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In this paper we consider the compression of asymptotically many i.i.d. copies of ensembles of
mixed quantum states where the encoder has access to a side information system. This source
is equivalently defined as a classical-quantum state, namely, a quantum system correlated with a
classical system playing the role of an inaccessible reference system. The figure of merit is evaluated
based on per-copy or local error criterion. Under this set-up, known as a rate-distortion set-up, one
can study the trade-off between the compression rate and the error. The optimal trade-off can be
characterized by the rate-distortion function, which is the best rate given a certain distortion. We
find the rate-distortion functions in the entanglement-assisted and unassisted scenarios, in terms
of a single-letter mutual information quantity and the regularized entanglement of purification,
respectively. We also consider the general case when both communication and entanglement are
charged, and present the full qubit-entanglement rate region. Our compression scheme covers both
blind and visible compression models (and other models in between) depending on the structure of
the side information system.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum data compression was pioneered by Schumacher in [1] who defined two notions of a quantum source. The
first notion of a quantum source is a quantum system together with correlations with a purifying reference system.
The second notion of a quantum source is an ensemble of pure states where pure quantum states are drawn with
a probability distribution from a known set of pure states. Then, the notion of ensemble sources was generalized
to ensembles of mixed states in [2–5]. All these seemingly distinct definitions of a quantum source were unified in
[6–8] where a general quantum source is defined as a quantum system together with correlations with a general
reference system which is not necessarily a purifying system, and it is shown, through fidelity relations, that ensemble
sources are a special case of this general mixed-state source where the reference is a classical system which stores
the information about the classical variable of an ensemble. Indeed, the reference system has a crucial role in any
information processing task: all encoding and decoding operations process information systems in a way that the
correlations with the reference system are preserved. Without considering such correlations, any known classical or
quantum system can be produced locally by the decoder without receiving any information.

Schumacher’s compression scheme was later generalized by Barnum [9] to a lossy quantum data compression set-up
where the compression rate could be potentially decreased at the expense of having a larger error. Even though both
schemes of Schumacher and Barnum consider asymptotically many i.i.d. (independent identically distributed) copies
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of a quantum source, there is a significant difference between the errors that they define in these two set-ups. More
specifically, in the former scheme the error is defined for the whole block of data (called block or global error) whereas
in the latter scheme the error is defined for each copy of the source (called per-copy or local error). Under the global
error definition in the former model, the strong converse theorems state that even with a negligible reduction of the
rate, the error jumps suddenly and converges to one for asymptotically large blocks of data [10–12]. In contrast, under
the local error definition in the latter model, known as the rate-distortion model which is the quantum generalization
of the classical rate-distortion theory [13, 14], compression rate trades more smoothly with error. Considering both
global and local error criteria, quantum data compression has been extensively investigated [1–4, 6–10, 12, 15–37].
In the theory of quantum rate distortion, a rate-distortion function, which is the lowest rate satisfying an allowed

distortion, is employed to characterize possible approximations between the original and resulting states under local
error. The ultimate goal of quantum rate distortion theory is to elucidate the trade-off between the allowed local
approximation and the compression rate. For pure-state sources (i.e. an ensemble of pure quantum states or a
quantum source with a purifying reference system), Barnum derived a lower bound on the rate-distortion function
[9]. Subsequent work by Datta et al. [29, 30] characterized the rate-distortion function of pure-state sources in
various scenarios with and without entanglement assistance and side information. They found that the rate-distortion
functions of entanglement assisted compression and unassisted compression are characterized by the quantum mutual
information and the entanglement of purification between the decoder’s systems and the reference systems, respectively.
Moreover, for pure-state sources where both the encoder and the decoder have access to a side information system, the
rate-distortion function is characterized in [32, 33]. Also, for the blind compression of ensembles of mixed states the
same optimal rate was proved for both local and global error [4]; it was pointed out that the rate might be sensitive
even to a small error [36], and a rate-reduction protocol of unassisted blind compression with a small approximation
was recently proposed [37]. However, quantum rate-distortion theory in the case of mixed-state sources remains largely
unexplored.
In this paper, we investigate rate distortion coding for mixed-state sources, considering both scenarios with and

without assistance of entanglement. We assume a mixed-state quantum ensemble source with a side information system
available to the encoder, which covers both of blind compression and visible compression as special cases. This source
is equivalently defined as a classical-quantum state where the classical system plays the role of an inaccessible reference
system. First, we consider the case in which we have free entanglement. We derive the rate-distortion function for this
case, which is an optimized expression of quantum mutual information between Bob’s system and a composite system
consisting of the classical reference system and other systems that purify the source (Theorem 14). Surprisingly, the
rate-distortion function can be given in a single-letter form using quantum mutual information. Then, we explore
the other extreme of data compression, that is, compression without any assistance. In this case, we prove that the
rate-distortion function is given by the entanglement of purification between the decoder’s systems and the same
composite system as in the entanglement-assisted case (Theorem 15). While the entanglement-assisted rate-distortion
function can be expressed by a single-letter formula, we have a multi-letter expression in the unassisted case. We also
see how our result can be applied to visible and blind scenarios with vanishing local error. We prove that the distortion
function can be simplified in the visible scenario; it is indeed given by the entanglement of purification between the
decoder’s systems and the classical reference system, not including the purifying systems of the source (Corollary 18).
Moreover, in the case of blind compression, we prove that the optimal compression rate is given as the limit of the
distortion function where distortion tends to be zero. Motivated by this relation, we further show that the optimal
rate of blind compression can be obtained as a limit of a single-letter formula using the entanglement of purification
(Theorem 19). Finally, by generalizing these observations, we show the optimal qubit-entanglement rate region of the
rate distortion coding of a mixed-state ensemble source (Theorem 20). We derive the necessary and sufficient condition
for the qubit and entanglement rates with which rate-distortion compression is achievable.

Our work contributes to a rich body of quantum rate-distortion theory by showing the optimal trade-offs of mixed-
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state rate-distortion compression with and without entanglement, which has not been explored before. Moreover, our
results have interesting implications for visible and blind compression by considering the previously known optimal
compression rates for these cases. We believe that our approach for the analysis of mixed-state compression can also be
applied to other setups involving mixed states, for example, quantum reverse Shannon theory of mixed states, which
have usually been intractable to analyze.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. We review basic concepts and notations used in this paper in Sec. II.
Then, we introduce the setup of rate distortion coding for mixed state ensemble sources in Sec. III. Finally, we show
our main results in Sec. IV. We first show the optimal rate of entanglement assisted rate distortion coding in Sec. IVA,
and then we analyze the optimal rate of unassisted case in Sec. IVB. Moreover, we derive the full rate region of rate
distortion coding for ensemble sources in Sec. IVC. We conclude the paper with a discussion in Sec. V.

II. BACKGROUND AND NOTATIONS

In this section, we review background materials and introduce notations for the paper. Throughout, we use capital
letters A,B, . . . to represent quantum systems. For a quantum system A, we let HA denote the corresponding complex
Hilbert space. We only consider finite-dimensional quantum systems in this paper. Given a quantum system A, we use
dim(A) to denote the dimension of the corresponding Hilbert space.
Given two quantum systems A and B with dim(A) ≤ dim(B), we write an isometry from A to B as UA→B.

Whenever A = B we abbreviate A→ B by A alone, for example, 11A denotes the identity operator on A. Similarly, for
systems A and B, we write a quantum channel from A to B, that is, a completely positive and trace-preserving linear
map from square matrices on HA to those on HB as NA→B. (A quantum channel is also called a CPTP map.) We
also write the Stinespring dilation [38] of the channel NA→B as UA→BEN with E being the corresponding environment
system. Similar to the notation for operators, we only list the common space when the input and output spaces are
the same, for example, idA denotes the identity channel on A.

A quantum ensemble is defined as follows.

Definition 1. Let A be a quantum system, and let Σ be an alphabet. A quantum ensemble is a set of pairs of a
positive real number and a quantum state

{px, ρAx }x∈Σ,

where {px : x ∈ Σ} forms a probability distribution; that is, 0 ≤ px ≤ 1 for all x ∈ Σ and
∑
x∈Σ px = 1. In addition,

given a quantum ensemble {px, ρAx }x∈Σ, we use a classical-quantum state

ρAX :=
∑
x∈Σ

pxρ
A
x ⊗ |x〉〈x|X

to represent this ensemble, where X is a classical reference system with x ∈ Σ.

Given a quantum ensemble, we can consider a decomposition of each state into a classical part, a quantum part, and
a redundant part, which is known as Koashi-Imoto (KI) decomposition [5] named after the authors.

Theorem 2 ([5]). Associated to a quantum ensemble, represented by the classical-quantum state ρAX , there are
quantum systems C, N and Q and an isometry UKI : A ↪→ CNQ such that:

(i) The state ρAX is transformed by UKI as

(UKI ⊗ 11X)ρAX(U†KI ⊗ 11X) =
∑
x

px
∑
c

pc|x|c〉〈c|C ⊗ ωNc ⊗ ρQcx ⊗ |x〉〈x|X =: ωCNQX , (1)
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where the set of vectors {|c〉C} form an orthonormal basis for system C, and for each x, pc|x is a distribution
over c conditioned on x. The states ωNc and ρQcx live in systems N and Q, respectively.

(ii) For any quantum channel Λ acting on system A which leaves the state ρAX invariant, that is (Λ⊗ idX)
(
ρAX

)
=

ρAX , every associated Stinespring dilation U : A ↪→ AE of Λ with the environment system E is of the form

U = (UKI ⊗ 11E)†

(∑
c

|c〉〈c|C ⊗ UNc ⊗ 11Q
)

(UKI ⊗ 11E) (2)

where the isometries Uc : N ↪→ NE satisfy TrE [UcωcU
†
c ] = ωc for all c. The isometry UKI is unique up to a local

change of basis on the systems C, N and Q. Henceforth, we call the isometry UKI and the state ωCNQX defined
by Eq. (1) the Koashi-Imoto (KI) isometry and KI-decomposition of the state ρAX , respectively.

(iii) In the particular case of a tripartite system CNQ and a state ωCNQX already in Koashi-Imoto form (1), property
(ii) says the following: For any quantum channel Λ acting on systems CNQ with (Λ⊗ idX)

(
ωCNQX

)
= ωCNQX ,

every associated Stinespring dilation U : CNQ ↪→ CNQE of Λ with the environment system E has the form

U =
∑
c

|c〉〈c|C ⊗ UNc ⊗ 11Q, (3)

where the isometries Uc : N ↪→ NE satisfy TrE [UcωcU
†
c ] = ωc for all c.

In KI decomposition, all states in a given ensemble are written in a block-diagonal form with the same block
structure. Register C contains the label for the block; thus C is called the classical part of the ensemble. The state in
register N depends only on c, and it can be recovered using c without the state label x; in this sense, N is called the
redundant part of this ensemble. On the other hand, the state in register Q depends on both x and c, and Q is called
the (non-redundant) quantum part of the ensemble.

Given a quantum ensemble, we can freely remove and attach the redundant part as shown in the following lemma.

Lemma 3 (KI operations [5]). Let {px, ρAx }x∈Σ be a quantum ensemble represented as

ρAX =
∑
x∈Σ

pxρ
A
x ⊗ |x〉〈x|X

with KI decomposition

ωCQNX = (UKI ⊗ 11X)ρAX(U†KI ⊗ 11X) =
∑
x

px
∑
c

pc|x|c〉〈c|C ⊗ ωNc ⊗ ρQcx ⊗ |x〉〈x|X .

Then, there exists a pair of quantum channels (KA→CQoff ,KCQ→Aon ) such that

KA→CQoff (ρAX) = ωCQX ,

KCQ→Aon (ωCQX) = ρAX .

We use the following norms for linear operators. For a linear operator Y on system A, we define the trace norm as

‖Y ‖1 =

dim(A)∑
i=1

si(Y ),

where s1(Y ) ≥ s2(Y ) ≥ · · · ≥ sdim(A)(Y ) ≥ 0 are the singular values of Y . Moreover, we also define the operator norm
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as

‖Y ‖ := s1(Y ).

In this paper, we use the following special case of Hölder’s inequality:

Lemma 4. Let Z and Y be linear operators on a quantum system A. Then,

|Tr(ZY ) | ≤ ‖Z‖1‖Y ‖.

For a quantum state ρA on system A, the von Neumann entropy of ρA is defined as

S(ρA) := S(A)ρ := −Tr(ρA log ρA).

where log is taken base 2 throughout the paper. The von Neumann entropy has a dimension bound given by

S(ρA) ≤ log dim(A).

The von Neumann entropy is subadditive as shown in the following lemma.

Lemma 5. Let ρAR be a quantum state on a composite system AR. Then,

S(AR)ρ ≤ S(A)ρ + S(R)ρ.

The von Neumann entropy is asymptotically continuous.

Lemma 6 (Fannes Inequality [39]). Let ρ and σ be density matrices on a Hilbert space of dimension d. If
1
2‖ρ− σ‖1 ≤ ε ≤ 1− 1

d , then, |S(ρ)− S(σ)| ≤ ε log(d− 1) + h2(ε) where h2 is the binary entropy function.

For a quantum state ρAR on a composite system AR, the quantum mutual information of ρAR is defined as

I(A : R)ρ := S(A)ρ + S(R)ρ − S(AR)ρ.

The quantum mutual information also has a dimension bound:

I(A : R)ρ ≤ 2 log min(dim(A),dim(R)).

The following lemma states that the quantum mutual information is convex.

Lemma 7. Let ρAR and σAR be quantum states on a composite system AR, and let λ ∈ (0, 1). Then,

I(A : R)λρ+(1−λ)σ ≤ λI(A : R)ρ + (1− λ)I(A : R)σ.

In addition, the quantum mutual information follows the data-processing inequality:

Lemma 8. Let ρAR be a quantum state on a composite system AR, and let NA→B andMR→R′ be quantum channels.
Then,

I(A : R)ρ ≥ I(B : R′)(N⊗M)(ρ).

The quantum mutual information also satisfies a property called superadditivity.
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Lemma 9 ([29]). Let ρA1R1 and σA2R2 be pure quantum states on composite systems A1R1 and A2R2, and let
NA1A2→B1B2 be a quantum channel. Then,

I(B1B2 : R1R2)ω ≥ I(B1 : R1)ω + I(B2 : R2)ω,

where ωB1B2R1R2 := NA1A2→B1B2(ρA1R1 ⊗ σA2R2).

To characterize the distortion function, we use the entanglement of purification [40] which can be expressed as follows.

Theorem 10 ([40]). The entanglement of purification of a bipartite state ρAR is given by

Ep(A : R)ρ = min
NA′→A′′

S(AA′′)σ,

where ρAR is first purified to |ψ〉AA
′R and then a quantum channel NA′→A′′ is applied to the purifying system A′ to

minimize the entropy of σAA
′′

= (idA ⊗NA′→A′′)(ρAA
′
).

The entanglement of purification is upper-bounded by the von Neumann entropy.

Lemma 11 ([40]). Let ρAR be a quantum state on a composite system AR. Then,

Ep(A : R)ρ ≤ min{S(A)ρ, S(R)ρ}.

The entanglement of purification also satisfies the monotonicity property, which is analoguous to the data processing
inequality for quantum mutual information.

Lemma 12 ([40]). Let ρAR be a quantum state on a composite system AR, and let NA→B be a quantum channel.
Then,

Ep(A : R)ρ ≥ Ep(B : R)(N⊗ id)(ρ).

III. SETUP FOR RATE DISTORTION CODING FOR ENSEMBLE SOURCES

In this section, we define our setup for rate distortion coding. We consider a source given by the ensemble
{px, ρAx ⊗ |jx〉〈jx|J}x∈Σ with side information in the system J . Note that the side information can be quantum, as the
states |jx〉〈jx| need not be orthonormal. (The most general side information is a mixed state on system J ; we consider
the simpler pure state side information which is sufficient for our discussion.) The ensemble source can be equivalently
defined as a classical-quantum (cq) state where the system X plays the role of a classical reference system

ρAJX :=
∑
x∈Σ

pxρ
A
x ⊗ |jx〉〈jx|J ⊗ |x〉〈x|X , (4)

and symbols in Σ are associated with an orthonormal basis {|x〉〈x|}x∈Σ on X. We also consider a purification of the
source:

|ψ〉AJXX
′R :=

∑
x∈Σ

√
px |ϕx〉AR |jx〉J |x〉X |x〉X

′
, (5)

where R purifies ρAx and X ′ purifies the distribution over the reference system X. In rate distortion coding, the source
first generates |ψn〉A

nJnXnX′nRn

, which contains n copies of |ψ〉AJXX
′R. We call the sender or the encoder Alice, and
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the receiver or the decoder Bob. We suppose that Alice and Bob initially share some entangled state |Φ〉 in systems
A0B0; this assumption is made without loss of generality, since in the unassisted case, A0 and B0 can be taken to be
trivial systems. Then, Alice applies an encoding channel EAnJnA0→M , and sends system M to Bob. Receiving M ,
Bob applies a decoding channel DMB0→Bn

. We define

σMB0X
n

n := (EA
nJnA0→M

n ⊗ idX
nB0)(ρA

nJnXn

⊗ |Φ〉〈Φ|A0B0),

ξB
nXn

n := (DMB0→Bn

⊗ idX
n

)(σMB0X
n

n ).

Figure 1: Circuits diagram of the compression model. Dotted lines are used to demarcate domains controlled by the different
participants.

Furthermore, consider the Stinespring dilations UA
nJnA0→MWA

En and UMB0→BnWB

Dn
for the encoding and the decoding

maps. We consider the following purifications for the states σn and ξn,

|σn〉MXnX′nRnWAB0

:=
∑

xn∈Σn

√
pxn |σxn〉MB0R

nWA |xn〉X
n

|xn〉X
′n

:=
∑

xn∈Σn

√
pxn(UA

nJnA0→MWA

En ⊗ 11R
n

)(|ϕxn〉A
nRn

|jxn〉J
n

|Φ〉A0B0) |xn〉X
n

|xn〉X
′n
,

and

|ξn〉B
nWAWBX

nX′nRn

:=
∑

xn∈Σn

√
pxn |ξxn〉B

nRnWAWB |xn〉X
n

|xn〉X
′n

:=
∑

xn∈Σn

√
pxn(UMB0→BnWB

Dn
⊗ 11R

nWA) |σxn〉MB0R
nWA |xn〉X

n

|xn〉X
′n
.

The system model consisting of the encoding and decoding operations are illustrated in Figure 1.
We formalize the allowed distortion in the compression task using the following:

Definition 13. Let ρBX be a fixed state. The distortion of a quantum state τBX with respect to ρBX , denoted by
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∆(τBX), is any non-negative real-valued function ∆ on τBX which is continuous and convex. For concreteness, we
express continuity as |∆(τBX)−∆(τ̃BX)| ≤ ‖τBX − τ̃BX‖1K∆ where K∆ is a constant for a given ∆.

We note that a convex function on a finite dimensional space is always continuous, but we opt to introduce the
notation for the Lipschitz constant in the definition above. Furthermore, since the input space is compact, such a
function is always bounded.

The dependency of the distortion on ρBX is embedded in the choice of the function ∆. Note that each choice of the
distortion determines a specific rate-distortion theory. A canonical example of a distortion under definition 13 is 1− F
there F is the fidelity of τBX with respect to ρBX . In this case, the distortion is also faithful (that is, ∆(ρ) = 0 and
∆(τ) > 0 for τ 6= ρ). An opposite extreme choice of the distortion is a constant function which is independent of ρBX .
(See further discussion later in this section.) We present our results for the general definition of distortion.

For the compression setup define above, with protocol described by EAnJnA0→M
n and DMB0→Bn

n , we define

∆(n)(ξB
nXn

n ) :=
1

n

n∑
i=1

∆(ξBiXi
n ), (6)

where ξBiXi
n is the reduced state of ξB

nXn

n to the ith system. Note that with this definition, we quantify distortion
letter-wise, adopting an average local error criterion in our rate distortion theory.

In the unassisted scenario, for a given positive number D > 0, we say that a pair of qubit rate R and distortion D is
achievable if there exists a sequence of codes {(En,Dn)}n such that ∆(n)(ξB

nXn

n ) ≤ D holds for sufficiently large n and

R = lim
n→∞

1

n
log dim(M).

The rate-distortion function is defined as

R(D) := inf{R : (R,D) is achievable}.

The unlimited entanglement-assisted scenario is essentially the same with larger unlimited dim(A0),dim(B0) and with
the notation Rea(D) for the distortion function.
We also consider the most general scenario when we count both the qubit rate and the entanglement rate. In this

case, we say that a tuple of qubit rate R, entanglement rate E, and distortion D is achievable if there exists a sequence
{(En,Dn)}n where ∆(n)(ξB

nXn

n ) ≤ D holds for sufficiently large n and

R = lim
n→∞

1

n
log dim(M).

E = lim
n→∞

1

n
log dim(A0).

Similarly, the rate-distortion function in this case is defined as

R(D,E) := inf{R : (R,E,D) is achievable}.

Note that we use the symbol E to denote some environment system elsewhere in the paper, and occasionally we use
E to denote the entanglement rate. Similarly, we use the symbol R to denote some purifying system; we also use R
or R(D) to denote the qubit rate for compression. We hope the different context will minimize the chance of any
confusion.
We illustrate the setup with some examples. Consider the unassisted case. If the distortion is 1− F with F being

the fidelity, R(D) captures the qubit rate needed to attain the per-copy fidelity 1−D. If the distortion is a constant
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function δ > 0, R(D) = 0 for δ ≤ D and infinity otherwise. While mathematically permissible, a constant distortion
may not lead to a practically useful theory.

IV. MAIN RESULTS

In this section, we present our main results. We start with the optimal entanglement-assisted rate-distortion tradeoff
in Theorem 14, followed by the unassisted case in Theorem 15. The full region of achievable qubit and entanglement
rate pairs, as a function of distortion, is given by Theorem 20.

A. Entanglement Assisted Rate Distortion Theory

In this scenario, Alice and Bob have free access to unlimited entanglement for the compression task. We prove in
the following that the entanglement-assisted rate-distortion function for an ensemble source is given by an optimized
expression involving the quantum mutual information in single-letter form.

Theorem 14 (Entanglement-assisted rate-distortion theory). We use the setting in Section III and consider the
purification |ψ〉AJXX

′R
=
∑
x

√
px |ψx〉AR |jx〉J |x〉X |x〉X

′
of the source ρAJX (see Eqs. 4 and 5). The entanglement-

assisted rate-distortion function is given by

Rea(D) = min
NAJ→B

1

2
I(B : XX ′R)τ ,

where the minimum is taken over all quantum channels N : AJ → B such that

∆
((
N ⊗ idX

) (
ρAJX

))
≤ D,

and the quantum mutual information is evaluated on the state

τBXX
′R := (N ⊗ idXX

′R)
(
|ψ〉〈ψ|AJXX

′R
)
.

Proof. We first show achievability and then the converse.
To show achievability, we construct a protocol with qubit rate Rea(D), based on quantum state redistribution [41, 42].

Let NAJ→B be a quantum channel satisfying ∆(NAJ→B(ρAJX)) ≤ D, and UAJ→BE be its Stinespring dilation.
Suppose that the source generates n copies of the ensemble, resulting in the state |ψn〉A

nJnXnX′nRn

. Alice applies
UAJ→BE to each of her n copies of her system, then, the state becomes

|τn〉B
nEnXnX′nRn

:=
(

(UAJ→BE ⊗ 11XX
′R) |ψ〉AJXX

′R
)⊗n

:=
∑

xn∈Σn

√
pxn |τxn〉B

nRnEn

|xn〉X
n

|xn〉X
′n
.

In the above, we have define |τx〉 := (11R ⊗ U) |ψx〉AR |jx〉J and for xn = x1x2 · · ·xn, |τxn〉 := ⊗ni=1 |τxi〉. Alice and
Bob then perform quantum state redistribution [41, 42] as follows. Recall that Alice and Bob share entanglement in
systems A0B0. At this point, Bob has system B0, the referee has RnXnX ′n, and Alice has A0B

nEn. Alice tries to
transmit system Bn to Bob. Then, for an arbitrarily small ε > 0, there exists a sufficiently large n such that quantum
state redistribution is achieved with qubit rate approaching 1

2I(B : RXX ′) and block error ε. Therefore, the state
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after quantum state redistribution, denoted τ̃B
nEnXnX′nRn

n , satisfies

‖τ̃n − τn‖1 ≤ ε

which by monotonicity, also implies

‖τ̃BiXi
n − τBiXi

n ‖1 ≤ ε .

By continuity of the distortion, we have

∆(τ̃BiXi
n ) ≤ D + ε K∆.

Since ε can be chosen to be arbitrarily small and K∆ is fixed, the protocol achieves the desirable rate.
Next, we show the converse; that is, any achievable rate is at least minNAJ→B

1
2I(B : XX ′R)τ . Consider the

following chain of inequalities with qubit rate R:

2nR = 2 log dim(M)

≥ I(M : RnXnX ′nB0)σn

= S(M)σn
+ S(RnXnX ′nB0)σn

− S(MRnXnX ′nB0)σn

= S(M)σn
+ S(B0)σn

+ S(RnXnX ′n)σn
− S(MRnXnX ′nB0)σn

≥ S(MB0)σn
+ S(RnXnX ′n)σn

− S(MRnXnX ′nB0)σn

= I(MB0 : RnXnX ′n)σn

≥ I(Bn : RnXnX ′n)ξn

≥
n∑
i=1

I(Bi : RiXiX
′
i)ξn

≥
n∑
i=1

Rea

(
∆(ξBiXi

n )
)

≥ nRea

(
1

n

n∑
i=1

∆(ξBiXi
n )

)
= nRea

(
∆(n)(ξB

nXn

n )
)

≥ nRea(D).

The second line follows from the dimension upper bound of the quantum mutual information. The fourth line holds
because preshared entanglement is independent of the data, so, system B0 is independent of RnXnX ′n. The fifth line
follows from subadditivity of the von Neumann entropy (Lemma 5). The seventh line follows from the data-processing
inequality (Lemma 8). The eighth line follows from recursive use of superadditivity of quantum mutual information
(Lemma 9). The ninth line follows from the definition of Rea. The tenth line follows from the convexity of Rea shown
in Lemma 22 in Appendix A. The eleventh line follows from the definition in Eq. 6. The last line follows from the
definition of Rea, which is decreasing for a larger allowed distortion.

Combining the achievability and the converse, the rate-distortion function is given by

Rea(D) := min
NAJ→B

1

2
I(B : XX ′R)τ .
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�

B. Unassisted Rate-Distortion Theory

In this subsection, we analyze rate-distortion compression without any entanglement assistance. In this case,
the optimal trade-off of the unassisted rate-distortion function for an ensemble source is given by a regularized and
optimized expression involving the entanglement of purification.

Theorem 15 (Unassisted rate-distortion theory). We use the setting in Section III and consider the purification
|ψ〉AJXX

′R
=
∑
x

√
px |ψx〉AR |jx〉J |x〉X |x〉X

′
of the source ρAJX (see Eqs. 4 and 5). The unassisted rate-distortion

function of the source ρAJX is given by

R(D) = lim
k→∞

1

k
min

NAkJk→Bk

k

Ep(B
k : XkX ′kRk)τk ,

where the minimum is taken over all quantum channels Nk : AkJk → Bk such that

∆(k)
(

(Nk ⊗ idX
k

)
(
(ρAJX)⊗k

))
≤ D,

and the entanglement of purification is evaluated on the state

τB
kXkX′kRk

k := (Nk ⊗ idX
kX′kRk

)
(

(|ψ〉〈ψ|AJXX
′R

)⊗k
)
.

Proof. We first show achievability, and then the converse.
To show achievability, we construct a protocol with qubit rate R(D). In this protocol, Alice applies Schumacher

compression, and she processes her state before the compression to minimize the cost. In more detail, consider k
copies of the source given by the state

∣∣ψk〉AkJkXkX′kRk

. Alice applies a quantum channel NAkJk→Bk

k satisfying
∆(k)(NAkJk→Bk

k ((ρ⊗k)A
kJkXk

)) ≤ D to her system AkJk. Let UA
kJk→BkE
Nk

be the Stinespring dilation of the channel
NAkJk→Bk

k . Then, Alice produces a k-copy state with purification

|τk〉B
kEXkX′kRk

:= (UA
kJk→BkE
Nk

⊗ 11X
kX′kRk

)
∣∣ψk〉AkJkXkX′kRk

=
∑
xk∈Σk

√
pxk |τxk〉B

kRkE ∣∣xk〉Xk ∣∣xk〉X′k .
Note that Alice has system E because she locally applies UA

kJk→BkE
Nk

. She further applies a quantum channel ΛE→EB

k

with isometry UE→EBEA

Λk
such that S(BkEB)Λk(τk) is minimized.

Now take a sufficiently large n and consider nk copies of the source. In the protocol, Alice repeats the above
processing n times to obtain n copies of |τk〉B

kEkXkX′kRk

, and transmits system (BkEB)⊗n to Bob using Schumacher
compression [1, 16]. Let εn be the error in the compression, with εn → 0 as n increases. Let τ̃nk denote the resulting
state. Then, ‖τ̃nk − τnk‖1 ≤ εn, so, each copy of |τk〉B

kEkXkX′kRk

is transmitted with error at most εn.
Applying the same argument as in Theorem 14 (with k here replacing n in Theorem 14), we have

∆(τ̃BiXi

k ) ≤ D + εnK∆

Note thatK∆ is a constant independent of k. Taking εn arbitrarily small, this protocol achieves the rate 1
kS(BkEB)Λk(τk).
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We can see that

S(BkEB)Λk(τk) = min
Λ′k

S(Λ′k(τk))

= Ep(B
k : RkXkX ′k)τk ,

where the minimum is taken over all channels Λ′ on E. Therefore, R(D) is achievable.
Next, we show the converse, that any achievable rate is at least R(D). The following chain of inequalities holds for

any k and qubit rate R:

kR = log dim(M)

≥ S(M)σk

≥ Ep(M : RkXkX ′k)σk

≥ Ep(Bk : RkXkX ′k)ξk .

The first inequality follows from the dimension bound of the von Neumann entropy. The second inequality follows
from Lemma 11. The third inequality follows from monotonicity of entanglement of purification (Lemma 12).
Combining the achievability and the converse, and taking the limit of k → ∞, the rate distortion function for

unassisted compression is given by

R(D) := lim
k→∞

1

k
min

NAkJk→Bk

k

Ep(B
k : XkX ′kRk)τk .

�

Remark 16. While the rate distortion function for entanglement-assisted compression is given by a single-letter
quantum mutual information expression, that for unassisted compression is characterized by multi-letter entanglement
of purification. There are two main hurdles to single-letterize R(D): first, it is still open if the entanglement of
purification is additive, second, the minimization is over CPTP maps acting on k copies of the source.

Remark 17. Note that because of the regularization, the error criterion based on the distortion function is a k-copy
criterion rather than single copy. However, the protocol requires many (n) copies of such blocks of size k. In this
regardless, the error criterion is consider “local,” restricted to each block of k as the number of block n grows.

We have derived the distortion function in the most general setting, with side information spanning all possible
scenarios between visible and blind compression. Now, we show the implication for the special cases, namely, visible
compression and blind compression. In the case of visible compression, we show that the distortion function can be
simplified to the entanglement of purification between Bob’s system B and the reference system X. In the case of
blind compression, we prove that our multi-letter distortion function becomes single-letter in the limit of D → 0, which
makes a connection between the distortion function and the previously known optimal rate of blind data compression.

1. Unassisted Visible Compression

First, we consider visible compression, in which Alice has the label of the given state in register J . In other words,
|jx〉 = |x〉 in the register J , and the source is given by

|ψ〉AJXX
′R :=

∑
x∈Σ

√
px |ϕx〉AR |x〉J |x〉X |x〉X

′
. (7)
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Then, we have the following corollary.

Corollary 18. In the setup of visible compression, with the source

ρAJX :=
∑
x∈Σ

pxρ
A
x ⊗ |x〉〈x|J ⊗ |x〉〈x|X ,

the rate-distortion function is given by

R(D) = lim
k→∞

1

k
min

NAkJk→Bk

k

Ep(B
k : Xk)Nk(ρ⊗k), (8)

where the minimum is taken over all channels NAkJk→Bk

k such that

∆(k)(NAkJk→Bk

k ((ρ⊗k)A
kJkXk

)) ≤ D.

Proof. First, we prove the converse; that is, R(D) is equal to or larger than the right-hand side of Eq. (8). From
Theorem 15,

R(D) = lim
k→∞

1

k
min

NAkJk→Bk

k

Ep(B
k : XkX ′kRk)Nk(|ψk〉〈ψk|).

For each k, let ÑAkJk→Bk

k be the quantum channel achieving the minimum in the above. Then,

min
NAkJk→Bk

k

Ep(B
k : XkX ′kRk)Nk(|ψk〉〈ψk|) = Ep(B

k : XkX ′kRk)Ñk(|ψk〉〈ψk|)

≥ Ep(Bk : Xk)Ñk(ρ⊗k)

≥ min
NAkJk→Bk

k

Ep(B
k : Xk)Nk(ρ⊗k),

with the first inequality obtained from monotonicity of entanglement of purification when applying the partial trace
over systems X ′k and Rk.

We next prove achievability, that R(D) is no more than the right-hand side of Eq. (8). For a fixed k, let ÑAkJk→Bk

k

be a channel from AkJk to Bk achieving the minimum of

min
NAkJk→Bk

k

Ep(B
k : Xk)Nk(ρ⊗k).

Instead of register Bk, we take B′k(' Bk) as the output register. Moreover, since J is now classical, the channel
always has a Stinespring dilation that includes this register as an output. So, we can write the Stinespring dilation
of this minimizing channel as UA

kJk→B′kJkE
Ñk

. Furthermore, we consider an isometry V J
k→BkR′kJkE′ so that when

R′kJkE′ are traced out, the output recovers the state Ñk((ρ⊗k)A
kJk

) from the classical register Jk. Then, define

|τ̃k〉B
kR′kB′kRkEXkX′kJkE′ := V J

k→BkR′kJkE′UA
kJk→B′kJkE
Ñk

∣∣ψk〉AkJkXkX′kRk

:= V J
k→BkR′kJkE′

∑
xk∈Σk

√
pxk |τxk〉B

′kRkE ∣∣xk〉Xk ∣∣xk〉X′k ∣∣xk〉Jk

=
∑
xk∈Σk

√
pxk |τxk〉B

kR′kE′ |τxk〉B
′kRkE ∣∣xk〉Xk ∣∣xk〉X′k ∣∣xk〉Jk

.



14

Using the above state as a purification, we have

min
NAkJk→Bk

k

Ep(B
k : XkX ′kRk)Nk(|ψk〉〈ψk|) ≤ Ep(Bk : XkX ′kRk)τ̃k = min

ΛR′kB′kEJkE′→F
k

S(BkF )Λk(τ̃k).

The state τ̃B
kR′kB′kEJkE′

k can be expressed as∑
xk∈Σk

pxk |τxk〉〈τxk |B
kR′kE′ ⊗ τB

′kE
xk ⊗ |xk〉〈xk|J

k

.

Now, by first discarding the systems B′kE from τ̃B
kR′kB′kEJkE′

k and then applying the isometry generating
|τxk〉B

′kRkE |x〉X
′k
|x〉J

k

from |x〉J
k

, we have

˜̃τB
kR′kB′kRkEX′kJkE′

k :=
∑
xk∈Σk

pxk |τxk〉〈τxk |B
kR′kE′ ⊗ |τxk〉〈τxk |B

′kRkE ⊗ |xk〉〈xk|X
′k
⊗ |xk〉〈xk|J

k

.

In fact, by the definition of entanglement of purification, we have the following relation

Ep(B
k : Xk)Ñk(|ψk〉〈ψk|) = Ep(B

k : Xk)τ̃k = min
ΛR′kB′kRkEX′kJkE′→F

k

S(BkF )Λk(˜̃τk).

In the region over which the minimum of min
ΛR′kB′kRkEX′kJkE′→F

k

S(BkF )Λk(˜̃τk) is taken, we can consider quantum

operations first taking τ̃B
kR′kB′kEJkE′

k 7→ ˜̃τB
kR′kB′kRkEX′kJkE′

k and then applying some ΛR
′kB′kRkEX′kJkE′→F

k . Thus,

min
ΛR′kB′kEJkE′→F

S(BkF )Λk(τ̃k) ≤ min
ΛR′kB′kRkEX′kJkE′→F

k

S(BkF )Λk(˜̃τk)

= Ep(B
k : Xk)Ñk(ρ⊗k)

= min
NAkJk→Bk

k

Ep(B
k : Xk)Nk(ρ⊗k).

Therefore,

min
NAkJk→Bk

k

Ep(B
k : XkX ′kRk)Nk(|ψk〉〈ψk|) ≤ min

NAkJk→Bk

k

Ep(B
k : Xk)Nk(ρ⊗k).

�

2. Unassisted Blind Compression

Next we consider blind compression, in which Alice does not know the state she receives. This is modelled by not
giving Alice any side information, with dim(J) = 1, and the source simplifies to

|ψ〉AXX
′R :=

∑
x∈Σ

√
px |ϕx〉AR |x〉X |x〉X

′
, (9)

with ρAX = TrX′R |ψ〉〈ψ|AXX
′R. We use the results in Ref. [5], and the notations in Theorem 2 and Theorem 15

throughout this subsection. We take UKI = 11 for simplicity of notation. The optimal rate of blind quantum data
compression under local error criterion is S(CQ)|ψ〉〈ψ| where C and Q are the classical and quantum parts of the
ensemble obtained by KI decomposition (Theorem 2). We can connect Theorems 2 and 15 if we take D → 0 and if we
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choose the distortion to be

∆(τBX) = 1− F (ρBX , τBX),

where ρBX is obtained from ρAX by an identity channel from A to B. Then, by Theorem 15, we conclude that

lim
D→0

lim
k→∞

1

k
min

NAk→Bk

k

Ep(B
k : XkX ′kRk)Nk(|ψk〉〈ψk|) = S(CQ)|ψ〉〈ψ| .

We now show that the left hand side of the above can be simplified, and the optimal rate of blind compression under
local error can be given as a limit of a single-letter entanglement of purification in the following theorem.

Theorem 19. Consider the blind compression of the source given by Eq. (9). Then,

lim
D→0

min
NA→B

Ep(B : XX ′R)N (|ψ〉〈ψ|) = S(CQ)|ψ〉〈ψ|,

where the minimum is taken over all channels NA→B such that

1− F (ρBX ,NA→B(ρAX)) ≤ D.

Proof. We first show that

lim
D→0

min
NA→B

Ep(B : XX ′R)N (|ψ〉〈ψ|) ≤ S(CQ)|ψ〉〈ψ|. (10)

Fix D > 0. Let ÑA→B be an optimal channel achieving the minimum in the left-hand side; that is,

min
NA→B

Ep(B : XX ′R)N (|ψ〉〈ψ|) = Ep(B : XX ′R)Ñ (|ψ〉〈ψ|)

and such that ÑA→B also satisfies the distortion constraint

1− F (ρBX , ÑA→B(ρAX)) ≤ D.

Consider the KI operations from Lemma 3

KA→CQoff (ρAX) = ωCQX , (11)

KCQ→Aon (ωCQX) = ρAX . (12)

and define another quantum channel NA→B
∗ := KB̂→Bon ◦KB→B̂off ◦ ÑA→B , where B̂ is a system obtained when we apply

KA→CQoff to system B that is physically equivalent to A. We will show that NA→B
∗ is also an optimal map. First,

F (ρBX ,NA→B
∗ (ρAX)) = F (KCQ→Bon ◦ KB→CQoff (ρBX),KB̂→Bon ◦ KB→B̂off ◦ ÑA→B(ρAX))

≥ F (ρBX , ÑA→B(ρAX))

≥ 1−D,

where the first line comes from Eqs. (11) and (12) and the definition of N∗ and the second line follows from monotonicity
of the fidelity. Thus, N∗ also satisfies the distortion condition. In addition, by monotonicity of the entanglement of
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purification,

Ep(B : XX ′R)N∗(|ψ〉〈ψ|) ≤ Ep(B : XX ′R)Ñ (|ψ〉〈ψ|).

Since ÑA→B is an optimal map achieving the minimum, NA→B
∗ is also an optimal map, as claimed.

To prove the inequality (10), consider the following chain of inequalities

min
NA→B

Ep(B : XX ′R)N (|ψ〉〈ψ|) = Ep(B : XX ′R)N∗(|ψ〉〈ψ|)

≤ Ep(B̂ : XX ′R)Koff◦Ñ (|ψ〉〈ψ|)

≤ S(B̂)Koff◦Ñ (|ψ〉〈ψ|)

≤ S(CQ)|ψ〉〈ψ| − h2(D)−D log |CQ|,

where the first line comes from the optimality of N∗, the second and third lines come from the monotonicity and
dimension bound of the entanglement of purification, and the last line follows from Fannes inequality (Lemma 6).
Thus, in the limit of D → 0, minNA→B Ep(B : XX ′R)N (|ψ〉〈ψ|) ≤ S(CQ)|ψ〉〈ψ|.

Now, consider the opposite direction. We will show that

lim
D→0

min
NA→B

Ep(B : XX ′R)N (|ψ〉〈ψ|) ≥ S(CQ)|ψ〉〈ψ|.

We first note that the above follows from the results in [5], since our proof for Theorem 15 can be applied to the LHS
to show that it is an achievable rate under vanishing local error. But we also present a direct proof in the following.

For a fixed D > 0, let ÑA→B be an optimal map achieving the minimum on the left hand side, and let UA→BEÑ be
a Stinespring dilation of ÑA→B . Define

|τ〉BEXX
′R :=

∑
x∈Σ

√
px |τx〉BER |x〉X |x〉X

′
:=
∑
x∈Σ

√
px U

A→BE
Ñ |ψx〉AR |x〉X |x〉X

′
.

By the definition of the entanglement of purification,

Ep(B : XX ′R)τ = min
ΛE→EB

S(BEB)Λ(τ).

Let ΛE→EB
∗ be an optimal channel achieving the minimum above. As D → 0, S(BEB)Λ∗(τ) converges to S(BEB)M(ρ),

whereMA→BEB is a quantum channel such that TrEB
[MA→BEB (ρAX)] = ρAX . By Koashi-Imoto’s theorem (Theorem

2), the channelMA→BEB only acts on the redundant part of the state ρAX ; that is, we can write

MA→BEB (ρAX) :=
∑
x

px
∑
c

pc|x|c〉〈c|C ⊗ ωNEB
c ⊗ ρQxc ⊗ |x〉〈x|X ,
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where ωNEB
c is a state such that TrEB

[ωNEB
c ] = ωNc . Therefore,

S(BEB)M(ρ) = S(CQNEB)M(ρ)

= S(C)M(ρ) + S(QNEB |C)M(ρ)

= S(C)M(ρ) + S(Q|C)M(ρ) + S(NEB |C)M(ρ)

≥ S(C)M(ρ) + S(Q|C)M(ρ)

= S(CQ)M(ρ)

= S(CQ)ρ

= S(CQ)|ψ〉〈ψ|

where the third line is obtained because the state on NEBQ is a product state when we conditioned on system C; in
particular, for each c, the state on NEBQ is ωNEB

c ⊗
∑
x pxρ

Q
cx. Therefore,

lim
D→0

min
NA→B

Ep(B : XX ′R)N (|ψ〉〈ψ|) ≥ S(CQ)|ψ〉〈ψ|.

�

C. Full Rate Region of Rate Distortion Theory

In quantum information theory, the characterization of the full rate region of a given information processing task is
one of the ultimate goals to understand the fundamental performance and cost of the task. Here, we generalize our
arguments from the previous sections to provide the full qubit-entanglement rate region of the rate distortion coding
for ensemble sources.

Theorem 20 (Full rate region of rate-distortion compression). Rate-distortion coding of a given source |ψ〉AJXX
′R

with distortion D is achievable if and only if its qubit rate R and entanglement rate E satisfy

R ≥ 1

k

1

2
I(BkEB : RkXkX ′k)Λk(τk), (13)

R+ E ≥ 1

k
S(BkEB)Λk(τk), (14)

for some quantum channels NAkJk→Bk

k and ΛE→EB

k , the channel NAkJk→Bk

k satisfies the distortion condition in the
statement of Theorem 15, and the state τk is as defined in the statement of Theorem 15.

Proof. We first show achievability, and then the converse.
The achievability of the given rate-region can be shown by considering a protocol very similar to the one used in the

proof of Theorem 15, so we only describe the two differences: (1) Alice’s processing need not minimize S(BkEB)Λk(τk)

here. (2) Instead of Schumacher compression, n copies of the k-copy state are transmitted using quantum state
redistribution [41, 42] with error εn. This quantum state redistribution can be performed with qubit rate R and the
entanglement rate E if

R ≥ 1

k

1

2
I(BkEB : RkXkX ′k)Λk(τk),

R+ E ≥ 1

k
S(BkEB)Λk(τk).

The same continuity argument in Theorem 15 also applies to show that the protocol satisfies the distortion condition.
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For the converse, consider a fixed k that is sufficiently large so that there is a compression protocol (Ek,Dk) with
qubit rate R and entanglement rate E satisfying the distortion condition given by Definition 13 and Eq. (6). For this
protocol, σk, ξk are as defined in Section III (with k instead of n for the block size). We need to propose quantum
channels NAkJk→Bk

k with Stinespring dilation UA
kJk→BkE
Nk

and ΛE→EB

k with Stinespring dilation UE→EAEB

Λk
so that

NAkJk→Bk

k satisfies the distortion condition, and the inequalities (13) and (14) on the rates R,E are satisfied. To this
end, we take NAkJk→Bk

k to be the composition of the following steps:
(1) appending the entangled state ΦA0B0 to (ρ⊗k)A

kJkXk

,
(2) applying the encoding operation EA

kJkA0→M
k (with environment system WA),

(3) applying the decoding operation DMB0→Bk

k (with environment system WB),
and NAkJk→Bk

k has environment system E = WAWB. We take ΛE→EB

k as the quantum channel that first discards
system WA and then renames WB as EB = WB .

We now have the following chain of inequalities for k copies with qubit rate R:

2kR = 2 log dim(M)

≥ I(MB0 : RkXkX ′k)σk

= I(BkWB : RkXkX ′k)ξk ,

using the dimension bound and monotonicity of the quantum mutual information. We also have the following chain of
inequalities with qubit rate R and entanglement rate E:

kR+ kE = log dim(M) + log dim(B0)

≥ S(M)σk
+ S(B0)σk

≥ S(MB0)σk

= S(BkWB)ξk .

Identifying ξk as Λk(τk) and WB as EB , we obtain

2kR ≥ I(BkEB : RkXkX ′k)Λk(τk),

kR+ kE ≥ S(BkEB)Λk(τk).

�

Remark 21. Recalling Theorem 14 characterizing the optimal trade-off of the entanglement-assisted compression, the
edge of the union of

R ≥ 1

k
I(BkEB : RkXkX ′k)Λk(τk)

must be expressed as

R ≥ 1

2
I(B : XX ′R)N (|ψ〉〈ψ|),

where NAJ→B satisfies the distortion constraint. That is, if Alice and Bob have a sufficient amount of entanglement,
Alice does not need to apply her local operation ΛE→EB to achieve the optimal qubit rate.
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V. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

In this paper, we investigated quantum rate-distortion compression with and without entanglement. We assumed
a quantum mixed-state ensemble source with side information so that our analysis covers both visible and blind
compression. First, we derived the rate-distortion function for entanglement assisted compression, and we proved
that the optimal rate can be expressed using a single-letter formula of quantum mutual information. Second, we
showed that the rate-distortion function for the unassisted case is expressed in terms of a regularized entanglement of
purification. We showed interesting implications of this result to visible and blind scenarios. In the visible scenario,
the distortion function can be simplified, and it only depends on Bob’s system and the reference system. In the blind
case, we proved that our multi-letter rate distortion function can be single-letterized in the limit of D → 0. Finally,
we found the full qubit-entanglement rate region for rate-distortion theory of mixed states. Thus, we characterized
rate-distortion compression of mixed states, which has not been covered before. We believe our work furthers the
understanding of the limits of quantum data compression with finite approximations.
There are several interesting possible future directions. In Theorem 19, we proved a relation between Koashi and

Imoto’s optimal blind compression rate and our rate-distortion function. On the other hand, since the optimal visible
compression rate was analyzed under global error criterion, there is no direct connection between the optimal rate
and our rate-distortion function in the visible case. In addition, it would be interesting to see if our rate-distortion
functions are additive or not. Some of these rate-distortion functions are expressed using multi-letter formulae, and it
would be highly useful if there are simplified characterizations. Finally, we believe that our approach taken in this
paper can be applied to other setups that involves data processing of mixed states. It would be highly important to
see what type of trade-off can be seen in other quantum information processing setups.
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Lemma 22. For D1, D2 > 0 and λ ∈ (0, 1), it holds that

Rea(λD1 + (1− λ)D2) ≤ λRea(D1) + (1− λ)Rea(D2).

Proof. Let NAJ→B
1 and NAJ→B

2 be quantum channels achieving

Rea(D1) =
1

2
I(B : XX ′R)N1(ψ),

Rea(D2) =
1

2
I(B : XX ′R)N2(ψ).

Then, we have that

Rea(λD1 + (1− λ)D2) ≤ 1

2
I(B : XX ′R)(λN1+(1−λ)N2(ψ)

≤ λ1

2
I(B : XX ′R)N1(ψ) + (1− λ)

1

2
I(B : XX ′R)N2(ψ)

= λRea(D1) + (1− λ)Rea(D2),

where the second inequality follows from Lemma 7. �
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