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Abstract—We study the quality of service in quantum channels.
We regard the quantum channel as a queueing system, and
present queueing analysis of both the classical information trans-
mission and quantum information transmission in the quantum
channel. For the former, we link the analysis to the classical
queueing model, for the latter, we propose a new queueing model
and investigate the limit queueing behavior. For both scenarios,
we obtain tail distributions of the performance measures, i.e.,
backlog, delay, and throughput.

Index Terms—Quantum channel capacity, queueing analysis,
backlog, delay, throughput.

I. INTRODUCTION

The era of quantum technology is coming accompanying
the second quantum revolution [1]] [2] and the future of
quantum technology lies in quantum networking [3] [4] [5].
Technically, the development of quantum internet requires a
hybrid of technologies, which combine the features of both
discrete variable systems and continuous variable systems [6].
Theoretically, it is necessary to build a system theory for
the dimension of the network dynamics, i.e., backlog, delay,
and throughput, to deal with the diverse quality-of-service
requirements of the network applications and to help deploy
the quantum network.

In this paper, we consider three questions raised by quantum
channel performance analysis and aim to provide a mathemat-
ical tool to facilitate the quantum system analysis and design.

1) What is the operational utility of the quantum channel
capacity?
A quantum channel can represent any physical operation
that reflects the state evolution of a quantum system,
ranging from an optical fiber and a free-space link to
a computer memory [7]. There are many different kinds
of quantum channel capacity depending on the involved
purpose, protocol, and resource [8], and these quantum
channel capacity concepts are generally non-additive [9].
Howeyver, the information transmission follows the causal
property of nature and the amount of transmitted infor-
mation is additive, in addition, the performance analysis
requires a study of the cumulative process the capacity
process. Therefore, we propose a new concept of quantum
channel capacity, namely cumulative capacity, which is
a sum of the quantum channel capacity over a period
of time. The cumulative capacity satisfies the additive-
and-causal requirement in the operational domain and is
explicitly used in performance analysis.

2) What is the uniqueness of quantum channel performance
analysis?
Quantum communication has many characteristics dis-
tinguishing from the classical communication, e.g., the
super-activation [10] and the negative information [L1].
We differentiate between the performance analysis of
classical information transmission and quantum informa-
tion transmission. For classical information transmission,
we show that the classical queue model is able to describe
the queueing behavior in the quantum channel. For quan-
tum information transmission, since the quantum channel
is capable of not only transmitting information but also
generating communication potential due to entanglement
[L1], we propose a new queue model, which is able
to describe the fluctuation of both the communication
workload and the communication potential.

3) What is the probabilistic characterization of the informa-
tion quantity in quantum channel?
The quantum channel encompasses the classical regime
and the quantum regime [12], where the information
adheres respectively to the classical randomness and the
quantum randomness [13] [[14]. Contrast to the informa-
tion content, we focus on the quantity of the classical
information and quantum information, i.e., the storage
space of the information in the operational sense [11]].
We treat the quantum channel capacity as a bridge from
the quantum regime to the classical regime, i.e., it takes
into account the quantum effect in the quantum regime
and maps onto the information transmission amount in
the classical regimes. We use classical probability to
describe the randomness and regularity of the information
quantity, considering the dependence that is caused by the
environment in the classical regime.

The remainder of this paper is structured as follows. In Sec.
M we recapitulate the basic concepts of quantum channel
capacity, review a few explicit expressions of the classical
capacity and quantum capacity of practical channels, and
introduce the cumulative capacity concept. In Sec. we
present the queueing principles for both classical information
and quantum information transmission, and obtain generic
results for the performance measures towards a framework for
performance analysis of quantum systems. Finally, we con-
clude this paper and discuss some potential research directions

in Sec. [Vl
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II. QUANTUM CHANNEL

Consider a quantum system in a Hilbert space H = Hq,
the quantum states are given by the density operator p on
H [I15)]. In the Schrodinger picture, a quantum channel is a
transformation p — N(p), which is a completely positive trace
preserving map on trace class operators. In this sense, the
quantum channel arises from a unitary interaction U between
the quantum system and the environment described by another
Hilbert space ‘Hp with initial state pg, i.e.,

N(p) = Trg [Up® prU'], M

where Trr denotes the partial trace with respect to Hg.
Denote H(x) = — Trzlogx as the von Neumann entropy of
a density operator x. For the input state p and the output state
N (p), we have three entropy entities related to (p, ), i.e.,
the entropy of the input state H(p), the entropy of the output
state H(N(p)), and the entropy exchange H(p, N') = H(ply),
where pf; = Trg [U PR PE UT] is the final state of the
environment. This channel specification is extensible to the
general case with different Hilbert spaces 4 and Hp of the
input and output states.

A. Quantum Channel Capacity

The quantum channel N has many capacity concepts due
to diverse transmission purpose and resource auxiliary [16]
[9]. The classical capacity C'(N) and quantum capacity Q(N)
quantify respectively the maximal rate of classical informa-
tion and quantum information that the quantum channel can
asymptotically transmit with vanishing errors. Particularly,
if the transmitted classical information is secret from the
environment, the resulting private classical capacity P(N)
quantifies the capability for quantum cryptography.

When prior shared entanglement between the transmitter
and receiver is not available, single-letter capacity formulas
are not tractable in general, and regularization is required for
explicit expressions, i.e.,

1
XN) < CW) = Tim =y (N®"), @)
PON) < P(N) = Jim_ %P“)(N@”), 3)
Q) < QW) = Tm Qe @)

Denote the input A, the output B, the environment F, and
the quantum mutual information I(X;Y) = H(X)+ H(Y) —
H(X,Y). The single-letter expression of classical capacity is
1]

XWNV) = max I(X; B),,

Pz Pz

which is evaluated on state o = Y p, |2) (x| x QN (p,). The
single-letter expression of private classical capacity is [9]

PON) = max [(X; B)o = I(X; E)o,

(&)

(6)
where 0 = Y p. |2) (x| x ®U(px ®]0)<0|)U". The single-
letter expression of quantum capacity is [9]

QW(N) = max (H(B) — H(E)), @)

where the entropies are evaluated on the state opr = Up ®
0 (0], U

When prior shared entanglement is available, the entangle-
ment assisted capacities have single-letter formulas [9], i.e.,

Cg(N) = glaxI(A;B)g, (8)
1
QrN) = §CE(N)a )

where 0 = I @ N (¢da4/) and the state p4 4/ is unrestricted.

B. Explicit Example

We review some quantum channel capacities with exact
expressions.

1) Classical Capacity of Lossy Channel: The bosonic chan-
nels use a collection of bosonic modes to transmit information
[17]. The bosonic channel is a continuous-variable system
and has an infinite-dimensional Hilbert space [18] [15] [19].
The N bosonic modes correspond to /N quantized radiation
modes of the electromagnetic field. Consider the multi-mode
bosonic channel, N' = ), NV}, where NV, is the loss map for
the kth mode, which derives from the Heisenberg evolution
aj, = /Mkar + /1 —nbg, where by, is the vacuum noise
mode, aj and a), are the annihilation operators of the input
and output modes, and 0 < 7, < 1 is the mode transmissivity.
For the capacity to converge, the mean energy £ of the input
state is constrained.

The classical capacity of the lossy bosonic channel, in bits
per channel use, is expressed as [20]

C = max ) g(nNr), (10)
k
k

where g(z) = (x + 1)logy(z + 1) — xlogyx, and the
maximization is performed on the average photon number set
{Ny} that satisfies the energy constraint »}, hwipNyp = &,
where wy, is the frequency of the kthe mode. This capacity
formula applies to the lossy channel with minimum noise [20].

Example 1. Consider a broadband channel, where the trans-
mitter may use all frequencies w € [0,0) and all frequencies
having the same channel transmissivity 1. The capacity, in bits
per second, is expressed as [20] [21]

O_\/ﬁ TP

= 11
In2V 3n° an

whereP = E/T is the average transmitted power and T =
27/ Aw is the transmission time.

Example 2. Consider a free-space optical channel [20] [22],
where the transmitter and the receiver communicate through
circular apertures of areas Ay and A,, separated by a L meter
propagation path. In the far field regime, only a single spatial
mode in the transmitter couples a significant amount of power
to the receiver. Such is the case at frequency w, the transmis-
sivity n(w/wo) = D(w) « 1, where D(w) = (w/wo)? and
wo = 2wcL/\/A{ A, are respectively the Fresnel number and
Fresnel frequency. For a broadband channel with maximum



transmitter frequency w. and D(w.) < 1, the capacity, in bits
per second, is expressed as [20] [22]]

Yo 1
=2 J deg| —— |,
2y Jo el/r —1

where yq is a dimensional less parameter that is determined b%i
2

the power constraint P = P, Syo dz__1 _ gnd Py = %

12)

0 “z el/z—1
is a reference power for normalization.

2) Quantum Capacity of Degradable Channel: A Gaussian
channel is of form N (p) = Trg [U(p ® pp)U']|, where U
is a Gaussian unitary, determined by a quadratic bosonic
Hamiltonian, and pg is a Gaussian state [23]. A channel
N(p) = Tre[U(p ® pr)UT] is degradable [24] [23], if it
can be degraded to its conjugate N == Trp[U(p® pr)UT],
i.e., there is a map 7 : Hp — Hg such that N¢ = T o N,
where o denotes the composition of operators. A large class
of Gaussian channels are degradable [24] [25] [17], e.g., the
lossy channel.

The quantum capacity of the degradable Gaussian channel
N = ), Ny, in qubits per channel use, is expressed as [17]

Q =Y sup J(pa, N,

Kk PG

13)

where J(pg, N) is the coherent information and the supre-
mum is taken over the Gaussian input states p¢.

Example 3. Consider a single-mode attenuation (amplifica-
tion) channel with transmissivity m (gain \/n). The capacity,
in qubits per channel use, is expressed as [17]

Q = log, [n] —log, [1 — ). (14)
Let n = e "' 1 and 1, are respectively the transmission
length and the absorption length for a transmission link, while

l and 1, are respectively the storage and the decay time for
quantum memories.

We present a discrete-variable degradable quantum channel,
which is complementary to the bosinic Gaussian channel with
continuous-variable quantum system and environment.

Example 4. Consider qubit channels with a qubit envi-
ronment, both of two dimensions [26|]. Consider the Kraus
operator representation, p — N(p) = Z?:l AipAI, with
Ay = [cos(a) 0; 0 cos(B)] and Az = [0 sin(B); sin(«) 0].
The supremum of coherent information is taken over the
diagonal input states. In the region of nonzero capacity,
cos(2a)/ cos(2B) > 0, the capacity, in qubits per channel
use, is expressed as

@ = max_h(pcos®(a) + (1 — p)sin®(B))
pel0,1]

—h(psin®(a) + (1 — p) sin®*(B)), (15)
where h(z) = —xlogyx — (1 — ) logy(1 — ) is the binary
entropy function. For o« = [ and B = 0, it represents
respectively a dephasing channel and an amplitude damping
channel.

C. Operational Extension

We study how to use the quantum channel capacity for op-
erational purpose and we need a capacity concept to quantify
the transmission capability of the quantum channel through a
sequence of time slots.

A direct approach is to define the quantum channel ca-
pacity through consecutive quantum channel uses. Consider
the single-letter formula f(N') and the regularization f(N') =
limy, o = f(N®"), where f represents y, P(), and Q). The
regularization implies that the capacity is always additive on
parallel use of the same channel, i.e., f(N®") = nf(N).
If f(N) is additive, then f(N®") = nf(N), f(N) = fF(N),
and f(Vy, ®...QN,) = f (NMy)+...+f (MN,,). In general,
if the additivity of f(N) is not known, then

TNVL® .. ®N,) = T(NG) + .+ TN,

which indicates that the capacity on consecutive use of differ-
ent channels is super-additive. In addition, the tensor product
indicates that this definition does not take into account the
dependence between the quantum channels at different time.
Moreover, this type of definition is non-causal and unrealistic,
since the information can not rely on the future channel for
transmission at present.

Operationally, the information transmission is additive, be-
cause the amount of information is the amount of the storage
space [L1]. In view of this, we propose a new capacity concept,
cumulative capacity.

(16)

Definition 1. The sum of the capacity through a period of
time [t1,t,] is defined as cumulative capacity, i.e.,

S(ty,tn) = f*Ne) + ...+ (M), 17

where f* represents C, P, Q, etc.

By definition, the cumulative capacity has strict additivity
property and the temporal dependence in the quantum channel
is explicitly involved.

Lemma 1. The cumulative capacity is additive over time, i.e.,
fOV tm <tk < tp,

S(tmatn) = S(tmatk) + S(tk+latn)' (18)

Proof. The proof directly follows the definition. O

Remark 1. The additivity of classical and quantum infor-
mation transmission is an operational reality in practice,
while the non-additivity of the quantum channel capacity is a
mathematical issue in quantum Shannon theory. The regular-
ization resolves the need for a mathematical expression of the
quantum channel capacity, which is additive on the parallel
use of the same channel. In general, the private capacity and
quantum capacity are non-additive, and the additivity of the
classical capacity is unknown [|9], which indicates that the
exact transmission capability of the quantum channel is still
unknown. Instead, the cumulative capacity concepts defines
the actual transmission amount of the quantum channel, which
can be based on either the existing quantum channel capacity
concepts or the postulation of an exact capacity formula.



Remark 2. The accumulation of the asymptotic capacity
through time stresses the ultimate transmission capability the
channel can achieve in one time slot. Alternatively, the accu-
mulation of the one-shot capacity stresses the finite channel
uses in reality. The definition of the cumulative capacity is
able to describe both accumulation scenarios and to involve
the temporal dependence in capacity.

III. PERFORMANCE ANALYSIS

We provide queueing analysis of both classical and quantum
information transmission through the quantum channel, with a
focus on the latter. We investigate the statistical distribution of
the performance measures of the quantum channel, and obtain
both general results, which have no specifications of the arrival
process and the capacity process, and specific results, which
refines the general results taking advantage of the dependence
property of the underlying processes. We denote \/(X,Y) =
max(X,Y) and A(X,Y) = min(X,Y).

A. Queueing of Classical Information

We show that the classical queue model is able to describe
the queueing behavior of the classical information in the
quantum channel with classical storage at the transmitter and
receiver terminals.

1) Queueing Principle: The channel is essentially a clas-
sical queueing system with cumulative service process S(t)

t

> a(s), where a(t)

s=0
denotes the traffic input to the channel at time slot ¢, and the
temporal increment in the system is expressed as

X(t) = alt) — O(1).

and cumulative arrival process A(0,t) =

19)

The queueing behavior of the channel is expressed through
the backlog in the system, which is a reflected process of the
temporal increment X (¢) [27], i.e.,

[B(t) + X ()]
where [-]* := \/(,0). By iteration, the backlog function is

expressed as

B(t) = B(0) + sup (A(s,t) —

0<s<t

B(t+1) = (20)

S(s,t)). Q1)

Assume no loss, the output is the difference between the
input and backlog,
A*(t) = A(t) — (B(t) — B(0))
= inf (A(0,s)+ S(s,t)),

0<s<t

(22)
(23)

and the delay is defined via the input-output relationship, i.e.,
D(t)=inf{d > 0: A(t — d) < A*(t)}, 24)

which is the virtual delay that a hypothetical arrival has
experienced on departure.

We presents the statistical tail probabilities of the per-
formance measures in the following theorem. We assume
B(0) = 0, i.e., the queue is empty at the beginning. We present
the proof in Appendix

Theorem 1. Consider classical information transmission. The
tail of backlog is bounded by

sup (A(s,t)

0<s<t

—5(s, t))] 0z (26)

P(B(t) > z) = ]P’{
< LB

the tail of throughput is bounded by

— S(s,t)) > x} (25)

P(A*(t) > z) = P{ogﬁ; (A0, s) + S(s,t)) > x} 27
< E eO(A(O,s)+S(s,t)) . e—@m, (28)
A\ ]
and the tail of delay is bounded by
P(D(t) = P{A(t —d) > A* (1)} (29)

Z [O(Ast S(s,t))p] /pE[e—GA(t—di)q]l/q’ (30)
0<s

where p and q are positive with 1/p + 1/q = 1.

Remark 3. Based on the union bound, P(B(t) < z) =
P{supg<,<¢(A(s,t) — S(s,1)) < 2} < ZO<s<t P{(A(s,

) =
S(s,t)) < z} and P(D(t) < d) = ]P’{supo<s<( (t —
d) — ( s) = S(s,1) < 0} < Yoot PUAC — d) —
A(0,5) — S(s,t)) < 0}. According to P(A\(X,Y) <

z) = P(X < 2)+PY < z) -P(X < z,Y < 2)
P(A*(t) < z) = P{infogs<t(A(0,8) + S(s,t)) < z} <
Do<s<t P{(A(0,5) + S(s,t)) < x}. It is easy to obtain upper
bounds of the distributions or lower bounds of the tails of
the performance measures, taking advantage of the Chernoff
bound P(X < z) < E[e %*]e*, 0 > 0 and the fact
P(X >2z)=1-P(X < ).

2) Distribution Refinement: We consider both indepen-
dence and dependence in the arrival and capacity processes,
which are treated respectively as independently and identically
distributed process and Markov additive process, which is
introduced in Appendix [Al We present the proofs in Appendix
and Appendix

Theorem 2 (I.I.D. Process). Consider a quantum channel with
constant classical capacity S(t) = C-t and independently and

identically distributed arrival process a(t) 4 4. The backlog
and delay are bounded by

P(B > z) < e %%, (31)
P(D > d) < e %9, (32)

where 0 is the root to k(6) = 0, k() = log § ? @D~ F(dz).

The tail of throughput is bounded by
P(A*(t) > /\ E[e?]

0<s<t

. e@(tfs)c —0x

z) < e (33)

where 0 > 0 is free for optimization.
Consider a quantum channel with independently and iden-

tically distributed classical capacity C(t) 4 ¢ and constant



arrival process A(t) = X -t. The backlog and delay are

bounded by
e b (34)
; (35)

where 0 is the root to 1(6) = 0, k(0) = log { /C~CO) F(dz).
The tail of throughput is bounded by

]P)(A*(t) > 2) < /\ E[eec]tfs efsh 67(-1967

0<s<t

(36)

where 0 > 0 is free for optimization.

Theorem 3 (Markov Additive Process). Consider a quantum
channel with constant classical capacity S(t) = C -t and
Markov additive arrival process A(t). Conditional on the
initial state © = Jy € E of the arrival process. The backlog
and delay are bounded by

hJo (9) —0
Py(B > z) < — S —0x 37
( ) minjeg h;(6) 37)
P;(D > d) < 110 6) e 0, (38)

minjeE hj (9)

where 6 > 0 is the root to k(0) = 0, k(0) and h(6) are
respectively the logarithm of the Perron-Frobenius eigenvalue
and the corresponding right eigenvector of the kernel for the
Markov additive process A(t) — C - t. The tail of throughput
is bounded by

Pi (A* (t) >

h’Jo (9) esn(9)+0(t75)c

min h;(6)

0<s<t ]EE

x) < .79 (39)

where 0 > 0, k(0) and h(0) are respectively the logarithm of
the Perron-Frobenius eigenvalue and the corresponding right
eigenvector of the kernel for the Markov additive process A(t).

Consider a quantum channel with Markov additive classical
capacity and constant arrival process. Conditional on the
initial state i = Jo € E of the capacity process. The backlog
and delay are bounded by

hy, (6)
minjeE hj (9)
hy, (6)
minjeE hj (9)
where 8 > 0 is the root to k(—0) = 0, k(0) and h(0) are
respectively the logarithm of the Perron-Frobenius eigenvalue

and the corresponding right eigenvector of the kernel for the
Markov additive process S(t) — \-t. The tail of throughput is

8791

Py(B > z) < , (40)

P;(D > d) < e~ (41)

3

bounded by
RO o)
]P)i A* (¢ < € t—s)k(0)+0sA  —0Ox 42
(A%(t) > =) 0</\<t mh(@)e e ", (42)
S jEE

where 0 > 0, k(0) and h(0) are respectively the logarithm of
the Perron-Frobenius eigenvalue and the corresponding right
eigenvector of the kernel for the Markov additive process S(t).

Remark 4. We highlight the difference of the adjustment
coefficient in the decay exponent of the tail bounds between
the deterministic arrival case and the deterministic capacity

case. In addition, we refer the reader to [28] [29] [30] for
related results with random arrival and random capacity and
for approach to obtain a complementary lower bound of the
tail distribution. Particularly, the approach to get the tail lower
bound in [30] is different from the P(X > z) = 1-P(X < z)
approach in the previous remark.

B. Queueing of Quantum Information

Consider there are quantum storage at the transmitter and
receiver terminals. To describe the queueing behavior of the
quantum states, we propose a new queue model to characterize
both the accumulation of the incoming workload and the
communication potential in the queue.

1) Queueing Principle: We use the queue to store both
the incoming workload and the generated communication
potential, specifically, the positive sign of the queue size
indicates the storage of the incoming workload, while the
negative sign of the queue size indicates the storage of the
communication potential, i.e.,

B(t+1)=B(@#)+X(t+1), 43)

where

X(t+1) =alt+1)—[Q(t+1)],

which follows that the quantum capacity can be negative [[11]],
if Q(t+1)>0,then X(t+1)=a(t+1)—Q(t+1), and if
Q(t+1) <0, then X(t+1) =at+1)—V{Q(+1),0}.
By iteration, we obtain

B(t) = B(0) + Y. a(i)

(44)

(45)

- YR
i=0

Assume no loss, the cumulative output is the cumulative
input minus the workload backlog, i.e.,

A*(t) = A(t) - [B(t) - B(0)]* (46)
Zaz —Z[Qz]’L} 47)
A\ {Z A >} (48)

which indicates that the cumulative output equals the cumu-
lative input if the backlog is negative, otherwise, it equals the
cumulative capacity. Based on the input-output relationship,
we define the delay as

D(t) =inf{d > 0: A(t —d) < A*(t)}, (49)

which is the virtual delay that a hypothetical arrival has
experienced on departure.

Lemma 2. The distribution of delay is expressed as
P(D(t) < d) = P{A(t —d) — Q*(t) < 0},
where Q (t) = Yi_,[Q(0)] "

(50)

Proof. Considering P(D(t) < d) = P{A(t —d) < A*(t)}
and A(t — d) — A(t) < 0, if At —d) — QT() <
0, then P{\V{A(t —d) — Q" (t), A(t —d) — A(t)} > 0} =



P{A(t —d) — Q7 (1) > 0} 0; if At —d) —QF(t) >
0, then P{\/{A(t—d)—Q"(t), At —d) — A(t)} >0} =
P{A(t —d) — Q1 (t) > O} = 1. This completes the proof. [

We study the stability of the queue and investigate the im-
pact of negative drift and positive drift of the queue increment
process on the extreme behavior of the performance measures.
We define lim;,o, P(f(t) < z) := P(lim;—o f(t) < x) as
the distribution of f(¢) at ¢ = o0. We present the proof in
Appendix [El

Theorem 4. The probability of zero delay equals the probabil-
ity of empty workload or non-empty communication potential,
Le.,

(51

P(D(t) = 0) = P(B(t) < 0).

Let A and Q) be respectively the steady state mean rate of the

arrival process and capacity process. Then,
0< tlirrolo]P{D(t) =0A=Q} <1 (52)

where the equality holds when the arrival process and capacity
process are both constant.

If

P{sup {A(t) - QT (1)} 1 +oo‘)\ > Q} =1, (53)
t=0

then

tlinslo P{D(t) = 0]\ > Q} = 0. (54)
If

{ggg{fl —QT(W} —oo\A < Q} =1, (53

then
th—>nolo]P){D(t) =0A<Q}=1. (56)
Remark 5. It is well known that the conditions
P{supzof{A(t) — QT ()} 1 +o]A > Q} = 1 and
P{inf;>o{A(t) — QT (¢)} | —0|A < Q} = 1 hold for random

walk [28|]. This stability condition indicates that, if the
communication potential of the quantum channel is stored
for future use, it may cause the queue to overflow in case the
potential is neither sufficiently consumed nor dropped.

We study the temporal behavior and the mean value of
the performance measures. We define lim; o, E[f(¢)] :=
E[lim;—,o f(t)] as the mean value of f(t) at ¢ = o0. We
present the proof in Appendix

Theorem 5. Consider stationary quantum capacity process
Q(t) with mean rate Q) and stationary quantum arrival process
a(t) with mean rate \. The mean of the transient backlog at
steady state is expressed as

hm]E[Bi >] =A-Q,

t—0

(57)

and the mean of the transient throughput at steady state is
expressed as

lim E[A*(t)] = A(\.Q). (58)

Consider continuous time, the mean of delay is expressed as

¢
E[D(t)] — f ddP{A(t —d) — Q*(t) <0},  (59)
d=0
where Q*(t) = Yt_[Q(t)]*, and the steady state mean is
Jim BID()1A < Q] = 0, (60
Jim B[D(HA > Q] > 0 ©61)

Remark 6. An interesting result is that the average delay does
not equal the average backlog divided by the average arrival
rate for A < @, i.e.,

. E[B(?)]

Jm BID@] # i ey

and the equality holds when A = Q) and both sides equal zero.

An explanation is that, the backlog can be negative for A < Q)

while the delay is non-negative. If \ = Q is treated as the

stability condition of the queue, this result corresponds to the

Little’s law in the classical queue model [27|]. In addition, it

is interesting to investigate the relationship between the mean
delay and mean backlog for \ > Q.

(62)

Remark 7. It is interesting to investigate the conditional
events P(B(t) < z|B(t) = 0) = P(0 < B(t) < z)/P(B(t) =
0) and P(B(t) = (t) < 0) = P(—z < B(t) <
0)/P(B(t) < 0), Yz = 0, which represent respectively the dis-
tributions of the workload and the communication potential on
their own stage, the associated mean values E[B(t)|B(t) = 0]
and E[B(t)|B(t) < 0], and their relationships with delay
E[D(t)].

We presents the statistical tail probabilities of the per-
formance measures in the following theorem. We assume
B(0) = 0, i.e., the queue is empty at the beginning. We present
the proof in Appendix [Gl

Theorem 6. Consider quantum information transmission. The
tail of backlog is bounded by, for x € R,
x} (63)

P(B(t) > z) = {Z Z
by

=0

< E[ef’(Zi 0 a(i)=Xi_o[Q()]T (64)
The tail of throughput is bounded

P(A*(t) > x) =P{/\{i[@(z>]* t)} >:c} (65)
< E[J(ZEo[Q<i>l*+A<t>)]_.Oem, (66)

and the tail of delay is bounded by
D(t) P{A(t —d) > A*(t)} (67)
= IP’{A [Q(i)]+ > 0} (68)
< B[ (403 z>]+) /| [eoat-t0n) " (eo)

where p and q are positive with 1/p +1/q = 1.



Remark 8. Tuking advantage of the Chernoff bound P(X <
r) < E[e7%%]e%, 0 > 0 and the fact P(X > x) =
1 —P(X < xz), it is easy to obtain upper bounds of the
distributions or lower bounds of the tails of the performance
measures P(B(t) < z), P(A* < xz), and P(D(t) < d).
Specifically, according to P(A(X,Y) < z2) = P(X <
2) +PY < 2) —P(X < 2Y < z2), P(A*(

P [Q]", A(D)} < 7} < P(X_o[Q(i
P{A(t) < z}.

2) Distribution Refinement: We consider the temporal in-
dependence in the capacity process and in the arrival process
and provide the performance results as follows. We present
the proof in Appendix

Theorem 7 (I.I.D. Process). Consider a quantum channel
with independently and identically distributed arrival process
a(t) L 4 and iid quantum capacity [Q(t)]" 4 Q. The
distribution of backlog is bounded by, for some 6 > 0,

1— etli(e)fex < P(B(t) < ZC) < etlﬁ(*9)+9x, (70)
where k(+0) = logE [eie(“_Q)] is the cumulant generating

function of the queue increment process. The distribution of
delay is bounded by

176tKQ(79)+(t7d)nA(9) <P(D(t) < d) < eth(G)Jr(tfd)nA(fH),

(71)
where § > 0, k*(£0) = logE[e**@], and k9 (+0) =
logE [eie(Q)]. The distribution of throughput is bounded by

9 _ etNQ(O)—Gw

_ etﬁA(O)—Gw _ etHQ(—Q)-i—@w « etﬁA(—9)+91

< P(A* (t) < x) < eth(—G)-ﬁ-Om + etnA(—G)-ﬁ-Om

_ (1 _ eth(e)fez) % (1 B em“(e)fex)’ (72)

where 6 > 0, kK9(+60) and k*(£0) correspond respectively to
the cumulative generating function of Q and a.

We consider the Markov dependence, specifically, we use
Markov additive process to model the cumulative arrival
process and the cumulative capacity process. We present the
proof in Appendix [

Theorem 8 (Markov Additive Process). Consider a quan-
tum channel with Markov additive quantum capacity process
Q*(t) = Y!_,[Q(t)]* and Markov additive arrival process
A(t), and assume independence between the arrival process
and capacity process. Let k°(+0) and h*(+6), and k9 (£0)
and h@(+0), respectively correspond to the logarithm of
the Perron-Frobenius eigenvalue and the corresponding right
eigenvector of the kernel for the Markov additive processes
A(t) and Q* (¢).

Conditional on the initial states © = Jy € E of the capacity
and arrival process. The distribution of backlog is bounded by

1 H_ . e fzttr®(0)+tn=2(0) <

Pi(B(t) < x) < Hylrttn" (COtts™9(=0) (73

and the distribution of delay is bounded by

1 H_t=dr(®)+tx=2(0) <

Py(D(t) < d) < Hy et (CO+200) 1 (74

h5, (0) h2(0)
where 0 > 0, H_ = minjg; TRO) minjg;’ 00 and H, =

h5 (=6) hi 2 (=)
minjep hi (=0) minjep h; % (—0)

is bounded by

The distribution of throughput

5, (0)
minjep h? @)

e
minjeE h;“(@)

xr HQ - xT K/A -
- h?o(—H)ee +t?(—0) h‘j‘o(—é’)ee +tr?(—0)

minjeE h?(—@) minjEE h?(fo)

<P (A*(t) <2) <
h3, (=6) A

minjep h?(ft?) minjep hf(—@)

_ x4+t —Oz+tr?
B e WO Yy

minjep h? (0 minjep hf 0)

o —Oz+tr?(6)

— Q
e Oz+tx~(0)

eez+m‘9(—e) Oz +tkA(—6)

(75)

Specifically, if the capacity process or the arrival process
is a constant process, we obtained the performance results as
follows. We present the proof in Appendix [l

Corollary 1 (Markov Additive Process). Consider a quantum
channel with constant quantum capacity Q¥ (t) = Q -t and
Markov additive arrival process A(t). Conditional on the
initial state 1 = Jy € E of the arrival process. For some
0 > 0, the distribution of backlog is bounded by

B h,]g (o)etn(e)fem hJo(io)etn(fe)Jer

1

<Pi(B(t) <w) <

min(h; (6)) min(h;(—0))
(76)
and the distribution of delay is bounded by
_ i) earre-ane) o
minjep hj (9)
Pl(D(t) < d) < h’JO(io) e@Qt-ﬁ-(t—d)H(—@), (77)

minje g hj(—0)

where k(+60) and h(£0) are respectively the logarithm of
the Perron-Frobenius eigenvalue and the corresponding right
eigenvector of the kernel for the Markov additive process
A(t) — @Q - t for backlog, and for A(t) for delay.

Consider a quantum channel with Markov additive quantum
capacity Q™ (t) = Xt_,[Q(t)]* and constant arrival process
A(t) = A-t. Conditional on the initial state i = Jy € E of the
capacity process. For some 6 > 0, the distribution of backlog
is bounded by

B hJo (e)em(é)—em
min(7;(6))

JEE

hJO (_e)etm(—0)+61
%g(hj(%))
(78)

1

<Pi(B(t) <) <
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Fig. 1. Performance measures of quantum information transmission in bosonic Gaussian channel. Constant quantum capacity @ = logy |n| — logs |1 — 7],

where 7 = e~!/!a_ ii.d. quantum arrival with Poisson distribution P(n|)\) =

n

; e~ l=10and lg = 50. \ = Q@ for backlog, A = 10Q for delay, both at

time slot ¢ = 103. A = 1/2Q for throughput with violation probability P(A* (t)/t > x) < 1075. In addition to the upper and lower bounds, the median of
the upper and lower bounds is illustrated. Specifically, the upper and lower bounds imply E(D(t = 103)) ~ 900.

and the distribution of delay is bounded by

 hy(=9) =) ttn(=0)
minjeE hj(—6‘)
h’Jo(e)

e—e(t—d))\thn((-)), 79
minjeE hJ(H) ( )

P;(D(t) < d) <
where k(+60) and h(£0) are respectively the logarithm of
the Perron-Frobenius eigenvalue and the corresponding right

eigenvector of the kernel for the Markov additive process
Q7 (t) — X - t for backlog, and for Q™ (t) for delay.

Remark 9. The theorems and corollary in this section hold
in general, regardless the channel specification.

Remark 10. The distribution upper bound and lower bound
hold respectively from above the mean value and from below
the mean value of the considered process, and they do not
hold synchronously.

Remark 11. For both i.i.d. case and Markov additive case,
the proof indicates a few constraints on the free parameter
optimization. (1) The free parameters in the distribution upper
bound and lower bound of the same process should be
optimized separately. (2) For the backlog results and delay
results, the free parameters in the arrival process and in the
capacity process should be optimized together, because they
share a common change of measure. (3) For the throughput
results, the free parameters in the arrival process and the
capacity process can be optimized separately, because they
share different change of measure, in addition, the constraint
in (1) should be taken into account when the distribution upper
bound and lower bound of the same process is concerned.
As an example, we demonstrate the i.i.d. case for bosonic
quantum channel in Fig. [1|



IV. CONCLUSION

We develop a framework for queueing analysis of classical
information and quantum information transmission in quantum
channels, and study the tail distribution of the performance
measures. Particularly, we propose a new queueing model for
quantum information transmission, which captures the quan-
tum channel character that the quantum capacity is preservable
as entanglement pairs for future communication, and comple-
ments the classical queueing model for classical information.
We provide both generic and specific results of performance
analysis. For the generic results, we apply the union bound,
Chernoff bound, and Holder’s inequality, which are general
results without constraint on the underlying stochastic process,
the obtained results hold in general and apply to the complex
scenarios where detailed knowledge is lacking or specific anal-
ysis is difficult to track. As a refinement, we take advantage of
the statistical properties of the specific stochastic processes for
tighter results, e.g., i.i.d. process and Markov additive process.
These specific results have no constraints on the underlying
distributions of the stochastic processes and hold for a class
of arrival processes and quantum channel scenarios.

We highlight that the performance analysis of quantum
channels provides huge research opportunities for research. As
an outlook, we list some potential research topics as follows.

1) Analysis of diverse quantum channel models, e.g., mul-
tiple access channel [31], broadcast channel [32], and
multi-hop channel [33]. In this paper, we have considered
performance analysis in a single channel scenario. It
is interesting to consider the performance analysis at
network scale.

2) Analysis of quantum channel resource trade-off. In this
paper, we have considered performance analysis based
on the elemental capacity concepts. It is interesting to
consider trade-off capacities [34] [8] and the impact of
multiplexing of classical and quantum information [24].

3) Application to one-shot capacity [15]. In this paper, we
have considered applying the framework to the asymp-
totic capacity as demonstration. It is interesting to use
this framework to investigate the one-shot scenario to
demonstrate the impact of the constraints in reality.

4) Application to more quantum channels in practice and
investigation of the impact of different system parameters.
In this paper, we have considered the bosonic channel and
the qubit channel [35] [26] [36], with a default application
to quantum communication. It is interesting to apply
this analysis framework to other quantum systems, e.g.,
quantum memory and storage.

5) Study on the statistical property of the quantum channel
capacity and its impact on the quantum channel per-
formance. The framework in this paper applies to both
constant and random capacity processes. It is interesting
to investigate how the statistical effects in the environ-
ment influence the capacity randomness and the channel
performance, e.g., the transmissivity is a random variable
due to atmospheric turbulence in the free space [37].
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APPENDIX A
MARKOV ADDITIVE PROCESS

A Markov additive process is defined as a bivariate Markov
process {X;} = {(J;, S(t))} where {J;} is a Markov process
with state space F and the increments of {S(t)} are governed
by {J:} in the sense that [27]

E[f(S(t + s) = S)g(Jers)|F2] = B, 0[£(5(5))g(Js)]-
(80)

For finite state space and discrete time, a Markov additive pro-

cess is specified by the measure-valued matrix (kernel) F(dx)

whose 7jth element is the defective probability distribution
Fl](d‘r) :]P)LO(JI =.77Yi de)a (81)

where Y; = S(¢t) — S(t — 1). An alternative description is
in terms of the transition matrix P = (p;;)i jer (here p;; =
P;(J; = j)) and the probability measures

pij

Consider the matrix Ft[ | = (E;[e?5D; J, = j])ijem, it is
proved that [27] F,[#] = F[0]*, where F[6‘] Fi[0]isa ExE
matrix with ijth element F(9)[0] = p;; § e H(9) (dz), and
0e0O ={0ecR: (e’ H0)(dr) < c0}. By Perron-Frobenius
theory, ¢*(® and h(®) = (h{”)) ;e are respectively the positive
real eigenvalue with maximal absolute value and the corre-
sponding right eigenvector of F[6], i.e., F[g]h(®") = =@ n(®)
In addition, for the left eigenvector V(G), v(®n® ) = 1 and

wh® =1, where @ = v(© is the stationary distribution and
h® = e

HZJ(dZC) = P(}/l € d.CC|J0 i, Jl = ]) = (82)

APPENDIX B
PROOF OF THEOREMII]

The tail of backlog is bounded by

Mﬂw>@=P{wPM@wﬂ&m>x} 3)
0<s<t
t
< Y P{A(s,t) — S(s,t) > x} 84)
s=0
< Zt: E[ee(A(Svt)*S(sﬁt))] — )

0

@
Il

10

where the first inequality follows the union bound and the
second inequality follows the Chernoff bound.
The tail of throughput is bounded by

P(A*(t) > z) = P{Oini (A0, s) + S(s,t)) > x} (86)

< A\ P{A(0,s) + S(s,t) > } (87)
0<s<t

< E e@(A(O,S)+S(S,t)) .6—91, (88)
A\ |

where the second inequality follows the Chernoff bound.
The tail of delay is bounded by

B(D(t) > ) = P{A(t - d) > A*(1)} 2
[ 0 su A(0,t—d)—A(0,5)—S(s,t)}

| P )} -
[0 sup {A(s,t)—S(s,t)}—A(t—d,t

g0z, ao-seor-a )} 1)

- o 0T onao | -
- su St)—ols o

<Eea$2m«w5“mq Bleoacaon oy
. 1/p

- ee{A(s,t)—S@’t)}p] E[e_eA(t—d,t)q]l/q (94)
LOss<t

1/p v

<OZ E[e9{A(s,t)—S(s,t)}p] E[e‘“(t_d’t)q] O

<s<t

where the first inequality follows the Chernoff bound, and the
second inequality follows the Holder’s inequality for positive
p and ¢ with 1/p+ 1/q = 1.

APPENDIX C
PROOF OF THEOREM 2]

For a constant service process S(t)
is bounded by

= (C'-t, the tail of delay

P(D>d)=P {sup(A(t) -

t=0

< e 904, 97)

C-t)> Cd} (96)

where the first equality follows the time reversibility assump-
tion, the last inequality follows the Lundberg’s inequality [28]],
29, if 8(> 0) satisﬁes the Lundberg equation x(f) = 0,
where (0) = log § /(@)= F(dz).

The tail of throughput is bounded by

P(A* < A E[e (0,5)+5(s, t>>] e (og)
0<s<t
— /\ E[eeA(o,s)]E[eeS(s,t)] — ©9)
0<s<t
= /\ E[eé)a]s Lft=9)C | —bx (100)
0<s<t

The proofs of other results follow analogically.



APPENDIX D
PROOF OF THEOREM [3]

The tail of backlog is expressed as

Pi(B>z) = Pi{sup (A(t) —

t=0
hJo (9)
minjep h;(6)

C-t) > :v} (101)

e 0, (102)

where the first equality follows the time reversibility assump-
tion, the last inequality follows the Lundberg’s inequality, if
6 > 0 satisfies the Lundberg equation x(f) = 0. x(#) and
h(09) are respectively the logarithm of the Perron-Frobenius
eigenvalue and the corresponding right eigenvector of the
kernel for the Markov additive process A(t) — C - t.

The tail of throughput is bounded by

By (A" < /\ E[e (0,5)+5(s, t))] 97 (103)
0<s<t
_ /\ ]E[eeAm,s)]E[eesm)] o0z (104)
0<s<t
_ /\ E[eeA(o,s)] L ft=8)C | —bx (105)
0<s<t
hy (6
< % . 855(0) . ee(tis)c ° 670x7 (106)
0<s<t minjep hj (9)

where the last step follows E; [eeA(t)th (9)] = h, (8)et=(®),
The proofs of other results follow analogically.

APPENDIX E
PROOF OF THEOREM []

d) — i o[Q()]* O}and
ol@ (l)]+<0} andD()
P(B(t) <0).

Note P(D(t) < d) = IP’{A(
P(B(t) < z) = P{A(t) - 3;i_
Letting d = = 0 yields P(D ( ) =0)

For A\ = Q,

Jim P{D(t) = 0]A = Q} = lim P{B(t) < 0]A = Q}. (107)
Since limy;_,o, B(t) oscillates around zero, the probability
locates in (0, 1).

For A\ > Q,

Jim P(D() = 0A > Q} -

lim P{B(r) <0[A > Q} (108)

(109)

t=0

< P{supB(t) < 0|A > Q} =

For A\ < Q,

lim P{D(t) = 0]\ < Q} = lim P{B(t) <O\ <@} (110)

>P{%r>1£B(t) <O|)\<Q} = (111)
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APPENDIX F
PROOF OF THEOREM [3]

For the throughput,

i | 550 = iy o AR
A ZA]
A (0] o
= A\ Q). (115)

For backlog B(t) = A(t) —
ically.

For the delay, to avoid non-trivial considerations, we con-
sider continuous time setting, where similar queueing principle
expressions hold. Particularly, the continuous time setting is
the limit of the discrete time setting. Denote f(d,t) :=
P{A(t—d)—QT(t)<0}. 0 < f(d,t) < f(d,t) < 1,
Vo< d < d <t

Q™ (t), the proof follows analog-

t
lim E[D(1)] = Jim f ddf(d,1) (116)
500 - J

- thig ((d.f(d, NE — Ltf(d, t) dd) (117)

Jim (t ~ Lt f(d,t) dd),

= lim

(118)

where the second equality follows the integration by parts and
the third equality follows f(¢,t) = 1.
Denote f(d,t; A = Q) :=P{A(t—d)—
Then
tli,% fO,5A=Q) = tli,% P{A(t)
_ O+
b { A - Q)
t—00 t

Thus,

QT () <O0[A =@}

—QF(t) <0A=Q} (119)

<O\ = Q} =1 (120)

lim E[D()]A = Q] — lim (t - f Fld A Q)dd) (121)
t—o0 t—o0 0

-0, (122)
where the second equality follows f(0,5;A = Q) <
fld,t;2=Q) <1, v0<d<t.

Since lim;o f(0,6;A < Q) = 1, we obtain

limg_o E[D(t)|A < Q] = 0.

Denote f(d,t; A > Q) :=P{A(t—d)— Q" (t) < 0|\ > Q}.

Then
lim £(0,#4 > Q) = lim P{A(t) — Q" (t) < O]\ > Q} (123)
— P{tlirlolo w <OA> Q} ~0 (124)
Thus,

¢
lim E[D(t)|A > Q] = lim (t —J fld,t; A > Q)dd) =0
t—00 t—00 0

(125)
where the second equality follows f(0,6;A > Q) <
fld,t;2>Q) <1, v0<d<t.
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The tail of the queue backlog is expressed as

t t
P(B(t) > z) = P{Z a(i) = Y [QMH)]* > :v} (126)
=0 1=0
<]E[ee( =0 a(i)—i_o[Q (U]*)] et (127)

where the inequality follows the Chernoff bound.
The tail of throughput is expressed as
A t)} > x} (128)

P(A* (1) > o) = P{ A {Z[Q(m*
) (129)

op {zf_o[czu;r +A) _ x}

< E[ee(Zﬁzo[Q(i)]uA(t))] 0%

(130)

where the first inequality follows A (X,Y) < (X +Y)/2, and
the second inequality follows the Chernoff bound.
The tail of delay is expressed as

P(D(t) > )—P{A(t— d) > A*(t)} (131)
=P{A(t —d) — QT (t) > 0} (132)
gE[e (A(— d) il )] (133)
- E[QG(A(t)fZLo[Q(i)]*)6—9A(t—d,t)] (134)

<E[ee(Aa)fzzzo[Q(z‘)]*)p]1/”]E[e—eA<t—d,t>q]1/q, (135)

where Q* (t) = YI_,[Q(d)]*, the second inequality follows
the Chernoff bound, and the third inequality follows the
Hoélder’s inequality for positive p and ¢ with 1/p + 1/q = 1.

APPENDIX H

PROOF OF THEOREM(7]
Consider the quantum capacity Q(t) 4 @ and instantaneous
arrival a(t) 4 4. A likelihood ratio process of the backlog is
formulated and expressed as [27]]

L(t) — et9B(if)7tl~£(6’)7 (136)

where L(t) is a mean-one martingale and () is the cu-

mulant generating function, i.e., x(f) = logE[e?(@~9Q)] =

log § %2 F(dx), where 0 € © = {# e R : k(0) < o0}.
According to Markov inequality, for any p > 0,

P{L(t) > p (137)

Letting po = e~ **(®)+0_for § <
function is bounded by

]P){B(t) < x} < em(e)fez’

0, the cumulative distribution

(138)

while for § > 0, the complementary cumulative distribution

function is expressed as
P{B(t) = x} < e"(~0 (139)

which shows that the distribution has a light tail.
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The tail of delay is expressed as

P(D(t) > d) = P{A(t — d) > A*(t)} (140)
t
= P{A(t —d) = Y[R > 0} (141)
1=0
<E, [e—eﬁ(t,d)ﬁmQ(—9)+(t—d)n“‘(0); f)(t, d) > 0] (142)

< et*‘Q(_(’”(t_d)”A(G), (143)

where D(t,d) := A(t—d)—Q7(t). Similarly, the tail of delay
is lower bounded by

]P’{A(t —d) = Y [QM]*

=0
E_g|efDED+t: @) +(t=dr(=0). Pt d) <

P(D(t) < d) = < o} (144)

0] (145)

tr?(0)+(t—d)r™ (—0) (146)

<
<e ,

where D(t,d) := A(t —d) — Q" (t).
The distribution of throughput is expressed as, for 6 > 0,

P(a* () <2) = P{ A\ {Q* () <z} 47
=P(Q"(t) <) + P(A(t) < :c)

(@' (1) < 2P <) (148)

8 ( 0)+0x + 8 A(—0)+91 (149)

_(1 _ eth(e)fé’z) % (1 _ etﬁA(Q)fex), (150)

similarly, the distribution is lower bounded by
P(A*(t) < @) > 2 — " (O=0s _ " (O=0z (151
_eth(—G)ﬁ-Om % etnA(—Q)-i—@w, (152)

where @ (+6) and x4 (+6) correspond respectively to the
cumulative generating function of () and a.

APPENDIX I
PROOF OF THEOREM [§]

We prove the results based on the change of measure ap-
proach [27]], represent the distribution in the changed measure,
and find upper or lower bounds of the distribution.

The likelihood ratio martingale of the arrival process A(t)
is expressed as

24 _ hf?t (9) e@A(t)ftnA(H)
h4 (6)

which is a mean-one martingale, and the likelihood ratio mean-
one martingale of the service process —Q7(t) is

hy ()
hy(0)
Assume the arrival process and the service process are inde-
pendent, then the product of the martingales

(153)

L7C9 = efeQ(O,t)ftn*Q(e).

: =

(154)

Ly %=L} ;¢ (155)
is also a martingale [38]], and
E[L0 ] =E[LM] - E[L; | =1 as6)



The tail of backlog is expressed as

Pi(B(t) > 7) = Pi{A(t) — Q" (t) > 2} (157)
<Eg; [H(H)e—(’(A(t)—Q(t))+mA(9)+t~’Q(9); B(t) > ;c] (158)

< Hf . 679x+tnA(9)+tn7Q(9), (159)

and

Pi(B(t) < x) = Pi{ A(t) ) (160)
—E g, [H(_Q)eeB(t)+tNA(—0)+m*‘9(—9);B(t) < x] (161)
< HF Lttt (00 (0) (162)

h3,(6) h;2(6)
where H_ = minje]);)] ) min]‘E]ED n; 2 () Hy =
hi (=0) h52(—0) 5, (0) 2 (9)

minjer h?(—0) minjep h;Q(—e)’ and H(0) = h?,t 9) h;?(e)'

The tail of delay is expressed as

P;i(D(t) > d) = P;{A(t —d) — Q" (t) > 0} (163)

< Egs [H(o)e*"D(t)*(t d>*”~ O +ts=20), D(t) > 0] (164)

< H_e(tfd)nA(G)ther(e)’ (165)
and

Pi(D(t) < d) = Pi{A(t —d) — Q" () < 0} (166)

<E_, i[H(io)eef)(t)Jr(tfd)nA(70)+ter(79); D(t) < O]
< H+e(t7d)I€A(79)+tI€7Q(79)7 (167)

h9,(0) hy2(6)

. o )
where D(t) = A(t —d) - @ (2’ HO) = 772 @w, 0

_ h3,(0) h52(0) -
H_ - minje;‘ h;‘ (0) minngO h;Q(é’) 5 and H+ =

5, (=0) 2 (=6)
minjep hi'(=0) minjep h; 9(—0)
The distribution of throughput is expressed as

Pi(A*(t) < z) = {/\{Q+ (t) } (168)
=P;(Q7 () < =) + Py(A(t) < w)
Pi(Q* (1) < 2)Pi(A(t) < x) (169)
< hQ (79) eez+mQ(—0) hﬁo(io) 0m+tnA(—0)
min hQ (—0) min h/(—0)
jeE J JEE

PP
) h(})o(e)e 0z+tx“(0) .
— J— - Q >< —
minjer b7 (0)

Similarly, the throughput distribution is lower bounded by

h‘}o (9)6—0m+th(0)
minjep hf(@)

(170)

Pi(A*(t) < x)

Q A

_ hi(@ —0z+tr9(0) _ Me—eﬁt"A(O)
min hQ () min hA (9)
JeE JjeEE

T K/Q — xT K?A —
_h%(f@)ee +tr®(—0) hﬁl{)(_@)e@ +tr?(—0)

(171)

minjep h¥ (—0) minjep hi(—0)
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APPENDIX J
PROOF OF COROLLARY [I]
For the deterministic capacity case, the backlog process
forms a Markov additive process. We define the likelyhood
ratio martingale as [27]], V6 € R,

) = 2209 onv)-n(o)

- 172
o (6) (172)

Then, for 8 > 0,

P;(B(t) > ) = Ky [—Z‘;‘J%e—w(”““(@); B(t) > x] (173)
hJo (9)
= minjep hy(0)

and, for 6 > 0,

879:6+tl-€(9), (174)

Pi(B(t) <z) =E_g; [MGQB“)H“(Q); B(t) < x]

th (_6)
h, (70) Ox+tr(—0) (175)

minjep hj(—0)

The tail of delay is expressed as
t
PZ(D(t) > d) = ]P)l{A t—d > Z ) +} (176)
=0
< By, | H(g)e A D+ ) JA(t-d) > Q] a77)
< hJ[) (9) e*@QtJr(t*d)K(e), (178)
IninjeE hj (9)

where H () = h};ﬁi%)' Similarly, the distribution is bounded

by

P;(D(t) < d) = R{A(t —d) < Z[Q(i)]*}

i=0

(179)

<E_q, [H(_e)eGA(tfd)Jr(tfd)n(*H); At —d) < Qt] (180)
hJo(ie)
minjeE hj(—H)

where H(—0) = 7}1@5?5(_—9)9)

The proof of other results, for the random capacity case,
follows analogically.

eeQiH*(iffd),'-6(76’)7 (181)



	I Introduction
	II Quantum Channel
	II-A Quantum Channel Capacity
	II-B Explicit Example
	II-B1 Classical Capacity of Lossy Channel
	II-B2 Quantum Capacity of Degradable Channel

	II-C Operational Extension

	III Performance Analysis
	III-A Queueing of Classical Information
	III-A1 Queueing Principle
	III-A2 Distribution Refinement

	III-B Queueing of Quantum Information
	III-B1 Queueing Principle
	III-B2 Distribution Refinement


	IV Conclusion
	References
	Appendix A: Markov Additive Process
	Appendix B: Proof of Theorem ??
	Appendix C: Proof of Theorem ??
	Appendix D: Proof of Theorem ??
	Appendix E: Proof of Theorem ??
	Appendix F: Proof of Theorem ??
	Appendix G: Proof of Theorem ??
	Appendix H: Proof of Theorem ??
	Appendix I: Proof of Theorem ??
	Appendix J: Proof of Corollary ??

