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Abstract

The coherence-breaking channels play a significant role in quantum information theory. We
study the coherence-breaking channels and give a method to amend the coherence-breaking chan-
nels by applying unitary operations. For given incoherent channel ®, we give necessary and suf-
ficient conditions for the channel to be a coherence-breaking channel and amend it via unitary
operations. For qubit incoherent channels ® that are not coherence-breaking ones, we consider
the mapping ® o ® and present the conditions for coherence-breaking and channel amendment as
well.
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1 Introduction

Originating from quantum superposition, quantum coherence has been a cornerstone of quantum in-
formation theory. It is of fundamental importance in quantum information processing such as quan-
tum reference frames [}, [2} 3], transport in biological systems [4] 5] and quantum thermodynamics
[6 [7]. In recent years, the resource theories of quantum coherence have been rapidly developed
[8L O [10]. The free operations, the free states and the resource states are three basic ingredients
in a quantum resource theory. In the resource theory of quantum coherence, the free states are the
incoherent states whose density matrices are diagonal under the reference basis. The free operations
are the incoherent operations .

As a hot topic, channel properties related to theoretical and experimental work has attracted
many attention [[11} [12} [13| [14} [15} [16]. An important aspect in the study of channel properties is
related to the evolution under the action of a channel. For example, in the entanglement resource
theory, entanglement-breaking channels (EBCs) have been characterized completely [17,118,[19]. In
Ref. [20], Cuevas et al. amended EBCs by using unitary operations. Of special interest to us is the
coherence-breaking channel and its amendment. Recently, in Ref. [21], Bu ef al. introduced two
kinds of coherence-breaking channels (CBCs). In addition, they devoted to the coherence-breaking
indices of incoherent quantum channels and presented various examples to elucidate this concept.
For a given quantum channel @, if ® = ® o --- o @ is a CBC while ®*~! is not, then the coherence-

N

k times

breaking index n(®) of ® is k, i.e., n(®) = k.

In this paper, we investigate the structure of quantum channels and give necessary and sufficient
conditions for a channel to be CBC, in particular, for qubit quantum channels ® with n(®) = 2. Fur-
thermore, we consider the amendment of the corresponding CBCs via unitary operations. Detailed
examples related to qubit CBCs’s amendment are presented.
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2 Preliminaries

We first introduce some relevant basic concepts. For a d-dimensional quantum system and a fixed
reference basis {|i)}, the /; norm of coherence C;, of a state p is given by C;,(p) = 2 [ilplj)|. Any
i#]

qubit state p can be written as p = %(1 +7 -?) = %(1 + 70y + 1oy +1,0;), where o, 0, and o, are
Pauli matrices, 7 is a 3-dimensional Bloch vector with [7] < 1.

A quantum channel @ is a linear completely positive and trace preserving (CPTP) map [22].
The action of a qubit quantum channel ® on a state p can be expressed by a real 4 X 4 matrix

1 01><3
M
where 0143 = (0,0,0), 7 is a real 3-dimensional column vector, M is a 3 X 3 real matrix, T stands
for transpose. Obviously, the action of a qubit quantum channel @ is completely characterized by

-1
(M, 70) and the k-th iterated channel ®* is characterized by (M*, (Y M'Y1).
i=0

) which transforms the column vector (1, ry, ry, )T to the corresponding one of ®(p),

A non-coherence-generating channel (NC) ® is a CPTP map from an incoherent state to an
incoherent state: ®(J) c 7, where 7 denotes the set of incoherent states [23]]. Any quantum channel
@ is called an incoherent channel if there exists a Kraus decomposition ®(-) = ZJ,-K,-(-)KiT such that
pi = % is incoherent for any incoherent state p. We call incoherent channel @ a coherence-
breaking channel (CBC) if ®d(p) is an incoherent state for any state p [21]].

Let ®@ be an incoherent channel, the coherence-breaking index n(®) of @ is defined as [21]]
n(®) = min{k > 1: d*isa coherence-breaking channel}. ()

A rank-2 qubit channel is an NC if and only if it has the Kraus decomposition either as [23]

(I)(l)(,) — Eil)(')Eil)T + E;l)(')Egl)T 2)
with ' '
ED _ e"cos 6 cos ¢ 0 ED _ sinfcos¢  e“sing 3)
I 7| —sinfsing e¢cosg 2 7\ eMcos@sing 0
or as
@(2)(,) - E?)(')E?)T + E;Z)(.)EEZ)T 4)
with
2) _ cos @ 0 2) _ 0 sin ¢
Ey = ( 0 e%cose )’ Ey = ( efsing 0 |’ )

where 0, ¢, & and 7 are all real numbers. Here we note that ® is not an incoherent channel unless
sin 6 cos @sin ¢ cos ¢ = 0 and ®@ is an incoherent channel.

3 Coherence-breaking channels

We first give a way to characterize the structure of d-dimensional (qudit) quantum channels and
present the necessary and sufficient condition for the channels to be CBCs. For qubit quantum
channels, Bu et al. have already provided a necessary and sufficient condition to determine whether
a given channel is a CBC or not. Below we give new and more specific necessary and sufficient
conditions to justify a given channel based on the results derived by Hu ez al. [23].

Any d-dimensional state p can be expressed as [24]:

%ZZ Jk /k /k Jk dz:
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with %, = (o ), b = ooy, ol = 1)kl + KL ol =~k + RG] and of =

-1 _
ﬁ(go |/l = 01)1]). Then the state p can be rewritten as p = £ + ¥+ X with ¥ = (9", ', ...,

pe2d=l pd=2d-l i pl b and X = (09, o9, ..., 007 o024 gl 04T Thus,
the general action of a d-dimensional quantum channel @ on a qudit state p can be expressed by a real
d? x d* matrix ( i_?, n}; ), where i, i are (d? — 1) x 1 column vectors and M is a (d> — 1) x (d*> - 1)

, 107
matrix. Then ® = ( P

rd-2,d—1 rd-2,d—1 — 7, rd-2,d-1 rd-2,d—1
@0, B0, b % LU Y and X = (0, o0 o Lo , o,

a s 2 a °
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)since(l)mapsp = §+)E’-)?t0(l)(p) = §+)?-f’, where X' =

Lemma 3.1. A d-dimensional quantum channel ® represented by (M, 1) is a CBC if and only if M
and R have the following form:

0 0 e 0 0
0 0 e 0 0
M = , A= . 6
Mp_giii Mp_gin - Mpe_goie- N2 —del ©)
Mp_y Mp_1p -+ Mp_1p nge_

Proof. Obviously we can see that b?{{a =0forall0 < j,k<d-1lifandonlyifp € 7. Thus, M and
it are of the above forms. O

For the case d = 2, Lemma 3.1l reduces to the Proposition 1 given in [21]]. For qubit quantum
channels, we give below some more specific conditions to justify whether the channel is a CBC or
not.

Lemma 3.2. Letr ® be an incoherent channel defined by @), then ® is a CBC if and only if cos 6 = 0.

Proof. Any density operator acting on a two-dimensional quantum system can be generally written

as
a b
P=(b* l_a), )

where |a|® + |b|* < 1. Substituting (Z) into @), we have
A B
(D('O):(B* - A ) (8)

where A = acos® ¢ + (b*e® + be ) sin@sin ¢ cosd + (1 — a)sin® ¢ and B = be™ % cos @ cos® ¢ +
b*e* cos B sin” ¢. Then we find that ®(p) € 7 if and only if B = be % cos 6 cos® ¢ + b* e+ cos 6
sin’ ¢ = 0 for arbitrary b. Let b = |b|eP, where B € [0, 27r). Thus, B = 0 if and only if e~"|b| cos 6

(€7 cos? ¢ + € sin® ¢) = O for arbitrary B and |b|. Particularly, for 8 = £, we have that cos 6 = 0.
It is easy to see that @ is an incoherent channel when cos 6 = 0. O

Lemma 3.3. Let ® be an incoherent channel defined by (@), then ® is a CBC if and only if sinf =
0, cos¢p =0o0rcosd =0, sing =0.

Proof. Substituting (@) into @), we have

<D<p>=(§* lf)c), ©)



where C = acos?8 + (1 — a) sin’ ¢ and D = €*¥(bcosfcos¢ + b*sinfsin¢). Then we find that
® is a CBC if and only if D = 0 for arbitrary . Let b = |ble’. Then ® is a CBC if and only

if |b| \/coszﬁ cos2(6 — ¢) + sin® Bcos2(d + ¢) = O for any |b| and B, which gives rise to that either
sinf =0, cos¢ =0orcosf =0, sing =0. O

For qubit channels ® with n(®) = 2, we have the following necessary and sufficient conditions
for ®? to be CBC.

Lemma 3.4. Let @ be an incoherent channel defined by (@)). Then n(®) = 2 if and only if cos2¢ =
0, sinf = 0 and sinésinn + cosécosn = 0.

Proof. 1t is easy to see that sinf@cosésingcos¢ = 0. Comparing @), @) with @) for d = 2, we
find that n, = ny = n, = Myj3 = Moz = 0, Mj; = cosé(cosncosé + sinpsinécos2¢), My, =
cos B(sinncos & cos2¢ — cosnsiné), Mp; = cos B(cosnsiné cos 2¢ — sinncos &), My, = cos(cosn
cosécos2¢ + sinnsiné), Mz, = 2sinfsing cos@cosé, Mz = —2sinfsingcos@siné and Ms3 =
Ccos 2¢ Thus, @2 is a CBC if and only if M%l +M,M> =0, MM+ My) = 0, Mo (M +My) =
0, Mo My + Mgz =0and cos8 # 0if and only if cos 2¢ = 0, cos 8 # 0 and sin£sinn+cosécosn =
0. Then we have n(®) = 2 if and only if cos2¢ = 0, sinf = 0 and sinésinn + cosécosn = 0. O

Lemma 3.5. Let @ be an incoherent channel defined by (@). Then n(®) = 2 if and only if one of the
following three conditions holds:

(i) cos2¢ = 0 and cos(6 + ¢) = cos(6 — ¢) # 0;

(i1) cos(@ — ¢) = 0, cosé = 0 and cos(0 + ¢) # O;

(iii) cos(@ + ¢) = 0, cosé = 0 and cos(8 — ¢) # 0.

Proof. Comparing @), and (3) with (6), we have that n, = n, = M3 = My; = M3 = M3, = 0,
n, = sin’¢ — sin*6, My, = cos&cos(d — ¢), My, = sinécos(d + @), My, = —sin&cos(d — ),
My, = —cosécos(6+¢) and M33 = cos? 6 —sin® ¢. Thus, n(®) = 2 if and only if Mfl +Mi;M> =0,
Mip(Mi1 + My) =0, Myy(Myy + M) =0, MipM>; + M%Z =0, sinfcos¢ # 0 and cosfsin¢g # 0,
which implies that one of the above three conditions holds. O

4 Amending coherence-breaking channels

In this section, we discuss the amendment of CBCs. All the channels we discussed in this section
is represented by (M, /) with at least one of the conditions M # 0 and 7 # 0 holds. We show that a
CBC ® can be amended via unitary operations A, through A, o ®@. For the case n(®) = 2, we show
the channels can always be amended by unitary operations through ® o A, o ® while A, o ®*> may
not always amend ®?.

Lemma 4.1. For a d-dimensional CBC ®, there always exists a unitary operation A, that amends
O by Ay o D.

Proof. If @ is a CBC, we have ®(p) = p" = (0}, p}s---» P, dfl)T € I.Ifdis even, let

[\w 0O --- 0 /~\£ 0o .- 0
0 [\w - 0 0 [\g - 0
O R I (O] E (10)
0 0 0 A, 0 0 0 /~\£
cosa —sina

be a unitary operation with A, = ( .
sine  cosa

). Then Ag(p') = diag(Aags Aays -or Aa,,,) With

Ag, = i ) i =0,1,...,d — 2. Therefore, the

/ / M / S04
(0 = Pisr i) SIN@COSE O SINT 40y, COS™ @
channel ® can be amended if sin 2a # 0.

’ @ ’ 2 r_ :
;i COST +p oy ST @ (0 = piyy ) SID @ COS @ ) ;
9



If d is odd, let

10 0 0 10 0 0
Ae O 0 AT 0 0
A AT
0 0 0 - A, 0 0 0 - A7

be a unitary operation. Then A,(p") = diag(pao, Aoys Aays s Ny, ,). Thus, the channel can be
amended if sin 2a # 0. |

Lemma 4.2. Let ® be a CBC defined by @). There always exists a unitary operation A, that amends
O by Ay o D.

Proof. Any general unitary operation can be written as
Ay =[ o5 —e/™ sin o O cos a e gin @
I\ e®sina € cosa —e M sina e '™ cosa

Comparing it with (@) for d = 2, we get

1 0 0 0

0 Nii Ni2 Niz
Ay = s 12
0 Ny Nxn N (12)

0 N3 Nz Ns3

2 2 2

where Ny = cos®acosas — sin” @ cos(a; — az), Nip = sinzasin(al — ap) — cos“asinasz, Ni3 =
sin 2@ cos @2, Ny = cos? asinas + sin® a sin(@; — @), Nap = sin’ @ cos(a; — az) + cos? @ cos as,

No3 = sin2a sina,, N3; = —sin 2a cos @, N3» = sin 2a sin @ and N33 = cos 2a. Then
1 0 0 0
A, o® = 0 NizMz; NizMz;  NizMi3 (13)

0 NoisMszi NyzMz, NyzMiz
0 N3sMz; N3zMz,  NizMiz

where M;; are defined in Lemma3.2with i, j = 1,2, 3. Thus, Ao® is nota CBC if and only if Ny3 # 0
or N»3 # 0, namely, sin 2a # 0. In other words, A can amend @ if and only if sin 2a # 0. O

Similarly, we can prove the following results:

Lemma 4.3. Let ® be a CBC defined by (@). There always exists a unitary operation A, that amends
@2 by Ay 0 D.

Lemma 4.4. Let ® be a CBC defined by @) with n(®) = 2. There always exists a unitary operation
A, that amends ®> by ®o Ay o .

Proof. Ttis direct to see that

1 0 0 0

o My My O
PoNso®@=| o My Wy 0 | (14)

0 My Mz O

where My = My (M11N11 + M12Npy) + Mo (M1 N1 + MipNy) + M31(M11N13 + M12No3), M,
My (M1iN1i + MipNyy) + Moy (MyNio + M1Nyy) + Map(M1iNis + MioNo3), My = My(My Niy
M»N>1) + My (MyNia + MpNy) + Mz (Ma1Niz + MoyNoz), Moy = Mip(Ma Ny + M Noy)

+ +



Moy (M2 N1y + My Nyp) + M3 (M1 N13 + My No3), M3y = My (M31Nyy + M3Nay) + Moy (M3 Ny +
M3 N2) + M31(M31N13 + M3:Ny3), Mzp = Mip(M31N11 + M3Nap) + Max(M31 N2 + M3 Noo) +
M3 (M31Ni3 + M3,N»3), and M;; and N;; are defined in Lemmas[3.4land B2 respectively.

Assume that sin@ = 0. We have M,-j =0ifand only if sina@sz = 0, where i = 1,2 and j = 1,2, 3.
Thus, ®? is amended if sin@ = 0 and sin a3 # 0. m]

Lemma 4.5. Let ® be a CBC defined by (@) and n(®) = 2. There always exists a unitary operation
A, that amends ®* by ®oAyo .

Proof. Similar to Lemma.4] we obtain

1 0 0 0
iy Miy Mp O
DPoAyod=]| _ ~ ~ s 15
© fa© iy My My 0 as)
i, M3z Mz O

where 71, = n(My1N13 + M12Np3), ity = n(MayNi3 + Mo Np3), i, = n:M33N33, My, = My (M1 Ny +
MiaNay) + May(MiiNia + MioNp), Mz = Mpp(MyNu + MiaNay) + Mo(MiiNia + MiaNp),
M3 = M33(M11Ni3 + MioN3), My = My (MaiNiy + My Noy) + Moy (M2 N1y + MnoN»), My =
M2 (M1 Nii+MpNay )+ Moy (Mo Nio+MpNao), May = Mz (Mo Ni3+MxnNa3), Mz = My M3z N3+
M21M33N32, M32 = M12M33N31 + M22M33N32, M33 = M§3N33, and Mij, ]V,'j are given in Lemmas
B.3land (4.2} respectively.

(1) cos2¢ = 0 and cos(@ + ¢) = cos(d — ¢) # 0.

Assume sin @ = 0. Then 1l71,-j =0ifand only if sinaz =0 fori = 1,2 and j = 1,2, 3. Thus, @2 is
amended if sina@ = 0 and sin a3 # 0.

(i1) cos(8 — ¢) = 0, cosé = 0 and cos(f + ¢) # 0.

In this case,

1 0 0 0
iy 0 MI,Ny MipMs3Nx
_| M 12
DoAy,od = i, 0 0 0 (16)
n, 0 0 0
Hence, ® o A o @ is not a CBC if and only if Np; # 0 or N3 # 0.
(iii) cos(8 + ¢) = 0, cosé = 0 and cos(6 — ¢) # 0.
Similar to (ii), for Ny # 0 or N3 # 0, the channel ® can be amended. O

Although a CBC ® can always be amended via unitary operations by A, o® for the case n(®) = 1,
there may exist @ that cannot be amended by A, o @2 for the case n(®) = 2. Authors in [25] pointed
out that in some case, channel recovery, which is a duality quantum operation described in [26, [27],
can be done via a linear combination of unitary operations. However, in the case n(®) = 2, ® also can

not be amended by the linear combination of unitary operations through L. o ®? with L. = Y ¢, A4,

if ® cannot be amended by A, o @2, where ¢; is a complex number and U; are all unitary, énd CoS
satisfy ) |co| < 1.

Now we give examples to illustrate our results about the coherence-breaking channel’s amend-
ment.
Example 4.1 Consider an incoherent qubit quantum channel ® characterized by (M, ) with

0 0 0
M = [ 0 0 O ], where u is a real number and 7 = (0,0,0)7. For |u| < 1, ® is an inco-
0 0 u
herent channel [28, 29]]. It is easy to see that @ is a CBC. Consider unitary operation A,(:) =
( cosa —siha )(-)( cosa sma ) with sin 2a # 0. We obtain that A, o @ is not a CBC, i.e.,
sin@  cosa —sina cosa
the channel @ is amended.



Example 4.2 Consider an incoherent qubit quantum channel @ characterized by (M, ) with M =

0y O
[ 0 0 O ], where y is a real number and 77 = (0, 0, 0)”. For ly| < 1, @ is an incoherent channel [28],
0 0 0
. . . . 1 0 1 0
29]. It is easy to see that n(®) = 2. Consider unitary operation A,(:) = ( 0 i )(-) ( 0 e-ion )
with sin a3 # 0. One finds that ® o A, o ® is not a CBC, i.e., the channel is amended. But the channel
cannot be amended by A, o ®? via unitary operations since A, o ®*(p) = %

5 Conclusions

We have discussed the structure of CBCs and their amendments. Particularly, for qubit CBCs, we
have given the specific expressions for the case of n(®) = 1,2 and shown that the channels can
be amended via unitary operations A, by A, o ® and ® o A, o @, respectively. For n(®) > 3,
following similar discussions, there may also exist unitary operations to amend the channel ® by
DPoAyoDo---0dDoA,od. In addition, for a d-dimensional quantum channel ® with n(®) > 2,

n®
one may conjecture that the channel ® can also be amended by ® o Ay, 0o ®o---0®o A, o ® with

n @
proper unitary operations A, .
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