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The classical asymptotic equipartition property is the statement that, in the limit of a large
number of identical repetitions of a random experiment, the output sequence is virtually certain to
come from the typical set, each member of which is equally likely. In this paper, we prove a fully
quantum generalization of this property, where both the system and side information are quantum.
This naturally leads to a family of Rényi-like quantum conditional entropies, for which the von

Neumann entropy emerges as a special case.

I. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we prove a fully quantum version of the
asymptotic equipartition property (AEP). Since there is
no quantum analogue of conditional probability distribu-
tions, we express the classical AEP in terms of entropies
before generalizing it to the quantum case. The fully
quantum version is similar to the classical one for which
we first sketch the proof.

A. Classical AEP

The AEP (cf. Theorem 3.1.1 in [1]) is central to clas-
sical information theory because it establishes the Shan-
non entropy as the relevant quantity for various problems
involving independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.)
random variables. It is a direct consequence of the weak
law of large numbers and states that, for large enough n,
the outcome of a random experiment given by an i.i.d.
sequence X" = (X1, Xo,..., X,,) € X*" of random vari-
ables and a probability distribution P on a set X will
almost certainly be in a set of approximately 27H(X)
typical events that each occur with a probability close
to 271 (X)where H(X) is the Shannon entropy:!

H(X)=-)Y_ P(x)log P(x).

reX

Consider, for example, the problem of source compres-
sion. There, one asks for the number of bits needed
to store the outcome of the above random experiment.
In typical information theoretic applications, we tolerate
small errors. Then, the AEP tells us that we can ignore
non-typical events and thus only need nH (X) bits to
store the whole sequence, i.e. H(X) bits per element.

This can alternatively be formulated in terms of the
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1 We use log to denote the binary logarithm.

min- and max-entropy, which are defined as follows:

Hmin(X) = —lOgglea.%(P(fE),
Hppoe(X) = log|{z € X : P(z) > 0}|.

We also informally introduce smooth versions of the min-
and max-entropy, denoted HE; (X) and HE . (X). The
smooth min-entropy is constructed by ignoring the most
probable events in X up to total probability ¢ and tak-
ing the min-entropy of the remaining distribution. Sim-
ilarly, to construct the smooth max-entropy one ignores
the least probable events. In terms of these entropies,

the AEP for i.i.d. variables can be stated

U R ny

lim lim —Hga(X") = H(X) and (1)
1

lim lim —HS, (X") = H(X). (2)

e—=0n—oon

These relations have also been generalized to the case of
conditional entropies [2].

Returning to the example of source compression makes
clear the second of these relations. In order to store (with
certainty) the outcome of a single random experiment
given by X and P, one needs H, . (X) bits. Further-
more, if one tolerates a small probability of failure, only
HE (X) bits are required. However, in the case of a
large sequence of i.i.d. random variables, the AEP tells
us that H(X) bits are needed for each element of the
sequence, and hence relation (2] follows. A similar argu-
ment can be made using randomness extraction to illus-
trate the relation () [3].

We now sketch a proof of the AEP (). We use the

Rényi entropies [4]
1

11—«

H

[e3%

(X):= log Z P(x)*, a€l0,00), (3)

zeX

for which the min-entropy («— 00), max-entropy (o —0)
and Shannon entropy (aw— 1) are special cases. Further-
more, the entropies H, (X) are monotonically decreasing
in o and, as shown in [3], the Rényi entropies with o > 1
are close to the smooth min-entropy

1
min(X) = Ho(X) = g——loge,  a>1 (4)
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while those with a@ < 1 are close to the smooth max-
entropy. Note that the error term loge in @) di-
verges when we try to recover the Shannon entropy. How-
ever, in the case of an i.i.d. sequence we find

xm 2w, x) -

1
—HE —1 5
where we have used H,(X") = nH_,(X). We proceed

Zin(X™) from above and
below. To get the lower bound, we choose « =14 1//n
and take the limit n — oo in () . The upper bound
essentially follows from H . (X) < H(X).

min(

by bounding lim. ¢ lim, 0o HE; (X

B. Fully Quantum AEP

The AEP was generalized to unconditional quantum
entropies in [, 6], and a statement for conditional en-
tropies follows from Theorem 3.3.6 in |7]. We propose a
fully quantum AEP, where fully refers to the fact that
we condition on quantum side information.

Theorem 1 (Fully Quantum AEP). Let pss be a bipar-
tite state on Ho @ Hys and n € Z1 so that p®" s an 1.1.d.
state on (Ha ® Hg)®™, then

e n n _
lim Tim. nHmm(A |B")pen = H(A|B), and  (6)
1
lim lim —HS, (A"|B"),en = H(A|B),. (7)

e—=>0n—oon

This relation is expressed in terms of quantum versions
of the min- and max-entropies [7] and the conditional von
Neumann entropy which will be defined precisely below.
The reader unfamiliar with quantum entropies is also re-
ferred to [8, 9] for many of their properties and applica-
tions.

In this contribution, we prove a non-asymptotic version
of Theorem [I] that gives a lower bound on HZ;, (A™|B"™)
for finite n. This result has a direct application in quan-
tum cryptography when analyzing the security of finite
keys. In the process, we encounter new quantities that
can be seen as a quantum generalization of Rényi en-
tropies as well as a family of inequalities that generalize
@) for quantum conditional entropies.

II. QUANTUM RENYI ENTROPIES

We use S(Hag) to denote the set of normalized quan-
tum states on the bipartite finite dimensional Hilbert
space Hag = Ha ® Hg, and denote the von Neumann
entropy by H(A|B), := tr(pas(Lls ® logps — log pas)).
We define the min-entropy:

Definition 1. Let p,p € S(Hizs) and o5 € S(Hg), then
the min-entropy of A conditioned on B of the state pap
relative to o is defined as

A|B),j,:=—logmin{A\€R : A, ®05 >pan} (8)

mln(

if the support of oy satisfies supp {0} 2 supp {ps}, oth-
erwise H_. (A|B),, := —o0. Furthermore, without the

min P|U
restriction to oz, we define
AB), := H_. (AB),,. 9
mm( | )P g}gaé(_[B) mm( | )p\ ( )
The max—entropy max(A|B)P = mln(A|C)P Is its

dual with regards to a purification papc of pap on an
auxiliary Hilbert space Hc.2
The quantum entropies can be ordered as follows?:

Lemma 2 (Ordering of Entropies). Let pyp € S(Ha ®
Hz), then

A[B), < H(AIB), < AB),.  (10)

Proof. Tt is sufficient to prove the first inequality, since
H,yio(AIB) < H(A[B) implies H,,, (A|C) > H(A|C).
This follows from the definition of H, . (A|B) and the
fact that H(A|B) = —H(A|C) for any purification on

C. The first step uses Klein’s inequality D(pg|os) :=

mm ( de (

tr(ps(log ps — logog)) > 0 (with equality if and only if

Op = Pg)-

H(A|B), = H(AB),—-H(B),— D

(AB), UBg}SE?éB) (AB), (B), (pslos)
= t log(1 — 1
UBEI}SE@ZB) Y(PAB( og(l, ® ox) ngAB))

> tr(pas(log(A, ® of,) — log pas)) — log A
Z mm(A|B)P ’

where we chose A > 0 and o], € S(Hgs) such that they
optimize (§) and (@). Hence, —logA = H,;,(A|B),. Fur-
thermore, it follows from (8]) that A1, ® 0%, > pap. Then,
using the operator monotonicity* of ¢ — logt (cf. Chap-
ter V in [11]), we find that the remaining term is posi-

tive. O

In order to define smooth versions, we consider the set
of states close to p in the following sense. For € > 0, we
define an e-ball of states around p as

B(p) :=={p=0:F(p,p) = 1 — ¢}, (11)
where F(A, B) := tr|v/AVB| denotes the quantum fi-

delity generalized to non-normalized states. Smoothed
versions of the min-entropy are then defined:
A|B = max A|B);i,,
mln( | )P\ janEBe (PAB) mln( | )P|
paBEB® (pAB)
oBES(He )

2 Note that the classical definition of the max-entropy can be re-
covered by the dual Hy,,(X) = —H_; (A|B),|,, where pa =
er)( P(x) |z)(xz| and pag a purlﬁcatlon of pa.

3 See also Lemma 10 in [10] for an alternative proof. There they
define Dmax(pz|los) which, for Ha = Cis —H . (A[B),|,. Fur-
ther note that Dy, as defined in [10] is not related to Hmax-.

4 A function f is operator monotone if A > B implies f(A) > f(B)
for any positive semi-definite matrices A and B.



Similarly, we define

A|B), : min

PABEB(paB)

max ( de (A|B) :

The smoothed entropies maintain the duality relation
as the following lemma shows.

Lemma 3. Let papc € S(Ha®@ Hs @ He) be a pure state
and € > 0, then

AB), = AlC), . (12)

de( mm (

Proof. We use BS(p) to denote the set of pure states close
to p, i.e. Bi(p) :== {p € B*(p) : rank(p) = 1}. Next, for
Pasc as an arbitrary purification of p,5, we define an e-
ball B%(p,z) of states around p,5 that are close on the
purified space:

Ba(pAB) = {trc(ﬁABC) : Panc € Bi(pABc)}-

The monotonicity of the quantum fidelity under partial
trace gives B%(pan) C B%(par). Then, using Uhlmann’s
theorem (Theorem 9.4 in |12]), it follows that every state
Pan € B%(pap) has a purification papc € BE(pagc), and
50 B%(pag) C B%(par). Hence, the two sets are equal and

AB), = min

paBCEBS (paBC)

de( de(A|B)

AlC);

= —  max
PABCEBE (paBC)

AlC), .

mm (

mm(

O

Next, we introduce a family of quantum Rényi-like en-
tropies:

Definition 2. Let psz € S(Hap), 05 € S(Hgs) s.t
supp{os} 2 supp{ps} and a € [0,00), then the a-
entropy of A conditioned on B of the state p,p relative
to o is given by

. 1 @ ~ -«
H,(AB),|, = %1361 — logtr|p%, (L ®@65) |, (13)
where 65 := (1—&)oy + €1, is invertible. Furthermore,
Ha(A|B)P = MaAXspeS(Hp) Ha(A|B>p|U'

A similar quantity appears in quantum hypothesis test-
ing |13, [14] and as a quantum relative Rényi entropy
n [15]. Indeed, some of the techniques we use are in-
spired by [13]. If Hy = C is empty, we recover the
classical Rényi entropies ([@). It can be shown that
H,,,(AB), = A|B), [9]. Moreover, one can verify

max(

lim H,(A[B), = H(A[B), . (14)

Furthermore, evaluation for an i.i.d. state p©? relative to
another i.i.d. state c2" results in

Ho(A"[B") jonjpon = nH(AIB)o . (15)

III. ENTROPY BOUND

Our main tool in proving the fully quantum AEP is a
family of inequalities that relate the smooth conditional
min-entropy HE, (A|B) to H,(A|B) for @ € (1,2]. The
result is a quantum generalization of ().

Theorem 4. Let pay € S(Hap), 05 € S(Hz) s.t.
supp {os} 2 supp{ps}, € > 0 and o € (1,2], then the
following inequality holds:

A[B)yjo = Ho(A[B)yo

mm (

1
T loge. (16)

Moreover, ([L6l) holds without the restriction to og.

To prove Theorem 4] we will need two lemmas that are
established in Appendices [Al and [Bl The first gives the
following estimate of HZ, (A|B), (see also [16]):

mln

Lemma 5. Let pag € S(Has), 0s
supp {os} 2 supp {ps} and X\ > 0, then

€ S(Hp) st

H i (AB)yje > —log A, e =tr(A), (17)

where A := {pap — M4 @ o}y is the positive part of the
operator pag — AL, ® 0.

The second lemma, originally proven by Petz [17)], es-
tablishes the monotonicity of certain functionals under
trace-preserving completely positive maps (TPCPMs)
and is of independent use in quantum information theory
(see e.g. |13]).

Definition 3. Let H be a Hilbert space with orthonor-
mal basis {|i)};, H = H be a copy of H, and |vy) =
>-; 1) ® i) be the (unnormalized) fully entangled state
on H ® H'. For a continuous function f : [0,00) — R,
and operators A > 0, B > 0, we define

S¢(A, B) = (y|(B 1) f(B~' @ AT)(B% @ 1)]y),

where ()T denotes the transpose with respect to the basis

{l9)}s.

Lemma 6. Let f be operator convexr® on [0,00) with
f(0) = 0 and € be a TPCPM, then for all Hermitian
operators A >0,B > 0:

Si(A, B) = 57(E(A), €(B)). (18)

Proof of Theorem [} For fixed A > 0 and o5 € S(H3) s.t.
o > 0%, we define operator X = p 5 — M, ® o and

5 A continuous function f is operator convex if f(%(A + B)) <
(f(A) + f(B)) for all positive semi-definite matrices A and B.
ThlS is equivalent to saying that op has full support. The ar-
gument for O'B s.t. supp {oe} 2 supp {pe} is similar: we simply
substitute O' for op and take the limit £ — 0 at the end.



denote by {|9;)}ics its eigenbasis. The set ST C S con-
tains the indices ¢ corresponding to positive eigenvalues
of X. Hence, P* = 3", ¢ [1i)(¢y] is the projector on
the positive eigenspace of X and PT X PT = A as defined
in Lemma [l Furthermore, let r; = (¥;|pas|ts) > 0 and

= (;|1, ® os|th;) > 0. From the definitions, it follows
that

ri—As; >0 and

Vies+ :

For any a € (1,2], we bound ¢ in (I7) as follows:

e = tr(A) = Zri—/\sig Zri

€St €St

IN
3
7N
>
~~_
i

< Ao er‘ FEa (19)

Next, we apply Lemma [0l to the functional Sy, with
go 1 t = t* for @ € (1,2]. (Note that g, is operator
convex for such « (see Section V.2 of [11]).) We use the
TPCPM A — ZiGS |’t/11><’t/11|A|’t/11><’t/11| to obtain

Sgo (Pans La ® 0p) = tr(p3p(1a @ 0)' ™) > Zra I
€S
Substituting this into ([IJ)), we find
AT < et (p%, (1 @ 0w) 7).

Taking the logarithm on both sides, dividing by 1 —a < 0
and applying ([7) results in

log tr(pSs (1. ®0s)' )
11—«

—loge

AlB)yjo = (20)

mm(

We now use tr(A) < tr|A] (cf. Lemma 9.5 in [12]) to
substitute H,(A[B),|, and recover (L6]):

1
A|B),, > H,(AB), — loge.

mm (

“7_1

Finally, denoting by of the state that maximizes
H_(A|B), we have
mm(A|B) > mm(A|B) |o’
@ 1
> H,(AB),o — loge
-«
1
= H,(AB),— loge.
-«

IV. QUANTUM AEP

One could use TheoremM] together with the arguments
given for the classical case in Section[[A] to prove (@). In
many applications, it is useful to have an explicit lower
bound on H:; (AB). We derive such a bound, from
which the asymptotic version (@) is a corollary.

Theorem 7. Let pap € S(Hag), € > 0 and n an integer

so that p¥% is an i.i.d. state on HZY, then

1 0 —loge
A"™B") en > H(A|B _ 21
Hi i (A" B™) e (A|B), — T (21)
where § := lime_o lnthr(pAB(log2 pAB+]lA®log2 ﬁEB)(llA@)

p5)7Y) and py = (1 = §)ps + Ell.

Proof. We derive a lower bound on HZ; (A"™|B"),en by
expanding the trace term in (20).” The subsequent in-
equalities for A € [0,1], 4 € (0,1] and « € (1,2] follow
from Taylor’s theorem® and an expansion around o = 1.

A< AL (- DA+ Lo~ 17107, (22)

t)—t
|

Q
AN

1 1
< 1—(a=1)Inp+ 5(04—1)2—1n2u, (23)
7

ptz ot > 1 (24)

Let A and B be two Hermitian operators with 0 < A <1
and 0 < B < 1. Since (22) holds for all eigenvalues of A,
we get

A <AL+ (a—1)lnA+ %(a -1)2In*4)  (25)

and analogous inequalities for B from (23) and (24). We
now apply these results to tr(A*B'~®) and repeatedly
use the fact that tr(CD) > 0if C >0 and D > 0.

tr(A*B'™%) @SE) tr(AB'"™) 4 (a—1)tr(A(ln A)B'™%)

—l—%(a— 1)2tr(A(In* A)B'~%)

&D _
< tr(ABYY) 4 (a—1)tr(Aln A)

+%(o¢— 1)2tr(A(In* A)B™Y)

@SE) tr(A) + (a—1)tr (A(ln A — In B))

1
+§(a—1)2tr (A(Iln* A+1n*B)B™).
Furthermore, since for all > 0 the logarithm is upper
bounded by Inz < x — 1, we get
%—i—(a—l)tr(A(logA—log B))
tr(A(log® A+log® B)B™1).

logtr(A“B'=) <
+ln2 (a 1)

7 We could use Theorem [ directly instead, however, the modulus
in the definition of H, (A|B) causes a more involved calculation
and (20) is tighter.

8 We use the Lagrange form of the remainder term Ry () = %(a -
1)2f"(¢) for some ¢ € [1,a] C [1,2] to form the bound.



In particular, dividing by 1 —a < 0, setting A = p,p and
setting B =1, ® pp (we assume pg > 09) leads to

log tr(pg5 (1x ® pu)' ™)

> H(A[B), — (a —1)6. (26)

1—«
Finally,
1 g n n 1 € n n
ﬁHmin(A |B )p‘g’" > ﬁHmin(A |B )p®”\p®"
@0, @ log tr(pfy(1r @ ps)' =) __loge
- -« n(l—a)
@a) —1
> H(alB), - 2
D
where we chose o = 1 + ﬁ in the last step. [l

The asymptotic version stated in Theorem [ follows as
a corollary.

Proof of Theorem [l We first show the min-entropy rela-
tion (@l). Taking the n — oo limit in ([2I)) gives

1
lim Tim i (A"[B")on 2 H(AJB),.
However, since, for ¢ — 0, the min-entropy is smaller
than the Shannon entropy (cf. Lemma ), we get the
desired result'®. The max-entropy relation (7)) follows
after we substitute the duals of the smooth min-entropy
(cf. Lemmalf3]) and the von Neumann entropy (H (A|B) =
O

—H(A|C)) into (@).

APPENDIX A: PROOF OF LEMMA

We first choose a state pag, calculate H, ; (A|B)j,

and then show that .5 is indeed in B%(p,5). We use the
abbreviated notation I' = A1, ® oy and choose

Pan :CpABCTu C:F% (F‘FA)_%

From the definition of A, we have p gz < I' + A; hence,
par < T. This allows us to write H _; (A|B)s, > —log A.

in(
min
Next we upper bound 1 — F(pag, pap). To this avail, let
|6) ape be a purification of p,; on an auxiliary Hilbert

9 The more general case follows by substituting p”sB for pg and
taking the limit £ — 0 at the end.

10 We also use of the continuity of the von Neumann entropy under
small perturbations of the state (cf. Fannes’ inequality in [12]).
This ensures that the difference between the Shannon entropy of
a state pO™ € B%(p®") and the Shannon entropy of p®" grows
at most linearly in n.

5

space Hg, then |9~>ABE = C ® 1g|0) apx is a purification of
pas- By Uhlmann’s theorem

1—1(616))|

11— (616))]

[(01(Las — C) ® 1e|0)|
= [tr(pas(Las — CO))|.

Next we show that C' = (C + CT) < 1,5. By multi-

plying I' <T'4+ A with (I'+ A)_% from left and right, we
get

1- F(pABaﬁAB)

IN N

(A1)

CTC =T +A) D +A)"% <1,,.

Using the operator norm |C| = /[CTC| = max{V/\ :
A is an eigenvalue of CTC}, we find that CTC < 1,5 re-
quires |C| = |CT| < 1. Furthermore, we conclude that
|IC| <1 by the triangle inequality and therefore C' < 1 5.

Using the linearity of the trace together with its invari-
ance under the Hermitian conjugate to exchange C' with
C and using 1, — C > 0, we find that the trace (AT is
positive. Furthermore, p 5 < T 4+ A and thus

1 — F(pap, pan) < tr(T' + A) — tr((T + A)2T3).

By using the operator monotonicity of ¢ — v/ (V.1.8 in

[11]), we find vT + A > VT and
1- F(pABu ﬁAB) < tl“(A) = c.

Hence, according to (III), we have shown that p,p is in-
deed in B%(p,). Finally
Hré;lin(A|B>p|0' > Hmin(A|B)ﬁ|U > _1Og)"

APPENDIX B: PROOF OF LEMMA

Every TPCPM can be expressed as a unitary map
on a enlarged space followed by a partial trace. Hence,
it is sufficient to show that the inequality holds under
unitary maps (i), when embedding H into a larger
Hilbert space (ii) and when taking a partial trace (iii).
We will repeatedly make use of {(y|A ® 1|y) = tr(A) and
(A® 1)) = (1 AT)]).

i) We consider the unitary map A — UAUT. Note that
FUAUT) = Uf(A)UT as well as (UAUT)T = UTTAUT.
It is now easy to verify that

S{(UAUT,UBUY) = S;(A, B).
ii) It is sufficient to embed H into H ® C?, where C?

has basis {|0),|1)}. We map positive operators A on H
to positive operators A ® |0)(0] on H ® C2. Note that



F(A®10)(0]) = f(A) ®10)(0| for all functions f with
£(0) = 0. Thus,

Sp(A®0)(0], B® |0)(0]) = S5 (A, B).

iii) Here we split the Hilbert space H = Hxy into two
parts Hxy = Hx ®Hy. For an operator Axy on H, we de-
note by Ax its reduction to Hyx, namely Ax = try(Axy).
Furthermore, we fix bases {|i)x}; on Hx and {|i)y}; on
Hy, introduce copies H = Hyx and H! = H,, and de-
fine the (unnormalized) completely mixed states |y)x and
[7)xy accordingly. It remains to be shown that, when f
operator convex,

(V[V Bxy ® ﬂxyf(B;; ® Afy) V Bxy @ Lxy|7)xvy
> <'7| vV Bx ® ]le(B;1 ® Az) vV Bx ® ]1X|'7>x- (Bl)
Let us define an isometry v : Hyx @ Hiy — Hxy @ Hiy
that maps

Vi Bx ® Dx|7>x =\ Bxy ® Dx ® ]1Y|"Y>XY s

where Dy is a linear operator on Hy. First, note that we
can write every pure state |¥) € Hyx@H) as |¥) = /Bx®
DY |v)x. In fact, if |¥) = > VA [i)x ® [i)x, A > 0, is
the Schmidt decomposition of |¥), Uy : |i)x ~ |i)x and
Vi @ |i)x + |i)x are unitaries and Ex = >, A;[i)(i|x, then
it is easy to verify that DY = /ExVxUI'(v/Bx)™ 7.

Next we show that v is indeed an isometry. It suffices
to show that

[19) = @) = ¥} - vI@)]
or equivalently, setting Dy = DY — D®,
” V Bx ® DX|'7>XH2 = H V Bxy @ Dx ® ]1Y|'7>XY”2~
The left-hand side evaluates to

|VBsx ® Dslv)x|” = (71Bx ® DEDyly)x
= tr(DITByDI),

while the right-hand side evaluates to

2
H V Bxy ® Dx ® ]1Y|'7>XY||
= (7|Bxy ® DI(DX @ Iy|y)xy
= tr((Df @ 1y) Bxx (DX @ 1y))
= tr(DI" By DY).

We have now established that v is an isometry. Next
we show that

V(B ® AL )v = Byt @ AL

by looking at its action on arbitrary states. The right-
hand side evaluates to

(VB! @ AL|®)«
= (7|(v/Bx ® DY B' @ AL (\/Bx @ D)|7)x
= (y|1x ® DYTAL DY)«
= tr(DyTAI DY),

whereas the left-hand side evaluates to
(U (Bey ® A% )V ®)x

= (VB ® DYT @ 1) B ® A,
(VBxy ® Di) ® Ly )|7)xv

= (Y/lxy ® (DET ® 1Y)A£Y
~(D;{: ® Ly)[7)xv

— o (DY & 1,)AL (D ©1,))

= tr(DYTATD?).

If f is operator monotone on [0,00) and v an isomor-
phism into H, then, for all A > 0 on H: vif(A)r >
f(vTAv) (cf. V.2.2 in [11]). Applied to the situation at
hand:

IBG @ ALY 2 f(r1(B ® AL)v)
= (B ® AY).
This holds in particular if we take the scalar product

with (v/Bx ® 1x)|7)x, which immediately leads us to the
desired result as stated in (BI). O
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