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Polar codes for private and quantum communication
over arbitrary channels

Joseph M. Renes and Mark M. Wilde

Abstract—We construct new polar coding schemes for the transmitting quantum information or for privately transtinig
transmission of quantum or private classical information over  classical information. Both are strongly based on ideas of
arbitrary quantum channels. In the former case, our coding  penes and Boileau [2], who showed that quantum or pri-
scheme achieves the symmetric coherent information and irhe . .
latter the symmetric private information. Both schemes arebuilt vate coding protocols can be _cons_tructed -from two d|ﬁer-
from a polar coding construction capable of transmitting classical €Nt protocols that protect classical information encoded i
information over a quantum channel [Wilde and Guha, IEEE complementary variables. In particular, a protocol foratgly
Transactions on Information Theory, in press]. Appropriately transmitting quantum data can be built from a protocol that
merging two such classical-quantum schemes, one for ransth  q|igply recovers classical information encoded into am“a
ting “amplitude” information and the other for transmittin g . ,, . . ”
“phase,” leads to the new private and quantum coding schemes PI'tUde yanab_le and a protocol that reliably recovers dph .
similar to the construction for Pauli and erasure channels i information with the assistance of quantum side infornmatio
[Renes, Dupuis, and Renner, Physical Review Letters 109, 0804 The quantum coding scheme uses the decoders of both of
(2012)]. The encoding is entirely similar to the classicalase, and these tasks, while the private coding scheme needs only the
thus efficient. The decoding can also be performed by succées  yacqger of the amplitude variable and uses the fact that the

cancellation, as in the classical case, but no efficient swessive h idh b d ded i der t ity of
cancellation scheme is yet known for arbitrary quantum chamels. phase cou ave been decoded in order to ensure security o

An efficient code construction is unfortunately still unknown. the data via an entropic uncertainty relation (see [3], [8],
Generally, our two coding schemes require entanglement or [6] for related ideas).
secret-key assistance, respectively, but we extend two kwp  These jdeas were used to construct quantum and private

conditions under which the needed assistance rate vanishes : . - . .
Finally, although our results are formulated for qubit channels, polar coding schemes with explicit, efficient decodersLih [7

we show how the scheme can be extended to multiple qubits. Ehi achieving rates equal to the symmetric coherent and private
then demonstrates a near-explicit coding method for realing one  information, respectively, but only for a certain set of shals

of the most striking phenomena in quantum information theory:  with essentially classical outputs (Pauli and erasure oélah

the superactivation effect, whereby two quantum channels which Following a different approach, Wilde and GuHa [8] con-

individually have zero quantum capacity can have a non-zero structed quantum and private polar codes at these ratesyor a

guantum capacity when used together. . . .

degradable channels for which the output to the environiisent

OLAR coding is a promising code construction for transessentially classical. (In both cases, the private codey tite
mitting classical information over classical channeéls [1fo-called strong security criterion, such that the eawesulr

Arikan proved that polar codes achieve the symmetric cpacjets essentially no information about the transmittedrintn

of any classical channel, with an encoding and decodifign, not merely that she only gets information at a vanighin

complexity that isO(N log N) where N is the number of rate.) Both coding techniques require entanglement oresecr

channel uses. These codes exploit the channel polarizati@y assistance in the general case.

effect whereby a particular recursive encoding inducesta seqyr new constructions have several advantages over these

of virtual channels, such that some of the virtual channeds &revious schemes:

perfect for data transmission while the others are uselmss f

this task. The fraction containing perfect virtual chasnisl ~ * Th€ net communication rate is equal to the symmetric
equal to the channel's symmetric capaEity. coherent or private information for arbitrary quantum

channel with qubit input.

In this paper, we offer new polar coding schemes for S
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hJMRh WhaS NSUPIOOFIteg by th? CSWiSS National RSdenceh F%UH%WX decoder consists aP (V) rounds of coherent quantum
through the National Centre of Competence in Research “Quoarscience . . .
and Technology” and project No. 200020-135048 and PPO@8255, by the Successflve Cance”_atlon foIIoweq W CNOT gates, while .
European Research Council (ERC) via grant No. 258932. MMWhaal- only an incoherentimplementation of quantum successive
edges support from the Centre de Recherches Mathématgjties University cancellation is required in the private case.
of Montreal. .

Joseph M. Renes is with the Institute for Theoretical PlsysitIH Zurich, * _The entanglement or secret-key _con_sumptlon rate van-
Zurich, Switzerland. Mark M. Wilde is with the School of Cpntter Science, ishes for any quantum channel which is either degradable
McGill University, Montréal, Québec, Canada. or which satisfies a certain fidelity criterion.

This work was presented in part at the 2012 International [®gium
on Information Theory in Cambridge, Massachusetts, USA #red 2012 Following the multi-level polar coding method df|[9], we

International Symposium on Information Theory and its Agations in show how to extend the coding scheme to channels with mul-
Honolulu, Hawaii, USA.

1The symmetric capacity is equal to the channel’s inputautmutual tiple quit inPUtS_- This givgs an.eXp"Cit code cons’Fruntfor
information, evaulated for a uniformly random input. the superactivation effect, in which two zero-capacityroiels
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have a non-zero quantum capacity when used togéther [10]\ihere 748 = N4 ~5($44") and #44’ denotes the maxi-
this sense, the channeistivateeach other). mally entangled state:

We structure this paper as follows. After setting notation , , ,
and defining importa?ntpquantites in Sectidn 1, Wg describe |2)"" = % Z 241" = % Z &))"
the “amplitude” and “phase” channels relevant to our coding z€{0,1} Te{+ -}
schemes in Sectionlll. In Sectidnllll, we recall the results
on polarization of channels with classical input and quamtu

output, and in Sectiol IV, we describe the smultaneog@,, an output systenB for the legitimate receiver (named

polarization of the amplitude and phase channels, which I%%b) and an out :
: : ) , put systeri’ for the wiretapper (named
the heart of our coding scheme. Sectibis V VI detail OE(/e). AppendiXB shows that a classical wiretap channel is

quantum and private coding schemes, respectively. Sd{ion a special case of a quantum wiretap channel. The symmetric

gives the two conditions under which the entanglement Fivate information of a quantum wiretap chancélt’ —BE
secret-key assistance rate vanishes, while Sectioh Vilines B d P

A quantum wiretap channgl4' =B~ [13], [14] is a com-
pletely positive, trace preserving map with an input system

. is defined b
how to adapt our quantum polar coding scheme so that S|t 4
can exhibit the superactivation effect. Finally, we coxetn PoymN) = max[I(Z; B), — I(Z; E),], 2
Section IX with a summary and some open questions. pZa
where 7ZBE — NA'2BE(,ZA") for pZ4" g cq state of the
I. NOTATION AND DEFINITIONS form:
A binary-input classical-quant hannelw : 24 =1 7@ p
y-input classical-quantun{cqg) channelWw : =z — pet =3 Z|z> (z|” ®pi,

P prepares a quantum stape at the output, depending on z

an input classical bitc. Two parameters that determine th

%nd p2' bit t of ibly mixed) states.
performance ofV are the fidelity ndp:" an arbitrary set of (possibly mixed) states

F(W) = [[Vpov/pilh Il. CLASSICAL-QUANTUM CHANNELS FOR

. . . COMPLEMENTARY VARIABLES
and the symmetric Holevo information

B L L In this section we construct cq channels from a given
I(w) = H(E(PO + Pl)) = 3[H(po) + H(p1)], guantum channel which will be relevant to the quantum coding

where ||A], = Tr[VATA] and H(o) = —Tr{olog,o} is Procedure. Slight generalizations of these channels vell b
the von Neumann entropy. These parameters generalize fi§vant to the private coding procedure.
Bhattacharya parameter and the symmetric mutual infoomati

[1], respectively, (note that the former is denoted BW) A. CQ Channels for Quantum Communication

in [) and are related a§ 11} Following [2], we consider building up a quantum commu-

I(W) =1+ F(W)~0 nication protocol from two classical communication pratisc
I(W) ~ 0 & F(W) ~ 1. that preserve cIaSS|_caI m_formatlon e_ncoded into compfeme
tary variables. In this vein, two particular classical-gtuan
The channelW is near perfect whed (W) ~ 1 and near (cq) channels are important. First, consider the cg channel

useless wherd (W) = 0. induced by sending an amplitude basis state gver
A qubit-input quantum channeV4'~5 is a completely A B B
positive, trace preserving map from a two-dimensional inpu Wa:z = N275(2) (2)) = @2 @)

systemA’ to ad-dimensional output systed. Every channel \ynere the classical inputis a binary variable and the notation
has an 'Sopegg extension (Stinespring dilation) to aigartyy , indicates that the classical information is encoded into
i - ing A’ iti i . . . .
IsometryUjy taking A’ to B and an additionaleservoir e amplitude basis. We can regard this as the sender (Alice)

systemR [12]. Fix an arbitrary basis with elements) and  ,qqyjating a standard sign@l) with X'* and transmitting the
call it the computational or “amplitude” basis withe {0,1}.  aguit to the receiver (Bob).

Let|z) denote the conjugate, Hadamard, or “phase” basis Withgq the other cq channel, suppose that Alice instead trans-

# € {+,—} and|£) = (|0) + |1))/v2. Furthermore, letX s 5 binary variable: by modulating the signal witlz*, a
denote the operator such that rephasing of the amplitude basis states. However, instéad o
X|z)=|za1), applying t,his t0|0), shg modu_lates one sharg of an entangled

state®“4’. To transmit the binary value, Alice modulates

where arithmetic inside the ket is modulo 2, adhe operator (' with the phase operatéf* and then sendd’ via the noisy

such that channel\V and C via a noiseless channel to Bob. The overall
Zlz)=(=1)"|2). result is the state
The symmetric coherent information of a channel is defined |0) BT = U 2 BR(Zz%)C |¢>A/C ’ (4)
by

=1 ()" )12, ()
Lym(N) = H(B), — H(AB)., @) v {Z}



Where|gaz>BR is a purification ofp? in @). The relevant cq B. CQ Channels for Private Communication

channel is then of the following form: For the problem of private coding in the wiretap scenario,
BC we must also specify the eavesdropper’s output, not just the
Wp:x— o, ", (6) . S
® intended receiver’s system3. In general, the eavesdropper

where the notatiolV » indicates that the classical informatior(Eve) could have access to the reservairof N in whole
is encoded into a phase variable. In contrastWo, the OF in part. Thus, let us suppose thdt can be divided into
channelWp is one in which the receiver has quantum sid&vo subsystemss and E, the latter being the output held by
information (in the form of syster@) beyond what is transmit- the eavesdropper. Clearl§, does not negatively impact the
ted by \V itself. Operationally, this quantum side informatiorf€curity of communication between Alice and Bob. Inde®d,
becomes available to Bob after he coherently decodes fH8Ctions as a sort of “shield? [15]. [2] protecting inforizn
amplitude variable. It doesot correspond operationally to ain the honest parties’ systems from leakingHo
Bell state shared before communication begins. In the above, we have also assumed that the sender inputs
Both cq channels if{3) andl(6) arise in the error analysisPure state toV, in either the amplitude or phase basis. To
of our quantum polar coding scheme, in the sense that #$!dy the private coding problem in full generality, we rela
performance depends on the performance of constituent pdf¥S @ssumption and suppose that Alice prepends an adalition
codes constructed for these cq channels. Moreover, the tffbchannelM to V- whose job is to create (make) a state
channels are more closely related than they may initialffom 2

appear. To see their relationship, consider the “chanagd’st p= = M(|2) (z]).
~ Altogether this defines the cq channel
|¢>ABCR _ % Z |£C>A |0'1>BCR g - / q /
z€{0,1} Wa:z = NA2Bo MA(2) (2]) = 65, (10)
_ 1 A \C BR o
V2 %:1} 207 [2)" lo=) ™ ) The statep, admits a purificatiorigz)A 5" to an additional
z€0,

systemS’, which functions as an additional shield system. The
Measuring system! in the phase basi§) generates thev, purification is created by a Stinespring dilatioif; =4S of
output staterZC in the BC' systems, while measuring in M applied to|z):
. . B ; rqt ’ rar /
tsr;zt:m.phtude basis generates thé, output ;. in the B |QZ>A s _ Uﬁ/[—”“ s |Z>A _ (11)
Looking at the R system output of the amplitude basis The relevant phase channel is the same as before, with the
measurement defines the cq chanke¢k to the reservoir, exception that again Alice prependd to A/. The modulation

pertaining to amplitude information id: now results in
Wi 2 of, ) PEE = (29 U P UL e (1)
_ 1 _1\%=z C BSS'E
The uncertainty principle of [3] then implies a relation be- V2 Z (=1)%[2)710:) ‘ (13)

tween amplitude information about present ink and phase =c{0.1}

information about4 present inBC. Indeed, due to the specialThe relevant cq channel is given by
form of |¢)), namely, the coherent copy of the amplitudeof Wo - BOSS' (14)
in systemC, the following uncertainty relation holds|[2].1[3]: Pl Wy ’

Again the two channelsV, and Wp are related—the

H(Z"|R)y + H(XBC)y = 1, 8) corresponding channel state (aslih (7)) is now
where H(Z*|B), is the conditional von Neumann entropy A AN w, BCSS'E 15
of Z given B for the cq statel 3. [2) (2|7 @ ¢Z (i.e., v ) ﬂme%:l}| " ) 15)
after measuring! in the amplitude basis), whilel (X4|BC),, L 7 AL O BSS'E
is the conditional entropy ofX given BC for the cq state =2 Z 2)7 12)7 16:) : (16)
152, 1%) (@ ¥ @08 (v after measuring! in the phase basis). z€{0.1}
For convenience, we reproduce the proof[df (8) in Lenima }&e amplitude channel to the eavesdropp@i; is simply
of Appendix[A. Wg : 2 — 0F. Again the uncertainty relation i](8) applies;
Since the channel inputs are presumed to be uniform, th&tates

uncertainty relation in[{8) immediately implies

H(ZME)y+ H(XABCSS )5 =1. (17)

Iw I(Wg) =1. 9
(W) + (W) © The immediately translates into

The more phase information goes to Bob, the less amplitude Vi iR

information goes to the reservol, andvice versa In Sec- [We) + 1(Wg) = 1. (18)
tion [VII-Alwe will use this relationship to relate the quantu For private communication, this relation states thitthe
polar coding scheme presented in this article to that fraior pr phase channel to Bob is nearly perfect, then the amplitude
work in [8]. channel to Eve must be nearly useless ai@ versa.”



The above uncertainty relation then enables us to constr(@hich uses the result in [22]) characterizes the rate athvhi
a reliable and strongly secure polar coding scheme for sgndthe channel polarization effect takes hold, and it is us@ful
private classical data. As outlined in Section MI-A, ouracte proving statements about the performance of polar codes for
has the sender transmit private information bits through tleq channels:

T e o o, S15) 12, Hecrem 1. (wlde & Guna [T For any by it g
yp P P : annelW, let ng) be the random variable characterizing

that these synthesized amplitude channels are nearlycper ho (K) o
guarantees that Bob will be able to recover these bits igliabh€ " Split channel and(W,. ") the fidelity of that channel,

Meanwhile, the above uncertainty relation can be extendegyheren indicates the level of recursion for the encoding. Then,
the synthesized channels (see Lenimh 11) and therefore 2Ny 5 < /2,

fact that the synthesized phase channels are nearly perfect . (K) _gnBy

for Bob guarantees that Eve will be able to recover only a nh—{r;o I;(Y{F(WQ"’ ) <2 b= 1(W). (23)

negligibly small amount of information about the bits sent Assuming knowledge of the good and bad channels, one can
through them. then construct a coding scheme based on the channel polar-

Partitioning the synthesized channels according to aotg#it ization effect, by dividing the synthesized channels adi
and phase for Bob, rather than according to amplitude f{)or the foIIowi,ng polar coding rule:
Bob and amplitude for Eve as inl[8], has the advantage '

that the scheme achievgs the symmetric private information Gn (W, B) = {Z € [N]: F(W%)) < 27N6}’
rate for all quantum wiretap channels. Moreover, we can
prove that the secret key consumption rate vanishes for all Bn(W,B) = [N] \ Gn(W, B) (24)

degradable quantum channels, and we can furthermore jgrovid . . Y

angadditionffl sufficient condition for when the secret ketgra.so thatGy (W, ?) |s”the set of "good” channels arigy (W, ﬁ.)

of the polar coding scheme vanishes. is the sgt of_ bad” channels. The sender then transmits _the

information bits through the good channels and “frozen bit

through the bad ones. A helpful assumption for error analysi

_ is that the frozen bits are chosen uniformly at random such
Wilde and Guhal[I1] demonstrated how to construct syfhat the sender and receiver both have access to these frozen

thesized versions of any cq chanié| by channel combining pits An explicit construction of a QSCD that has an error

and splitting [1]. For blocklengthV = 2", the synthesized probability scaling as)(zfézvﬁ) was provided in[[I1]. Let

channels are of the following form: u . . .
9 {A&F{)} denote the corresponding decoding POVM, with:

the information bits and.~ the frozen bits.
The algorithm of Tal and Vardy [17] efficiently determines
where which synthesized channels are good or bad (according to a

I11. POLARIZATION OF CLASSICAL-QUANTUM CHANNELS

. i—1 N
WY cus = o) P (19)

Ui—'BN _ Lo iany icquit o BN 20 fixed fidelity or error-probability criterion), but this adgithm
P Z:l 2i—1 CaiCa ©Pu > 29 s hot known to work for channels with quantum output.
“11 Finding an efficient code construction in the quantum case
—BN _ BN i
P = o Z PGy (21) is an open problem.
ull
N
pr = szll ® ,,.®pf§v’ (22) IV. SIMULTANEOUS POLARIZATION

andG is Arikan’s encoding circuit matrix built from classical O ©Ur guantum polar coding scheme, we utilize a coherent

CNOT gates. The interpretation of this channel is that it is thgersion of Arikan’s enc_od_er [1], meaning that the gates are
i—1 gquantumcNoOT gates (this is the same encoder a<_in [7], [8]).

one “seen” by the input; if all of the previous bitsu ) _ ) ;
4 P P ! The private polar coding scheme can simply use classical

are available and if we consider all the future bit§ , as o Classical litude-basi dina th h th
randomized. This motivates the development of a quant T gates. Classical, amplitude-basis coding through the

successive cancellation decoder (QSCD) [11] that attemopts’® Pt encodlg% circuit andV noisy channels results in an
distinguishu; — 0 from u; — 1 by adaptively exploiting the output statep_,, at thel receiver, and the effect is to induce
results of previous measurements and quantum hypothstss teynthesized channelw(j?N as described in the previous
for each bit decision. section. Theorerl 1 states that the fraction of amplitudedgo
The synthesized channeWs{) polarize, in the sense thatchannels (according to the criterion [124)) is equal ta/ 1)
some become nearly perfect for classical data transmiss@ equivalently,/(Z4; B),, using the channel state’) from
while others become nearly useless. To prove this resudt, dif). Again,Z* indicates that system of |¢)) is first measured
can model the channel splitting and combining process @sthe amplitude basis.
a random birth process$][1]. [11], and one can demonstrateOne of the main insights of [7] is that the same encoding
that the induced random birth processes correspondingeto @peration leads to channel polarization for the phase afann
channel parameted@{W%)) andF(WSf,)) are martingales that Wp as well. In the present context, suppose Alice modulates
converge almost surely to zero-one valued random varidleghe C' systems of the entangled statésc A7 with zV, but
the limit of many recursions. The following theorem frdm[11then inputs thed’™ systems to the coherent encoder before



sending them via the channel to Bob. The result is Our quantum polar coding scheme has the sender transmit
information qubits through the inputs i, frozen bits in

N N N RpN c

\/%N S (=D pangy)” TN (25) the phase basis through the inputsh frozen bits in the

2N e{0, 1}V . amplitude basis through the inputs iy and halves of ebits
_ 1 Z (_l)zN-zNGN|@ZN>BNRN|ZNGN>C shared with Bob through the inputs 8 (we can think of

@NG{O 1y these in some sense as being frozen simultaneously in both

. ' NG N BN RN oY the amplitude and phase basis).
=7 > (=) ) Uglz™) Thus, our coding procedure Entanglement-assistgd8].
2N e{0,1}N Indeed, the encoder implicitly results in an entanglement-

since 2V - 2NGy = 2VGT - 2V and whereUs denotes assisted Calderbank-Shor-Steane (CSS) code, as pointed ou

the polar encoder. Thus, the¥ C marginal state is simply in [7]. In the stabilizer language of quantum error-coriragt
cN _BNoN codes, the values of the frozen inputs determine the vari-

cN :

Ue ounar, U so th,at the coherent encoder also mduceosus stabilizers of the code, and due to the dual nature of
synthesized channeW%?N using the encoding matrix;}, the encoding circuit (polarizing both amplitude and phase
instead ofGx, modulo the additional/s acting onC™. The inputs), frozen amplitude states becoffiype stabilizers and
fraction of phase-good channels is approximately equal fi@zen phase states becomietype stabilizers. The need for
I(Wp) or equivalentlyl (X#; BC). ‘ entangled inputs signals that the CSS code is entanglement-

Note that the classical side information for Méi)N chan- assisted. As some inputs require both frozen amplitude and
nels is different from that inf{19) because the direction Ibf aphase values, the resulting stabilizer code would need both
CNOT gates is flipped due to the transposedhf when acting the corresponding - and Z-type stabilizers. These, however,
on phase variables. The change in the direction ofdkeT do not commute, and the role of entanglement-assistanoe is t
gates means that th& synthesized phase channmg_)N is “enlarge” the stabilizers to additional systems on Bobdesi
such that all of thefuture bits z ---z;,.; are available to such that they do commute. In spite of the fact that our quan-
help in decoding bitz; while all of the pastbits z;_, ---2; tum polar coding scheme results in a CSS code, the decod-
are randomized. (This is the same as described in [7] fori Paifig procedure (quantum successive cancellation decodsng)
channels.) very different from the standard stabilizer recovery prhoe

For the case of private coding, we need only make ofie which the receiver performs stabilizer measurements and
small modification. Instead of applying the encoding operat classical post processing of syndromes.
immediately prior ta\/, we apply the encoding operation prior The net rate of the protocol for blocklengili is simply

to A o M. Otherwise we proceed as before. ro(N) = %. Upon suitable choice of amplitude basis, it
equals the symmetric coherent information in the asymptoti
V. QUANTUM CODING SCHEME limit:

In this section we describe the quantum coding schenf.ﬁ
in detail. First we consider the encoder and establish the
achievable rate of the protocol in the limit of infinitelyrige Proof: From Theorenil it follows that
blocklength. Then we describe the decoder and show that the
protocol produces approximate ebits of fidelity expondigtia Ry N|gN(WA75)| =I1(Z* B)y, and (26)
close to unity between sender and receiver, justifying #ie r

eorem 2. limy o0 70 (N) = Lym (N).

1
calculation of the first subsection. Ry ngN(WP, B)| = 1(X* BO)y. (27)
A. Encoder & Achievable Rates From basic set theory we have
We divide the synthesized cq amplitude chanrwg?N |A| =[Gn(Wa, B)| + |Gn (W, B)|

into setsGy (W 4, 3) and By (W 4, 3) according to[(24), and

similarly, we divide the synthesized cq phase chanM‘éﬂQ_N

into setsGn (Wp, 3) and By(Wp, 3), where 3 < 1/2. The as well as
synthesized channels correspond to particular inputs ¢o th
encoding operation, and thus the set of all inputs dividés in |Gn(Wa, ) U GN(Wp, B)| =N —|B].
four groups: those that are good for both the amplitude al
phase variable, those that are good for amplitude and bad fo
phase, bad for amplitude and good for phase, and those that,.  |A| — |B]
are bad for both variables. We establish notation for these N'see N
channels as follows:

- |gN(WAaB) U gN(Wpaﬁ)L

rus, the rate of the scheme is equal to

I(Z*B)y +I(X*BC)y —1 (28)
I(

Z4B)y — I(Z*R)y

A=Gn(Wa,8) N Gn(Wp, ), = H(B)y — H(B|Z")y
X =Gn(Wa,B8) N By(Wp,B) — [H(R)y — H(R|Z")y]
Z=BnvWa,8) N Gn(Wp, B), = H(B)y — H(R)y
B=By(Wa,8) N By(Wp,f) = H(B), — H(AB),.



Here the second equality usdg (9). The third equality is aide information, respectively. Appendi C provides a deta
identity, and the fourth follows from the fact that the state argument that the state resulting from this first decodieg st
BR is pure when conditioned on a measurement outcomeisfo(2*%Nﬁ)-close in expected trace distance to the following
A, so thatH (B|Z#),, = H(R|Z*),. The final equality uses ideal state:

the fact that the entropy expressions are equal when eealuat NN

for the staterAB = VA =B (944", B (0) =N Y (D" ) [Pus s worus) T ®

UA,UB, VX
B. Decoder and Error Analysis [ua)vx) |us)|us)|uz),

We now describe the decoder in more detail and demaghere the expectation is with respect to the uniformly rando
strate that the fidelity of the entire coding scheme becomgsoice of uy. Thus, Bob has coherently recovered the bits
exponentially close to one as the blocklength gets large. 41 and vy with the decoder in[{29), while making a second
particular, we will show coherent and incoherent copy of the hits and uz, respec-
tively.

Theorem 3. Given any quantum channel with a qubit in ) )
eThe next step in the process is to make coherent use of the

put system and a finite-dimensional output system, for Iargv i
enough blocksizeV, there exists a quantum polar coding’/r decoder. For this to beBg%eful, however, we must show
) , as in [2h), are present in

scheme which generates approximate ebits thabgze 3 ¥*)- ~ that encoded versions ¢, _
close in trace distance to exact ebits for< 1/2. Furthemore, |¥2)- To see this, first observe that we can write
the rate of this scheme is equal to the symmetric coherent

(30)

information of the channel. |¥2) = Na Z (LU ERAUATIEUE | ) @)
UA,UB, VX,
Proof: The sender and receiver begin with the following rATB
. BN RN ~
state: | Pusuz v us) [ua)vx)|us)|Zs)|uz),
[Wo) = No D |ua)|ua)uz)lix)|us) @ |us), where N, = 1/V22A+2IBI+1X] py expressing the first
uAuB register and the secorjdg) register in the phase basis. This

where Alice possesses the first five registers, Bob the Ia& oris nearly the expression we are looking for, as all the désire
and Ny = 1/V2IAI+IBI We also assume for now that the bitphase factors are present, except one correspondipgzto

in uz anduy are chosen uniformly at random and are known As uz is chosen at random, we can describe it quantum-
to both the sender and receiver. Note that the fourth registe mechanically as arising from part of an entangled state. The
expressed in the phase basis; using the amplitude bastséhspther part is shared by Alice and an inaccessible reference

gives system. Including this purification degree of freeddn,)
s becomes
[Wo) = N1 Y (= 1)"* *Yua)|ua) uz)|ox) us) @ Jus),
UALUB,VX |\IJ’2> = N3 Z (_1)“X'UX+IA'UA+IB'UB|5‘C’A>®
where N; = 1/V2IAI+IBI+IX], The sender then feeds the PN

middle four registers through the polar encoder and channel X u5>BNENIUA>|vx>IUB>|§B>IUZ> ® |uz),
leading to a state of the following form: T

V1) = Ny Z (= 1) ¥ |ug) @ |Puruzon.as)® F |us) where N3 = N,/v2|2l. Again utilizing the phase basis gives
yuz,Vx, Y
UAUB VX |\I//2> =N Z (_1)71)(~’UX+IA'UA+IB'UB+IZ~’U.Z|’IVA>®
N pN
where [ouuz,veus)® & = U Uslua)luz)|vx)|us) B

(abusing notation, the encoding operat@g is left implicit).
Observe that, conditioned on amplitude measurements of
N T i
[ua) and|ug), the BT subsystem is identical to the polar—ry,s y/) is a superposition of polar encoded states aEih (25)

encoded output oW 4. Thus, the first step of the decoder iyng therefore the phase decoder will be useful to the receive
the following coherent implementation of the QSCD for th?n particular, Bob can first applﬁfch and then coherently

N N ~ ~
| Punuzoras)” T lua)va)lup)Ts)uz) ® [7z) .

amplitude channelV, apply the QSCD for the phase chaniép,
Va = VAVESED @ [ua)|vx) @ |us)|us)(us| @ |uz). B e e i« e e
Z e Vo= > IV @ |7a)|iz)luy) © [7s) (@6 (31)
(29) TAZZ,TB

The idea here is that the decoder coherently recovers the It coherently extract the values ofy and zz using the
in uy and vy, usinguz andug as classical and quantumfrozen bitszz and uy. He then applied/S " to restore the
CN registers to their previous form. As with the amplitude
2|n quantum information theory the tensor product symbol fiero used decoding step, a similar argument (detailed in Appeix D)
implicitly. Our convention in this section is to leave it itmgit for systems h | f th f thi h
belonging to the same party and use it explicitly to denotévigidn between ?nsures the closeness of the output of t '5_ Process to the
two parties. ideal output as governed by the error probability of ive



decoder. To express the ideal output succinctly, we firstemak V1. PRIVATE CODING SCHEME

the assignments The private coding scheme is a slight variation of the quan-

1 1 tum coding scheme and makes use of the fact that the quantum
Vol > lua)|ua), [®z) = NG > lvz)lvz),  encoder is based on a CSS code. Indeed, one can reduce the
) uA . vz guantum case to a classical protocol, as was first demosdtrat
_ _ by Shor and Preskill [19]. Renext al. [[7] point out that this
[®x) = V21X g'wﬂw% [®5) = V/2IB] %'uw'uw' reduction applies to quantum polar codes, being CSS codes.

Here we shall follow a more direct route by defining and
Rewriting phase terms with Pauli operators, we then have tlemalyzing the private coding procedure independently ef th
the actual output of this step of the decodeas(i%*%NB)-close quantum protocol.
in expected trace distance to the following ideal state:

|Pa) =

A. Encoder & Achievable Rates

Us3) = N, TA)R|Ta)|Tz) |ux)|T
V) ! Z [#4) ® [E4) [E2) i) [5) As before, we divide the encoder inputs into four groups

TATB,TZ

Zrarz e rsTEN U (@ 4) |D2) | D) |P5) © |T2) A=Gn(Wa,8) N Gn(Wp, B),
32 o —
(32) X =Gn(Wa,8) N By(Wp, B),
where Ny = 1/V2IAIHIBI+IZ], Here Z#A-z-ux.75 js short- ZEBN(wAvﬂ) n QN(V_VP,B),
hand forZ*4 ® Z*z @ Z“* ® Z*5, which acts on the second B=Bn(Wa,B) N By(Wp,B).

qubits in the entangled pairs, while the encoding and cHanne . _ .
Unitaries act on the first. Unlike the quantum coding scheme, all inputs are now made in

i . . : the amplitude basis. The sender again inputs informatitn bi
The final step in the decoding process is to remove (%A and frozen bits intoZ. Now the sender mimics frozen
“decouple”) the phase operatéf®+:*=.vx>¥5 hy controlled hase in tsz to&’l 'tlh ran'dome'ts and m'm'cI:sIhaI esZ of
operations from the registets.4) |Zz) |ux) |Z5) to the sec- b npu W : Ml v

ond qubits in the entangled pairs. This phase-basis cdmﬂrolebits input toB with secret key bits. Thus, our private coding

phase operation is equivalent % cNOT operations from the procedureAis generallgecret-key assistedts rate is simply
latter systems to the former and results in rp(N) = "Nﬂ. It equals the symmetric private information
in the asymptotic limit:

No ) |Fa) @ [Fa) UgNUs [®az.x.8) Y lux) [7s), Theorem 6. limy 00 7p(N) = Paym(N).

o e Proof: The proof is entirely similar to the proof of

with Bob sharingl/\/ﬁ Zmz 72)®|z) with the inacces- The_oren[lz, with _the exception that we cho_dseto cr_eate the
sible reference. Thus, applying the triangle inequalitytface optimal states, in the symmetric private information. Then
distance, the protocol finishes with Alice and Bob sharing %€ US€

. ) . i 1 o
state close in trace distance to the following state: Nlinéo N‘QN (WA,B)\ _ I(ZA; B)% (33)
1 - ~ 1 —
- . _ A,
JA IEA Z4) ® |T4) Jim |Gy (Wp, 8)| = I(X* BOSS'),  (34)
and appeal td (18) instead &ff (9). [ |

Thatis, the sender and receiver_gl?vrlemqegpproximate ebits  \we should stress that our consideration of the phase chan-
with trace distance less thaii2™2™ ") to ideal ebits at the nejs in this part of the paper is only necessary in order to
end of the protocol. B compute the index setsl, X, Z, and B. The decoder in

Remark 4. The above scheme performs well with respect tot§€ Next section does not make explicit use of these phase
uniformly random choice of the bitsy anduz, in the sense channels—they only arise in our security analysis, where we
that the expectation of the fidelity is high. However, Mafkov@PPeal to the uncertainty relation [0 {17) in order to guteen

inequality implies that a large fraction of the possible esd security of the scheme. This is in contrast to the quanturarpol
have good performance. coding scheme of the previous sections, in which the decoder

makes explicit use of the phase channels.
Remark 5. The first step of the decoder is identical to the first

step of the decoder from |[8]. Though, the second step aboge
is an improvement over the second stef in [8] because it is an
explicit coherent QSCD, rather than an inexplicit conteit We now describe the decoder and examine the reliability
decoupling unitary. Additionally, the decoder's comptexi and security of the resulting protocol. Our approach leads t
is equivalent toO(N) quantum hypothesis tests and othe$trong security, as stated in the following theorem:

unitarges re?ulting from the polar decompositionsif17)  Theorem 7. For sufficiently largeN, the private polar coding
andI';’2", but it remains unclear how to implement thesgcheme given above satisfies the following reliability and
efficiently. security criteria:

Decoder & Reliability and Security Analysis



1) Pr{ﬁc #Uc} < 0(2*%1\”3), forC=AUX, and A clear advantage of the current approach over the previous
N _1n8 construction from[[B] is that Theorefd 1 directly applies to
2) IU&4 BT) < 0(2 ’ ) the phase-good channels with the “goodness criterion"rgive
Proof: First, it is straightforward to prove that the coddy (24). Only the amplitude channels to Eve (rather than
has good reliability, by appealln to the results from [TMHat the phase-good channels to Bob) were considered_lin [8],
is, there exists a POVI\,{AJ;ZJQ }, the quantum successiveand it seemed only possible to prove polarization results fo

cancellation decoder, such that guantum wiretap channels in which the amplitude channel to
Eve is classical. Our approach here overcomes this difficult
Pr{Uc £ Uc} < |2 ZF(WEZ)N) (35) Dby appealing to Theorefr 1 directly for polarization anddate
pre ’ relating the phase channels to Bob and the amplitude ch&nnel
L os to Eve via an uncertainty relation.
—o(274Y") (36)

whereC = AU X. The QSCD operates exactly as [n [11]’VII. ENTANGLEMENT & SECREFKEY ASSISTANCEARE
treating Z U B as the frozen set and decoding all bits in the NOT ALWAYS NEEDED

set A U X, though of course only the bits il contain the In this section we give two different conditions for when the
transmitted message. This decoder has an efficient implemgHantum or private coding schemes require only a sublinear
tation if the channel to Bob is classical [1]. This is the casgmount of entanglement or secret-key assistance. The dirst o
for the amplitude damping channel, the erasure channel, s when the channel is degradablél [21], in the sense that th

any Pauli channel, for example. R output (Eve’s outpuf’ in the private case) can be generated
We now prove that strong security, in the sense[of [20Fom Bob’s outputB by some quantum operation. The second
holds for our polar coding scheme. Consider that stems from properties of the binary erasure channel (BEC) as

an “extreme point” in the channel synthesis process.

I(Ua; EN) ZI( Uy, EN|U - )

e A. Degradable Channels

_ .pN : .

- Z I(Uiv E UA;) Suppose that the channkl is degradable in the sense that
i€A . the R outpute® can be generated from the outpute? by

< ZI(Ui;ENU{_l) some other quantum chanrBt ¢ = D(¢B). Similarly, in
icA the private coding scenario, suppose thét= D(o?). Then
Z I( WE V) we can show
icA Theorem 8. For degradable channels in the quantum or

The first equality is from the chain rule for quantum mutudlfivate coding scenearios as described above, the rate of
information and by definingd;” to be the indices inA entanglement or secret key assistance, respectivelysivesi
preceding. The second equality follows from the assumptioff the limit of large blocklength:

that the bits mUJ‘r are chosen uniformly at random. The hm 118 =0. 37)

first inequality is from quantum data processing. The third N—

equality is from the definition of the synthesized channels we provide a brief summary of the proof and then follow

W%?N. Continuing, we have with more detail. First, the channel uncertainty relat@hdan
be extended to synthesized channels (as the inequality give
< Z 1-F WE N) in Lemmal1l) and implies that phase-good channels (output
ieA fidelity near zero) to Bob are amplitude-“very bad” chanrels
—0 R (output fidelity near one). From degradability, we also know
<M \/1 - (1-2F(Wpy))? that the doubly-bad channeBsare amplitude-bad channels to
icA R. These two observations imply that the doubly-bad channels
4F(W§i)N) to Bob, the phase-good channels to Bob, and amplitude-good
’ channels taR are disjoint sets. The sum of the fractional sizes
—— of the latter two sets equal§ X*; BC),, + I(Z4;R), =1
< 22 2= by (8), implying that the ?ge of the )d¢oubl)/(-bad c)hgnnel set

icA B (the entanglement consumption rate) approaches zero in the
= 0(2‘1Nﬁ) same limit. Replaying the argument for the channels in the
private communication scenario gives the same result.

The first inequality is from[[11, Proposition 1]. The second  proof: The proof is a modification of the argument|in [8],
holds since the two synthesized channels obey an uncertaighich in turn came from[[20]. First observe that following
relation, shown in Lemma_11, which then gives a fidelityhree sets of channels are disjoint: the doubly bad charthels
uncertainty relation, shown in Lemmall2. Here we\ht= the amplitude-good channels & Gy (W, (), and the phase-
W;N and W, = WE)N in the latter lemma. The fourth good channels to Bolijy (Wp, 3). Clearly the first and last
mequahty follows from the definition of the sed. B are disjoint by the definition oB. The first two are disjoint



by the degradability condition: any channel amplitude-frad assistance is needed only at a sublinear rate. Here we show th
Bob must also be amplitude-bad f&. Formally, the output the same condition holds in the more general setting discuss
fidelity can only go down under the degrading map; see [B) this paper.

Lemma 3]. Finally, that the second two are disjoint follow . .
gheorem 9. In the quantum and private coding schemes

from the fidelity uncertainty relations in Lem 12. Settin .
idelity u inty i i nal i bove limy e 2|B] — 0 i

W; = W%?N andW, = W%?N therein, the lemma states tha

the fidelities ofwg?N andW%?N cannot both be small: F(W,) + F(Wp) <1. (42)
_N”B 7 [
2.7V > 2 FWR) > 1-FWRy). (38)  we first provide a heuristic proof sketch which clarifies the
This implies main id(_aa behind the proof, a_md then we follow with the full
_ ; proof. Since the encoder applies the transformatianfor the
F(W%?N) >1-2.-27V" (39) amplitude channel but’%; for the phase channel, an input

NP @) corresponds to a doubly-bad synthesized channel ifftrsyn-
whenevee™ ™" > F(Wp ). Thus, 5}‘” ofthe c?annels that arehesized amplitude channel is bad and the-4)™ synthesized
phase-good for Bob are amplitude-“very bad” for Therefore phase channel is bad. For a given input or synthesized channe
the following relation holds for large enoughi: i, call N — i the complementary-variable channel.

Gn(Wp, B) N Gn (W, B) = 0. (40) Letting ¥ be the output fidelity of thé™ channel synthe-

sized from the BEC with erasure probabiljtythe proof rests
Since these three sets are disjoint, the sum of their sizg$ the fact that

cannot exceedV, the total number of channels:
1 F ,=1-F™" (43)
N(|QN(WR75)| +1G8(Wp, B)[ +|B]) < 1. (41)

i P’ P / i ion imoli
Finally, we know from Theorerfil1 that the rates of the se®Nc€£i = £ for p = p, this relation implies that, for

i ST p < 1/2 the complement of a bad channel is a good channel,
Gn(Wr, ) andGx (Wp, 5) in the asymptotic limit are while for p > 1/2 the complement of a good channel is a bad

lim —|Gn(Wg, B)| = I(ZA;R)w, channel. Note thap !t_s,elf is the output fidelity of the BEC
N—oo N with erasure probability.
Nhinoo %|QN(WP,B)| - I(XA;BC)w —-1- I(ZA;R)w, Now suppose the two channél§, and Wp are erasure

channels with erasure probabilitigs; and pp, respectively,

so that the rate oB must be zero in the asymptotic limi@ such thatps, < pp < 1/2. Thus they satisfy the stated
Note that in the limitN — oo, the channels polarize, soconstraint. Indeed, we need only check that no doubly bad

that the channels which are good in phase for Bob are badcimannels occur for the cagg = pp, since then they certainly
amplitude for R, and the ones which are good in amplitudevill not occur when one of the erasure probabilities is serall
for R are bad in phase for Bob. This demonstrates that oand some inputs switch from bad to good. Now; i a bad
guantum polar coding scheme given here is asymptoticaliyput for Wp, the complementary-variable input is good, and
equivalent to the scheme of Wilde and Guha [8] in the limit ahereforei must be a good input t&V,. Similarly, a bad
many recursions of the encoding after the channel polésizatinput for W, must be a good input t®#Wp and so indeed
effect takes hold. Thus, this same argument implies that the doubly-bad inputs can occur in this case. On the other
entanglement consumption rate for the quantum polar codemnd, this line of argumentation fails when one or other ef th
in [8] vanishes for general degradable guantum channelssure probabilities is greater thah.
because the rate of the phase-good channels to Bob is a loweFinally, since the BEC is the worst case under channel
bound on the rate of the amplitude-“very bad” channel#to synthesis among all base channels with a given output fidelit

the stated condition holds for all channels.

B. General Condition Based on Erasure Channels Proof: As described in Sectiop]ll, one can prove that

The binary erasure channel (BEC) plays a special role (i:rrlwannel polarization takes hold by considering the channel
: .splitting and combining process as a random birth process
the channel synthesis process. Suppose we have an arblt%e)fI .n > 0} (with the channel choice determined by an iid

; Hali ‘th
channelW with output fidelity Fy,. Then, the:" channel Bernoulli process(B,, : n > 1} and settingW, — W). One

synthesized from the BEC with fidelity, is always less . : . -
rgliable than the correspondinij channgosynthesizyed from Can then consider the induced birth process for the fidelity
pRarameter

W. This is due to the fact that, among all channels with
fixed symmetric capacity, the BEC with that capacity has the F on>0 ={FW.):n>0

smallest output fidelity. This was shown for classical clesin {Fnin 2 0p = {F(Wn) :n = 0}.

in [, Proposition 11], and the same argument works in thg [22] it is shown that the following extremal process

guantum case using (21) and (22) of [[11] instead of (3‘{)F,’L :n > 0} bounds the actual channel procéss, : n > 0}:
and (35) of [1]. Thus, if the™ synthesized BEC channel is

good, then surely the" synthesizedw is also. From this oo F? if B,=0
observation,[[l7] gave a condition under which entanglement ntl T 2F) - F? if B,=1"
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a relation which can be written more symmetrically as The above bound is aniversal sufficient lower bound for the

, = , sum process to converge to two, that holds regardless of the
Fop = Fy if B, =0, threshold valueFy,({b:'}) for a particular realization{v:'}.

1-F,,,=0-F)* if B,=1 (44) 1t follows that a given realizatioq f2 + fF'} of the actual

A P
. um processg F2' + F; } can only converge to two whep (45
Note that the extremal process is based on the process %o P $50 4 Fy }A, Ay 9 )
: T holds because we sé{;* = F{* and the extremal process
a BEC with the same initial fidelity*y. From now on, we N .
I . bounds the actual process (note that some realizationst migh
make abbreviations such &$,,} = {F,, : n > 0} in order to

i iARA P
simplify the notation. The extremality of the process isdths g??ﬁgrgﬁrﬁ) Orgieosgjexgof;,\!v }e I::)é);i/grrii“tzc?ttl\?vfg tT] éfg t}his
on recursive relations for the synthesized channel fidsiliti P n n 9 ’

X implies that the seB is non-empty, i.e., the code will require
equations (34) and (35) of[1]. These have been extended %D e preshared entanglement%rysecret key. So, if the igumdit
the case the channel has quantum outputs as equations ﬁ%{): o

and (22) of [11]. Therefore, the results derived|in![22] hivid e statement of the thearem holds, no reahzaﬂo_n oftine s .
the present setting as well. process can ever converge to two, and the code will not requir

) .any secret key bits. ]
In particular, the extremal process above has the nice” y

property [22, Observation 4 (ii)] that for every realizatifh,, } Oanh,Znabfevceuriirgﬁ;n ?)?ttr?: I)énr::(())lg; mstT:?l ?ﬁgtm Eltgtlghgrr?:ﬂ
of the procesq B, } (and thus for every realizatiofif; } of y g

{F!}) there exists a particular initial threshold valig({b,.}) polar|zat|pn effect takes hold (where all synthesized oba_sn
such that either are polarized to be completely perfect or useless). Thaés,

argument does not apply whenever there is a finite number

lim f; =0if F) < F,({bn}), of recursions—in this case, if the number of recursions is

nree large enough, then a large fraction of synthesized channels
or polarize according to some tolerance, but there is always a

Jim f), = 1if Fy > Fp({bn}). small fraction that have not polarized. Thus, we can only

L o _ o conclude that the above proof applies in the limit of many
(Note thatF; is deterministic and is the initial value of therecyrsions and that the rate of secret key consumptionhvesiis
process.) o in this limit.
We can denote the respective fidelity processes for the

amplitude and phase channels in our coding schen'{elikfs}
and {F’} and the respective random birth processes as VIIl. SUPERACTIVATION
{B#} and {Bl'}. Also, let {F2} and {FF’} denote the
00”3390”‘?"”9 extremal processes}.g The important Ob3;“”",\/atthe superactivation effect, in which two zero-capacityrguan
ma@_'e in [7] is that the proce$Fn} ma!(es the opposite channels camactivate each other when used jointly, such
choice of channel at_ each step of the birth process becaH,?gt the joint channel has a non-zero quantum capacity [10].
the phase encoder is the reverse of the amplitude fncogfécall that the channels from [10] are a four-dimensional PP
That s, It holds for every, and for every realizatio{b7}  channel and a four-dimensional 50% erasure channel. Each of
and {bn } that these have zero quantum capacity, but the joint tensoryatod

by =1—1b;. channel has non-zero capadity.
We now discuss how to realize a quantum polar coding

Thus, we can writdB” = 1 — B, so thatB! is completely >3 :
determined byB4. The extremal amplitude channel proces§Cheme for the joint channel. Observe that the input space

{FA/} is already of the form in[{24), and we can conside?f the joint channel is 16-dimensional and thus has a de-
thenextremal phase process {als— FP”} in order for it to composition as a tensor product of four qubit-input spaces:

, 4 4 ~ 16 ~ (2 2 2 2 i
have this same form. Thus, a realizatigfy’ } of the extremal Sigﬁt(l(; r;o%ifiea (Serfign @c;fcofr) (thu.b};hgil,avrviggi?]gexsrzzlﬁgrie
. A/ . .
amplitude channel proces{an } converges to one if Following [9], the idea is for Alice and Bob to employ a

Our quantum polar coding scheme can be adapted to realize

Fg'' > Fp({bp}), quantum polar code for each qubit in the tensor factor. Let
, Zy, ..., Z4 denote the amplitude variables of these qubits and
and a realization{1 — f"} of the extremal phase procesget x,, ..., X, denote the phase variables. Bob’s decoder is
{1 - Fl"} converges to zero if such that he coherently decod®s, uses it as quantum side
1_ FP' < ({bA}) information (QSI) to decod¢,, uses both7; andZ, as QSI
0 thAn S to decodeZs, and then uses all ofy, ..., Z3 to help decode
implying that{ff’} converges to one if Z4. With all of the amplitude variables decoded, Bob then uses

- oA these as QSI to decod¥;, and continues successively until
Fy' > 1= Fp({bn })-

SWe are speaking otatalytic superactivation. A catalytic protocol uses

Thus, the sum proceﬁsF,;“’ + Ff/} converges to two if entanglement assistance, but the figure of merit is the netafiquantum
A P , 4 , A communication—the total quantum communication rate mimesentangle-

Fo' + Fy' > Fyp({by }) +1 = Fp({b5}) ment consumption rate. Note that the catalytic quantum aigpis equal to

-1 ( 45) zero if the standard quantum capacity is zero. Thus, theraapetion effect

that we speak of in this section is for the catalytic quantapacity.
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he coherently decodek,. At the end he performs controlled APPENDIXA

phase gates to recover entanglement established with.Alice USEFULLEMMAS

~We now calculate the total rate of this scheme. For themma 10 (Renes & Boileau[3]) The following uncertainty
first qubit space in the tensor factor, the channels split Ygation holds

into four types depending on whether they are good/bad for

amplitude/phase. Using the formula]28), the net quantua da H(Z*|R)y + H(X?|BC)y = 1, (46)

rate for the first tensor factor is equal to
where

1(Z1; B) + 1(X1; BZ1Z2Z324) — 1. [P =3z [2) 12)C ) P

(The formula is slightly different here because Bob decodes N ) ) _
the phase variabl&, with all of the amplitude variables as  Proof: Rewriting system of 4> using the conjugate basis
QSl.) For the second qubit space in the tensor factor, the 98{€S

tum data rate i a1~
I(ZQ,BZl)+I(X2,BZ1Z2Z3Z4X1)—1 z A z CBR
_ 1 e z\C' |,/
We can similarly determine the respective net quantum data V2 Z |2)" (Z%)7 197 ’ (48)
rates for the third and fourth qubit spaces as *
where
I(Zg, BZlZQ) + I(Xg, BZ1Z2Z3Z4X1X2) — 1, |w/>CBR — Z \/p_z|2>c |(pz>BR .
I(Z4;BZ1Z2Z3)+I(X4;3212223Z4X1X2X3) —1. z

Summing all these rates together with the chain rule afd@ computeH (X#|BC),, first write it as

using the fact that any two amplitude and/or phase variables A _ A Ay
are independent whenevér#£ j, we obtain the overall net H(XT|BC)y = H(XT)y + H(BCXT)y — H(BC)y

guantum data rate: whose terms are easier to evaluate. The first is simply
A ) .
(21727570 B) + (X1 X0 Xs X4 BZ1 ZoZs Z4) — A, H(X%)y =1, while the second is just

A _ _ _
which is equal to the coherent information of the joint chelnn H(BC|X?)y = H(CB)y = H(R)y = H(R)y

(as in the proof of Theorernl 2). The fact that our quantugjnce the two marginal states &iC' given X4 are unitarily-
polar code can achieve the symmetric coherent informatigflated and one of the marginals 4€°5. Since /CBE is
rate then proves that superactivation occurs, given thams”bure,H(C’B)W = H(R), and a quick calculation reveals
and Yard already showed that this rate is non-zero for theat H(R),, = H(R),. Meanwhile, the BC marginal is

channels mentioned above [10]. $BC =3 p.|2) (2|° ® ¢B, and so
IX. CONCLUSION H(CB)y = H(Z%)y + Y _p-H(p?) (49)

We have demonstrated new polar coding schemes for quan- z
tum or private communication which achieve high rates for =H(Z")y+ > p-H(pl) (50)

arbitrary quantum channels, unlike the constructions[ih [8], z
[7]. The encoding operations are efficient, though curgentl = H(Z*R)y, (51)

no efficient algorithm to construct the code itself. (That
is, for general quantum channels, no efficient algorithm 5
known for determining which inputs correspond to good or H(XA|BC’)¢ =14 H(R)y — H(ZAR)w (52)
bad synthesized channels.) For the decoder the situation is — 1 - H(ZR) (53)
somewhat reversed: Given the code construction, the decode ¥
is explicit—it is based on the quantum successive canaatlat ]
method of [11]—but no efficient implementation is known.
Finding an efficient code construction algorithm and an e
ficient successive cancellation decoder are the main qussti (4) (i)
left open in this work. It would be interesting to determine [(Wpn) + IWgy) < 1. (54)
conditions beyond those of Sectign VIl under which entaRme same relation holds when replaci i)N andwg)N with
glement or secret-key assistance are not needed or to find_ap, (i) . ’ ’
argument ensuring reliability and strong security of thiggte V" p.v @nd W v, respectively.
coding scheme which relies only on the “amplitude” proerti Proof: ConsiderN copies of the channel state)“Z¢"
of the wiretap channel. in (7) where theB systems are first subjected to the polariza-
tion transformation before input to the channel:

ing the entropic properties of bipartite pure states.sThu

kemma 11. The synthesized channMSEi?N and W%?N obey
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Then let Wﬁv be the state after measuring the syghat the resulting wiretap channel has the following action
tems A; --- A;—1 in the amplitude basis and the systeman arbitrary input state:

A;r1--- Ay in the phase basis, indicating the various mea- "

surement output systems &, ... Z;,_; and X;41,..., Xy  N¢ 7B (p) = Z<I|P|iﬂ> p(y, z|@)|y) (Y|P @2) (2|7 (64)
so that it is clear these systems become classical. Fkgm oz

one can s|mu|taneous|y generate the outputs ofithphase The physical interpretation of the above channel is thatst fi
channel to BobWPN and thei™ amplitude channeNRf)N to Measureshe input system in the orthonormal bagis) (x|}
the reservoirR, just as in the simple case ) in Sectior(l). (ensuring that the input is effectively classical) gmepares

In particular, ¥y is a tripartite state on the classical stategy)” and |z)¥ for Bob and Eve with
NN Nzt probability p(y, z|z). One can check that the Kraus operators
Ai|BNCN XN RN 7y~ [12] for this classical channel are
where_ the vertical b:_;\rs |nQ|caite the dIVISIOI’-IS of the partie {W(WB ® |z>E)<:c|A/}z,y,z.
Applying the uncertainty principle froni_[3] gives

Thus, by a standard construction [12], an isometric extansi

i—1

H( l+1)_1 +H( )F =1 (59 of this classical wiretap channel acts as follows on a pwie st
Combining this withH (X4¢) + H(Z*:) = 2, which holds MPUt [¥):
becauseX“: and Z4: are uniform random bits, yields UA’%BESz|w>A'

A; NN A, N r7i—1
T BTN g, + 120 R g, <1, = 3 Volw 2l (o) 9”127 e,y 2)*
or equivalently, TY.E
() () so that tracing over systerf, recovers the action of the
I(Wpn) + T(Wp y) < 1. (56) original channel in[{64).

The same argument applies starting fra¥ copies of the
channel statéy)) from (18). | APPENDIXC

DETAILED ERRORANALYSIS FOR THECOHERENT

Lemma 12. For complementary binary-input channels, AMPLITUDE DECODER

and W, obeying the uncertainty relatioh(W; )+ I(W2) < 1,
We provide details of the error analysis in SecfionIv-B for
2F(Wh) + F(W2) > 1, and (57)  the first decoding step, in which Bob coherently recovers the
F(W;)+2F(Ws) > 1. (58) amplitude information. Given the frozen bits; anduz, the
ideal state after the first step of the decoder is giveriim (30)
and for convenience, again if_{65). Applying the coherent
amplitude measurement, in (29) actually results in[{66).
(W) > log ( 2 ) (59) Computing their overlap results if_(67). Next, we take the
=2 \14+ F(W) expectation of their overlap with respect to the uniformly
.. . _ random choice of the frozen bitsy and uz. This leads
This is equivalent taF’(W) > 2'~/(") — 1. Then we have to the steps in[{@8)-(T2), which give the desired result. The
F(Wy) > 9l—I(W1) _ (60) penultimate inequality is jus/A > A forany0 < A < 1.
The last inequality in this sequence follows from the good

Proof: Start with the following inequality for binary-input
channelsW [11, Proposition 1]:

> 9lWa) g (61) . .
9 performance of the quantum successive cancellation decode
> 1, 62) for the cqg amplitude channels [11, Proposition 4].
14+ F(Ws) 62)
where we used the uncertainty relation in the second step. APPENDIXD
Rewriting this, we obtain DETAILED ERRORANALYSIS FOR THE COHERENT PHASE
(14 F(W2))F(W1) > 2 = (1+ F(Ws)).  (63) DECODER

We provide details of the error analysis in Secfionv-B for
the second decoding step, in which Bob coherently recovers
the phase information. We can prove that the phase decoder
works well with a uniformly random choice of the bitsy
anduz. Observe that a uniformly random choice of the bits

Since the fidelity is less than unity, this gives the first il
ity. Interchanging the two channels and repeating the aﬂym
gives the second.

APPENDIXB uz induces a uniform distribution of the bitsz. Let us fix a
CLASSICAL WIRETAP CHANNELS AS QUANTUM WIRETAP  yajue of zz. Then, a similar error analysis as in Appendix C
CHANNELS then works for this case. The ideal state resulting from the

Suppose thap(y, z|z) is a classical wiretap channel suctsecond decoding step is given [n{74). This state is the same
thatx is the input and; andz are the outputs for the legitimateas in [32) with a fixed, but randomly-chosen value a0f.
receiver and the wiretapper, respectively. Then we can dmbehe actual state from using the coherent decdderin [31
the random variableX, Y, and Z into quantum systems, sois given in [Z6). The overlap between the above two states is
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1 u,\» v, BNEN /
. X
125 ,uz) = 2\A|+\B\+|X /Z ) uZ) "puA,uz,vX,uB> uly) [v)ugs)ugs) uz). (65)
AUBVx
1 N N
1 > BYE
V) = o, o U Al AEE sz ) R ususluz)  (66)
A uB 'UX
uly vl
1 ’ N 7N
- .1 . 5
<\I}2;u/\e,uz|q}giﬂjuz> = W Z (_1)ux (UX+UX)<(PuA7uz7v’X7uB| AifviZ)lqu,uz,vx,us>B B (67)

!
UAUB, VX,V

B0z { (V202,02 1 V5520 ) } (68)

1 1 ol o N N
= WW Z Z (_1) ¥ ( xt X)<90u,4,uz,v£\,,u5| AquBU Z)|90uA,uz,vx,uB>B E (69)

UXZUZ UALUB,VX Ve

1 s BNEN
- W Z 5'0‘/;{ Vx <SD7J,A,’U.2,'U£Y,’U‘B| ’SLZB,U’L;Z)|QDHA17127UX1“B> (70)
UAUB VX,V Uz
1 N N
= QA IBIHIX[HZ] Z (Punuzvx,usl Ag&éb&wwumuz,vx,uﬁB F (71)
UALUB VXU
1 N 7N
> oomETerE 2 (Prams sl AU s uz onus) (72)
UALUB VXU
>1— (272", (73)
. 1 - IN ~ ~ ~ ~
S = oo D (A2 TR UNUE (@ 2 .6 [7) T2 ) ). (74)
Ta,28
1 IN
—actual > — UCNV UTCN ( Z |~ JTAUXTBTE ] UA d ~ 75
o g VeUs | === Ta) NUE |Pazx8)|T8) (75)
vV 2IAI+|B| v

1 ~ N rB,u cN TA,UX,TB,T N ~ ~ ~ ~
= W Yoo EAUE \/Fi;m;)Ug ZEANR BTN UL B g 2 20 8) |Ta) |T2) ) |[T5) -
LT T A
(76)

<:1dcal —actual >
—rz,ux!"rz,ux

1 AN _ _ _ _ N N IN
= e O (PazaslUSt ULz e memazyg TER Ul zramemsm2 U U2 (@4 z 0 8)  (T7)
TATB
1 /N ’
= 72\A\+|B\ Z <@A72)X73|U2A U/]:/Z_CEA’_UX7_CEB’_CEZU§ nggff’zu;)UTc ZCEAMX’IB’IZUNU?N|(I)A,Z,X,B> (78)
TA,TB
—ideal - 1
]EUX 7XZ { <:‘1XZ&,UX |_‘3(C;1?8X > } (79)
1 AN _ _ _ _ oN IN
= STATBITRITE] Z <‘I)A,Z,X,B|Ug U):[Z TA,—uX,—T8, szgC P;ﬂfAB;EU;)UT ZIA7UX;$B;$ZUNU? |4z 2.8)

TATB,UX T2

(80)
1—o(27=N%), (81)

Y
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analyzed in[(7I7)E(48). Taking the expectation of this tenaro [19] P. W. Shor and J. Preskil, “Simple proof of security of
a uniformly random choice ofi» and uz (which implies a
uniformly random choice of z) leads to the steps ib (79)-(81).

The last inequality of this sequence again follows from theo]
performance of the quantum successive cancellation decode

for the phase channels.
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