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Abstract

We discuss the interconnections between basic correlation measures of a bipar-
tite quantum state and basic information characteristics of a quantum channel,
focusing on the benefits of these interconnections for solving specific problems
concerning the characteristics of both types.

We describe properties of the (unoptimized and optimized) quantum discord
in infinite-dimensional bipartite systems. In particular, using the generalized
Koashi-Winter relation, a simple condition is obtained that guarantees that a
state with zero quantum discord is quantum-classical. Two possible definitions
of the quantum discord for states with infinite one-way classical correlation are
proposed and analysed.

The generalized versions of Koashi-Winter and Xi-Lu-Wang-Li relations are
used to obtain advanced continuity bounds for the Holevo information at the
outputs of a channel and its complementary channel (as functions of a channel for
a given ensemble of input states), for the Holevo capacity and the unregularized
private capacity of a quantum channel depending either on the input dimension
or on the input energy bound.

We also discuss the properties of quantum channels which are ”doppelgangers”
of the monotonicity of the quantum discord and the entropy reduction of a local
measurement under quantum channels acting on an unmeasured subsystem.
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1 Introduction

There are two important areas of research in quantum information theory that have
appeared since the very emergence of this scientific direction:

e the study of correlations of states of composite quantum systems;
e the study of different information capacities of quantum channels.

These two directions are closely related, since correlations of quantum states are
special resources that underlie many quantum algorithms, in particular, protocols for



transmitting information over a quantum channel. For example, it was observed many
years ago that the quantum entanglement — purely quantum type of correlation —
can be used to increase the rate of classical information transmission over a quantum
channel in the different ways: by using entangled measurements for decoding a classical
message encoded in quantum states, by using entangled states for encoding a classical
message and by using an entangled state shared by both parties of a communication
system [1, 2, 3, 4].

Various characteristics are used to quantify the correlations of composite quantum
states. Important roles in the description of correlations of bipartite quantum states
are played by the quantum mutual information, the one-way classical correlation and
the quantum discord [5, 6, 7]. Roughly speaking, the quantum mutual information de-
scribes the total correlation of a bipartite state, while the one-way classical correlation
and the quantum discord describe its classical and quantum components.

In the study of the abilities of quantum channels for transmission of classical infor-
mation, the concepts of Holevo capacity and mutual information of a quantum channel
play a key role [8, 9, 10]. The relations between these characteristics and the correla-
tion and entanglement measures are well known. For example, the constrained Holevo
capacity of a partial trace channel can be represented as the difference between the out-
put entropy and the Entanglement of Formation, the mutual information of a channel
at a given input state is expressed via the quantum mutual information of the corre-
sponding bipartite state. By using this representation the well known Koashi-Winter
relation (cf.[29]) can be rewritten as a relation between the constrained Holevo capac-
ity and the one-way classical correlation. This gives an interpretation of the quantum
discord as a difference between the mutual information of a partial trace channel and
the constrained Holevo capacity of this channel. Another useful interconnection of this
type can be obtained by using the Xi-Lu-Wang-Li relation [35] (see details in Sections
4 and 6.1).

The aim of this article is to discuss the interconnections between basic correlation
measures and basic information characteristics of quantum channels with pointing the
main attention on benefits of these interconnections for solving the following tasks:

e computable estimates and continuity bounds for correlation measures;
e local continuity analysis of correlation measures;

e computable estimates and continuity bounds for information characteristics of
quantum channels;

e local continuity analysis of information characteristics of quantum channels;

e description of the null set of the quantum discord in infinite-dimensional bipartite
systems.

The efficiency of the ”interconnection technique” for solving the first two of the
above tasks has been already demonstrated in [11, Section 4.3], where it is used for



deriving continuity bounds and local continuity conditions for the regularization of
the one-way classical correlation in both finite-dimensional and infinite-dimensional
bipartite quantum systems. In this article we focus on solving the last three tasks.

The initial motivation of this research was to obtain advanced continuity bounds for
the information capacities of quantum channels depending either on the input dimen-
sion (if it is finite) or on the input energy bound (if the input dimension is infinite).
Faithful continuity bounds of this type were obtained in [28], but these continuity
bounds are not too accurate and are determined by rather complex expressions (in
the infinite-dimensional case). The interconnection technique allows us to obtain more
accurate and simple continuity bounds for the Holevo information at the outputs of
a channel and its complementary channel, for the Holevo capacity and the unregu-
larized private capacity of a quantum channel in both finite-dimensional and infinite-
dimensional cases.

The article is organized as follows.

In Section 2, we describe the basic notation, definitions and some auxilarily results
used in the article.

In Section 3, we obtain several results on the properties of the entropy reduction
of local measurements in a composite quantum system. These results are essentially
used in the main part of the article.

In Section 4, we describe the generalized versions of Koashi-Winter and Xi-Lu-
Wang-Li relations.

In Section 5, properties of the quantum discord in infinite-dimensional bipartite
systems are considered. By proving the lower semicontinuity of the (unoptimized and
optimized) quantum discord on the natural domain, we obtain a simple condition of
local continuity (convergence) of the (unoptimized and optimized) quantum discord
and one-way classical correlation. We apply the generalized Koashi-Winter relation
to prove that a state w with zero quantum discord is quantum-classical provided that
min{S(w), S(wp)} < +o0o, where B is a measured subsystem. We also propose def-
initions of the (unoptimized and optimized) quantum discord for states with infinite
one-way classical correlation and discuss their properties.

Section 6 contains the main results of the article. By reformulating the generalized
versions of Koashi-Winter and Xi-Lu-Wang-Li relations in terms of a quantum channel
and its complementary channel in Section 6.1, we obtain in Section 6.2.1 continuity
bounds for the Holevo information at the outputs of a channel and its complementary
channel (as functions of a channel for a given ensemble of input states) in both finite-
dimensional and infinite-dimensional cases. Then, in Sections 6.2.2 and 6.2.3, we use
these results to derive continuity bounds for the Holevo capacity and the unregularized
private capacity of a quantum channel depending on the input dimension/energy. In
Section 6.3, we discuss the properties of quantum channels which are ”doppelgangers”
of the monotonicity of the quantum discord and the entropy reduction of a local mea-
surement under quantum channels acting on an unmeasured subsystem. In Section 6.4,
we apply the interconnection technique to obtain bounds on the Holevo capacity and
the entropic disturbance of a quantum channel via the quantum discord. In Section



6.5, we use the generalized Koashi-Winter relation and the results of Section 6.3 for
the qualitative continuity analysis of the constrained Holevo capacity and the output
Holevo information as functions of pairs (channel, input state) and (channel, input
ensemble) correspondingly.

In Section 7, we briefly summarize the overall results and mention the open ques-
tions appeared in this research.

2 Preliminaries and basic notation

Let H be a separable Hilbert space, B(H) the algebra of all bounded operators on H
with the operator norm || - || and T(#) the Banach space of all trace-class operators on
‘H with the trace norm |[|-||;. Let &(H) be the set of quantum states (positive operators
in T(H) with unit trace) [8, 9, 10].

Write Iy for the unit operator on a Hilbert space H and Idy for the identity
transformation of the Banach space T(H).

The support suppp of a positive operator p € T(H) is the closed subspace spanned
by the eigenvectors of p corresponding to its positive eigenvalues. The dimension of
suppp is called the rank of p and is denoted by rankp.

The von Neumann entropy of a quantum state p € &(#H) is defined by the formula
S(p) = Trn(p), where n(z) = —xInz if x > 0 and n(0) = 0. It is a concave lower
semicontinuous function on the set &(H) taking values in [0, +o0] [8, 12, 13]. The von
Neumann entropy satisfies the inequality

S(pp+ (1 =p)o) <pS(p) + (1 —p)S(a) + ha(p) (1)

valid for any states p and ¢ in G(#H) and p € (0, 1), where hy(p) = n(p) +n(l —p) is
the binary entropy [9, 10].
The quantum relative entropy for two states p and o in §(H) is defined as

D(pllo) => (il plnp— plna|i),

(2

where {|i)} is the orthonormal basis of eigenvectors of the state p and it is assumed
that D(p|lo) = +oo if suppp is not contained in suppo [12, 8, 10].

The quantum mutual information (QMI) of a state w of a bipartite quantum system
AB is defined as

I(A:B), = D(wl|lwa ®@wp) = S(wa) + S(wp) — S(w),

where wy = Trpw, wp = Trw and the second formula is valid if S(w) is finite [5]. Basic
properties of the relative entropy show that w +— I(A:B), is a lower semicontinuous
function on the set G(Hp) taking values in [0, +00] (Hap = Ha @ Hp).

The quantum conditional mutual information (QCMI) of a state w of a finite-
dimensional tripartite quantum system ABC' is defined by the formula

I(AZB|C)WZS(WA0)+S(WB0)—S(wAgc)—S(wC). (2)
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This quantity can be also expressed via the QMI as follows
I(A:B|C), =I(AC:B), —I(B:C), =1(A:BC), — I(A:C),,.

If w is a state of an infinite-dimensional tripartite quantum system ABC' then the right
hand sides of (2) and of the above two representations may contain the uncertainty
"oo — o0”. In this case one can define the QCMI by one of the following expressions

I(A:B|C), = sup [I(A:BC)gug — I(A:C)owo], Q= Pa® Ipc, (3)
I(A:B|C), = sup [I(AC:B)gug — I(B:C)auwa], Q@ = Ps® e, (4)

where the suprema are taken over the sets of all finite rank projectors in B(#H4) and
in B(Hp) correspondingly and it is assumed that I(X :Y), = [Tro][(X :Y ), ne for
any nonzero o in T, (Hxy).

Expressions (3) and (4) are equivalent and coincide with the above formulae for
any state w at which these formulae are well defined. The QCMI defined by these
expressions is a nonnegative lower semicontinuous function on G(H apc) possessing all
the basic properties of QMCI valid in the finite-dimensional case [14, Theorem 2].

A finite or countable collection {px} of quantum states with a probability distribu-
tion {pj} is called (discrete) ensemble and denoted by {ps, pr}. The state p =", prpx
is called the average state of {py, pr}. The Holevo information of an ensemble {py, pi}

is defined as
x({pr, pr}) = E pD(pellp) = S(p) = > piS(pw),
k

where the second formula is valid if S(p) is finite. This quantity is an upper bound
on the classical information obtained from quantum measurements over the ensemble
[15].

A state w of a bipartite system AB is called quantum-classical (briefly, g-c state)

if it has the form
0 =3P ), )
k

where {pg, pr} is an ensembles of states in &(H,) and {|k)} is a fixed orthonormal
basis in Hp. It is essential that I(A:B), = x({pk, pr}) for any such state w [8, 10].

A quantum operation ® from a system A to a system B is a linear completely
positive trace non-increasing map from T(H,) to T(Hpg) [8, 10]. A trace preserv-
ing operation is called quantum channel. By the Stinespring theorem any quantum
operation (correspondingly, channel) ® from A to B can be represented as

P(p) = TrgVapVy, pe T(Ha),

where V5 is a contraction (correspondingly, isometry) from the space H 4 into the tensor
product of the space Hp and some Hilbert space Hp called environment [8, 10].



The quantum operation
B(p) = TrpVapVs, p € T(Ha), (6)

from A to E is called complementary to the operation ® [8, 16]. A complementary
operation to an operation ® is uniquely defined up to the isometrical equivalence [16].
We will use the notion of strong convergence of quantum channels and operations.
A sequence {®,} of quantum operations from A to B strongly converges to a quantum
operation @ if ®,,(p) tends to Py(p) as n — +oo for any p € S(Ha) [59)].
The constrained Holevo capacity of a channel ® : A — B at a state p in &(H,4) is
defined as

C(@.0) = sup x({pe D(p)}). 7)
3k PRPE=P
where the supremum is over all ensembles {py, pi.} of states in G(H 4) with the average
state p. This quantity is related to the classical (unassisted) capacity of a channel
8, 17].
The mutual information I(®, p) of a quantum channel ® : A — B at a state p in
S(H ) is defined as

I(®, p) = I(B: R)osuan = S(p) + S((p)) = S(D(p)), (8)

where p is pure state in &(H 4r) such that Trgp = p and the second formula is valid
if all the entropies involved are finite [8, 10]. This quantity is related to the classical
entanglement-assisted capacity of a channel [3, 18].

If ¥ is a channel from B to C then (Vo ®,p) < I(¥, P(p)) [8, 10]. We will use

Lemma 1. For arbitrary quantum channels ® : A — B and ¥ : B — C the
nonnegative function p — I(W, ®(p)) — (Vo D, p) is lower semicontinuous on the set
{peS(Ha)|I(Vod, p) <+o0}.

Proof. Let p € &(Har) be a given purification of an arbitrary state p € S(H.4)
and ®(p) = TreVepVg be the Stinespring representation of a quantum channel .
Then 0 = (Vo ® Ig)p(Vg ® Ig) is a purification of the state ®(p) and hence
I(V,®(p)) = I(C: ER)ygidpn(o)- At the same time, I(V o @, p) = I(C: R)wgidpp(o) 8
TrepV @ Idggr(o) = (Vo @) @ Idg(p). Thus, I(¥,P(p)) — I(V o P, p) is the loss of the
quantum mutual information I(C: ER)ygidyu(s) under the partial trace over £. Since
for any sequence {p,} C &(H4) converging to a state py there is a sequence {p,} of
purifications in &(H 4r) converging to a purification gy of the state pg, the claim of the
lemma follows from Theorem 2 in [19]. O

If H is a positive (semi-definite) operator on a Hilbert space H (we will always
assume that positive operators are self-adjoint) and p is any positive operator in T(H)
then the quantity TrH p is defined by the rule

sup,, TrP, Hp if suppp C cl(D(H))
+oo otherwise

Y

TrHp = {



where P, is the spectral projector of H corresponding to the interval [0, n] and cl(D(H))
is the closure of the domain D(H) of H. If H is the Hamiltonian (the energy observable)
of a quantum system described by the space H, then TrHp is the mean energy of the
state p [8].

If the operator H satisfies the Gibbs condition

Tre P < 400 forall >0 (9)

and {p, } is a sequence of states in S(H) converging to a state po such that sup,, TrHp,, <
+o00 then (cf. [13])
3 lim S(pn) = S(po) < +o0.

n—-+4oo
We will use the function

Fu(E)= sup S(p) = S(yu(E)) = B(E)E +InTre 4, (10)

TrHp<E

where
vu(FE) = e_B(E)H/Tre_B(E)H (11)

is the Gibbs state corresponding to the "energy” FE, the parameter S(F) is determined
by the equation TrHe ?# = ETre P [13]. The function Fy(FE) is strictly increasing
and concave on [Ey, +00), where Ej is the minimal eigenvalue of H (the Gibbs condition
(9) implies that the operator H has a discrete spectrum of finite multiplicity) [20]. Tt
is easy to see that Fy(Ey) = Inm(Eyp), where m(FEy) is the multiplicity of Ej.

We will use the following important result proved in [21].

Lemma 2. If a sequence {p,} of states converges to a state py w.r.t. the weak
operator topology then the sequence {p,} converges to the state py w.r.t. the trace
norm.

3 Entropy reduction of local measurements

Let A and B be quantum systems of any dimension and M = {M;} be a discrete
Positive Operator Valued Measure (POVM) on Hp. To achieve the main aims of this
article we will need several results concerning the quantity

ER(w, 14 @M) = S(w) = Y _piS(wi), w € S(Hap), (12)

where p; = TrM;wp and w; = p; (14 @ V/M;)w (14 ® /M;) (if p; = 0 then we assume
that p;S(w;) = 0). This quantity is the entropy reduction of the measurement described
by the POVM I, @M = {I,® M} [22, 23, 24], it can be extended to states with infinite
entropy by the expression

ER(W,[A@M) = [(\IIIA@)M,(U), (13)
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where (¥, em,w) is the mutual information of the quantum channel V;,gn(9) =
> [TrM9g]li)(i| at a state w (the channel W, gy acts from the system AB to such a
system FE that dim Hpg = card(M), {|i)} is a basis in Hg) [25, 26].!
Proposition 1. Let Ml = {M;} be a discrete POVM on Hp and [4,QM = {I,@M,;}.
A) The function w — ER(w, 4 ® M) is nonnegative concave and lower semicon-
tinuous on S(Hap). The inequalities

ER(w,I4 ®M) < min{S(w), S(wp)} (14)
and
ER(pp+ (1 —=p)o,I1a @ M) < pER(p,Ia @ M) + (1 —p)ER(0, 14 @ M) + ha(p) (15)

hold (with possible values +oo in both sides) for all w,p,oc € S(Hap) and p € [0, 1],
where ho(p) is the binary entropy.

B) The function w— ER(P®Idg(w), [4@M)—FER(w,[4@M), where ®: A — A
18 any quantum channel, is nonnegative and lower semicontinuous on the set

{w € S(Hap) | ER(w,[4 @M) < +o0}. (16)
C) If {wn} C &(Hap) is a sequence converging to a state wy such that

lim S(Jw]x) = S([wolx) < +00, (17)

n——+o0o

where X is either B or AB, then

nl—lgloo ER(wp, [4 @ M) = ER(wp, [4 ® M) < 400. (18)
Remark 1. Both upper bounds in (14) are optimal in the sense that they are
attained at some state w in &(H 4p) for a particular POVM M = {M;} on Hp. Indeed,
if w=p®o (where p € 8(Ha), 0 € &(Hp)) and M is any POVM consisting of one
rank operators then FR(w, Iy @ M) = S(0) = S(wp). If w = > . pip;i ® |)(i] and
M = {]i)(i|}, where {p;} is a probability distribution, {p;} is a collection of pure states
in §(H4) and {|7) (7]} is an orthonormal basis in Hp, then ER(w, [,@M) = H({p;}) =
S(w), where H({p;}) is the Shannon entropy of {p;}.

Proof. A) By representation (13) the concavity and lower semicontinuity of the mu-
tual information of a quantum channel (cf. [8]) imply the concavity and lower semicon-
tinuity of the function f(w) = FR(w, 4 ® M). The inequality ER(w, 4 @ M) < S(w)
follows from (12), the inequality FR(w, 4 ® M) < S(wp) follows from the inequality
ER(w,I4x®M) < ER(wp,M) which is a corollary of claim B proved below.

IStrictly speaking, the quantity (12) is the entropy reduction of the efficient instrument
{Ia ® VM; ()14 ® \/M;}, but the expression (13) shows that it is completely determined by the
corresponding POVM T4 @ M = {I4 ® M,;}. The quantity (12) coincides with the information gain
of any instrument (efficient or non-efficient) described by the POVM I4 @ M [25, 27].
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To show that the function f(w) = ER(w, 4 ® M) satisfies inequality (15) assume
first that p and o are states with finite entropy. In this case the required inequality
follows, by the expression (12), from the inequality (1) and concavity of the function
w3 S((1a ® VM) w(ly ® /ML), where S denotes the homogeneous extension of
the entropy to the positive cone T, (Hap).

If p and o are arbitrary states then consider the sequences of states p,, = [TrP?p] ' Pfp
and o, = [TrP%¢]'P%0, where P? and P¢ are the spectral projectors of the states
p and o corresponding to their n maximal eigenvalues (taking the multiplicity into
account). By using the concavity and lower semicontinuity of the function f(w) =
ER(w, I ®M) it is easy to show that

Jim flwn) = flwo) < +o0, w=p,0,pp+ (1= p)o. (19)

Since inequality (15) holds for the states p, and o, for all n by the above observation,
the limit relations in (19) imply the validity of this inequality for the states p and o.

B) This claim follows from Lemma 1 in Section 2, since ¥y, gpo (P®Idp) = ¥, gm.

C) If (17) holds with X = AB then (18) follows from Proposition 1 in [26]. If (17)
holds with X = B then Proposition 1 in [26] implies that

lim ER([wn]B,M) = ER([WQ]B,M) < +00. (20)

n—-4o0o

By taking the quantum channel ®(p) = [Trp|7, where 7 is a pure state in &(H,),
we conclude from claim B that the function w — ER(wp,M) — ER(w, 4 ® M) is
nonnegative and lower semicontinuous on the set in (16). Thus, since the function
w — FR(w, 14 ® M) is lower semicontinuous on &(Hp) by claim A, relation (20)
implies (18). O

By the proof of Proposition 1C the following observation used below is valid

Corollary 1. The function w+— ER(wp, M) — ER(w, 14 ® M) is nonnegative and
lower semicontinuous on the set in (16).

It follows from Proposition 1A that the function w +— ER(w, 4 ® M) belongs to
the class Li(1,1) in the settings A; = AB and to the class L(1,1) in the settings
Ay = B, Ay = A in terms of Section 3.1.3 in [11]. So, uniform continuity bounds
for this function with the dimension/energy constraints can be obtained by using the
general results presented in [11, Section 3].

In particular, Theorem 3 in [11, Section 3.1.3] implies the following

Corollary 2. Let M = {M;} be a discrete POVM on Hp and [4 @M = {I,® M;}.
Let p and o be arbitrary states in S(Hap) and H. the minimal subspace containing
the supports of p and o. If d = min{dim Hp,dimH,} < +oo then

|ER(p, Ix @ M) — ER(0, I, ® M)| < elnd + g(e), (21)

where € = 3||p— ol and

g(x)i(x+1)h2< )z(m—i—l)ln(m—i—l)—xlnx, r>0, ¢0)=0  (22)

z+1
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Remark 2. Continuity bound (21) with d = dimHp is asymptotically tight for
large d (see Def. 1 in [11, Section 3.2.1]) for any POVM M consisting of one-rank
operators. Indeed, if p and o are, respectively, the chaotic state and any pure state in
S(Hag) then ER(p, 14 @ M) = S(pp) = Ind, ER(0, 14 @ M) = 0 and i||p — o) =
1— 1/(dd1m7—[A)

Continuity bound (21) with d = dim H,, is also asymptotically tight for large d for
some POVM M. Let dimH 4 = dimHp = d, H. be the subspace generated by the set
{lia ®ig)}L, of unit vectors in Hap, where {|ix)}% , is an orthonormal basis in Hy.
1M = {|in)(isl}ir, p = (1/d) X, lia)(ia] @ |ig)(in| and o = [1a)(1a] @ [15) (18]
then ER(p, I4 ® M) =Ind, ER(0, 1, ® M) =0 and ||p—of, =1 — 1/d.

To obtain an infinite-dimensional version of Corollary 2 assume that H is a positive
operator on the space Hx, where X is either B or AB, satisfying the condition

lim [Tr e_BH] g

B—01

=1, (23)

which is slightly stronger than the Gibbs condition (9). Condition (23) is equivalent
to the property
Fy(E)=0(VE) as E — 400 (24)

of the function Fy defined in (10) [11, Section 2.2].
Theorem 6 in [11, Section 3.2.3] implies, by the remark before Corollary 2, the
following

Corollary 3. Let M = {M,} be a discrete POVM on Hp and [4 @M = {I, & M;}.
Let H be a positive operator on the space Hy, where X is either B or AB, that satisfies
condition (23) and Fy be the function defined in (10). Then

|ER(p,I4 ® M) — ER(0, I, @ M)| < 5FH{25—§] + g(6) (25)

for any states p and o in S(Hap) such that TrHpx, TrHox < E and
either  F(p,0)>1—-8>0 or (2—ee< <1,

where € = 3|lp — o, F(p,0) = |\/pvoli (the fidelity of p and o) and g(x) is the
function defined in (22).

The r.h.s. of (25) tends to zero as 0 — 07 due to the equivalence of (23) and (24).

An important example of an operator H satisfying the condition (23) is the grounded
Hamiltonian

¢
H = Z hw;aa; (26)
i—1

of an /-mode quantum oscillator, where a; and a are the annihilation and creation
operators of the i-th mode [8].
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In this case the function Fy is bounded from above by the function

’ 1/¢
11 hw] . (27)

i=1

E +2Eq
n—————

Gra(F) = (In ==

YA
1
+ 1, E0:§Z;hwi, E, =

It is essential that this upper bound is e-sharp for large £ [28].

Thus, if the system X in Corollary 3 is an /~-mode quantum oscillator then one can
use the function Gy, instead of Fiy in (25). In this case the continuity bound (25) with
X = Band § =+/1— F(p,0) is asymptotically tight for large £ for any POVM M
consisting of one-rank operators. This can be shown by modifying the arguments from
Remark 2 or can be deduced from the asymptotical tightness of continuity bound (91)
in Section 6.2.1 for ensembles of pure states (which is proved by using (25)).

The continuity bound (25) expressed via ||p — o1 is simple but not too accu-
rate. More accurate (asymptotically tight) continuity bounds for the function w
ER(w,I4 ® M) depending on the trace norm distance can be obtained by applying
Theorem 7 in [11, Section 3.2.4]. Assume for simplicity that

inf (plHlp) = 0. (28)

Let G be a continuous function on R, such that
G(E) > Fy(E) VE>0, G(E)=o0(VE) as E — 400 (29)

and
G(E\) < G(Ey), G(E\)/VE1>G(E)/\VE, (30)

for any Ey > E; > 0 (general conditions for existence of such a function are discussed
in [11, Section 3.2.4]).

If H is the grounded Hamiltonian (26) of an ¢-mode quantum oscillator then the
function Gy, defined in (27) satisfies conditions (29) and (30) [28, 11].

Let dy be the minimal natural number such that Indy > G(0). For given E,e,t >0
and C, D > 0 we put

CB,(E, 2| C, D) = Ce(1+4%) (G [(5)2

and T = (1/¢) min{1, /E/G~'(Indp)}.
The classification of the function w +— FR(w, 4 ® M) mentioned before Corollary
2 allows us to apply Theorem 7 in [11, Section 3.2] to obtain the following

] +1/dy +1n 2) +D(2¢g(et)+g(e(1+2t))) (31)
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Corollary 4. Let M = {M;} be a discrete POVM on Hp and I,@M = {I,& M;}.
Let H be a positive operator on the space Hx, where X is either B or AB, that satisfies
conditions (23) and (28). If G is an arbitrary continuous function on R, satisfying
conditions (29) and (30) then

te (0,

for any states p and o in S(Hap) such that TrHpx, TrHox < E and %||p—a||1 <e.

The r.h.s. of (32) tends to zero as ¢ — 07 due to the second property of the
function G in (29).

Remark 3. Let X be an /-mode quantum oscillator, H its grounded Hamiltonian
defined in (26) and G' = Gy, be the function defined in (27). Then continuity bound
(32) is asymptotically tight for large E in the case X = B provided that M is a POVM
consisting of one-rank operators (see Def. 1 in [11, Section 3.2.1]). Since Gy (E) =
Fy(E)(1 4+ o(1)) as E — +o00, to prove this claim it suffices, by the last claim of
Theorem 7 in [11, Section 3.2], to note that

ER(p @ vu(E), [ @ M) = S(vy(F)) = Fu(E),

where p is any state in S(H ) and vy (E) is the Gibbs state (11) of B corresponding
to the "energy” F.

4 The generalized versions of the Koashi-Winter
and Xi-Lu-Wang-Li relations

The one-way classical correlation is proposed by Henderson and Vedral in [6] as a
measure of classical correlations of a state of a bipartite system AB. For an arbitrary
state w in S(H ap) it is defined as

Cp(w) = sup x({pi,wi}), (33)
MeMg

where the supremum is taken over the set Mg of all discrete POVM M = {M;} on the
space Hp, p; = TrMwp is the probability of the i-th outcome, w’y = p; *Trp(14 ® M;)w
is the posteriori state of system A corresponding to the i-th outcome (if p; = 0 then
it is assumed that the ensemble {p;,w’} has no state in the i-th position). It is easy
to show that the supremum in (33) can be taken only over the set 9% of all POVM
M = {M;} consisting of one-rank operators [29].

The function Cp on &(Hap) is nonnegative, non-increasing under local channels
and lower semicontinuous (it is continuous if and only if min{dim H 4, dimHp} < 400
[11, Section 4.3]). It is equal to the von Neumann entropy of wa at any pure state w
and coincides with the QMI I(A: B),, at any g-c state w (i.e. a state w having the form
(5)) [6, 30, 35].
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The quantum discord is the difference between the QMI and the one-way classical
correlation:

Dp(w) =I1(A:B), — Cp(w) = inf (I(A:B), — x({pi,w’})). (34)

MeMp

It is treated as a quantity describing the quantum component of correlation of a state
w of a bipartite system AB. This definition slightly differs from the original definition
proposed by Ollivier and Zurek in [7], where the quantum discord is defined by the
expression similar to (34) in which C'p(w) is defined by formula (33) with the supremum
over all von Neumann measurements only. The advantage of the definition (34) used
below is that it provides, due to Naimark’s theorem, the invariance of the quantum
discord w.r.t. to the embedding of Hap = Ha ® Hp into Hap = Ha ® Hp, where
Hp is any space containing Hp (the Ollivier-Zurek definition does not possess this
property) [31].

The function Dp is well defined (as a nonnegative number or +oo) by formula
(34) for any state w with finite Cg(w). The quantum discord is invariant under local
unitary trasformations and non-increasing under local channels acting on A, it is equal
to the von Neumann entropy of w, at any pure state w and to zero at any qg-c state.
(32, 33, 34, 35, 36]. If A and B are finite-dimensional systems then any state with zero
discord is a g-c state [36]. In Section 5.2 we will show that the same is true for a state
w of an infinite-dimensional system AB provided that min{S(w), S(wp)} < +oc.

For a POVM M = {M;} in My introduce the g-¢ channel
Uyi(p) = Y [TrMip]|i) (il (35)

2

from B to E determined by any fixed basis {|i)} in a Hilbert space Hg (such that
dim Hp = card(M)). Then we can rewrite definitions (33) and (34) as follows

CB(CU) = Sup [(A:E)IdA®\PM(w)a DB(CU) = lIlf [I(AB)UJ — I(A:E)IdA®\IIM(w):| .
MeMp MeMmp
For a given M = {M;} € M introduce the unoptimized one-way classical correla-
tion and unoptimized quantum discord defined for any state w € G(Hp) as

Ch(w) =I(A:E)a, 0wy and Dp(w)=I(A:B), — I(A:E)la,0uyw-  (36)

The unoptimized quantum discord D¥(w) is well defined (as a nonnegative number or
+00) on the subset of &(Hp) consisting of states w with finite C 3 (w). We will see in
Section 5.3 that the function w +— DM (w) has a lower semicontinuous extension to the
whole set &G(H ap). The unoptimized quantum discord has operational interpretations
described in [37, 38].

The constrained Holevo capacity of partial trace at a state w of a bipartite system
AC is defined as

Xalw) = sup ZPkD([Wk]AHWA) = sup I(A:E)g,

2ok PrwWE=w
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where the first supremum is over all discrete ensembles {py,w;} of states in &(H c)
with the average state w and the second supremum is over all extensions of w to a
g-c state @ in &(Hacp) having the form & = >, prwp ® |k)(k|, where {|k)} is an
orthonormal basis in a separable Hilbert space Hp.

The quantity y(w) is the constrained Holevo capacity C'(©4,w) of the partial trace
channel ©4 : ¥ — ¥4 from AC to A at a state w defined in (7). It is easy to see that

Xa(w) <min{S(w), S(wa)} Yw € &(Hac).
Koashi and Winter proved in [29] that

CB(LUAB) -+ EF(WAC) = S((UA) (37)

for any pure state w of a finite-dimensional tripartite system ABC, where Ef is the
Entanglement of Formation of a state in &(Hac) [39]. They also showed that 7 <”
holds in (37) for any mixed state w in S(Hapc).

By updating the arguments from the proof of Theorem 1 in [29] one can obtain the
generalized Koashi-Winter relation

Cp(wap) = xa(wac) (38)

valid for any pure state w of an infinite-dimensional system ABC. If S(w4) < 400 then
(38) is reduced to the standard Koashi-Winter relation (37) due to the representations

Xa(w) = S(wa) = Epa(w) = S(wa) = Ere(w),

where Er, and Ep. are the discrete and continuous versions of the Entanglement of
Formation (which coincide due to the condition S(wa) < 400 [11, Section 4.4]). The
same arguments from [29] show that

Cp(was) < xalwac) (39)

for any mixed state w in S(Hapc). The advantage of relations (38) and (39) is their
independence of the condition S(wa) < +00.

The proofs of relations (38) and (39) are based on the equality

Ck (wan) = X(Oa(pom)) = x({pi, ©a(pi)}) (40)

valid for any POVM M = {M;} € 9Mp and any state w € S(Hapc), where G4 : ¥ — 4
is a channel from AC to A and ji,m = {pi, pi}, i = TeMwp, p; = p; " Trp(M; @ Lio)w.
The equality (40) is a direct corollary of the definition of C}.
By using the Koashi-Winter relation (37) Xi, Lu, Wang and Li proved in [35, Section
II] the equality
Cp(wap) + Dp(wsc) = S(ws) (41)

15



valid for any pure state w of a finite-dimensional tripartite system ABC. This equality
remains valid for any pure state w of an infinite-dimensional system ABC' provided
that S(wp) < +o0.

We will need a version of the Xi-Lu-Wang-Li relation (41) which holds independently
of the condition S(wp) < 4+00. To obtain such a version note that

C’gﬂ(wAB) = ER(WBc,M X IC) < 400 (42)

for any pure state w € &(Hapc) and any POVM M € My, where ER(wpe, M ® 1)
is the entropy reduction of the local measurement described by the POVM M ® I =
{M; ® I} (see Section 3) and Mp is the set of all POVM on Hp.

If S(wa) = S(wpe) < +o0o then the equality (42) follows from the definitions (12)
and (36), since the purity of the states w; = p; (v M; ® Irc)w(v/M; ® I4¢) implies

Sy Trp(Ia@M;)wag) = S(Trpew;) = S(Traw;) = S(p;(VM@Ie)wpe (v M;@1¢))

provided that p; = TrM;wpg # 0.

If S(wa) = 400 then take any sequence {P,} of finite rank projectors in B(H )
strongly converging to the unit operator /4. Consider the sequence of pure states
wy = c; (P, @ Ipc)w(P, ® Ipc), ¢, = TrP,wa, converging to the pure state w. Since
S(lwn]a) < 400, the above observation shows that (42) holds with w = w,, for all n.
Thus, to prove (42) it suffices to show that

lim C([wn]ap) = C (wap) < +o0 (43)
and
lim ER([wn]Bc, M ® [C) = ER(LUBC, M ® [C) < +400. (44)

n——+00

The limit relation (43) follows from the lower semicontinuity of the function C%
(which is a corollary of the same property of QMI) and the inequality ¢, C¥ ([w,]ap) <
C¥(wap) < +oo valid for any n, where ¢, = TrP,w,. This inequality can be derived
from the monotonicity of the QMI under local quantum operations (see, f.i. [14, Lemma
9]). The limit relation (44) can be easily proved by using the concavity and lower
semicontinuity of the function ¥ — ER(J,M ® I~) on S(Hpc) (Proposition 1 in
Section 3), since ¢, [w,]|pc < wpe for all n, where ¢, = TrP,wa.

Thus, the equality (42) is proved. By taking the supremum over all POVM M in
IMp we obtain

CB((A)AB) = Sup ER(LUBc,M® [C) = Sup ER((A)BC,M@ ]c) S +00 (45)
MeMp Mem?,

for an arbitrary pure state w € &(Hapc), where MY is the set of all POVM on Hp
consisting of one-rank operators. The second equality in (45) holds, since the supremum
in the definition of Cz(wap) can be taken over the set MY [29].
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If S(wp) < 400 then ER(wpe, M® Ic) = S(wp) — DY (wpe) for any POVM M in
MY (see Proposition 4E in Section 5) and hence (45) turns into the Xi-Lu-Wang-Li
relation (41). So, we will call the equality (45) the generalized Xi-Lu- Wang-Li relation.

The generalized Koashi-Winter relation (38) and its regularized version are used in
[11] to obtain continuity bounds and local continuity conditions for the function Cg
and its regularization. In Sections 5 and 6 we will consider another applications of this

relation, the generalized Xi-Lu-Wang-Li relation (45) and their "unoptimized” versions
(40) and (42).

5 Quantum discord in infinite-dimensional systems

5.1 Lower semicontinuity of the (unoptimized and optimized)
quantum discord and its corollary

If one of systems A and B is finite-dimensional then the quantum discord Dp (defined
in (34)) is a uniformly continuous function on the space &(Hap). This follows from
the continuity bounds for the quantum discord presented in [32] and in [11, Section
4.3.1]. The same is true for the unoptimized quantum discord D} for any given POVM
M on Hp. This can be shown easily by using Theorem 3 in [11, Section 3.1.3] and the
well known properties of the QMI.

If both systems A and B are infinite-dimensional then the quantum discord Dp
is well defined by formula (34) only on the set of states with finite one-way classical
correlation C'g. It is not continuous on this set and may take infinite values. The same
singular properties hold for the unoptimized quantum discord DY for any given POVM
M on H g, which is well defined by the second formula in (36) only on the set of states
with finite unoptimized one-way classical correlation C¥ (it is easy to see that C¥ is
finite at any state in &(Hp) if and only if M has a finite number of outcomes).

By definition, the optimized (resp. unoptimized) quantum discord Dp (resp. DY)
is a difference between the lower semicontinuous functions I(A: B) and Cp (resp. C%)
on &(Hag). The following proposition shows that the function Dg (resp. DY) is itself
lower semicontinuous on its natural domain.

Proposition 2. A) For an arbitrary POVM M on the space Hp the function DY
(defined in (36)) is lower semicontinuous on the set

{we &(Hap) | Chl(w) < +o0} .
B) The function Dg (defined in (34)) is lower semicontinuous on the set

{we &(Hap) | Cp(w) < +oo}.

Proof. Assume that Vi : Hg — Hpgr is the Stinespring isometry of the channel
Uy : B — E defined in (35). Then we have

DY (w) =1(A:B), — I(A: P, 0uuw) = [(A:EF); — I(A:E); = I(A:F|E); (46)
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for any state w € S(Hap), where @ = (I4 ® Vip)w (L4 ® V). This representation
was used by Piani in [34] to prove the monotonicity of (unoptimized and optimized)
quantum discord under local channels acting on a unmeasured subsystem, i.e. the
validity of the inequalities

DY (® ®1dp(w)) < D (w) (47)

and
Dp(® ®Ildp(w)) < Dp(w) (48)

for any state w in &(H ap) with finite QMI and any channel ® : A — A.

Claim A of the proposition follows directly from the representation (46) and the
lower semicontinuity of the quantum conditional mutual information established in [14,
Theorem 2.

Claim B can be proved by showing that

Dp(w) = sup Dg(® ® ldg(w)) (49)

for any state w with finite C'g(w), where § 4 is the set of all channels ® : A — A with
a finite-dimensional output, since the function w — Dp(® ® Idg(w)) is (uniformly)
continuous on &(H 4p) for any ® in F4 by the remark at the beginning of this section.

The inequality 7 <7 in (49) follows from the monotonicity property (48). To prove
the converse inequality it suffices to show that

lim ](A:B)‘Pn@IdB(w) = ](AB)w and lim CB((I)n X IdB(w)) = CB(M), (50)

n—-4o0o n—-4o0o

where {®,} is any sequence in §4 strongly converging to the identity channel Idy4
(it means that ®,(p) tends to p as n — +oo for any p € &(H4)). These relations
follow from the lower semicontinuity of the functions w +— I(A: B), and w — Cg(w),
since I(A: B)o,eidzw) < I(A:B), and Cp(®, ® ldg(w)) < Cp(w) for all n by the
monotonicity of the QMI and the one-way classical correlation under local channels. O

The lower semicontinuity of the (unoptimized and optimized) one-way classical
correlation and Proposition 2 imply the following result.

Corollary 5. If {w,} is a sequence in S(Hap) converging to a state wy such that

lim I(A:B),, =I(A:B),, < 400 (51)

n—-+00

then

lim Cp(w,) = Cp(wy) < +oo and  lim Dg(w,) = Dp(wy) < +00.

n—-+4o00 n—-4o0o

If M is any POVM on Hpg then (51) implies that

lim C¥(w,) = Op(wo) < +oo and  lim DY (w,) = D (wy) < +oo.

n—-+o0o n—-+00
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The main claim of Corollary 5 has a clear physical interpretation: it states that local
continuity of the total correlation implies local continuity of its classical and quantum
components.

Since there exist simple sufficient conditions for the validity of (51) presented in
Section 5.1 in [19], Corollary 5 gives a practical way to prove the local continuity
(convergence) of the one-way classical correlation and the quantum discord.

5.2 On states with zero quantum discord

If w is a state of a finite-dimensional bipartite system AB then Dp(w) = 0 if and only
if w is a quantum-classical (q-c) state, i.e. a state having the form (5) [7, 36]. The
nontrivial implication

{Dp(w) =0} = {wisaq-cstate} (52)

is proved by noting that the infimum in (34) is always attained at some POVM M, in
9% and by proving that the equality D%ﬁw (w) = 0 implies that w is a g-c state. The
last step can be done by using the characterisation of a tripartite state at which the
QCMI is equal to zero presented in [40] (see the proof of Theorem 2 in [36]).

If w is a g-c state of an infinite-dimensional bipartite system AB then it follows
from the definition (34) that Dp(w) = 0, but it is not clear how to prove the converse
implication (52). One of the obstacles preventing us to prove this implication is the
question of attainability of the infimum in (34).

It turns out that implication (52) can be established when either S(w) < 400 or
S(wp) < 400 by using the generalized Koashi-Winter relation (38) and the charac-
terization of the input states of a quantum channel for which the constrained Holevo
capacity coincides with the mutual information obtained in [41].

Proposition 3. The implication (52) holds for a state w of an infinite-dimensional
bipartite system AB provided that either S(w) < +oo or S(wp) < +00.

Proof. Assume first that S(wp) < +00. Let @ be a pure state in S(Hapc) such
that wap = w. If Dp(w) = 0 then the generalized Koashi-Winter relation (38) implies
that xa(wac) = [(A: B),. This equality means that the constrained Holevo capacity
C(©4,0ac) of the partial trace channel ©4 : p = pa, p € &(Hac), at the state Wac
is equal to the mutual information (4, wac) of the channel ©4 at the state Wac. So,

since S(wac) = S(wp) < 400, Theorem 3 in [41] implies that

Gac =Y len){enl,
k

where {p} is an orthogonal system of vectors in Hac such that O4(|¢k)(p;]) = 0
for all k # j. Let |¢}) = Ulgx), where U is any unitary operator from H ¢ onto
Hp. Consider the pure state 0 = 37, -[llorlllle;l] 7 er @ ©h) (95 © @] in S(Hape).
Then ¥4¢ = Wac and the condition O4(|¢x)(p;|) = 0 implies that J4p5 is a g-c¢ state
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in &(Hap). Since w and ¥ are two purifications of the state wac, there is a partial
isometry W in B(Hp) such that

(TIac @ W)@ (Iac @W*) =9 and  (Iuc @ W) (Luc @ W) = @.

It follows that w = wap = (14 @ W*)Uap(ls ® W) is a g-c state.

Assume now that S(w) < +00 and Dg(w) = 0. Let {P,} be an increasing sequence
of finite-rank projectors in B(H 4) strongly converging to the unit operator 4. Con-
sider the sequence of states w, = ¢, (P, ® Ig)w (P, ® Ig), where ¢, = TrP,w4. By
Lemma 3 below we have ¢, Dp(w,) < Dp(w) = 0 and hence Dpg(w,) = 0 for all n large
enough. By Lemma 4 in [12] the assumption S(w) < 4oo implies that S(w,) < +o0
for all n. So, since S(jwn]a) < +o0, it follows from the triangle inequality for the
entropy that S(jw,|g) < +oo for all n. Thus, the above part of the proof implies that
wy 18 a g-c state in &(H 4p) for each n. Since the set of all g-c states is a closed subset
of &(Hap) by Lemma 5 in the Appendix, the state w is a g-c state as a limit of the
sequence {w,} of q-c states. O

The generalization of monotonicy property (48) presented in the following lemma is
proved by using representation (46) and the mototonicity of QCMI under local trace-
non-preserving operations (see, f.i., [14, Lemma 9]).

Lemma 3. Let w be a state in S(Hap) such that Cp(w) < 400 and ®: A — A a
quantum operation such that Tr®(wa) # 0. Then

O ® Idp(w)

(Tr®(wa))Dp ( T b (w)

) < Dp(w) < +o0.

The question of how to prove the implication (52) in the case S(w) = S(wp) = +0o0
remains open. But we may put forward

Conjecture 1. The implication (52) holds for any state w in S(Hap).

If this conjecture is true then implication (52) also holds for any state w in &(Hag)

with D replaced by the extensions D and Dy of quantum discord to the set S(Has)
considered in Section 5.3 (see Proposition 5B).

5.3 On definitions of quantum discord for states with infinite
one-way classical correlation

For any POVM M on Hp the unoptimized quantum discord D} (w) is well defined (as
a nonnegative number or +00) by the second formula in (36) for any state w in &(Hap)
with finite C5(w). Correspondingly, the (optimazed) quantum discord Dp(w) is well
defined in (34) for any state w € &(H ap) with finite Cz(w). At the same time, we can
speak about quantum discord of states with infinite C'z. For example, it is reasonable
to assume that g-c states with infinite QMI have zero discord.
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5.3.1 The case of D}

To obtain appropriate extension of DY to the whole space &(H 45) one can use repre-
sentation (46), i.e one can define the extended unoptimized quantum discord as

D¥(w) = I(A:F|E)s, (53)

where @ = (14 @ Vig)w (L4 @ Vi), Vi : Hp — Hpr is the Stinespring isometry of the
channel Wy : B — E defined in (35) and it is assumed that I(A: F|E) is the extended
QCMI defined by the equivalent expressions (3) and (4).

The properties of the extended QCMI allow us to prove the following

Proposition 4. Let M be an arbitrary discrete POVM on Hp.

A) The function ﬁgﬂ (defined in (53)) is a unique nonnegative lower semicontinuous
extension of DY to the set &(Hap) possessing monotonicity property (47). It can be
expressed as

DM(w) = sup DX(® @ 1dp(w)) = lim DM(®, ® Idz(w)), (54)

(I)ESA n—-+o0o

where §4 is the set of all channels ® : A — A with a finite-dimensional output and
{®,} is any sequence in Fa strongly converging to the identity channel 1d,.

B) If M = {|k){k|}, where {|k)} is an orthonormal basis in Hp, then ﬁgﬂ(w) =0
for any g-c state w determined by the basis {|k)} (i.e. having the form (5)).

C) The function ﬁgﬂ is invariant under local unitary transformations of A and

oDy (St ) < DY)

for any quantum operation ® : A — A and any state w in S(Hap) s.t. Tr®(wa) # 0.
D) The inequalities
Dy (pp+ (1= p)o) = pDE(p) + (1 = p) D (0) = ha(p) (55)

and
Di(pp+ (1 = p)o) < pDi(p) + (1 — p) Dy (o) + ha(p)

hold for any states p and o in &(Hap) and p € [0, 1] with possible values +oc in both
sides.

E) If M € MY (i.e. M consists of one-rank operators) then the equality
DM (W) + ER(w, I, ® M) = S(wp) (56)

holds for any state w in S(Hap) with possible values +o0o in both sides.

2ER(w, 4 ®M) is the entropy reduction of the POVM I4 ® M at a state w defined in Section 3).
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Proof. A) Tt follows from (46) that D¥(w) = D¥(w) for any state w with finite
QMI. Since the functions w +— I(A: B), and C}(w) are lower semicontinuous on
S(Hap) and do not increase under local channels, the expression (54) proved below
allows us to show that ﬁgﬂ(w) = D¥(w) = +0 if I(A:B),, = +0o and C¥(w) < +oc.

The nonnegativity, lower semicontinuity and monotonicity property (47) of the
function ﬁgﬂ follow from the corresponding properties of the extended QCMI described
in Theorem 2 in [14]. If Egﬂ is an other extension of DY possessing these properties
then take any state w in &(H 4p) and consider the sequence of states w,, = II, @ Idg(w)
defined by means of any given sequence {II,,} of channels in §4 strongly converging to

the identity channel Id4. The lower semicontinuity and the monotonicity property of
DY and D} imply that

Dif(w) = lm Dif(w,) = D (w). (57)

Both representations in (54) are easily proved by using the lower semicontinuity and
the monotonicity property of D

B) If w is a q-c state determined by the basis {|k)} then all the states w,, defined
in the proof of claim A are g-c states determined by the basis {|k)} with finite QMI
and hence ﬁgﬂ(wn) = D¥(w,) = 0. It follows from (57) that ﬁgﬂ(w) =0.

Claims C and D directly follow from the corresponding properties of the extended
QCMI [14],[11, Section 5.2].

E) Assume first that S(wp) < 4+o00. If also S(w) < 400 then S(was) < 400 and
the assumption M = {M;} € MY implies that S([w;]4a) = S(w;) for each i such that
pi = TrMwp # 0, where w; = p; (14 ® VM;)w (14 ® v/M;). So, we have

Di(w) = S(wa) + S(wp) = S(w) — IS(WA) - ZPiS([wi]A)]
= S(wp) — [S(w) — ZpiS(wi)] = S(wp) — ER(w, I4 ® M).

If S(w) = 400 then consider the sequence of states w, = I, ® Idg(w) defined by
means of any given sequence {II,} of channels in § 4 strongly converging to the identity
channel Id4. Since S(w,) < S([wn]a) + S(wp) < +00, equality (56) holds with w = w,
for all n by the above observation. Thus, to prove the validity of (56) for the state w
it suffices to show that

lim D¥(w,) =DM (w) and lim ER(w,,Is ®@M) = ER(w, I, ®M).  (58)

n—-+400 n—-4o0o

The first limit relation in (58) follows from (54). The second relation in (58) follows
from Proposition 1C in Section 3, since [w,|p = wp for all n and S(wp) < +o0.
Assume now that S(wp) = +00. Show first that

{S(w) < 40} = {DM(w)= +o0}. (59)
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Let { P, } be a sequence of projectors in B(H 4) strongly converging to the unit operator
I 4. Consider the sequence of states w, = ¢, (P, ®Ig)w(P,®Ip), where ¢, = TrP,wa.
It follows from claim C that

caD g (wa) < D (w). (60)

Since S([wn]a) < +00 and ¢,S(w,) < S(w) < +oo by Lemma 4 in [12], we have
S(lwn|p) < 400 for any n. By the above part of the proof equality (56) holds with
w = w, for all n. So, since ER(w,,, [4 @ M) < S(w,) < ¢,;'S(w) for all n and S([w,]5)
tends to S(wp) = +oo as n — 400, we conclude from (60) that DY (w) = +oc.

To complete the proof of E we have to show that the finiteness of ﬁgﬂ(w) implies
ER(w, 4 ®M) = +oo (provided that S(wp) = +00). Let w = > \i|¢:) (¢i] be the
spectral decomposition of w and w, = ¢;* >0 Nilwi) (|, where ¢, = > Ao The
concavity of the entropy reduction and inequality (55) imply that

e ER(wn, [1@M) < ER(w, [4&M) and ¢, DM(w,) < DM(w)+ha(cn) < +00. (61)

Thus, it follows from (59) that S(jw,|s) < 400 for all n because S(w,) < +o0o. By the
above part of the proof equality (56) holds with w = w,, for all n. So, since S([wn|5)
tends to S(wp) = 400 as n — 400, we conclude from the inequalities in (61) that
ER(w, 14 ®M) = +o00. O

Proposition 4E implies the following observation used below

Corollary 6. If M € MY then the inequality

DY(w) > S(wn) - Sw)

holds (with possible values +oo in both sides) for any state w in &(Hap) with finite
entropy.

5.3.2 The case of Dg

Now consider the question of definition of the (optimized) quantum discord for any state
in &(Hap). The first way to define the extended quantum discord is the following

~

Dp(w) = inf DM(w), w e S(Hap), (62)

where ﬁgﬂ is the extension of unoptimized quantum discord D¥ defined in (53). Since
DM¥(w) = D¥(w) provided that CM(w) < +00, we have Dp(w) = Dg(w) for any state
w with finite Cp(w).

Another way inspired by expression (54) is to define the extended quantum discord

Dp(w) = sup Dp(® @ Ildp(w)), we S(Hap), (63)

PeF A
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where § 4 is the set of all channels ® : A — A with a finite-dimensional output. By
using the monotonicity property (48) of quantum discord and the limit relations in
(50) it is easy to show that Dg(w) = Dp(w) for any state w with finite Cp(w).

Thus, both functions Dy and Dp are extensions of Dy (defined in (34) for all
states with finite C'z) to the whole space S(H ap). By representation (54) the minimax
inequality implies that

Dp(w) < Dp(w) Vw € &(Hap). (64)

Properties of these two extensions are described in the following

Proposition 5. A) The function Dy (defined in (63)) is a unique nonnegative lower
semicontinuous extension of Dp to the set &(Hap) possessing monotonicity property
(48). It can be expressed as

Dg(w) = lim Dg(®, ® Ids(w)), (65)

n——+o0o

where {®,,} is any sequence of channels in § 4 strongly converging to the channel 1d .

B) The functions lA?B and Dg are equal to zero on the set S.(Hagp) of all g-c states
(i.e. states having the form (5) with any basis {|k)}) in &(Hap). If Conjecture 1 in
Section 5.2 is true, then

D5'(0) = D5'(0) = Gqe(Ha). (66)
C) The functions Dy and Dy are invariant under local unitary transformations and

O ® Idp(w)

(Trcp(wA))Dg( () ) < D4(w), D% =Dg, Dg (67)

for any quantum operation ® : A — A and any state w in &(Hap) s.t. Trd(wa) # 0.
D) The inequalities

Di(pp+ (1 —p)o) > pDiy(p) + (1 — p)Dy(0) — ha(p), Dy = Dp, Dy (68)

hold for any states p and o in &(Hap) and p € [0, 1] (with possible values +oo in one
or both sides).
E) For any state w in S(Hap) such that S(w) < 400 the following inequalities
hold
Di(w) > S(wg) — S(w), D}, = Dg, Dp (69)
(with possible values +o0o in one or both sides). In particular, Dg(w) = Dp(w) = +00
for any state w in S(Hag) such that S(w) < 400 and Cp(w) = +oo.

Proof. A) The lower semicontinuity of the function Dp on & (Hagp) follows from
its definition, since the function w +— Dp(® ® Idg(w)) is (uniformly) continuous on
S(H ap) for any channel ® in §4 by the remark at the beginning of Section 5.1. To
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prove that D B is a unique extension of D with the stated properties one can use the
same arguments as in the proof of the corresponding assertion of Proposition 4.
Representation (65) follows from the lower semicontinuity of Dp and its definition.

B) If w is a q-c state then Dy(w) = 0 by Proposition 4B. It follows from (64) that
Dg(w) =0 as well.

Assume that Conjecture 1 in Section 5.2 is true. By inequality (64) to prove (66) it
suffices to show that Dp(w) = 0 implies that w is a q-c state. Let {®,} be any sequence
of channels in §4 strongly converging to the channel Id,. Then the monotonicity
property (48) implies that Dp(®,, ® Idg(w)) = 0 for all n. So, by the assumed validity
of Conjecture 1, &, ® Idg(w) is a g-c state for each n. Since ¢, ® Idg(w) tends to w
as n — +oo, Lemma 5 in the Appendix shows that w is a g-c state.

C) Inequality (67) for the function Dy follows from the corresponding inequality
for the function ﬁgﬂ in Proposition 4.

Let wy be an arbitrary state in &(Hap) such that Tr®(jwola) # 0 and {¥,} any
sequence channels in §4 strongly converging to the identity channel Id,. Since the
inequality (67) with w = w,, = V¥,, ® Idg(wy) and D}, = Dp holds for all n by Lemma
3 in Section 5.2, representation (65) implies that

Dp(wo) = lim D (w,) > liminf ¢, Dp(c;'® @ Idp(wn)) > coDp(cg'® @ Idg(wp)),
n—-+00 nN——+00
where ¢, = Tr®([w,]a), n > 0. The last inequality follows from the lower semiconti-
nuity of Dp on &(H ).

D) Inequality (68) for the function Dy follows, by definition (62), from the corre-
sponding inequality for the function DM (inequality (55) in Proposition 4).

Inequality (68) for the function Dy is derived by using expression (65) from the
corresponding inequality for the function Dg.

E) Inequality (69) for D} = Dy directly follows from Corollary 6 in Section 5.3.1.

To prove (69) for D = Dy take a sequence {P,} of finite rank projectors in
B(H 4) strongly converging to the unit operator /4. Consider the sequence of quantum
operations ®,(p) = P,pP,. By Lemma 4 in [12] we have ¢,,S(w,) < S(w) < 400, where
Cn = TrPwy and w, = ¢, '®, ® I[d(w). So, Corollary 6 in Section 5.3.1 implies that

cnDp(wn) > ¢, S(lwn|p) — S(w)  Vn. (70)

Since ¢,|w,]p < wp for all n, by using the concavity and lower semicontinuity of the
entropy it is easy to show that S([w,]p) tends to S(wp) < +oo. Since Proposition 5C
shows that ¢, Dp(w,) < EB(w) for all n, the lower semicontinuity of Dy implies that
Dp(w,) = Dg(wy) tends to Dg(w) < 400. So, inequality (69) for D% = Dy is proved
by passing to the limit as n — +oo in (70).

The last claim of E is due to the fact that the condition Cp(w) = 400 implies
S(wp) = +o0. O
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Thus, at the moment we have two extensions lA?B and 153 of the quantum discord
to states with infinite value of Cz defined, respectively, by expressions (62) and (63).
Proposition 5 shows that Dp(w) = Dp(w) provided that

e w is a state such that either C(w) < +o0 or S(w) < +o0;
e w is a g-c state (in particular, a g-c state with infinite QMI).

Thus, it is reasonable to put forward the following

Conjecture 2. The functions Dg and Dp coincide on S(Hap)-

The main problem that prevents to prove this conjecture consists in the necessity
to take the infimum in the definition of quantum discord over POVM with unbounded
number of outcomes. Proposition 5A implies that Conjecture 2 can be proved by
showing that Dp is a lower semicontinuous function on &(Hap).

6 Applications to quantum channels characteristics

6.1 The Koashi-Winter and Xi-Lu-Wang-Li relations in terms
of a channel

Let ® be a quantum channel from A to B with the Stinespring representation ®(p) =
TrpVepVy determined by a given isometry Vo : Ha — Hpp (see details in Section
2). For an input state p € &(H,) introduce the state wh = (Vo @ Ig)p(Vg ® Ig) in
S(Hper), where p is a given pure state in &(Hag) such that Trgp = p. Then the
mutual information I(®, p) and the constrained Holevo capacity C(®, p) of the channel
® at the state p (defined, respectively, in (8) and (7)) can be expressed as

I(®,p) = I(B:R)wg> = I(B: R)ogidn () (71)

and
C(®,p) = xp(wslsr) = Cr(lwglsr) = Cr(® @ 1dr(p)), (72)
where C'g is the one-way classical correlation in BR with measured system R and the

second equality is due to the generalized Koashi-Winter relation (38) valid as wj is a
pure state in &(Hpgrg). It follows that

Dp(® ® 1dg(p)) = Dr([ws]sr) = 1(2, p) — C(@, p), (73)

i.e. the quantum discord Dr(P ® Idg(p)) characterizes the gain of entanglement assis-
tance in transmission of classical information over the channel ® [3, 8, 10].

The constrained Holevo capacity C (<I> p) of any channel d complementary to the
channel ® (see Section 2) can be expressed as

C(®, p) = xp([whlse) = Crllwhler) = subyemy, ER(wh]sr, I © M) -
= SuPpyemy, FR(® @ Idg(p), Ip @ M)
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for any input state p € &(H4) and its purification p € S(Har), where My is the set
of all discrete POVM on My (since all the channels complementary to the channel ®
are isometrically equivalent (cf.[16]) to each other, the quantity C/(®, p) is completely
determined by ® and p). The second equality in (74) is due to the generalized Koashi-
Winter relation (38), while the third one follows from the generalized Xi-Lu-Wang-Li
relation (45). The supremum in (74) can be taken only over the set 9% of all POVM
on Hp consisting of one-rank operators (this is shown in Section 4).

For a given ensemble p = {p;, p;} of states in &(H ) with the average state p
denote by M,, = {M}/'} a POVM on Hpg such that p;p; = Trr(ls ® M}")p for all
i, where p € &(Hagr) is a given purification of p (such POVM always exists by the
Schrodinger-Gisin-Hughston-Jozsa-Wootters theorem [42, 43, 44]). If pu = {pi, pi} is
an ensemble of pure states then the POVM M, = {M}'} can be chosen in 9MMY%. The
"unoptimazed” relations (40) and (42) imply that

O (@ @ Tdp(p)) = Cov([whlsr) = x(®(1)) = x({pi @(p:)}), (75)
Dyp"(® @ 1dr(p)) = D" ([whlsr) = 1(®, p) — X(®(1)) (76)
and

ER((I) &® IdR(ﬁ), IB &® M“) = ER([LU&))]BR, IB &® M“)
~ - (77)
= Op*([whler) = x(®(1) = x({pi, B(p:)}).

~

The output Holevo information x(®(u)) of a complementary channel is interpreted as
a bound on the amount of classical information ”obtained” by the environment (or
7eavesdropper” in terms of secret communications) [8, 10]. The quantity x(D(p)) is
completely determined by ® and p due to the isometrical equivalence of all the channels

complementary to the channel ® [16].
Below we will consider different applications of the relations (71)-(74) and (75)-(77).

6.2 New continuity bounds for characteristics of a quantum
channel depending on input dimension/energy

6.2.1 Continuity bounds for the output Holevo information of a quantum
channel and a complementary channel

Representations (75) and (77) along with the results of Sections 4.3.1-2 in [11] and
Corollaries 2-4 in Section 3 allow us to obtain uniform continuity bounds for the func-
tions ® — y(P(p)) and & — x(P(p)) valid for any (discrete or continuous) ensemble
that depend either on the input dimension of ® (if it is finite) or on the energy bound
on the mean energy of x. The new continuity bounds for the function ® +— y(®(u))
essentially refine the corresponding results obtained in [28].

A generalized (continuous) ensemble of states in &(H) is defined as a Borel prob-

ability measure on the set &(H) [8, 17]. The set P(H) of all generalized ensembles
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of states in &(H) contains the subset Py(H) of discrete ensembles corresponding to
discrete measures. We will assume that the set P(H) is equipped with the weak con-
vergence topology [45, 17]. So, a sequence of ensembles ,un in P(H) converges to an
ensemble o in P(H) if lim, oo [ f(p)pn(dp) = [ f(p)po(dp) for any continuous
bounded function f on G(H). It is easy to see that Py(H) is a dense subset of P(H).

The average state p(u) of a generalized ensemble p € P(H) is defined as the
barycenter of u, i.e. p(u) = fe(%) pp(dp) (where fe(%) denotes the Bochner integral).

For an ensemble p € P(H,) its image ®(u) under a quantum channel ¢ : A — B
is defined as the ensemble in P(Hp) corresponding to the measure po ®~! on &(Hp),
ie. O(u)[Gp] = pu[@!(S&p)] for any Borel subset Sp of &(Hp), where @1(Sp) is
the pre-image of G under the map ®. If u = {p, pr.} then ®(u) = {px, P(pr)}-

For a given channel ® : A — B the output Holevo information of a generalized
ensemble £ in P(H ) is defined as

(@) = / . D I200)ldp) = SR(700) ~ / S@(p))uldp). (78)

&(Ha)

where the second formula is valid under the condition S(®(p(p))) < 400 [17].
We will use the following simple

Lemma 4. Let u be a generalized ensemble in P(Ha). There is a sequence {fi,}
of finite ensembles in P(H ) weakly converging to u such that p(u,) = p(p) for alln
and 1irf X(P(1n)) = x(P(n)) < +oo for any quantum channel ® : A — B.

n——+0oo

Proof. By applying the construction from the proof of Lemma 1 in [17] to the
ensemble 1 one can obtain a sequence {y,} of finite ensembles in P(H 4) weakly con-
verging to u such that p(u,) = p(p) and x(P(u,)) < x(P(p)) for all n and any
quantum channel ® : A — B (the last inequality is due to the joint convexity of the
relative entropy). So, the lower semicontinuity of the function v +— x(®(v)) on P(Ha)
(cf.[17, Proposition 1]) implies that x(®(u,)) tends to x(®(un)) as n — +oo. O

To formulate our first result recall that the diamond norm of a Hermitian preserving
linear map © : T(Ha) — T(Hp) is defined as

1Ol = sup [|© @1dr(p)|1, (79)
pES(HaR)

where R is a system isomorphic to A [47]. It is also called the norm of complete
boundedness [48]. The metric induced by the diamond norm is a basic measure of
divergence between finite-dimensional quantum channels [10, Section 9]).

Proposition 6. Let d = dim H, < +o0 and p be an arbitrary generalized ensemble
of states in &(H ). Then

IX(@(1) = x (¥ ()| < elnd+g(e) (80)

and
X(®(1) = X (¥ ()| < elnd + g(e) (81)
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for any channels ® and ¥ from A to B such that 1||® — U|, < e, where g is the
function defined in (22).

Continuity bounds (80) and (81) are asymptotically tight for large d (Def.1 in [11,
Section 3.2.1]). Moreover, for any d > 2 and € € [0, 1] there ezist channels ® and ¥
from a d-dimensional system A to some system B and an input ensemble p such that

LIS — Wl =2 and  |x(B(w) = X(P()] = [X(D(1)) = x(V()| = elnd.  (82)

Note: We may assume in Proposition 6 that d = rankp(pu).
Remark 4. Proposition 6 in [28] implies that

IX(@(p) = x(U())| < elnd +eln2+ g(e) (83)

for any channels ® and ¥ from A to B such that §(®, V) < ¢ and any ensemble p of
states in &(H 4), where d = dimH 4 and S(®, V) is the Bures distance between ® and
U defined as

B(@, V)= sup B(®®Idr(p), ¥ ® Idr(p)) (84)
PES(HAR)
(here R is a quantum system isomorphic to A and f in the r.h.s. denotes the Bures
distance between states in &(Hpg) [8, 10]). Since 3[|® — ¥|l, < B(P, V), continuity
bound (80) is strictly sharper than (83).

The continuity bound (81) has no analogues constructed earlier (as far as I know).

Proof of Proposition 6. It follows from the proof of Proposition 14 in [11, Section
4.3.1] that the continuity bound for the function Cz depending on dp in the case
pp = op (presented in this proposition) remains valid for the function C'} provided
that M is a POVM in Mg with a finite number of outcomes. It implies, in out notation,
that

|CR (221dR(p))~Cr (¥RIdR(p))| < elndimHp+g(e), €= 3[|PRIdr(p)—T@Idr(p)|1,

for any POVM M in 9z with a finite number of outcomes and any pure state p in
S(Har), R = A. So, if pu is a finite ensemble then by taking M = M), in the above
inequality and by using (75) along with (79) we obtain (80).

Inequality (81) for any discrete (in particular, finite) ensemble p is proved by us-
ing representation (77) and the continuity bound for the entropy reduction of a local
measurement from Corollary 2 in Section 3.

If 11 is an arbitrary generalized ensemble then Lemma 4 implies the existence of a se-
quence {,} of finite ensembles weakly converging to p such that lim, . x(O(u,)) =
X(O(n), © =30, 6, \Tf, and p(u,) = p(p) for all n. By the above part of the proof,
inequalities (80) and (81) hold with u = p, for all n. Thus, the above limit relations
imply the validity of (80) and (81) for the ensemble p.

To prove the last claim consider the family of quantum erasure channels 2, from a
d-dimensional quantum system A to its (d 4 1)-dimensional extension B defined as

Qp(p) = (L =p)p+p[Trpl|ro)(r0l, p € &(Ha), (85)
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where 7y is a unit vector in Hp orthogonal to Ha C Hp, p € [0,1]. It is easy to see
that Q, = Qi_p, 5[ —Qlle = p—g| and x(2,(n)) = (1 —p)x (k) for any ensemble
w of input states. It follows that (82) holds for any ensemble i of pure states with the
chaotic average state and the channels ® = €, and ¥ = 2, where p and ¢ are any
numbers in [0, 1] such that |[p —¢| =¢. O

The privacy of a channel ® : A — B at an ensemble p of states in G(H ) is defined
as (cf.[8]) R
(P, 1) = x(P(p) — x(P()). (86)
This quantity is related to private capacity of a channel (see Section 6.2.3 below).
Proposition 6 gives a continuity bound for the function ® +— 7(®, u).

Corollary 7. Let d =dimH4 < 400 and p be an arbitrary generalized ensemble
of states in &(H ). Then

(@, 1) = (¥, p)| < 2eInd + 29(e) (87)

for any channels ® and ¥ from A to B such that §|® — ¥|l, < e, where g is the
function defined in (22).

Continuity bound (87) is asymptotically tight for large d (Def.1 in [11, Section
3.2.1]). Moreover, for any d > 2 and € € [0, 1] there exist channels ® and ¥V from a
d-dimensional system A to some system B and an input ensemble pu such that

e —¥le=c and |m(®,pu)—7(¥,pu)| =2¢lnd.

Note: We may assume in Corollary 7 that d = rankp(p).

Proof. 1t suffices to prove the last claim. This can be done easily by using the
family of erasure channels (2, defined in (85) and the observations after (85). O

To obtain an infinite-dimensional version of Proposition 6 assume that H is a pos-
itive operator on the space H, satisfying the condition (23). We will treat H as the
Hamiltonian (the energy observable) of an input system A of a quantum channel.

A physically relevant measure of divergence between infinite-dimensional quantum
channels from A to B is induced by the energy-constrained diamond norm on the space
of all Hermitian preserving linear maps from T(H4) to T(Hp) defined as

[CIE sup 1© @ 1dg(p)ll1, (88)

pES(HAR) TrHpaA<E

where R is an infinite-dimensional quantum system [49, 50] (this norm differs from the
eponymous norm used in [51, 52]).

A topologically equivalent measure of divergence between infinite-dimensional quan-
tum channels is induced by the energy-constrained Bures distance

BH(P, W) = sup B(® @ Idr(p), ¥ @ Idr(p)) (89)

pES(HAR) TrHpaA<E
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between quantum channels ® and ¥ from A to B, where [ in the r.h.s. denotes the
Bures distance between states in S(Hggr) [28].

If H is a densely defined operator with a discrete spectrum of finite multiplicity
and E is greater than the minimal eigenvalue Ey of H then the norm [|©]|; and the
distance B2 (®, ¥) generate the strong convergence topology on the set of all quantum
channels from A to any given system B [49, 28].

The following proposition gives continuity bounds for the functions ¢ — X(P(w))

and ® — x(P(u)) under the constraint on the mean energy of u expressed in terms of
the energy-constrained Bures distance and the energy-constrained diamond norm.

Proposition 7. Let H be a positive operator on the space Ha satisfying condition
(23) and Fyg be the function defined in (10). Let E > Ey and € € (0, 1] be arbitrary.
Let p be a generalized ensemble of states in S(H ) such that TrHp(u) < E.

A) For any quantum channels ® and ¥ from A to B such that either SH(®,¥) < &
or /I|® = V[|IT, < e the following inequalities hold

X(@000) ~ x(0)] < Fi 25| + 900 (90)
and o
B0) ~ x(B)] < F 25| + a(0), (o1)

B) If, in addition, the operator H satisfies condition (28) and G is any continuous
function on Ry satisfying conditions (29) and (30) then

IX(2(p) — x(¥(w)| < é%%] CB(E,c]1,2) (92)
and R R
IX(2(p) — x(¥(w)| < tg(loig] CB(E,2[1,1) (93)

for any quantum channels ® and ¥ from A to B such that L||® — U||¥, < e, where
CB.(E,c|C, D) is defined in (31) and T is defined by the formula after (31).

C) If A is an {-mode quantum oscillator, H is its grounded Hamiltonian defined in
(26) and the function Gy, defined in (27) is used in the role of G then the continuity
bounds (90)-(93) are asymptotically tight for large E (Def.1 in [11, Section 3.2.1]).

The right hand sides of (90)-(93) tend to zero as ¢ — 0%. This follows from the
equivalence of (23) and (24) and the second property of the function G in (29).

Remark 5. The continuity bounds (90) and (92) essentially refine the continuity
bound for the function ® — x(®(u)) given by Proposition 8 in [28]. The continuity
bounds (91) and (93) have no analogues constructed earlier (as far as I know).

Proof. Assume first that p is a discrete ensemble of states in &(H 4) and take a
pure state p € &(H r) such that pa = p(p) and TrHgrpr < E, where R is an infinite-
dimensional system and Hp is an operator on Hg unitary equivalent to the operator
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H (this can be done due to the condition TrHp(p) < E). Let M, be the POVM on
Hp corresponding to the ensemble p (it is defined at the end of Section 6.1).
Inequalities (91) and (93) are proved by using relation (77) and the continuity
bounds for the function w — ER(w,Ip ® M) on G(Hpg) given by Corollaries 3 and
4 in Section 3 (with X = R) along with the definitions (88) and (89) and the simple

relations
VI=F(2.9) <2 2/F(e.9) = Alo.s) < Ve —<ll

between the fidelity F(o,<) = ||\/0v/5]|7, the Bures distance and the trace norm distance
between quantum states ¢ and < [8, 10].
Inequality (90) is derived from (91) by using the following observations:

~
o~

) =% and ¥ = U;

IT) for any quantum channels ® and ¥ from A to B there exist complementary
channels ® and ¥ from A to some system E such that & (®, ) < 2 (®, ¥) [28,
Corollary 2].

The definition (36) of the unoptimized one-way classical correlation and the prop-
erties of the quantum mutual information imply that for any POVM M on Hpg the
function w — C¥(w) on &(Hpr) belongs to the class Li(1,2) in the settings A; = R,
Ay = B within the notation introduced in [11, Section 3.1.2] (see the proof of Lemma
1 in [11, Seciton 4.3.1]).

Thus, inequality (92) is proved by applying Theorem 7 in [11, Section 3.2.4] to the
function w — C¥(w) on &(Hpg) (with Ay = R, Ay = B and H = Hg) and by using
relation (75) along with definition (88).

If 1 is an arbitrary generalized ensemble then the validity of (90)-(93) is proved by
the same approximation arguments (based on Lemma 4) as in the proof of Proposition
6.

To prove claim C we use the family of erasure channels €2, defined by (85) assuming
that A is an -mode quantum oscillator. By the observation after (85) we have

X(2(1) = X ()] = De(@p(1)) = X(Q(w)]

= [p—alx(p) =Ip—q/S(vu(E)) = |p—q| Fu(E)

(94)

for any ensemble 1 of pure states in G(H 4) such that p(p) = vy (E) — the Gibbs state
(11) corresponding to the ”energy” E.

The asymptotical tightness of continuity bounds (90) and (91) follows from (94)
with p=1/2 and ¢ =1/2+ x, since Fy(FE)=O0O(InFE) as F — +oo and

Bg(Ql/2—x7 o) < B(Qja—a, Qi) < x4 0(x)

for small x (this is shown in the proof of Theorem 1 in [28]).
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If G = Gy, then it is easy to see that

liminf inf min CBi(E,e|C, D)

=C.
E—+o00 £€(0,1] t[0,T] G(FE)e

Thus, the asymptotical tightness of continuity bounds (92) and (93) follows from
(94), since 3], — Qqllsly < 311 — Qqlle = [p — ¢l and Geu(E) = Fu(E) +o(1) as
E — +o00. O

Proposition 7 gives continuity bounds for the function ® — 7(®, u) (defined in
(86)) under the constraint on the mean energy of 1 expressed in terms of the energy-
constrained Bures distance and the energy-constrained diamond norm.

Corollary 8. Let H be a positive operator on the space H o satisfying the condition
(23) and Fyg be the function defined in (10). Let E > Ey and € € (0, 1] be arbitrary.
Let p be a generalized ensemble of states in S(H ) such that TrHp(u) < E.

A) For any quantum channels ® and ¥ from A to B such that either fH(®,¥) < ¢
or \/||® = V||, < e the following inequality holds

|7 (®, 1) — (¥, pw)| < 2€FH{2€—§:| +2¢(e). (95)

B) If, in addition, the operator H satisfies condition (28) and G is any continuous
function on Ry satisfying conditions (29) and (30) then

[7(@, 1) — w(¥, )| < min CBy(E,e]2,3) (96)
te[0,7

for any quantum channels ® and ¥ from A to B such that L||® — U||¥, < e, where
CB.(E,c|2,3) is defined in (31) and T is defined by the formula after (31).

C) If A is an {-mode quantum oscillator, H is its grounded Hamiltonian defined in
(26) and the function Gy, defined in (27) is used in the role of G then the continuity
bounds (95) and (96) are asymptotically tight for large E (Def.1 in [11, Sec.3.2.1]).

The right hand sides of (95) and (96) tend to zero as ¢ — 0. This follows from
the equivalence of (23) and (24) and the second property of the function G in (29).

Proof. Claims A and B follow from Proposition 7. It suffices to note that
(C]Bt(E, £ | 1, 2) -+ (C]Bt(E, g | 1, 1) = CBt(E,€ ‘ 2, 3)

Claim C is proved by using the family of erasure channels 2, defined in (85), where
A is an -mode quantum oscillator. By the observation after (85) we have

17(Qp, 1) = 7(Qg, )| = 2|p — gl x(1) = 2|p — q| S(vu(E)) = 2|p — ¢| Fa(E)  (97)

for any ensemble p of pure states in G(H 4) such that p(u) = yu(E) — the Gibbs state
(11) corresponding to the ”energy” E.

The asymptotical tightness of continuity bounds (95) and (96) follows from (97)
and the arguments used in the proof of claim C of Proposition 7. O
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6.2.2 Continuity bounds for the Holevo capacity of a quantum channel

Propositions 6 and 7 allow us to obtain continuity bounds for the unconstrained and
energy-constrained Holevo capacity of a quantum channel (cf.[8, 10, 18]) defined, re-
spectively, as

C(®)= sup x(®(p) and C(®,H,E)= sup X (@ (1))
REP(Ha) REP(Ha) TrHp(p)<E

These continuity bounds depend either on the input dimension dimH 4 or on the input
energy bound E (in contrast to the continuity bounds obtained in [46, 49, 50]). They
essentially refine the continuity bounds of this type obtained previously [28].

The following proposition gives continuity bounds for the function ® +— C(®) in
terms of the diamond norm distance either between the channels themselves or between
complementary channels.

Proposition 8. Let d = dimH 4 < +oo and g(x) be the function defined in (22).
Then

|C(®) — C(¥)| < elnd + g(e) (98)
for any channels ® and U from A to B such that 1||® — ¥||, < e.

Inequality (98) holds for channels ® and ¥ from A to B if there exist complementary

channels ® and U from A to some system E such that ||<I> \If||<> < € (the notion of

a channel ® complementary to a channel ® is described in Section 2).

The continuity bound (98) and the continuity bound obtained from (98) by replacing
the condition L||® — V||, < e with %||<AI> — ||, < & are asymptotically tight for large
d (Def.1 in [11, Section 3.2.1]). Moreover, for any d > 2 and ¢ € [0,1] there exist
channels ® and V from a d-dimensional system A to some system B such that

o - U)o =1 -V, =¢ and |C(®)—C(¥)| =clnd.

Proof. The main claim follows directly from the definition of C'(®) and the conti-
nuity bound (80) in Proposition 6.

Since ® = ® and ¥ = U, the second claim follows from the continuity bound (81)
in Proposition 6.

The last claim can be proved by using the family of erasure channels €2, defined
n (85) and the observations after (85), which show, in particular, that C(Q,) =
(1-p)Ind. O

Remark 6. Theorem 1 in [28] states that
IC(®) — C(V)| <elnd+eln2 + g(e) (99)

for any channels ® and ¥ from A to B such that §(®, V) < e, where d = dim H 4 and
B(®, V) is the Bures distance between ® and ¥ defined in (84). Since 1[|® — ||, <
B(®, W), the continuity bound (98) is strictly sharper than (99).
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The main advantage of continuity bound (98) (compared to (99)) is the linear
dependence on & = 3||® — U||, of the first term in the r.h.s. of (98).

Remark 7. The second claim of Proposition 8 allows us to essentially refine the
estimates for |C(®) — C (V)| given by (98) in some cases. To show this assume that
Ha = Hp = Hs is a two-dimensional space and

1

®(p) = [Trpl[0)(0,  W(p) =D (ilpli)li)(il, p € &(Ha),

1=0

where {|0),|1)} is an orthonormal basis in Hy. Then Vg : |¢) — |0 ® ¢) and Vy :
|©) = (0]@)|0®0) 4 (1|p)|1 ® 1) are the Stinespring isometries for the channels ® and
U acting from Hs into He @ Hy. Thus, the channels Idy, and ¥ are complementary to
the channels ® and U, i.e. P = Idy, and V=0 (in this case Hp = Hs). It is easy to
see that L

[®— W, =2 and -], =1

Thus, the first and second claims of Proposition 8 give, respectively, the estimates
n2=|C(®) —C(¥)| <In2+g(1) =3In2
and B )
In2=|C(®)-C(V)] <(1/2)In2+ ¢g(1/2) =In2+ (3/2)In(3/2).

We see that the second bound is essentially sharper than the first one. This example
also shows that the term g(¢) in (98) with & = 1{|® — ¥||, cannot be removed. O

The following proposition gives continuity bounds for the function ® — C(®, H, F)
in terms of the energy-constrained Bures distance and the energy-constrained diamond
norm distance (either between the channels themselves or between complementary
channels).

Proposition 9. Let H be a positive operator on the space Ha satisfying condition
(23) and Fyg be the function defined in (10). Let E > Ey (the minimal eigenvalue of
H) and € € (0,1] be arbitrary.

A) For any quantum channels ® and ¥ from A to B such that either fH(®,¥) < ¢
r /1@ = V[T, < e the following inequality holds

IC(®, H,E) — C(V, H, E)| < EFH[2E} +g(e). (100)

Inequality (100) holds s for quantum channels ® and W from A to B if there exist com-
plementary channels ® and W from A to some system E such that either S2(®, V) < ¢

or /|| ® — \If||H <e.

B) If, in addition, the operator H satisfies condition (28) and G is any continuous
function on R satisfying conditions (29) and (30) then

te(0,
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for any quantum channels ® and ¥ from A to B such that t||® — U||¥, < e, where
CB.(E,c|1,2) is defined in (31) and T is defined by the formula after (31).
Inequality (101) holds for quantum channels ® and V from A to B if there exist

complementary channels ® and U from A to some system E such that 1 ||<I) \If||fE <e.
Moreover, in this case (101) holds with CB,(E, | 1,2) replaced by CIB%t(E el 1)

C) If A is an {-mode quantum oscillator, H is its grounded Hamiltonian defined in
(26) and the function Gy, defined in (27) is used in the role of G then the continuity
bounds (100) and (101) are asymptotically tight for large E (Def.1 in [11, Sec.3.2.1]).

The right hand sides of (100) and (101) tend to zero as € — 0F. This follows from
the equivalence of (23) and (24) and the second property of the function G in (29).

Proof. Claims A and B of the proposition are easily derived from Proposition 7 in
Section 6.2.1 by using the observations I and II from the proof of Proposition 7.

Claim C is proved by exploiting the family of erasure channels €2, defined in (85),
where A is an f-mode quantum oscillator. The observation after (85) imply that
|C(Qy,, H,E) — C(Qy, H,E)| = |p — q| Fy(E). Using this equality and the arguments
from the proof of claim C of Proposition 7 it is easy to show the asymptotical tightness
of continuity bounds (100) and (101). O

Remark 8. It is easy to see that continuity bound (100) is substantially simpler

and sharper than the continuity bound for the function ® — C(®, H, E) in terms of
BH(®, ¥) presented in Theorem 2 in [28].

An essential advantage of continuity bound (101) is the linear dependence of its
main term on & = 3||® — ¥||¥; in the case when G(E) = O(InE) as E — 400 (in
particular, if H is the Hamiltonian of a multi-mode quantum oscillator and G' = Gy,).

Another advantage of the continuity bounds (100) and (101) is the possibility to
replace the condition of closeness of ® and ¥ in terms of S (®, ¥) (resp. ||® — W||)p)
by the closeness condition in terms of 55@, T) (resp. || — \TIHEE) One can construct
an analog of the example in Remark 7 showing the benefit of such replacements.

6.2.3 Continuity bounds for the unregularized private capacity of a quan-
tum channel

The private capacity of a quantum channel determines the ultimate rate of transmission
of classical information over this channel with the additional requirement that almost no
information is sent to the environment (see details in [8, 10]). By the Devetak theorem
(cf.[53]) the private capacity of a channel ® between finite-dimensional systems A and
B is given by the regularized expression

Co(®) = lim n~'C,(0%"),

n——+00

where

Co(®) = sup 7(,p),  7(D, ) = x(P(n) — x(B(p)),
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(P(H.) is the set of all ensembles of states in &(H,), ® is a complementary channel
to the channel ® defined in (6)).

There are many channels ® for which C,(®) = C,(®). This holds, in particular,
for any degradable channel @, i.e. such a channel ¢ that ® = 0 o ® for some channel
O [54]. We will call C,,(®) the unregularized private capacity of ®.

Propositions 6 implies a continuity bound for the function ® + C,(®) expressed
in terms of the diamond norm defined in (79). This continuity bound refines the
continuity bound for this function obtained in [28, Theorem 1].

Proposition 10. Let d = dimH 4 < +00 and g(z) be the function defined in (22).
Then B )
|Co(®) — Cp (V)| < 2eInd + 29(¢) (102)

for any channels ® and ¥ from A to B such that §||® — ¥|, <e.

Inequality (102) holds for channels ® and ¥ from A to B if there exist complemen-
tary channels ® and ¥ from A to some system E such that %||<I> -V, <e.

The continuity bound (102) and the continuity bound obtained from (102) by re-
placing the condition $||® — V||, < e with %||<AI> — V||, <& are asymptotically tight for
large d (Def.1in [11, Section 3.2.1]). Moreover, for any d > 2 and ¢ € |0, 1] there exist
channels ® and ¥ from an d-dimensional system A to some system B such that

o — 0o =10 -, =c and |Cp(®) — Cp(T)] = 2cInd.

Proof. The main claim of the proposition follows directly from Corollary 7 in Section
6.2.1.

Since ® = ® and ¥ :A\TI, the second claim is also derived from Corollary 7 by
noting that 7(0,u) = —7(0,n), © = &, V.

The last claim can be proved by using the family of erasure channels €2, defined
in (85) and the observations after (85), which show, in particular, that C,(Q,) =
(1-2p)Ind. O

Remark 9. Theorem 1 in [28] states that

|Co(®) — Cp (V)] < 2eInd + 26 1n2 + 2g(e) (103)

for any channels ® and ¥ from A to B such that 5(®, V) < e, where d = dimH 4 and
B(®, W) is the Bures distance between ® and ¥ defined in (84). Since ||® — ||, <
B(P, W), the continuity bound (102) is strictly sharper than (103).

The main advantage of continuity bound (102) (compared to (103)) is the linear
dependence on e = 5||® — V||, of the first term in the r.h.s. of (102).

The unregularized private capacity of a channel ® : A — B with the energy type
constraint determined by a positive operator H on H 4 is defined as (cf.[55])

Cyo(®, H,E) = sup T(@p),  w(@ ) = X(D() — X(D(w).

HEP(Ha):TrHp(p)<E
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The following proposition gives continuity bounds for the function ® — C,(®, H, E)
in terms of the energy-constrained Bures distance and the energy-constrained diamond
norm defined, respectively, in (89) and (88).

Proposition 11. Let H be a positive operator on the space H 4 satisfying condition
(23) and Fy be the function defined in (10). Let E > Ey (the minimal eigenvalue of
H) and € € (0,1] be arbitrary.

A) For any quantum channels ® and ¥ from A to B such that either fH(®,¥) < ¢
r\/|®@ = ||l < e the following inequality holds

ICo(®, H, E) — Co(V, H, E)| < 25FH[2E] +29(e). (104)

Inequality (104) holds for quantum channels ® and ¥ from A to B if there exist com-
plementary channels ® and W from A to some system E such that either S2(®, V) < ¢

or /|| ® — \If||H <e.

B) If, in addition, the operator H satisfies condition (28) and G is any continuous
function on Ry satisfying conditions (29) and (30) then

IC,(®, H, E) — Co(V, H, E)] < min CB,(E,¢|2,3) (105)

te(0,T]
for any channels ® and U from A to B such that §||®—V |7, < e, where CBy(E, ¢ |2,3)
is defined in (31), T is defined by the formula after (31). Inequality (105) holds for

quantum channels ® and W from A to B if there exist complementary channels ® and
U from A to some system E such that ||® — W||¥, <e.

C) If A is an {-mode quantum oscillator, H is its grounded Hamiltonian defined in
(26) and the function Gy, defined in (27) is used in the role of G then the continuity
bounds (104) and (105) are asymptotically tight for large E (Def.1 in [11, Sec.53.2.1]).

The right hand sides of (104) and (105) tend to zero as € — 0F. This follows from
the equivalence of (23) and (24) and the second property of the function G in (29).

Proof. Claims A and B of the proposition follow from Corollary 8 in Section 6.2.1.

Claim C is proved by exploiting the family of erasure channels €2, defined in (85),
where A is an /-mode quantum oscillator. The observations after (85) imply that
|Co (2, H, E) —Cy(Q,, H, E)| = 2|p—q| Fy(E). Using this equality and the arguments
from the proof of claim C of Proposition 7 it is easy to show the asymptotical tightness
of continuity bounds (104) and (105). O

Remark 10. It is easy to see that continuity bound (104) is substantially simpler
and sharper than the continuity bound for the function ® — C,(®, H, E) in terms of
BH(®, W) presented in Theorem 2 in [28].

An essential advantage of continuity bound (105) is the linear dependence of its
main term on & = 3||® — ¥||¥; in the case when G(E) = O(InE) as E — 400 (in
particular, if H is the Hamiltonian of a multi-mode quantum oscillator and G' = Gy,).
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6.3 Monotonicity of the quantum discord and the entropy re-
duction of a local measurement in terms of a channel

By relation (71) the monotonicity of the QMI of a bipartite state under local channels
is equivalent to the monotonicity of the mutual information of a channel under a
concatenation, which means that I(¥ o ®, p) < I(®,p) for any state p in S(H ) and
any channels ®: A — B, V: B — C.

By relation (72) (resp. (75)) the monotonicity of the optimized (resp. unoptimazed)
one-way classical correlation of a bipartite state under local channels acting on an
unmeasured subsystem is equivalent to the monotonicity of the constrained Holevo
capacity (resp. the output Holevo information) under a concatenation, which means
that C(V o ®,p) < C(®,p) for any state p in S(Ha) (resp. (Vo ®(u)) < x(P(u))
for any ensemble p of states in &(H,)) and any channels ®: A — B, ¥ : B — C.

In this subsection we discuss the properties of quantum channels which are ”dop-
pelgangers” of the monotonicity of the (optimized and unoptimazed) quantum discord
and the entropy reduction of a local measurement under quantum channels acting on
an unmeasured subsystem.

By relation (76) the monotonicity property (47) of unoptimazed quantum discord is
equivalent to the monotonicity of the quantity (P, u) = I(P, p(p)) — x(P(r)) under
a concatenation, i.e. the validity of the inequality

T(Wod, p) <T(P,pu) (106)

for any channels ® : A — B, ¥ : B — (' and any discrete ensemble p of states in
S(Ha) such that y(P(pn)) < +oo (this condition implies that (W o ®(u)) < 400, so,
both quantities in (106) are well defined).

Note first that (106) holds for generalized (continuous) ensembles as well.

Proposition 12. Inequality (106) holds for any channels ® : A — B, ¥ : B — C
and any generalized ensemble pn € P(Ha) such that x(P(p)) < +o0.

Proof. If 11 is a generalized ensemble in P(H,) then Lemma 4 in Section 6.2.1
implies the existence of a sequence {u,} of finite ensembles weakly converging to pu
such that lim, 4o x(©(pn)) = x(O()), © = &, ¥ 0o & and p(u,) = p(p) for all n.
As noted before, inequality (106) holds with p = p, for all n. Thus, the above limit
relations imply the validity of (106) for the ensemble p. O

By Proposition 12 we have

0 < X(®(n)) = X(¥ o () < I(D, () — I(T o ®,p() < +0c (107)

for any channels ® : A — B, ¥ : B — ( and any ensemble 1 € P(H ) such that
I(Vo®, p(u)) < 400 (this condition implies x (¥ o ®(u)) < 400, so, both quantities
in (107) are well defined).

Example 1. Let {®;},cr, be a semigroup of quantum channels from a system A
to itself and p be an ensemble in P(H 4) such that S(p(u)) is finite. By monotonicity
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of the relative entropy both functions F(t) = (P, p(p)) and G(t) = x(P:(n)) are
non-increasing on R, . It is clear that 0 < G(t) < F(t) < oo for all ¢t > 0. It follows
from (107) that

0<Gt)—G(t+s) <F(t)—F(t+s) Vt,s>0,

i.e. the rate of decreasing of G(t) does no exceed the rate of decreasing of F(t). This can
be used to estimate the rate of decreasing of the hardly computable function G(t), since
the function F(¢) can be explicitly calculated for many quantum dynamical semigroups,
f.i., for semigroups of one-mode Gaussian channels [8, Ch.12].

The monotonicity of T(®, p) will be used in Section 6.5 for local continuity analysis
of characteristics of quantum channels.

By relation (73) the monotonicity property (48) of (optimazed) quantum discord

is equivalent to the monotonicity of the quantity A(®, p) = I(®, p) — C(P, p) under a
concatenation, i.e. the validity of the inequality

AW o ®,p) < A(D,p) (108)

for any channels ® : A — B, ¥ : B — (' and any input state p € SG(H4) such that
C(®, p) < +00o (and hence C'(¥ o @, p) < +00). It is clear that (108) can be obtained
from (106) by taking the infimum over all discrete ensembles p with the average state p
(this corresponds to the infimum over all POVM in the definition of quantum discord).

By relation (77) the monotonicity property of the entropy reduction of a local
measurement under a quantum channel acting on an unmeasured subsystem presented
in Proposition 1B in Section 3 is equivalent to the validity of the inequality

X(T o (p)) > x((n)) (109)

for any channels ® : A — B, ¥V : B — ( and any discrete ensemble j of states
in &(H,4). Inequality (109) can be directly derived from the monotonicity of the

relative entropy by using the explicit expressions for the channels T o ® and & via the
Stinespring isometries of ® and W.

Inequality (109) implies, in particular, that the entropy exchange (cf.[8]) S(®,p)
of a channel ® : A — B at an input state p (defined as S(®(p))) does not decrease
under a concatenation with any channel ¥ : B — C' not decreasing the von Neumann

entropy, i.e. S(Vo®, p) > S(P,p) provided that S(V (o)) > S(o) for any o in S(Hp).

6.4 Bounds on the Holevo capacity and the entropic distur-
bance via the quantum discord

Let ® : A — B be a quantum channel and ®: A — E be a channel complementary
to the channel ® (see Section 2).
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If p is a state in &(H 4) with finite entropy S(p) then it follows from (73) that
S(p) — C(®,p) = [(B,p) — C(B, p) = D(® @ Idr(p)), (110)

where p is a pure state in &(H ag) such that p4 = p and Dg(-) denotes the quantum
discord of a state in &(Hgr) (with a measured system R). The first equality in (110)
follows from the fact that the states ®(p) and ZI\D(p) have the same positive parts of the
spectrum for any pure state p in S(H,) [41].

If p is a discrete ensemble in P(H,4) with finite Holevo information x(u) then
representation (76) implies the following ”unoptimized” version of relation (110):

X(1) = x(@(n)) < I(®, 5(p)) — x(®(1)) = Di*(® @ Idp(p(p))),  (111)

where p(p) is a pure state in &(Hag) such that [p(p)]a = p(p) and M, is the POVM
on Hpr corresponding to the ensemble i by the rule described at the end Section 6.1
(before (75)). If p is an ensemble of pure states then ” = ” holds in (111) and the
POVM M, can be chosen consisting of one-rank operators.

The first inequality in (111) is easily proved if u = {p;, p;} is a discrete ensemble
such that S(p(p)) and S(®(p(p))) are finite. Indeed, in this case it is reduced to the
inequality

sz-s«b(pi)) < prs@m)) +S(p)),

which follows from the triangle inequality for the von Neumann entropy [8, 10]. Using
this, the validity of the first inequality in (111) for any (discrete or continuous) ensemble
p with finite y(p) can be proved by a simple approximation.

The quantity in the Lh.s. of (111) is the decrease of the Holevo information of
an ensemble p under action of a channel ®. It is called the entropic disturbance in
[57, 58, 56].

Relations (110) and (111) can be used to obtain estimates for the constrained Holevo
capacity and for the entropic disturbance by using estimates for the (optimized and
unoptimaized) quantum discord (that can be derived, in particular, from continuity
bounds for these quantities).

Below we will show how to use relation (110) to obtain a lower bound on the Holevo
capacity C'(®) of a finite-dimensional channel ® in terms of its complementary channel.

Proposition 13. Let ® : A — B be a quantum channel and d:A—>FE bea
channel complementary to the channel ®. Then

C(®) > (1—eg5)Inda —g(e3), €5 = wegm(gw g%n@ @ Idg(w) — 3], (112)

where dy = dimHy < +o0, g(x) is the function defined in (22), R = A, Swn(Har) is
the set of all mazimally entangled pure states in S(Har) and € is the set of all g-c
states in &(Hgr) of the form

da
(1/d4) Zp,®|z)(z|, {p: Y04, is a set of states in &(Hg), {|I)|}™, is a basic in Hp.
i=1
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Note: By the proof below the inequality (112) holds with ez = %H(T)@Id}g(w) — 91,
where w and ¥ are any given states in &,,(Hag) and € correspondingly.

Proof. Let w be a maximally entangled pure states in S(H ag). Then S(w4) =Indy
and hence relation (110) implies that

C(®) > C(P,ws) =Indy — Dp(® @ Idp(w)). (113)

By applying the specification to the case pp = op of the continuity bound for the
quantum discord Dg from Proposition 14 in [11, Section 4.3.1] and taking into account
that Dr(¥) = 0 for any ¥ € € we obtain

Dp(® @ Idp(w)) < elndim Hp + gle) = elndy + g(e),

where € = %||<AI> ® Idg(w) — J||;. This inequality and (113) implies (112). O

The following example shows that there exist nontrivial channels for which 7 =
holds in (112).

Example 2. Let ®(p) = Y4_, (¢klplen)|@r) (@xl be a channel from d-dimensional
quantum system A to B = A determined by a fixed basis {¢y}¢_, in Ha. Then d=0
(we may put E = A) and it is easy to see that the state ® @ Idz(w) belongs to the set
€ provided that w = (1/d) >~ i, low)(pi| @ |[¥r) (Y], where {4}, is a basis in Hp.
Thus, €5 = 0 and hence the r.h.s. of (112) is equal to C(®) = Ind.

Example 3. Let (2, be a quantum erasure channel from d-dimensional system
A to (d + 1)-dimensional system B defined in (85). Then ﬁp = ;_, (we may put
E = B) and hence Q, @ Idg(w) = pw + (1 — p)|70) (70| ® wr, w € S(Har). Since
the state ¥ = p(1/d?)Iar + (1 — p)(1/d)|m0) (0| ® Iz belongs to the set €, we have
ea, < (p/2)||wn — (1/d*)I4g|ly = p(1 — 1/d?), where w,, is any maximally entangled
pure states in S(Hag). Thus, Proposition 13 gives the lower bound

2

C() > (1 —p+p/d®)Ind —g(p(1 —1/d*))

which is close to C(£2,) = (1 — p)Ind for small p. This example shows that the term
—g(eg) in (112) can not be removed.

6.5 Local continuity conditions for some characteristics of a
quantum channel

6.5.1 The function (®,p) — C(®, p)

In this subsection we apply the generalized Koashi-Winter relation (in the form (72))
to local continuity analysis of the function (®,p) — C(®,p) defined by formula (7)
on the set F(A, B) x &(Ha), where §(A, B) is the set of all channels from A to any
given system B equipped with the strong convergence topology (the notion of strong
convergence of quantum channels is described in Section 2).
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By using representation (71), the lower semicontinuity of the QMI and the basic
results of purification theory it is easy to show that the function (®,p) — I(®,p)
is lower semicontinuous on the set §(A, B) x &(H4). Representation (72) and (73)
allow us to prove the same property for the functions (®,p) + C(®, p) and (®, p)
I((I)’ P) - C((I)> p)'

Proposition 14. A) The function (®,p) — C(®, p) is lower semicontinuous on
the set F(A, B) x &(Ha). The function (®, p) — A(®, p) = I(®, p) — C(®, p) is lower
semicontinuous on the set {(®,p) € F(A, B) x &(Ha)|C(®,p) < +00}.

B) Let {p,} be a sequence of states in S(Ha) converging to a state py and {®,} a
sequence of channels from A to B strongly converging to a channel ®q. If

lir}ra I(Dy,, pn) = 1(Pg, po) < +00 (114)
n——+0oo
then B B

n——+00

Relations (114) and (115) hold if

either lir}rﬂ S(pn) = S(po) < +oo or  lim S(P,(pn)) = S(Po(po)) < +00.

n—-+400

Proof. A) Let {p,} be a sequence of states in &(H4) converging to a state py and
{®,} a sequence of channels from A to B strongly converging to a channel ®4. Let
{pn} be a sequence of pure states in &(H g) converging to a pure state py such that
Trgpn = pn for all n > 0. Then the sequence {®,, ® Idg(p,)} converges to the state
Oy @ Idg(po). So, the lower semicontinuity of the one-way classical correlation and the
representation (72) imply that

lim inf O(q)n, pn) Z C_'((POa pO)a

n—-4o0o

while the lower semicontinuity of the quantum discord (Proposition 2 in Section 5.1)
and representation (73) show that

liminf A(®,,, p,) > A(Po, po)

n—-4o0o

provided that C(®,, p,) < +oo for all n > 0.
B) The main claim of B follows from the claims of part A. The last claim of B
follows from Proposition 10 in [14]. O

6.5.2 The function (®, u) — x(P(p))

In this subsection we apply the monotonicity property (106) to local continuity analysis
of the function (®, u) — x(P(u)) defined by formula (78) on the set F(A, B) x P(H.a),
where P(H 4) is the set of all generalized ensembles of states in &(H 4) equipped with
the weak convergence topology (see Section 6.2.1) and F(A, B) is the set of all channels
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from A to any given system B equipped with the strong convergence topology (see
Section 2).

Proposition 15. A) The function (®, ) — x(P(n)) is lower semicontinuous on
the set §(A, B) x P(Ha). The function (O, p) — Y(P,u) = 1(P, p(p)) — x(P(p)) is
lower semicontinuous on the set {(®,u) € F(A, B) x P(Ha) | x(P(n)) < o0}

B) Let {p,} be a sequence of ensembles in P(H a) weakly converging to an ensemble
to and {®,} a sequence of channels from A to B strongly converging to a channel ®y.
If

lim I(®n, p(ptn)) = 1(Po, 1)) < +o0

then
lm X (Pn(pn)) = X(Po(k0)) < +o00. (116)

n—-+00

Proof. A) The lower semicontinuity of the function (®,u) — x(®(n)) on the set
§(A, B) x P(H,) follows from the lower semicontinuity of the function v — x(v) on
the set P(Hp) (cf.[17, Proposition 1]), since the arguments from the proof of Lemma
1 in [59] show that for any sequence {1, } in P(H.4) weakly converging to an ensemble
o and any sequence {®, } in F(A, B) strongly converging to a channel ®, the sequence
of ensembles {®,,(u,,)} weakly converges to the ensemble ®g(11).

Let {IL,,} be a sequence of channels from B to B with a finite-dimensional output
strongly converging to the identity channel Idg as m — +o0o. Then the function
S (@, p) = I(IT,, o ®, p(p)) — x(I1,,, o (1)) is continuous on the set F(A, B) X P(Ha)
for each m. Thus, to prove the second claim of part A it suffices to show that

I(®, p(p) — x(®(p) = Sup Jn (@, 1) (117)

for any (@, ) such that x(®(p)) < +o0o0. By Proposition 12 we have ” > 7 in (117).
To prove the converse inequality note that

i T(IL,0®, p(p)) = 1(®, p(p)) < +oo and - lim x(I10®(n)) = x(P(k)) < +oc.
These relations follow from the monotonicity of the mutual information and the output
Holevo information under a concatenation (described at the beginning of Section 6.3)
and their lower semicontinuity.

The claim of part B follows directly from the claims of part A. O

Remark 11. Propositions 14 and 15 show that relation (116) holds provided that
either

lim S(p(pn)) = S(p(po)) < +oo or  lim S(®y(p(pn))) = S(Po(p(0))) < +o00.

n—r+00 n—-+00
The same assertion can be proved by using the lower semicontinuity of the entropic
disturbance as a function of a pair (channel, input ensemble) [56, Section VII-A]).

It is essential that Proposition 15 gives more strong condition of local continuity
of the function p — x(®(n)). To show this take a state p and a channel ® such that
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S(p) = S(®(p)) = +oo, but I(®,p) < +oc.> Proposition 15 implies that relation
(116) holds with ®,, = ®, n > 0, for any sequence {,} of ensembles in P(H ) weakly
converging to an ensemble 1 such that p(u,) = p for all n. This claim can not be
proved by using the conditions stated in Remark 11.

7 Conclusion

In this article it is shown that the interconnections between correlation measures and
information characteristics of quantum channels (namely, the generalized versions of
Koashi-Winter and Xi-Lu-Wang-Li relations and their ”unoptimized” versions) can be
used for solving different tasks concerning characteristics of both types. In particular,
we apply the interconnection technique to obtain advanced continuity bounds for the
Holevo information at the outputs of a channel and its complementary channel, for
the Holevo capacity and the unregularized private capacity of a quantum channel de-
pending on the input dimension/energy (which essentially improve the corresponding
results obtained earlier [28]). We also use this technique to prove other results concern-
ing the quantum discord in infinite-dimensional bipartite systems and the information
characteristics of quantum channels.

Two open questions have been formulated (Conjectures 1 and 2 at the ends of
Sections 5-2 and 5-3). It is also not clear whether it is possible to use the interconnection
technique for the study of the (regularized) classical and private capacities of quantum
channels, while the efficiency of this technique for the quantitative continuity analysis
of the regularization of the one-way classical correlation has been shown in [11, Section
4.3].

8 Appendix: On closedness of the set of quantum-
classical states

The following ”almost obvious” observation is essentially used in the article.

Lemma 5. The set of all g-c states of an infinite-dimensional bipartite quantum
system AB (i.e. states having the form (5) with any basis {|k)}) is a closed subset of
S(Hag).

Proof. Let {w,} be a sequence of g-c states in &(H 4p5) converging to a state w.
Then w, = >, pI'p? @ |¢") (¢l|, where {pI', pI'}; is an ensemble of states in G(H 4) and
{¢?}; is an orthonormal basis in Hp for each n. We may assume that {p?'}; is a non-
increasing sequence for each n. Then [w,|p = >, pI'¢l) (¢! tends to wp as n — +oo.
By Lemma 6 below there exist

3An example of such a state and a channel can be constructed by taking any state w in &(Hpc)
such that S(wp) = S(we) = 400, but I(B:C), < +00. Let @ be a purification of w in &(Hapc).
Then the channel ®(0) = Trao, 0 € S(Hap) and the state p = ©4p have the required properties.
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e an orthonormal basis {¢?}; in Hp and a probability distribution {p?}; such that
Wp = Zzpz‘(pz><goz‘7

e asubsequence {n;} of natural numbers such that p;*|p*)(pi*| tends to p?|ed) (Y]
as k — 4oo for all 1.

Using this, the convergence of the sequence {w,} to the state w and taking Lemma 2 in
Section 2 into account it is easy to show that w =>",(1a @ [") (&) w (14 @ [©){(©?]).
So, w is a g-c state. O

Lemma 6. Let {p,} be a sequence in S(H) converging to a state py. Let p, =

;r:of AP be a spectral decomposition of p, for each n # 0 such that the sequence
{A\!'}; is non-increasing (P! is a one-rank projector, X! > 0). Then there exist a
spectral decomposition py = S Y NP of py and an increasing sequence {ny}ren of
natural numbers such that

lim A*P™ = \P° Vi, (118)

k——+o00

where the limit in the trace norm topology.

Proof. If the state py has no multipled eigenvalues then the claim of this lemma can
be deduced from Theorem VIII.23 in [60] by using the Mirsky inequality (cf.[61, 62])

—+o0
S =N < lpn — polli Vn, (119)

1=1

where {\?}; is the sequence of eigenvalues of py in the non-increasing order. In this
case one can take n; = k.

To prove the lemma in the general case assume first that all the states p, and pg
have infinite rank. Let {us}/ > be a sequence of different eigenvalues of py arranged in
the non-increasing order (i.e. a sequence of eigenvalues of pg excluding multiplicity).
Let QY be the spectral projector of py corresponding to p; and my = rank@? the
multiplicity of . Let Qp =377 | P/, where pg = 0 and p, = my + ... + my, for
k € N. By using Theorem VIII.23 in [60], 1nequahty (119) and Lemma 2 in Section 2
it is easy to show that Q7 tends to QY in the trace norm for all k € N.

Thus, by applying Lemma 7 below to the sequences { P"},cn for i = 1,p; we get an
increasing sequence 2(; of natural numbers such that the sequence { P/ },cq, tends to a
one-rank projector P? for all i = 1,p; and Y 7' P? = QY. Now we may apply Lemma
7 to the sequences {R bnea, for @ = p; +1,ps. This gives an increasing sequence
2 C 2y of natural numbers such that the sequence {P"},en, tends to a one-rank
projector P for all i = p; + 1, py and _p1+1 = Q9. Since A, C Ay, we also have
{P"}pen, — PP for i =1, p; by the construction of A

By repeating this process we obtain a set { P2} of one-rank projectors and a set
{Q[k} 1 of increasing subsequences of N such that Qlkﬂ C A, for all k, the sequence
{pr }neglk tends to PP for i = 1,p;, and = @Y for each k.

1= pk 1+1
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Now we apply the "diagonal method”: for each natural k take nj in 2, in such a
way that nyy1 > ny for all k. Then it is easy to see that the sequence { P }ren tends
to P for all i. Since PP/ =0 for all i # j and all k, the set {FP/};= consists of
mutually orthogonal projectors. Thus,

+00 +00 100
po = ZMQ% = Z:U’k(PI?kfl-i-l +o By = Z AP}
k=1 k=1 i—1

is a spectral decomposition of py. Since A\ — A as n — +oco for any i due to
inequality (119), the sequence {n;} has the required properties.

Assume now that p, and pgy are states of arbitrary rank. Take an auxiliary infinite-
dimensional Hilbert space H" and a full rank state o in &(#H’) such that the intersection
of the spectra of o, py and all the states p,, does not contain positive numbers. Consider
the sequence of states p, = 3p,®10 in G(H®H’') converging to the state gy = 2py® 0.

If o = :r:of v;QQ; is a spectral decomposition of o then
+00 +00
=123 MNP +1> 50 (120)
i=1 i=1

is a spectral decomposition of p, for all n # 0. Since all the states p, and py have
infinite rank, by using the above part of the proof and inequality (119), it is easy to
show the existence of a spectral decomposition of py having the form (120) with n =0
and a sequence {ny} such that the relations in (118) hold. O

Lemma 7. Let {{P"}",},, m < 400, be a sequence of m-tuples of mutually
orthogonal one-rank projectors on H such that Y ;" | P tends to an m-rank projector
Q in the trace norm. Then there exist an m-tuple {P°}™, of mutually orthogonal
one-rank projectors and an increasing sequence A C N such that the sequence { P} ecq
tends to the projector PP for all i =1, m in the trace norm and Yy ;- P? = Q.

Proof. The trace norm convergence of > " | P to  and the compactness criterion
for subsets of trace class operators (Proposition 11 in [59]) allow us to show that for
each i the sequence { P"},, of pure states is relatively compact in &(#) and hence any
its subsequence has partial limits which are pure states (one-rank projectors). Using
this and the finiteness of m it is easy to prove the claim of the lemma. O
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useful discussion. I am also grateful to L.Lami for the communication concerning
characterization of quantum states with zero discord. Special thanks to M.Caleffi for
the relevant reference. This work was funded by Russian Federation represented by
the Ministry of Science and Higher Education (grant number 075-15-2020-788).

References

[1] A.S.Holevo, "On Capacity of a Quantum Communications Channel”, Problems
Inform. Transmission 15:4, 247-253 (1979).

47



2]

3]

M.B.Hastings, ”Superadditivity of communication capacity using entangled in-
puts”, Nature Phys. 5, 255-257 (2009).

C.H.Bennett, P.W.Shor, J.A.Smolin, A.V.Thapliyal, ” Entanglement-assisted ca-
pacity and the reverse Shannon theorem”, IEEE Trans. Inform. Theory 48, 2637-2
(2002).

S.Koudia, A.S.Cacciapuoti, K.Simonov, M.Calefi, "How Deep the Theory of
Quantum Communications Goes: Superadditivity, Superactivation and Causal
Activation,” in IEEE Communications Surveys and Tutorials, 24:4, 1926-1956,
(2022).

G.Lindblad ”Entropy, information and quantum measurements”, Comm. Math.
Phys. 33 305-322 (1973).

L.Henderson, V.Vedral, ”Classical, quantum and total correlations”, J. Phys. A:
Math. Gen. 34, 6899 (2001); arXiv:quant-ph/0105028.

H.Ollivier, W.H.Zurek "Introducing Quantum Discord”, Phys. Rev. Lett., 88,
017901 (2001).

A.S.Holevo ”Quantum systems, channels, information. A mathematical introduc-
tion”, Berlin, DeGruyter, 2012.

M.A Nielsen, [.L.Chuang, "Quantum Computation and Quantum Information”,
Cambridge University Press, 2000.

M.M.Wilde, ”Quantum Information Theory”. Cambridge University Press, 2013.

M.E.Shirokov, ”Quantifying continuity of characteristics of composite quantum
systems”, Physica Scripta, 98(4), 042002 (2023).

G.Lindblad ” Expectation and Entropy Inequalities for Finite Quantum Systems”,
Comm. Math. Phys. 39:2, 111-119, (1974).

A.Wehrl, ”General properties of entropy”, Rev. Mod. Phys. 50, 221-250 (1978).

M.E.Shirokov, ”"Measures of correlations in infinite-dimensional quantum sys-
tems”, Sbornik: Mathematics, 207:5, 724-768 (2016); arXiv:1506.06377.

A.S.Holevo, ”Bounds for the quantity of information transmitted by a quantum
communication channel”, Probl. Inf. Transm. (USSR) 9, 177-183 (1973).

A.S.Holevo, ”Complementary channels and the additivity problem”, Theory
Probab. Appl., 51:1, 92-100 (2007).

A.S.Holevo, M.E.Shirokov, ”Continuous ensembles and the capacity of infinite-
dimensional quantum channels”, Theory Probab. Appl., 50:1, 86-98 (2005); arXiv:
quant-ph/0408176.

48



[18]

[19]

A.S.Holevo, ”Classical capacities of quantum channels with constrained in-
puts”, Probability Theory and Applications. 48:2, 359-374 (2003); arXiv:quant-
ph/0211170.

M.E.Shirokov, ”On Lower Semicontinuity of the Quantum Conditional Mutual
Information and Its Corollaries”, Proc. Steklov Inst. Math., 313, 203-227 (2021);
arXiv:2001.08691.

A.Winter, ”Tight uniform continuity bounds for quantum entropies: conditional
entropy, relative entropy distance and energy constraints”, Comm. Math. Phys.,
347:1, 291-313 (2016); arXiv:1507.07775 (v.6).

G.F.Dell’Antonio, ”On the limits of sequences of normal states”, Commun. Pure
Appl. Math. 20, 413-430 (1967).

G.Lindblad ” An entropy inequality for quantum measurement”, Commun. Math.
Phys. 28, 245 (1972).

M.Ozawa, ”On information gain by quantum measurement of continuous observ-
able”, J.Math.Phys. 27, 759 (1986).

H.J.Groenewold, ” A problem of information gain by quantal measurements”, Int.
J. Theor. Phys. 4:5, 327-338 (1971).

F.Buscemi, M.Hayashi, M.Horodecki, ”Global information balance in quantum
measurements”, Physical Review Letters 100:21, 210504 (2008).

M.E.Shirokov, ”Entropy reduction of quantum measurements”, J.Math.Phys.
52:5, 052202 , 18 pp. (2011); arXiv:1011.3127.

M.Berta, J.M.Renes, M.M.Wilde, ”Identifying the information gain of a quan-
tum measurement”, IEEE Transactions on Information Theory. 60(12), 7987-8006
(2014).

M.E.Shirokov, ” Uniform continuity bounds for information characteristics of quan-
tum channels depending on input dimension and on input energy”, J. Phys. A,
52:1, 014001 (2019); arXiv:1610.08870.

M.Koashi, A.Winter, ”Monogamy of entanglement and other correlations”, Phys.
Rev. A 69:2 022309 (2004); arXiv:quant-ph/0310037.

N.Li, S.Luo, ”Classical and quantum correlative capacities of quantum systems”,
Phys. Rev. A 84, 042124 (2011).

A.Winter, private communication

7.Xi, X.-M.Lu, X.G.Wang, Y.Li, "The upper bound and continuity of quantum
discord”, J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 44 375301 (2011).

49



[33]

[34]

[35]

[45]

[46]

[47]

[48]

A Streltsov, H.Kampermann, D.Brub, ”Linking Quantum Discord to Entangle-
ment in a Measurement”, Phys. Rev. Lett. 106, 160401 (2011),

M.Piani, ”Problem with geometric discord”, Phys. Rev. A 86, 034101 (2012);
arXiv:1206.0231.

72.Xi, X.-M.Lu, X.Wang, Y.Li, "Necessary and sufficient condition for saturat-
ing the upper bound of quantum discord”, Phys.Rev.A, 85, 032109 (2012),
arXiv:1111.3837.

A.Datta, ”A Condition for the Nullity of Quantum Discord”, arXiv:1003.5256.

M.M.Wilde "Multipartite quantum correlations and local recoverability”, Proceed-
ings of the Royal Society A, 471, 2177, (2015).

M.Berta, F.G.S.L.Brandao, C.Majenz, M.M.Wilde, ”Deconstruction and condi-
tional erasure of quantum correlations”, arXiv:1609.06994.

C.H.Bennett, D.P.DiVincenzo, J.A.Smolin, W.K.Wootters, "Mixed State Entan-
glement and Quantum Error Correction”, Phys. Rev. A 54, 3824-3851 (1996).

P.Hayden, R.Jozsa, D.Petz, A.Winter, ”Structure of States Which Satisfy Strong
Subadditivity of Quantum Entropy with Equality”, Communications in Mathe-
matical Physics, 246, 359374 (2004).

M.E.Shirokov, ”Criteria for equality in two entropic inequalities”, Sb. Math.,
205:7, 1045-1068 (2014); arXiv:1302.5336.

E.Schrodinger, ”Probability Relations between Separated Systems”, Proceedings
of the Cambridge Philosophical Society 32:3, 446-452 (1936).

N.Gisin, "Quantum Measurements and Stochastic Processes”, Physical Review
Letters 52:19, 1657-1660 (1984).

L.P.Hughston, R.Jozsa, W.K.Wootters, ”A complete classification of quantum
ensembles having a given density matrix”, Physics Letters A 183:1, 14-18 (1993).

P.Billingsley, ” Convergence of probability measures”, John Willey and Sons. Inc.,
New York-London-Sydney-Toronto.

D.Leung, G.Smith, ”Continuity of Quantum Channel Capacities”, Commun.
Math. Phys. 292, 201-215 (2009).

D.Aharonov, A.Kitaev, N.Nisan, "Quantum circuits with mixed states”, Proc.
30th STOC, pp. 20-30, ACM Press, 1998.

V.I.Paulsen, ”Completely Bounded Maps and Operators Algebras”, Cambridge
University Press, 2002.

50



[49]

[59]

[60]

[61]

[62]

M.E.Shirokov, ”On the Energy-Constrained Diamond Norm and Its Application
in Quantum Information Theory”, Problems Inform. Transmission, 54:1, 20-33
(2018); arXiv: 1706.00361

A . Winter, ”Energy-Constrained Diamond Norm with Applications to the Uniform
Continuity of Continuous Variable Channel Capacities”, arXiv:1712.10267 (2017).

S.Pirandola, C.Lupo, ”Ultimate Precision of Adaptive Noise Estimation”, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 118, 100502 (2017).

S.Pirandola, R.Laurenza, C.Ottaviani, and L.Banchi, ” Fundamental Limits of Re-
peaterless Quantum Communications”, Nat. Commun., 8, 15043 (2017).

[.Devetak, ”The private classical capacity and quantum capacity of a quantum
channel” | arXiv:quant-ph/0304127.

T.S.Cubitt, M.B.Ruskai, G.Smith, ”"The structure of degradable quantum chan-
nels”, J. Math. Phys. 49, 102-104 (2008).

M.M.Wilde, H.Qi, ”"Energy-constrained private and quantum capacities of quan-
tum channels”, IEEE Transactions on Information Theory, 64(12), 7802-7827,
(2018).

M.E.Shirokov, ”Strong convergence of quantum channels: continuity of the Stine-
spring dilation and discontinuity of the unitary dilation”, J. Math. Phys. 61,
082204 (2020); arXiv:1712.03219.

F.Buscemi, M.Horodecki, ” Towards a unified approach to information-disturbance
tradeoffs in quantum measurements”, Open Systems and Information Dynamics,
16:01, 29-48 (2009).

F.Buscemi, S.Das, M.M.Wilde ” Approximate reversibility in the context of en-
tropy gain, information gain, and complete positivity”, Physical Review A 93:6,
062314 (2016); arXiv:1601.01207.

A.S.Holevo, M.E.Shirokov ”On approximation of infinite dimensional quantum
channels”, Problems of Information Transmission 44:2, 3-22 (2008); arXiv:
0711.2245.

M.Reed, B.Simon, "Methods of Modern Mathematical Physics. Vol 1. Functional
Analysis”, Academic Press Inc., 1980.

L.Mirsky, ”Symmetric gauge functions and unitarily invariant norms”, Quart. J.
Math.Oxford 2:11, 50-59 (1960).

H.Ghourchian, A.Gohari, A.Amini, ”Existence and continuity of differential en-
tropy for a class of distributions”, IEEE Commun. Lett. 21:7, 1469-1472 (2017).

51



