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Abstract—We construct a new entanglement-assisted quantum CNOT gates.
polar coding scheme which achieves the symmetric coherent-i « The entanglement consumption rate vanishes foam@n

formation rate by synthesizing “amplitude” and “phase” channels bitrary degradable channel with qubit input.
from a given, arbitrary quantum channel. We first demonstrate ] ) )

the coding scheme for arbitrary quantum channels with qubit Following the multi-level coding method of Ref.|[9], we
inputs, and we show that quantum data can be reliably decoded show how to extend the coding scheme to channels with mul-
by O(N) rounds of coherent quantum successive cancellation, tiple qubit inputs. This gives an explicit code construatfor

followed by N controlled-NOT gates (whereN is the number of A : ; ~ itvroheds
channel uses). We also find that the entanglement consumptio the superactivation effect, in which two zero-capacit

rate of the code vanishes fordegradable quantum channels. N@ve & non-zero quantum capacity when used together [10] (in
Finally, we extend the coding scheme to channels with multip  this sense, the channedstivateeach other).

qubit inputs. This gives a near-explicit method for realizng one

of the most striking phenomena in quantum information theoty: I. QUANTUM POLAR CODING SCHEME

the superactivation effect, whereby two quantum channels which A Classical i h Is f | i bl
individually have zero quantum capacity can have a non-zero - “~lassical-quantum channeis for compiementary vargble

quantum capacity when used together. Consider a quantum channdl” with a two-dimensional

Polar coding is a promising code construction for transmifaput systemA’ and ad-dimensional output system. Let
ting classical information over classical channeéls [1]ikan 74 ~BE denote the isometric extension of this channel.
proved that polar codes achieve the symmetric capacity |0dt |2) denote the computational or “amplitude” basis with
any classical channell[1], with an encoding and decodinge {0, 1}, and let|Z) denote the conjugate, Hadamard, or
complexity that isO (N log N) where N is the number of “phase” basis with € {+, -} and |+) = (]0) = [1)) /v/2.
channel uses. These codes exploit the channel polarizatioFollowing Ref. [2], we consider building up a quantum
effect whereby a particular recursive encoding inducesta $@mmunication protocol from two classical communication
of virtual channels, such that a fraction of the virtual ah@ls protocols that preserve classical information encoded int
are perfect for data transmission while the other fraction acomplementary variables. In this vein, two particular sieal-
useless for this task. The fraction containing perfectuairt quantum (cq) channels are important. First, consider the cq
channels is equal to the channel’s symmetric capacity.  channel induced by sending an amplitude basis state &ver

In this paper, we offer a new quantum polar coding scheme ,
strongly based on ideas of Renes and Boiléau [2], who showed Wa:z = NY7E(2) (2]) = 67, 1)
that quantum coding protocols can be constructed from e
different protocols that protect classical informatiorceted
into complementary observables. In particular, a protdopl
reliably transmitting quantum data can be built from a pcoto
that reliably recovers classical information encoded iato
“amplitude” observable and a protocol that reliably reasve

“phase” information with the assistance of quantum Siq%its a binary variable: by modulating the signal witiz®, a

mfoLman(_)S (see Refs. [331’ [4]L15].16] for related |dea|\s) d[e hasing of the amplitude basis states. However, instéad o
These ideas were used to construct a quantum polar co lying this to|0), she modulates one half of an entangled

scheme with an efficient dec_oder 0 [7]_’ but only for a _Certaiaubit pair (ebit) shared with Bob. These qubits are in theesta
set of channels with essentially classical outputs. Faligw

a different approach, Refl[][8] constructed quantum pola CD)CA, = 1 Z |Z>C |Z>A’ _ S Z |5>C |5>A’

codes for degradable channels. Our new quantum polar coding V2 V2 ’
scheme has several advantages over these previous schemes:

and BobC'. The modulation yields

ere the classical inputis a binary variable and the notation
W, indicates that the classical information is encoded into
the amplitude basis. We can regard this as the sender (Alice)
modulating a standard signdl) with X* and transmitting the
result to the receiver (Bob).

For the other cq channel, suppose that Alice instead trans-

z€{0,1} ze{+,—}

; : . ,

« The net rate of quantum communication is equal to tﬁ'g"th Alice holding A
symmetrlc_cohere_n'F information for ambitrary quantum |%>BCE _ UJ{X/—)BE (Zw)Al |<I>)A/C ’ )
channel with qubit input.

« The decoder i®xplicit, and consists of) (N) rounds of 5 > (FD) 6" )7, ®)
coherent quantum successive cancellation followedby z€{0,1}
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Where|¢z>BE is a purification of¢? in (@). The resulting cq andG y is Arikan’s encoding circuit matrix built from classi-
channel is then of the following form: cal CNOT and permutation gates. The interpretation of this
channel is that it is the one “seen” by the input if all
BC (4) . i1 . . .
T of the previous bitsu]”~ are available and if we consider
where the notatiofi» indicates that the classical informatiorgll the future bitsuY , as randomized. This motivates the
is encoded into a phase variable. In contrastit, the development of a quantum successive cancellation decoder
channelWp is one in which the receiver has quantum sid€QSCD) [11] that attempts to distinguish = 0 from u; =1
information (in the form of systenC) that is helpful for by adaptively exploiting the results of previous measuresie
decoding the transmitted phase informafion. and quantum hypothesis tests for each bit decision.
Both cq channels if{1) andl(4) arise in the error analysis The synthesized channel& ) polarize, in the sense that
of our quantum polar coding scheme, in the sense that #8me become nearly perfect for classical data transmission
performance depends on the performance of constituent pomile others become nearly useless. To prove this resuéf, on
codes constructed for these cq channels. Moreover, the t¢a& model the channel splitting and combining process as
channels are more closely related than they may initialfy random birth process|[1], [11], and one can demonstrate
appear. To see their relationship, consider the state that the induced random birth processes correspondinggto th
. A, \BCE _ 1 A, .c. .gp Channel parameterfs{W](VZ))andF(WJ(\}))are martingales th_at
V) =25 S @) ow)P = 7 > 1271271607 converge almost surely to zero-one valued random variables
xe{0,1} z€{0,1} in the limit of many recursions. The following theorem char-

Measuring syster in the phase basi§) generates thé/p acterizes the rate Wit_h _Which the chanr_lel polarizationogffe
output statesBZ, while measuring4 in the amplitude basis takes hold[[111], and it is useful in proving statements about
generates th&/, outpute?. the performance of polar codes for cq channels:

Another important channel is the cq chanfiél induced to ~ Theorem 1:Given a binary input cq channél” and any
the environment when inputting amplitude-encoded classig3 < 1/2, it holds thatlim,, Prf{\/F(WQ(P) < 2—2"5} =
information: Wg : z — Trp{Ux “P¥ (|z) (z|)}. We do not [ (W), where n indicates the level of recursion for the
consider this channel for our quantum polar coding schemficoding, W/’ is a random variable characterizing tfe
or its error analysis, but we instead consider it in Sedfibn dplit channel, and«”(Wéi)) is the fidelity of that channel.
when relating the quantum polar coding scheme of this paperassuming knowledge of the good and bad channels, one can
to the previous one from Ref.|[8]. then construct a coding scheme based on the channel polar-
ization effect, by dividing the synthesized channels adicay

B. Channel Polarization X ,
_ to the following polar coding rule:
Two channel parameters that determine the performance

of a cq channeM : =z — p, are the fidelity F (W) = —J; . (4) —N?

||\/p_0\/p_1Hf and the symmetric Holevo informatiahn(Th") G (W, 5) = {Z €Ny EWY) <2 } 0

H ((po+p1)/2) — [H (po) + H (p1)] /2 where H (o) and By (W, ) = [N]\ Gn (W, ), so thatGy (W, ) is
—Tr{olog, o} is the von Neumann entropy. These paramene set of “good” channels andy (W, ) is the set of
ters generalize the Bhattacharya parameter and the SymmgLy» channels. The sender then transmits the information
ric mutual information [[1], respectively, and are relatesl gt through the good channels and “frozen” bits through the
IW)~1& F(W)=~0andI (W) ~0 <« F(W)~1 pag ones. A helpful assumption for error analysis is that the
[11]. The channelV is near perfect wherd (W) ~ 1 and f55en pits are chosen uniformly at random such that the
near useless wheh(W) ~ 0. , sender and receiver both have access to these frozen bits.
_Ref. [11] demonstrated how to construct synthesized V§get [17] provided an explicit construction of a QSCD thas ha
sions of W, by channel combining and splitting|[1]. Forg, orror probability equal t0(2_Nﬁ)_|et {A%Ac)} denote

blocksize N, the synthesized channels are of the foIIowinghe corresponding decoding POVM, withy the information
form: '

Wp:z—o0o

o Ui-1BN bits andu 4. the frozen bits.
Wy rui — PGyu; ®) For our quantum polar coding scheme, we exploit a coherent
where version of Arikan’s encoder_[1], meaning that the gates are
Ui-1 BN 1 - Ui o que}ntum CNOTs and permutatic_ms (this lis the same encpder
P = Z 5T Jui™) uf ! ® Dyt (6) as in Refs.[[7],[[8]). When sending amplitude-basis clagsic
i1 information through the encoder and channels, the effect is

ul .
BN 1 g~ BN g B to induce synthesized channeﬂB’XN as described above.
o3 f = [ = 1 ® .. ® p N . ’ .
Pui Z oN—iPuNGys PN = Pay =~  Theorenil states that the fraction of amplitude-good chianne
uil (according to the criterion ii[7)) is equal I Z; B) , where
) the Holevo information! (Z; B), is evaluated with respect
Operationally, this quantum side information becomes lalvks to Bob ZB _ 1 z B . B
after he coherently decodes the amplitude variable. It dwgscorrespond to t.he C_q statep T2 Zze{q,1} |Z> <Z| ® ¢, ' with ¢z_
operationally to a Bell state shared before communicatiegirts. defined in[(1). It will be convenient to express this qua
p q



I(Z*4; B)y using the statéy), where theZ# indicates that Z =By (Wa,B8)NGn (Wp, ),
systemA is first measured in the amplitude basis. B =By (Wa,B)N By (Wp,B).
As in [7], the same encoding operation leads to channel
polarization for the phase chanriélp as well. Suppose Alice Our quantum polar coding scheme has the sender transmit
modulates her halves of the entangled pairs as before, &t tinformation qubits through the inputs i, frozen bits in
inputs them to the coherent encoder before sending them the phase basis through the inputs A, frozen bits in
the channel to Bob. The result is the amplitude basis through the inputs &) and halves of
1 NN BNEN | nCN ebits [12] through the inputs i85 (we can think of these
ﬁ Z (=1) [P2nGy) 127)" » (8 in some sense as being frozen simultaneously in both the
2N efo,1}¥ amplitude and phase basis). It is straightforward to preee (
Appendix[A) that the net raté [12] of quantum communi-
NGy cation (|.A| — |B|) /N is equal to the coherent information
where Ugs denotes the polar encoder. Here we have usg A)B) = H (B)— H (AB) by observing that the fraction of

the fact that the matrix corresponding &y is invertible. : A :
: X amplitude-good channels Is(Z4; B) ,, the fraction of phase-
Thus, the coherent encoder also induces synthesized deanne P g ( ' )w P

W}(j)N using the encoding matri€Z, instead ofG , modulo goodAchanneIs id (XA;EC)W and exploiting the relation

the additional Ugs acting on CYN. Note that the classical I(X ;Bc)w =1 _I(Z ;E)w'

side information for theWI(DfN is different from that in[(b) D

because the direction of all CNOT gates is flipped due to

the transpose of7x when acting on phase variables. The We now demonstrate that this coding scheme works well.

change in the direction of the(_C)ZNOT gates means that th8€ sender and receiver begin with the following state:

i synthesized phase chanriél’,, is such that all of the ~

futur)é bits :vN---pxiH are available to help in decoding bit Vo) = No Z [wa) [ua) [uz) i) |us) © |us)

z; while all of the previousbits z;_ - - - z; are randomized. s

(This is the same as described in Réf. [7] for Pauli channelsvhere Alice possesses the first five registers, Bob the l&H on
For the channel in{4), the fraction of phase-good channelad N, = 1/v/2I4I+IBl. We also assume for now that the bits

is approximately equal td (X;BC)_, where the Holevo in uz anduy are chosen uniformly at random and are known

information I (X; BC)_ is with respect to a cq state of theto both the sender and receiver. Note that 4Heregister is

form 53", co0y |2) (z|¥ ©BC, with ¢BC in @). Again, we expressed in the phase basis; the amplitude basis instezsl gi

can formulate this using) as I(X4; BO),, this time X4 -

indicating A is measuregwizw the (phase bgzis. (Vo) = N Z (1" wa) [ua) luz) [ox) [us) © [us)
Lemma 2 of Ref.[[2] outlines an important relationship be- AB DX

tween the Holevo in.formation of th_e phase channel to Bob ?‘Qﬁwere Ny = 1/V2AHBIHIXI. The sender then feeds the

the Holevo information of the amplitude channel to Eve, whiciigdie four registers through the polar encoder and channel

A. _ A, : :
for our case reduces t6 (X4 BC), =1-1(Z 7E)¢- leading to a state of the following form:
This relationship already suggests that channels which are

phase-good for Bob should be amplitude-bad for Eve and that,) = N, Z (=1)"* "% Juy) ® |¢UA7u27UX7UB>BNE]V|uB> ,

N AN . . . cN _BNgN TCN
whose BV C* marginal state is simply/s o Ug™

. Error Analysis

channels which are amplitude-good for Eve should be phase- YA BV
bad for Bob, allowing us in Sectidn] Il to relate the present BN pN
quantum polar coding scheme to that from REF. [8]. where |y 4 uz.ve us) = UJ‘?}NUg lua) luz) |va) lus)

(abusing notation, the encoding operat@g is left implicit).

‘ Observe that, conditioned on amplitude measurements of
We divide the synthesized cq amplitude chann‘é{ﬁf)N lua) and Jug), the BN subsystem is identical to the polar-

into setsGy (Wa, ) and Bx (Wa, 3) according to[(I7), and encoded output of¥4. Thus, the first step of the decoder is

similarly, we divide the synthesized cq phase chanwé},QN the following coherent implementation of the QSCD 16t

into setsGx (Wp, 3) and By (Wp, 8), where3 < 1/2. The as in [1):

synthesized channels correspond to particular inputs ¢o th

C. Coding scheme

encoding operation, and thus the set of all inputs dividés in VALEED @ lug) [va) @ Jug) [us) (us| @ |uz) .
four groups: those that are good for both the amplitude and .,us,vx
phase variable, those that are good for amplitude and bad for 9)

phase, bad for amplitude and good for phase, and those thB@ idea here is that the decoder is coherently recoveriag th
are bad for both variables. We establish notation for theB#S inu.4 andv.x while using those iniz andu as classical

channels as follows: and quantum side information, respectively. After doingtee
A=Gny (Wa,8) NGy (Wp,B), 2In quantum information theory the tensor product symbol fiero used
_ implicitly. Our convention is to leave it implicit for systes belonging to the
X =GN (WA7 5) N By (WP7 5) ) same party and use it explicitly to denote a division betwiem parties.



resulting state i$)(2‘NB)-close in expected trace distance td&rewriting phase terms with Pauli operators, we then have tha
the following ideal state (see AppendiX B): the actual output of this step of the decodeo@%‘Nﬁ)-close
_ NN in expected trace distance to the following ideal state:
@) = N1 3 (=)™ ) [fuzns)”

s (Ws) = Ny Y [Za) ®|Ta) [F2) [Ux) |T5)
lua) [va) [us) us) [uz) . TaTB.Tz
The expectation is with respect to the uniformly random caoi zrawzux BN Ue |0 4) |0z) [Bx) |O5) @ [T2)

of uy. Thus, Bob has coherently recovered the hiis and where Ny = 1/V2IATTBITIZ], Here Z@4wzuxas s short-

vy With the decoder in[{(9), while making a second coherept R " - .
and incoherent copy of the bitgz andu z, respectively. hand forz ®2°= @ 2** ® 2**, which acts on the second

The next step in the process is to make coherent use of ol its in the entangled pairs, while the encoding and cHanne

Wp decoder. For this to be useful, however, we must show_'lfﬁnef_ a<|:t (:n th_e f:;]st. decodi it th
that encoded versions (MTI>BCE, as in [8), are present in € final step 1n he decoding process 1S 1o remove the

|W,). To see this, first observe that we can write phase operatog®+.#=%x% by conirolled operations from
20 ’ the registerdz 4) |7z) |ux) |Z5) to the second qubits in the

|Usy) = Ny Z (_1)“X'”X+1A'UA+IB'UB 1Z4) ® entangled pairs. This phase-basis controlled phase omerat
TRTERT is equivalent toN CNOT operations from the latter systems
TAXTB

N to the former and results in
|¢uA,uz,vx,uB>B F |u-A> |UX> |uB> |f3> |uZ> ) _ _ N _
where Ny = 1/V22AI+2(BI+I1X] by expressing the first No Z [Ta) @ [TA)Ux " Ue [®a.2.2.) Z fuz) |7s)
register and the secorjdg) register in the phase basis. This o e
is nearly the expression we are looking for, as all the désiraith Bob sharing1/v/2IZ1 > [T2) ® [T2) with the inac-
phase factors are present, except one correspondipgzto  cessible reference. Thus the sender and receiver genéiate
As uz is chosen at random, we can describe it quantursbits with fidelity o(2="") at the end of the protocol.
mechanically as arising from part of an entangled state. TheRemark 2: The above scheme performs well with respect
other part is shared by Alice and an inaccessible referenge.a uniformly random choice of the bitsy anduz, in the
Including this purification degree of freedof;,) becomes sense that the expectation of the fidelity is high. Though, we

W) — N _q)uxvxtrauatTsus |~ can _invoke Markovts inequality to demonstrate that a large
I72) ’ UA_UZB:_%( ) 740 @ fraction of the possible codes have good performance.

“Z?fVA?”]”VB Remark 3:The first step of the decoder is identical to

|Gus iz wns) © |ua) lox) Jus) |Z8) uz) ® |uz), the first step of the decoder from Refl [8]. Though, the

o .. second step above is an improvement over the second step
whereN; = N»/v/2IZ1. Again utilizing the phase basis gives, Ref. [8] because it is an explicit coherent QSCD, rather
|Wh) = N3 Z (—1)vxvxtranatesustezuz 7\ o than an inexplicit controlled-decoupling unitary. Additally,
UALUB, VX UE, the decoder’s complexity is equivalent @ (N) quantum
sammrE hypothesis tests and other unitaries resulting from tharpol
|buszwras)” © |ua)vx) lus) [Fs) luz) ® |z) . decompositions ofAl“Z2) and T*Z%), but it remains

Thus,|T,) is a superposition of polar encoded states aElin (8ficlear how to implement these efficiently.
and therefore the phase decoder will be useful to the receive

) ) soN Il. ZERO E-BIT RATE FOR DEGRADABLE CHANNELS
In particular, Bob can first appl{/.~ and then apply

We can now prove that the entanglement consumption
Z VIEERY) @17 4) 72) i) © |35) (@8] rate of our quantum polar coding scheme vanishes for an
arbitrary degradable quantum channel. We provide a brief
summary of the proof (see AppendixX C for more detail).
Consider the following entropic uncertainty principlel :[3]
d1(X*|B),+H(Z"|E), > 1, where the conditional entropies

decoding step, the closeness of the output of this processafs with respect to the phase and amplitude observables

the ideal outout i d by th bability of thg and Z measured with respect to a tripartite staté®
© |cea OUlplt 1S governsd By e error probauiity o ith A being a qubit system. Using this and the fact that

Wp decoder (see Appendix] B). To express the ideal outpW{ 4 A .
succinctly, we first make the assignments H(xX HH(Z ).: 2for Oyg CAsE, We can prove the(if)ollowmg
1 1 uncertainty relation for thé" synthesized channel§’, and
D) = VAl Z lua) lua), [®z) = WoIED Z lvz) |vz), Wg)N: I_(W,(DZV) + I(Wg,)N) < 1, which is reminiscent of
uA vz the relation] (X; BC') =1 — I (Z; E) mentioned previously.
The above uncertainty relation then implies the followimgp

2/FWEy) + \/F(Wy) = 1. This in turn implies that

TALZ,TB
to coherently extract the values aof4 and xz using the

frozen bitszp anduy. He then appliesljch to restore the
CN registers to their previous form. As with the amplitud

1 1
D) = NG UXX: lvx) vx), [Ps) = VoL %; lug) lus) -



the phase-good channels to Bob are amplitude-“very baf’he formula is slightly different here because Bob de-
channels to Eve. From degradability, we also know that tltedes the phase variabl&; with all of the amplitude
doubly-bad channels i8 are amplitude-bad channels to Evevariables as QSI.) For the second qubit space in the ten-
These two observations imply that the phase-good channste factor, the net quantum data rate I§7,; BZ;) +

to Bob, the doubly-bad channels to Bob, and amplitude-goddX,; BZ,Z>75Z,X1) — 1. We can similarly determine the
channels to Eve are disjoint sets. Furthermore, we know framspective net quantum data rates for the third and fourbit qu
Theorem[1 that the sum rate of the phase-good channgigces a&(Zs; BZ175) + I (X33 BZ17227374X1X2) — 1,

to Bob and the amplitude-good channels to Eve is equal ¥¢Z4; BZ17573) + 1 (X4; BZ1 75757, X1 X2X3) — 1. Sum-
I(X;BC)+1(Z;E) =1—-1(Z;E)+1I(Z;E) =1 as ming all these rates together with the chain rule and usieg th
N — oo, implying that the rate of the doubly-bad channel séact that any two amplitude and/or phase variables are mlep

B (the entanglement consumption rate) approaches zero in tlemt whenevef # j, we obtain the overall net quantum data
same limit. This same argument implies that the entanglemeate: I (Z1727374; B) + I (X1X2X35X4; BZ1Z27574) — 4,
consumption rate for the quantum polar codes in Ref. [8]hich is equal to the coherent information of the joint chelnn
vanishes for degradable quantum channels because the flayeapplying the same Lemma 2 of Refl [2]). The fact that
of the phase-good channels to Bob is a lower bound on ther quantum polar code can achieve the symmetric coherent
rate of the amplitude-“very bad” channels to Eve. information rate then proves that superactivation ocaivgn

that Smith and Yard already showed that this rate is non-zero

I1l. SUPERACTIVATION .
} for the channels mentioned aboVe|[10].
Our quantum polar coding scheme can be adapted to realize

the superactivation effect, in which two zero-capacityrguan IV. CONCLUSION

channels camctivateeach other when used jointly, such that Qur quantum polar coding scheme has two benefits over the
the joint channel has a non-zero quantum capacity [10]. Reogork in Refs. [8], [7]: it achieves the symmetric coherent in
that the channels from Ref. [10] are a four-dimensional PR&rmation rate for an arbitrary quantum channel and itsrenta
channel and a four-dimensional 50% erasure channel. EactyRfment consumption rate vanishes for an arbitrary degtada
these have zero quantum capacity, but the joint tensoetodchannel. Though, we should clarify that the analysis here ac
channel has non-zero capacity. tually implies that the scheme from Ref| [8] has the above two
We now discuss how to realize a quantum polar codingroperties. A further benefit over the scheme from Ref. [8] is
scheme for the joint channel. Observe that the input spaget the decoder here is explicitly realized@$N) rounds of
of the joint channel is 16-dimensional and thus has a dgoherent quantum successive cancellation, followe®lyV)
composition as a tensor product of four qubit-input spacessntrolled-phase gates. Finally, we outlined how the sehem
C'®@C*'~C' ~C?®C?®C*®C? Thus, we can exploit here can exhibit the superactivation effect. We acknovéedg

a slightly modified version of our qubit polar coding schemgjiscussions with F. Dupuis, S. Guha, and G. Smith.
The idea is for Alice and Bob to employ a quantum polar
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zero if the standard quantum capacity is zero. Thus, theraopetion effect
that we speak of in this section is for the catalytic quantapacity.



APPENDIXA

We now calculate the rate of the sdt(the rate of information qubits that Alice and Bob should Ieao establish with
our quantum polar coding scheme). From basic set theory,neev that

Given the polarization results for the cq amplitude and phetsannels, we know thaimy . + |Gn (Wa, 8)| = I (Z; B)
andlimy o 7 |Gn (Wp, B)| = I (X; BC). Also, consider that

|Gn (Wa,B) UGN (Wp, B)] = |[N] \ (G5 (Wa,B) UGN (Wp,B))°|
B

=|[N] \ (B~ (Wa,B) 0 Bn (Wp, B))|
- |B|.
Thus, the rate of4 is equal to
lim —|A|_I(Z B)+I(X;BC)—1+ hm —|B| (10)

N—oco N

:I(Z;B)+I(X-BC)—H(Z)+ngnooﬁ|8|

— I (A)B) + lim —|B|

N—oco N

where the second equality exploits the fact that{Z) = 1 for a uniformly random bit and the third exploits Lemma 2 of
Renes and Boileal [2]. Thus, the net rate of information igupenerated by this quantum polar coding scheme is equal to

the symmetric coherent information:
i |.A| |B|
11m

Nm gy A8

APPENDIXB

We rigorously prove some of the statements in Sedfioh I-Ce iHieal state after the first step of the decoder is

e Y Y T By ol ) s Juz)
VoA BIHR | et AnE VR A z
u'y,u

The actual state is

B X

S AN @ ) ) @ ) ) (] @ fuz) |

u'y upg,vhy
< === 2 (D" ud) [fusuzens) |UB>>
2 UA,UB, VX
1

ux v UB,uU BN EN
| === X U ua) A [Guszinn)” T ) ) us) us) uz)

V2IAI+BI+ X UA,UBVX,

’ ’
UaVx

The overlap between the above two states is equal to

1 (o' + R N N
STATIEITE ST 0 R i) (G ] ASEED 60 )

x (ulg|uly) (vlv) (uslug) (uslug) (uzluz)

1 (vhe+ uz) BNEN
— s 2 DU 0t AL G sz s

UALUB,VX Ve



Taking the expectation of the fidelity over the uniformly dam choice of the ancilla bits y anduz then gives

1 U=~ - (v + U N N
EU)mUz W Z (_1) * (UX UX) <¢UA7UZ7UIX7UB| AiiéU%2)|¢uA7Uz7vX7u5>B E

’
UA,UB, VX,V

1 1 ux-(vhy+v (uB,uz) BN EN
= STATBIIRIIZ] 9121 Z Z (1" (vhoto) (Dunsuz vy s\ Dy gor [ Pusuz vxus)

UXUZ UAUB, VX,V

1 1 ux- (v +v (up,uz) BNEN
= SATETETE [272(_1) o X)] Doz sl \[ Aoy 1Puaz )
ux

’
UAUB VX,V UZ

(uBuz) BN EN

1
= A B+ X[+ Z] Z 51}2\,7112@ <¢u,47uz7v’X7UB| vl |Punuz,vxus)

’
UAUB VX,V UZ

S (¢ /AGs 2|6 BB
T 9l A[+|B|+| X |+ Z] UAUZ, VX, UB UA,VX UA,UZ VX LUB
UA,UB, VX, UZ

1 ( N N
uB,uz) BYE
2 QA+ [BI+|X[+|Z| E <¢U.A;UZ;UX;U«B|A’U.A v |G uz v us)
UA,UB, VX, UZ

>1-0(2"N,

where the last inequality follows from the good performaméethe quantum successive cancellation decoder for the cq
amplitude channels (see Proposition 4 of Refl [11]).

We can prove similarly that the phase decoder works well witmiformly random choice of the bitsy anduz. Observe
that a uniformly random choice of the bits: induces a uniform distribution of the bitsz. A similar error analysis as above
then works for this case. Consider the ideal state:

1 xT u xT xT -~ -~ ~ -~
VAT Z |Ta) 27422 U UL | 2 20.8) [Ta) |T2) i) |T8) |

and the actual state:

cN z ux ~ toN 1 ~ T A UX L TB,T A'N ~
Ug Z \V Lo, ® [3ly) [72) [ix) @ |75) (T5] | Ug (W Z |T4) ZTANXTBE2 UL D g 2 x.8) |:EB>>
TATB

Ty T T
1 - N N IN — i~
=, L UET TR 2 et U U ez ) ) ) 1) )
Iz IB T A

Now consider the overlap between the above two states:

1 et} Je
SAE 2. DL (@alTa)x
) xg a2, A
IN " " N ’
(@ 2,28 UL ULz inmeimezy g e s gles grana eo sz Uy U2™ (@4, 2,0,8) X
(@4|7%) (@z|7%) (Gxlix) (T5|78)
1 IN ’
= 72\.,4\4—\6\ Z <(I)A,Z,X.,B|U2'A ULZ*IA-,*“Xy*IBv*IZUgN, /FchAB;quX)UTC ZIA’UX’IB’IZUNU?N |(I)A,Z,X,B>
TA,TB
1 AN A U —ra— cN AN
> W Z <(I).A.,Z,X.,B|Ug' ULZ TA,—UX,—TB, Ing F(maﬁmuzX)UT Zszu.X-,»TB-,»TZUNUg |(I)A,Z,X,B>
TA,TB

Taking the expectation of this term over a uniformly randdmice ofuy anduz (which implies a uniformly random choice



of zz) gives the following quantity:

1 , . ,
E{f S (s p U Uz e Vs Xy g pGa gy e zwﬂ»«w%vﬁ|¢A,z,x,s>}

SIAFIB] waXz
TA,TB
1 TA/N T _ _ _ _ C TC A/N
= samErETE D (Pazas|UN ULzt e g T U LS g tet U U @ 4 2,0, 5)

TATBUX,TZ

1— 027N,

Y

where the last inequality again follows from the perfornmainé the quantum successive cancellation decoder for theepha
channels.

APPENDIXC

This appendix provides a detailed proof that the entanghtrsensumption rate of our quantum polar codes vanishes
whenever the quantum channel is degradable. Considereadft#tte following form:

1 N N
—ow L) o)™ )
2N

We can represent the registeds - - - A;_; in the amplitude basis and the registets ; - - - Ay in the phase basis as follows:

Ai =N AT BNEN [ uN \Cih | n oY
ffi+1> [P=vGy) (Z 7’“) )7

1 -1\ AT
V22N—i NZ;V ER £
2T+

Then measuring the systems, --- A;_; in the amplitude basis and the systems,; --- Ay in the phase basis (we can
think of this just as dephasmg these systems in the respebtises) leads to a state which can generate the outputs of th
i phase channel to BoW P and thei™ amplitude channel to EVWI(D)N Denote this state by, and call the various
measurement outputs systemﬁ -Zi—pand X; 41 --- X in order to indicate that they are classical. Thenis a tripartite
state ond;|BNCN XN, |EN Z{~! is a tripartite state (where the vertical bars indicate tivsidns of the parties), to which

we can apply the following uncertainty relation proved inf.H&]:
H (x4 |BNCNXN,), +H (ZMEYZTY), > L
Combining this withH (X#¢) + H (Z4+) = 2 (which holds becaus&: and Z4: are uniform random bits) gives

I(XABYONXY,), + (24BN Z7Y) <1,
or equivalently,

W)+ IWEhy) < 1. (11)

Note that in the limitN — oo, the channels polarize, so that the channels which are gogithase for Bob are bad in
amplitude for Eve, and the ones which are good in amplitudeEfge are bad in phase for Bob. This demonstrates that our
guantum polar coding scheme given here is asymptoticallyjvatgnt to the scheme of Wilde and Guha [8] in the limit of
many recursions of the encoding after the channel polévizaffect takes hold.

The above uncertainty relation is helpful in proving a diéfiet one about the synthesized channels’ fidelities, thidirwturn
help us prove the statement about the entanglement conisummpte. Exploiting the following inequality (see Propasi 1
of Ref. [11])

(12)

2
1+\/F(W)>’

I(W) > log, (

we can show that

2\/F (wiy) + \/F (W,(;)N) > 1, (13)
F(WEy) +2,/F N)Zl.

Consider that the inequality ifi_(1L2) above is equivalentté (W) > W) _ 1. We then have

2=
pwy) = 27 s () s - -1




where we used the uncertainty relation [nl(11) in the secoeduality and we again applied{12) for the third inequality

Rewriting this, we obtain
(1 + \/F (Wg)N)) \/F (W) =2- (1 0 [F (W,S’fN)) ,
2\/F (wiy) + \/F (Wiiy) = 1.

(We used the fact that the fidelity is less than one.) Proogedithe symmetric way gives the other fidelity uncertairgation
in (I3).
We can now argue that the entanglement consumption ratddshewero in the limit whenever the channel is a degradable

guantum channel. We do this by a modification of the argunteiRaf. [8]. Consider the set of channéswhich are doubly
bad for amplitude and phase. Also, consider the channelshwdrie amplitude-good for Eve:

which gives

G (Wi, 0) = {i € V] \[FOV ) <2}

and those which are phase-good for Bk (Wp, 3). We prove now that these sets are disjoint and thus the sureaf t
must be smaller thatV (the total number of channel uses). First consider that

BnGy (We,B) =10
by the definition of the se8. Now consider that

_NB i i
2-27V" > 2 \[F(WE) 21— [PV,

FWWy) >1-2.27V,

implying that

whenever2—N" > q/F(WI(j;)N). Thus, all of the channels that are phase-good for Bob arditanig-“very bad” for Eve. So
the following relation holds for large enough:

The relationB N Gy (Wg, 3) = 0 holds for degradable channels because

C (By (Wg,B8)NBx (Wp,8)) NGy (Wg, B)
= (.

The second line follows from the definition and the third dals from the degradability condition (all the channels that
bad in amplitude for Bob are also bad in amplitude for Eve duthé existence of a degrading map under which the fidelity
can only increase—see Lemma 3 of R&f. [8]). Thus, all of theete are disjoint and it follows that

1
~ (95 (We, B)[ +1Gn (Wp, B)| + |B]) < 1.
Finally, we know from Theorefl1 that the rates of the s&ts(Wg, 3) andGx (Wp, 8) in the asymptotic limit are
. 1
. 1
Jim = |Gy (Wp, B)| =1 (X% BC),, =1-1(2%E),,

so that the rate o8 must be zero in the asymptotic limit:

. 1
i 7 1B =0.
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