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Entanglement distillation allows to convert noisy quantum states into singlets, which can in turn be used for
various quantum technological tasks, such as quantum teleportation and quantum key distribution. Entanglement
dilution is the inverse process: singlets are converted into quantum states with less entanglement. While the
usefulness of distillation is apparent, practical applications of entanglement dilution are less obvious. Here,
we show that entanglement dilution can increase the resilience of shared quantum states to local noise. The
increased resilience is observed even if diluting singlets into states with arbitrarily little entanglement. We
extend our analysis to other quantum resource theories, such as quantum coherence, quantum thermodynamics,
and purity. For these resource theories, we demonstrate that diluting pure quantum states into noisy ones can be
advantageous for protecting the system from noise. Our results demonstrate the usefulness of quantum resource
dilution, and provide a rare example for an advantage of noisy quantum states over pure states in quantum

information processing.

As has been realized in the early days of quantum infor-
mation theory, two remote parties sharing a pair of entangled
particles can perform information processing tasks which are
not possible in classical physics [1]. An important example
of that is quantum key distribution [2], allowing the parties to
establish a provably secure key. Typically, these tasks employ
singlets, highly entangled states of two quantum bits. If the
quantum states shared by the remote parties are noisy, it is still
possible to perform tasks based on singlets by applying entan-
glement distillation [3, 4]. This procedure allows us to extract
singlets from a large number of copies of a noisy state, addi-
tionally making use of local operations and classical commu-
nication (LOCC) between the remote parties. Quantum states
which can be converted into singlets in this way are called dis-
tillable. Since most quantum information processing tasks are
based on singlets, this makes all distillable states also useful
for these tasks. However, not all entangled states are distill-
able, a phenomenon known as bound entanglement [5].

Conversely, it is possible to dilute singlets into quantum
states with less entanglement [4]. For pure entangled states,
optimal distillation and dilution procedures are known in the
limit where a large number of copies of the state is avail-
able [4]. Two remote parties, Alice and Bob, sharing a large
number of copies of a pure entangled state [)*? can distill
them into singlets with the maximal rate S (y*), where y* =
Trp[”2] is the reduced state of Alice, S (o) = —Tr[plog, p] is
the von Neumann entropy, and y*? = |y)(y|*E. The maximal
rate for diluting singlets into [y)*% is given by 1/S (¥*). For
pure entangled states the distillation and dilution procedures
are reversible, which means that in the asymptotic limit it is
possible to distill [)*2 into singlets and dilute them back into
|l//>AB in a lossless way [4].

While the dilution procedure is possible in principle, it is
reasonable to believe that in practice it is never advantageous
to degrade singlets into weakly entangled states. As we will
see in this article, this intuition is not correct: there exist quan-
tum information processing tasks where entanglement dilu-
tion is essential, even if the diluted states contain arbitrarily
little entanglement. Distillation and dilution is not limited to

entanglement, and has also been considered in general quan-
tum resource theories [6]. The basis of any quantum resource
theory is the definition of free states and free operations, cor-
responding to states and transformations which can be created
or performed at no cost within reasonable physical constraints.
Important examples are the resource theories of quantum co-
herence [7], thermodynamics [8], and purity [9]. As we will
see, resource dilution provides an advantage in these quantum
resource theories as well.

Reducing entanglement loss under local noise. Consider
two remote parties, Alice and Bob, who share n singlets
Y™ = (101)-]10))/ V2. We assume that Bob’s quantum mem-
ory is not perfect, each qubit undergoing local noise A. After
the action of the noise, Alice and Bob end up with n copies
of the noisy state p = 1 ® A[y~]. For large n, they can dis-
till the states p into nE4(p) singlets, where Eq4 is the distillable
entanglement [1, 10]. Since Alice and Bob started with n sin-
glets, n[1 — Eq4(p)] is the number of singlets lost due to the
imperfections of Bob’s quantum memory.

Can Alice and Bob reduce the loss of entanglement by pre-
processing their quantum systems accordingly? As we will
see, this is indeed possible if Alice and Bob dilute their sin-
glets into states with little entanglement, see Fig. 1. By using
LOCC, Alice and Bob can dilute their n singlets into 1/S (")
copies of a weakly entangled state |/). We assume that this
dilution procedure can be achieved before the action of the
noise. Note that the number of diluted states i) is larger than
the number of singlets n, and each of the additional qubits of
Bob is also subject to the same noise A, see Fig. 1. After the
action of the noise, Alice and Bob end up sharing n/S (y*)
copies of the state o = 1 ® A[y/], which they can distill into
singlets at rate Eq(0). Overall, in the limit of large n, Alice
and Bob can obtain nE4(11 ® A[y])/S (") singlets using the
dilution procedure.

From the above discussion, it is clear that the dilution pro-
vides an advantage whenever the inequality
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Figure 1. Applying entanglement dilution to reduce the loss of entanglement under local noise. Figure a) shows the setup without dilution:
a singlet [y~ is subject to local noise on Bob’s side, resulting in the state p = 1 ® A[yy"]. In our example, Alice and Bob can distill p into
singlets at rate 1/3. In figure b), Alice and Bob first dilute their singlets into weakly entangled states |i/). Each of these states undergoes the
same local noise as in figure a), resulting in the states o = 1 ® A[y], which can then again be distilled into singlets. The overall singlet rate is

2/3, showing an improvement over the setup in figure a).

holds for some state [y). As we will now see, the dilution
procedure can indeed provide an advantage, even if the diluted
states |/) exhibit arbitrarily little entanglement. We assume
that Bob’s qubits are subject to phase damping described by
Alp] = Kong +K; pKi", with Kraus operators

1 0 0 0
K0=(o m) K'=(o «/ﬁ)’ @

and 0 < A < 1. We consider a situation when Alice and Bob
dilute their singlets into pure states |i/) = cos @ |00)+sina [11).
In Fig. 2, we show both sides of the inequality (1) for 1 =
1/2 as a function of «, see Supplemental Material for a more
detailed analysis. We see that diluting the singlets provides an
advantage for all @ in the range 0 < a < n/4. Moreover, the
performance of dilution increases with decreasing @, reaching
its maximal value for @ — 0. This behavior is surprising, as
for @ = 0 the state is not entangled.

A more general strategy to reduce the loss of entanglement
is to dilute singlets into copies of a noisy state p. Using the
same arguments as above, the overall singlet rate in this pro-
cedure is given by E4(1l ® A[p])/E.(0), where E. is the en-
tanglement cost. An interesting question which is left open in
this article is whether the dilution into noisy states can provide
an advantage when compared to the dilution into pure states.
As we will see below, in other quantum resource theories, di-
luting into noisy states can indeed improve the performance
of the procedure.

The results presented above are highly counterintuitive, es-
pecially if we compare them to other results investigating the
role of weakly entangled states for entanglement distribution.
As has been noticed in [11, 12], for some noisy qubit chan-
nels A there exist non-maximally entangled states |i) such
that E(1®A[y]) > E(1QA[y~]), where E is a suitably chosen
quantifier of entanglement. As has been further shown in [12],
this effect never appears for Pauli channels, i.e., a quantum
channels of the type A[p] = Z?:o pioipo; with g = 1. In

this situation, it is true that E(11 @ A[y~]) > E(ll ® A[p]) for
any bipartite state p and any entanglement quantifier £ [12].
Noting that the noise defined in Eq. (2) also corresponds to a
Pauli channel, we see that the problem considered in our ar-
ticle is significantly different from entanglement distribution
via noisy channels. While maximally entangled states are op-
timal resource for entanglement distribution via a noisy chan-
nel of the form (2), they are not necessarily an optimal choice
to reduce the entanglement loss under the same type of noise.

Reducing the loss of coherence. We will now investigate
the usefulness of resource dilution for preserving quantum co-

herence. Here, we assume that an initial collection of n qubits
in a maximally coherent state [+) = (|0) + [1)) \2 undergoes
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Figure 2. Reducing entanglement loss under local phase damping
by diluting into pure states |y) = cos @ |00) + sin @ |11). Solid curve
shows R = Eq(1®A[y])/S (y*) as a function of @ for noise parameter
A = 1/2. This corresponds to the singlet rate achievable via dilution
into |). Dashed line shows the corresponding singlet rate E4(1 ®
Aly~]) if no dilution is applied. Maximal performance is achieved in
the limit @ — 0.



a local decoherence process A (which we will specify later),
leading to n copies of a final state p = A[|+){+|]. Similar
to entanglement, we will now see that the loss of coherence
can be reduced by diluting the maximally coherent states into
weakly coherent ones.

In the following, we will focus on the resource theory of
coherence based on maximally incoherent operations [7, 13].
We take the free states to be diagonal in the reference basis
{li)}, and the free operations to be all operations which do not
create coherence in the reference basis. This is the largest
set of operations which is compatible with any reasonable re-
source theory of quantum coherence, we refer to the Supple-
mental Material for more details.

After each of the qubits undergoes the decoherence pro-
cess, in the limit of large n it is possible to distill the result-
ing states p into maximally coherent states at rate C(p) =
S(Alp]l) — S(p) [14] with A[p] = 3, ilpli) [i){il. Similar to
entanglement dilution, it is possible to perform coherence di-
lution, converting the maximally coherent states into weakly
coherent states y at rate 1/C(u). Letting these states undergo
the decoherence process A, the overall rate of maximally co-
herent states obtainable after the action of the noise is given
by C(A[u])/C(u). As we will see in the following, dilution
is useful for protecting a system from a decoherence process.
Moreover, we will see that for some types of noise it is ad-
vantageous to dilute the states |+) into mixed states with little
coherence.

We will demonstrate this effect for the single-qubit ampli-
tude damping, which is represented by the Kraus operators
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In Fig. 3, we show the final rate of maximally coherent states
achievable without dilution, with dilution into pure qubit
states of the form |¢) = cosa|0) + sina|1), and into mixed
states of the form p = sin @ [+)(+| + cos? a1l /2 for y = 0.9.
As we see from Fig. 3, by diluting into pure qubit states it is
possible to extract maximally coherent states at an overall rate
of 0.15, which is achieved for @ ~ 0.34. This is also the maxi-
mal possible rate achievable by dilution into pure qubit states,
see Supplemental Materials for more details. In contrast to
this, diluting into the mixed state y achieves maximal perfor-
mance in the limit « — 0, leading to an overall coherence
rate log(19)/18 =~ 0.16. Noting that the state u is maximally
mixed in this limit, this result is highly counterintuitive, as
it means that the best performance is obtained by creating a
large number of states which are almost maximally mixed.

Reducing the loss of energy and coherence in quantum
thermodynamics. As we will now see, the ideas presented
above are also applicable to the resource theory of quan-
tum thermodynamics. Here, we consider a quantum system
S with Hamiltonian Hg, and the corresponding Gibbs state
yS = ePHs ITr[ePHs] at the inverse temperature 8 = 1/kT.
The Gibbs state is the free state of the resource theory of quan-
tum thermodynamics, and the free transformations are known
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Figure 3. Reducing the loss of coherence by dilution for single-qubit
amplitude damping noise. We show the rate R = C(A[u])/C(u) by
dilution into pure states cos @ |0) + sina |1) (solid curve) and mixed
states sin @ |+ )+ + cos? a1 /2 (dashed curve) for y = 0.9 as a func-
tion of @. Using dilution into pure qubit states, best performance
is achieved for @ ~ 0.34, with coherence rate R ~ 0.15. By di-
luting into mixed states, it is possible to obtain coherence at rate
R =10g(19)/18 ~ 0.16, which is achieved in the limit @« — 0. Dotted
line shows the coherence rate R = C(A[|+){+]]) ~ 0.13 achievable
without dilution.

as thermal operations [15]. These are transformation of the
system which can be implemented by coupling the system
to a thermal bath with Hamiltonian Hp and applying an en-
ergy preserving unitary: A[p®] = Trg[U(p® ® y5)UT], where
[U,Hs + Hg] = 0. Thermal operations preserve the Gibbs
state and do not increase the Helmholtz free energy of the sys-
tem [16, 17].

If n copies of a quantum state p are available, then in the
limit n — oo by using thermal operations it is possible to con-
vert p into a state o which is diagonal in the eigenbasis of Hy
atrate [17]
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R =2 = oty

“4)

with the quantum relative entropy S (plly) = Tr[plog, p] —
Tr[plog, yl. If o is not diagonal in the energy eigenbasis, the
conversion is possible at the same rate by using thermal oper-
ations together with a sublinear number of qubits with coher-
ence [17]. It is possible to relax the set of free transformation
to be Gibbs-preserving, i.e., making the only requirement that
they leave the Gibbs state invariant [18]. In this case, asymp-
totic transformations are also characterized by Eq. (4), as fol-
lows from results in [19]. In contrast to thermal operations,
no additional coherence is required in this setup.

In the following, we will focus on qubit systems with
Hamiltonian H = Eg |Eg){Eo| + E1 |E|){E]| at temperature 7,
where |E;) are the eigenstates of the Hamiltonian with eigen-
values E;, and E| is the ground state energy. Consider now
n qubits, initialized in the excited state |E;). We assume that
each of the qubits is subject to a thermal noise A, i.e., noise
which does not create coherence in the eigenbasis of Hg and



does not increase the Helmholtz free energy of the system.
As we will now see, diluting the excited state |E;) into noisy
states can provide an advantage, making the overall n qubit
system more robust against the action of thermal noise.

In analogy to our previous results for entanglement and co-
herence, by diluting n copies of the excited states into u before
the action of the noise it is possible to obtain excited states
at the overall rate S (A[u]lly)/S (ully). Dilution of the excited
state into u provides an advantage whenever

S(Aledlly) S S(ALENE ) )
S (ully) SUEiXEllly)
Consider now noise of the form
Alp]l = py + (1 - p)Alp], (6)

with A[p] = X, (EilolE;) |E;){E;| and 0 < p < 1. It s clear that
the noise A is thermal, as it destroys all coherence eventually
available in the state p and does not increase the Helmholtz
free energy of the system. For this type of noise, optimal per-
formance can be achieved by diluting the excited state into a
diagonal state:

1= (1—-q)|Eg)}Eol + g|E1)XEl, @)

we refer to the Supplemental Material for more details.

Our previous results for the resource theories of entangle-
ment and coherence suggest that dilution procedure shows op-
timal performance in the limit of the resource-free states. We
will see that this is no longer the case in quantum thermo-
dynamics, where the optimal states can be far away from the
Gibbs state. This can be seen from Fig. 4, where we show
the overall rate S (A [u]lly) /S (ully) for diagonal states u as a
function of g for T = 0.3 and p = 0.9. The optimal value of ¢
in this case is given by 0.85, whereas the weight of the excited
state for the Gibbs state is 0.03. Thus, the optimal state y in
this case is far away from the resource-free state.

We further note that any state of the form (7) is optimal for
some thermal noise, i.e., for any value O < g < 1 there ex-
ists a thermal noise such that diluting into u achieves optimal
performance. Numerical evidence for this is provided in the
Supplemental Material.

So far we have focused on transformations between states
which are diagonal in the energy eigenbasis. We will now go
one step further, assuming that the initial state has coherence,
ie., [¢) = cosa|Ep) + sine |E}). Our goal now is to protect
this state from decoherence in the eigenbasis of the Hamilto-
nian, i.e., from thermal noise with Kraus operators as given
in Eq. (2). Protecting ) from decoherence can be achieved
by transforming the state into some diagonal state u of the
form (7). Note that any diagonal state is invariant under de-
coherence. For large number of copies of the initial state, the
conversion into y is possible via thermal operations at rate
S Wlly)/S (ully) [17], where we assume that u # y. Moreover,
it is possible to convert u back into |) via Gibbs-preserving
operations at rate S (ully)/S (¢¥lly) [19]. For transformations
via thermal operations, additionally a sublinear number of
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Figure 4. Reducing the loss of free energy of the excited states under
thermal noise given in Eq. (6) by diluting them into diagonal states
of the form (7). The curve shows the final rate of excited states R =
S (A [u]lly) /S (ully) as a function of g for T = 0.3 and p = 0.9.
Maximal performance is achieved for ¢ =~ 0.85.

qubits with coherence is required [17]. The overall procedure
is reversible in the asymptotic limit. Thus, it is possible to
completely protect a system from decoherence in the eigen-
basis of the Hamiltonian using Gibbs-preserving operations.
The same is true for thermal operations, if we have access to
a sublinear number of qubits with coherence.

Another resource theory which is closely related to quan-
tum thermodynamics is the resource theory of purity [9, 20].
Here, the free state is the maximally mixed state 1/d and
the free operations are unital, i.e., A[l/d] = 1/d. Asymp-
totic transformation rates in this theory are given by Eq. (4)
if we set y = 1/d [9]. By the same arguments as above,
we see that the rate for preserving a pure state from uni-
tal noise A by diluting it into a noisy state u is given by
S (Alpllin/d) /S (ullt/d).

We will now focus on single-qubit settings. Consider
single-qubit depolarizing noise A[p] = p1/2+ (1 — p)p. If we
want to protect the system from this noise by diluting it into
a state y, it is enough to consider diagonal states of the form
u=(1-¢g)10)0| + g|1){1]. In Fig. 5 we show the behavior of
S (A[udll1/2) /S (u]|1/2) as a function of g for p = 1/2. As
we prove in the Supplemental Material, for any O < p < 1 the
rate is maximal in the limit ¢ — 1/2. Note that the state u is
maximally mixed in this limit, thus the performance increases
with increased level of dilution. As we discuss in the Sup-
plemental Material, similar statement can be made for general
depolarizing noise of a d-dimensional systems.

Our discussion on the resource theory of purity has so far
focused on single-qubit systems. Recalling that in our proce-
dure unital transformations are performed onto a large num-
ber of qubits, it is reasonable to ask if establishing corre-
lations between the qubits can enhance the performance of
the protocol. In particular, instead of diluting n pure qubit
states into noisy states of a single qubit, one could transform
them into some correlated k-qubit states p;. Analogously
to the previous discussion, in the limit n — oo the overall
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Figure 5. Reducing the loss of purity under depolarization A[p] =
pll/2 + (1 — p)p by diluting pure states into noisy states u = (1 —
q) 10)0] + ¢ |1)(1| via unital operations. The curve shows the rate R =
S (A[pll/2) /S (ul|1/2) as a function of ¢ for p = 1/2. Maximal
performance is achieved in the limit g — 1/2.

rate of pure states obtainable in this procedure is given by
S (A% [ 111 0x /25 /S (gl 56 /2F). Can correlations in the di-
luted state yy increase the performance of the procedure? As
we discuss in the Supplemental Material, correlations are not
useful when the state y; is pure. This result shows that dilut-
ing into noisy states provides an advantage even if correlations
are taken into account.

General quantum resource theories and strategies beyond
dilution. In a general quantum resource theory, asymptotic
conversion between states is determined by conversion rates
R(p — o), we refer to the Supplemental Material for a formal
definition. In general, our goal is to preserve a noisy quantum
system in the pure state |/), where the noise is described by
A, and we assume that A does not generate the resource un-
der consideration. If n copies of the state |y) are subject to
noise, then in the limit n — oo the resulting states A[y] can be
converted back into the original state |y/) at rate R(A[Y] — ).

In analogy to our discussion for entanglement, coherence,
and thermodynamics, we assume that it is possible to dilute
n copies of the initial state |y) into another state y before the
action of the noise. For large n, this is possible at the rate
R(y — p). The resulting state u is then subject to noise A.
Since our goal is to preserve the system in the initial state [i),
the state A[u] is converted back into ). The overall rate of
the conversion procedure (i.e. the number of final states [i)
per copy of the initial state) is given by R(Y — p) X R(A[u] —
). Diluting into the state u provides an advantage whenever

R — ) X R(A[u] = ¢) > R(A[Y] = ¥). ®)

If the resource theory is reversible, i.e., R(p — o) X R(oc —
p) = 1 for any two resource states p and o, then the overall rate
R — @) X R(A[u] — ) is the same for all resource states
[¥), we refer to the Supplemental Material for more details.

For the resource theories of entanglement, coherence, quan-
tum thermodynamics, and purity we have seen that resource

dilution provides an advantage for protecting a quantum sys-
tem from noise. However, dilution is not the most general
strategy. For simplicity, we will focus on the resource theory
of entanglement, but the presented ideas are also applicable
to other resource theories. In particular, we assume that Alice
and Bob share n singlets initially, aiming to protect them from
local qubit noise on Bob’s side. The most general strategy is
to first convert the n singlets into 2m-qubit state p,,,, where
Alice and Bob each hold m of the qubits. After the action of
noise, Alice and Bob end up sharing the state 1" ® A®"[py,,,].
In the final step, they perform local operations and classical
communication, aiming to convert the state 1% ® A®"[p,,,]
into k singlets. The maximal possible singlet rate k/n achiev-
able in this process can be seen as a figure of merit in this task,
which we term entanglement protection rate.

Here we provide a formal definition of the entanglement
protection rate for any type of quantum noise A acting on a
Hilbert space of dimension d. Let ®; be an LOCC proto-
col which takes 2n qubits as an input and gives 2m quantum
systems of dimension d at the output, and in both cases two
halves of the system belong to Alice and Bob, respectively.
Similarly, @, is an LOCC protocol which acts on 2m quan-
tum systems of dimension d, producing a quantum state of 2k
qubits at the output. Recalling the definition of quantum fi-
delity F(p, o) = Tr[p!/20p'/2], we are now ready to define
the single-shot fidelity for entanglement protection:

F(A,n, k)= sup F(Da[I®" @A™ (@1[16" X0 " *"|)| 16" 1" 1™).

D1, 0,
€))
With this, we define the entanglement protection rate of A as
follows:

E,(A) = sup {r : lim F(A,n,Lrn)) = 1}. (10)

Clearly, the entanglement protection rate is lower bounded
by the rate achieved via entanglement dilution procedure de-
scribed above in this article:

Eq(1®Alp])
E,(A) > su , 1D
A N7

where the supremum is taken over all bipartite states p. It
remains an open question if there exist procedures which are
strictly more powerful than dilution. The same question is
open for general quantum resource theories, by extending the
entanglement protection rate to a resource protection rate in a
straightforward way.

Conclusions. We have seen that diluting quantum re-
sources has practical applications for protecting a quantum
system from noise. This applies for entanglement, where di-
luting singlets into weakly entangled states can make the sys-
tem more resilient against the action of local noise. Simi-
lar effects were found in the resource theories of coherence,
quantum thermodynamics, and purity. Even more, for these
resource theories we found that for some types of noise it is



advantageous to dilute the system into a noisy state. This re-
sult is highly counterintuitive, as it demonstrates that noisy
states can outperform pure states in quantum information pro-
cessing tasks.

Several intriguing questions are left open in this work. One
such open question concerns the role of noisy states in entan-
glement dilution. While we have seen that diluting a singlet
into a weakly entangled pure state is advantageous for some
types of local noise, it remains unclear if dilution into a noisy
entangled state can perform even better. Moreover, our results
suggest that resource dilution might be useful for most quan-
tum resource theories, and for most types of resource non-
generating noise. To prove these statements is left open for
future research.
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SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL

Asymptotic state conversion
in general quantum resource theories

A general quantum resource theory is defined via a set of
free states F and the set of free operations {Af}. Any state
which is not element of ¥ is called resource state. Typically,
¥ is a convex subset of all quantum states. Moreover, the free
operations Ay cannot convert free states into resource states.
For a general resource theory, asymptotic conversion rate be-
tween two resource states p and o~ can be defined as [21]

)

12)

R(p — o) = sup {r : lim (inf HAf [p®”] — el
o \(a)
with the trace norm ||M||; = Tt VMM.

In the resource theory of entanglement, free operations are
typically assumed to be local operations and classical commu-
nication (LOCC), corresponding to a setting where the remote
parties can apply general local measurements, and communi-
cate the outcomes of the measurements via a classical chan-
nel [22]. The free states of this theory are separable states
Psep = 2 p,-p? ® pf [23]. In this theory, asymptotic con-
version rates are known for transformations between bipartite
pure states [4]:

Swh
R — ¢ = . (13)

S(¢h)
The general conversion rates are related to the distillable en-
tanglement and entanglement cost [10] of a state p as follows:

Eq(p) = R(p = ¢) (14)
1

ElD) = 7 (15)
In the resource theory of coherence, the free states are di-
agonal in a reference basis {[i)} [7, 13, 24]. The set of all
states diagonal in the reference basis will be denoted by 7.
While different sets of free operations have been defined in
the literature [7], we focus on maximally incoherent opera-
tions in this article. These are all operations which cannot
create coherence from diagonal states, i.e., A[o] € I for any
o € I [13]. Asymptotic conversion rates under maximally
incoherent operations are known for transition between all

quantum states [14]:

)
R(p — o) = o) (16)

with the relative entropy of coherence [24]
Clp) = inf S(pllor) = S (AlpD) = S(p)- a7)

In the resource theory of quantum thermodynamics, we
consider a quantum system S with Hamiltonian Hy. The free

state is the Gibbs state
e PHs

~ Tr[e-PHs |

,yS

with the inverse temperature 8 = 1/kT [25]. The free op-
erations of this theory can be implemented by coupling the
system to a thermal bath with Hamiltonian Hp and applying
an energy preserving unitary [15]:

(18)

Alp®1 = Trp[U(0° ® Y#)U'], (19)

where yB is the Gibbs state of the bath, and the unitary U
fulfills [U, Hg + Hg] = 0. Transformations of the form (19)
are known as thermal operations. Asymptotic conversion rates
in this theory are given by [17]

_ Sy
S(ly)’

where the final state o is diagonal in the eigenbasis of the
Hamiltonian. For a general state o conversion is possible at
the same rate if a sublinear number of qubits with coherence
is provided [17].

A resource theory is called reversible if asymptotic tran-
sitions between any resource states are possible in a lossless
way, i.e., if for any pair of resource states p and o the follow-
ing equality holds [21]

R — o) (20)

R(p > o)X R(oc - p)=1. 21

From the above discussion it is clear that the resource theory
of purity and the resource theory of coherence based on maxi-
mally incoherent operations are reversible. While the resource
theory of entanglement is reversible for bipartite pure states,
it is not reversible in general [26], even if all non-entangling
operations are taken into account [27]. In the following, we
assume that asymptotic transformations between any two re-
source states are possible with non-zero rate, as is the case in
most quantum resource theories.

Note that for any reversible theory, the following equality
holds for any three resource states p, o, and 1:

R(p > o)X R(oc > 1) =R(p — 7). (22)

This can be seen by contradiction, assuming that the equality
does not hold for some resource states. Let us first assume
that

R(p > o)X R(c = 1) <R(p = 1), (23)

which implies that

R(p — 1)

R(p_>0—)<R(0'—>T)

=R — 17) XR(T - 0), 24)
where the last equality was obtained by using Eq. (21). This
is a contradiction, since it is always possible to convert p into
o via the state 7, i.e., R(op = 0) > R(p — 7) X R(t — o). The
remaining case

R(p > )X R(c - 17)>R(p—> 1) (25)



is treated similarly. Also in this case we obtain a contradiction,
as it is always possible to convert p into 7 via the state o.

Using the above results, we can show that for any reversible
resource theory the performance of the dilution procedure
does not depend on the initial state, i.e.,

R(p = W XR(A[u] = p) =R(c - ) xR(A[u] - o)
(26)
for any two resource states p and o-. This can be seen directly
using Eq. (22):

Ro->wWXR(A[u] = p)=R( —> ) XR(0c — )
XR(A[u] » o)X R — p)
=R(oc->uXR(A[u] - 0).
(27

Under few minimal assumptions, it was shown in [21] that
for any reversible resource theory the asymptotic conversion
rates are given by

_E)

Rip =)= 2505,

(28)

where EX(p) = lim,_,« E(0®")/n, and E,(p) denotes the min-
imal relative entropy between p and the set of free states 7 :
E.(p) = inf,ex S (pllo). This applies to the resource theory of
purity and the resource theory of coherence based on maxi-
mally incoherent operations. Also, in the resource theory of
quantum thermodynamics the conversion rates are given by
expressions of the form (28).

Advantage of entanglement dilution

We consider single-qubit phase damping on Bob’s side with
Kraus operators as given in Eq. (2). If no dilution is applied,
after the action of the noise Alice and Bob can obtain singlets
atrate Eq(11 ® A[Y~]). Since the state 1 ® A[y~] is maximally
correlated, we can evaluate its distillable entanglement [28,
29]:

HT ‘1_’1] (29)

Eq(I®Aly 1) =1 —h(

with the binary entropy A(x) = —xlog, x — (1 — x)log,(1 — x).

We will now show that a better performance can be
achieved if Alice and Bob first dilute their singlets into states
of the form |/) = cos @ |00) + sina|11). The state I ® A[y] is
also maximally correlated, and its distillable entanglement is
given as [28, 29]

Es(1®A[y])=h (0052 cx) —h (1 + V2Acostha) = 24 + 4) .
2 4
(30)
With these results, we can evaluate both sides of the in-
equality (1), the result is shown in Fig. 2.

Minimal loss of coherence for pure states and single-qubit
amplitude damping noise

In Fig. 3 of the main text we show the overall coherence
rate C(A[y])/C(¥) for single-qubit amplitude damping noise
and pure states of the form

|y = cosa|0) + sina|1) 3D

as a function of @, where the maximal rate R ~ 0.15 was at-
tained for @ ~ 0.34. We will now show that this is indeed the
maximal possible rate achievable by coherence dilution into
pure qubit states. For this, it is enough to notice that any other
qubit state can be obtained from a state of the form (31) by
applying a diagonal unitary. Note that the amplitude damp-
ing noise commutes with any such unitary, and moreover the
relative entropy of coherence C is invariant under digonal uni-
taries. We thus obtain

c(alwt)) caw
cwwrh T Cw

(32)

which proves the claim.

Quantum thermodynamics

Optimal states for thermal noise in Eq. (6)

Here we will prove that for noise of the form (6) the optimal
strategy is to dilute the excited state into a diagonal state of
the form (7). For proving this, note that A has the following
property: A(A[p]) = Alp]. This implies that

S(AA[LDIy) = S (Alpdlly). (33)

for any state u. In the next step, we express the quantum rela-
tive entropy as follows:

S(plly) = =S (p) = Tr[A(p) log, ¥]. (34)

Recall that the von Neumann entropy does not decrease un-
der dephasing: S(A[u]) = S(w), with equality if and only if
Alu] = p. It follows that

S (Afullly) = =S (A[p]) — Tr[A (u) log, ¥] (35)
< =S () - Tr[A () logy ¥] = S (ully)

with equality if and only if A[u] = u. Combining the above
results, we see that

S (ALully) _ S (A ALl
Sy = S(A[u]lly)
For p < 1 equality is attained if and only if i is diagonal in

the eigenbasis of the Hamiltonian. This proves that optimal
performance is achieved on diagonal states of the form (7).

(36)
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Figure 6. Optimal states for thermal noise given in Eq. (6). The
curves show optimal parameter gn.x [see Eq. (7)] as a function of
temperature T for p = 0.5 (solid curve), p = 0.9 (dashed curve) and
p = 0.99 (dotted curve).

Every qubit state is optimal for some thermal noise

Here we will present numerical evidence that for every
noisy qubit state u there exists some thermal noise A such that
diluting the excited state into u provides optimal performance.
For this, we consider noise of the form (6), which depends on
the parameter p and temperature 7. Recalling that the opti-
mal state u is diagonal in the energy eigenbasis [see Eq. (7)],
we numerically estimate the optimal parameter ¢ for different
values of p and T. The result is shown in Fig. 6, where we
display the maximal value of g as a function of temperature T
for p = 05, p =09, and p = 0.99. As is visible from the
figure, any value of ¢ is optimal for some p and 7.

Noise in Eq. (6) is a thermal operations

We will now show that the noise in Eq. (6) is a thermal
operation, which implies that it preserves the Gibbs state and
cannot increase the Helmholtz free energy. In particular, we
will show that the transformation in Eq. (6) can be seen as a
successive application of two thermal operations. For the first
thermal operation we choose the bath to be a qubit with the
Hamiltonian to be Hg = 1,, and the overall unitary is given
by

Ui = 15 ®[0)0° + o @117 (37)

where o-f is the Pauli z matrix acting on the system Hilbert
space. The thermal operation defined in this way completely
dephases the system state in the eigenbasis of the Hamiltonian
Hgs.

After the state is completely dephased, we implement an-

other thermal operation with Hgy = Hs = o, and the unitary

1 0 0 O
0 cos¢p —sing 0
0 sing cos¢p O
0 O 0 1

U, = (38)

with ¢ € [0, 2n]. It is straightforward to see that this unitary
commutes with the total Hamiltonian Hg + Hg. The transfor-
mation in Eq. (6) is obtained by setting p = cos’ ¢.

The phase damping operation defined through the Kraus
operators (2) is a thermal operation too. It can also be im-
plemented with a unitary in Eq. (37) when Hp is chosen such
that yg = p|0)0] + (1 — p) [1)(1], with p = 1 — 2/2.

Reducing purity loss for depolarizing noise

Here, we will show that in the resource theory of purity, the
optimal dilution procedure to protect a pure state on a Hilbert
space of dimension d from depolarizing noise

1
Alpl = P+ (I-pp (39)

is to dilute the state as close as possible to the maximally
mixed state, i.e.,

S (Alpllinja) _

S (A [pl |l /d)
TS Gl et

40
s 0

Suppose p; is the trajectory of an initial state py under semi-
group A;:

B 1
pr=Npo=epo+(1-e 7’)3. (41)

If {2:(0))

¢_, are eigenvalues of p,, then for 1 > 0,

L spitn = 3 diogam -
dt t d l=1 1 1
z 1
—ye ;ui(m = log (1) =

d
1
—y ;uim - <) log (1) = ¥S (py) + g log det p, =

1
~¥S(pll 5 1) +ylogd + g logdetp,. (42)

Because, for r > 0, the function logdetp, increases strictly
as t — oo, whereas at the same time the function § (p,||§]1)
strictly decreases, we conclude from the above calculation that
fort; >ty > 0,

@S edgh]
S(plI51)

S edgm)

= (43)
S(opll5 1)




This in turn implies that the function

 S(paslli)

= 44
S (PrasllF 1) @

1(6)
is increasing for small 6 > 0. Indeed, the fact follows directly
from (43), by computing the derivative % f(é)'(s—o’ and from
the semigroup property of the evolution p;. B

Setting A = Ay, 1.e. Ap;, = py,, We see that

S (APrya)ll31)
S (Prgsll 3 1)

S(AGp)liZ1)
S(pm”:ll]l)

(45)

for any 7y > 0, small 6 > 0, and any initial state py. Hence the
supremum

S(A@)lI71)
sup ——————

46
o SelLD o

is attained for p — 11.

Correlations in the resource theory of purity

We will now consider unital single-qubit noise. As dis-
cussed above in this article, it is possible to reduce the loss
of purity under unital noise by diluting the single-qubit pure

10

states into noisy states of a single qubit. However, it remained
unclear if the procedure can be improved by establishing cor-
relations between the qubits, i.e, whether creating a correlated
pure k-qubit state |y ) leads to a better performance. Here, we
will prove that this is not the case: correlations are not useful
in this procedure when considering pure states of k qubits. For
this, note that the figure of merit in this case is given by

S (ATl /2°) _ |- S (A®MTyal)
S Wl /2%) koo

We are interested in the maximum of this quantity, maximized
over all pure k-qubit states |if;). Note that maximizing the
right-hand side of Eq. (47) corresponds to minimizing the out-
put entropy of A®*. Recall that the minimal output entropy of
A1 ® A, is additive if A is a unital qubit channel [30]. Thus,
we conclude that for any k-qubit pure state i) there exists a
pure qubit state |¢;) and a pure k — 1-qubit state |¢;_;) such
that

(47)

SN d) = S(A[G1D+S (A% g1 ]) = S (A [$1®y-1)).

(48)
Iterating this procedure, we see that for any [i/;) there exists a
pure single-qubit state |¢) such that

S (A% [ya]) = kS (Alg)). (49)

This proves that the maximum of Eq. (47) (when maximized
over pure k-qubit states) is achieved on product states.
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