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DEGRADABLE STRONGLY ENTANGLEMENT BREAKING MAPS

REPANA DEVENDRA, GUNJAN SAPRA, AND K. SUMESH

Abstract. In this paper, we provide a structure theorem and various characterizations of degrad-

able strongly entanglement breaking maps on separable Hilbert spaces. In the finite dimensional

case, we prove that unital degradable entanglement breaking maps are precisely the C∗-extreme

points of the convex set of unital entanglement breaking maps on matrix algebras. Consequently,

we get a structure for unital degradable positive partial transpose (PPT-) maps.

1. Introduction

In [DeSh05], Devtak and Shor introduced the notion of degradable channels via comple-

mentary channels. Holevo ([Hol07]) used complementary channels to develop a class of chan-

nels for which the multiplicativity/additivity problem (c.f.[NiCh11]) has a positive solution.

Cubitt et al. ([CRS08]) characterized all degradable qubit channels. In [WoPe07], M.M Wolf

et al. introduced the notion of twisted diagonal channels and gave a simple criterion to check

the degradability. A subclass of degradable channels, called self-complementary channels,

was studied in [SRZ16]. It is known that entanglement breaking maps (on matrix algebras)

are anti-degradable maps but the converse is not true in general (c.f. [DeSh05], [CRS08]). In

this article, we investigate the mathematical structure of degradable (strongly) entanglement

breaking maps and their connections with the notion of C∗-extreme points of unital entangle-

ment breaking maps ([BDMS]) on matrix algebras.

This article is organized as follows. Section 2 contains basic definitions and theorems help-

ful in understanding the main results. We give elaborated details about complementary and

degradable maps as we could not find some of the mathematical details from the literature. In

section 3, we present various characterizations (Theorem 3.2) of degradable strongly entan-

glement breaking (SEB) maps on Hilbert spaces (finite or infinite dimensions), which includes

a structure theorem. Theorem 3.2 also answers the question of when a map complementary to

a SEB-map is SEB. Theorem 3.2 and [MuSi22, Corollary 7] together characterizes all degrad-

able PPT-maps on matrix algebras (See Remark 3.4). In Theorem 3.7, we provide a class of

positive maps for which the notions of antidegradabilty and strongly entanglement breaking

coincides. We concentrate on the finite-dimensional case in Section 4 and prove (Theorem 4.1)

that the class of unital degradable entanglement breaking maps coincide with the C∗-extreme

points of all unital entanglement breaking maps introduced by Bhat et al. [BDMS], and they

are in turn adjoints of extreme QC-channels ([HSR03]). In Theorem 4.6, we characterize PPT-

channels for which the associated Choi-matrix is a projection and their degradability property.

Finally, we consider degradable completely positive maps too. Though C∗-extreme points of

unital completely positive maps are degradable, we see in Example 4.13 that the converse is

not generally true.
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2. Preliminaries

Through out H and K (possibly with suffices) denote separable (finite or infinite dimen-

sional) complex Hilbert spaces with inner products linear in the second variable and conjugate

linear in the first variable. We let B(H, K) denotes the space of all bounded linear operators

from H to K, and B(H)+ denotes the cone of all positive operators in B(H) := B(H, H). Re-

call that A ∈ B(H)+ if and only if A = B∗B for some B ∈ B(H) if and only if 〈x, Ax〉 ≥ 0

for all x ∈ H. We let T(H) denotes the space of all trace-class operators on H, which is

a Banach space w.r.t the trace-norm given by ‖T ‖1 := tr(|T |), where tr(|T |) is the trace of

|T | := (T ∗T )
1

2 for all T ∈ T(H). The space (B(H), ‖.‖) is isometrically isomorphic to the dual

space of (T(H), ‖.‖1) via the map A 7→ φA, where φA(T ) := tr(AT ) for all T ∈ T(H) and

A ∈ B(H). The elements of

S(H) := {ρ ∈ T(H) : ρ ∈ B(H)+, ‖ρ‖1 = 1}

are called states on H. A state ρ ∈ S(H1 ⊗ H2) is said to be

(i) separable ([Wer89]) if ρ belongs to the closure (w.r.t ‖·‖1) of the convex hull of the set

{ρ(1) ⊗ ρ(2) : ρ(j) ∈ S(Hj), j = 1, 2};

(ii) countably decomposable separable ([KSW05]) if there exist states ρ
(j)
n ∈ S(Hj), j =

1, 2 such that1

ρ =
N∑

n=1

pnρ(1)
n ⊗ ρ(2)

n , (2.1)

where pn ∈ [0, 1] with
∑

n pn = 1 and N ∈ N ∪ {∞}.

Note that, by using spectral theorem for compact positive operators, we can replace states

by rank-one states in the definition of separability and countably decomposable separability.

Every countably decomposable separable state is separable, but the converse is not true in

general ([KSW05]). If both H1 and H2 are finite-dimensional spaces, then separability and

countably decomposable separability coincide; in such cases N < ∞ in 2.1 (c.f. [ChDo13]).

We say that a positive operator T ∈ T(H1 ⊗ H2) is separable (resp, countably decomposable

separable) if 1
tr(T ) T ∈ S(H1 ⊗ H2) is separable (resp, countably decomposable separable).

A linear map Φ : B(H1) → B(H2) is said to be positive if Φ(B(H1)+) ⊆ B(H2)+; completely

positive (CP) if the map idk ⊗Φ : Mk ⊗ B(H1) → Mk ⊗ B(H2) is positive for all k ∈ N, where

idk denotes the identity map on Mk = B(Ck); co-completely positive (co-CP) if the map T⊗Φ :

Mk ⊗ B(H1) → Mk ⊗ B(H2) is positive for all k ∈ N, where T denotes the transpose map on

Mk. If Φ is both CP and co-CP, then it is called a positive partial transpose (PPT) map. Note

that, given V ∈ B(H2, H1), the map AdV : B(H1) → B(H2) defined by AdV (X) := V ∗XV is a

normal (i.e., ultra weak continuous) CP-map. It is well-known ([Sti55],[Kra71]) that given a

positive linear map Φ : B(H1) → B(H2) the following assertions are equivalent:

(i) Φ is a normal CP-map.

1Through out this article we let Λ ⊆ N denotes an index set. Given a family {Aj}j∈Λ of bounded linear operators

on a Hilbert space
∑

j∈Λ
Aj and

∑
j∈Λ

Aj denote the limit of the series in the strong operator topology (SOT) and

trace-norm topology, respectively.
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(ii) (Kraus decomposition:) There exist a countable family {Aj}j∈Λ ⊆ B(H2, H1), called

Kraus operators, such that
∑

j∈Λ A∗
j Aj ∈ B(H2) and

Φ(X) =
∑

j∈Λ

A∗
j XAj , ∀ X ∈ B(H1). (2.2)

(iii) (Stinespring representation:) There exist a pair (K, A) consisting of a separable Hilbert

space K and a bounded linear operator A : H2 → H1 ⊗ K such that

Φ(X) = A∗(X ⊗ IK)A, ∀ X ∈ B(H1), (2.3)

where IK is the identity operator on K.

The pair (K, A) in the Stinespring representation can be chosen to be minimal in the sense

that span{(X ⊗ IK)Ah : h ∈ H2, X ∈ B(H1)} = H1 ⊗ K; such a pair is unique up to unitary

equivalence. If Φ has Kraus decomposition (2.2), then by taking K to be a Hilbert space with

an orthonormal basis {ej : j ∈ Λ} and by defining A : H2 → H1 ⊗ K as Ax :=
∑

j∈Λ Ajx ⊗ ej

we get a Stinespring representation (2.3). Conversely, if Φ has a Stinespring representation

(2.3), fixing an orthonormal basis {ej}j∈Λ of K, the operators Aj : H2 → H1 defined by A∗
j x :=

A∗(x ⊗ ej), j ∈ Λ, gives a Kraus decomposition (2.2) of Φ.

Let Φ : T(H1) → T(H2) be a bounded (w.r.t. trace norm) linear map. Then there exists a

bounded (w.r.t. operator norm) linear map Φ∗ : B(H2) → B(H1), called the dual of Φ, uniquely

determined by the identity tr(Φ∗(X)T ) = tr(XΦ(T )) for T ∈ T(H), X ∈ B(H2). A bounded

linear map Φ : T(H1) → T(H2) is said to be a quantum operation if Φ∗ is a normal CP-map.

(In quantum information theory, one often assumes that tr(Φ(T )) = tr(T ) for all T ∈ T(H1)

(equivalently Φ∗(I) = I), and in such case Φ is called a quantum channel ). Given a bounded

linear map Φ : T(H1) → T(H2), from the duality between the maps Φ and Φ∗, it follows that

the following assertions are equivalent:

(i) Φ is a quantum operation.

(ii) (Kraus decomposition:) There exist a countable family of bounded linear operators

{Aj}j∈Λ ⊆ B(H1, H2) with
∑

j∈Λ A∗
j Aj ∈ B(H1) such that 2

Φ(T ) =
∑

j∈Λ

AjT A∗
j , ∀ T ∈ T(H1). (2.4)

(iii) (Stinespring representation:) There exist a pair (K, A) consisting of a separable Hilbert

space K and a bounded operator A : H1 → H2 ⊗ K such that

Φ(T ) = trK(AT A∗), ∀ T ∈ T(H1), (2.5)

where trK is the partial trace w.r.t. the Hilbert space K.

If Φ is a quantum channel, then in (ii) we get
∑

j A∗
j Aj = I; and in (iii) we have A is an

isometry. Observe that (K, A) is a Stinespring representation of a quantum operation Φ if and

only if (K, A) is a Stinespring representation of Φ∗.

Note that a bounded normal linear map Φ : B(H1) → B(H2) is CP if and only if idK ⊗Φ :

B(K ⊗ H1) → B(K ⊗ H2) is positive for all separable Hilbert spaces K.

Definition 2.1. A quantum operation Φ : T(H1) → T(H2) is said to be

(i) entanglement breaking (EB-)map if (idK ⊗Φ)(ρ) ∈ T(K ⊗ H2) is separable for all sepa-

rable Hilbert space K and ρ ∈ S(K ⊗ H1).

2Whenever the series
∑

j
A∗

j
Aj converges in weak operator topology the series

∑
j

AjT A∗

j
converges in trace norm

for every T ∈ T(H1). (c.f. [Att, Proposition 6.3]).
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(ii) strong entanglement breaking (SEB-)map if (idK ⊗Φ)(ρ) ∈ T(K ⊗ H2) is countably de-

composable separable for all separable Hilbert space K and ρ ∈ S(K ⊗ H1).

(iii) positive partial transpose (PPT) if its dual Φ∗ : B(H2) → B(H1) is a PPT-map.

Every SEB-map is an EB-map; the converse is true if H1, H2 are finite dimensional, but

not true in general. See [Kho08, HSR03, KSW05, He13, LiDu15] for more details. We

let SEB(H1, H2) denotes the set of all SEB-maps from T(H1) to T(H2). Note that if Φ ∈

SEB(H1, H2), then Γ ◦ Φ is SEB for every quantum operation Γ : T(H2) → T(K). From the

following theorem it follows that Φ ◦ Γ is also SEB.

Theorem 2.2. Given a quantum operation Φ : T(H1) → T(H2) the following statements are

equivalent:

(i) Φ is SEB.

(ii) (Kraus decomposition:) There exist rank-one Kraus operators {Aj}j∈Λ ⊆ B(H1, H2)

with
∑

j∈Λ A∗
j Aj ∈ B(H1) such that

Φ(T ) =
∑

j∈Λ

AjT A∗
j , ∀ T ∈ T(H1). (2.6)

(iii) (Holevo form:) There exist {Rj}j∈Λ ⊆ S(H2) and {Fj}j∈Λ ⊆ B(H1)+ with
∑

j∈Λ Fj ∈

B(H1) such that

Φ(T ) =
∑

j∈Λ

tr(T Fj)Rj , ∀ T ∈ T(H1). (2.7)

For the finite-dimensional case of the above theorem we refer [HSR03]. See [KSW05,

He13, LiDu15] for a proof of the above theorem for quantum channels on infinite-dimensional

Hilbert spaces; the theorem is true even for quantum operations. See Appendix (Theorem

A.3) for details.

Definition 2.3. Let Φ : T(H1) → T(H2) and Ψ : T(H1) → T(H3) be two quantum operations.

Then Ψ is said to be complementary to Φ If there exists a bounded operator A : H1 → H2 ⊗ H3

such that

Φ(T ) = trH3
(AT A∗) and Ψ(T ) = trH2

(AT A∗) (2.8)

for all T ∈ T(H1). We let CM(Φ) denotes the set of all quantum operations complementary to

Φ. We say that Φ is self-complementary if Φ is complementary to itself (i.e., Φ ∈ CM(Φ)).

Let Φ : T(H1) → T(H2) and Ψ : T(H1) → T(H3) be two quantum operations. Assume Ψ ∈

CM(Φ) and A : H1 → H2 ⊗ H3 be such that (2.8) holds. Then taking Ă = FA : H1 → H3 ⊗ H2,

where F : H2 ⊗ H3 → H3 ⊗ H2 is the unitary operator given by F (x ⊗ y) = y ⊗ x for all

x ∈ H2, y ∈ H3, we get Ψ(T ) = trH2
(ĂT Ă∗) and Φ(T ) = trH3

(ĂT Ă∗) for all T ∈ T(H1). Thus Φ

is complementary to Ψ. Thus Ψ ∈ CM(Φ) if and only if Φ ∈ CM(Ψ).

If the quantum operation Φ : T(H1) → T(H2) has a Stinespring representation (K, A), then

the map Φc : T(H1) → T(K) defined by

Φc(T ) := trH2
(AT A∗), ∀ T ∈ T(H1) (2.9)

is a quantum operation and is complementary to Φ. Note that the definition of the map Φc

depends on the representation (K, A), so wemay use the notation Φc
(K,A) in place of Φc. Letting

Ă = FA, where F : H2 ⊗K → K ⊗H2 is the flip map as above, we have (H2, Ă) is a Stinespring

representation for Ψ := Φc ∈ CM(Φ). So Ψc
(H2,Ă)

: T(H1) → T(H2) is given by

Ψc
(H2,Ă)(T ) = trK(ĂT Ă∗) = trK(AT A∗) = Φ(T ), ∀ T ∈ T(H1).
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Given a Stinespring representation (K, A) of a quantum operation Φ : T(H1) → T(H2) we

always let (Φc)c := (Φc
(K,A))

c
(H2,Ă)

. Then from the above equation we have (Φc)c = Φ. Now,

suppose Φ : T(H1) → T(H2) has a Kraus decomposition as in (2.4). Let K be a separable

complex Hilbert space with orthonormal basis {ej}j∈Λ. Note that A : H1 → H2 ⊗ K defined by

A(x) =
∑

j∈Λ Ajx ⊗ ej is a bounded operator such that Φ(T ) = trK(AT A∗) so that (K, A) is a

Stinespring representation for Φ. Further, Φc defined in (2.9) is given by

Φc(T ) := trH2
(AT A∗) =

∑

i,j∈Λ

tr(AiT A∗
j)|ei〉〈ej |. (2.10)

(See Proposition A.2 for details.)

Note that if Ψ ∈ CM(Φ), then AdW ◦ Ψ ∈ CM(Φ) for all co-isometry W between appropriate

Hilbert spaces. This fact follows from the following identities:

trH3

(
(IH2

⊗ Y )AT A∗(IH2
⊗ Y ∗)

)
= trK((IH2

⊗ Y ∗Y )AT A∗)

trH2

(
(IH2

⊗ Y )AT A∗(IH2
⊗ Y ∗)

)
= Y trH2

(AT A∗)Y ∗

for every A ∈ B(H1, H2 ⊗ K), T ∈ T(H1) and Y ∈ B(K, H3). It follows now that (Φ◦AdZ)c
(K,AZ∗) =

Φc
(K,A) ◦ AdZ for all Z ∈ B(H, H1) and (AdV ◦ Φ)c

(K,(V ∗⊗IK)A) = Φc
(K,A) for all co-isometry

V ∈ B(H3, H2).

Remark 2.4. Let Φ : T(H1) → T(H2) be a quantum operation with a minimal Stinespring

representation (K̂, Â).

(i) Suppose (K̃, Ã) is another minimal Stinespring representation of Φ so that, by Theo-

rem A.1, there is a unitary U : K̂ → K̃ such that Ã = (IH2
⊗ U)Â. Then

Φc

(K̃,Ã)
(T ) = trH2

(ÃT Ã∗) = AdU ◦ Φc

(K̂,Â)
(T ), ∀ T ∈ T(H1).

Thus the complement of Φ defined as in (2.9) from a minimal Stinespring representa-

tion is unique up to unitary conjugation, and we denote such a complementary map

by Φc
min.

(ii) Let Ψ : T(H1) → T(K) be a quantum operation complementary to Φ. So there exists

A ∈ B(H1, H2 ⊗ K) such that Φ(T ) = trK(AT A∗) and Ψ(T ) = trH2
(AT A∗) for all T ∈

T(H1). Since (K, A) is a Stinespring representation for Φ, from Theorem A.1, there

exists an isometry V ∈ B(K̂, K) such that A = (IH2
⊗ V )Â and Â = (IH2

⊗ V ∗)A.

Consequently, for all T ∈ T(H1) we have

Ψ(T ) = V Φc
min(T )V ∗ and Φc

min(T ) = V ∗Ψ(T )V.

Thus we have

CM(Φ) = {AdV ∗ ◦ Φc
min : V ∈ B(K̂, K) is an isometry and K Hilbert space}

In particular, Φ is self-complementary if and only if Φ = AdV ∗ ◦ Φc
min for some isometry

V ∈ B(K̂, H2). Now suppose Ψ1 : T(H1) → T(H3) and Ψ2 : T(H1) → T(H4) are two

quantum operations complementary to Φ. Then there exist isometries V1 ∈ B(K̂, H3)

and V2 ∈ B(K̂, H4) such that Φc
min = AdVj

◦ Ψj and Ψj = AdV ∗

j
◦ Φc

min for j = 1, 2. Note

that W := V2V ∗
1 ∈ B(H3, H4) is a partial isometry such that

Ψ2(T ) = W Ψ1(T )W ∗ and Ψ1(T ) = W ∗Ψ2(T )W, ∀ T ∈ T(H1). (2.11)
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Thus, maps complementary to a quantum operation is unique up to a partial isometry

in the sense of (2.11). In finite-dimensional case uniqueness is up to an isometry. See

Section 4.

Definition 2.5. ([DeSh05]) A quantum operation Φ : T(H1) → T(H2) is said to be

(i) degradable if there exists a quantum operation Γ : T(H2) → T(K) for some Hilbert

space K such that Γ ◦ Φ ∈ CM(Φ).

(ii) anti-degradable if there exists a Ψ ∈ CM(Φ) such that Ψ is degradable.

Suppose (K, A) Stinespring representation for the quantum operation Φ : T(H1) → T(H2)

and consider Φc : T(H1) → T(K) as in (2.9). Then from the above remark it follows that Φ

is degradable if and only if there exists a quantum operation Γ : T(H2) → T(K) such that

Γ ◦ Φ = Φc. Similarly, Φ is anti-degradable if and only if Φc is degradable if and only if there

exists a quantum operation Γ : T(K) → T(H2) such that Γ ◦ Φc = Φ.

Example 2.6. Let A ∈ B(H) and consider Φ = AdA : T(H) → T(H). Note that Φc(T ) =

tr(A∗T A) = Γ ◦ Φ(T ) for all T ∈ T(H), where Γ(·) = tr(·). Thus Φ is degradable. But Φ

anti-degradable if and only if Φ is SEB. For, if Φ is anti-degradable there exists a quantum

operation Γ′ : C → T(H) such that Φ = Γ′ ◦ Φc. So there exists a positive operator R ∈ T(H)

such that Φ(T ) = tr(A∗T A)R = tr(AA∗T )R for all T ∈ T(H). Thus Φ is SEB (so that A is a

rank-one operator). Converse follows from the following remark.

Remark 2.7. Let Φ ∈ SEB(H1, H2). Assume Φ has a Kraus decomposition as in 2.6 with

Aj = |vj〉〈uj |, where uj ∈ H1 and vj ∈ H2. Let K be a separable complex Hilbert space with

orthonormal basis {ej : j ∈ Λ} and let Bj := | vj

‖vj ‖ 〉〈ej | for all j ∈ Λ. Define Γ : T(K) → T(H2) by

Γ(T ) :=
∑

j∈Λ BjT B∗
j for all T ∈ T(H1). Since

∑
j B∗

j Bj = I the map Γ is a quantum channel.

Further,

Γ ◦ Φc(T ) =
∑

i,j∈Λ

〈ui, T uj〉〈vj , vi〉Γ(|ei〉〈ej |) =
∑

i∈Λ

〈ui, T ui〉|vi〉〈vi| = Φ(T )

for all T ∈ T(H1), where Φc is given by (2.10). This concludes that every SEB-map is anti-

degradable. This fact was observed for the finite dimensional case in [CRS08].

3. Degradable SEB-maps

In this section, our aim is to determine all degradable SEB-maps. We begin with an exam-

ple.

Example 3.1. Consider the map Φ : T(H1) → T(H2) defined by

Φ(T ) = 〈u, T u〉R, ∀ T ∈ T(H1),

where u ∈ H1 is a non-zero vector and R ∈ T(H2) is positive. By spectral theorem of compact

positive operators there exist orthogonal vectors {vj}j∈Λ ⊆ H2 such that R =
∑

j∈Λ |vj〉〈vj |.

Then Φ(T ) =
∑

j∈Λ AjT A∗
j for all T ∈ T(H1), where Aj = |vj〉〈u|. Let K be a Hilbert space with

an orthonormal basis {ej}j∈Λ and consider Φc as in (2.10). Since R̃ :=
∑

j∈Λ〈vj , vj〉|ej〉〈ej | ∈

T(K) is positive the complementary map

Φc(T ) =
∑

i,j∈Λ

〈u, T u〉〈vj, vi〉|ei〉〈ej | = 〈u, T u〉R̃, ∀ T ∈ T(H1)

is SEB. Hence Φc anti-degradable so that Φ is degradable.
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Theorem 3.2. Given Φ ∈ SEB(H1, H2) the following conditions are equivalent:

(i) Φ is degradable.

(ii) Any (and, hence all) of the elements of CM(Φ) is SEB.

(iii) Any (and, hence all) of the elements of CM(Φ) is PPT.

(iv) There exist non-zero vectors {uj}j∈Λ ⊆ H1 and unit vectors {vj}j∈Λ ⊆ H2 with
∑

j∈Λ |uj〉〈uj | ∈

B(H1) and 〈vi, vj〉 = 0 whenever {ui, uj} is linearly independent such that

Φ(T ) =
∑

j∈Λ

〈uj , T uj〉|vj〉〈vj |, ∀ T ∈ T(H1). (3.1)

(v) There exist rank-one positive operators {Fj}j∈Λ ⊆ T(H1) with
∑

j∈Λ Fj ∈ B(H1) and

states {Rj}j∈Λ ⊆ S(H2) with RiRj = 0 for all i 6= j such that

Φ(T ) =
∑

j∈Λ

tr(T Fj)Rj , ∀ T ∈ T(H1).

(vi) Φ is self-complementary.

Proof. (i) ⇒ (ii) Assume Φ is degradable so that Φc
min = Γ ◦ Φ for some quantum operation Γ.

Since Φ is SEB we have Φc
min is also SEB. Now given any Ψ ∈ CM(Φ) by Remark 2.4, there

exists an isometry V such that Ψ = AdV ∗ ◦ Φc
min, hence Ψ is also SEB.

(ii) ⇒ (iii) Follows trivially.

(iii) ⇒ (iv) Let Aj ∈ B(H1, H2) be rank-one operators with
∑

j A∗
j Aj ∈ B(H1) such that

Φ(·) =
∑

j∈Λ Aj(·)A∗
j . Assume Aj = |vj〉〈uj | for some uj ∈ H1 and unit vector vj ∈ H2 for all

j ∈ Λ. Then
∑

j |uj〉〈uj | ∈ B(H1) and Φ(T ) =
∑

j∈Λ〈uj, T uj〉|vj〉〈vj | for all T ∈ T(H1). Let

K be a Hilbert space with orthonormal basis {ej}j∈Λ and consider the complementary map

Φc : T(H1) → T(K) as in (2.10), i.e.,

Φc(T ) =
∑

i,j∈Λ

〈vj , vi〉〈ui, T uj〉|ei〉〈ej |, ∀ T ∈ T(H1).

Fix i 6= j ∈ Λ and assume that {ui, uj} is linearly independent. Consider the standard or-

thonormal basis {e
(2)
1 , e

(2)
2 } for C2. Let

Aij := |ei〉〈e
(2)
1 | + |ej〉〈e

(2)
2 | ∈ B(C2, K)

and Bij ∈ B(H1,C2) be such that Bijui = e
(2)
1 , Bijuj = e

(2)
2 and Bij = 0 on the orthogonal

complement of span{ui, uj}. Then for all T ∈ M2 we have

AdAij
◦ Φc ◦ AdBij

(T ) =
∑

k,l∈Λ

〈vl, vk〉〈Bijuk, T Bijul〉|A
∗
ijek〉〈A∗

ijel|

=
∑

k,l∈{i,j}
〈vl, vk〉〈Bijuk, T Bijul〉|A

∗
ijek〉〈A∗

ijel|

=

[
‖vi‖

2 〈e
(2)
1 , T e

(2)
1 〉 〈vj , vi〉〈e

(2)
1 , T e

(2)
2 〉

〈vi, vj〉〈e
(2)
2 , T e

(2)
1 〉 ‖vj‖2 〈e

(2)
1 , T e

(2)
2 〉

]

=

[
‖vi‖

2 〈vj , vi〉

〈vi, vj〉 ‖vj‖2

]
⊙ T,

where ⊙ denotes the Schur product. Since Φc is PPT, the composition AdAij
◦ Φc ◦ AdBij

:

M2 → M2 is PPT. This is possible if and only if

[
‖vi‖2 〈vj , vi〉

〈vi, vj〉 ‖vj‖2

]
is a diagonal matrix (c.f. [KMP18,

Proposition 4.1]). Therefore 〈vi, vj〉 = 0.

(iv) ⇒ (v) Assume that there exist {uj}j∈Λ ⊆ H1 and {vj}j∈Λ ⊆ H2 as in (iv). For each k ∈ Λ,
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let

Dk := {j| {uj, uk} is linearly dependent}

Clearly, k ∈ Dk for all k ∈ Λ. Further, given i, j ∈ Λ, we have either Di ∩ Dj = ∅ or Di = Dj .

Let Λ0 ⊂ Λ be such that Di, Dj are mutually disjoint sets for every i 6= j ∈ Λ0 and ⊔k∈Λ0
Dk =

∪k∈ΛDk = Λ. Thus

Φ(T ) =
∑

j∈Λ

〈uj , T uj〉|vj〉〈vj | =
∑

k∈Λ0

( ∑

j∈Dk

〈uj , T uj〉|vj〉〈vj |
)

, ∀ T ∈ T(H1).

But, if j ∈ Dk, then uj = λj,kuk for some scalarλj,k ∈ C. Hence

Φ(T ) =
∑

k∈Λ0

〈uk, T uk〉
( ∑

j∈Dk

|λj,k|2 |vj〉〈vj |
)

=
∑

k∈Λ0

tr(T F̃k)R̃k, (3.2)

where F̃k := |uk〉〈uk| and

R̃k :=
∑

j∈Dk

|λj,k|2 |vj〉〈vj | =
1

‖uk‖4

∑

j∈Dk

〈
uj, (|uk〉〈uk|)uj

〉
|vj〉〈vj |

are non-zero positive operators. Let Rk := R̃k

tr(R̃k)
∈ S(H2) and Fk := tr(R̃k)F̃k ∈ T(H1) for all

k ∈ Λ0. Then
∑

k∈Λ0

Fk =
∑

k∈Λ0

(
∑

j∈Dk

|λj,k|2 ‖vj‖2)|uk〉〈uk| =
∑

k∈Λ0

∑

j∈Dk

|uj〉〈uj | =
∑

j∈Λ

|uj〉〈uj | ∈ B(H1)

and Φ(T ) =
∑

k∈Λ0
tr(T Fk)Rk for all T ∈ T(H1). Since R̃kR̃l = 0 we have RkRl = 0 for all

k 6= l ∈ Λ0.

(v) ⇒ (vi) Assume that Φ has a representation as in (v). By spectral theorem, write Fj =

|uj〉〈uj | and Rj =
∑

i∈Λj
|vi,j〉〈vi,j | for some non-zero vector uj ∈ H1 and orthogonal set

{vi,j}i∈Λj
⊆ H2 for every j ∈ Λ. Then,

Φ(T ) =
∑

j∈Λ

tr(T Fj)Rj =
∑

j∈Λ

〈uj , T uj〉
( ∑

i∈Λj

|vi,j〉〈vi,j |
)

=
∑

j∈Λ

∑

i∈Λj

Ai,jT A∗
i,j

for all T ∈ T(H1), where Ai,j := |vi,j〉〈uj | for all j ∈ Λ, i ∈ Λj . Since RkRl = 0 for k 6= l ∈ Λ,

the set {vi,j : i ∈ Λj , j ∈ Λ} ⊆ H2 is orthogonal. Let K = span{ei,j : j ∈ Λ, i ∈ Λj} ⊆ H2, where

ei,j = vi,j

‖vi,j ‖ , and W ∈ B(K, H2) be the inclusion map. Then for all T ∈ T(H1),

AdW ◦ Φ(T ) =
∑

j∈Λ

∑

i∈Λj

〈uj , T uj〉|W
∗vi,j〉〈W ∗vi,j |

=
∑

j∈Λ

∑

i∈Λj

‖vi,j‖2 〈uj , T uj〉|ei,j〉〈ei,j |

=
∑

j,l∈Λ

∑

i∈Λj ,k∈Λl

〈vk,l, vi,j〉〈uj , T ul〉|ei,j〉〈ek,l|

=
∑

j,l∈Λ

∑

i∈Λj ,k∈Λl

tr(Ai,jT A∗
k,l)|ei,j〉〈ek,l|.

From (2.10), it follows that AdW ◦ Φ ∈ CM(Φ). Note that AdW W ∗ is the identity map on

range(Φ) so that Φ = AdW ∗ ◦ (AdW ◦ Φ). Since W ∗ ∈ B(H2, K) is a co-isometry we conclude

that Φ ∈ CM(Φ).

(vi) ⇒ (i) It follows trivially from the definition. �

Remark 3.3. Let Φ : T(H1) → T(H2) be a SEB-map.
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(i) Suppose Φ has a decomposition (3.1) for some non-zero vectors uj ∈ H1 and vj ∈ H2.

With out loss of generality assume that vj ’s are unit vectors. If Φ is degradable, then

through a similar lines of proof of the above theorem we can see that 〈vi, vj〉 = 0

whenever {ui, uj} is linearly independent.

(ii) Suppose Φ(T ) =
∑

j tr(T Fj)Rj for some rank-one Fj and states Rj . If Φ is degradable

and {Fj : j ∈ Λ} is pairwise linearly independent, from (i), it follows that RiRj = 0 for

all i 6= j.

Remark 3.4. From [MuSi22, Corollary 7] we have

{Φ : Md1
→ Md2

PPT and degradable maps} = {Φ : Md1
→ Md2

EB and degradable maps}.

Thus, in the finite-dimensional case Theorem 3.2 also characterizes degradable PPT-maps.

Let H be a separable Hilbert space with an orthonormal basis {ej}j∈Λ. Define an isometry

V : H → H ⊗ H by V (x) =
∑

j〈ej, x〉ej ⊗ ej for all x ∈ H. Then the Schur product (w.r.t.

{ej}j∈Λ) of A, B ∈ B(H) is defined as A ⊙ B := V ∗(A ⊗ B)V . Note that

〈x, V ∗(A ⊗ B)V y〉 = 〈V x, (A ⊗ B)V y〉 =
∑

i,j

〈
x, 〈ei, Aej〉〈ei, Bej〉|ei〉〈ej |y

〉
,

for all x, y ∈ H, so that

A ⊙ B =
∑

i,j

〈ei, Aej〉〈ei, Bej〉|ei〉〈ej |.

(Thus, if A, B ∈ B(H) has its infinite matrix representations [aij ]∞i,j=1 and [bij ]∞i,j=1, respec-

tively, then A ⊙ B has matrix representation [aijbij ]∞i,j=1 w.r.t {ej}j∈Λ.) Clearly A ⊙ B ∈ B(H)

with ‖A ⊙ B‖ ≤ ‖A‖ ‖B‖. Further if A, B ∈ B(H)+, then A ⊗ B ∈ B(H ⊗ H)+ so that

A ⊙ B ∈ B(H)+ and tr(A ⊙ B) =
∑

j〈ej, Aej〉〈ej , Bej〉 is finite if B ∈ T(H).

Lemma 3.5. Let A ∈ B(H)+ and {ej}j∈Λ be an orthonormal basis for H. Then the map

SA : T(H) → T(H) defined by

SA(T ) := A ⊙ T ∀ T ∈ T(H)

is a quantum operation.

Proof. Let B ∈ B(H) such that AT = B∗B, and for k ∈ Λ let Ak ∈ B(H) be the diagonal

operator given by Ak(ej) = 〈ek, Bej〉ej for all j ∈ Λ. Then for n ≥ 1 and x ∈ H,

∥∥
n∑

k=1

A∗
kAkx

∥∥2
=

∑

j

|〈ej , x〉|2
( ∑

k

|〈ek, Bej〉|2
)2

≤
∑

j

|〈ej , x〉|2 ‖Bej‖4 ≤ ‖B‖4 ‖x‖2

so that
∑

k A∗
kAk ∈ B(H). Hence

∑
k AkT A∗

k ∈ T(H) for every T ∈ T(H). Further (since trace

norm convergence implies SOT convergence)

∑

k

AkT A∗
k =

∑

k

AkT A∗
k =

∑

k

(
∑

i

〈ek, Bei〉|ei〉〈ei|)T (
∑

j

〈Bej , ek〉|ej〉〈ej |)

=
∑

i,j

∑

k

〈ek, Bei〉〈Bej , ek〉〈ei, T ej〉|ei〉〈ej |

=
∑

i,j

〈∑

k

〈ek, Bej〉ek, Bei

〉
〈ei, T ej〉|ei〉〈ej |

=
∑

i,j

〈ej , ATei〉〈ei, T ej〉|ei〉〈ej |
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=
∑

i,j

〈ei, Aej〉〈ei, T ej〉|ei〉〈ej | = SA(T ). (3.3)

Thus SA is a quantum operation. �

Remark 3.6. Let A ∈ B(H)+, and SA be the Schur map given in the Lemma (3.5). Then any

Ψ ∈ CM(SA) is SEB. For, write SA(.) =
∑

k Ak(.)A∗
k where A′

ks are as in the above proof. Now

consider the complementary map Sc
A given by the equation (2.10).i.e.,

Sc
A(T ) =

∑

i,j

tr(AiT A∗
j)|ei〉〈ej |

=
∑

i,j

( ∑

k

〈A∗
i ek, T A∗

j ek〉
)

|ei〉〈ej |

=
∑

i,j

( ∑

k

〈
〈Bek, ei〉ek, T 〈Bek, ej〉ek

〉)
|ei〉〈ej |

=
∑

i,j

∑

k

〈ei, Bek〉〈Bek, ej〉〈ek, T ek〉|ei〉〈ej |

=
∑

k

〈ek, T ek〉|zk〉〈zk| (3.4)

where zk =
∑

j〈Bek, ej〉ej . Thus Sc
A is SEB. Now given any Ψ ∈ CM(SA) by equation 2.11,

there exists a partial isometry V such that Ψ = AdV ◦ Sc
A, hence Ψ is also SEB.

Theorem 3.7. Let A ∈ B(H)+, and SA be the Schur map given in the lemma (3.5). Then the

following are equivalent

(i) Any element (and, hence all) of CM(SA) is degradable.

(ii) A is a diagonal operator (i.e., 〈ei, Aej〉 = 0, ∀i 6= j).

(iii) SA is SEB.

Proof. (i) ⇒ (ii) WLOG assume that Sc
A is degradable, where Sc

A given by the equation (3.4)

(If Ψ ∈ CM(SA) is degradable, that is there is a quantum operation Γ on T(H) such that

Γ ◦ SA = Ψ. Now by equation 2.11, there exists a partial isometry V such that Sc
A = AdV ◦ Ψ,

hence Sc
A = AdV ◦ Γ ◦ SA so that Sc

A is degradable.). Then by Theorem (3.2) and Remark(3.3)

we get 〈zi, zj〉 = 0 for all i 6= j. But

〈zi, zj〉 =
〈∑

k

〈Bei, ek〉ek,
∑

l

〈Bej , el〉el

〉

=
∑

k,l

〈ek, Bei〉〈Bej , el〉〈ek, el〉

=
∑

k

〈ek, Bei〉〈Bej , ek〉

= 〈Bej , Bei〉 = 〈ej , ATei〉 = 〈ei, Aej〉

Thus A is a diagonal operator.

(ii) ⇒ (iii) Suppose A is a diagonal operator, then

A ⊙ T =
∑

i,j

〈ei, Aej〉〈ei, T ej〉|ei〉〈ej | =
∑

j

〈ej , Aej〉〈ej , T ej〉|ej〉〈ej |.
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Now, since the sequence
∥∥∑n

j=1〈ej , T ej〉〈ej , Aej〉|ej〉〈ej |
∥∥

1 converges to ‖A ⊙ T ‖1, from [Gru73,

Theorem 2] we get

SA(T ) =
∑

j

〈ej , T ej〉〈ej , Aej〉|ej〉〈ej | =
∑

j

〈uj , T uj〉|ej〉〈ej |

where uj =
√

〈ej , Aej〉ej . Hence SA is SEB.

(iii) ⇒ (i) Assume that SA is SEB, hence anti-degradable. Thus any Ψ ∈ CM(SA) is degrad-

able. �

4. Finite dimensional case

Through out this section d, d1, · · · , d4 ∈ N. We let {e
(d)
j }d

j=1 ⊆ Cd denotes the standard

orthonormal basis and CP(d1, d2) denotes the set of all CP-maps fromMd1
intoMd2

. Recall that

the Choi-rank of Φ ∈ CP(d1, d2), denoted by CR(Φ), is the minimum number of Kraus operators

required to represent Φ. Given any Φ ∈ CP(d1, d2) there always exists a complementary map

Ψ ∈ CP(d1, r) with r = CR(Φ) ≤ d1d2. In fact, if Φ has a Kraus decomposition Φ =
∑r

i=1 AdVi
,

then the map Φc
min ∈ CP(d1, r) defined by

Φc
min(X) :=

r∑

i,j=1

tr(V ∗
i XVj)|e(r)

i 〉〈e
(r)
j | =

d2∑

k=1

Ṽ ∗
k XṼk, (4.1)

is complementary to Φ (c.f [Hol07]), where Ṽk =
∑d1

i=1

∑r
j=1

〈
e

(d1)
i , Vje

(d2)
k

〉
|e

(d1)
i 〉〈e

(r)
j | ∈ Md1×r.

If Ψ ∈ CP(d1, d3) is complementary to Φ, then so is AdV ∗ ◦ Ψ ∈ CP(d1, d4) for every isometry

V ∈ Md4×d3
and d4 ≥ d3. On the other hand, if Ψ1 ∈ CP(d1, d3) and Ψ2 ∈ CP(d1, d4) are two

complementary maps of Φ and assume d3 ≤ d4, then there exists an isometry V ∈ Md4×d3
such

that

Ψ2 = AdV ∗ ◦ Ψ1 and Ψ1 = AdV ◦ Ψ2 (4.2)

In fact, if A1 : Cd1 → Cd2 ⊗ Cd3 and A2 : Cd1 → Cd2 ⊗ Cd4 are bounded linear such that

Φ(X) = (id⊗ tr)(AjXA∗
j ) and Ψj(X) = (tr⊗ id)(AjXA∗

j ), j = 1, 2,

then there exists an isometry V ∈ Md4×d3
such that A2 = (Id2

⊗ V )A1 and A1 = (Id2
⊗

V ∗)A2. See [Wat18, Corollary 2.24] for details. From (4.2) it follows that maps that are

complementary to Φ has the same Choi-rank. In fact, since rank(Φc
min(I)) = r = CR(Φ), from

(4.2) it follows that CR(Ψ) = rank(Φ(I)) ≤ d2 for all Ψ ∈ CP(d1, d3) is complementary to Φ.

Interchanging the role of Φ and Ψ we get r ≤ d3. Thus, from the above discussions, we have

CM(Φ) = {AdV ∗ ◦ Φc
min : V ∈ Md3×r, V ∗V = Ir},

where Φc
min is as in (4.1).

Let UEB(d1, d2) denotes the set of unital EB-maps from Md1
into Md2

. A linear map Φ ∈

UEB(d1, d2) is said to be a C∗-extreme point of UEB(d1, d2) if whenever Φ is written as Φ =∑n
i=1 AdTi

◦ Φi, where Ti ∈ Md2
are invertible with

∑n
i=1 T ∗

i Ti = Id2
and Φi ∈ UEB(d1, d2),

then there exist unitaries Ui ∈ Md2
such that Φi = AdUi

◦ Φ for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n. In [BDMS],

Bhat et al. proved that Φ is a C∗-extreme point of UEB(d1, d2) if and only if CR(Φ) = d2 if

and only if Φ =
∑d2

i=1 Ad|ui〉〈vi| for some unit vectors {ui}
d2

i=1 ⊆ Cd1 and an orthonormal basis

{vi}
d2

i=1 ⊆ Cd2 .

Theorem 4.1. Given Φ ∈ UEB(d1, d2) the following are equivalent:

(i) Φ is degradable.



12 REPANA DEVENDRA, GUNJAN SAPRA, AND K. SUMESH

(ii) Φ is a C∗-extreme point of UEB(d1, d2).

Proof. (i) ⇒ (ii) Assume that Φ is degradable. Then from Theorem 3.2(v), there exist rank-one

positive operators {Fj}n
j=1 ⊆ Md1

and states {Rj}n
j=1 ⊆ Md2

with RiRj = 0 for all i 6= j such

that

Φ(X) =
n∑

j=1

tr(XFj)Rj , ∀ X ∈ Md1
.

Let Fk = |uk〉〈uk| and Pk = tr(Fk)Rk for all 1 ≤ k ≤ n. Clearly PkPl = 0 for all k 6= l and∑n
k=1 Pk = Φ(I) = I. Now let 0 6= λ ∈ C and 0 6= x ∈ C

d be such that Pkx = λx. Then

for all j 6= k we have Pj(x) = Pj( 1
λ

Pk(x)) = 0. Hence x =
∑n

j=1 Pj(x) = Pk(x) = λx so that

λ = 1. Thus 0, 1 are only possible eigenvalues of Pk. Since P ∗
k = Pk we conclude that Pk’s are

mutually orthogonal projections. Taking ũj = uj

‖uj‖ we have

Φ(X) =
n∑

j=1

〈ũj , Xũj〉Pj , ∀ X ∈ Md1
,

so that, from [BDMS, Theorem 5.3(v)], Φ is a C∗-extreme point of UEB(d1, d2).

(ii) ⇒ (i) Follows from [BDMS, Theorem 5.3 (vi)] and Theorem 3.2(iv). �

Corollary 4.2. Let Φ : Md → Md be a unital trace-preserving EB-map. Then Φ is degradable

if and only if Φ∗ is degradable.

Proof. Given that Φ, Φ∗ ∈ UEB(d). Since CR(Φ) = CR(Φ∗), from [BDMS, Theorem 5.3 (iv)],

we have Φ is a C∗-extreme point if and only if Φ∗ is a C∗-extreme point. Hence, from Theorem

4.1, Φ is degradable if and only if Φ∗ is degradable. �

Example 4.3. Consider the EB-map Φ : Md → Md defined by

Φ(X) = 〈e1, Xe1〉I, ∀ X ∈ Md,

which is unital but not trace-preserving. Note that Φ is degradable but Φ∗ is not degradable.

(In other words, Φ∗(X) = tr(X)|e1〉〈e1| is a trace preserving non unital non-degradable EB-

map with (Φ∗)∗ = Φ is degradable.)

Example 4.4. Consider the unital trace preserving EB-map Φ : M3 → M2 defined by

Φ(X) =
3∑

j=1

〈ej , Xej〉|vj〉〈vj |,

where v1 = e1, v2 = v3 = e2√
2

∈ C2. From, Theorem3.2, Φ is not degradable, but Φ∗ is a

C∗-extreme point, and hence degradable.

Example 4.5. Let A ∈ M
+
d and SA : Md → Md be the Schur map. Since A ∈ M

+
d there

exist {vj}d
j=1 ⊆ Cd such that A = [〈vi, vj〉]. Write vj = (v1j , v2j , · · · , vdj)T ∈ Cd and let Ak =

∑d
j=1 vkj |ej〉〈ej | for all 1 ≤ k ≤ d. Then SA =

∑d
k=1 AdAk

so that

Sc
A(X) =

d∑

k,l=1

tr(A∗
kXAl)|ek〉〈el| =

d∑

j=1

〈ej , Xej〉|vj〉〈vj |, ∀ X ∈ Md.

Clearly Sc
A is EB. Note that the Choi-matrix CSc

A
=

∑
j Ejj ⊗ |vj〉〈vj | is a projection if and only

if vj ’s are unit vectors if and only if diagonals of A are 1. Further,

(Sc
A)∗(X) =

d∑

j=1

〈vj , Xvj〉|ej〉〈ej |, ∀ X ∈ Md
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is unital if and only if vj ’s are unit vectors. Thus, from [BDMS], if follows that (Sc
A)∗ is a C∗-

extreme point of UEB(d) if and only if diagonals of A are 1 if and only if CSc
A
is a projection.

Given an EB-map Φ : Md1
→ Md2

the minimum number of rank-one Kraus operators re-

quired to represent Φ as in (2.6) is known as the entanglement breaking rank of Φ, and we

denoted it as ER(Φ). From [Hor97, HSR03] we have the following:

• If Φ is unital then d2 ≤ CR(Φ) ≤ ER(Φ) ≤ (d1d2)2.

• If Φ is trace preserving then d1 ≤ CR(Φ) ≤ ER(Φ) ≤ (d1d2)2.

The following theorem is a stronger version of [KLPR22, Theorem 3.6].

Theorem 4.6. Let Φ : Md1
→ Md2

be a PPT-channel with rank(Φ(I)) ≤ d1 (this is the case if

d2 ≤ d1). Then the following are equivalent:

(i) CΦ is a projection.

(ii) Φ is EB with ER(Φ) = d1 (and hence CR(Φ) = d1).

(iii) Φ∗ is a C∗-extreme point of UEB(d2, d1).

(iv) There exist unit vectors {vj}d1

j=1 ⊆ Cd2 and an orthonormal basis {uj}d1

j=1 ⊆ Cd1 such

that

Φ(X) =
d1∑

j=1

〈uj , Xuj〉|vj〉〈vj |, ∀ X ∈ Md1
. (4.3)

(v) There exist A ∈ Md1
with diagonal entries equals 1 and a unitary U ∈ Md1

such that

Φ = Sc
A ◦ AdU (4.4)

Further, if d1 = d2 and Φ is unital, then above conditions are equivalent to the following:

(vi) Φ is degradable.

Proof. (i) ⇒ (ii) Assume that CΦ is a projection so that rank(CΦ) = tr(CΦ). But

tr(CΦ) = tr((tr⊗ id)CΦ) = tr

( d∑

i,j=1

tr(|ei〉〈ej |) ⊗ Φ(|ei〉〈ej |)
)

= tr(Φ(I)) = d1.

Since

max{rank((id⊗ tr)(CΦ)), rank((tr⊗ id)(CΦ))} = max{rank(I), rank(Φ(I))} = d1,

from [HSR03, Lemma 7&8], Φ is EB and d1 ≤ CR(Φ) ≤ ER(Φ) ≤ d1.

(ii) ⇒ (iii) Assume that Φ is EB and ER(Φ) = d1. Then Φ∗ ∈ UEB(d2, d1) with ER(Φ∗) =

ER(Φ) = d1, hence from [BDMS, Theorem 5.3] we have Φ∗ is a C∗-extreme point of UEB(d2, d1).

(iii) ⇒ (iv) Follows from [BDMS, Theorem 5.3].

(iv) ⇒ (v) Assume Φ is as in (4.3). Let U ∈ Md1
be the unitary such that U(ei) = ui for all

1 ≤ i ≤ d1 and A = [〈vi, vj〉] ∈ Md1
. Then, from Example 4.5, it follows that Φ = Sc

A ◦ AdU .

(v) ⇒ (i) Suppose Φ is as in (4.4). Since diagonals of A are 1, we have CSc
A
is a projection, and

hence CΦ = (UT ⊗ I)∗CSc
A

(UT ⊗ I) is also a projection.

(iii) ⇔ (vi) Let Φ : Md → Md be a unital PPT-channel. Assume that Φ∗ ∈ UEB(d) is a C∗-

extreme point. Then from the Theorem (4.1) and Corollary (4.2), Φ is degradable. Conversely

assume that Φ is degradable. Then from [MuSi22, Corollary 7] we get Φ is EB, and hence

from Theorem (4.1) and Corollary (4.2) it follows that Φ∗ is a C∗-extreme point of UEB(d). �

In the above Theorem, one may replace (4.4) by Φ = AdV ∗ ◦ (SA)c
min ◦ AdU where U ∈ Md1

is a unitary, V ∈ Md3×r is an isometry and r = CR(SA). Example 4.4 shows that, in Theorem

4.6, (vi) is not equivalent to any of the other statements when d1 6= d2.
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Note that that if Φ ∈ CP(d1, d2) is unital, then the CP-map Φc
min need not be unital. From

[KLPR22, Lemma 2.4] we have Φc
min is unital if and only if CΦ is a projection. So we ask what

are all CP-maps Φ for which CΦ is a projection. If d2 ≤ d1, then Theorem 4.6 says that

{Φ : Md1
→ Md2

PPT with CΦ is projection} = {Φ : Md1
→ Md2

EB with CΦ is projection},

and further characterize the elements of the first set.

Remark 4.7. Let Φ : Md1
→ Md2

be a PPT-channel with rank(Φ(I)) ≤ d1. If Φ is degradable,

then (Φc)∗ is a C∗-extreme point of UEB(d2, d1). For, since Φ is degradable, [MuSi22, Corollary

7] we have both Φ and Φc are EB. As

d1 ≤ CR((Φc)∗) = CR(Φc) = rank(Φ(I)) ≤ d1,

from [BDMS, Theorem 5.3] we get (Φc)∗ is a C∗-extreme point.

Example 4.8. Given λ ∈ [−1, 1/d] and d > 1 consider the map Wλ : Md → Md given by

Wλ(X) =
1

d − λ
(tr(X)I − λXT),

which is an unital trace preserving EB-map ([WeHo02]). Consider the Choi-matrix

CWλ
=

1
d − λ

(
(I ⊗ I) − λF

)
,

where F ∈ B(Cd ⊗ Cd) is the flip operator, and satisfies F 2 = Id ⊗ Id. Since CWλ
is not a

projection Wλ is not degradable.

Example 4.9. Given λ ∈ [− 1
d+1 , 1] the map Φλ,d : Md → Md defined by

Φλ,d(X) :=
1

2λ + d
{tr(X)I + λ(X + XT)} (4.5)

is an EB-map ([DMS23]). Note that

CΦλ,d
= (Id ⊗ Id) + λ(P + F ),

where P = |
∑

j ej ⊗ ei〉〈
∑

j ej ⊗ ej| ∈ B(Cd ⊗ C
d). Since CΦλ,d

is not a projection, Φλ,d is not

degradable.

In the rest of this section we discuss degradable CP-maps. Suppose Φ ∈ CP(d, d) is of the

form Φ = AdY ◦ SA ◦ AdZ , where A ∈ M
+
d , Y, Z ∈ Md. If both Y, Z are invertible (in particular

unitaries), then Φ is degradable. See [WoPe07, DeSh05] for details.

Example 4.10. Let W ∈ Md3×d2
is a co-isometry, A ∈ M

+
d3

and Z ∈ Md1×d3
. Consider Φ =

AdW ◦ SA ◦ AdZ ∈ CP(d1, d2). Now since Sc
A is EB we have Φc = (AdW ◦ SA ◦ AdV )c = Sc

A ◦ AdV

is also EB, hence anti-degradable. Thus Φ is degradable.

Proposition 4.11. Let Φj : Md → Mdj
, 1 ≤ j ≤ k be pure CP-maps. Then the map Φ := ⊕k

i=1Φi

is degradable.

Proof. We prove it only for the case k = 2, and the general case can be proved similarly.

So, assume Φj = AdVj
for j = 1, 2. Letting W1 =

[
V1 0

]
∈ Md×d1+d2

and W2 =
[
0 V2

]
∈

Md×d1+d2
we have Φ =

∑2
j=1 AdWj

. Note that WjW ∗
i = 0 for i 6= j ∈ {1, 2} and hence

Φc(X) =
2∑

i,j=1

tr(W ∗
i XWj)|e(2)

i 〉〈e
(2)
j | =

2∑

j=1

tr(W ∗
j XWj)|e(2)

j 〉〈e
(2)
j | =

2∑

j=1

tr(V ∗
j XVj)|e(2)

j 〉〈e
(2)
j |
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for all X ∈ Md. Note that Γ : Md1+d2
→ C given by

Γ(

[
A11 A12

A21 A22

]
) :=

[
tr(A11) 0

0 tr(A22)

]

is a CP-map such that Φc = Γ ◦ Φ so that Φ is degradable. �

Corollary 4.12. Let Φ ∈ UCP(d1, d2). If Φ is a C∗-extreme point of UCP(d1, d2), then it is

degradable.

Proof. Let Φ ∈ UCP(d1, d2) be a C∗-extreme point. From [FaZh98, Theorem 2.1], there exist

a unitary U ∈ Md2
and positive integers n1 ≥ n2 ≥ · · · ≥ nk with

∑k
i=1 ni = d2 and isometries

Vi ∈ Md1×ni
such that AdU ◦ Φ = ⊕k

i=1AdVi
. From the above proposition it follows that Φc =

(AdU ◦ Φ)c = Γ ◦ AdU ◦ Φ for some CP-map Γ concluding that Φ is degradable. �

Example 4.13. Let Φ : Md → Md be a unital EB map given by Φ =
∑d

i=1 AdAi
where Ai =

|ei〉〈ei|. Since A∗
i Aj = 0 for all i 6= j, we have Φ = Φc. Thus From theorem 3.2, Φ is degradable.

Note that Φ is not a linear extreme (hence not C∗-extreme) point of UCP(d).
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Appendix A.

The following theorem is a generalized version of [Hol07, Theorem 2] to infinite dimen-

sional Hilbert spaces and we use the similar technique to prove this.

Theorem A.1. Let Φ : T(H1) → T(H2) be a quantum operation with the minimal Stinespring

representation (K̂, Â). If (K, A) is a Stinespring representation of Φ, then there exists an

isometry V : K̂ → K such that

A = (IH2
⊗ V )Â and Â = (IH2

⊗ V ∗)A.

(If (K, A) is also minimal then V can be chosen to be a unitary). Consequently, given other

Stinespring representation (K′, A′) of Φ there exist a partial isometry W : K → K′ such that

A′ = (IH2
⊗ W )A and A = (IH2

⊗ W ∗)A′

Proof. Let (K̂, Â) be the minimal Stinespring representation of Φ∗. Then,

span{(X ⊗ IK̂)Âh : h ∈ H1, X ∈ B(H2)} = H2 ⊗ K̂

and Φ∗(X) = Â∗(X ⊗IK̂)Â for all X ∈ B(H2). Now since (K, A) is a Stinespring representation

for Φ we have Φ∗(X) = A∗(X ⊗ IK)A for all X ∈ B(H2). Define S : H2 ⊗ K̂ → H2 ⊗ K by

S(X ⊗ IK̂)Âh := (X ⊗ IK)Ah, ∀ X ∈ B(H2), h ∈ H1.

Then S is an isometry satisfying SÂ = A and S(X ⊗ IK̂) = (X ⊗ IK)S for all X ∈ B(H2).

Hence there exists an isometry V ∈ B(K̂, K) such that S = IH2
⊗ V . Now SÂ = A implies that

A = (IH2
⊗ V )Â and hence Â = (IH2

⊗ V ∗)A. Similarly, one can have an isometry V ′ : K̂ → K′
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such that A′ = (IH2
⊗ V ′)Â and Â = (IH2

⊗ V ′∗)A′. Note that W := V ′V ∗ ∈ B(K, K′) is the

required partial isometry. �

Proposition A.2. Let Φ : T(H1) → T(H2) be a quantum operation with Kraus decomposition

Φ(T ) =
∑

j∈Λ AjT A∗
j , where {Aj}j∈Λ ⊆ B(H1, H2) is countable family with

∑
j∈Λ A∗

j Aj ∈

B(H2). If H3 is any other separable complex Hilbert space with orthonormal basis {ej : j ∈ Λ},

then the map Ψ : T(H1) → T(H3) given by

Ψ(T ) :=
∑

i,j∈Λ

tr(AiT A∗
j )|ei〉〈ej | (A.1)

is a well-defined quantum operation and complementary to Φ.

Proof. Since
∑

j A∗
j Aj ∈ B(H2)+, we have

∥∥∑

j∈Λ

Ajx ⊗ ej

∥∥2
= 〈x,

∑

j∈Λ

A∗
j Ajx〉 ≤

∥∥∑

j∈Λ

A∗
j Aj

∥∥ ‖x‖2
, ∀ x ∈ H1.

Hence x 7→
∑

j∈Λ Ajx ⊗ ej defines an operator A ∈ B(H1, H2 ⊗ H3). Now fix an orthonormal

basis {fj}j∈Λ′ for H2. Then for all T ∈ T(H1), we have

trH3
(AT A∗) =

∑

i,j∈Λ′

∑

k∈Λ

〈fi ⊗ ek, AT A∗(fj ⊗ ek)〉|fi〉〈fj |

=
∑

i,j∈Λ′

〈fi,
∑

k

AkT A∗
kfj〉|fi〉〈fj |

=
∑

k

AkT A∗
k

= Φ(T )

and

trH2
(AT A∗) =

∑

k∈Λ′

∑

i,j∈Λ

〈fk ⊗ ei, AT A∗(fk ⊗ ej)〉|ei〉〈ej |

=
∑

i,j∈Λ

∑

k∈Λ′

〈fk, AiT A∗
jfk〉|ei〉〈ej |

=
∑

i,j∈Λ

tr(AiT A∗
j)|ei〉〈ej |.

Thus Ψ(T ) := trH2
(AT A∗) =

∑
i,j∈Λ tr(AiT A∗

j)|ei〉〈ej |, ∀ T ∈ T(H1) is a well-defined quantum

operation which is complementary to Φ. �

We used similar techniques of [He13, LiDu15] to prove the following theorem.

Theorem A.3. Let H1, H2 be two separable Hilbert spaces with dim(H1) = ∞. Then for a

quantum operation Φ : T(H1) → T(H2) the following are equivalent:

(i) Φ is SEB.

(ii) For every sequence of positive scalars {λi : i ∈ N} ⊆ R with
∑

i∈N
λi < ∞, the operator∑

i,j∈N

√
λiλjEij ⊗ Φ(Eij) ∈ T(H1 ⊗ H2)+ is countably decomposable separable.

(iii) For one sequence of positive scalars {λi : i ∈ N} ⊆ R with
∑

i∈N
λi < ∞, the operator

∑
i,j∈N

√
λiλjEij ⊗ Φ(Eij) ∈ T(H1 ⊗ H2)+ is countably decomposable separable.

(iv) (Kraus decomposition:) There exist Kraus operators {Aj}j∈N ⊆ B(H1, H2) of rank at

most one with
∑

j∈N
A∗

j Aj ∈ B(H1) such that

Φ(T ) =
∑

j∈N

AjT A∗
j , ∀ T ∈ T(H1).
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(v) (Holevo form:) There exist positive operators {Fj}j∈N ⊆ B(H1) with
∑

k∈N
Fk ∈ B(H1)

and states {Rj}j∈N ⊆ S(H2) such that

Φ(T ) =
∑

j∈N

tr(T Fj)Rj , ∀ T ∈ T(H1).

Proof. (i) ⇒ (ii) Let {ej}j∈N be an orthonormal basis of H1 and let λj ∈ R be positive scalars

such that
∑

j∈N
λj < ∞. Let e :=

∑
j∈N

√
λjej ⊗ ej ∈ H1 ⊗ H1 and ρ := |e〉〈e| ∈ T(H1 ⊗ H1).

Let wn :=
∑n

j=1

√
λjej ⊗ ej and ρn := |wn〉〈wn|. Clearly, limn tr(ρn) = tr(ρ) and ρn → ρ in

WOT, hence ρn → ρ in trace-norm ([Gru73, Theorem 2]). Note that
∑

i,j

∥∥√
λiλjEij ⊗ Eij

∥∥
1 is

convergent, hence (w.r.t trace norm topology)

lim
n

ρn = lim
n→∞

n∑

i,j=1

√
λiλjEij ⊗ Eij

= lim
n,m→∞

n∑

i=1

m∑

j=1

√
λiλjEij ⊗ Eij

=
∑

i,j

√
λiλjEij ⊗ Eij

Since idH1
⊗Φ is continuous in trace norm we have

(idH1
⊗Φ)(ρ) =

∑

i,j

√
λiλjEij ⊗ Φ(Eij). (A.2)

As Φ is SEB, we have (idH1
⊗Φ)(ρ) is countably decomposable separable.

(ii) ⇒ (iii) Clearly holds.

(iii) ⇒ (iv) Let {λi : i ∈ N} ⊆ R with
∑

i∈N
λi < ∞ be such that

∑
i,j∈N

√
λiλjEij ⊗ Φ(Eij) ∈

T(H1 ⊗ H2)+ is countably decomposable separable. Then there exist unit vectors uk, vk ∈ H1

and non-negative scalars rk such that
∑

i,j∈N

√
λiλjEij ⊗ Φ(Eij) =

∑

k∈N

rk|uk〉〈uk| ⊗ |vk〉〈vk|. (A.3)

Then for all x, y ∈ H2

√
λiλj〈y, Φ(Eij)x〉 = 〈ei ⊗ y, (

∑

s,t

√
λsλtEst ⊗ Φ(Est))(ej ⊗ x)〉

= 〈ei ⊗ y, (
∑

k

rk|uk〉〈uk| ⊗ |vk〉〈vk|)(ej ⊗ x)〉

=
∑

k

rk〈uk, ej〉〈ei, uk〉〈vk, x〉〈y, vk〉

= 〈y,
( ∑

k

rk〈uk, ej〉〈ei, uk〉|vk〉〈vk|
)

x〉

Therefore,

Φ(Eij) =
1√
λiλj

∑

k

rk〈uk, ej〉〈ei, uk〉|vk〉〈vk|, ∀ i, j. (A.4)

Let v =
∑

j

√
λjej ∈ H1 and A = |v〉〈v| =

∑
i,j

√
λiλjEij ∈ T(H1)+. Applying partial trace to

(A.2) and (A.3) we get
∑

k

rk|uk〉〈uk| =
∑

i,j

√
λiλjEij tr

(
Φ(Eij)

)

=
∑

i,j

√
λiλjEij tr

(
EijΦ∗(I)

)
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=
∑

ij

√
λiλj〈ej, Φ∗(I)ei〉Eij

= A ⊙ Φ∗(I)T

≤ A ⊙
∥∥Φ∗(I)T

∥∥ I

= ‖Φ∗(I)‖
∞∑

j=1

λjEjj . (A.5)

Let Pn =
∑n

j=1 |ej〉〈ej | and zk,n :=
∑n

i=1

√
µk√
λi

〈uk, ei〉ei for k, n ≥ 1. From (A.5), we get
∑∞

k=1 rk|Pnuk〉〈Pnuk| ≤ ‖Φ∗(I)‖
∑n

i=1 λiEii so that

m∑

k=1

|zk,n〉〈zk,n| =
m∑

k=1

n∑

i,j=1

rk√
λiλj

〈uk, ei〉〈ej , uk〉Eij

=
m∑

k=1

n∑

i,j=1

rk√
λiλj

〈ej , |uk〉〈uk|ei〉Eij

=
n∑

i,j=1

m∑

k=1

rk√
λiλj

〈Pnej, |uk〉〈uk|Pnei〉Eij

=
n∑

i,j=1

1√
λiλj

〈ej ,

m∑

k=1

rk|Pnuk〉〈Pnuk|ei〉Eij

≤
n∑

i,j=1

1√
λiλj

〈ej ,

∞∑

k=1

rk|Pnuk〉〈Pnuk|ei〉Eij

≤ ‖Φ∗(I)‖ Pn, ∀ m, n ≥ 1. (A.6)

Since |zk,n〉〈zk,n| ≤
∑k+1

j=1 |zj,n〉〈zj,n| ≤ ‖Φ∗(I)‖ Pn for all k ≥ 1 we have

‖zk,n‖2 =
∥∥|zk,n〉〈zk,n|

∥∥ ≤ ‖Φ∗(I)‖ , ∀ n, k ≥ 1.

Thus zk,n converges, say to zk =
∑∞

i=1

√
µk√
λi

〈uk, ei〉ei ∈ H1. Now for every m, n ≥ 1, from (A.6),

we have
m∑

k=1

|zk,n〉〈zk,n| =
m∑

k=1

Pn|zk〉〈zk|Pn ≤ ‖Φ∗(I)‖ Pn,

i.e., Pn(‖Φ∗(I)‖ I −
∑m

k=1 |zk〉〈zk|)Pn is positive. From [LiDu15, Lemma 3.3], it follows that

‖Φ∗(I)‖ I −
∑m

k=1 |zk〉〈zk| is positive for every m ≥ 1. By letting Ak := |vk〉〈vk| ∈ B(H1, H2)

we get
∑

k A∗
kAk =

∑
k |zk〉〈zk| ≤ ‖Φ∗(I)‖ IH1

. Consider the quantum operation Ψ : T(H1) →

T(H2) defined by Ψ(·) =
∑

k Ak(·)A∗
k. Then for every i, j ≥ 1

Ψ(Eij) =
∑

k

〈zk, ei〉〈ej , zk〉|vk〉〈vk| =
∑

k

rk√
λiλj

〈ei, uk〉〈uk, ej〉|vk〉〈vk| = Φ(Eij)

Now if T =
∑

i,j tijEij ∈ T(H1) for some tij ∈ C, then since Φ, Ψ are continuous in trace norm

we get

Φ(T ) = lim
n→∞

n∑

i,j=1

tijΦ(Eij) = lim
n→∞

n∑

i,j=1

tijΨ(Eij) = Ψ(T ).

Thus Φ(T ) =
∑

k AkT A∗
k for all T ∈ T(H1).

(iv) ⇒ (v) Assume that Φ has a represenation as in (2.6). Let Λ = {j : Aj 6= 0} and write

Aj = |vj〉〈uj | for some uj ∈ H1 and unit vector vj ∈ H2 . For every j ∈ Λ, let Fj := A∗
j Aj and
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Rj := |vj〉〈vj |, then
∑

j∈Λ Fj ∈ B(H1) and

Φ(T ) =
∑

j∈Λ

AjT A∗
j

=
∑

j∈Λ

|vj〉〈uj |T |uj〉〈vj |

=
∑

j∈Λ

tr(T |uj〉〈uj |)|vj〉〈vj |

=
∑

j∈Λ

tr(T Fj)Rj

=
∑

j∈N

tr(T Fj)Rj ,

where Fj = 0 and Rj = |v〉〈v| for all j /∈ Λ and for some fixed unit vector v ∈ H2.

(v) ⇒ (i) Assume that Φ has a Holevo form as in (2.7). Now let K be a separable Hilbert space

and let ρ ∈ T(K ⊗ H1)+. Fixing an orthonormal basis {ej : j ∈ Λ} of K write ρ =
∑

i,j∈Λ Eij ⊗Tij

for some Tij ∈ T(H1), where Eij = |ei〉〈ej |. Then

idK ⊗Φ(ρ) =
∑

ij

Eij ⊗ Φ(Tij)

=
∑

ij

Eij ⊗
( ∑

k

tr(TijFk)Rk

)

=
∑

ij

( ∑

k

tr(TijFk)Eij

)
⊗ Rk

=
∑

k

( ∑

ij

tr(TijFk)Eij

)
⊗ Rk

=
∑

k

trH2

(
(IK ⊗ Fk)ρ

)
⊗ Rk

Since trH2

(
(IK ⊗ Fk)ρ

)
is positive (idK ⊗Φ)ρ is countably decomposable separable. Since K

and ρ are arbitrary Φ is SEB. �
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