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We propose a quantum soft-covering problem for a given general quantum channel and

one of its output states, which consists in finding the minimum rank of an input state
needed to approximate the given channel output. We then prove a one-shot quantum

covering lemma in terms of smooth min-entropies by leveraging decoupling techniques

from quantum Shannon theory. This covering result is shown to be equivalent to a coding
theorem for rate distortion under a posterior (reverse) channel distortion criterion by

two of the present authors. Both one-shot results directly yield corollaries about the
i.i.d. asymptotics, in terms of the coherent information of the channel.

The power of our quantum covering lemma is demonstrated by two additional ap-
plications: first, we formulate a quantum channel resolvability problem, and provide

one-shot as well as asymptotic upper and lower bounds. Secondly, we provide new upper
bounds on the unrestricted and simultaneous identification capacities of quantum chan-

nels, in particular separating for the first time the simultaneous identification capacity
from the unrestricted one, proving a long-standing conjecture of the last author.

1. Introduction

Covering and packing are two fundamental principles in information theory that

are essential to the design and analysis of coding systems achieving the funda-

mental limits. Naturally, these concepts are also important in the framework of

quantum information theory and have been developed in analogy with the classi-

cal case. Indeed, packing problems have been extensively studied in the quantum

information literature, mostly related to the design of classical, quantum or hybrid
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error-correcting codes.1–4 Problems of a covering nature have shown up naturally in

other contexts, most prominently in wiretap and similar cryptographic settings,5–7

but also in channel and correlation synthesis and, crucially, converse theorems to

identification coding.8–13

The origin of this line of research can be traced back to the work of Wyner

in not one but two articles,14,15 the first introducing the idea of randomizing over

a channel code to confound a wiretapper on a communication channel, the second

defining and solving the task of distributed agents generating classical i.i.d. samples

of local random variablesX and Y distributed according to a joint distribution PXY
from shared randomness; the optimal rate of initial shared randomness is now called

Wyner’s common information. In the classical setup, this has been further developed

toward the problem of distributed channel synthesis in the classical reverse Shannon

theorem,16 and the subsequent unifying work of Cuff et al.17,18

In the quantum setting, Ahlswede and Winter formulated a classical-quantum

soft-covering lemma, and showed that classical randomness at a rate of the Holevo

information (with respect to a classical-quantum ensemble) can generate the output

of a classical quantum channel.8 Evolving from earlier works,19,20 Winter10 success-

fully performed an information theoretic study of quantum measurements and for-

mulated the fundamental task of compressing or “faithfully simulating” quantum

measurements. An instrumental tool in obtaining the result was a the classical-

quantum soft-covering lemma. In both classical and quantum settings, the problem

of soft-covering has also found applications in the quantum reverse Shannon the-

orem.11 Recent contributions to the study of classical-quantum soft-covering also

include Refs. 13, 21–23. In particular Refs. 22, 23 addressed soft-covering lemmas

for pairwise independent ensembles.

In the present article, we formulate and address the problem of quantum soft-

covering in its natural generality. The task can be described in simple terms as

follows: given a quantum channel N and one of its output states N (ρ), what is

the smallest rank of a quantum state σ that reproduces or approximates the given

output state, N (σ) ≈ N (ρ)? The approximation here is quantified using the trace

distance.

To this end, we first consider the one-shot version of the problem, where we char-

acterize the minimum rank in terms of smoothed quantum entropic quantities.24

Based on the one-shot result, we then study the quantum soft-covering problem

in an asymptotic setting, where the objective is to approximate the output pro-

duced by n independent uses of the given channel, acting on a memoryless source.

We obtain a single-letter characterization of the asymptotically optimal rate of the

quantum soft-covering problem in terms of the coherent information, and then also

study the finite block length behavior to second order. More precisely, we obtain

an achievability bound for the specific portion of the performance limit that scales

proportionally as 1/
√
n. Such a study was first introduced by Strassen in 1962 for

the problem of classical communication,25 and has been the topic of interest for
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many subsequent works.26–32

In order to showcase the power of our quantum soft-covering lemma, we turn

our attention to three fundamental problems in quantum information theory. The

first is the lossy quantum source coding problem under a posterior (reverse) channel

distortion criterion formulated in Ref. 33, where a single-letter characterization of

the performance limit in terms of the coherent information was given. Using the

quantum covering results, we provide a one-shot characterization of this problem.

Moreover, using the one-shot results, we study the asymptotic regime of the lossy

source coding problem and recover the asymptotic performance limit characterized

in Ref. 33.

As the next application, we consider the quantum analogue of the channel re-

solvability problem. We formulate a quantum channel resolvability problem and

show that the quantum channel resolvability rate for an arbitrary channel is upper

bounded by its strong converse quantum transmission capacity. Using the one-shot

converse to the soft-covering problem, we provide a lower bound to the quantum

resolvability rate in terms of smooth minimum entropy. This bound also forms a

new lower bound in the classical setting, where a complete characterization of the

problem is still an open question.34 We conjecture that, in the asymptotic setting,

this lower bound is equal to the quantum transmission capacity of the channel.

As the final application, we consider the task of classical identification via quan-

tum channels, and we are able to answer some of the open questions relating to this

task, utilizing the quantum soft-covering tool. In detail, we obtain an upper bound

on the so-called simultaneous identification capacity of a general quantum channel

N , which also forms a strong converse upper bound. This bound resolves an open

question concerning the separation of the simultaneous and the unrestricted identifi-

cation capacities. Finally, for a general quantum channel, we provide another upper

bound on the unrestricted identification capacity in terms of the strong converse

quantum transmission capacity of the channel.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. We provide some necessary def-

initions and useful lemmas in Section 2. In Section 3, we formulate the quantum

soft-covering problem and provide the main results pertaining to the one-shot (The-

orem 14), asymptotic (Theorem 16) and second order characterizations (Theorem

18). In Sections 4, 5, and 6, we move on to the three information theoretic appli-

cations of the covering result: the lossy source coding problem (Theorems 25 and

26), the channel resolvability problem (Theorem 31) and identification via quan-

tum channels (Theorems 38 and 40), respectively. The proofs for the source coding

theorems are provided in the Section 7. In Section 8 we conclude.

2. Preliminaries and notations

We supplement the notations from Ref. 35 with the following. Let 11A denote the

identity operator acting on a Hilbert space A. The set of density operators on A

is denoted D(A), linear operators by L(A), and positive semi-definite operators
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by P(A). The set of sub-normalized states is denoted by D≤(A) =∆ {ρ ∈ P(A) :

Tr ρ ≤ 1}. We denote by AR the Hilbert space associated with the reference space

of A, isomorphic to A: AR ≃ A, in particular dimAR = dimA. The dimension of a

Hilbert space A is denoted |A| (recalling the cardinality of a set, and coinciding with

the cardinality of any basis of A). For a linear operator ω, let |ω| = | suppω| denote
its rank, namely the dimension of its support (usually reserved for Hermitian and

often even semidefinite operators). The fidelity between two states, ρ, σ ∈ D(A), is

defined as

F (ρ, σ) =∆ ∥√ρ
√
σ∥21 = max

ϕ,ψ
|⟨ϕ|ψ⟩|2,

where ϕ and ψ range over purifications of ρ and σ, respectively. The fidelity between

two sub-normalized states ρ, σ ∈ D≤(A) is defined as

F⋆(ρ, σ) =
∆
[
Tr
{
|√ρ

√
σ|
}
+
√

(1− Tr ρ)(1− Trσ)
]2
.

We define the purified distance as P (ρ, σ) =∆
√

1− F⋆(ρ, σ). Following the notation

of Ref. 24, for a given sub-normalized state ρ ∈ D≤(A), we use Bϵ(A; ρ) to denote

the ϵ-ball of sub-normalized states around ρ defined as

Bϵ(A; ρ) =∆ {σ ∈ D≤(A) : P (σ, ρ) ≤ ϵ},

and when clear from the context, will omit the system and use B(ρ). For a density

operator ρ ∈ D(A), the von Neumann entropy is defined as S(ρ) =∆ −Tr ρ log ρ. For

a bipartite state ρAB ∈ D(A⊗B), the conditional entropy is defined as S(A|B)ρ =
∆

S(ρAB)−S(ρB), where ρB =∆ TrA ρ
AB , and the quantum mutual information I(A :

B)ρ =∆ S(ρA) + S(ρB) − S(ρAB). For a given CPTP map N : A → B, and a state

ρ ∈ D(B), we define the set S(ρ,N ) =∆ {σ ∈ D(A) : N (σ) = ρ} and its smoothed

variant Sϵ(ρ,N ) =∆ {σ ∈ D(A) : ∥ρ − N (σ)∥1 ≤ ϵ}. For any real x, we define

x+ =∆ max(x, 0), which for a more complex argument is written as [f(x)]+.

2.1. Useful definitions

We recall the following definitions of the well-known information quantities.

Definition 1 (Coherent information). For a CPTP map N : A → B, and an

input density operator ρ ∈ D(A), the coherent information of N with respect to ρ

is defined as

Ic(ρ,N ) =∆ Ic(AR⟩B)ω =∆ −S(AR|B)ω,

where ωBAR =∆ (N ⊗ id)ϕAAR
ρ , and ϕAAR

ρ is an arbitrary purification of ρA.

Definition 2 (Holevo information). Given an ensemble {P (x),WB
x }x∈X , where

X is a finite set and WB
x ∈ D(B) are states, its Holevo information is defined as

I(X : B) =∆ S

(∑
x∈X

P (x)WB
x

)
−
∑
x∈X

P (x)S(WB
x ).
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It is the quantum mutual information of the classical-quantum state ρXB =∆∑
x P (x) |x⟩⟨x|

X ⊗WB
x .

Definition 3 (Quantum information variance). For any two density operators

ρ, σ ∈ D(A), such that suppρ ⊂ suppσ, the quantum information variance is

defined as

V (ρ∥σ) =∆ Tr
[
ρ(log ρ− log σ)2

]
−D2(ρ∥σ).

Definition 4 (Min- and max-entropy24). For ρAB ∈ D≤(A⊗B), the min- and

max-entropy of A conditioned on B of the (sub-normalized) state ρAB is defined as

Hmin(A|B)ρ =
∆ sup
σB∈D≤(B)

sup{λ ∈ R : ρAB ≤ 2−λ11A ⊗ σB},

Hmax(A|B)ρ =
∆ max
σB∈D≤(B)

logF (ρAB , 11A ⊗ σB),

respectively.

Definition 5 (Smoothed entropies24). For ρAB ∈ D≤(A ⊗ B), and ϵ ∈ (0, 1),

the ϵ-smooth min- and max-entropy of A conditioned on B of the (sub-normalized)

state ρAB is defined as

Hϵ
min(A|B)ρ =

∆ max
σ∈Bϵ(ρ)

Hmin(A|B)σ and Hϵ
max(A|B)ρ =

∆ min
σ∈Bϵ(ρ)

Hmax(A|B)σ,

respectively.

Definition 6 (Smoothed max-relative entropy29). For a given ρ ∈ D(A) and

ω ∈ P(A), and ϵ ∈ (0, 1), we define the smooth max-relative entropy as

Dϵ
max(ρ∥ω) =

∆ min
σ∈Bϵ(ρ)

inf{λ : σ ≤ 2λω}.

2.2. Useful lemmas

We need the following results that relate fidelity and trace norm.

Lemma 7 (Fuchs/van de Graaf,36 see also [35, Thm. 9.3.1]). For any two

states ρ, σ ∈ D(A), we have

1−
√
F (ρ, σ) ≤ 1

2
∥ρ− σ∥1 ≤

√
1− F (ρ, σ).

Lemma 8 (Canonical purification [33, Lemma 2], [10, Lemma 14]). For

ρ, σ ∈ D(A), the following inequality holds:

F (ψρ, ψσ) ≥
(
1− 1

2
∥ρ− σ∥1

)2

,

where |ψρ⟩ and |ψσ⟩ are the canonical purifications of ρ and σ, respectively:

|ψρ⟩ = (
√
ρ⊗ 11) |Γ⟩ ,

with the unnormalized maximally entangled vector |Γ⟩ =
∑
i |i⟩ |i⟩.
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Next we state the asymptotic equipartition property (AEP) for the max-relative

entropy.

Lemma 9 (AEP [29, Eq. (35)]). For any n ≥ 1, and ϵ ∈ (0, 1), we have

Dϵ
max(ρ

⊗n∥σ⊗n) = nD(ρ∥σ)−
√
nV (ρ∥σ)Φ−1(ϵ2) +O(log n),

where Φ(δ) denotes the cumulative distribution function of the standard normal

distribution.

We need a couple of tools from the min-entropy calculus.24

Lemma 10 (Min- vs. max-entropy [37, Lemma 5], [38, Prop. 5.5]). For

any bipartite state ρAB ∈ D(A⊗B) and ϵ+ δ < 1,

Hϵ
min(A|B)ρ ≤ Hδ

max(A|B)ρ + log
1

1− (ϵ+ δ)2
.

Lemma 11 (Dupuis 2013, cf. [39, Lemma 9]). For any bipartite state ρAB ∈
D(A⊗B) and 0 < ϵ < 1,

Hϵ
min(A|B)ρ ≥ Hδ

max(A|B)ρ,

where δ =
√
1− ϵ4.

Proof. We reproduce Frédéric Dupuis’ original proof in Appendix A. ⊓⊔

3. Quantum soft covering

We begin by formulating the quantum covering problem as follows.

Definition 12 (Quantum covering). A quantum covering setup is characterized

by a pair (ρB ,N ), where ρB ∈ D(B) is a density operator and N is a CPTP map

from A to B.

A code for quantum covering is defined as follows.

Definition 13 (Quantum covering code). For a given pair (ρB ,N ), an (n,Θ, ϵ)-

code for quantum covering is a density operator σ̂A
n

on A⊗n such that |σ̂An | = Θ,

and

1

2

∥∥∥ρB⊗n

−N⊗n(σ̂A
n

)
∥∥∥
1
≤ ϵ.

As our first main result, we characterize the smallest rank Θ for a one-shot (1,Θ, ϵ)

quantum covering code in terms of smoothed min-entropy.

Theorem 14 (One-shot quantum covering). Given a pair (ρB ,N ), and a

density operator σA ∈ S(ρB ,N ), for all δ, η ∈ (0, 1), there exists a (1,Θ, ϵ)-code for

quantum covering such that

logΘ ≤
[
−Hδ

min(AR|B)ω − 2 log η
]+
, (1)
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and ϵ ≤ 8(δ + η), where ωBAR = (N ⊗ id)ΦAAR
σ , ΦAAR

σ is a purification of σA.

Moreover, for all ϵ ∈ (0, 1), every (1,Θ, ϵ)-code satisfies

logΘ ≥ inf
σA∈Sϵ(ρB ,N )

[−Hmin(AR|B)ω]
+
. (2)

Proof. We begin with the showing the direct part, Eq. (1). We apply the general

decoupling theorem [40, Thm. 3.1] to ωBAR , a family of random unitaries U on A

forming at least a 2-design, and the fixed map M : AR → X defined by

M(α) =

ℓ∑
x=1

(TrαPx)|x⟩⟨x|,

where the |x⟩ form an orthonormal basis of X and the Px are mutually orthogonal

subspace projectors of rank r each forming a POVM,
∑
x Px = 11AR

. For this to

exist, we need rℓ = |AR|, which we can, without loss of generality, assume by

isometrically enlarging the Hilbert space. The Choi matrix µARX of this channel

has H2(AR|X)µ = log r [24, Corollary 5.10, see Eq. (5.67)], and so [40, Thm. 3.1]

(see also Ref. 41) implies

EU
1

2

∥∥∥∥(M◦ U ⊗ idB)ω
ARB − 11X

|X|
⊗ ωB

∥∥∥∥
1

≤ 2ϵ+ 2−
1
2 log r− 1

2H
δ
min(AR|B)ω ,

where U(α) = UαU† is the channel applying the unitary U , and only the second

term is smoothed, resulting in a lower factor. If we fix log r = −Hδ
min(AR|B)ω −

2 log η, the right hand side will be bounded from above by η, and allowing for

rounding to a smaller integer, we obtain the bound 2η.

In particular, in that case there exists a unitary U such that

1

2

∥∥∥∥(M◦ U ⊗ idB)ω
ARB − 11X

|X|
⊗ ωB

∥∥∥∥
1

≤ 2δ + 2η,

and to progress we expand the two matrices inside the trace norm. Namely, inserting

ωARB = (idAR
⊗N )ΦARA

σ and in particular ωB = N (σA), we get

11X
|X|

⊗ ωB =

ℓ∑
x=1

1

|X|
|x⟩⟨x|X ⊗N (σA) and

(M◦ U ⊗ idB)ω
ARB =

ℓ∑
x=1

|x⟩⟨x|X ⊗ TrAR

[
ωARB

(
U†PxU ⊗ 11B

)]
=

ℓ∑
x=1

|x⟩⟨x|X ⊗N
(
TrAR

[
ΦARA
σ

(
U†PxU ⊗ 11A

)])
=

ℓ∑
x=1

p(x)|x⟩⟨x|X ⊗N
(
σAx
)
,

where p(x)σAx = TrAR

[
ΦARA
σ

(
U†PxU ⊗ 11A

)]
, p(x) is the normalising trace (a prob-

ability) and σAx is a state of rank at most r on A.
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By tracing over B we find that the total variational distance between p and the

uniform distribution is less than 2ϵ + 2η, and hence by the triangle inequality we

find

ℓ∑
x=1

p(x)
1

2

∥∥N (σAx )−N (σA)
∥∥
1
≤ 4δ + 4η.

To conclude, there exists at least one x such that 1
2

∥∥N (σAx )−N (σA)
∥∥
1
≤ 4δ+4η,

making the statement of the theorem true letting σ̂A = σAx .

As for the converse, Eq. (2), consider a purification ΦAAR
σ of σA. Then we have

log rank ρA ≥ Hmax(AR)Φ

= −Hmin(AR|A)Φ
≥ −Hmin(AR|B)ω,

where the first line follows from the fact that Hmax(σ
A) is the Rényi- 12 entropy,

which is upper bounded by the Rényi-0 entropy; the second line is by the duality of

min- and max-entropies [24, Prop. 5.7], and the third comes from data processing.

Since the rank of a density matrix is a natural number, we also have log rankσA ≥ 0.

⊓⊔

Considering the asymptotic setting, we define achievable rate for a quantum

covering code as follows.

Definition 15 (Achievability). For a given pair (ρB ,N ), a rate R is said to be

achievable for quantum covering, if for all ϵ > 0 and all sufficiently large n, there

exists an (n,Θ, ϵ) quantum code such that 1
n logΘ ≤ R+ ϵ.

Building on Theorem 14, we now characterize the set of all achievable rates using

single-letter coherent information.

Theorem 16 (Asymptotic quantum covering). For a given pair (ρB ,N ), a

rate R is achievable for quantum covering if and only if S(ρB ,N ) is non-empty,

and

R ≥ min
σA∈S(ρB ,N )

[
Ic(σ

A,N )
]+
.

Proof. Invoking the asymptotic equipartition property for the min-entropy,24 we

immediately get the following consequence which provides the achievability. Given

a pair (ρB ,N ) and an input state σA ∈ S(ρB ,N ), we consider the i.i.d. extension

N⊗n : An → Bn. Then, using Theorem 14, we see that there exists a sequence of

states σ̂A
n

on An of rank rn such that

1

2

∥∥∥N⊗n(σ̂A
n

)−
(
ρB
)⊗n∥∥∥

1
→ 0 and

1

n
log rn → [−S(AR|B)ω]

+
,

as n→ ∞, where ωARB =∆ (id⊗N )ΦARA
σ , and ΦARA

σ is a purification of σA. ⊓⊔
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For the converse, we proceed as follows. Let R be achievable. Using the result

from Theorem 14, for any ϵ > 0, we get

nR ≥ inf
σAn∈Sϵ((ρB)⊗n,N⊗n)

−Hmin(A
n
R|Bn)υn(σAn ),

where υn(σA
n

) =∆ (id ⊗ N⊗n)Φ
An

RA
n

σ with Φ
An

RA
n

σ denoting a purification of σA
n

.

Using the fact that Hmin(A
n
R|Bn)υn(σAn ) ≤ H(AnR|Bn)υn(σAn ) [42, Lemma 2], we

get

nR ≥ inf
σAn∈D(A⊗n):∥(ρB)⊗n−N⊗n(σAn )∥1≤ϵ

−H(AnR|Bn)υn(σAn ) (3)

= inf
σAn∈D(A⊗n):∥(ρB)⊗n−N⊗n(σAn )∥1≤ϵ

H(Bn)υn(σAn ) −H(AnR, B
n)υn(σAn )

a
≥ inf
σAn∈D(A⊗n):∥(ρB)⊗n−N⊗n(σAn )∥1≤ϵ

H(Bn)(ρB)⊗n −H(AnR, B
n)υn(σAn ) − nϵ̃1

b
≥ n min

σA∈D(A):∥ρB−N (σA)∥1≤ϵ
Ic(σ

A,N )− 2nϵ̃1,

where (a) follows from the Fannes-Audenart inequality, the constraint on σA
n

and

defining ϵ̃1 =∆ ϵ log |B| + hb(ϵ), and (b) follows from employing the same reasoning

as that used in [33, Eqs. (68)-(72)]. The converse proof is completed by using the

continuity arguments provided in Ref. 33. ⊓⊔

Remark 17. The matrix tail bounds8 and their subsequent developments9,43 can

be thought of as soft-covering results for classical-quantum (cq) channels, modelled

as maps W : X → D(B) acting as X ∋ x 7→ Wx ∈ D(B). Given the channel and

a probability distribution P on the (discrete) input alphabet X , we are looking for

the minimum N such that W (P ) =
∑
x P (x)Wx is approximated by an empirical

average 1
N

∑N
i=1Wxi

. In the i.i.d. limit of channels W⊗n, the optimal rate 1
n logN

approaches I(X : B), the Holevo information of the ensemble {P (x),Wx};8 in the

one-shot setting, the role of the mutual information is taken by a suitable one-shot

information.9

The reason that there we see a mutual information and not a coherent informa-

tion appearing is that the problem statement restricts us to a sample from the given

discrete alphabet, as the input of the cq-channel is literally a classical system. To

compare to the above definitions and results, we would need to interpret W as the

CPTP map N (ρ) =
∑
x ⟨x| ρ |x⟩Wx acting on the input quantum system X = C|X |,

and identify P with the input state ρ =
∑
x P (x)|x⟩⟨x|. However, our Definitions

12 and 13, as well as Theorems 14 and 16 do not restrict the approximating input

σ to density matrices diagonal in the classical basis {|x⟩}, and that accounts for

the different rate behaviour, now governed by the coherent information.

As our next main result, we obtain a second order achievability bound. The

asymptotic result in Theorem 16 states that the rank of the smallest quantum

covering code scales exponentially with the exponent nIc(·). The objective of the
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second order analysis is to obtain a more precise estimate of the exponent by deriv-

ing the coefficient of
√
n present in the exponent. The exploration of this field was

initially introduced by Strassen in 1962, specifically addressing the classical com-

munication problem. This was later refined by other authors.26,27 In the quantum

domain, Tomamichel and Hayashi,29 and Li30 were the first to obtain tight results

concerning second order asymptotics. See also Refs. 31,32, where new proofs toward

studying the second order behaviour, inspired from Ref. 28, are given utilizing the

collision relative entropy.

Theorem 18 (Second order achievability bound). For a given (ρB ,N ) quan-

tum covering setup, and a density operator σA ∈ S(ρB ,N ), there exists an (n,Θ, ϵ)

covering code such that the rate scales as

1

n
logΘ =

[
Ic(σ

A,N )− 1√
n

√
V (σA,N )Φ−1

(
ϵ2

100

)
+O

(
log n

n

)]+
,

where

V (σA,N ) =∆ V (ρBAR∥ρB ⊗ 11AR
),

ρBAR =∆ (N ⊗ id)ΦAAR
σ , and ΦAAR

σ is a purification of σA.

Proof. Given the pair (ρB ,N ) and σA ∈ S(ρB ,N ), consider the n-letter pair

((ρB)⊗n,N⊗n), and let σA
n

=∆ (σA)⊗n. From Theorem 14, it follows that for all

δ, η ∈ (0, 1) there exists a (n,Θ, 8(δ+ η)) quantum covering code such that logΘ ≤[
−Hδ

min(A
n
R|Bn)ρBnAn

R
− 2 log η

]+
, where ρB

nAn
R =∆ (N⊗n⊗ id)Φ

AnAn
R

σ , and Φ
AnAn

R
σ

is a purification of σA
n

. We now bound logΘ as

logΘ ≤
[
−Hδ

min(A
n
R|Bn)(ρBAR )⊗n − 2 log η

]+
,

a
=

[
inf

τBn∈D(H⊗n
B )

Dδ
max((ρ

BAR)⊗n∥11An
R
⊗ τB

n

)− 2 log η

]+
≤
[
Dδ

max((ρ
BAR)⊗n∥11An

R
⊗ (ρB)⊗n)− 2 log η

]+
where (a) follows from the definition of Hδ

min [29, Def. 3]. Choosing η = δ/4 and

using Lemma 9 gives the desired result. ⊓⊔

We now move on to considering the three applications of the quantum covering

problem.

4. Lossy quantum source coding

The history of this problem dates back to the work of Barnum,44 who introduced

the idea of a local distortion criterion using entanglement fidelity and formulated a

quantum rate distortion problem. Barnum conjectured the minimal coherent infor-

mation of the quantization (forward) channel to characterize the asymptotic per-

formance limit of this problem. However, in Ref. 45 a regularised expression using
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the concept of entanglement of purification was obtained. Further notable investi-

gations for related scenarios involving additional resources have been performed in

studies subsequently.23,46–56 Recent progress was made in Ref. 33 where the use

of a posterior (reverse) channel distortion criterion to quantify distortion was pro-

posed, together with a global error criterion instead of the conventional average

distortion measure. This formulation, which was inspired by certain approximation

results in classical source and channel coding problems,57,58 provided a more op-

timistic viewpoint on the rate-distortion problem, as the formulation yielded the

single-letter minimal coherent information of the posterior reference channel as the

asymptotic performance limit. In this work, we aim to characterize the performance

limit of a one-shot formulation for the aforementioned rate distortion problem. To

begin, we establish the following notation.

For a given Hilbert space A, its reference AR, and two orthonormal basis {|i⟩}A
and {|i⟩}AR corresponding to the Hilbert spaces A and AR, respectively, we de-

fine the unnormalized maximally entangled state ΓARA as
∑
i |i⟩

AR ⊗ |i⟩A. The
transpose of a state τ ∈ L(A) is defined as τT =∆

∑
i,i′ |i⟩ ⟨i′|

AR ⟨i′| τ |i⟩A. Here,

we focus exclusively on references obtained from canonical purifications of quan-

tum states [10, Lemma 14], and for a given density operator σA ∈ D(A), define

the canonical purification |ψσ⟩ARA of σA as |ψσ⟩ARA =∆ (11AR
⊗

√
σA)ΓARA. We

use ΨARA
σ to denote the density operator corresponding to |ψσ⟩ARA. Note that

σAR =∆ TrA
(
Ψσ

ARA
)
=
(
σA
)T

. As is the convention, for two states acting on the

same Hilbert space, we use the same Γ when defining their canonical purifications.

Recalling the notion of a posterior reference map, we have the following.

Figure 1. Figure demonstrating the construction of the posterior reference map W from the isom-
etry V (the Stinespring’s dilation of NV ) and the source state ρB .

Lemma 19 (Posterior reference map33). Given a source ρB ∈ D(B) and a

channel NV : B → A, let ρA =∆ NV (ρ
B). Let V : B → A ⊗ E be a Stinespring’s

isometry corresponding to the CPTP map NV with dim(E) ≥ dim(A), such that

NV (·) = TrE{V (·)V †}. Then there exists a unique CPTP map NW : AR → BR,

with an associated isometry W : AR → BR ⊗E, which we refer to as the posterior

reference map of V with respect to ρA, satisfying

(W ⊗ 11A) |ψρ⟩ARA = (11BR
⊗ V ) |ψρ⟩BRB , (4)

where |ψρ⟩ARA and |ψρ⟩BRB are the canonical purifications of ρA and ρB, respec-
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tively, as shown in Figure 1.

The posterior reference map exhibits a interesting connection with the well-

known Petz recovery map.59 In particular, the posterior reference map with respect

to a state is equal to a transposed Petz recovery channel acting on the reference

Hilbert space of the given state as stated below.

Proposition 20 (Posterior reference map as a Petz recovery map). Given

an input state ρB and a channel NV , for an arbitrary state σAR , we have

NW (σAR) = (ρBR)1/2
(
N †
V

(
(ρA)−1/2σA(ρA)−1/2

))T
(ρBR)1/2,

where ρA = NV (ρ
B), σA = TrAR

ΨAAR
σ =

(
σAR

)T
, ρBR = TrB ΨBBR

ρ .

Proof. A proof of this statement is provided in Section 7.1. ⊓⊔

Continuing with the source coding setup, we proceed by recalling the formulation

of the problem.33

Definition 21 (Quantum source coding setup). A quantum source coding

setup is characterized by a pair (ρB ,NW ), where ρB ∈ D(B) is a density operator,

A is a reconstruction Hilbert space, and NW is a CPTP map from AR to BR, where

AR and BR are reference spaces corresponding to A and B, respectively.

Definition 22 (Lossy quantum compression protocol). For a given input

and reconstruction Hilbert spaces (B,A), an (n,Θ, ϵ) lossy quantum compression

protocol (as shown in Figure 2) consists of an encoding CPTP map E(n) : B⊗n →M

and a decoding CPTP map D(n) :M → A⊗n, such that dimM = Θ, and

1

2

∥∥∥ωBn
RA

n

− (N⊗n
W ⊗ idAn)Ψ

An
RA

n

ω

∥∥∥
1
≤ ϵ, (5)

where ωB
n
RA

n

=∆ (id ⊗ D(n))(id ⊗ E(n))(Ψ
Bn

RB
n

ρ ), and Ψ
Bn

RB
n

ρ and Ψ
An

RA
n

ω are the

canonical purifications of ρB
⊗n

and ωA
n

, respectively.

Figure 2. Illustration of Lossy Quantum Compression protocol

Definition 23 (Achievability). For a quantum source coding setup (ρB ,NW ), a

rate R is said to be achievable for lossy quantum source coding, if for all ϵ > 0 and
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all sufficiently large n, there exists an (n,Θ, ϵ) lossy quantum compression protocol

satisfying 1
n logΘ ≤ R+ ϵ.

As a first result of this section, we aim to provide a characterization to the

one-shot lossy source coding problem. To achieve this, we rely on the properties

of posterior reference maps,33 which enable us to establish the following equiva-

lence between the quantum covering problem and the lossy quantum source coding

problem.

Lemma 24 (Equivalence of quantum lossy source coding and quan-

tum covering). Consider an arbitrary state ρB ∈ D(B) and a CPTP map

NW : AR → BR. The existence of an (n,Θ, ϵ) lossy quantum compression pro-

tocol for the (ρB ,NW ) setup, with the restriction that the decoding map D(n) is

an isometry, implies that there exists an (n,Θ, ϵ) quantum covering code for the

(ρBR ,NW ) setup, where ρBR =
(
ρB
)T

. Conversely, the existence of an (n,Θ, ϵ)

quantum covering code for (ρBR ,NW ) setup implies that there exists an (n,Θ, 4
√
ϵ)

lossy quantum compression protocol for the (ρB ,NW ) setup.

Proof. A detailed proof is provided in Section 7.2. The proof involves utilizing a

quantum soft-covering code to construct an encoder for the source coding problem.

This encoder enables efficient compression of a quantum source while maintaining

the quantified level of loss. As for the other direction, we find that an encoder for

the source coding problem possesses the ability to generate a state that satisfies

the soft-covering constraint. ⊓⊔

In Ref. 33, the duality between quantum source coding and channel coding

problems was highlighted using the structure of the performance limit: both be-

ing characterized using the coherent information. In the following, we take a step

further, and shed light on the duality relation between the encoder of the former

and the decoder of latter, and vice versa, which is well understood in the classical

settings.60,61 Expanding on this line of inquiry, we note that Ref. 32 presents a de-

coder based on the Petz recovery map for the quantum channel coding problem. As

can be noted from the proof of the above equivalence (Lemma 24), an encoder for

the current source coding problem can be devised using the posterior reference map

associated with the quantum soft covering setup. Further, Proposition 20 uncovers

the connection between the posterior reference map and the Petz recovery map,

thus establishing a compelling duality between the encoding and decoding maps of

the two problems.

Leveraging the one-shot results pertaining to quantum covering and the above

equivalence, we are able to characterize the achievability results for the performance

of a one-shot lossy source coding problem formulation in the following. The converse,

however, uses a different chain of arguments.

Theorem 25 (One-shot lossy quantum compression). For a (ρB ,NW ) quan-

tum source coding setup, a density operator σAR ∈ S(ρBR ,NW ), for all δ, η ∈ (0, 1),
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there exists (1,Θ, ϵ) lossy quantum compression protocol such that

logΘ ≤
[
−Hδ

min(A|BR)ρBRA − 2 log η
]+
,

and ϵ ≤ 4δ + 4η, where ρBRA = (NW ⊗ id)ΦARA
σ , ΦAAR

σ is a purification of σAR .

Moreover, for all ϵ ∈ (0, 1), every (1,Θ, ϵ) code satisfies

logΘ ≥ inf
σAR∈Sϵ(ρBR ,NW )

[
−H

√
ϵ

min(A|BR)ρBRA

]+
.

Proof. The proof of achievability follows from using the equivalence with soft-

covering, according to Lemma 24 and the achievability part of Theorem 14. A proof

of the converse is provided in Section 7.3. ⊓⊔

This gives us the following characterization to the set of all achievable rates for

the asymptotic lossy quantum source coding problem, recovering the characteriza-

tion obtained in [33, Thm. 1].

Theorem 26 (Asymptotic lossy quantum compression). For a (ρB ,NW )

quantum source coding setup, a rate R is achievable if and only if S(ρBR ,NW ) is

non empty, and

R ≥ min
σAR∈S(ρBR ,NW )

I+c (σ
AR ,NW ).

Proof. The proof of achievability follows by using the above one-shot achievability

result of Theorem 25 and the asymptotic equipartition property (similar to the proof

of Theorem 16). The proof of the converse is provided in Section 7.4. ⊓⊔

5. Quantum channel resolvability

As a next application, we consider the channel resolvability problem. Initially in-

troduced in the classical setting by Han and Verdú,62 and generalised to classical-

quantum channels with a given output measurement by Löber,63 and in Ref. 8 for

the plain output density matrices, this problem addresses the task of asymptot-

ically approximating a target output distribution through a given channel using

an essentially uniform input distribution with a smaller support. The capacity of

this problem is defined as the smallest rate of input randomness with which any

arbitrary output distribution can be effectively approximated. Analogously, for the

quantum setting, we define its capacity as the rate of the smallest rank of input

state needed to approximate any arbitrary output state of a given channel. The

objective now is to characterize this smallest rank. To formally define the problem,

we first define channel resolvability for a given input state σA
n ∈ D(A⊗n).

Definition 27 (Channel resolvability for a given input state). For a given

CPTP map N : A → B, a rate R is said to be (n, ϵ)-achievable for an input state

σA
n ∈ D(A⊗n) if there exists a density operator σ̂A

n

on A⊗n with |σ̂An | = 2nR,

which satisfies
1

2

∥∥∥N⊗n(σ̂A
n

)−N⊗n(σA
n

)
∥∥∥
1
≤ ϵ.
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We define

R0
ϵ(N⊗n, σA

n

) =∆ inf{R : R is (n, ϵ)-achievable for σA
n

}.

The asymptotic resolvability rate is defined accordingly as

R(N ) =∆ sup
ϵ>0

lim sup
n→∞

[
sup
σAn

R0
ϵ

(
N⊗n, σA

n
)]
.

Definition 28 (Quantum transmission code). For a given CPTP map N :

A → B, a (n,Θ, ϵ) quantum transmission code consists of a pair of encoding and

decoding maps, E : C → A⊗n and D : B⊗n → C, respectively, such that |C| = Θ,

and

sup
|Φ⟩∈C⊗CR

P
(
|Φ⟩⟨Φ| , (idCR

⊗D ◦ N⊗n ◦ E) |Φ⟩⟨Φ|
)
≤ ϵ.

Definition 29 (Weak converse quantum capacity). For a given channel N ,

we define NE(n, ϵ|N ) as the maximum dimension Θ such that there exists a (n,Θ, ϵ)

quantum transmission code. The quantum capacity is now defined as

Q(N ) =∆ inf
ϵ>0

lim inf
n→∞

1

n
logNE(n, ϵ|N ).

Definition 30 (Strong converse quantum capacity). For a given channel N ,

we define R to be admissible if all sequences of (n,Θn, ϵn) quantum transmission

codes with

lim inf
n→∞

1

n
logΘn > R,

satisfy

lim
n→∞

ϵn = 1.

The strong converse capacity is defined as

Q̂(N ) =∆ inf{R : R is admissible}.

The above direct part and converse for quantum soft covering yield the following

bounds on the asymptotic resolvability rates of a channel.

Theorem 31. For any channel N , any ϵ > 0, and any input state σA
n ∈ D(A⊗n),

we have

inf
ωAn∈D(A⊗n) s.t.

∥N⊗n(σAn
)−N⊗n(ωAn

)∥1≤ϵ

[
−Hmin(A

n
R|Bn)ρBnAn

R

]+
≤ R0

ϵ

(
N⊗n, σA

n
)
≤ Q̂(N ),

where ρB
nAn

R =∆ (N⊗n⊗ idAn
R
)(Φ

AnAn
R

ω ), Φ
AnAn

R
ω is a purification of ωA

n

, and Q̂(N )

is the strong converse quantum capacity of N .
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Proof. We begin with the direct part (upper bound). Consider a σA ∈ D(A⊗n).

From Theorem 14, and with ωARB = (id⊗N )ΦARA
σ in the following optimisation,

we have

R0
ϵ(N , σA) ≤ −Hϵ/5

min(AR|B)ω + 2 log
20

ϵ
(a)

≤ −H
√

1−ϵ4/625
max (AR|B)ω + 2 log

20

ϵ

≤ −H1−ϵ4/1250
max (AR|B)ω + 2 log

20

ϵ
,

where (a) follows from Lemma 11. (Notice in particular that the right hand side in

the first line is always non-negative.) Now we know from [39, Prop. 20] (cf. Refs. 64

and 65) that the number of qubits transmittable via N is upper and lower bounded

tightly in terms of max-entropies:

sup
ΦARA

−Hλ
max(AR|B)ω − 4 log

1

µ
≤ logNE(λ+ µ|N ) ≤ sup

ΦARA

−Hλ+µ
max (AR|B)ω, (6)

with ωARB = (id ⊗ N )ΦARA as before. Letting here λ = 1 − ϵ4/1250 and µ =

ϵ4/2500, we thus obtain

R0
ϵ(N , σA) ≤ logNE(1− ϵ4/2500|N ) + 2 log

20

ϵ
+ 4 log

2500

ϵ4
.

Applying this to N⊗n and letting n→ ∞ in the regime of small ϵ shows the upper

bound.

The converse (lower bound) follows from the one-shot soft-covering result ob-

tained in Theorem 14. ⊓⊔

Corollary 32. For any channel N , we have R(N ) ≤ Q̂(N ), where Q̂(N ) is the

strong converse quantum capacity of N .

Conjecture 33. For any channel N , Q(N ) ≤ R(N ), where Q(N ) is the weak

converse quantum capacity of N .

Remark 34. Note that finding an exact characterization of the asymptotic resolv-

ability of a classical channel is still an open problem (see [66, Chapter 6.3]).

Remark 35. The strong converse property for the quantum capacity, i.e. Q(N ) =

Q̂(N ), is known to hold for PPT entanglement-binding channels and for generalised

dephasing channels.67 For general degradable channels it is conjectured, but only a

“pretty strong” converse is known, meaning that the asymptotic rate of quantum

codes is bounded by Q(N ) for sufficiently small error.39

For all other channels, the issue of the strong converse is wide open, and no

Shannon-style single-letter or regularised formula is known for Q̂(N ). However, [67,

Thm. 8 and Cor. 7] establishes the so-called Rains information of the channel as an

upper bound to Q̂(N ).
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6. Identification via quantum channels

The problem of identification has a rich history, going back to the groundbreaking

work of Ahlswede and Dueck.68 They observed that Shannon’s celebrated theory

of transmission imposes a very stringent constraint on the communication task, in

that the receiver has to decode the correct message among all possible ones, whose

relaxation to mere “identification” of the correct message leads to doubly exponen-

tially large codes in the block length n. Specifically, given a transmitted message m

and an arbitrary message m′, the receiver’s sole interest lies in determining whether

“m = m′” or “m ̸= m′”. Han and Verdú62,69 uncovered a fundamental connection

between the channel resolvability and the classical identification problem, where

the channel resolvability rate forms an upper bound on the identification rate of

the channel (cf. [66, Lemma 6.4.1]).

In the quantum realm, Löber63 began the study of identification through quan-

tum channels, uncovering a fundamental distinction inherent to the quantum set-

ting. Unlike the classical scenario, quantum measurements face inherent incompat-

ibility, thereby necessitating a choice regarding the receiver’s capability to answer

all “if m equals m′” questions or only one of them. This leads to the introduction

of simultaneous identification capacity, wherein a single measurement enables the

identification of all messages simultaneously. Another notable generalization is the

concept of quantum identification capacity of a quantum channel.70–72 Ref. 73 re-

views the different notions of identification codes for quantum channels and the

state of the art at the time of writing, which is still largely up to date.

Definition 36 (Löber63). A classical identification code for the channel N : A→
B with error probability λ1 of first, and λ2 of second kind is a set {(ρi, Di) : i =

1, . . . , N} of states ρi on A and operators Di on B with 0 ≤ Di ≤ 11B , i.e. the pair

(Di, 11B −Di) forms a measurement, such that

∀i Tr
(
N (ρi)Di

)
≥ 1− λ1,

∀i ̸= j Tr
(
N (ρi)Dj

)
≤ λ2.

For the special case of memoryless channels N⊗n, we speak of an (n, λ1, λ2)-ID

code, and denote the largest size N of such a code N(n, λ1, λ2).

An identification code as above is called simultaneous if all the Di are coex-

istent: this means that there exists a positive operator valued measure (POVM)

(Et)
T
t=1 and subsets Di ⊂ {1, . . . , T} such that Di =

∑
t∈Di

Et. The largest size of

a simultaneous (n, λ1, λ2)-ID code is denoted Nsim(n, λ1, λ2).

Note that Nsim(n, λ1, λ2) = N(n, λ1, λ2) = ∞ if λ1 + λ2 ≥ 1, hence to avoid

this triviality one has to assume λ1 + λ2 < 1.

Definition 37. The (simultaneous) classical ID-capacity of a quantum channel N



Int. J. Quantum Information (World Scientific)

18 Touheed Anwar Atif, S. Sandeep Pradhan and Andreas Winter

is given by

CID(N ) = inf
λ>0

lim inf
n→∞

1

n
log logN(n, λ, λ),

Csim
ID (N ) = inf

λ>0
lim inf
n→∞

1

n
log logNsim(n, λ, λ),

respectively. We say that the strong converse holds for the identification capacity

if for all λ1 + λ2 < 1,

lim
n→∞

1

n
log logN(n, λ1, λ2) = CID(N ),

and similarly for Csim
ID .

The next theorem resolves one of the main open questions around identification

capacities of quantum channels, dating back to Ref. 8, and explicitly conjectured

in Ref. 70, by separating the simultaneous from the unrestricted version.

Theorem 38. The simultaneous identification capacity of the noiseless qubit is

Csim
ID (id2) = 1, whereas the unrestricted identification capacity is CID(id2) = 2.

More generally, for a quantum channel N : A → B, Csim
ID (N ) ≤

logmin{|A|, |B|}, and this is a strong converse bound: for all λ1, λ2 > 0 with

λ1 + λ2 < 1,

lim sup
n→∞

1

n
log logNsim(n, λ1, λ2) ≤ logmin{|A|, |B|}.

Proof. The statements about the unrestricted identification capacity are from

Ref. 70, so only the simultaneous identification capacity has to be addressed. The

lower bound Csim
ID (id2) ≥ 1 follows from Ahlswede and Dueck’s construction68 show-

ing that every transmission capacity can be converted into the same amount of

double-exponential identification capacity (cf. Ref. 63).

As a channel N : A → B can be simulated by idA followed by post-processing

at the receiver, and also by pre-processing at the sender followed by idB , every

simultaneous identification code for N gives rise to a simultaneous identification

code for an ideal channel. Thus, we have to prove the upper bound only for idA. For

that, consider a simultaneous identification code for id⊗nA = idAn with N messages

and error probabilities λ1, λ2 > 0 such that λ1+λ2 < 1. To message m is associated

the state ρm on An, and the binary decision POVM (Dm, 11 − Dm) on An. The

simultaneity condition requires that all these POVMs are compatible, i.e. there is

a single measurement (My)y∈Y with an arbitrary number of outcomes such that

each (Dm, 11 − Dm) is obtained as a coarse-graining of it. Define the qc-channel

M : An → Y corresponding to the measurement, M(ρ) =
∑
y(Tr ρMy)|y⟩⟨y|. Since

the given code is ipso facto an identification code for M, we are motivated to apply

Theorem 14 to this channel, with δ = η = 1
24 (1 − λ1 − λ2). This gives us for each

m a state σm of rank r on An with

1

2
∥M(σm)−M(ρm)∥1 ≤ 1

3
(1− λ1 − λ2) =: ∆,
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and log r ≤ [−Hϵ
min(A

n
R|Y )ω − 2 log η]

+
, where

ωA
n
RY =

∑
y

TrAn

(
(11⊗My)Φ

An
RA

n

m

)
⊗ |y⟩⟨y|Y ,

and Φ
An

RA
n

m is a purification of ρm. The crucial insight now is that

Hϵ
min(A

n
R|Y )ω ≥ Hmin(A

n
R|Y )ω ≥ 0,

since ωA
n
RY is a cq-state, in particular separable. Thus, r ≤ 2

η2 , and we can choose

purifications |ζm⟩ ∈ An ⊗R of σm with |R| = 2
η2 . At the same time, the collection

of states σm, with the same measurements (Dm, 11−Dm), is an identification code

with error probabilities λ′i = λi +∆.

Next, we choose an δ-net Z of pure states on An ⊗ R, which is known to exist

with cardinality |Z| ≤
(
5
δ

)2|An||R|
[74, Lemma III.6]. For each m, we can find

an element ξm ∈ Z with 1
2∥ζm − ξm∥1 ≤ δ, and hence the collection of states

τA
n

m = TrR ξm is an identification code with error probabilities λ′′i = λi + ∆ + δ.

As λ′′1 + λ′′2 = λ1 + λ2 + 2∆+ 2δ = 1− 1
4 (1− λ1 − λ2) < 1, the states ξm must be

pairwise distinct, and that gives us

N ≤ |Z| ≤
(
5

δ

)2|An||R|

,

i.e.

log logN ≤ n log |A|+ log
2304

(1− λ1 − λ2)2
+ log log

120

1− λ1 − λ2
,

which is the desired bound. ⊓⊔

Corollary 39. If the channel N : A → B is entanglement-breaking, or more

generally PPT-entanglement-binding, then CID(N ) ≤ log |A|, and this is a strong

converse bound for all λ1, λ2 > 0 with λ1 + λ2 < 1.

Proof. For entanglement-breaking channels, this follows from Theorem 38 be-

cause the channel is a composition of a destructive measurement M with a cq-

channel N ′, i.e. N = N ′ ◦M. Thus,

CID(N ) ≤ CID(M) = Csim
ID (M) ≤ log |A|,

the middle equality because M already outputs the result of a measurement, and

the same for the maximum code size as a function of error probabilities and block

length.

The more general PPT-entanglement-binding case is even simpler: the states

ωA
n
RB

n

= (idAn
R
⊗ N⊗n)Φ

An
RA

n

σ from the proof of Theorem 14 (cf. also Theorem

38) are all PPT, in particular undistillable. Thus, the reduction criterion applies,

ωA
n
RB

n ≤ 11An
R
⊗ ωB

n

,75 hence

Hϵ
min(A

n
R|Bn)ω ≥ Hmin(A

n
R|Bn)ω ≥ 0,

and the rest of the argument is as in the proof of Theorem 38. ⊓⊔
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Theorem 40. The classical identification capacity of a general quantum channel

N : A → B is bounded from above as CID(N ) ≤ log |A| + Q̂(N ), where Q̂(N ) is

the strong converse quantum capacity of N .

Proof. This comes from the fact that the resolvability capacity of a quantum

channel is upper bounded by the strong converse quantum capacity, R(N ) ≤ Q̂(N ).

Then we use the net argument on the input as before in the proof of Theorem 38,

but with an auxiliary space of dimension |R| = 2nQ̂(N )+o(n). This gives us the

desired result. ⊓⊔

7. Proofs of quantum source coding results

7.1. Proof of Proposition 20

Consider a state ρB ∈ D(B) and a channel NV : B → A. Let V : B → A⊗E be an

isometric extension of NV with dim(E) > dim(B). Let the spectral decomposition

of ρA =∆ NV (ρ
B) and ρB be given by ρA =

∑
a∈A λa |a⟩⟨a|, and ρB =

∑
b∈B µb |b⟩⟨b|,

for some finite sets A and B. From Eq. (4), we have

W |a⟩AR =
∑
b

√
µb
λa

|b⟩BR ⊗ ⟨a|V |b⟩,

where |a⟩AR =∆ (11AR
⊗ ⟨a|A) |Γ⟩ARA

and |b⟩BR =∆ (11BR
⊗ ⟨b|B) |Γ⟩BRB

for fixed

maximally entangled states |Γ⟩ARA
and |Γ⟩BRB

on the Hilbert spaces AR ⊗A and

BR ⊗B, respectively.

Consider an arbitrary density operator σAR ∈ D(AR), and let σAR =∑
a,a′ θaa′ |a⟩ ⟨a′|

AR be its matrix representation, and then σA = (σAR)T =∑
a,a′ θaa′ |a′⟩ ⟨a|

A
. Then,

NW (σAR) =
∑
b,b′

∑
a,a′

√
µbµb′

λaλa′
θaa′ |b⟩ ⟨b′|

BR
[
B⟨b′|V †(|a′⟩⟨a| ⊗ 11E)V |b⟩B

]
=
∑
b,b′

∑
a,a′

√
µbµb′ |b⟩ ⟨b′|

BR

[
B⟨b′|V †

(
(ρA)−1/2σA(ρA)−1/2 ⊗ 11E

)
V |b⟩B

]
=
∑
b,b′

∑
a,a′

√
µbµb′ |b⟩ ⟨b′|

BR

[
B⟨b′|N †

V

(
(ρA)−1/2σA(ρA)−1/2

)
|b⟩B

]
a
=
∑
b,b′

∑
a,a′

√
µbµb′ |b⟩ ⟨b′|

BR

[
BR

⟨b|
(
N †
V

(
(ρA)−1/2σA(ρA)−1/2

))T
|b′⟩BR

]
= (ρBR)1/2

(
N †
V

(
(ρA)−1/2σA(ρA)−1/2

))T
(ρBR)1/2,

where (a) follows from the definition of transpose. Therefore the action of a posterior

reference map is equal to suitably defined Petz recovery channel acting on the

reference Hilbert space.
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7.2. Proof of Lemma 24

The first part of the lemma follows using the monotonicity of trace norm by partial

tracing the states in Eq. (5) over the subsystem A⊗n, observing that TrAn ωB
n
RA

n

=(
ρBR

)⊗n
, and noting that the restriction of decoding being an isometry maintains

the rank of ωA
n
R to be at most Θ.

For the converse direction, we perform the following analysis. Given a pair

(ρBR ,NW ), and an (n,Θ, ϵ) covering code σA
n
R , let Ψ

An
RA

n

σ be the canonical pu-

rification of σA
n
R . By Definition 13 of a covering code,

1

2

∥∥∥(ρBR
)⊗n −N⊗n

W (σA
n
R)
∥∥∥
1
≤ ϵ. (7)

Note that |σAn
R | = Θ. Define Hσ ⊂ An as the support of TrAn

R
[Ψ
An

RA
n

σ ], while noting

that dim(Hσ) = Θ. Let W : AR → BR ⊗E be a Stinespring extension of NW with

dim(E) ≥ dim(BR). Consider the quantum state

ωB
n
RE

nAn

=∆ (W⊗n ⊗ 11An)Ψ
An

RA
n

σ (W⊗n ⊗ 11An)†,

defined on BnR⊗En⊗Hσ. Let Ṽ : Bn → Hσ⊗En be the posterior reference isometry

ofW⊗n with respect to ωB
n
R . Note that Ṽ is a non-product n-letter isometry. Using

the property of the reference map, we have

ωB
n
RE

nAn

= (W⊗n ⊗ 11An)Ψ
An

RA
n

σ (W⊗n ⊗ 11An)† = (11Bn
R
⊗ Ṽ )Ψ

Bn
RB

n

ω (11Bn
R
⊗ Ṽ )†,

where Ψ
Bn

RB
n

ω is the canonical purification of ωB
n
R = N⊗n

W (σA
n
R). We use the CPTP

map N (n)

Ṽ
given by TrEn [Ṽ · Ṽ †] as the encoder-decoder pair D(n) ◦ E(n) for the

lossy source coding protocol resulting in the quantum state

τB
n
RA

n

=∆ (idBn
R
⊗N (n)

Ṽ
)(ΨBRB

ρ )⊗n,

where ΨBRB
ρ is the canonical purification of ρBR . Furthermore, define the quantum

state

λB
n
RA

n

=∆ (N⊗n
W ⊗ idAn)Ψ

An
RA

n

τ ,

where Ψ
An

RA
n

τ is the canonical purification of τA
n

= TrBn
R
[τB

n
RA

n

]. Consider the
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trace distance between the states τ and λ as follows:∥∥∥τBn
RA

n

− λB
n
RA

n
∥∥∥
1
≤
∥∥∥ωBn

RA
n

− τB
n
RA

n
∥∥∥
1
+
∥∥∥ωBn

RA
n

− λB
n
RA

n
∥∥∥
1

=
∥∥∥(idBn

R
⊗N (n)

Ṽ
)
(
Ψ
Bn

RB
n

ω − (ΨBRB
ρ )⊗n

)∥∥∥
+
∥∥∥(N⊗n

W ⊗ idAn)
(
Ψ
An

RA
n

σ −Ψ
An

RA
n

τ

)∥∥∥
1

(a)

≤ ∥ΨB
n
RB

n

ω − (ΨBRB
ρ )⊗n∥1 + ∥ΨA

n
RA

n

σ −Ψ
An

RA
n

τ ∥1
(b)

≤ 2

√
∥ωBn

R − ρB
⊗n
R ∥1 + 2

√
∥σAn − τAn∥1

(c)

≤ 2
√
ϵ+ 2

√
∥N (n)

Ṽ
(ωBn)−N (n)

Ṽ
(ρB⊗n)∥1

(d)

≤ 2
√
ϵ+ 2

√
∥ωBn − ρB⊗n∥1

(e)
= 2

√
ϵ+ 2

√
∥N⊗n

W (σA
n
R)− ρB

⊗n
R ∥1

(f)

≤ 4
√
ϵ,

where (a) follows from the monotonicity of trace distance, (b) follows from the

Lemmas 7 and 8, and appropriate identification of canonical purifications, (c) uses

the covering bound Eq. (7) and defines ωB
n

=∆ TrBn
R
Ψ
Bn

RB
n

ω , and (d) again uses

monotonicity of trace distance, (e) follows from the invariance of trace norm under

transposition, and (f) again uses the covering property, Eq. (7). Since N (n)

Ṽ
is a

CPTP map from BnR to Hσ, and |Hσ| = Θ, the lossy source code also satisfies the

rate constraint. This completes the proof.

7.3. Proof of the converse in Theorem 25

Given a pair (ρB ,NW ), and any ϵ ∈ (0, 1), consider an (1,Θ, ϵ) lossy compression

protocol with an encoding CPTP map E and a decoding CPTP map D that satisfies

1

2

∥∥ωBRA − υBRA
∥∥
1
≤ ϵ, (8)

where ωBRA =∆ (id⊗D ◦ E)(ΨBRB
ρ ),

υBRA = TrE υ
BRAE =∆ TrE(W ⊗ 11)ΨARA

ω (W ⊗ 11)†,

and ΨBRB
ρ and ΨAAR

ω are the canonical purifications of ρB and ωA, respectively,

and W is the Stinespring’s dilation of the CPTP map NW . Let ωAR =∆ TrAΨAAR
ω .

Let M denote the quantum state at the output of the encoder. Let VE : B →
M ⊗ Ẽ1 and VD : M → A⊗ Ẽ2 be Stinespring dilations of encoding and decoding

maps E and D, respectively, such that dim Ẽ1 ≥ dimM and dim Ẽ2 ≥ dimA, as

shown in Figure 3(a). Let

ω1
BRMẼ1 =∆ (11BR

⊗ VE)(Ψ
BRB
ρ )(11BR

⊗ VE)
†,

ωBRẼ1Ẽ2A =∆ (11BRẼ1
⊗ VD)(ω1

BRẼ1M )(11BRẼ1
⊗ VD)

†.
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Figure 3. A One-shot lossy quantum source coding protocol and the associated CPTP maps and

their Stinespring dilations.

Now let ΨMRM
ω1

denote the canonical purification of the quantum state ωM1 , and let

W
(n)
E :MR → BR⊗Ẽ1 denote the posterior reference isometry (see Definition 19) of

VE with respect to ωM1 , as shown in Figure 3(b). Moreover, letWD : AR →MR⊗Ẽ2

denote the posterior reference isometry of VD with respect to wA, as shown in

Figure 3(c). Let NWE (·) = TrẼ1
(WE · (WE)

†) and NWD (·) = TrẼ2
(WD · (WD)

†) be

the induced CPTP maps. Let

ω̃MRẼ2A
1 =∆ (WD ⊗ 11A)(Ψ

An
RA

ω )(WD ⊗ 11A)
†.

By the definition of the posterior maps, we have

ωBRẼ1Ẽ2A = (WE ⊗ 11Ẽ2A
)ω̃MRẼ2A

1 (WE ⊗ 11Ẽ2A
)†.

We have the following chain of inequalities:

logΘ≥ logmin{rank
(
ω̃A1
)
, rank

(
ω̃MR
1

)
}

(a)

≥ −Hmin(A|MR)ω̃1

(b)

≥ −Hmin(A|BR)ω
(c)

≥ −H
√
ϵ

min(A|BR)υ
(d)
= −H

√
ϵ

min(A|BR)υ(ωAR )

(e)

≥ − sup
σAR :∥ρBR−NW (σAR )∥1≤ϵ

H
√
ϵ

min(A|BR)υ(σAR ),
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where (a) follows from [24, Lemma 5.11], (b) follows from the quantum data pro-

cessing inequality for min-entropy [24, Corollary 3.5], (c) follows from condition

(8), which implies that the corresponding purified distance is no greater than√
ϵ, (d) follows by defining υ(ωAR) =∆ (NW ⊗ 11A)Ψ

ARA
ω , and (e) again follows

from condition (8), the monotonicity of the trace distance, and by noting that
1
2

∥∥TrA (υ(ωAR)
)
− ρBR

∥∥
1
≤ ϵ.

7.4. Proof of the converse in Theorem 26

For the converse, we proceed as follows. Let R be achievable. Using the result from

Theorem 25, for any ϵ > 0, we get

nR ≥ logΘ− nϵ ≥ inf
σAn

R :∥(ρBR )⊗n−N⊗n
W (σAn

R )∥1≤ϵ
−H

√
ϵ

min(A
n|BnR)ρBn

R
An − nϵ,

where ρB
n
RA

n

=∆ (id⊗N⊗n
W )Φ

An
RA

n

σ with Φ
An

RA
n

σ denoting a purification of σA
n

.

Using [24, Lemma 6.12], we note that there exists an embedding from

An to A′ and a normalized state τA
′Bn

in B
√
ϵ(A′BnR; ρ

Bn
RA

′
)) such that

H
√
ϵ

min(A
n
R|Bn)ρBn

R
,A′ = Hmin(A

′
R|Bn)τ , where ρB

n
RA

′
is the corresponding embed-

ding of ρB
n
RA

n

, with dim(A′) = 2(dimA)n.

We next use the fact that Hmin(·|·) ≤ S(·|·), and Lemma 7 and the Alicki-

Fannes-Winter continuity inequality for the conditional entropy [35, Thm. 11.10.3]

to infer that

−H
√
ϵ

min(A
n|BnR)ρBn

R
An = Hmin(A

′
R|Bn)τ ≥ −S(A′|BnR)τ ≥ −S(An|BnR)ρ − nϵ̃1,

where ϵ̃1 =∆ 2
√
ϵ log(2|A|)+ 1+

√
ϵ

n h2

( √
ϵ

1+
√
ϵ

)
, and we use the invariance of conditional

entropy under embeddings. Thus we have

nR ≥ inf
σAn

R :∥(ρBR )⊗n−N⊗n
W (σAn

R )∥1≤ϵ
−S(An|BnR)ρ − nϵ̃1 − nϵ.

Observe that the above equation is now similar to (3) obtained in the converse of

Theorem 16. Using similar arguments as in the converse of Theorem 16 we obtain

the desired result.

8. Conclusions and future work

This work formulates the problem of quantum soft-covering in its most natural set-

ting, and presents a one-shot characterization of the problem in terms of smoothed

one-shot quantum entropic quantities. By leveraging the one-shot result, we pro-

vide a single-letter characterization of the optimal rate of the quantum soft-covering

problem in terms of the minimal coherent information. We also contribute to the

study of second-order asymptotics and provide achievability bounds for the same.

As a part of future work, we aim to study optimal second order performance limits

for the formulated quantum soft-covering problem. Furthermore, then we explore
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three applications of the quantum soft-covering lemma, including the characteri-

zation of a one-shot lossy quantum source coding problem, the formulation of a

quantum channel resolvability problem, and separations between simultaneous and

unrestricted capacities for identification via quantum channels. For the channel re-

solvability, we provide a lower bound, and conjecture that it is equal to the quantum

transmission capacity of the given quantum channel.
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Appendix A. Proof of Lemma 11 (courtesy of Frédéric Dupuis)

We start with the observation that Lemma 11 is a consequence of the following

more general statement.

Lemma 41. Let ρAB be a state on A⊗B, and σB a state on B with full support.

Then,

H
√
1−ϵ4

max (A|B)ρ|σ ≤ Hϵ
min(A|B)ρ|σ.

Here, recall the definitions of the conditional min- and max-entropies relative to a

fixed state:38

Hϵ
min(A|B)ρ|σ = − logmin t s.t. ρ̃ ≤ t11A ⊗ σB , P (ρ, ρ̃) ≤ ϵ, Tr ρ̃ ≤ 1,

Hδ
max(A|B)ρ|σ = logminF (ρ̃, 11A ⊗ σB) s.t. P (ρ, ρ̃) ≤ δ, Tr ρ̃ ≤ 1.

The familiar min- and max-entropies we used in the article result from further

optimisation of the state σB .

Proof. The above definition of Hϵ
min(A|B)ρ|σ is a semidefinite program (SDP),76

as we can see when expanding it using a purification ψABC of ρAB :

2−H
ϵ
min(A|B)ρ|σ = min t s.t. ρ̃AB ≤ t11A ⊗ σB , Tr ρ̃ABCψABC ≥ 1− ϵ2,

ρ̃ABC ≥ 0, Tr ρ̃ ≤ 1.
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Its dual SDP reads

max (1− ϵ2)λ− µ s.t. TrσBEB ≤ 1, λψABC ≤ EAB ⊗ 11C + µ11ABC , EAB ≥ 0.

Because strong duality holds for this pair of mutually dual SDPs, they have the

same values. From now on fix primal and dual optimal solutions, t, ρ̃ABC and λ, µ,

EAB , respectively. Furthermore, let PAB be the projector onto the support of EAB
and denote P⊥ = 11AB − P .

To start, from λψABC ≤ EAB ⊗ 11C + µ11ABC we get, by sandwiching left and

right hand side with P⊥ ⊗ 11C :

λ(P⊥ ⊗ 11C)ψ
ABC(P⊥ ⊗ 11C) ≤ µ(P⊥ ⊗ 11C),

and hence, observing that the left hand side here has rank one, λTr ρABP⊥ ≤ µ.

Now, since by optimality of the solutions t = (1 − ϵ2)λ − µ ≥ 0, it follows that

λTr ρABP⊥ ≤ µ ≤ (1− ϵ2)λ. That is,

Tr ρABP⊥ ≤ 1− ϵ2, Tr ρABP ≥ ϵ2. (A.1)

Consider now the subnormalised state ρ′ = PρP on AB with purification ψ′ =

(P ⊗ 11C)ψ(P ⊗ 11C). We will show that its max-entropy relative to σB is bounded

by Hϵ
min(A|B)ρ|σ and that it is within

√
1− ϵ4 of ρ in purified distance. Beginning

with the former, we have

2Hmax(A|B)ρ′|σ = F
(
PρP, 11A ⊗ σB

)
≤ F

(
PρP, P (11A ⊗ σB)P + P⊥(11A ⊗ σB)P⊥)

= F
(
PρP, P (11A ⊗ σB)P

)
=

1

t
F (PρP, P ρ̃P ) ≤ 1

t
= 2H

ϵ
min(A|B)ρ|σ .

Here, the second line follows from the monotonicity of the fidelity under the CPTP

pinching map of P and P⊥; the fourth line follows from complementary slackness,76

ρ̃ABEAB = t(11A ⊗ σB)EAB , which carries over from E to its support projector P .

On the other hand, invoking Eq. (A.1),

F (ρ, ρ′) ≥ F (ψ,ψ′) = Trψ(P ⊗ 11C)ψ(P ⊗ 11C)

= |⟨ψ| (P ⊗ 11C) |ψ⟩|2

=
(
Tr ρABP

)2 ≥ ϵ4,

and hence P (ρ, ρ′) ≤
√
1− ϵ4 as claimed. ⊓⊔
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finite blocklength regime. IEEE Transactions on Information Theory, 56(5):2307–
2359, 2010.

28. Mohammad Hossein Yassaee, Mohammad Reza Aref, and Amin Gohari. A technique
for deriving one-shot achievability results in network information theory. In 2013 IEEE
International Symposium on Information Theory, pages 1287–1291. IEEE, 2013.

29. Marco Tomamichel and Masahito Hayashi. A hierarchy of information quantities for
finite block length analysis of quantum tasks. IEEE Transactions on Information
Theory, 59(11):7693–7710, 2013.

30. Ke Li. Second-order asymptotics for quantum hypothesis testing. The Annals of
Statistics, 42(1):171–189, 2014. doi:10.1214/13-AOS1185.

31. Salman Beigi and Amin Gohari. Quantum achievability proof via collision relative
entropy. IEEE Transactions on Information Theory, 60(12):7980–7986, 2014.

32. Salman Beigi, Nilanjana Datta, and Felix Leditzky. Decoding quantum information
via the petz recovery map. Journal of Mathematical Physics, 57(8):082203, 2016.

33. Touheed Anwar Atif, Mohammad Aamir Sohail, and S Sandeep Pradhan. Lossy quan-
tum source coding with a global error criterion based on a posterior reference map.
arXiv preprint arXiv:2302.00625, 2023.

34. Masahito Hayashi. General nonasymptotic and asymptotic formulas in channel re-
solvability and identification capacity and their application to the wiretap channel.
IEEE Transactions on Information Theory, 52(4):1562–1575, 2006.

35. Mark M. Wilde. From classical to quantum shannon theory. arXiv preprint
arXiv:1106.1445, 2011.

36. Christopher A. Fuchs and Jeroen van de Graaf. Cryptographic distinguishability
measures for quantum-mechanical states. IEEE Transactions on Information The-
ory, 45(4):1216–1227, 1999.

37. Alexander Vitanov, Frederic Dupuis, Marco Tomamichel, and Renato Renner. Chain
rules for smooth min- and max-entropies. IEEE Transactions on Information Theory,
59(5):2603–2612, 2013.

38. Marco Tomamichel. A Framework for Non-asymptotic Quantum Information Theory.
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