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Abstract

We introduce two additive invariants of output quantum channels. If the
value of one these invariants is less than 1 then the logarithm of the inverse
of its value is a positive lower bound for the regularized minimum entropy of
an output quantum channel. We give a few examples in which one of these
invariants is less than 1.
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1 Introduction

Denote by S,,(C) the Hilbert space of n x n hermitian matrices, where (X,Y) =
tr XY. Denote by S,,+.1(C) C S, +(C) C S,,(C) the convex set of positive hermitian
matrices of trace one, and the cone of positive hermitian matrices respectively. A
quantum channel is a completely positive linear transformation 7 : S, (C) — S, (C):

l
T(X) =) AXA;, Ay, A4 €C™ X €8,(C), (1.1)
i=1
which is trace preserving:
!
> ATA =1, (1.2)
i=1
The minimum entropy output of a quantum channel 7 is defined

H(r) = Xeé}}?l(c) —tr7(X)log 7(X). (1.3)

*This research started during author’s participation in AIM workshop “Geometry and represen-
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Ifn: Sy (C) — S, is another quantum channel, then it is well known 7 ® 7 is a
quantum channel, and

H(r ®n) < H(r) + H(n). (1.4)

Hence the sequence H(®P7),p = 1,..., is subadditive. Thus the following limit
exists: H(oPr)
QPT

H, = lim ———, 1.5

() = Jim — (1.5)

and is called the regularized minimum entropy of quantum channel. Clearly, H,(7) <
H(7).

One of the major open problem of quantum information theory is the additivity
conjecture, which claims that equality holds in (1.4). This additivity conjecture has
several equivalent forms [10]. If the additivity conjecture holds then H,(7) = H(7),
and the computation of H,(7) is relatively simple. There are known cases where the
additivity conjecture is known, see references in [8]. It is also known that the p analog
of the additivity conjecture is wrong [8]. It was shown in [2] that the additivity of
the entanglement of subspaces fails over the real numbers. It was recently shown by
Hastings [6] that the additivity conjecture is false. Hence the computation of H,.(7)
is hard. This is the standard situation in computing the entropy of Potts models in
statistical physics, e.g. [4].

The aim of this paper to give a nontrivial lower bound on H,(7) for certain
quantum channels. This is done by introducing two additive invariants on quantum
channels. Let

l
A(r) =) AA; €S, 1 (). (1.6)
i=1

Then log A\ (A(7)) = log ||[A(T)]|, where A;(A) is the maximal eigenvalue of A(7),
is the first additive invariant of quantum channels, with respect to tensor products.
Let o1(7) = ||7|| be the maximal singular value of the linear transformation given
by 7. Then logo(7) is the second additive invariant. (These two invariants are
incomparable in general, see §5.) The main result of this paper is the inequality

H,(7) > max(—log A1 (A(7)), — log o1(7)).

This inequality is nontrivial only if min(A;(A(7)),01(7)) < 1. In the last section we
give examples where min(\ (A(7)),01(7)) < 1. If A;(A(7)) < 1 then the inequality
H,(7) > —log A (A(7)) can be improved, see §4.

2 Preliminary results

Let F = R, C be the field of real and complex numbers respectively, and denote by
F™ the vector space of the column vectors x = (z1,...,2,)' with coordinates in F.
We view F™ as an inner product space, i.e. Hilbert space H 4, with the inner product
(x,y) =y"x=3"_, gjz;.

View F™ @ F" as the set of m x n matrices with entries in F, denoted by F™*™,
Equivalently, if we identify F" with the Hilbert space Hp then F"™*" =~ Hp @ Ha.
Recall that on F™*" we have the inner product (A, B) := tr AB*, where B* = AT
if B € R™*" and B* = (B)" if B € C™*".



Denote by S, (F) C F*"*™ the real space of self-adjoint matrices. Le. S,(R) is the
space of real symmetric matrices, and S, (C) is the space of hermitian matrices. Let
X € S, (F). Denote by A(A) = (A1(X),..., A (X)) the eigenvalue set of X, where
AM(A) > ... > \(X). Then uy,...,u, is the corresponding orthonormal basis of
F™ consisting of eigenvectors of X

Xu; = Xi(X)w, wju; = 6ij, 4,5 =1,...,n

Ky-Fan maximal characterization is, e.g. [3],

X1, X EC™ X3Xq=0pq “

k k
Aj(X) = max D oxiXx; =) (X (x,x))). (2.1)
j=1 j=1 j=1

As in physics, we call X € S,,(F) positive hermitian matrix, or simply positive, and
denoted it by X > 0, if all eigenvalues of X are nonnegative. Also for X, Y € S, (F)
welet Y > X if Y — X > 0. Denote by S, 1 1(F) C S, +(F) C S§,(F) the convex
set of positive hermitian matrices of trace one, and the cone of positive hermitian
matrices respectively.

Let A € F™*™ Then the positive singular values of A are the positive eigen-
values of vV AA*, which are equal to the positive eigenvalues VA*A. Let o(A4) =
(01(A),09(A),...,01(A)" be the vector of singular values of A € F™*" where
01(A) > o9(A) > ... > 0;(A) > 0 are the singular values of A arranged in the
decreasing order. We do not fix the number of coordinates [ in o(A), but recall that
oi(A) =0 if 4 > min(m,n). (So ! > min(m,n).) There exists an orthonormal bases
uy,...,u, € C" vy,...,v, € C™, called right and left singular vectors of A, such
that

Au; = 0i(A)v;, A*v; = 0;(A)u;, ¢ = 1,rank A, Au; = 0, A*v; = 0 for i > rank A,

wiu; =965, 4,5 =1,...,n, V,vg=10p p,g=1,...,m. (2.2)

Note that the Frobenius norm || Az := /{4, A) = \/tr(AA*) is equal to 1/ > 525 Aoi(A)2.
Assume that X € S,,(F) then the singular values of X are the absolute values of
the eigenvalues of X. In particular, for X € S,, 1 (F) we have that o(X) = X(X).

Recall the well known maximal characterization of the sum of the first k singular
values of A € F"*" [7, Thm 3.4.1].

k k
Z oi(A) = max i Z y;Ax;, (2.3)
j=1

xp€F™,yq €F™ X} Xq=y}¥q=0pq,P,q=1,..., =

for k =1,...,min(m,n). Note that o1(A) = ||A|| = maxyx+x—1 ||Ax]|, where ||A]|| is
the /5 norm of A. A useful observation is

y* Ax = tr(A(xy")) = tr(A(yx")") = tr((xy") A). (2.4)

For any nonnegative vector x = (z1,...,2,)' € R’ denote by
n
H(x) := — Z x;log ;.
j=1
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Let II,, C R be the set of probability vectors with n-coordinates. Then H(x) is
the entropy of a probability vector x. For X € S,, 1 (F) we define the von Neumann

entropy
H(X) :=H(A(X)) = —tr X log X.

Note that if X € S, 4 1(F) then H(X) = 0 if and only if X is a rank one nonnegative
definite matrix with trace 1.
It is well known that if ¢ : R, — R is a convex function then

¢: S (F) = R, ¢(X) = ¢(Ni(X)), X € S,(F)
=1

is a convex function on S, (F). See for example [3]. This fact is implied by the
majorization relation

A(aX +bY) < aA(X) +bA(Y), a,beR,, X,Y € S, (F),

which is equivalent to

ZZ:)\]((IX—FI)Y)§Zl:(a)\j(X)+b)\](Y)), 1=1,...,n—1,
j=1

J=1

and the trace equality tr(aX +0Y) = atr X +btrY. See [5, 9] for good references on
majorization. In particular, —H(X) = tr(X log X) is a convex function on S, 4 (F).
In what follows it is convenient to identify F"1 X" @ Fm2xn2 with F(mima)x(ninz),

Assume that X; = [qu,i]?iéril € FmiXni for § = 1,2. Then we identify X; ® X5

with the Kronecker product, which is viewed as (mimsg) X (ning) matrix given as a

block matrix [a;p%ng]Z]:l(’;ll. So X1 ® Xo maps F™""2 to F™™2, Identify F™" with

the matrix space F"*™. Then
(X1 0 Xo)(Y) = XoY X[, Y eFn2xm, (2.5)

Recall the well known fact that rank (X7 ® X3) = rank Xjrank X5. Furthermore,
all positive singular values of X; ® Xy are of the form [7, Thm 4.2.15]

oi(X1)oj(X2), i=1,...,rank Xy, j =1,... ,rank X».
In particular

0'1(X1 (4 Xg) = O'l(Xl)O'l(XQ), (26)

Orank X1®X>2 (Xl & X2) = Orank X3 (Xl)arank Xo (X2)
Hence we have the additivity of the entropy formula

H(Xl ® XQ) = H(Xl) + H(XQ) for X; € Sni7+,1(F), 1=1,2, (27)



3 Main inequalities

In this section we view S,(C) as R". The real inner product on S,(C) is given
by (X1,X2) = tr(X1X5) = tr(X1X2). Let ¢ : Sp(C) — S (C) be a linear, (real),
transformation. We now apply the notions discussed in the previous section. The
adjoint linear transformation ¢* : S, (C) — S,,(C) is given by the identity

tr(op(X)Y) = tr(Xo*(Y)) for all X € S,(C), Y € S,,,(C).
The positive singular values of ¢ are the positive eigenvalues of (qﬁqﬁ*)% or of (gb*(b)%:

0i(¢) = 7i(0*) = (Mi(6¢™))7 = (Ni(¢¢))7 i = 1,...,rank 6,
oi(p) = 0;(¢") = 0 for i > rank ¢.

We will denote o;(¢) by o; where no ambiguity arises. Furthermore, there exist
orthonormal bases {Uy, ..., U2}, {Vi,...,Viu2} of S,(C), S (C) respectively, such
that the following conditions hold.

tr(U;Uj) = 65 for 4,5 =1,...,n, tr(V,Vy) = dpq for p,g=1,...,m. (3.2)

If m = n and ¢ is self-adjoint, i.e. tr(¢(X)Y) = tr(X¢(Y)), then the singular
values of ¢ are the absolute values of the eigenvalues of ¢. If an addition ¢ is
positive operator, i.e. tr(¢(X)X) > 0, the singular values of ¢ are the eigenvalues
of ¢. In that case in (3.1) we assume that X; = Y;,i = 1,...,n. The maximal
characterization (2.3) is

k
; oi(¢) = X1,...,XkESn((C),Yl,...,YkGIISli)((C),tr(Xin):tr(Yin):éij ; tr(@(Xo)Ys),  (33)
for k=1,...,min(m,n). If m = n and ¢ is self-adjoint and positive we assume that
X; =Y fori=1,... k. Note that o1(¢) = ||¢||.

A linear mapping ¢ : $,(C) = S,,,(C) is called positive preserving if ¢(S, 4+ (C)) C
S, +(C). Since S, +(C) is a self-adjoint cone, it follows ¢ is positive preserving if
and only if ¢* is positive preserving. In particular, if ¢ is positive preserving, then
the positive operators ¢¢* and ¢*¢ are positive and positive preserving operators.
Assume that ¢ is positive preserving. The Krein-Rutman theorem cone preserving
theorem, e.g. [1], imply that in (3.1) we can choose U; € S, +(C), Vi € S, +(C).
If ¢ is strict positive preserving, i.e. for each 0 # X € S, +(C) ¢(X) has positive
eigenvalues, then U; € S,, (C),V; € S;, 4+ (C) are unique. See for example [1].

A ¢ is called trace preserving if ¢ is cone preserving, and tr(¢(X)) = tr(X) for
all X € S,(C). Note that for a trace preserving ¢ we have ¢(Sy, 4.1) C Sy 41

Recall that a linear operator 7 : S,,(C) — S,,(C) is called completely positive if
(1.1) holds. In Kronecker notation (2.5)

l
=1



(Note that the complex space C"*" is S,,(C) + v/1-S,(C), and 7 is a real trans-
formation.) Observe that if Aj,..., A; € R™*™ then 7(S,(R)) C S (R). Clearly,

completely positive operator is cone preserving. Furthermore,

!
(V) =) A}YA; where Y € §p(C). (3.5)
=1

Observe that
tr7(X) = tr(XA'), Z ArA (3.6)

Hence 7 is trace preserving if and only if A’ = I,,. We will assume the condition
(1.2), unless stated otherwise. Such a mapping 7 is called a quantum channel.

Theorem 3.1 Let 7 : S,(C) — §,,(C) be a linear transformation. Then, for
all k=1,...,m, we have

k k
max \j(T(X)) = max > tr(r(xx")(y;v7))- (3.7)

XeSn 41 e x€C™,y1,..,y €CM x*x=1,y 5y q=0pq =

In particular

XEH}S(:?SFJ M(T(X)) < o1(7). (3.8)

Assume furthermore that T is completely positive, i.e. (1.1) holds. Then, for all
k=1,...,m, we have

g 2 Aj(T(X)) = (3.9)

max Z |y;Aix|2.

x€C™y1,...ykEC™ x*x=1,y 5 yq=0pq )
J=

In particular,

k

k
o YN0 < ;Ajmv», j=1,...,m, (3.10)

where A(T) is given by (1.6).
Proof. (2.1) yields that Z?:l Aj(Y) is a convex function on S,,(C), e.g. [3].

Therefore, Zle Xi(7(X)) is a convex function on Sy, 1 1. Since the extreme points
of §p, +,1 are xx*,x € C",x*x = 1, we obtain

k
max Aji(7(X)) = max Z Aji(

X€ESn +,1% 1 xeCn x*x=1
‘]:

Combine this equality with (2.1) to deduce (3.7). Compare the maximum charac-
terization (3.3) of o1(7) with (3.7), (k = 1), to deduce (3.8).



Assume now that (1.1) holds. Note that
tr((Apxx™ AD)y;y7) = tr((y; Ax) (x"Afy;)) = |y; Aix]*.

Hence, for completely positive operator (3.7) is equivalent to (3.9). The Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality yields

ly;Ax|® = [(Afy;) > < [|ATy; P IxI* = yj AiAfy;.

Hence, the left-hand side of (3.9) is bounded above by

k

*
max y;A(T)y;.
V15K EC™, Y Yq=0pq =

(2.1) yield that the above maximum is equal to 3%

i=1Aj(A(7)), which implies (3.10).

|

4 Lower bounds on minimal entropies

Recall that minimum entropy output of a quantum channel 7, denoted by H(7), is
defined by (1.3). Since H(Y") is a concave function on S, 4 (F), and the extreme
points of S, 4 (F) are of the form xx*, where x € F" and x*x = 1 it follows that

H(r) = min H(7(xx")). (4.1)

xeCn x*x=1

Assume 75 : $p(C) = S, (C), j = 1,2 are two quantum channels:

Ly
Tj(Xj) = ZAZ"]‘X]‘AZ]-, Ai,j S (ijxnj, 1=1,... ,lj, j=172. (42)
1=1

Le.
l

J
T = Aij,j ®Aij,j7 j = 1,2
Q=1

Then 7 ® 7o is quantum channel since

l1,l2
T QT = Z (i1 ® Aiy) ® (A1 ® Ajy). (4.3)

i1=ig=
Also, it is straightforward to check that
A(r ®@m) =A(n) ® A(T2). (4.4)

Hence
log /\1(A(T1 &® ’7’2)) == log /\1(A(T1)) + log /\1(A(T2)) (45)

Thus log A1 (A(7)) is the first additive invariant on quantum channels. Note that

‘Sm ((C) ® ‘Snz ((C) C Snmm ‘Sm,-i-,l((c) ® Snz,-i—,l((c) C Sn1n2,+,1'



Hence we obtain that the minimum entropy output of quantum channels is subad-
ditive (1.4). The additivity conjecture in quantum information theory states that
equality always holds in (1.4) [10].

Let 7 : $,(C) — S,,(C) be a quantum channel. Then the sequence H(®PT) is
subadditive:

H(®PTI7) < H(®PT) + H(®%7) for all integers p,q > 1.

Hence the limit (1.5) exists.

The aim of this paper to give a nontrivial lower bound on H,(7) for certain
quantum channels. Assume that 71,75 are two quantum channels given by (4.2).
Viewing 71,7 as linear transformation we get

log |11 ® 72| = logo1(T1 ® T2) =logo1(T1) + log o1(m2) = log ||71|| + log ||72||. (4.6)
Hence, log ||| is the second additive invariant on quantum channels.

Theorem 4.1 Let 7 : S,(C) — S,,(C) be a quantum channel. Assume that
min(A (A(7)),||7]|) < 1. Then

H,(7) > max(—log A1 (A(7)), —log ||7]]). (4.7)

Proof. Let Y € S5, 4.1. Since \(Y) > ... >\, (Y) >0

H(Y) = Z)\ (V) log 2 Z Y) log 1y) > —log A\ (Y).

(3.10) for k=1, (4.4) and (3.8) yield

H(&PT) 2 —log Ai(A(®"7)) = —log Ai(®PA(7)) = —plog A1 (A(7)),
H(&"7) > —log 01(&P7) = —plogay (1) = —plog|7||

Hence (4.7) holds. O

Note that the proof of the above theorem yields that (4.7) always holds. However
if min(A;1(A(7)),||7]]) > 1 then the inequality (4.7) is trivial.

In the next sections we will give examples for which A;(A(7)) < 1. In that case
we can improve the lower bound for H,.(7) > —log A1 (A(7)). Denote by m’ > 1 the
smallest positive integer that

i Ai(A) > 1. (4.8)
=1

Since T is trace preserving (3.10) yields that m’ > m. Note that m’ > 1 if and only
if A1(A(7)) < 1. Assume first that m’ > 1. Let

m'—1
F(A(7)) = —n(A(7)) logn(A(7)) = > \i(A(7))log Xi(A(7)), (4.9)
i=1
m/—1
where 7(A()) =1— > M(A(7)).
i=1



Note that in this case 0 < n(A(7)) < A\ (A(7)). Hence
F(A(r)) > — log Ay (A(r)). (4.10)
If \i(A(7)) > 1 we let F(A(7)) = 0.

Theorem 4.2 Let 7 be a quantum channel given by (1.1). Let A(T) be given
by (1.6) and assume that F(A(T)) is defined as above. Then

H,(7) > lim sup w.

p—o0

(4.11)

Proof. If A\j(A) > 1 then A\ (®PA(7)) = M (A)P > 1 and F(®PA(7)) = 0. In
that case (4.11) is trivial.
Assume that A\j(A(7)) < 1. Let

N(A(7)) == (M(A(D), s Awr—1(A(7)),n(A(7)),0,...,0) € RE.

m—m/

(3.10) implies that A(7(X)) < n(A(7)) for each X € S, ;1. Since xlogz is convex
on R it follows that —H(7(X)) < —F(A(7)). Hence H(7) > F(A(7). Similarly

H(wPr) > F(A(P7)) = F(sPA(7).
Hence (4.11) holds in this case. O

We remark that the inequality (4.10) shows that (4.11) is an improvement of
the inequality H,(7) > —log A1 (A(7)) when A\ (A(7)) < 1. Since the eigenvalues
of ®”A(71) are rearranged coordinates of the vector @ A(A(7)), it should not be
too difficult to find the exact formula of the right-hand side of (4.11) in terms of
A(A(7)).

5 Examples

Example 1. A quantum channel 7 : §1(C) — S,,,(C) is of the form

l l
T(x) = Zaixaf, a,eC”i=1,...,1, Zaz‘ai =1, A7) = Zaiaz‘. (5.1)
i=1 =1

Note that tr A(7) = 1. Hence A\ (A(7)) < 1, unless aj,...,a; are colinear. (This
happens always if m = 1.)
We claim that

o1(1) = tr A(7)2. (5.2)
Indeed
t Y| = tr A(T)Y | = /tr A(7)2.
ecrvedn B oo TTEVIZ o, By, [ TAMDYI= Vir Al
Hence
A(A(7)) < o1(r) < 1iff aj,...,a; are not colinear. (5.3)



If aj,...,a; are colinear then A\(A) = 01(A) = 1. Note that in this example
H(7) = H(A(7)).

Example 2. A quantum channel 7 : S,(C) — S1(C) is of the form

l l l
T(X):Za;ani, a, eCti=1,...,1 Zaiajzlm A(T):Za;kai:n.
i=1 i=1

i=1
(5.4)
So A1(A(7)) =n > 1. On the other hand

- tr(r(X)y)| = trX|=vn. (55
T = oo | ETX) = max T X =V (55)

So for n > 1 A1 (A(7)) > o1(7).

Example 3. A quantum channel 7 : S,,(C) — S, (C) is called strongly self-adjoint

if
l l
T(X) =) AiXA;, A €8,(C), > A} =1, (5.6)
i=1 i=1
7 is called unitary if
l
T(X) =Y U XU, (5.7)
i=1
where Uy,...,U; € C™ ™ are unitary, and (t1,...,t,)' is a positive probability

vector. (This quantum channel was considered in [6] to give a counterexample to
the additivity conjecture.) So A(7) = I,, and A\{(A(7)) = 1. Note that 7 is self-
adjoint and 7(I,,) = I,,. Since I, is an interior point of S,, 1 it follows that oy (7) = 1.

Example 4. Assume 7; : S, (C) — S, (C),j = 1,2 are two quantum channels.
Consider the quantum channel 7 = 71 ® 7. Then

log A1 (A(7)) =log A1 (A(71)) +log A1 (A(72)), logoi(7) = log o1(m1) + log o1 (72).

Thus, it is possible to have A\ (A(7)) < 1 without the assumption that both 7y and
To satisfy the same condition. Combine Example 1 and Example 3 to obtain exam-
ples of quantum channels 7 : S,,(C) = S, (C), where n,m > 1 where A\ (A(7)) < 1.
Similar arguments apply for o; (7).

Example 5. Recall that if B € C™*"™ and C € CP*? then

_| B Omxq (m+p) X (n+q)
B@C—[Opm c ]E(C .

Assume 7; : Sy, (C) = Spp; (C), j = 1,2 are two quantum channels given as in (4.2).
Then 71 & 72 : Spy4ny (C) = Siy+m, (C) is defined as follows.

l1,l2

(memn)(X)= Y (Ai,1®A,2)X(A], © A} ,).

i1=t2=1
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Clearly, 71 @ 7o is a quantum channel. Furthermore,
A(m1 @ 72) = A1) @ A(m).

Hence
)\1(A(T1 ) Tg)) = max()\l(A(Tl)), Al(A(Tg))). (58)
This if A\1(A(7;)) < 1 we get that A\;(A(1 & 1) < 1.
The formula for o1 (7 @ 72) does not seems to be as simple as (5.8). By viewing
S5, (C) & S,,,(C) as a subspace of Sy, 4n,(C) we deduce the inequality

o1(m1 © 72) > max(oy (1), 01(72)).

Example 6. We first show how to take a neighborhood of a given quantum channel
given by (1.1). View A := (Aj,..., A;) as a point in (C™**)!. Let O(A) C (C™*")!
be an open neighborhood of A such that for any B := (By,...,B;) € (C™*")! the
matrix C(B) := Zé:l B! B; has positive eigenvalues. Define

~

B = (Bl,. .. ,Bl) = (BIC(B)_%, . ,BlC(B)_%) c ((men)l‘

Then 73 : S$;,(C) — S,,,(C) given by
l A A
(X)) =Y B X(B)*
i=1

is a quantum channel. So if O(A) is a small neighborhood A then 73 is in the small
neighborhood of 7. In particular of A\;(A(7)) < 1 then there exists a small neigh-
borhood O(A) such that A;(A(75)) < 1 for each B € O(A). Similar claim holds if
oi1(1) < 1.

Acknowledgement: 1 thank Gilad Gour for useful remarks.
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