to the other factor [Amin (WBE)]~1/2. As |w)REDB’
is pure, Amin (W) = Amin(WPB"), where Amin (wPB)
non-zero minimum eigenvalue of w?B ". This implies that,
even if we factitiously add extra entanglement of dimen-
sion dexira for increasing dp, the value of Apin(w?” B/)
changes by factor 1/dextra, which cancels the increase of
dp in the complexity.

is

B. Petz-like decoder

Using a similar technique, we can construct another
decoder, which is thought of as a simplification of the
Petz recovery map. We call this decoder the Petz-like
decoder [50]. We first introduce a decoding protocol with
post-selection in IIIB 1. Combining it with the QSVT-
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FIG. 5. A diagram of the protocol with post-selection for
the Petz-like decoder. The dash-dotted box represents the
isometry map V in Eq. (35).

based FPAA algorithm, we explicitly construct the Petz-
like decoder in 111 B 2.

1. Decoding protocol with post-selection

The decoding protocol with post-selection is as follows.
See Fig. 5 as well. Similarly to the generalized YK de-
coder, we denote a Stinespring isometry of FAB=>P by
UEL|0)F as given in Eqgs. (17) and (18). Note that the
protocol works for any choice of Ur.

1. The receiver prepares ancilla qubits in the system
EF’, and then generates a MES ®EF'

2. The receiver applies the unitary (U;)T, where L =
R'FB=ED.

3. the receiver performs a binary measurement M =
{10){0]F @ |@)(®|EF", IFBE — 0) (0| @ |®) (0[PP}
on FEB’ . When the former result of the measure-
ment M is obtained, this protocol succeeds.

In this protocol, all the systems with a prime or a hat,
and the channel output D, are in the hands of the re-
ceiver. Below, we denote by VP —E'R'FB 4y isometry
map of the operation up to the step 2. That is

]}D_>E’R/FB( )= (U]L_-)T( . @ ®EE ) U%. (35)

Conditioned by the success of the measurement M,
the reduced state on the system RR’ is given by
s / 1 n DR/
B = Ty g | =——(0)(0]F @ [@)(@|P)
Psucc (36)
f/DHE'FR’B‘(wRDB')]
where pgucc is the success probability of /\;l, and wRPB' —
FAB=D (AR BB 1t is straightforward to show that

d
ﬁsucc = fQ_Hz(RE)wa (37)
~ ! ! ]_
R



See Sec. III B 1 for the details.

As mentioned before, Uk £ is not uniquely determined
from FAB=D, Although this decoding protocol works
for any choice of Uz, the decoding performance depends
on the choice, which is unlike the generalized YK de-
coder. In fact, the success probability psycc is inverse-
proportional to dg, which implies that it succeeds with
higher probability if a smaller environment of the channel
FAB=D ig chosen. On the other hand, the fidelity is the
same as the generalized YK decoder. It is mdependent of
the choice of Uz, and we have F( (RR GRR' ) ~ 1 when

QUCC U
the decoupling is satisfied as w™F ~ 7 @ w¥.

2. Construction of the Petz-like decoder

We now use the QSVT-based FPAA algorithm to am-
plify the success probability of the measurement M. To
describe the corresponding unitary Gy 4, let us define two
projectors as

0P RPE = Uhi(je)@P? o 1P UL, (39)

555" = |0)(0]F @ |2)(@|PF". (40)
By replacing I1,,, in the definition of W,,,(0) (m = 1,2) in
Eq. (27) and the following the constructions by (28) and
(29), with II; and ITy, we define the unitary C?E/R'FBB,H
The Petz-like decoder DD B'=R g given by changing
the step 3 in the protocol w1th post-selection to the fol-
lowing. See Fig. 6 as well.
3’. The receiver prepares an auxiliary state |0) in the
system H and applies the unitary GE;RIFBB/H.

With this modification, the Petz-like decoder is explicitly
given as
DDB *}R/( )
— Ty GE R'FBB’ H(VD—>E/R’I%B( ) (41)

® ‘0> <0|H) (GE(;R’FBB/H)T] )

E'FBB'H [

The number ¢ € N and the phases ¢ € (—m, 7|t are
chosen such that the QSVT realizes an approximation of
the sign function.

The following theorem provides the performance of the
Petz-like decoder.

Theorem 4 (Performance of the Petz-like decoder). For
a given channel FAB=D et FAB=E be o complementary
channel of FABD | WwRE pe

wRE — ﬁAB%E(@AR ® TI'B), (42>
and )\min(wRE) be the non-zero minimum eigenvalue of
whE  Suppose that there exists a state +E such that
|wBE — 7B @ 7|, < e. For any 6 € (0,1], there ex-
istt € N and ¢ = (¢1,¢2,...,¢) € (—m,7]" such that

R ...........................
. F !

@) 1) i i
A D : : U;L-‘ : - _":
B<‘ £ 2 Grp HI;
P I i
4 . _ n
S I !
L'Dt,(ﬁ .................... =

FIG. 6. A diagram of the Petz-like decoder Dy 4, which is
given in Eq. (41), corresponds to the dash-dotted box. Note
that C;‘w, consists of repeated applications of unitaries, which
is similar to Fig. 4.

the recovery error A(Dyy|F) of the Petz-like decoder
@Pf’—ﬂ%/ is given by

A(Dyg| F) < Ve+ V25, (43)

where t is an odd integer t satisfying

t= @( #’?wm) 1og(1/5)>. (44)

The circuit complexity of the decoder ﬁth/*R' 1

C(Dry) = O(t(C(UF) +logldpdt/da))),  (45)

and the number of ancilla qubits is O(log(dpd/da)).
Here, C(Ux) is a circuit complexity of a unitary UL such
that UL|0)F" is the Stinespring isometry of FAB=P and
L=ABF =FED.

Theorem 4 has many similarities to Theorem 3 for the
generalized YK decoder, such as that the recovery er-
ror depends on the degree e of the decoupling as well as
the parameter § that characterizes the trade-off relation
between the recovery error and the circuit complexity of
the decoder. Also, from the upper bound on the recovery
error in Eq. (43), we observe that the Petz-like decoder
achieves quantum capacity in the asymptotic i.i.d. limit
if the encoder and J are suitably chosen.

On the other hand, the complexity of the Petz-like de-
coder differs from that of the generalized YK decoder.
The number ¢, as well as the remaining part in C(D, ),
explicitly depends on dg. This implies that the com-
plexity depends on the choice of the dilation of FAB=D,
which reflects the aforementioned fact that the success
probability of the protocol with post-selection is depen-
dent on dg. Hence, it is desirable to use a dilated unitary
U} with a small environment E.

In the next section, we compare the complexities of
decoders and clarify the cases in which one decoder has
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TABLE I. A table of notation that we use in III C. Instead of the dimensions, we use the numbers of qubits in the systems.

k The number of logical qubits in A: k =logda.

Nin The number of input qubits of the channel N: ni, = logdc.

Nout | The number of output qubits of the channel N: nowt = logdp

e The number of ebits shared by the sender and the receiver in advance: e = logdg

smaller complexity than the other. As explained, our de-
coder has a better circuit complexity than the algorith-
mic implementation of the original Petz recovery map
[20], if § is appropriately chosen. This is because we are
interested in applying the Petz recovery map to decod-
ing quantum information. When this is the case, it is not
necessary to exactly implement the Petz recovery map.

C. Comparision of the circuit complexities

We compare the circuit complexities of the generalized
YK decoder, the Petz-like decoder, and the algorithmic
implementation of the original Petz recovery map [20]. In
the comparison, we use the number of qubits in each sys-
tem instead of the dimensions. Specifically, we denote the
number of qubits in A, B, C, D, and E by k, e, niy, Nout,
and k, respectively. See Table I as well. Note that & is
the logarithm of the number of the Kraus operators of the
channel FAB=P ie. k = logdg = log(#Kraus ops.).
This number depends on how the channel is dilated. As
we are interested in minimizing the complexity, we take
the minimum possible number of Kraus operators in the
comparison below.

We here compare the complexity of the generalized YK
decoder and that of the Petz-like decoder. As explained
in Sec. IIT A 2, the number ¢ is the significant factor in the
complexity. We denote the numbers ¢ for the generalized
YK decoder and for the Petz-like decoder by t,yk and
tp1, respectively. That is,

tovi = @([26—%u~ Amin(@E)] 7 log(1 /5)), (46)

tp1 = O([2 A ()] log(1/0) ). (47)

See Eq. (33) and Eq. (44). Comparing tgvk and tpi, we
find that

teyk < tpi (48)
— k—e < K—nout- (49)

The left-hand side of Eq. (49) is given by the number
k of qubits that the sender intends to transmit and the
number e of pre-shared ebits. On the other hand, the
right-hand side depends on the quantities x and nqy,¢ that

The number of qubits in the environment F,

which is equal to the logarithm of #Kraus ops.: k = logdg = log(#Kraus ops.).

are the properties of the channel FAZ=P_ To better un-
derstand the condition (49), we below consider a couple
of explicit instances, in which we assume an isometric
encoder for convenience. In these cases, k corresponds
to the number of Kraus operators of the noisy channel
NC—>D_

For a given noisy channel NP the right-hand side
of Eq. (49) is fixed as a property of the noise. Hence,
the number of logical qubits, k, and that of pre-shared
entanglement, e, determines which decoder has smaller
complexity. In general, the generalized YK decoder has
an advantage when e is large, and as e becomes smaller,
the advantage shifts to the Petz-like decoder. To ob-
serve this more concretely, we note that 0 < e < ny, — k.
When the sender and the receiver pre-share the maximal
number of entanglement, i.e., e = n;, — k, Eq. (49) is
rephrased as k < %(nin — Nout — k). In particular, if the
input and the output systems of the channel N¢—P are
identical, i.e., nj, = Nout, it reduces to k < %n. In this
case, unless the number of logical qubits exceeds half of
the number of the Kraus operators of the noisy channel,
the generalized YK decoder has smaller complexity than
the Petz-like decoder. In contrast, when no entangle-
ment is shared in advance and e = 0, Eq. (49) reduces
to k < Kk — noyut- Although whether this holds or not
depends on details, there exist cases where the inequal-
ity is violated, such as the amplitude damping noise on
each qubit independently. For such noises or the choice
of large k, the Petz-like decoder has smaller complexity
than the generalized YK decoder.

We may also use the fact that k should necessarily
satisfy k < ny, for the recovery to be possible. This leads
to a trivial inequality k& + nous — & < Nin + Nous — K-
Furthermore, x always satisfies k < nj, + Noug, Since K
is the logarithm of the number of Kraus operators. If a
given noisy channel A has the property that x = n;, +
Nout, it follows that

k+now —k <0<e, (50)

for any e. Hence, for the noise with the maximum pos-
sible number of Kraus operators, the generalized YK de-
coder has smaller complexity than the Petz-like decoder
no matter how much entanglement is pre-shared.

We next compare the complexity of the Petz-like de-
coder with an algorithmic implementation of the original



Petz recovery map provided in [20]. The following Corol-
lary can be derived by applying this algorithmic imple-
mentation to our setting.

Corollary 5 (Algorithmic implementation of the Petz
recovery map [20]). Let ng,_’R/ be the decoder based on
the Petz recovery map defined in Eq. (19). There exists
a quantum algorithm realizing the map 757?,5/_*1%/, which
satisfies

||75DB'AR’

g =P Mo <e, (51)

with a circuit complexity

5 C(U.)
C(’Pﬂ"g) — O(tpetZ(C(U]—') + logdBdE + m
dE dE
X log? +dA10gdAlOg m)),
(52)
where tpet, 1S an integer satisfying
dg
tpety = O — |, 53
Pet ( )\min(wRE) ) ( )
and C(Uy,) is a circuit complezity of a unitary UEB'P
such that, for any system P,
wPP = Tep[UDPPI0) (0[PP P WUDP . (54)

From Egs. (20) and (51), the recovery error of Py g is
bounded as

A(Prg|F) <26V +¢, (55)

when there exists 77 such that [|wf¢ — 7F @ 7F(; <e.

We clarify the condition that the Petz-like decoder has
smaller complexity than the algorithmic implementation
of the Petz recovery map. First, when C(Ux) is larger
than other terms, Eqgs. (45) and (52) approximately re-
duce to

C(Dry) = O(tpC(UF)), (56)
C(ﬁﬂ,g) ~ O(tPetz C(U]-') )7 (57)

respectively. When this is the case, we only
need to compare tp; with ¢ pet,, which satisfies ¢p; =

@(% tpetz). Hence, as far as

§ = Q27 Vi), (58)

the Petz-like decoder has smaller complexity than the
algorithmic implementation of the original Petz recovery
map. Note that § is also related to the recovery error
of the Petz-like decoder, as in Eq. (43). However, the
choice of ¢ such as Eq. (58) is sufficiently small and can
be negligible in the recovery error.

The advantage of the Petz-like decoder remains even
when C(Uy) is not dominant. To see this, suppose that
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¢ in Eq. (52) is e = O(v/§ ) with sufficiently small §. The
complexity of the algorithmic implementation of the Petz
recovery map reduces to

C (ﬁﬂ,g) ~0 (t Petz log(l/é)p(ﬂy(nln7 Nout k)

p01Y(nina Tout s k) k
x ( o 2 ) (59)

=0 (t Pl poly(nin, Nout k)

k/2 pOIY(ninanoumk) k
x 2%/ ( R 2 ) . (60)

Here, we used in the second equation that tp; =

9(10%‘5) tpetz) and assumed that C(U%) is polynomial

in qubits, which further implies that C(UP5'P) is polyno-
mial. On the other hand, the complexity of the Petz-like
decoder in this case is

C(@mb) = O(tpl poly (nin, Nout, k) ) (61)

Since this corresponds to the first line of Eq. (60), the
Petz-like decoder has smaller circuit complexity than the
algorithmic implementation of the Petz recovery map.

D. Application to concrete noisy models

We consider several noises for demonstration. We in-
vestigate the noises that independently act on each qubit,
such as the independent Pauli noise, the independent am-
plitude damping noise, and the qubit-erasure noise. If the
input system C of the noisy channel NP is equal to
the output system D of it, we denote by S the system
as S = C = D, and by n the number of these qubits as
N = Nin = Nout-

e Independent Pauli noise

The first example is the independent Pauli noise. A
Stinespring isometry of the single-qubit Pauli noise is
given by

3
VTP = bilen)® @of, (62)
i=0

where Z?:opi =1 and (¢7) = (I¥, X%, Y5, Z%). Since
the number of qubits of the system S is n, and the loga-
rithm of the number of the Kraus operators k = 2n, we
can rephrase Eqs. (48) and (49) as

n—k—e>0 (63)
<~ t gYK < tp. (64)
Since k+e < n is always satisfied, the generalized YK de-

coder has smaller complexity than the Petz-like decoder
for the independent Pauli noise.
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TABLE II. The circuit complexity of our decoders to particular noise models. We denote min;{p;} by pmin. The constant = is
assumed to be 1/2 or less. We have assumed a unitary encoding, so k + e = ni,. The part poly(---) comes from the term of
unitary dilation of the noise, and from the term logarithmic in dimensions in Eqgs. (34) and (45).

Generalized YK decoder C(Dt,qa)

Petz-like decoder C (f)t@)

Pauli noise

[(2*/p72) log(1/8)] poly(n, k)

[(2/p1/2)" 1og(1/8)] poly(n, k)

Amplitude damping noise

[2%(2/7)"/? log(1/8)] poly (n, k)

[(4/7)"/*1og(1/8)] poly(n, k)

Erasure noise

e Independent amplitude damping noise

The second example is the amplitude damping noise for
{|0)%,|1)®}, which independently acts on each qubit.
The single-qubit noise is represented by an isometry

VTP = A le)” ®10)(1]°
+len)® @ (1000 + /1 =~ [1)(1]%),
where v € [0,1]. As n =k, Egs. (48) and (49) become

(65)

e—k >0 (66)
— teyxk < tpl (67)

Hence, when the number of pre-shared entanglement e is
more than the number of the logical qubits k, the gener-
alized YK decoder has smaller complexity than the Petz-
like decoder.

e Qubit-erasure noise

The third example is the qubit-erasure noise, which
erases k qubits out of n;, input qubits. The erased qubits
are randomly chosen, but it is assumed that the receiver
knows which qubits were erased. In this case, it holds
that ni, = nous + £. Thus, Egs. (48) and (49) become

Nin — 2Nout — k +€ > 0 (68)
<~ tg‘YK < tpi. (69)
Especially, when there is no pre-shared entangle-

ment, e = 0 and the encoding rate k/nj, is given
by k/nin = nout/nin — 1/2, which is the value near
the quantum capacity, Eq. (68) does not hold, and
the Petz-like decoder has smaller complexity than the
generalized YK decoder. On the other hand, when the
maximal amount of entanglement is pre-shared, i.e.,
€ = Nin — k, Eq. (68) is rephrased as k < ni, — Nous = K-
Hence, if more than k£ qubits are erased by the noise, the
generalized YK decoder has smaller complexity than the
Petz-like decoder.

In Table II, we explicitly provide the circuit complexi-
ties of our decoders against these noise models. For sim-
plicity, the values in Table II are restricted to those for a
unitary encoder by a polynomial-sized quantum circuit.

[2¥ log(1/6)] poly (nin, Nout, k)

[2"‘" ~Tout 10g(1/5)] poly (Min, Mout, k)

Moreover, we assume the decoupling W ~ 7t @ w¥,
which leads to

Amirl(wRE) ~ )\min (WE)/dAa (70)

where Apin(w®) is the non-zero minimum eigenvalue of
wB = NC—=E(0).
From these results, we find that, when pn;, =

. %11112 3{pi} or v is larger, the complexities becomes
1= biat bl

smaller. Hence, from the viewpoint of the computational
cost, both the generalized YK decoder and the Petz-like
decoder are more advantageous in moderately noisy sit-
uations.

IV. PROOFS

In this section, we provide proofs of the main results.
In IV A and IV B, we show the statements about the gen-
eralized YK decoder and the Petz-like decoder, respec-
tively.

A. Proofs: the generalized YK decoder

We first consider the decoding protocol with post-
selection, and provide the success probability and the
fidelity after the post-selection. We then prove Theo-
rem 3.

1. Success probability and fidelity in the decoding protocol
with post-selection

The input state of the decoding protocol is

When necessary, we consider the state including the en-
vironment F, namely, a purified state

|w>REDB' _ V]{_LXBHED|(I)>AR|(I)>BB" (72)

We use the following lemma. The proof of this lemma
is straightforward. See Fig. 7 for the diagram of the
statement.



Lemma 6 (Transpose of a matrix sandwiched by two
MESs). For any linear operator LAB=ED e dgdp X
dadp matrix, it holds that

<(I)|EE'(HB’E' ® LABHED) |(I)>BB’

dAdD / Y Y
_ <<I)|AA ((LA B'"—wE"'D )T ® HAD>|(P>DD
\V dpdp

(73)

Note that this is a liner operator from AE' to B'D. The
transpose is taken with respect to the basis that defines

each MES.

Using Lemma 6 for L = V3, the state (£F on the
system RR’ after the post-selection is rewritten as

CSI?J}C?C/ _ TI'E/ [<(I)|DD’(VA B'—E’ D/)
succ
(wRDB ® (I)A R )(Vjé B'—E'D )T|(I)>DD } (74>
1 / !’ ! ’ ’ ’ !
_ TI‘E/ [<(I)|DD (VﬁBHED)*|(p>AR

succ
wRDB < |A R/(VA B'—E' D/) |(I) DD

] (@
Trg [<q)|BB’(VR B—>ED) |©>E‘

1 dpdg
DPsuce dAdD
wRDB’<(I)|EE'V]{_{'B—>ED|¢)>BB’] (76)
1 d AR/ "B E
_ . dAZD <(I)|BB (V]{_% B—)ED)T
(wRDB’ ® ]IEA>V}I_:1’,’B%ED‘(I)>BB'. (77)

Here, we used Lemma 6 in the third equation. The suc-
cess probability of the measurement M is then given as

dB ol 1A 7B - 1—
TI'K(I)lBB (V]{_% BHED)

Psuce =
(wRDB’ ® HE )V]{_%/BHEAD|Q)>BB'] (78)

_ Z—ET [(HR V]{_%’BAED(WR ®(I>BB/)
(VEPZER)) WHPP o 17)] (19)
= 3—2 Tr[( I8 ® wPB'B)(wRPB & 17)] (80)
— PP ) (s1)
= %2*H2<RE>w. (82)

Since the state |w)REDE’

Tr[(wPP')?] = Tr[(whP
The fidelity after the post-selection is calculated from

is pure, we here used that
)2] — 2—H2(RE)W.
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FIG. 7. A diagram of the transpose of a matrix L sandwiched
by two MESs

RR" a5 follows:
F(CRE, o)
1 dp RR' ;5 |BB’ (y/R'B—~ED\T
= iy Tr[@" (@] PP (VA )
succ
(WRDB’ ® ]IEA‘)V]{_Q’BAEDM»BB/] (83)
_ . 1 ddg TT[V}%’BaED((I)RR’ ® (I)BB’>
succ AUD
(V}%’B—)E‘D)T(WRDB’ ® HE)] (84)
1 d [ ’ ’ I
=5 dA’dBD Tr[wFPB (WAPB @ 17)] (85)
1 dp RDB’\2
= (W) (86)
1 d /

Substituting Eq. (82), we obtain that

1 /

_ i2H2(RE)7H2(E)
da ’

where we used Hy(RDB'),, = Hy(E),, since |w)REPB" ig

pure. Thus, we obtain Egs. (23) and (24).

F(CRI M) =

(89)

2. Proof of Theorem 3

To show Theorem 3, we use the QSVT-based FPAA
algorithm instead of the measurement M. We here men-
tion that our situation differs from the common situation
for the AA algorithm since the receiver has access only
to a part of the whole system: the reference R and en-
vironment E are not with the receiver. This issue will
be circumvented by Jordan’s lemma, which we explain
below.

We denote the input state of the QSVT-based FPAA
algorithm by

RDD E'R' ._ B =D'E R/( RDB’) (90)
where VB’ 7 D'E'R’ g the isometry map such that
VB'—)D/E'R'( . )
(91)

_ (V;\'B'HE'D')*( L ® (I)A'R’)(V}/_}’B'AE’D')T'



Note that wff = wRE. Let |wo)REPDP'E'R’ be the puri-
fied state of wliPP'E'R’ given by

REDD'E'R' (VA B'>E D’) REDB'|(I)>A'R’
(92)
We first check relations between this state wg, the state
after the post-selection (gucc, and the two projectors 11y
and II,. Here, the state (suoe on REE'R’ after post-

selection is given by

|wo) |w)

=Y} 1
|Csucc>REE L —
\/Psucc

To this end, we use the following lemma.

<(I)|DD’ |wO>REDD'E’R/. (93)

Lemma 7 (Jordan’s lemma [51-53]). For any two pro-
jectors I and II' on a Hilbert space H, there exists
an orthogonal decomposition of H into one- and two-
dimensional subspaces H,. Each subspace H,, is invari-
ant under II and II'. Moreover, in each subspace, II and
II' act as rank-one projectors, such as 1|3, = [1hu) (W,
and I'|y, = 1§,)(&ul, respectively. Each subspace is
hence given by H, = span{|1,.), [£.)}.

This lemma states that, as |¢,) L [&,) for p # v,
namely, they are in different subspaces, the products of
IT and II" are given by

' = Z Q| )y, (94)
p=1
' = Z Gl §50) (Sl (95)
p=1
where g, = [(£,]¢,)]?, and we arranged them such as

q1 > q2 > ... > qr > 0. The whole Hilbert space can be
decomposed as

H = él% SHL. (96)
&

Here, the Hilbert spaces H,, = span{|¢,), |£,)} are either
common one-dimensional subspaces spanned by [1),) =
|,,) or two-dimensional subspaces. The Hilbert space H |
is the remaining orthogonal complement to the others.
We apply the Jordan’s lemma to our projectors

(V}f_l'B’ﬁE'D’)* ( HB’ ®
[@)(@[ ) (VA EELOT, (o)
|@)(2|P” @ 17 (98)

1P oUP'ER P g

o0 @ IF'R =

Then, the Hilbert space HDPD'E'R g decomposed into a
direct sum of one- and two-dimensional subspaces, each
of which is invariant under ITP "E'R' and yr ". The prod-
ucts of these projectors can be computed as

IEnIE Y d IEnIE Y
(H1H2H1)DD ER 7BW(?D E'R 5 (99)
dp
7 ! / ’ d succ / 1/2
(T T15) PP 7 = (@) ([P ()
(100)
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X 1/\/ Psucc

FIG. 8. A diagram of the state |CSHCC>REE/R/. This is sym-
metrical with respect to the red dash-dotted line, up to the
complex conjugate. Due to this symmetry, the Schmidt basis

of |<succ>REE/R/ is given by {|77H>RE‘77;*L>E n }H-

which are derived in Appendix A.

Let ¢, and [, \DD'E'R' for 1y = 1,2,...,7 be non-
Z€ero elgenvalues and the corresponding elgenstates of
(I I, 00, ) PP E'R' - yegpectively.  From Eq. (99), the
Schmidt decomposition of |wo)REPP'E'R’  divided into
RE and DD'E’'R’, is given by

’ ’ ! r dD ! ’ ’
|w0>REDD E'R" _ Z /% /—qu|nu>RE|¢H>DD E'R ,
p=1
(101)

where {|n,)®¥},, is an orthonormal basis. From Eq. (93),
the state |CSHCC>REE/R/ is then given by

’ d ’ ! o/

e Z T ) (@] g, PP
(102)

REE'R’

Tt is important to notice the symmetry of |(syec)
between RE and R'E’. From Fig. 8, we observe that
taking the complex conjugate of this state is equal to
swapping RE for R'E’. Hence, the Schmidt basis of
|CSUCC>REE,R/ in RE and that in E'R’ are the same up
to the complex conjugate. Together with Eq. (102), we
see that (®|PP" |1, )PP PR is proportional to |77;>E/R/
with a real coefficient. Moreover, substituting Eq. (102)
to Eq. (100) and noting that the eigenvalues of TI5IT; 1T,
are g, by the Jordan’s lemma, the coefficient turns out

to be ,/q,. Thus,

(PP |p) PP BT = fqalmy) P

From Egs. (102) and (103), the Schmidt decomposition
of |§SuCC>REE/R/ is given by

(103)

Ic >REER’ Z dD 4
Succ
\/phl]CC

) FE I E R (104)



Using the states {|1,)PP""'F'},, and {|77;>E/R/}M, the
products of projectors II; and Il are rephrased as

(ILILIL)P2 R = 3™ g0 (6, P25 (105)
p=1

(I ) PP PR =y “ g, ) (&n PP, (106)
pn=1

YPP'E'R = | @) PP |\ E'R' | and the Hilbert

Il o,
space HPP E'1 is decomposed into

where |¢}

DD'E'R’ " 4/DD'E'R’ DD'E'R’
7‘[ = & HH ®HL 5

p=1

(107)

DD'E'R' _
My, =

where >DD’E’R” |§Z>DD’E’R’}

span{|¢y,
and HPP 'B'R g remaining orthogonal complement to
_ HDPD'E'R
In the followmg, we focus only on the subspaces
HDD E'R" and ignore HDD E'R' " This does not
cause any issue since Egs. (99) and (100) guarantee that
all eigenstates of WwPP'E'R" and ®PP" @ (ER are in

@TlefD E'R'  As we will explain later, our goal is

to transform the eigenvectors [1,)PP PR to the corre-
sponding eigenvectors |§Z>DD/E/R’ within each subspace

HPD'E'R by the QSVT-based FPAA algorithm. Thus,
it is sufficient that we focus only on the subspaces that
contain all eigenstates.

For the sake of analysis, we define an auxiliary state
/EE/
|wiarg) R as

/ ’ dD * ’ ’
wtang) = 3 [l ) L (108)
o

This state is useful due to the following lemma.

Lemma 8. If there exists a state 7% such that ||w™F —

@ 7E||; <, it holds that

(109)

L. rr RR’

intarg - Hl < \E

This lemma is shown by a vectorization operation. A

vectorization in a given basis {|¢)}; is a linear map Vec
such that

Vec([9)(¢]) = [¥)]¢"),

where the complex conjugate is taken in the basis {|i)};,
ie., [¢*) =, cfli) when |¢) = >, ¢;]i). A vectorization
has the property that

(110)

IL = Mllz = [[Vec(L) — Vec(M)], (111)

for any matrix L and M, where || -
Schmidt norm for matrices and || -
norm for vectors.

|2 is the Hilbert-
| is the Euclidian
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Proof. (Proof of Lemma 8) Let 7, and {|eq)F}s be
eigenvalues and eigenstates of 77, respectively, and let

T)EE = Talea)Elex)E", where the complex con-
) EE = 3o VTalea)Fles)®, where th pl
jugate is taken in the computational basis |a)”

We regard the two pure states |wtarg>RR'EE' and
|®)RE' |7V EE" 45 the states after the vectorization of op-

erators on RE, which is taken in the computational basis
{|i)®|a)F}i 0. That is,

>RR'EE' o |®>RR' |T>EE' H

Il warg

= |32 2 vt ey
o

_Z 7'0¢|

/
) Elea) 1) len)”

(112)

= HVec(Z \/g\/ﬂlmtﬂmllw)

- Vec(z \/gm (17 ® |ea) (eal®) H

(113)

Using the property of the vectorization in Eq. (111).
Eq. (113) is equal to

[V i
- X SR e el (119

= [|(@EE)? — (xR e 7P) |, (115)
< wlE, - af @ 7P|}/ (116)
= |lwR? — 7% @ 7P|}/ (117)
< Ve (118)

In the first inequality we used the Powers-Stgrmer in-
equality [54, 55]: || LY? — MY/?||2 < ||L — M|, for Her-
mite operators L and M. The last equation follows as
wg‘é = wRP  and the last inequality is by assumption.
From |||v){v| — [w)(wl[[y < 2{[|lv) — |w)]| for any pure

states |v) and |w), it follows that

1” RR'EE’
targ

— R @ PE || < (/e (119)

Using the contraction property of the trace norm against
the partial trace, we complete the proof. O

We now turn to investigate the QSVT-based FPAA
algorithm. From Lemma 8, it suffices to show that the

output state ’DDB =R (y RDB' ) is closed to w,ffg This

is achieved by the operation such that |1, )PP F'R

|£Z>DD/E/R/ = \<I>>DD/\77;>E/R/ for all u. In fact, we



observe from Egs. (101) and (108) that this operation
achieves

‘wO>REDD'E'R’ REE'R'|<I)>DD

 [targ) (120)
whose reduced state on RR’ is wtar The goal below is to
show that this operation is ahieved by the QSVT-based
FPAA algoriothm with high accuracy.

Before we start, we comment on the crucial role of
the QSVT-based FPAA algorithm rather than the stan-
dard AA algorithm. As we will soon show, when the
QSVT-based FPAA algorithm or the AA algorithm is
applied, |1/1H>DD'E'Rl rotates toward |£;)DD/E/R/ in each

two-dimensional subspace H2? "E'R" Hence, the decod-
ing succeeds by stopping the rotation when all the states
|z/1#>DD/E/R/ simultaneously get close to the correspond-
ing \gﬁ)DD/E/Rl. If g,, differs from each other, this simul-
taneous condition is hard to satisfied by the standard
AA algorithm since it can over-rotate the state. This is
the reason why we need to use the QSVT-based FPAA
algorithm.

We make another small comment on the difference be-
tween the QSVT-based FPAA algorithm and the stan-
dard FPAA algorithm in [12]. When we use the standard
FPAA algorithm instead of the QSVT-based FPAA algo-
rithm, |¢H)DD/E/Rl still rotates in each subspace. How-
ever, the algorithm may end up with undesirable phases
0,,, such as |1, )PP FH ei9#|§;)DD'E/R/. In our case,
these phases act as relative phases (see Eq. (101)), and
results in the failure of the recovery. This issue is also cir-
cumvented by the QSVT-based FPAA algorithm [26, 27].

The following is an important lemma about the QSVT
in our setting.

Lemma 9 (Quantum singular value transformation to
real odd polynomials [26, 27, 47]). Suppose that Q:(x) is
any degree-t odd real polynomial satisfying |Q:(x)| < 1
for all x € [-1,1]. Then, there exists ¢ € (—m,m]* such
that

(PP’ & (0] GEP'E R H (P B'R o))

’ ’ ’ ’ (121)
- QTP ),

The unitary GEfIE,R,H is giwen by Eq. (29), and
IP'E'R and TIDP" are given by Eqs. (25) and (26), re-
spectively. The system H is a single-qubit system.

’ ’ / . . .
By the Jordan’s lemma, HPP ¢ ® is invariant un-

. 1l ’
der the action of NP E'F and TIPP".

DD'E'R'H
Gl

Hence, it suffices
to consider the action of in each subspace
HED E'R'H . span{|ih,)PP'E'R |0)H | |€Z>DD E'R|0)H Y,

We use a notation such as |@) PP F 7 H — | o) PD'E'R g\ H

for a state \@DD/E,R/ From Eq. (103), the state
|4h,,)PP'E B Hig expanded as
j \DD'E'R'H _ s\DD'E'R'H

+ /1 — qM‘LH>DD E RH7
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~ 1 ! . . 1
where | L) PP F R s a state in 7P # FH orthogonal
> i1 .
to [£5) PP F R From Lemma 9, the QSVT achieves the
. . . 'E'R!
matrix transformation in ’HE DERH guch as

(Wul (Wl
|£,i> Vi V1 du
——_— (\/7 g ) (123)
o i
f; Qt qu :
QSVT GDDERH|H“ = |L >< \F . > (124)

Here, |1/v)f;> is the state in ’HfDIE'R’H orthogonal to
|1LH>DD’E’R’H'

It is clear from this representation that, if one chooses
the polynomial Q(-) such that Q:(,/g,) ~ 1 for all py,
the desired operation that transforms |¢,) into [§}) is
realized. A possible choice of such a polynomial is a
polynomial approximating the sign function:

1 (x>1)
sign(z) =<¢ 0 (x=0) (125)
-1 (z <0).

The following lemma shows that there exists such a poly-
nomial approximating the sign function.

Lemma 10 (Polynomial approximation of the sign func-
tion [26-28, ). For any 8,5 € (0,1], there exists
an odd integer t = @(% log(1/6)) and a real polynomial

Zlgn(x) of degree t such that
Q)" (z)] < 1,

exe[-1,-B)U(B1]:[Q* (x) - sign(x)| < 6.

Given a polynomial, the corresponding ¢ can be com-
puted in O(poly(t)) time by a classical computer [44—
|, where t is the degree of the polynomial. We take
the phase sequence ¢ = (¢1,...,¢;) so that the poly-
nomial Q;(-) in Egs. (121) and (124) becomes Q;*"(-).
From Lemma 10, for Q“g“(\/@) to be larger than 1 —§

exel-1,1];

for all p = 1,...,r, it is necessary that ,/qmin > B,
where gumin = mingepi g, From wlt? = WFF and

Eq. (101), the non-zero minimum eigenvalue of w¥ is

Amin (WF) = Hence, we take the odd integer ¢
such that

d
ﬁQmin .

t= @( qlmin log(1/5)>

— @( dBAniD(wM) 1og(1/5)>. (127)

(126)



We finally combine all together. We denote the output
state of the QSVT-based FPAA algorithm by
|wt>REDD’E/R’H — GD(E/E/R'H|WO>REDD’E’R/|0>H
= Gy .
(128)
By taking ¢t and ¢ as mentioned above to approximate the

sign function, we obtain the oyerllap betlween this output
state and the state |wWearg) PEY 7 |@)PD7|0)H as

<wtarg|REE/R’ <(I)|DD’ <0‘H‘d}t>REDD,E/R/H (129)
dD s h Il ! ~ IRAIE Y
_ di QM<§;L|DD E'R HGt’¢|,(/)#>DD E'R'H (130)
B 4=
dD - sign
D> Qi (V) (131)
p=1
dp <
>(1-08) = qu (132)
B 4=
=1-34, (133)

where we use % Z;:1 qp = 1. Using the Fuchs-van de
Graaf inequities and the contraction property of the trace
norm, it follows that

1 , .
§||a;§?R —wif i < V1= (1-06)2< V25,  (134)

Note that the state @f*F is the output state of the gen-
eralized YK decoder: off = Dgfl%R/ (WHPEY). By

Lemma 8, Eq. (134), and the triangle inequality, we have
1 / /
§H@5’R — o < Ve+ V25, (135)

completing the evaluation of the recovery error by the
generalized YK decoder.

We next investigate the circuit complexity of the gen-
eralized YK decoder. Since the non-trivial part is to im-
plement the unitary G 4 by the QSVT-based FPAA al-
gorithm, we focus on C(Gy,4).

We start with a circuit implementation of W, (¢) for
m=1,2:

W, (9) — ez’f)(21‘[m —I)

_ e—i@ I— (e—ie _ eiQ)Hm.

(136)
(137)
To implement the unitary W,,(6), we use the projector-

controlled NOT gate [26, 27] that is in general defined for
a projector IT on the system P as
CoNOTH ¢ =11 @ X9 4+ (I —1IP) @19, (138)

The order of the superscripts in the left-hand side indi-
cates the controlling and controlled systems. The gate
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) =11, 11, f— W (®) [9)

& 400) —— 1)

FIG. 9. A quantum circuit for implementing a unitary
W (6)F. The box in which a projector is written implies
that this projector controls the gate. The circle drawn inside
the intersecting lines represents the NOT gate, i.e., the Pauli-
X gate.

D’ HQ H2 - |l —
E'R' H1 H1

—ak
p— 10)

a
Ay

Z(¢25) Z(—p25)

FIG. 10. A quantum circuit for implementing W1 (qbgj)D/ElR/

Wa(d2;-1) "7 @) (|7 +Wi(=2;)” ' Wa(=d25-1) " @
[-)(—|". Open circles implies that the gates are controlled
by |0), while closed circles indicate the ones controlled by [1).

X is the single-qubit Pauli-X gate. We also use a single-
qubit rotation-Z gate:

Z(8) = e"%
= e~ 10)(0] + e[ 1)(1].

(139)
(140)

It is straightforward to check that, for any state [¥),

(CuNOT™“Z(6)“CuNOT" %) (|¥)” @ [0))

. . . (141)
_ [6—19 ]IP _ (6—19 _ BZQ)HP)‘\I/>P] ® |O>G.
Hence, we can implement W,,,(6)" by preparing a single-
qubit system G and by operating a quantum circuit in
Fig. 9.

To construct a circuit for G¢ 4, we prepare another
single-qubit system H for the controlled implementation
of W,,(0)¥. For instance, a quantum circuit implement-
ing

Wi(27) 2 F R Wa(oj—1) PP @ |+)(+] 7

. , (142)

+ Wi(=2;)” P Wa(=d2;-1)"" @ | =) (",
is given in Fig. 10. By applying the circuit (t—1)/2 times
with various phases and finally applying Wy (¢, )PP '®
HH | the unitary G, is realized. Here, the gate H is
the single-qubit Hadamard gate on the system H.

In this construction, the unitary G4 is decomposed
into two unitaries Cr, NOT? #'#-¢ and € NOTPP'-C
A quantum circuit for CHINOTD/E/R/'G is given in
Fig. 11. The unitary C|0><0|NOTP‘G can be imple-
mented using O(log dp) single- and two-qubit gates and
O(logdp) ancilla qubits [55], and the unitary UZL'®



o] B -
D'E'R' 4 ==
_ uE—= Ui |
G , — 77t —
> = |Us L Up | /—
B e

N
C\u)(u\NOTF A'R'-G

FIG. 11. A quantum circuit for implementing the protector-
controlled NOT gate CHINOTD E'R-G  The dashed box rep-
resents the gete C|O><0‘NOTF,A/RI'G.

which is given by

Ug 100y = @) (143)
can be implemented using O(logds) gates. Hence, in

total, CHINOTD,E/R/'G can be implemented by
O(C(Ur) +log (dadr))

gates and O(logdadr) ancilla qubits. Similarly,
CH2NOTDD"G can be implemented using O(logdp)
gates and O(logdp) ancilla qubits.

In the unitary Gy e, these projector-controlled NOT
gates are used O(t) times. Thus, the total complexity of
the generalized YK decoder is given by

(144)

C(D14) = O(t (C(UF) + log(dadrdp)))
+C(Ur) + O(logda)
- o(t (C(UF) + log(dQDdE/dB))>,

(145)
(146)

with O(log (d%dg/dp)) ancilla qubits. Here, we used
dadpdr = dpdp. In Eq. (145), the first line in the right-
hand side comes from Gt 4 and the second line comes
from VA'B' =D’ which is applied before G 4.

B. Proofs: the Petz-like decoder

Similarly to the YK decoder, we first consider the de-
coding protocol with post-selection and then provide a
sketch of a proof of Theorem 4.

From Egs. (17), (35), and (36), the success probability
Psuce 1S computed as

- d 7D n o ’ ’
Peuce = 7A Tr [Vf B—>ED(q)BB ® ﬂ'R )

dg
(V}%’BaéD)T(wRDB/ ® HE)} (147)
_ % Tr [(WPP)?] (148)
_ %Q—HADB')W (149)
_ %Q—Hzmm, (150)
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where we used Hy(DB'), = Hy(RE), as |w)REPB" ig

pure. The fidelity between (Z% and ®F% is computed
as

F( *RR’ @RR' )

succ’
1

_ Tr [V}B’B%ED((I)RR’ ® (I)B’B’)

dEPsuce

(V]_}_%/B—>EA’D)T(WRDB' ® ]IE):I (151)

_ L2H2(RE)W Ty [WREDB’(UJRB/D 2 HE)} (152)
A

_ L omre).-m(rDB). (153)
da

_ LQHQ(RE)WHQ(E)W, (154)
da

by using Hy(RDB'), = Hs(E),, for |w>REDB/. Hence,
we obtained Egs. (37) and (38).

Let us now turn to the proof of Theorem 4. Since it
can be shown similar to Theorem 3, we provide only an
outline of the proof.

We denote the input state of the QSVT-based FPAA
algorithm by

wé%E’R’FBB/ — 1}DHE'R’I3'B(wRDB')7 (155)

where VP=E'R'FB g the isometry map such that

YOSEEEE — (R e @)U (156)

and L = R'FB = ED. Note that Off¥ = Wi, Let

|<Z)0>REE'R/I% BB e the purified state which is given by

~ \REE'R'FBB’' _ (Uﬁ)

|w0> >REDB’|CI)>EE/.

flw (157)
The state on REE'R’ after the post-selection is then
given by
e ’ ! 1 A ~ ’ N , PR ,
|Couee) T = (OfF (B|BP' i) REE R FBB'

V ﬁsucc

(158)
It is important to observe that
*REE'R’ REE'R
succ = succ ? (159)

where the right-hand side is the state after the post-
selection in the generalized YK protocol. Although it
may be hard to observe this relation from its construc-
tion in Fig. 5, it can be readily shown using Lemma 6 as
in Fig. 12. From this relation, it turns out that the state
REE'R' i5 also symmetrical between RE and E'R’ up
to the complex conjugate, and thus, the Schmidt basis
in RE and that in E'R’ are complex conjugate of each
other.

We next compute the products of projectors

and f[fBB/, which are defined in Eqgs.(39) and (40). Sim-

TE' R FB
113
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FIG. 12. The equivalence of the states CSI?JICECE "R an

succ

!
d (REE’R

19

E
s 5T 7
|<I>>C ! _>|<1>>;
B/ o 1
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! R 1

X 1/\/ Psucc

, which are obtained after the post-selection in the Petz-like

protocol and in the generalized YK protocol, respectively. We can derive this equivalence by applying Lemma 6 onto the

portion enclosed by the blue dash-dotted lines.

ilarly to Egs. (99) and (100), we obtain

da _ E R FBB’

(ﬁlﬁQﬁl)E,R/FBB, dE ) (160)
= Ty 'R ERRB d ~ 7l !
(H2H1H2)E R'FBB’ _ ( A(];;ucc s]?lclcg )1/2
210)(0]" @ |®)(®[PP". (161)
Let ¢, and |1/~)#>E/R/FBBI for p = 1,2,...,7 be

non-zero eigenvalues and corresponding eigenstates of
(H1H2H1)E/R/FBB/, respectively. From Eq. (160), the
Schmidt decomposition of |@O>REE’R’FB’B’, divided into
RE and E'R'FBB', is given by

kA
~ 'R'ERRB dE — ~ -2
|WO>REE R'FBB" _ 2 : 7 /qﬂ |77#>RE|,(/}M>E R'FBB ,
p=1
(162)

where {|n,)%¥}, is an orthonormal basis. As Of*F is

RE dadp
equal to wy T d=du-

Since the state |Couce) is defined by using |@o) as
Eq. (158), it follows that

, we have that g, =

~ ! ’
|<succ> REE'R

—Z MG, \RE (0)F (g BH ) &R PR
dApsucc

(163)

From Eq. (104) for |(suec) in the generalized YK protocol
with post-selection and Eq. (159), we have

<O|ﬁ' <®|BB' |1Z)M>E'R'FBB'
dAdDﬁsucc du

dBdEpsucc @ \/(E |n#

Here, we substituted the success probabilities pgucc and
Psuce in the generalized YK and Petz-like protocols with

E R’ E'R’

(164)

post-selection, which are given by Egs. (2
have also used g, =

3) and (37). We
dadp
dpdg In-

Applying the Jordan’s lemma (Lemma 7) to the projec-
tors IZI{E/R/FB and ﬁgBBI, the Hilbert space HE'RFBE
is decomposed into a direct sum of one- and two-
dimensional subspaces ’HE 'R'FBB' a1 the remaining or-

thogonal complement HE/R/F BB guch that

yE'RFBB _ g /Hf/R’FB’B/ @HE’R/FBB’) (165)

'R R . .
where ’HE RFBB" g given by

fo R'FBB" _ Span{wu)E R'FBB , ‘77;>E R |O>F|(I)>BB }
(166)

From Eqs (160) and (161), all eigenstates of @F & FBB’
and ¢ E are in @2217{5 R'FBB'
the following. - B
In each subspace ’HElR'FBB/, the state [¢), )" B F'BE

is decomposed as
= VG )" 10) T |@) P
+ /1 _ q’u |J~_H>E/R/FBB/,

where |1H>E/R/FBB/ is a state in HE,R/FBB/ orthogo-
nal to [1;)7 % [0)F|®)BP". By the QSVT-based FPAA
algorithm with appropriately chosen ¢ € (—m, 7]t
)R FBE s transformed to |nf) 7 7'(0)F|®)B5" in
each subspace. Hence, it approximately achieves the
transformation that

, on which we focus in

E'R'FBB’
|¥u) (167)

|wO>REE'R’F‘BB’ N |wtarg>REE’R’ |0>F |@>BB’ : (168)

where \wtarg>REE,R/ is defined as Eq. (108). Thus, by
a similar technique to the generalized YK decoder, we
obtain that the Petz-like decoder D; 4 achieves

targ || < v

*H'DDB —R ( RDB ) (169)



where t is an odd number satisfying

t@(ﬁlog(l/é)) (170)
:@< dEAniA(wRE) log(1/6)>. (171)

RR' RR' .
From Lemma 8, Wizrg ~ P when the decoupling con-

dition is satisfied. Hence, using the triangle inequality,
the recovery error by the Petz-like decoder is evaluated
as

1 ~ ’ ’ ’ ’
DT (WRPE) — ol < e+ V2. (172)

Finally, since I:I‘F/RlF B and f[ém BB’ are explicitly given
by Egs. (39) and (40), respectively, the complexity of the
Petz-like decoder can be evaluated similarly to the gen-
eralized YK decoder. The circuit complexity of Cz NOT
is

O(C(U;) +log dE), (173)
and that of Cﬁ2NOT is
(’)(log dBdF). (174)

Since they are applied O(t) times in the Petz-like de-
coder, the total complexity is given by
O(t (C(UF) +log (dEdde))), (175)

with O(log (dpdpdr)) ancilla qubits. Using dadpdp =
dgdp, Theorem 4 is obtained.

V. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOKS

In this paper, we have provided two explicit decoders
that are applicable to any encoding and noisy channels:
one is the generalized YK decoder, and the other is the
Petz-like decoder. Both are constructed by two steps:
first we consider a decoding protocol with measurement
and post-selection, and then we construct a decoder by
replacing the measurement with the QSVT-based FPAA
algorithm, which is for amplifying the success probability
of the post-selection. These decoders have been shown
to have high recovering performance in the sense that
they can recover quantum information when the recov-
ery is guaranteed to be in principle possible, which is
formulated in terms of the decoupling condition. An im-
portant implication is that the decoders with a suitable
choice of encoding are capacity-achieving.

We have then investigated the circuit complexity of
the generalized YK decoder and the Petz-like decoder.
While the complexity depends on various factors, we have
shown that the generalized YK decoder has smaller com-
plexity in general if the sender and the receiver share
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more entanglement in advance. This conclusion was ob-
tained by comparing the dominant term, i.e., the one
that comes from the implementation of the QSVT-based
FPAA algorithm.

Our approach extends the powerful use of the QSVT
to the problem of recovering quantum information, which
bridges quantum algorithms to quantum information the-
ory, and is of conceptual interest. As mentioned, this
approach was proposed in the original work by Yoshida
and Kitaev [16] with a limited use in a specific model,
where the standard AA algorithm was used. Our work
shows that, if one uses the QSVT-based FPAA algorithm
instead of the standard AA algorithm, the approach can
be extended to general situations. The constructed de-
coder is still inefficient in general, but it would be an
interesting open problem to see if an efficient decoder
can be constructed by this approach.

It may also be interesting to address the question about
whether a similar approach may work for recovering clas-
sical [59, 60] or hybrid [61-64] information. In the former,
the encoded information is classical, and the decoder is
simply given by quantum measurement. In the latter,
the information is a mixture of classical and quantum,
which can be decoded by a simultaneous use of quantum
measurement and quantum decoder. Both use quantum
measurement, and a couple of quantum measurements
are known to work well, such as the pretty-good mea-
surement [60, 65]. Our approach adapted to these set-
tings may provide a better decoder.

From a technical viewpoint, another direction is a re-
laxation of the assumptions about the knowledge of the
noisy channel [66] and the non-zero minimum eigenvalue
of the noisy state. While general decoders, as well as the
proposed decoders in this paper, are constructed based
on such knowledge, it would not be realistic to obtain
complete knowledge of the noise. If we can relax these
assumptions, the decoders become more practical ones.
An intriguing future challenge lies in understanding to
what extent we can relax those restrictions.

These decoders may also have potential use in funda-
mental physics for exploring exotic quantum many-body
phenomena that are related to the recovery of quan-
tum information. For instance, the proposed decoders
could be potentially applied to reconstructing the inter-
nal structure of a black hole from the noisy Hawking
radiation [67], and to recovering the bulk structure from
a part of boundaries, such as the entanglement wedge re-
construction [68]. This is also an intriguing direction of
study with the decoders.
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Appendix A: Derivation of Egs. (99) and (100)

In this section, we derive Eqgs. (99) and (100). The
calculations are as follows.

(HlHQHl)DD,E(R,

_ (VJI__A’B’—>E’D’>*|CI)> <(I)|A’R/(V;/B’AE/D’)T|¢>DD’

(VJ;_“B—>ED)*‘¢><®|AR(V;13—>ED)T (A1)
= ijﬁ (V]I_-A,B/AE,D/)*‘(I)>AIR’ <<I)|EE/V]1__43—>ED

| @) (@[ PE (VAP ED) @) BE (@ A (VA BB DT
(A2)

= %(V;/B/AE/D/)*(MDB/ ®¢A/R/)(Vj:4/B/_>E/D,)T
(A3)

d 1t

= iw(l)?D B'R "

where we used Lemma 6 in the second equation. Note
that wPP is given by wPP = Trp[VAE2FP (74 @
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(I)BB/)(V],?BaED)T }

The other one is calculated as

[(T1,11,11,) PP B/’ 2
= @) (@ PP (VA B ZE Dy @) (| AR

|(I>><(I)|DD (V;l B'—E'D )T(Vj__él B'—-E'D )*

@) (@4 (Vi P E T o) (9] PP (A5)
_ q)DD/ ® d73<©‘DD/(V‘7x:4/B/—>E/D/)*
(WDB’ ® (I)A’R')(V}/_l'B’HE'D’)T|¢)>DD’ (Aﬁ)
’ d 'succ 'R’
= pPD g TBDsuce (1R (A7)

dD succ *

Taking the square root of both sides concludes the deriva-
tion. Here, we also used Lemma 6 in the second equation.
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