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Abstract

We show that a simple telescoping sum trick, together with the triangle inequality and
a tensorisation property of expected-contractive coefficients of random channels, allow us to
achieve general simultaneous decoupling for multiple users via local actions. Employing both
old [Dupuis et al.,, Commun. Math. Phys. 328:251-284 (2014)] and new methods [Dupuis,
IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory 69:7784-7792 (2023)], we obtain bounds on the expected deviation
from ideal decoupling either in the one-shot setting in terms of smooth min-entropies, or the
finite block length setting in terms of Rényi entropies. These bounds are essentially optimal
without the need to address the simultaneous smoothing conjecture, which remains unre-
solved. This leads to one-shot, finite block length, and asymptotic achievability results for
several tasks in quantum Shannon theory, including local randomness extraction of multiple
parties, multi-party assisted entanglement concentration, multi-party quantum state merg-
ing, and quantum coding for the quantum multiple access channel. Because of the one-shot
nature of our protocols, we obtain achievability results without the need for time-sharing,
which at the same time leads to easy proofs of the asymptotic coding theorems. We show that
our one-shot decoupling bounds furthermore yield achievable rates (so far only conjectured)
for all four tasks in compound settings, which are additionally optimal for entanglement of
assistance and state merging.

1 Introduction

Multi-user information theory is intrinsically difficult, with several of the classic transmission
problems remaining unsolved despite decades of research, including the bidirectional channel [1],
the broadcast channel [2], and the interference channel [3] (except in particular cases), cf. [4].
Even models such as the multiple-access channel (MAC) that have been solved early on [5], [6]
have recently exhibited unexpected additional complexity: indeed, while the capacity region of
a general MAC has a finitary single-letter expression, its computation (or even approximation)
in terms of the channel parameters turns out to be NP-hard, and with entanglement-assistance
it is even uncomputable [7].
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The foundational tool of joint typicality (a multipartite probability distribution being typical
in several of its marginals simultaneously) is frequently employed in classical multi-user set-
tings to define and analyze codes and decoders, and serves as a single conceptual integrator
of many constructions (even if it does not always yield the best possible performance) [4], [8].
The analogous problems in quantum information theory have added difficulty at an even more
fundamental level because this basic tool is simply not available in the required generality for
multipartite quantum states, although it has been conjectured both in a form suited to i.i.d sys-
tems [9, Conj. 3.2.7] and in a general form for min-entropies [10], also known as the simultaneous
smoothing conjecture. In the absence of a general solution to this conjecture (either in its one-
shot or the asymptotic version), researchers have developed workarounds of varying complexity
and applicability. For small numbers of parties (two or three) and specific problems, it can be
avoided altogether [10]; and for classical information transmission tasks over quantum channels
with multiple senders and receivers, a “simultaneous hypothesis testing” technique combining a
modification of the state with hypothesis testing [11], [12] overcomes this technical barrier.

However, there are at least two types of tasks that require a different primitive and therefore
remain hindered by the simultaneous smoothing conjecture: cryptographic privacy amplifica-
tion and randomness concentration on the one hand, and simultaneous quantum information
transmission between multiple parties on the other (including channel coding, as well as channel
simulation). All these impaired tasks can be based on the decoupling of one part of a correlated
state from another, via the concatenation of a unitary (typically random) and a fixed irreversible
quantum channel. This primitive is well-developed in the case of a single system to decouple
and well-understood to be governed by min-entropies [13]-[23].

Here, we develop a solution for simultaneous decoupling, extending the “generalised decoupling”
approach of Dupuis et al. [24] to multiple systems undergoing local random unitaries followed by
a CPTP map (see Fig. 1). We are able to do so without addressing the simultaneous smoothing
conjecture by leveraging contractivity properties of random channels and multiplicativity of
contraction under tensor products. We illustrate the reach of our method by proving multi-
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Figure 1: generalised multipartite decoupling via local random unitary transformations i; acting
locally on each system A;, followed by a fixed CPTP map Tx,..a,—B-

party generalised decoupling theorems in terms of both Rényi and smooth min-entropies. As
applications, we show how we obtain one-shot and asymptotic i.i.d. coding theorems for four
quantum information tasks.

The rest of the paper is structured as follows: we start with some notation and preliminary
material in Section 2. Then we present the problem setting and main results in Section 3,
followed by the core technical lemmas in Section 4. The main decoupling theorems are proved
in Section 5. In Section 6, we apply the decoupling theorems to the problems of randomness
extraction [25], [26], entanglement of assistance [9], [16], [17], [27], quantum state merging (also
known as quantum Slepian-Wolf problem), and quantum multiple access coding [28]; these are
developed in the fully general one-shot form, and then applied to the i.i.d. asymptotics as well
as to the so-called compound setting of an only partially known i.i.d. source or channel. The
resulting one-shot and compound rate formulas had long been conjectured but are here proved
for the first time. We conclude in Section 7, including a comparison with previous approaches.



2 Preliminaries

We denote the Hilbert spaces associated with finite-dimensional quantum systems by capital
letters, A, B, etc., and by |A| the dimension of A. The composition of two systems is facilitated
by the tensor product of the Hilbert spaces, AB = A® B. Multipartite operators p4p acting on
this tensor product space have their corresponding reduced operator denoted as ps = Trp pap.
The set of normalized quantum states (non-negative operators p on A with Tr p = 1) is denoted

as S(A).

We use the abbreviation CP to denote completely positive maps 74,5 (and CPTP if they are

additionally trace-preserving maps), and 7ap = (14 ® Tar—B) (|PXP| 4 ,4/) is their corresponding
. 1 [A| . . . .

Choi operator, where |®) 4 ., = 7T ity i) 4 ® |i) 4, is the maximally entangled state.

The basic metric on quantum states is given by the trace norm distance, |[p — o|l1. Recall
the definition of the trace norm of an operator M: |[[M|y = TrvMtM. This quantity is
lower bounded by 0 (when p = o) and upper bounded by 2 due to the triangle inequality
lp—clli < llplli + |le|li = 2. We shall mostly use the normalized trace distance defined as

1
D(p,0) = 5llp = ol

We will also come across the Hilbert-Schmidt norm || M|z = vV Tr MTM. Actually, it is useful to
define the Schatten p-norms as a generalisation of the previous. Given a real number p > 1 and
a linear operator M, the Schatten p-norm is given by

S =

], = [ (12r) ]

Likewise, we have to define the diamond norm of a linear map © : A — B, which is the trace
norm of the output of a trivial extension of ©® maximized over all possible input operators
M e A’A with ||M]|; <1, that is [|©] = max |(idar ®©)M||1 [29], [30].
M st ||M];<1
Our technical results are small upper bounds on the trace distance between states, proving that
they are almost equal. These bounds are presented in terms of conditional entropy measures.
Let us recall the following standard definitions. The von Neumann entropy of a state ps € S(A)
is defined as S(A), = S(pa) = —Trplogp, and the conditional von Neumann entropy of A
given B for the bipartite state pap is S(A|B), = S(AB), — S(B),. Also, for pap € S(AB)
and op € S(B), we define the sandwiched conditional Rényi entropy of order a € [1,1) U (1, 00)
given op [31], [32] as

1-a 1—a>a} if o« <1and Trpo # 0,

ﬁ log Tr KUBQD‘PABUBM

I;Ta(A]B)p|U = or supp p C A ® supp(o),

—00 otherwise.

The maximisation of the sandwiched conditional Rényi entropy given og € S(B) over all possible
states op gives the conditional Rényi entropy of pap, denoted f[a(A\B)p. This quantity is
monotone non-increasing in « [33], and if we take the limit & — 1 we recover the conditional
von Neumann entropy S(A|B),. Furthermore, the limit of the Rényi entropy when o — oo
makes sense and is called min-entropy:

Hnin(A|B), = I;TOO(A\B)p = r%axsup{)\ ER:pap <27 14® oB},
B

where the maximum is taken over all states op € S(B). Similarly, for @ = 1 we find the
max-entropy:

Huas(A|B), = Hy(A|B), == maxlog | /pasv/T @ o5

1
2

3



The max- and min-entropies are related by the fundamental duality relation Hpin(A|B)y =

Hiax(A|C)y for any pure tripartite state ¢ apc. Notice also that for a = 2 we find the
collision entropy, which is the quantity that shows up in the original proofs of the variously
general decoupling theorems [19], [24]:

E[Q(A|B)p = sup — log Tr
7B

((1a05") pas (12 005))7].

This quantity, however, usually gives unreliable or loose bounds due to its rough responsiveness
to small variations in the state pap over which it is computed. This is why it is commonly
substituted by the min-entropy, which is more reliable, and robust and a lower bound on the
collision entropy due to the monotonicity of Rényi entropies under . In one-shot settings, it is
also useful to e-smooth the min and max-entropies. L.e., computing them on the best state w in

an e-ball around p with respect to the purified distance P(p,w) = /1 — ||\/pv/w||3:

Hremn(A|B)p = muz}x Hmin(A|B)w s.t. P(p7u_)) <e,
anaX(A|C)p = H‘ljn Hmax(A|C)w s.t. P(p,(,U) S €.

Smoothing allows us to discard atypical behaviour in the states. In multi-party settings, it
makes sense to wish for simultaneous smoothing of all the marginals of the given state: that is,
we want to modify the global state so that its marginals appear smoothed. More formally, for
any number m of parties we would like to find functions g,,(€) and hy,(€) with lim¢_,o gm(e) =0
and hp,(€) finite for any m and € > 0, such that for every state pa,. 4,5 on an (m + 1)-party
system A ... A, B there exists another state o with P(p,0) < gm,(€) that satisfies

VO # T C[m] Huin(Ar|B)e = Hin(ArlB)p — hun(e). (2.1)

This has been stated as a conjecture [10], [34] (without the additive A, (€) term, which however
seems very natural to us), but remains unproven in general, in particular for m > 2. It has also
been used to conjecture rate regions in several multi-party quantum information tasks. Here,
we find local decoupling theorems without simultaneous smoothing and apply them to finally
prove the anticipated achievable rate regions for several multi-party quantum information tasks.

The purified distance between two arbitrary states p and o is a function of the fidelity F(p, o) =
|v/Pv/7|%, indeed P(p,0) = /1 — F(p,o). These quantities are related to the normalized trace
distance through the Fuchs—van de Graaf inequalities [35]:

1 —\/F(p.0) < D(p,0) < P(p,0) < \/D(p,o) 2~ D(p,)). (2.2)

The first two are the original inequalities. We took the liberty of adding the third one by noticing
P(p70)2 =1 —F(p,O') <1- [1 _D(p70)]2 = D(,0,0') [Q—D(p,()')]

3 Setting and main results

We consider random CP maps R* : A — B, where x is distributed on a given set according
to a certain well-defined probability law. If there are systems Ay, Ao, ..., Ak, we consider
independently random maps R : A; — B; for i € {1,...,k} =: [k]. Two particular channels
are of special interest to us. The the constant channel (or state preparation channel) P? : A — B,
acting as P?(p) = op Tra p, that outputs a state o (or more generally a positive semidefinite
operator) on B regardless of the input p, and the fully depolarizing channel D : A — A, which
can be seen as the particular instance of the constant channel that prepares the maximally mixed
state D(p) = %‘ Tr4 p. We use superscripts to identify different objects, potentially acting on



the same or other spaces, such as R* and R%, and subscripts on states and channels to record
on which systems they act.

We shall only consider random CP maps R* with the property that the average map E,R?” is a
constant map P?. Let us also introduce the difference A* := R* — P°.

Definition 3.1. We call a random Hermitian-preserving map A% l-expected-contractive if for
any system E and any matriz pag,

Ee|[A%(pap)ll2 < AlpaEell2-

Dupuis [36] equivalently calls R* A-randomizing, although he considers this concept only for the
preparation mazimally mized state o = ﬁIZB.

Let the systems Ay, Ao, ..., Ar and E share a state PAu B and consider a fixed quantum
channel (CPTP map) T : Ay — B with Choi state 74, 5. On each system A; (i € [k]) we
define random unitaries U; distributed according to a unitary 2-design, so that the average
Ey,U; = Dy, is the completely depolarizing channel, where we denote the associated unitary

channel U, (o) = UianT. Then we have random maps RVH = T o (U @ - - - @ Uy,).

Decoupling is about the question: How far from 1 = T(IZA[k]/]A[k]|> is the output of the

channel RV typically? To answer it, we aim to give an upper bound on

EU[k] "RU[k](pA[k]E) —TB ® PEH1 = EUW ‘TO (U@ - @Uy —Da, @---®Day,) pA[k]EH

=

The crucial insight for everything that follows is that we can rewrite the difference of maps
inside the norm as

k k
=1

=1
= Z To(Oa, ®Da,.),
BAIC[K]

(3.1)

where © 4, :=U; — Dy,, hence © 4, = ®,;c; (Ui —Da,), and Dy,. = ®&¢1 Di. Therefore, we have
U; = O 4, + Dy, and we can use the distributive law to get the above expansion. Hence,

(’RU[k] - PTB) page= >, T ((@A1 ® DAIC)PAME)
OAICk]

= > (T1004,)pa,s;
0LICTH]

(3.2)

I,

with 77 : A; — B acting as T7(pa,) =T (pA, ® 14[(:)' The first step in our upper bound is
the application of the triangle inequality,

‘RUW (payE) — B ® pEH1 < Y Ey [(Tro®©a,) pasel, - (3.3)
OLICIK)

Ey [*]

This allows us to simply deal with each term () # I C [k] separately in the remainder of the
argument.

The main technical results of the present work are formulated in the following theorems and
their corollary.



Theorem 3.2. Assume TA[k]ﬁB to be a CPTP map with Chot state, and consider the random

channels RV as above. Then, for any state PAE

Ey [*]

RY (payE) — T8 © PEH1

1~, 1~
< Q)#IZ[k {21|+16[ + Drexp, |:_2H2I(AI’E)p|Cé - 2H2(A[|B)T|JIB} } ’
C

(3.4)

=

where Dy = 21 e p (1 - ﬁ)_

UJIB are arbitrary states on B, and exp, denotes the exponential function to base 2.

,TB="T (ﬂA[k]/‘A[k]|)7 the CL are arbitrary states on E,

Theorem 3.3. Assume T : Ay — B to be a CPTP map with T (1/|Ay|) = 1/|B|, and consider

the random channels RV as above. Then, for any state PAE

EU[k] RU[k] (PA[k]E) —TB & pEH1

2 2 4 1 ~ ~
< Y D ow exp2{<1—al> (—HQI(AI|E)p|<é—HQ(AI|B)TTB)],

0AIC[k]

(3.5)

_1
where Dy = 211-1 [Licr (1 — ﬁ) ® as before, ay € (1;2] are arbitrary real number numbers

and C{; are arbitrary states on E.

Corollary 3.4. Under the same conditions of Theorems 3.2 and 3.3, and in the special case
that the CP map is a tensor product, T = T1 & --- ® T, with T; : A; — B; (see Figure 2) and

B = By ... By, then Equations (3.4) and (3.5) hold with Dy = [[;cr /1 — ﬁ‘
Ay U Ta,—»B, —— By
: : : : 1 1
PALARE %ﬁ(‘lﬁﬁ)@-“@)ﬁ(f:)@/w
Ak Uy Ta—B, — Bx
E E

Figure 2: Multi-party decoupling via local random unitary transformations U; followed by a
fixed local CPTP map 7Ta,—p, on each of the systems A;.

Remark 3.5. In Theorem 3.2, we will almost always use the lower bound FISI (A[|E)p|<é >
HL (Af|E) plCL and optimize ¢ {; for the min-entropy, so that the first term in the exponential

min

of Equation (3.4) becomes H%, (Ar|E),.

min

Remark 3.6. For k = 1, both the above theorems, or more precisely their versions from Corol-
lary 3.4, reproduce well-known predecessors: Theorem 3.2 is essentially the general decoupling
theorem from [24], albeit without the smoothing of the channel Choi matrix 745 (which in prac-
tice seems less critical than that of the state). Theorem 3.3 is a restatement of the main result
of [36]; see also the precursor [37].

Remark 3.7. Hao-Chung Cheng, Li Gao, and Mario Berta, in concurrent and independent
work [38], have discovered the same telescoping trick to obtain similar decoupling bounds, and
in fact a multipartite version of the convex-split lemma. In their work, they apply the latter to
the simulation of broadcast channels.



4 Lemmata

4.1 Technical ingredients for the proofs

In this subsection, we collect some well-known technical lemmas that will be used throughout
the paper. Their proofs can be found in [24].

Lemma 4.1. Let M be a linear operator on A and o a positive defined operator. Then

IMl < \/Tr[o] - Te[o—1/4Mo—1/2MTo—1/4]. (4.1)

If M is Hermitian this can be simplified to

IM[ly < \/Tr[o] - Te[(o—Y/4Mo—1/4)2]. (4.2)

Lemma 4.2. Let M and N be two linear operators on A%2, and let F5 swap the two copies of
the A system: Fa (Si;mi; [i)5)) = Ly mij 13) [i)- Then, Tr(M @ N)Fa = Tr MN.

Lemma 4.3. Let M be a linear operator acting on the Hilbert space A®%. Then, for a random
unitary U distributed according to a 2-design (a set of unitaries that collectively approrimates
the statistical behavior of the entire unitary group up to second-degree polynomials [39]),

Eu, (UP2MU®) = atyp + BFa, (4.3)
where a and f are such that Tr M = o|A|* + B|A| and Tr MF = o|A| + B|A]?.

We can easily generalise this lemma to a multipartite version:

Corollary 4.4. Let M be a linear operator acting on A?Q ®- - ® A?? Then, for Uy =
Uy ® -+ ® Uy the tensor product of independent unitaries distributed according to 2-designs,

By, (VMUY = L% o (Fa, © 152, (4.4)

where L¢ = [k] \ L is the set complement of L, and the coefficients ¢y, are determined by the
relations
Tr[M(Fa, ® 152,)] = 3 erlArae||Areoc|” (4.5)
TCk]

Lemma 4.5. Let wap be a non-negative operator acting on AB. Then,

1
T Trwy < Trwig < |A| Trwd. (4.6)
Lemma 4.6. The normalized trace distance D(p,o) between two quantum states p,o € S(A) is
equal to the largest probability difference that the two states could give to the same measurement

outcome A:
D(p,0) = max Tr{A(p—o0)}. (4.7)

Theorem 4.7 (Uhlmann’s theorem for the purified distance). Let p,o € S(A) and |¢) € AR A’
be a purification of p, with A’ = A. Then, there exists a purification |¢) € A® A" of o such that

P(p,0) = P(¢, 9).



4.2 Central lemmas

The proofs of the main theorems (which we will present in the next section) rely on a series of
new lemmas listed and proved in this section.

Lemma 4.8. Given any general CP map Ty : A; — B with I C [k], T; 0 ©4, is Ar-expected-

contractive with
olIl-1
Ar = —HTAIBHz-

[y AP

el

Proof. Recall that 77 o ©4, is Aj-expected-contractive if Eg, || (710 ©a4,) pa,ell2 < Arllpa,ell2
for arbitrary pag, where Ey, is the expectation value over each U; with ¢ € 1. We will start by
assuming p = p! to be Hermitian. Using Jensen’s inequality, we find (Eg, || (77 © ©4,) pa, £|l2)?
Ev, || (77 ©©4,) pa,el|3- Now we can expand the square of the Hilbert-Schmidt norm as a trace
without carrying the root throughout the demonstration:

Euv, || (Ti 0 ©a,) pasell3 = v, Tr [((Tr0 ©a)) pa,)’] = Tr [Bu, (710 ©a,) pase)?]

where we have used the linearity of the trace in the second equality, and we are imposing for
simplicity the additional restriction that the matrices p4,r are Hermitian, and will prove in
the end that the results can be generalised to any matrix. Defining a subset J C I and its
complement J¢ =1\ J we can write the expectation value as follows:

Ev, (T1001)pa,e)’ = > (- IEy, [T1 o (U @ Da,e)pa el (4.8)
JCI

We prove this claim by induction on the cardinality of I. For |I| =1 (that is A; = A) we have
Ev [(T 0©4)pag)* = Eu[(RY — T o Da)pag)?. Expanding the binomial and remembering our
condition EyU(par) = Da(par) we find:

By (T 0 ©4)par)’ = Eu[RY (par)’] — 2Bu[RY (par)] - [T 0 Dalpar)] + [T 0 Dalpar)]’
= Ey[T oU(pap)?] — [T o Dalpar))?
=S ()Y, [Tr o Uy © Da,)pass)?
JCI

because |J| € {0,1}. We continue the induction by assuming that Equation (4.8) is true for
some I, and we want to pass to a bigger set I’ = I U {ip} (with U the disjoint union) to
compute the expectation value By, [(Tr0©4,,)pa, p]*> on Ap = A;® A;,. Similarly let us define
J' = J U {ig} for asubset J C I, that is Ay = A;® A;,. Then, expanding © 4, := U; — D4, and
O4; = Qicr(Ui — Da4,), and rearranging the terms (recall Dy,. = ®;¢; Di), we can re-write:

2 2
Ey,, [(TI/ o @AI/)PAJ/E} = Ey, Eu, [Tp 0 (04, ®O4, )PA,,E}

2
_ JEC:I VIR, [Tp o (Uy ®DAJC)pA,,E}

2
® Ey,, [7}'0( Ui, — D, )PAI/E} :

By expanding the square (just as we did at the beginning of the induction) we can write
2 2 2
]EUZO |:7}/ (e} (UZO — DAiO >pAI’E] = ]EUiO |:(7'I/ o uio)pA[/E] — |:(7}/ e} DAiO )pAI/E:| . ThlS allows



us to write

. 2 2
Z(*l)u |EUJ [,Tl’ © (uJ ® DAJC)IOA[/E:| ® EUiO [’TI’ © (uio - DAZ'O)PAI/E}
JCI

_ Z | F‘EUJEU |:7-]/ o (UJ/ & DAJC)PAI/E}
JCI

2

/c 2
+ (=) By, [Tr o Us @ Day)pa, ]

c 2
= > (OB, [T o Uy ©Day)pa,s] -
JCr

This completes the proof by induction. Now we perform the trace:

Tr |:]EUI ((77 o @AI) IOAIE)Q:| =Tr Z(_1)|J6|EUJ [,TI o (Z/[J 02y DAJC)pAIE]2]
| JCT

. Ty..\2
=T | Y () Ey, RY (pAJE® AJ)
JCI

=Tr Z(—l)'JC'EUJRUI(oJ>2] :

|JCT

1,
using the abbreviation 0 := pa,p @ 1747 for J € I. Now we use the swap trick (as in [24]) to
simplify this expression:

Tr | > (=) By, RV (0)?| =Tr | (-1 By, RV (0.)%* Fip
Jci Jc1

=Tr | > (-)"IEy, (@(Uf)m(T®2)TFBE(U1')®2> 0?2}
E; icl

=Tr | (1) 1052 (Z cL(Frp ® ﬂ%c?))]

| JCI LCI

= Z (_1)|Jc| TT[P,%&[ML]E}CL H

)
JLCI i€[JenL)] | Ail

1

where we have used Corollary 4.4 in the third equality. Notice that for a fixed L we have 2!
possible values for Tr [p%[mL]E] Hig[JCﬂL] ITlil' If we expand the sum, we find 2HI=1E elements
for each of the 2/£1 possible values of the trace and product. Notice also that 2MI=IL1=1 of this

elements are positive and 2/1=1E1=1 of them are negative. This implies that VL # I the sum
cancels. We just have to compute the case where L is the whole I. We find:

Tr [EUI ((T10©4;) pasE) } =cr Z

> ‘ AJC Tr[piJE] (4.9)

To compute c¢; we follow the steps in [40], let us define a new auxiliary subset P C I:

o] [ Tr(rg) ]

‘ A7 Al -1 '

C:p = 41_[ (’Ai‘g - 1) g P—ly |Az]] Tr(T,:%PB) ,
LT | ! _Tr(TiIB)_



thus

or = — o S (=) Ap | T (75 )
Ai?=1) pc i
HI (1a* = 1) Fer -
1 (_1)|PCI .
= 1 N ch:l Ape] Tr(TiPB)
(- ip)

We can find an upper bound for Equation (4.9) by keeping only the positive terms of the sum,
these are the terms such that |J¢| is even. And then transforming each partial trace Tr [P124J E}

with J C I to Tr [pQAIE], using Lemma 4.5 we find:

ol s MR enp ) (5 1) e

JCI |J¢| even |A‘]C| |J¢| even
and similarly
e Tr {P?&l(;E} Tr {p?‘hE} 1111 2
> (1) Ay >— > A > = [pAIE] Y 1] =-2 TT{PA,E]a
JCI |J¢| odd |J¢| odd

where we have used that any set I has 2//1=! subsets with an even number of elements, and the
same number of subsets with an odd number of elements. With the same method we can bound
cr from Equation (4.10) and find

1 (_1)|PC\ olI|—1
cr = Z A Tr(TipB) S Tr |:7_1%]B:|’
H(l— 1>LQ\pe\ H(l— 1)
i€l |Ai|2 i€l ’Az’|2
olf|-1 )
612—H<1 . >Tr[TAIB}.
i\ Al
Putting together these bounds we obtain
2 2 gt 2 2
(Bu; (710 ©4;) pasElls)” < By [(Tr 0 ©4;) pasell; < T Imaslzlloasel
(-
2
ie[( | Ail )

(4.11)
which allows us to identify \? > (4'1| YTlier1 - IA E ) |74, 813, under the restriction that pa, g

is Hermitian.

It only remains to show how this result can be generalised from Hermitian to arbitrary matrices.
To start, any matrix n = n4p can be decomposed into a Hermitian component 7 and an anti-
Hermitian component in; (with n; Hermitian): n = ng + in;. Now, applying the definition of
the 2-norm we have

|aVG|2 =T (A% () AV () = T AV (4 — i) AV 1+ i)
e [a o+ 2],

where we have used the decomposition of 7 (and n' = nr — in;) in the second inequality, and
the Hermitian preserving property of AV = RY — P78 and the distributive law in the last.

10



2
With the linearity of the trace and the definition of the 2-norm it follows that HAU(n)H2 =

2 2
HAU(nR)H2 + HAU(m)HQ. Now, notice that both nr and n; are Hermitian so we can employ
Equation (4.11) to obtain the following bound:

Eu |70, = B A7 ), + Ev A7 @], < Almal3 + Aflael3 = A3l

where we have used ||n]|3 = |nrl%3 + ||77]|3 in the last step. This proves that the property
Ey||AY(p)||3 < A2||p||3 for Hermitian matrices extends to general matrices. So the inequality

(4.11) holds for any matrix pa,r, and we can take the square root of this inequality to find
Ey, (T 0©4;) paelly < Arllpa;Eell2, concluding the proof. O

Lemma 4.9. Consider a CP map T : A — B with Choi operator Tap = (id @T )®a4/. Define
a random CP map RV = T(U - UT), where U is distributed according to a probability law p on
SU(A) that is a 2-design, for example, the Haar measure.

Then, the family RY is A-randomizing (equivalently, AV = RY — PTB is \-expected-contractive)
for any A > /1 = tizl|mas]2-

Proof. Notice that this is actually nothing else than a simple particular case of Lemma 4.8 with
|[I| = 1, this is A; = A. We will just find a tighter bound on the constant A. Let us again
develop the argument first for Hermitian matrices. From Equations (4.9) and (4.10) we observe:

2 rT
TI'TAB_ |A|

T 2
Tr [Ey (T ©©) par)’| = ¢ [Trp,%m - | :ﬂ , with ¢ =

We upper bound the parameter ¢ with the help of Lemma 4.5. Notice —|A| Tr73 < —Tr735,
therefore ¢ < Tr735. Similarly, —|A| Tr p% < — Tr p% 5. We thus find

Tr [Ey (T 0 ©) pan)?] < (1 - V;) (Tr 73p) (T i )-

Now, using Jensen’s inequality we have

1
(Eu (T 0 ©)pagll2)? < Eul|(T 0 ©)pagls < <1 - 2) ITasl3llpaEl3,

A

Repeating the argument that concluded the proof of Lemma 4.8 we can directly generalise this
results to any matrix (not necessarily Hermitian) p4p. This implies that 7 o © is A-expected

contractive for any \ > mHTABHQ [

Lemma 4.10. Let A% : A; — B; be \;-expected-contractive maps, for i € I, where I is a finite
index set and the x; are independent random variables. Then, the family

I :14[ZIZCng4i——%-Cgbl?i:::lgj

i€l i€l

where 7 = (z; 1 i € I), is A\j-expected-contractive with A\ = [l Mi-

Proof. Tt is enough to prove the claim for I = {1, 2}, as then the general case follows by induction
on the cardinality of I.

11



Indeed, if A*T = A®A @ A*B then By, ||A™ (papE)|2 = Eyas||[(A"A @ A®B)(papEg)|2. If we
define % == (14 ® A™5)(papgr) we can bound

E,as|[(A" @ A™)(papE)ll2 = Egasl| A" (5 E) |2
< MEup 74552
= MEs, A (paBe)|2
< AaAgllpasellz,

and we are done. O

We can join Lemmas 4.8 and 4.10 in a single statement by making a distinction between the most
general scenario where any general CP map 77 : A; — B is applied, and the particular case where
the map has a tensor product structure 7; = &),c; 7; such that T; : A; — B;, B = @Q,;c; B;. In
this second case, we can tighten the bound. We redact such a general statement in the following
corollary.

Corollary 4.11. Given a CP map T : A — B with I C [k], Tr0o©a4, is Ar-expected-contractive
with A\ = Dyp||Ta,Bl|2, where

_ 1 P ;[ A — B
2ll1-1 < 1 (7\4[)| ‘ Jjor a gen€7al C map : I ’
DI — lL’eI

[Licr /11— L <1 when Tr = Q,er Ti with T; : A; — B;.

Proof. The first statement is actually Lemma 4.8, so it has already been proved. The second
statement follows from Lemmas 4.9 and 4.10. Notice that if the CP map has the commented
tensor product structure, we can extract from Lemma 4.9 that 7;00 4, is A\;-expected contractive

with A, = /1 — ﬁHTAiBiHQ for each system A;. Now, from Lemma 4.10 we can calculate

A = ier i = ier (1= pzliramll) = (Tier 1= 15 ) Imaall =

Lemma 4.12. Consider a A\-randomizing family of channels RY := T(U-U"), where T : A — B
is a CPTP map such that T(14/|A|) = 1p/|B| with Choi operator Tap = (IdQT)Paa, U
is distributed according to a probability law on SU(A) that is a 2-design, and let us choose
N =Trrig > (1 - |7}|) |TaBl|3 from Lemma 4.9. Then,

log |B| +log A2 = —Ha(A|B) 7

where Tg = TraTap = 1p/|B| is the mazimally mized state. Furthermore, for any Tr : A —
By, with Ty (lI%I') = %, and Dy given in Corollary 4.11 we have
log | Br| +log \f = 2log D — Ha(A1|Br) sy

Proof. Applying the definition of the Rényi entropies we have

1 192
~ 1 1 1 1
—Hy(A[B);|7, = log Tr ([(;) TAB<|§|> ] ) = 10gTr(|B|7'le> = log | B| + log \"?,

where we have applied Lemma 4.9 in the last equality. Similarly, following Corollary 4.11 for a
CP map T : A; — B we find
log | By| +log A7 = 2log Dy + log Tr[]BIITiIB} = 2log Dy — Hy(A;|B)

T|7'317

concluding the proof. O
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5 Proving the multi-user decoupling theorems

In Section 3 we have found the bound

Ey

R (pa ) =8 @ p| < Y By (710 04,) (pas)ly -
0£IC[K]

(K]

which allows us to treat each term of the sum on the right-hand side independently.

Proof of Theorem 3.2. Let us define the modified objects (Cg)_%pAIE(({E)_% = pa,r and
(0{3)7%(7} o @AI)(.)(JJIB)*i := (71 0 ©4,)(), with a pair of states 0§ and ¢% chosen for each
term () # I C [k]. Using Lemma 4.1 we can bound

(750 O ol < \/Tr ((0h o k) (Tio0a)pamloh o k) )
(5.1)

- (o) ] - e,

(Tro @AI)ﬁAIEHQ-
We extract from Corollary 4.11 that T; o © 4, is Ar-expected-contractive with A\ = Dp||7a,5]|2-
1

Therefore, Ey, ||(77 o GAI)ﬁAIEHQ < Dr |74, 14,8l with D = 217 [T (1 - ﬁ) i
in the most general scenario. Now we unpack our tilde-modified operators to the original ones:

Hence, the expected values are bounded as Eg, [|(7T70©4,) (pa;E)|; < Ey,

N . _1 _1 _1 _1
Dill7a;5ll201pa,8ll2 = Dill(05) " 174,8(05) 11120l (Ck) " pa, £(Ci) ™4 2

Notice that we can always express sandwiched conditional Rényi entropies by means of Schatten-

l—a 77 l-a
o norms as 2 o He(AlB)ic — ‘ 2o 1l . Thus,
(0%

l-a
CEM PAEgE

~L1H,(A|E) L Hy(Af|B)

-4 _ D2 plch T2
2

(CE) T pa,p(ch) i

TlUIB.

_1 _1
Dy |(oh) i 7a,m(oh) 2H

Now we can ¢;-smooth each term () # I C [k]. That is, we consider states p/y,  such that
%HPAIE — ply,plli < €1 Thus, we can bound

H(TO @AI)pAIE - (To @Az)plA[Eul < 2”‘ : 261,

because [|© 4, | < 2 and so |04, o < 2/ due to the multiplicativity of the diamond norm under
tensor products. Now using the triangle inequality we have

Eu, (T 0 ©a,)passlly < 20+ er + B, ||(T 0 04,0004, 5]|,

~1Hy(A;|E)

<o+, 4 Do prich =3B (5.2)

~LHST(A|E) ;.1 —2Ha(A[|B)
Il+1 2772 I /(1 2 M2 A1 rlol
<ollltle, + D2 e "B,

Where ﬁ;’ is the smooth version of the sandwiched collision entropy, i.e. it is optimized over
all possible states inside a er-ball around p (a lower bound). This finally gives us:

By | RV (pagyp) — T8 @ PEHl

1~ 1~
< Q#Z[ }{2”"‘16[ +D1exp2 |:_2H21(AI’E)P|Cé — 2H2(AI|B)T|O'IB:| },
IC[k

(5.3)
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Proving Theorem 3.2 and Corollary 3.4 by changing the value of the constant D according to
the structure of the CP map as shown in Corollary 4.11. O

Notice that the above bound can also be expressed in terms of min-entropies by lower-bounding
Hy(Ar|E) . > HL (A[|E), (see Remark 3.5) on the last inequality of Equation (5.2).

idlss min

Dupuis [36] gave a bound on single-system decoupling using Rényi entropies; see also [37]. The
main technical result in that paper states

2 a—1 T
EUHNU(/)AE)Hl < 2a—1. 2% (og|Bl-Ha(A[E),+2log A) (5.4)

for any family of CPTP maps NV : A — B that is a M-expected contractive [36, Lemma 7 &
Thm. 8]. Defining NV := RY — Dy, he finds

EUHRU(pAE) —TB ® ’OEH1 < 2%_1 . 2_017_1(Hﬂé(A|E)P\CE"'H?(’L”B)TI‘UB)7 (5.5)

which we have rewritten using Lemma 4.12 in a more compact and recognisable form. The
general case is a straightforward generalisation of this, as we have done all the heavy lifting
before.

Proof of Theorem 3.3. We start once again with

R (pa ) =8 @ p| < 2 By (710 04,) pasll;
OA£IC[K]

By,

Just as in the previous proof, we can treat each term of the sum independently. Now, by defining
NV .=T;0 ©4, : A; — By, we know from Lemma 4.8 that this family of maps is Aj-expected
contractive. Thus, by Equation (5.4),

2 1 21 (1og|By|+2log A\r—Ha, (Af|E

Ev, |(Tr 0 ©a,) pa,ell, < 2°1 1y ~ar (ogl 1|+2log A\r—Ha (Af] )‘"(1{3)7
where oy € (1,2]. Furthermore, from Lemma 4.8 and more generally Corollary 4.11 we know
the value of \;, and actually we can identify log |B;|+2log A\; = 2log Dj — HQ(A[|B)T|TBI using
Lemma 4.12. Therefore we can finally write:

]EU[k] RU[k] (pA[k]E) —TB ® PEHl
2-2 2 1 ~ ~ (5.6)
< Z D; “12°1 1exp [(1 — ) <_Ha1(AI|E)p|(}3 — HQ(A[’B[)TTB)] ,
O£IC[K] o
concluding the proof of Theorem 3.3 and Corollary 3.4. O

6 Applications

To illustrate the power of our decoupling results, we shall discuss and solve four example prob-
lems in multi-user quantum information theory that have until now been hampered by the
absence of the simultaneous smoothing technique. These are, in order: local randomness ex-
traction from a given multipartite state in Subsection 6.1; concentration of multipartite pure
entanglement in the hands of two designated users by LOCC, aka entanglement of assistance in
Subsection 6.2; quantum state merging, aka quantum Slepian-Wolf problem in Subsection 6.3;
and finally quantum communication via quantum multiple access channels (MAC) in Subsection
6.4.

For all of them, we first show how our decoupling bound yields a flexible one-shot achievability
result, which in turn implies asymptotic rates in the i.i.d. setting that in some cases had only been

14



conjectured so far, or were known to rely on much more complicated proofs. We demonstrate
furthermore the versatility of the one-shot bounds by generalising the i.i.d. asymptotic rates to
the case that the single-system state/channel is only partially known (compound source/channel
setting).

In order to take this step from one-shot to i.i.d. settings we make use of the quantum asymptotic
equipartition property (AEP) [41], which we state below along with a couple of other lemmas
needed in the subsequent subsections.

Theorem 6.1 (AEP). Let pap be a bipartite state acting on A ® B, so that for an integer n,
p3% is a state on (A ® B)®". Then, for any 0 < e < 1,

n—oo n, min

1
lim —Hy . (A"|B"),en = S(A|B),. O]

n—oo n, max

1
lim = H(A"[B") jen = S(A|B),,

Lemma 6.2 (State space e-net [42]). For e > 0 and an integer d, there exists a set Sy of states
on S(C?) with M = |Sp| < (%)QdQ, such that for every p € S(C%) there exists a py € So with
allp = polli < e. -
Lemma 6.3 (Duality of Rényi entropies [31], [43], see also [44]). If o, € [%,oo} such that
14 % = 2, then for any pure tripartite state Yapc: .FNIQ(A|B)¢ = —ITIQ(A]C'M. O

Lemma 6.4 (Classical conditioning [31, Prop. 9]). For a cg-state papy = 3=, paB @ py [y){(yly
and any o > 0,

H,(A|BY), > min H,.(A|B),,. O

Lemma 6.5. For any convexr combination of N states on AB, p = Zfil pipi, and 0 < B < o0,
Hﬁ(A|B) < InaXHg(A|B) + logN.

Proof. We show the bound only for 0 < 8 < 1, for § > 1 it is analogous, and for § = 1 it
follows from taking a limit (the case § = oo had been observed in [45]). Our starting point is
the relation [46, Prop. 2.9]

N
> piQs(pillo) < Qs(pllo) < sz Qs(pillo),
i=1

for the sandwiched Rényi relative entropy and the quantlty appearing inside the logarithm:

~ 1 ~ ~ 1-5  1-818
Balpllr) = 5 1o Qalpllr). Qalplr) = Tr |’ po'sF |

We use the right-hand inequality and upper bound successively

N
Qu(plle) < v/ Qalpilo) < (mx Qo)) 3 Zp < (max Qs (pill)) N,

i=1
the rightmost inequality by the concavity of the function 2. Thus,
Dg(pllo) > min Dg(pillo) —log N,

so finally for our conditional Rényi entropy, fIg(A\B)p = maXy, —15,3 (paB||la®op),
Hp(AIB); = —Ds(papll1a @ op)
< max (—f)@(piH]lA ® UB)) +log N
< max Hg(A|B),, + log N,

and we are done. O
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6.1 Local randomness extraction

Randomness extraction aims to convert weak randomness into (almost) uniform random bits.
If we hold some side information E about the random variable A, we want our output to be
perfectly random even with respect to the side information. That is to say, we want it not only
to be uniform but also uncorrelated from F.

Measuring a state is a source of weak randomness, and each possible measure gives us a different
probability distribution of the outcomes. We would like to bind the amount of randomness that
can be extracted from an arbitrary state p4 over all possible measurements. Even more, if we
allow some side party F to hold side quantum correlations, we want our output to be uniform
and independent from it This means that the processing Na_,x of the overall state should
result in Nax(pag) <7 ® pg. From this, it is quite clear that there must be a connection
between this problem ané c&ecouphng.

We want to go beyond this single-user scenario and study multipartite randomness extraction.
This has been developed in [26] in the i.i.d. asymptotic setting for k¥ = 2. Here we consider a
state pa,.. 4, E of k cooperating users A; and an eavesdropper E. The objective of the A; parties

is to each make a destructive projective measurement {H@}wie[ti] : A; — X, so that all random
variables X; are jointly uniformly distributed and independent from E. We assume ¢; < |4,]
and identify the outcomes z; with basis states |z;) of a t;-dimensional Hilbert space X;. After
the application of the POVM, we want the output state o Xy E o satisfy

z1€[tﬂ wkE[tk]
— g fL ]1X1 ® - - Xk
WE T x| | X
The trace distance ) 1
5= = _ X Xk
2[|7XmE T X © O Xl O

is called the error of the protocol.

In the base case k = 1, this problem has been comprehensively studied in [25], where it was
shown that log|X| can be as large as log |A1| + (Hf,i,(A1|E),)— + O(log€) while the error is
O(€), where (z) = min{0, 2} is defined as the negative part of the real number z; furthermore,
it was shown that this is essentially optimal. Looking at a subset I C [k] of players and treating
them as a single one, the optimality part of the result from [25] shows that a protocol of error e
necessarily satisfies >, log | X;| < > .crlog| A+ ( ArlE),)- for all I C [k]. We will show
that this can essentially be achieved.

n’un(

Theorem 6.6. Consider the randomness extraction setting above. If the t; satisfy the following
set of inequalities,

VO #TCk] ) logt; <Y log|Ai| + (Hn(ArlE),)_ + 2loge, (6.1)
iel i€l

then there exists a one-shot local randomness extraction protocol with rates logt; and error
§ < (3F 428 1)e

Corollary 6.7. Consider the i.i.d. asymptotics of the state ,oA LALE" The optimal rate region

of the randomness rates R; = ﬁlog t; of bits per copy of the state in the limit of block length
n — oo and error § — 0 is given by the set of inequalities

VO#ATCIk] Y Ri <) log|Ai|+ (S(A[E),)-. (6.2)
el i€l
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Proof. We prove here both Theorem 6.6 and Corollary 6.7. To achieve our goal, we let each party

i perform a random unitary U; on A; followed by a qc-channel 7;(a) = Zm _q |@i) (| Tr aPag)

(which fulfills Ha(A;|X;)r, > log 14 l‘) where P! are the projectors corresponding to each x; €

7

[t;] possible outcome, therefore 14, = Z;i:l ngi). We impose an additional property on these
projectors, they must have similar ranks. Actually, we do not let any pair of projectors differ
in more than one unit in rank. This condition can be expressed as {@J < rank P(Z) {@-‘

For concreteness, let us sort them the greater first and the smaller after rank P( ) = P |-| for

z=1,...,]4; mod t; and rank P = “Aw for x = (|4;| mod t;) +1,.

Now we can invoke Theorem 3.2 with Corollary 3.4 (cf. Corollary 4.11), finding that there exist

unitaries U; on A; (found with high probability by sampling from a 2-design) such that
0x,.x,B = (Tholy @ -+ @ T oy, ®1dE) pa,.. AE

SN N ) aly, @ @ o) (@l

I1€[t1} ka[tk]

& TTA[k] (PA[k]E (UlTPaEPUl R Q U;Pz(f)Uk & ]IE))

satisfies
1 1y,
5 HO'Xl...XkE - \Xﬂ ® ]X ‘
1~ 1~
< Z 2|I‘6—|—* Z €XPo |:_2H2(AI‘E)PC£; - 2H2(AIB)’TO'§:| (6.3)
@;éfc[kz] 0£IC[K]
k
<3 e+ Z expy ( 5 ( Hi i (AflE), +log |Af| — ZlOth)) ,
@;élc[k] icl

where we have chosen all €; = € to be equal and bounded D; < 1 in the first inequality, we have
calculated > g7y 2llle = (3% — 1)e < 3F¢, and bounded the conditional entropies using the
arguments discussed at the beginning of the section. Finally, we can bound § < (3]f + Zk_l)e if
the following system of linear equations is satisfied:

VO £TC[k] D logt; <> log|Ai| + Hyin(Ar|E), + 2loge.
el i€l

min

we might as well replace the min-entropy by its negative part (HS;,(A7|E),)-, resulting in the
achievability of the region (6.1). Together with the outer bound derived from [25] this region
is thus shown to be essentially optimal. This answers the question from [26] about a one-shot
version of the basic protocol and achievable rates from that paper, for all £ > 2; and completes
the proof of Theorem 6.6.

Since all t; < |A;], the above inequality is trivially true unless Hf;, (Ar|E), is negative. So

From this bound we also obtain easily a proof for Corollary 6.7. Namely, invoking the asymptotic
equipartition property for the min-entropy (Theorem 6.1), a tuple of rates R; = %log t; > 0is
achievable as n — oo if and only if

WO ATC R S R <Y log|Ai| + (S(A|E),)-,

el el

which concludes the proof, since the necessity of these bounds has been argued before [26]. [J

This reproduces the core result of [26] for & = 2, albeit with a much simpler protocol than there,
and proves the conjectured rate region for all numbers k of users.
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To illustrate the benefit of being able to address each point in the achievable rate region directly,
and via one-shot techniques, we consider the case that the i.i.d. source state is only partially
known, i.e. it is pf[’z]E with p € § C S(A; ... AxE). The objective in this so-called compound
source setting is to design a protocol that extracts randomness universally with the same figures
of merit for all p®", p € S. The following theorem also demonstrates the power of the Rényi
entropic decoupling Theorem 3.3.

Theorem 6.8. In the i.i.d. limit of n — oo and § — 0, the achievable region of the rates
R; = loi—ti for a compound source (p®™ : p € S), is given by

WAITC[K] Y R <Zlog|A|+1nf( (A|E),)-. (6.4)

el i€l

Proof. The optimality of the bounds follows from Corollary 6.7, since for a given subset I C [k]
and any p € S the bound > ,c; R; < Y ;crlog|A;|+(S(Af|E),)— applies. It remains to prove the
achievability. To this end, for block length n, we choose an ;I-net Sy C S to approximate elements

2|A E|?
of § in trace norm. By adapting the proof of Lemma 6.2, we find N := |Sy| < (7") 24w 1] .
We number the elements of the net, So = {p® :y =1,..., N} and define the cq-state

par Eny = ZPA wE @) yly -

The plan is to construct a protocol for this state, argue that hence it works well on each p;)?g ,

and finally that it also works on every p®", p € S by the net property. We could do this directly
using Theorem 6.6, except that we would have to make the smoothing parameter € in the min-
entropies dependent on n, which makes the argument awkward. Instead, we opt to use the
Rényi decoupling from Theorem 3.3 (Corollary 3.4), following otherwise the proof of Theorem
6.6. This means that there, the error Equation (6.3) is modified to

1 1x, Ix,
5 0X,..XLEnY X1 ® & X Q pEry X o)
6.5
-1/~
< Y expy <— (Ha( TIE"Y )5+ nlog|Af| — Zlogtz)) ;
P£IC[K] il

where we have chosen all a; = a > 1 equal. Now, the right-hand side of this bound is < § if

i T log (2_k5> ,

VO£ I C k] Y logt; < log|A}| + Ha(AF|E"Y); +
el

for some 6 > 0. However, we can lower-bound the conditional Rényi entropy here as follows:
Ho(AF ™Y ); 2 min Fa(AF ") e = n (min Ho(A11E) 0
inf H,(A;|E
>n (}fés o(Ar] )p>
>n (inf S(A|E), - A(a)) ,
pES
where in the first line we have used Lemma 6.4 and the additivity of the conditional sandwiched
Rényi entropy, in the second line that So C S, and finally in the third the uniform convergence of
H,(A;|E) to S(Ar|E) as functions on state space. To explain the latter, H,(A|E), — S(A[|E),

point-wise as o — 1, and all H,(A;|E) and the limit S(A;|E) are continuous, hence uniformly
continuous, functions on the compact state space. This implies that there exists A(a) > 0
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(converging to 0 as a — 1) such that for all I and all states p, S(A;|E), > ﬁa(A1|E)p >
S(A|E), — A(a). With the rates nR; = logt;, this implies that if

1 «
V£ T C [k R; <log|Aj| + inf S(A[|E), — A — log (27%6
DAICIH 3 Ri<log Al + il S(AB), — M)+ o og (27%4).
then the right hand side of the bound (6.5) is < 6. This means that the error of the same
protocol on any one of the p®" is < N§. Hence, by applying the triangle inequality twice, on
any p®", p € S, the error is < Nd+27. Letting § = 3+, the error (< 3n) can be made arbitrarily
small, while the rates are bounded as

‘ 10gn—10g?7>
Ic s < log|A;] + inf S(AI|E), — Ale) = O (=7~ )
V0 # I C [k] %;R < log | z!+;1€1$5( 11E), — Ala) O< n(a—1)

For n — oo and a — 1, this proves the claim. O

6.2 Multi-party entanglement of assistance and assisted distillation

Consider a pure state Y apc,..c,, of two parties A and B who are helped by m other parties
C; with the aim to obtain approximately a maximally entangled state ®; of Schmidt rank d
by using arbitrary local operations and classical communication (LOCC). Namely, if the overall
CPTP map implemented by the LOCC protocol is denoted A : ABC;...C,, — A'B’, with
|A’| = |B'| = d, we aim to find

|
A(d}ABC’l...Cm) ~ (q)d)A’B/,

where |®4) is the standard maximally entangled state of Schmidt rank d. The trace distance

1
§:= 5 [AWases..cn) = (Rd)arplh

is called the error of the protocol.

It is worth pausing for the simplest case, m = 0, so that ¥ 4p is already a pure state between A
and B. Then the objective is merely to concentrate the entanglement by LOCC into maximal
entanglement, and we find the essentially optimal logd > H?, (14) [47]. For m > 0, consider
any bipartition of the helpers by choosing a subset I C [m] and its complement I¢ = [m]\ I, and
simulate any (m + 2)-party LOCC protocol by a bipartite LOCC protocol between the systems
ACt and BCje. Thus, from the preceding entanglement concentration considerations, we get
the upper bound

loed < min HC. )
ogd < min min(Yac;)

We can show that this bound is essentially achievable, up to an additive offset depending only
on ¢ and m, and a technical condition.

Theorem 6.9. Given the setting above, multi-party entanglement of assistance has an achievable
rate log d with error § < 4 -3™/2\/€ if

logd < Irg[in] HS i (ACT)y + 2loge,
= (6.6)
—2loge < min HS, (Cr)y.
0ge = @#r?g[lm] min I)w

Corollary 6.10. In the i.i.d. limit of n — oo, the mazimum asymptotic entanglement rate
R= %logd from Y& s

R= Jain S(acy), (6.7)

where S(p) is the von Neumann entropy of the state p.
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Proof. We prove both Theorem 6.9 and Corollary 6.10. To start with the former, our strategy
will consist in making a local random complete basis measurement onto each C;, and a random
projective measurement of rank-d projectors onto A; after that, B will only have to perform
a unitary. Let us fix orthonormal computational bases {‘ j(i)>} for each C; with i = 1,.

2159)(]

We also fix rank-d projectors P (we may assume w.l.o.g. that d d1v1des the dimension |A| by

and define a complete measurement in these bases as 7;(vy) := Zlc |_1 ‘ j(’)><

trivially enlarging A if necessary), then Tp(a) = Z“?Ok/  PjoaP;) is defined as the projective

measurement of rank d on A. Using that the Rényi entropies of the Choi states are Hy(C!|C;),, =
0 (Vi € [m]) and Ho(A'|A),, = —logd [24], Theorem 3.2 with Corollary 3.4 shows that there
exist unitaries Uy on A and U; on C; (i € [m]), found with high probability by sampling from a
2-design, such that

OAC;... (76 © Z’{O @ 71 Uy ®---® Tm o Mm) wACl...Cm
satisfies
1 1q4 1¢, 1c,,
5 OAC,...Cm, |A[ ® ]C'l] & - o
< 3m+16 _.I_ Z 2= (Hmm ACI)’QZJ IOgd) _|_ Z 2_1Hmm(01)'¢’ '
2 0C1Chm) 0£1C(m]

choosing all €; = € equal. The right hand side of this last bound is < 7 := (3™T! + 2™)e if the
following conditions are satisfied:

logd < Igin H i (ACT)y + 2loge,
i (6.9)

—2loge < mln C

Let f— 3O (M) he a set of possible measurement outcomes corresponding to the general
POVM element A~ = P ® ’](1)>< (1) ‘ R ® ’j(m)><j(m)‘. The probability of getting this
specific outcomes when measuring oac,..c,, is

p(7) = Troag,, Ay = Tr [(Uy @ U1 @+ @ Up)thac, .0, (Vo @ Ur @ -+ @ Un) A3

and the probability of obtaining the outcomes j after measuring the maximally mixed is given
by

14 _ 1¢ 1c,, ) Ao — Ty Pj(o) _ d

Vs
p(y)="Tr ( ® R ® = - ,
W=T\z %] ol ANl — TG - 1Con]

We can bound the total variational distance between the two probability distributions using
Lemma 4.6:

1 - )= 1 14 1c, 1c,, )
— — = Tr — — | A~
9 z}: ’p(]) b (])’ 9 <UA01...Cm ‘A‘ ® ‘Cl‘ K- ’Cm‘
1 14 Ilcl 1c
<cloach.cpn — T @A @ @ || <.
2 |74 A7 Jc] Conllly ="

Aso AC) and the maximally mixed state in the above trace distance are both direct sums over
operators in the orthogonal subspaces given by the support of A]v, we can rewrite the trace
distance in question as

1a _ 1¢, 1c,,

OAC,...Crm, & Q- Q=
' Al TG |Con

1 -

1
2 1 Il
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Using the triangle inequality ||p—ol|1 < ||p—7][1+|/7—0o||: and the bound on the total variation
distance between p and p’ we can thus obtain

;Zp(f) !
7

m <pj<0) ® <j(1)‘ . <j(m)D (Uo®U1 Q- Q Up)

Vacy..cnUp@UL ® - @ Up)T (ij) ® ’j(1)> . ‘j(m)>> _Fo

Let us now introduce the unit vectors

() Pio @ 1@ (jO] -+ (™)) (V0@ 150 U1 @ -+ @ Un) [¥) apey...cp

o= =
AB m

so that we can define n(j) = %

-,

P (0
Trp (7 ap — fj]

purification ¢(j) ap, then by Uhlmann’s Theorem 4.7, there must exist a purification ¢ of the
P

projector —4— such that the purified distance is conserved. This is a maximally mixed state

on its support, therefore any purification will be a maximally entangled state of rank d (the

dimension of the support) that we can write as ‘de(j)>AB = (U(;) ® V(;)) |®g) 41, Where

U (j) and V(j) are some isometries applied to the canonical maximally mixed state |®g) 4 -

Now, applying the Fuchs-van de Graaf inequalities (2.2), we find

(0)
52 - 2], < P (v 2uh)) = P (TrBwG), Pg) < \/n() (2= n(3)).

With these elements and facts, we can finally describe the LOCC protocol to concentrate the
entanglement in the hands of Alice and Bob: parties A and the C; apply the local unitaries Uy and

s

, such that Z;p(j)n(j) < 21. We have a
1

U;, followed by the projective measurements (Pj(o)) and (’ j(i)>< 4 ), respectively (in the case
of the C; they are destructive). The measurement outcomes are broadcast to A and B who apply
the (partial) isometries U(7)" and V(5)T, respectively (see figure 3). By the triangle inequality

and the concavity of the square root, the resulting CPTP map A : ABC; ...C,, — A’ B’ satisfies

1
5 HA(wABCl...Cm) — ((I)d)A’B’Hl < \/m < 2\/ﬁ < 4. 3m/2\/g

The achieved one-shot rate, always assuming that the second condition in (6.9) is fulfilled, is
therefore log d > mincp) Hyin (ACT)y + 2loge. This concludes the proof of the theorem.

To prove the corollary, referring to the i.i.d. asymptotic limit of n — oo copies of Yapc,..c,,
and vanishing error § — 0, the AEP applies. This means that Hy; (A"C?)yon ~ nS(ac;)
and Hf;, (CF)ypen ~ nS(c;). By the above comment, we may assume w.l.o.g. that all these
von Neumann entropies are positive; for otherwise if some S(t¢)c,) = 0 we can discard the
corresponding parties, or if S(oac,) = 0 then A and B are not entangled and there is nothing
to distill by LOCC. In the positive case, all exponential terms in the sum for 1 can be made
exponentially or just sub-exponentially small in n, and defining the asymptotic rate via logd =
nR, we achieve its optimal value R = min;c,,) S(¥ac;). For the optimality, the necessity of
the inequalities R < S(ACT) can be argued by noting that any LOCC protocol between the
m + 2 parties is at the same time an LOCC protocol for the bipartition ACy : BCj,,\1, and the

optimal rate for bipartite entanglement concentration is the reduced state entropy [48]. O

Corollary 6.10 is the result from [17], proved there by a much more complicated, iterative protocol
that relied on the tensor product structure of ®". The present procedure was previously
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Uf) — A
1 U T i®
cC
¢ABClCm ‘< j >’ ~ (q)([)A/B/
CT”, Z/[m ,7;Tl j(m)
= B/
B V() —

Figure 3: Diagram of the LOCC protocol that maximally concentrates the entanglement of an
initial state ¥ 4pc,..c,, onto Alice’s and Bob’s subspaces of dimension |A’| = |B/| = d.

analyzed by Dutil [9, Ch. 5] and shown to work assuming the simultaneous smoothing conjecture
in the i.i.d. case. Here finally we achieve the same without any unproven conjectures. Note that
in particular, no time sharing between different protocols is necessary.

The first of the conditions (6.6) is essentially necessary, making the achieved rate essentially
optimal. The second condition looks like a technical artifact of the proof since we require that
all the local measurement outcomes of the helpers C; are close to being uniformly distributed.
However, this is not necessary for the objective of entanglement of assistance, but at the same
time it becomes difficult to achieve by random basis measurements if some reduced state ¢,
has rather small min-entropy. We can see that this is benign when 1¢, is actually pure, as then
our state factorizes, Yapc,..c,, = YaBc,e ® Y¢;, and we can simply leave the parties C; out of
the LOCC protocol without any loss. We have to leave the general case as an open question.
In any case, we can observe that by providing a small amount of EPR states between any pair
of players (in fact, the pairs B and C; are sufficient), we can always ensure that the entropies
< in(Cr) are sufficiently lower bounded.

Remark 6.11. Generalising [49], Cheng et al. [50] have considered a model of random multipar-
tite pure state defined by starting with a multipartite pure states on a larger number or systems
(original and auziliary ones) and subjecting the auziliary systems to local random measurements.
This is more general than our objective of obtaining bipartite maximal entanglement, but in the
bulk of the paper [50] also more specific because there, the main interest is in initial states given
by network of partially entangled bipartite pure states. Interestingly, to describe the resulting
random states, the authors of [50] manage to resolve the simultaneous smoothing in that special
case. In the case of an arbitrary state, however, perhaps our current approach can help to gain
insights into the high-probability properties of the resulting random states.

Looking at the proof of Theorem 6.9, we see that the attainability is essentially the same for an
initial mixed state, as in the following theorem.

Theorem 6.12. Given a mived state papc,..c, = Tre [V)(¥|spc,..c, g in the above setting,
multi-party assisted distillable entanglement has an achievable rate log d with error § < 4.3m/2\/g
if
logd < }éﬁn —H{ .« (AC[|BCre), + 2loge,
<l (6.11)

—9loge < min —HE¢. (C;|ABCye),.
oge <, min max (C1| 1<)p

Proof. We trace the proof of Theorem 6.9, indicating only the necessary changes. To start, we

22



use the same random unitaries U; followed by the same 7;. Then Equation (6.8) is replaced by

1 14 1c, 1c
slloac,..cmE — 77 © ® - ®7®
P e VTR TN ol & 721,
1 1 (6.12)
§3m+1€+7 Z 2= (anln(AC]lE)w—lOgd — Z 2= 2 mln CIIE)¢
PCIC[m] 2 B#£IC[m]

with respect to the purification ¥ of p on the right hand side and for

0aC,..CnE = (TooUy @ Ti oy @ -+ @ Ty o Uy, @ idE) pac,...cnE-

Then, if the conditions (6.11) are satisfied, the right hand side of Equation (6.12) becomes
< (2™ + 3™ *1) e =: p, and we can continue as before until Equation (6.10), which is replaced by

,Zp

_! (3(0)®< ()’ ..<j(m)D U QU1 @+ @ Up,)

10100001 - U (B 0) i) - B2 o

< 2n.
d n

1 (6.13)

The rest of the proof is almost unchanged, except that the purification |¢) % of Yp comes in:
with

~ 1 . (m
‘¢(J)>ABE: = (ij) ®@1pp® <J(1)‘ o <J( )D Uo@1pp@U1® - ®@Un) V) aEc,..cp, »
26))
we have 7(j) = 5 | Trs ¥(7) , such that Z~p(;)n(j) < 2n. Once again,
1

through Uhlmann’s theorem, gives us isometries U(j) : A’ < A and V(j) : B'E < B such
that

(UG evD) (1P ar @ 18)55) ~ [£0)).

and the proof concludes exactly as before. Finally note that HS; (ACT|E) = —HS . (AC1|BCre)
by the duality relation between min- and max-entropies (cf. [41]). O

Unlike the pure-state case we do not have any clear statement of optimality of the rate achieved
in this theorem. In fact, due to properties of the coherent information one should optimise
the expressions in (6.11) over preprocessing channels 7; : C; — C]’~ (j =1,...,m) and Ty :
A — A’, and also consider swapping the roles of A and B. Even then, we are limited by the
specific protocol we are considering (rather than a general LOCC procedure); furthermore, in the
i.i.d. asymptotic limit regularisation might be required. Nevertheless we can state the following
result.

Corollary 6.13 (Cf. Dutil [9, Thm. 5.4.4]). Given asymptotically many copies of a state PABCy,,;
(n > 1) and o(n) EPR states between any pair of players, the following rate is achievable for
EPR distillation between A and B by LOCC assisted by the players C;:

R = sup IHCI[III] I(A'CT)BCle)y s.t. VI C [m] I(C7)ABCYe)s > 0, (6.14)
T; m
where the supremum is over channels T; : C; — C} (G=1,....m)and To: A— A, and
oaper.c,, = (To@idp @I @+ ® Ti) PABCY...Cr - O
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To demonstrate a case where the one-shot result are relevant, we consider the problem of i.i.d. en-
tanglement of assistance when the source is only partially known, meaning ¢ € § € S(ABCY,,,)),
and we would like to design protocols as above for every n that are universal for all |¢>®” €
A"B"C with ¢ € S (i.e. a compound source).

(m
Theorem 6.14. In the i.i.d. limit of n — oo and error 6 — 0, the maximum entanglement rate

R = Llogd for a compound source (=" : 1) € S), when o(n) EPR states are available for free

T n
between any pair or players, is

R= 1})1612 IISEE]S(ACIM- (6.15)

Proof. Even when the state ¢® is fixed and known, Corollary 6.10 upper-bounds the rate by
min;c ) S(ACT)y, hence the infimum of this quantity over i) € S provides an upper bound on
the optimal rate R.

Regarding the achievability, for block length n choose an I-net Sy C S of states for S (i.e. a
net to approximate elements of §). By adapting the proof of Lemma 6.2, we find that N :=

2|Al|BI|Cmy|
|So| < (57") AIBCn . We number the elements of the net, So = {ps : s =1,..., N}. The plan
is to construct a one-shot assisted entanglement distillation protocol for the averaged state plus
sublinear entanglement,

1 N m o
Y — Xn _ Anpn mn
panprey, ® Ppc, = (N P 1: ) ) ® (@i @bjcj) on ABCly) = A" B"bjy) Ol Cim
S= ]=

where @ .. is a maximally entangled state between systems b; (with Bob) and ¢; (with helper j)
of dimensions |b;| = |¢;| = do, logdy = o(n), A = A", B = B"bj,,) and C; = CJcj. Then to argue
that the protocol performs well on all ¥®" (plus the sublinear entanglement), and finally that it
must perform well on all ¥®" with 1) € S, we could do this directly using Theorem 6.12, except
that for that to work we have to make the smoothing parameter € in the min-entropies dependent
on n, which makes the argument awkward. Instead, we opt to use the Rényi decoupling from
Theorem 3.3 (Corollary 3.4), following otherwise the proof of Theorem 6.12. This means that
there, Equation (6.12) is replaced by

1. ]1%” ]15 ]15 ~
Mo 5 A0y
2 ArCh..Cn E ‘A|n ’01| |Cm‘ E )
< =L g (A G B) - ~ —logd o= Llg @1E)-
< Y e (- HLAA B g towd)) + Y exp (~0 LGN ).

0CIC[m]

with respect to the purification 1Z of p and for
G anéy. G = (TooUp @ Tiolh @ -+ @ Ty 0 U @ idE) V&),
with the maps Uy and 7Ty acting on A", and U/; and 7T; acting on 5'j.
We upper-bound the right hand side of Equation (6.16) as follows: with é + % =2,
~HA(A"C1|B); 5 < —Ha(ACHIE) ; — |Ilog dy
_ﬁa(AnC}L|E)1Z
Hg(A™C}|B"CyL) 7
H(A"C}|B"CY.
?elﬁff] 8( Tl Te)

< sup Hg(A"C}|B"CL. ) yon + log N
PES

= —n inf Hy(AC log N,
n inf, (ACT)y + log

IN

IN

+log N

Y&

N
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and similarly,
~Ho(CI|E) 5 < —Ha(C}|E) — 1| log do
—ﬁa(C?’E)J — logdy
Hs(CP|A"B"CY.) 5~ logdo

IN

< Hg(CPA"B"CL) yon +log N — logd

< max 5(CT| Te)yen +1og ogdo

< sup ﬁﬂ(C?|AanC?c)w®n + log N — log dy
$eS

= —ninf H,(C log N — logd
ni}IEIS o(Cr)y +log 0g do,

in both chains of inequalities using Lemmas 6.3 (for the equalities) and 6.5 (for the inequalities
in the fourth line) and the additivity of the conditional Rényi entropy, and in the second chain
additionally that I # (.

Thus, with the rate nR = logd, the right hand side of the bound (6.16) is < ¢ if

~ 1 o
< inf min H,(A — ~(log N — log (27™1
R< inf min fa(AC1), =+ (log N = —“log (27719) )

logdy > log N — a log (2_’”_15) .
a—1

Since H,(AC])  converges to S(ACT), as @ — 1, and the converging as well as the limit functions
are continuous on the compact set of all states, hence uniformly continuous, also the convergence
H,(ACT) — S(ACY) of the functions on state space is uniform. Thus, there exists a A(a) > 0
(converging to 0 as a — 1) such that for all I C [m],

inf S(ACY)y > sup Ha(ACT),y > sup S(ACT)y — A(w).
pes YES Yes

And so the trace norm in Equation (6.16) is guaranteed to be < ¢ if

) ) 1 @ 1
< . - o m
R J,nf Im[ln] S(ACT)y — Aa) - (logN 1 log (2 5)) ,

logdy > log N —

- —m—1

p— log (2 5) .

Continuing the reasoning of the proof of Theorem 6.12, we obtain an assisted distillation protocol
for 7 that has error < 2v/9, hence it has error < 2N+V/§ on each of the ¥®", and so finally it
has error < 2NV48 + n on each source ¥®" such that ¢ € S. Choosing § = ~z and logdy =
%(logN —logn +m+ 1), we get an error guarantee of < 3n across the set S, while the rate
achieved is

. ) B B logn—logn>
= it i S(ACH), — o) —0 (STE=5E).

which for n — oo and o — 1 proves the claim. ]

6.3 Multi-party quantum Slepian-Wolf coding: state merging

In terms of decoupling strategy and objectives, this task could be considered a generalisation
of the previous, entanglement of assistance, except that we are interested in both entanglement
yield and entanglement consumption and their net difference. Namely, the setting is described
by a pure state ¢4, a,Br of k + 2 parties, k senders (Alice-i) holding A;, one receiver (Bob)
holding B and a reference system R, whose only role is to hold the purification. Additionally
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the parties share maximally entangled states ® 45 between Alice-i and Bob of Schmidt rank
¢;, so that the overall initial state is

YAy ABR ® (Pey) a1y ® -+ ® (Pey) 41 By -

A one-way LOCC state merging protocol consists first of k& compression (encoding) instru-
ments (5-(‘7“") s AAL— Al ca e [&-]), with the individual maps acting as Ei(m) () = Vi(x)Toni(x).

K3
Here, the Vi(x) : A — A; Al are isometries, i.e. Vi(I)TVi(x) = 1 4, such that the projectors
Hgm) = %(x)%(mﬁ form a projective measurement, i.e. Y%, HZ@ = 14,4, We denote |A]| = d;,
| X;| = ¢;, hence |Aj|e; = dif;, which might necessitate to increase A; by isometric embed-
ding. Secondly, of a collection of decompression (decoding) CPTP maps D) . BB)...B; —
Ay ... ApBBY ... By, one for each tuple 2 = 21 ...z of outcomes (where A; = A; and B = B).
The idea is that Alice-i performs the instrument &;, obtaining outcome x; which is communi-
cated to Bob, who collects the outcome tuple zj; and applies D, The result is a one-way
LOCC operation A : Ay ... A A, ... A,BB,...B, — Ay... AyBAY ... A!BYy...BY that can be
written as

.A:§:§“)®~w®%“)®D@WX
(k)

The objective is that at the end, after application of A, the Alicgs and Bob share approximately
the state /(/]A\LNA\ké\R ® (Pay) Ay ® - ® ((de)A;CBIIC7 where now Aj ... A;B are held by Bob, and
Alice-i shares with Bob maximally entangled state of Schmidt rank d;:

!
A (¢A1...AkBR ® (Pey)arp @+ ® ((I)Ck)A;CB;C) ~Yq a8r @ (@a)arpy @ @ (Pa)aypr-

The trace distance

1
n = 5"A<¢A1...AkBR®(‘I)c1)AgB; ®- - ®((D0k)A;cB;€) ~ V3 A Br® (@) arsy @ - @(Pa) aypy||,

is called the error of the protocol.

Let us define the numbers r; := log ¢; — log d; as the net one-shot rates of entanglement cost for
Alice-i, and the task is to characterize the possible tuples of these rates with corresponding state
merging protocols. This problem has been introduced and solved in [16], [17] in the asymptotic
setting of both single and multiple senders, and in [20] in the one-shot setting of a single sender.
Dutil [9] has investigated the case of multiple senders in the one-shot setting as well as in
the i.i.d. asymptotics, and made the connection to the question of simultaneous smoothing of
collision entropies and min-entropies [51].

Theorem 6.15. Given the setting above, quantum state merging can be achieved with error

n <4382 /e if

VO £TC[k] ) logdi < Hfin(Af|lR)y + Y loge; + 2loge,
i€l iel
or equivalently Zri > Hf o (Ar|AreB)y — 2loge,
il

(6.17)

with the above net one-shot rates of entanglement consumption r; = logc; — logd;.

Corollary 6.16. In the i.i.d. limit of n — oo, the region of achievable rates R; = %ri for
successful quantum state merging of ¥®™ is given precisely by

VIC[k] > Ri>S(A[|ArB)y. (6.18)
i€l
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Figure 4: One-shot achievable rate region of a two-senders quantum Slepian-Wolf coding. Notice
that the region is open towards the northeast.

Proof. To describe our protocol, we fix unitaries V; : A; A, — X;AY and then can write the
instrument as a CPTP map T;(a) = Y4 (|2)(z] ® ]IA;/)V;aV;T(\a:) (z| @ L 47). Its Choi state
TX_) Ar:x, 4 has conditional Rényi entropy Hy(A; A X AY ),y = —logd; [24]. We can thus apply
Theorem 3.2 with Corollary 3.4, which tell us that there exist local unitaries U; on A; such that

_ 1, 1
ox,. . xpAy AR = (TLolh ® - ® T o Uy, ® idR) <¢A1...AkR ® Cll ® - ® c;)

= S plag) o) @ © - ® e e © o5

Z1k]
satisfies
1 Ly, ay Ly,
2 O-X[k]AE;C]R B lidy e Crdy, QYR 1
) (6.19)
< 3ke 3 Z expo [ (Z logd; — Zlog ci — Hyin(Ar|R)y )]
0AICk] i€l iel

choosing all €; = € equal. The right hand side of this bound is < § := (3% + 2¥~1)¢ if Equa-
tion (6.17) is fulfilled. In that case, the total variational distance between p(w(;)) and the uniform
distribution on X* is upper bounded by §, too, and so by the triangle inequality we get

]]-AN Il "
> plap); aA,,’“]) - @ ® dk © | =) paw)d(p) < 20.
o 1 T[]
) (zw) _ (k) (@x)) i
Notice that O'AE;C]R == TI'B ‘/I;Z) ></¢) A/[/]BBE ]R’ Wlth
1
( ) - )
W o >A{2]BBf e <x[k}‘ (@@ Vilk) (W>A[k]BR @1 p - ’@A?@B;f) ’
()
while
ﬂA/l/ ]]_ //
dl R ® d ® ¢R B// B//A B q)A//B// Q- ® (I)A;clBllc/ o2y w;l\[k]B\R
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Then, just as before, we can conclude using Uhlmann’s Theorem 4.7 and the Fuchs-van de Graaf
inequalities (2.2), that for each xpy there exists an isometry wew) BBfk] — A[k]BB[’;ﬁ] such
that

W @)t

1" /
A[k]BB[k]R

% H W @) ‘w(l‘[k]) > <w(9€[k])

< \Joap) (2 — d(ap)).

1

This means that defining £@) () = (24 ViUiaU;ViT ;) and DEO)(B) = WEr) g @w)t ag the
encoding and decoding maps, this will satisfy the requirement for state merging with error

% HA (T/JAl...AkBR R (Pey)arp @ @ ((I)%)A;CB;C)

_ . 9k/2
1g,/25(2 26) < 4-3%%/e.

With the one-shot achievability in hand, we can now once again use the AEP Theorem 6.1 for
the min-entropy to get the optimal rate region for the i.i.d. asymptotics of a source 1®" as
n — oo and 6 — 0. Namely, rates R;, defined as the limits of ”Z, are achievable if and only if for

all I C [k], > ser Ri > S(Ar|AreB)y. This completes the proof of Theorem 6.15 and Corollary
6.16, since the converse (necessity of the asymptotic inequalities) was argued in [17]. O

To be sure, the achievability of (6.18) was shown in [17], already, by finding the extreme points
of the region and noting that they can be solved by iteration of the single-sender merging
protocol, and then time-sharing (convex hull) for the remaining region. The present protocol
(removing the need for time-sharing) was first proposed in the multiple-sender setting by Dutil
and Hayden [51], where however the proof of its functioning is incomplete. In Dutil’s PhD thesis
[9, Ch. 4], the role of simultaneous smoothing is fully analysed. Indeed, a decoupling bound of
the form (6.19) was conjectured there [9, Conj. 4.1.3], and the simultaneous smoothing problem
was highlighted. It could be solved only in the i.i.d. asymptotics of k£ = 2 senders.

To demonstrate a case where the direct attainability of points in the above rate region, and also
the one-shot result are relevant, we consider the problem of i.i.d. state merging for a compound
source, i.e. the source is only partially known, meaning p = Trgy) € S C S(AB), and we
would like to design protocols as above for every n that are universal for all ]1/1>®" € Aﬁd B"R"
with Trry € S.

Theorem 6.17. In the i.i.d. limit of n — oo, the region of achievable rates R; = %’I“i for a
compound source (Y& : Trr1 € S) is given by

VIC[k] > Ri>supS(A[|ArB),. (6.20)
iel peES

Proof. Even when the source p € S is fixed, necessarily > ;c; R; > S(Ar|AreB), [17], thus
>ier Ri > sup,es S(Ar|AreB), for all subsets I. This takes care of the converse bound in
Equation (6.20), and it remains to prove the achievability.

To this end, for block length n we choose an I-net Sy C S of states for S (i.e. a net to approximate

. ) <o\ 21 PIBI2
elements of §). By adapting the proof of Lemma 6.2, we find that N := |Sp| < (7> .

We number the elements of the net, Sy = {ps : s = 1,..., N} and choose purifications |¢), €
A BR of ps. As previously deployed, the plan is to construct a one-shot protocol for the
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averaged source

) = ZWﬁ%NMGAﬁ%%’

then argue that the protocol performs well on all ¥®" and finally that it must perform well
on all ¥®" with Trgy € S. We could do this directly using Theorem 6.15, except that for
that to work we have to make the smoothing parameter € in the min-entropies dependent on
n, which makes the argument awkward. Instead, we opt to use the Rényi decoupling from
Theorem 3.3 (Corollary 3.4), following otherwise the proof of Theorem 6.15. This means that
there, Equation (6.19) is replaced by

Tx, ay Ix,ar -
O'X[k]A// R"R' — fldl R fkd X anR/

5

0£ICIK]

1

(Zlogd — > loge; — Ho(A}|R"R') )]

el el

(6.21)

choosing all oy = a € (1,2] equal. With the net rates nR; = log ¢; — log d;, the right hand side
of the last bound is < 4 if

@ —k

—1 log (2 5)

7 n|An PN B —
= Hy(A7| A} B"); — 1~ log (27%4),

where we have used the Rényi entropy duality (Lemma 6.3) with % + é = 2. In fact, we can
simplify this condition using Lemma 6.5 which tells us

V0 £ I C [k] ;”RZ’ > —Ho(AJ|R"R) 5 — —

Hy(AJ|A7.B"); < i Hy(A}|A].B") n +log N

<supH5(AI|A B™) en +log N
pES
= suanB(AI]AIC )p +1og N.
pES
Thus, the trace norm in Equation (6.21) is < § if

WAICI SR> sup HylAilAreB), + (logN P 0g 5)) .
el PES 1- B

Since I;TB(AI\AIcB)p converges to S(Ar|ArB), as f — 1, and the converging as well as the
limit functions are continuous on the compact set of all states, hence uniformly continuous, also
the convergence H 3(Ar|AreB) — S(Ar|AreB) of the functions on state space is uniform. Thus,
there exists a A() > 0 (converging to 0 as § — 1) such that for all I C [k],

sup S(Ar|AseB), < sup Hg(Ar|AreB), < sup S(Ar|AreB), + A(B).
pES pES pES

And so the trace norm in Equation (6.21) is guaranteed to be < ¢ if

V0 # I C [k] ZRi > sup S(Ar|AreB), + A(B) + 1 (logN + b (k — logé)) . (6.22)
iel pES n 1-5
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Continuing the reasoning of the proof of Theorem 6.15, we obtain a merging protocol for 1;
that has error < 28, hence it has error < 2NV/§ on each of the @™ and so finally error
< 2NV + 21 on each of source 1®" such that Trp1) € S. Choosing 6§ = ]’\7,—22 we get an error
guarantee of < 4n across the set S, while the rates are bounded

logn —logn
k A|AreB), + A e
VP A1 C [k ZEZIR >ilégS( 1|AreB), + (5)+0( n(1—5) >’

which for n — oo and 8 — 1 proves the claim. O

6.4 Quantum communication via quantum multiple access channels

A quantum multiple access channel is a CPTP map N : Ay ... A, — B from k senders A; to
a single receiver B. For later use, let us introduce the Stinespring dilation N(p) = Trg VpVT,
with V : Ay... Ay — BEFE an isometry. Let each user ¢ hold independent quantum messages
(quantum systems) M; of dimension s; = |M;|. Then, a code for such a channel consists of a set
of encoding CPTP maps &; : M/ — Al and a single decoding CPTP map D : B — M; ... M,
where M\, ~ M;. And the numbers log s; are the one-shot rates. In this setting, we say that the
code has error § if

1 .
B H(Doj\/o(€1® Q&) ® 1dM[k]>(q)M{M1® . ®(I)M;Mk) — <I>J‘7[1M1 - ® (I)]/V\[kMk

<4,
1

where @ MM, and @ T, A€ standard maximally entangled states of Schmidt rank s;. The
problem here is now to characterlze for a given error §, the set of achievable one-shot rate

tuples (log s1,...,log s). Likewise, in the i.i.d. asymptotic limit A®" when n — oo and § — 0,
we introduce the asymptotic rates R; = %log s; and ask for a description of the achievable rate
tuples (Rq,..., Rx). By general principles this is a convex corner, i.e. a closed convex set in the

positive orthant, containing the origin and stable under reducing any coordinate towards 0. See
Figure 5 for the one-shot tripartite rate region and Figure 6 for the i.i.d. bipartite rate region.

Theorem 6.18. Given the quantum MAC N : Ay) — B and its Stinespring isometry V :
Ay — BE, as well as pure states QOELQA/_ with A, ~ A; (i € [k]), define

— 1 k
(U a, app = (Ta, ®V) (\so( )>A1A,1 @@ | )>AkA,k) , (6.23)

where we let V act on Af,,. Then there exists a code for the channel with error § < (k+1)2k+1 /e
if the one-shot rate tuples satisfy

VO #TC[k] ) logs; < Hyin(AflE)y + 2loge = —Hf, (Af|ArB)y + 2loge.  (6.24)
i€l

Corollary 6.19. In the i.i.d. asymptotic limit n — oo and § — 0, the rates R; = %log S; are
achievable for transmission over N®" if

VICI[k] > Ri<I(A;)BApe)y, (6.25)
iel
where I(Ar)BAje)y = —S(Ar|BAje)y is the coherent information. More generally, for an

ensemble {q(u), |ty)} of states as in Equation (6.23), u € U ranging over a discrete alphabet,
the rates R; are achievable if

VIC[K] Y Ri< Zq I(Ar)BAre)y, = I(A1)BAU)y, (6.26)
el

the latter coherent information evaluated on the cg-state 1 =3, q(u) |u){uly; ® y.
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log(sy) + log(sz) + log(ss) = —H;,,, (A1 A2A3| B)
B0 log(sy) + log(sz) = —H,,, (A1 As| A3 B)
B log(sy) + log(ss) = —Hypa,(A2As| ALB)
log(s1) + log(s3) = —H,,,, (A1 A3|A2B)
log(s)) = —H},..(A1|A2A3B)
B 10g(s0) = —HE,.(A5)A1A3B)
log(ss) = —H},..(A3|A1A2B)

Figure 5: One-shot achievable rate region for a MAC with three senders Ay, A and As.

Proof. We prove both Theorem 6.18 and Corollary 6.19. To describe good codes, fix projective
measurements (Pj(z)) on A;, where each of the P has rank s; (by enlarging A; if necessary, we
may assume w.l.o.g. that s; divides the dlmens1on |A;]), and let the corresponding CPTP map be

Ti(a) = Z‘ﬁ)vsl’ PiiyaP;u . Its Choi state T(/)A has conditional Rényi entropy Hg(A |4;), ) =

—log s; [24] We can thus apply Theorem 3. 2 with Corollary 3.4 that tell us that there exist
local unitaries U; on A; such that

oA A= (Tiolhh @ @Tp ol ®idE)Pa, . aE

satisfies

1 A 1

®
A 1A © V8|,

3k€+ 5 Z €XPo [ (ZIOgSl - mln AI|E) )]

0£IC|[K] iel

choosing all €; = € equal, the right-hand side is < 7 := (3% 4-2F~1)¢ if Equation (6.24) is fulfilled.
In that case, there must exist measurement outcomes j® for the POVM on 4; such that, with

the outcome probability p(j ) Tr(Uh @ @Up)va,..a,U1 @ ® Up)t (.Pj(l) R QP (k))
1 1 t t
5 p_(;) (Pj(n U1 @@ PimUs® ]1E> VA, ALE (U1Pj(1) ® - @Up P ® ﬂE)
P P
g L | <om.
S1 Sk 1

Unpacking the definition of 1, this means that for each i there are unit vectors of Schmidt rank

Si, cﬁ(i)>A/‘A' x (Pj(i) Ui®1) ’cp(i)>, such that for all j

1
= (Pwth @ ® Pl @ 1p©15) )4, ans
VPG

=14, ® @14, V) <‘¢(1)>A’1A1 ... ’95(]6)>A;6Ak) .
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The previous trace norm estimate shows that each of the cﬁsz is nearly maximally mixed on its
support M;, up to trace distance < 27n. So using Uhlmann s theorem 4.7 and the inequalities

(2.2) once again we conclude that there must exist maximally entangled states ® M!M; of Schmidt
rank s; and isometries W; : M/ — A’ such that P ((m ® Lar,) P pprar, (Wi @ 1ag,)T, gE(i)) <21
Putting these last bounds together, using the triangle inequality for the purified distance and
its non-increase under CPTP maps, we get

(2 (2

k o o /
g (TrB VA[k]_)BE <® WM’%A’(I)M{Ml(WMl%A’)T) (VA[k]%BE)Tv
=1

1 1
SMl ®---®24’“®¢E> <2(k+1)/7.
1 k

As the second argument in the purified distance has purification ® e ) VM, ® ¢A[k] BE
by Uhlmann’s theorem there exists an isometry W:B— M\l X ® M\k ® Ay B such that

k ! ! ! / ! —~
P (WVA[WBE (@ WM, Mi(WiMﬁAi)T> (VAR BBy
=1

Qi @ O, © wA[k]BE> < 2(k+1)\/7.

In other words, defining the encoders &;(a) = WZ-oniT and the decoder as D(f) = Tray s I//I\/BT//[\/T,
yields a code for the quantum MAC with one-shot rates s; [subject to the conditions (6.24)] and
error § = 2(k + 1)/7 < (k 4+ 1)2*"1/e. This form of a one-shot achievability region had been
conjectured for a long time, with the best previous result reported by Chakraborty, Nema, and
Sen [40], [52], who used rate-splitting and a multipartite decoupling with a modified smooth
collision entropy. Using the encoder and decoder defined above, we can attain any point in the
one-shot capacity region in (6.24).

As in the previous example applications, we can directly apply the AEP Theorem 6.1 for the min-
entropy [41] to obtain an achievable rate region for the i.i.d. quantum multiple-access channel:
He s (AT|E™) pon ~ nS(Af|E)y = —nS(Ar|BAre)y = nl(Ar)BAge)y, the latter quantity being
the coherent information. Then, rates R; = %log s; are achievable in the limit n — oo and
0 — 0 if Equation (6.25) is satisfied. The more general statement with the distribution g over u
is obtained by applying the AEP to the tensor product &, ¥y, where n, are non-negative

integers with -, ny =n and Y, |™% — g(u)| — 0. This completes the proof. O

This rate region inner bound goes back to Yard, Devetak and Hayden [28], where it was
obtained by determining the extremal points of the above region, attaining these by succes-
sive decoders and the rest of the region by time-sharing (convex combination of rates). In
the two-sender case (see Fig. 6) these extremal points are T = [I(A1)B)y, 1(A2)A1B)y] and
S = [I(A1)A2B)y, I(A2)B)y). In the present proof we can achieve for the first time each point
of the region directly by a quantum simultaneous decoder, and without needing to appeal to the
simultaneous smoothing conjecture (cf. [40]).

As an illustration of a situation where it is essential to reach each point in the convex hull
of the corner directly and without time-sharing, we solve the problem of communication via a
compound channel, which is given by a subset € C CPTP(A}; — B) of the quantum channels
mapping the A; to B. A code of block length n for the compound channel is defined as above,
but the error is the supremum over the error when applying the code to N®" N € €.

Inspired by Mosonyi’s approach to the single-sender case of classical communication [46], using
the Rényi decoupling bound (Theorem 3.3 and Corollary 3.4), we can prove the following general
achievability result.
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[(A2)A1B)y

I(A5)B), ]

[(A)B)y 1(A1)A2B),

Figure 6: Achievable rate region of a MAC with two senders A; and As in the i.i.d. limit.

Theorem 6.20. Given the compound channel € C CPTP(Ayy — B), a probability distribution
tpq(f)> € A A, (i € [k]), define the states

S‘k)>AkA;c) ’

where we let N € € act on A[k] Then the asymptotic rates R; are achievable if

q(u) over a discrete alphabet and reference states

puN) = (i @) (|l), | @

VIC[K Y Ri< mf Zq I(A1)BAge) v )_j\ifréfQI(A])BAICU)ﬁ(N),
i€l

the latter coherent information evaluated on the cq-state p(N) = >, q(u) |u)(uly @ pu(N).

The proof combines the ideas of Theorem 6.18 and Corollary 6.19 applied to the uniform mixture
channel N = + SN NE™ over a net for the set € (with respect to the diamond norm), and
proceeds like the analogous proof of Theorem 6.17 in the previous subsection on compound
quantum state merging, and we thus omit the details.

7 Discussion

Decoupling is a fundamental primitive in the design of quantum transmission codes, quantum
Slepian-Wolf coding, cryptographic communication, and channel simulation, but has so far been
largely limited to single-user settings. Here we have shown how to leverage tensorisation prop-
erties of expected-contractive maps, to extend the basic toolbox to simultaneous decoupling in
a multipartite setting where each party applies their own random unitary. We have managed
to find achievability bounds for general multipartite decoupling in terms of smooth conditional
min-entropies as usual in one-shot scenarios (Theorem 3.2); and in terms of conditional Rényi
entropies (Theorem 3.3).

Our approach should be contrasted with the “standard” one of passing to a Hilbert-Schmidt
norm bound already in the first line of Equation (3.1), seeing that we can evaluate quadratic
averages not only of single random unitaries but also their tensor products. This has been done
n [9], [51] and [40], and perhaps by other authors who have found themselves then at the same
impasse. For simplicity, consider a tripartite quantum state pa, 4,5 (i.e. K = 2) and the usual
setup of the composition of local unitary operations (U; on A; and Us on Aj) followed by a
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fixed CPTP map T4, 4,—p with Choi matrix 74, 4,5. We can use Lemma 4.1 to bound
2
H,]TALAQ—}B[(Ul ® U2)pA1A2E(U1 ® U2)T] — 7B ® pEHl
2
<Tr {((a @ Q) VUTI(Ur @ Un)p(Ur ® Us)T] = 75 @ p) (0 2 () /1) } :

for two auxiliary states op and (g. At this point we have passed already to the trace of a
square, and following the method in [24] and used above (see also [40]), we define T4, 4,5(+) =

_ — ~ —1/4 —-1/4 ~ —1/4 —1/4
o T a5 ()oY, Baaer = (o paneCs! and also Faas = 05" aaum0g
Then, after expanding the square, evaluating the expectations using [dU UXU f = (TrX )%
and Corollary 4.4, and after optimizing o and (g we finally get

2
Ev, 0, || Tas 45— B[(U1 @ U2)pa, a,p(Ur @ Un)'] — 75 ® pg”l

<D ( Tr |7, ) Tr [Py ] + T |72, e[, ] + TX[72, 0y T [ﬁilAQED

D (2ﬁ2<A1|B>Tﬁz<A1E>p o Ta(A2|B) o (Az| B), . 232<A1A2|B>Tﬁ2(A1A2E>p>

)

< D(2_ﬁ2(A1|B)T_Hmin(Al|E)p+2_ﬁ2(A2B)T_Hmin(A2|E)p +2_ﬁ2(A1A2B)T_Hmin(A1A2|E)p>

where in the last line we have lower bounded the collision entropies by min-entropies, and

-1 -1
D=2 (1 — |A}2> (1 — |AlQ‘) is a constant like the ones encountered in Theorems 3.2 and
1 2

The resulting bound thus has the characteristic sum of exponential terms, one for each subset
of parties, and the exponents feature conditional min- and collision entropies of the state and
of the fixed channel Choi matrix, respectively, recalling the structure of [24]. So in some sense,
this is a one-shot decoupling theorem. The technical problem is that we have left the realm of
trace distances in the very first step, and so the min-entropies in the final expression all refer to
the same state.

If now we want to move to smooth min-entropies to optimize the attainable rates we need to
smooth the global state so as to approximate all reduced states’ smooth min-entropies simulta-
neously. The long-standing simultaneous smoothing conjecture [10] states that this is possible
in some way, but remains unsolved. In [40] it is partially addressed to lead to an improved
one-shot decoupling bound, but in the application to an i.i.d. coding problem one still has to
appeal to the asymptotic version of the simultaneous smoothing conjecture, which remains open,
too. Instead, the innocent-looking step of passing to the second line in Equation (3.1) gains us
a sum of tensor product random maps, which we can split up using the triangle inequality so
that each term can be dealt with via its own quadratic average bound; at the end, we can then
apply smoothing separately to each of the exponential terms corresponding to the subsets of
parties. We thus prove the conjectured form of simultaneous local decoupling, while not having
to address the simultaneous smoothing conjecture.

We have shown the power of these results by presenting a series of relevant applications in multi-
user quantum information tasks. We have found one-shot, finite block length, and asymptotic
achievability results in local randomness extraction, multipartite entanglement distillation, and
quantum communication via quantum multiple access channels.

e In particular, we have found a one-shot version of local randomness extraction and achiev-
ability rates for an arbitrary number k£ of cooperating users, as well as the optimal rate
region in the i.i.d asymptotics. The latter result reproduces the core insight of [26] for k = 2
collaborating parties, albeit with a much simpler protocol, and proves the conjectured rate
region for an arbitrary number k of users.
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e Concerning multi-party entanglement of assistance, we have also found a one-shot and
i.i.d. optimal rates, reproducing the asymptotic results from [17] with a much simpler
approach. Actually, the used procedure was previously analyzed in [9] and shown to work
assuming the simultaneous smoothing conjecture. With the application of our theorems,
we do not require the use of this unproven conjecture.

o Likewise, we solve the quantum version of the Slepian-Wolf data compression of correlated
sources, which reduces to the task of quantum state merging, in the one-shot setting, as
suggested by [9], [51], as well as the i.i.d. setting, reproducing the asymptotically optimal
rate region of [16], [17] and proving the conjectured one-shot achievable region, by achieving
each point of the respective regions directly, without the need of time-sharing and without
the simultaneous smoothing conjecture.

e Finally, we have found a one-shot achievability region for quantum communication via
quantum multiple access channels that had been conjectured for a long time. In a sim-
ilar fashion to the previous applications, we obtained an achievable rate region for the
i.i.d. quantum MAC, reproducing the result of [28]. For the first time, we can achieve
each point of that region directly by a quantum simultaneous decoder, without the need
of time-sharing, and without the simultaneous smoothing conjecture.

To illustrate the utility of the one-shot results we showed that they also solve the compound
source/channel versions of all four problems. These are conceptually important results since
they prove that attainable rates are in some sense robust and do not require perfect knowledge
of the source/channel. Indeed, consider the important case that the set S (€) is a small trace-
norm (diamond-norm) ball around an “ideal” state (channel). Then Theorems 6.8, 6.14, 6.17
and 6.20 in particular imply that the optimal rates of the ideal state/channel can be almost
achieved by a protocol that works uniformly well in the whole neighbourhood of the ideal.

An important future problem will be to extend the multipartite randomness extraction model to
the cryptographic setting, where typically only lower bounds on the min-entropies Hf;,(A7|E),
are available. In that case, an extractor needs a seed of randomness to start with. For example,
Theorem 6.6 (and Theorem 3.2 on which it is based), requires only a unitary 2-design to give
security guarantees with high probability. That is to say, each local user could use a random
element of the Clifford group as a seed. However, schemes with much smaller seeds are known
in single-user settings [25], [53], [54], and it will be interesting to adapt these to the multi-user

case.

Acknowledgements

The authors thank Frédéric Dupuis for his encouragement to try out the application of the Rényi
decoupling approach to multi-user problems. We furthermore thank Hao-Chung Cheng, Li Gao,
and Mario Berta for exchanging notes about our mutually independent work on decoupling and
for sharing their manuscript [38] prior to making it public.

PC and AW are supported by the Institute for Advanced Study of the Technical University of
Munich, by way of a Hans Fischer Senior Fellowship. AW is furthermore supported by the Eu-
ropean Commission QuantERA grant ExXTRaQT (Spanish MICINN project PCI2022-132965),
by the Spanish MINECO (project PID2019-107609GB-100) with the support of FEDER funds,
the Generalitat de Catalunya (project 2017-SGR-1127), the Spanish MICINN with funding from
European Union NextGenerationEU (PRTR-C17.11) and the Generalitat de Catalunya, and by
the Alexander von Humboldt Foundation.

35



Statements and declarations

e« Competing interests statement: The authors have no relevant competing interests to

disclose.

e Data availability statement: The authors affirm that the primary source of data sup-

porting the findings of this study is contained within the paper, with the cited references
serving as supplementary sources.

References

1]

[11]
[12]

[13]

Claude E. Shannon, “Two-way communication channels,” in Proceedings of the Fourth
Berkeley Symposium on Mathematics, Statistics and Probability, 1961, pp. 611-644. DOI:
10.1109/9780470544242 . ch22.

Thomas Cover, “Broadcast channels,” IEEE Transactions on Information Theory, vol. 18,
no. 1, pp. 2-14, Jan. 1972. po1: 10.1109/TIT.1972.1054727.

Te-Sun Han and Kingo Kobayashi, “A new achievable rate region for the interference
channel,” IEEFE Transactions on Information Theory, vol. 27, no. 1, pp. 49-60, Jan. 1981.
DOI: 10.1109/TIT.1981.1056307.

Abbas El Gamal and Young-Han Kim, Network Information Theory. Cambridge University
Press, 2011. po1: 10.1017/CB09781139030687.

Rudolf Ahlswede, “Multi-way communication channels,” in Proceedings of the 2nd Inter-

national Symposium on Information Theory (Tsahkadsor, Armenian S.S.R., Publishing
House of the Hungarian Academy of Sciences, 1971, pp. 23-52.

Henry Herng-Jiunn Liao, “Multiple Access Channels,” Ph.D. dissertation, University of
Hawaii, Honolulu, Department of Electrical Engineering, 1972.

Felix Leditzky, Mohammad A. Alhejji, Joshua Levin, and Graeme Smith, “Playing games
with multiple access channels,” Nature Communications, vol. 11, p. 1497, Mar. 2020. DOTI:
10.1038/s41467-020-15240-w.

Thomas M. Cover and Joy A. Thomas, Elements of Information Theory, 2nd. Hoboken,
New Jersey: Wiley-Interscience, 2006. DOT: 10.1002/047174882X.

Nicolas Dutil, “Multiparty quantum protocols for assisted entanglement distillation,” Ph.D.
dissertation, McGill University, Montréal, School of Computer Science, 2011. arXiv: 1105.
4657 [quant-ph].

Lukas Drescher and Omar Fawzi, “On simultaneous min-entropy smoothing,” in 2013
IEEE International Symposium on Information Theory (ISIT), Istanbul, Turkey, IEEE,
Jul. 2013, pp. 161-165. DOI: 10.1109/isit.2013.6620208.

Pranab Sen, “Unions, intersections and a one-shot quantum joint typicality lemma,”
Sadhana, vol. 46, p. 57, 2021. DOI: 10.1007/s12046-020-01555-3.

Pranab Sen, “Inner bounds via simultaneous decoding in quantum network information
theory,” Sadhana, vol. 46, p. 18, 2021. DOI: 10.1007/s12046-020-01517-9.

Benjamin Schumacher and Michael D. Westmoreland, “Approximate Quantum Error Cor-
rection,” Quantum Information Processing, vol. 1, no. 1, pp. 5-12, 2002. DOI: 10.1023/A:
1019653202562.

Renato Renner, “Security of Quantum Key Distribution,” Ph.D. dissertation, ETH Ziirich,
2005. por: 10.48550/arXiv.quant-ph/0512258.

36


https://doi.org/10.1109/9780470544242.ch22
https://doi.org/10.1109/TIT.1972.1054727
https://doi.org/10.1109/TIT.1981.1056307
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9781139030687
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-020-15240-w
https://doi.org/10.1002/047174882X
https://arxiv.org/abs/1105.4657
https://arxiv.org/abs/1105.4657
https://doi.org/10.1109/isit.2013.6620208
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12046-020-01555-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12046-020-01517-9
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1019653202562
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1019653202562
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.quant-ph/0512258

[20]
[21]

[22]

[27]

28]

Ning Cai, Andreas Winter, and Raymond W. Yeung, “Quantum privacy and quantum
wiretap channels,” Problems in Information Transmission, vol. 40, no. 4, pp. 318-336,
Oct. 2004. DoI: 10.1007/s11122-004-0002-2.

Michat Horodecki, Jonathan Oppenheim, and Andreas Winter, “Partial quantum infor-
mation,” Nature, vol. 436, no. 7051, pp. 673-676, Aug. 2005. DOI: 10.1038/nature03909.

Michal Horodecki, Jonathan Oppenheim, and Andreas Winter, “Quantum state merging
and negative information,” Communications in Mathematical Physics, vol. 269, no. 1,
pp. 107-136, Jan. 2007. DOT: 10.1007/500220-006-0118-x.

Igor Devetak, “The private classical capacity and quantum capacity of a quantum channel,”
IEEFE Transactions on Information Theory, vol. 51, no. 1, pp. 44-55, 2005. DOI: 10.1109/
TIT.2004.839515.

Anura Abeyesinghe, Igor Devetak, Patrick Hayden, and Andreas Winter, “The mother of
all protocols: Restructuring quantum information’s family tree,” Proceedings of the Royal
Society A: Mathematical, Physical and Engineering Sciences, vol. 465, no. 2108, pp. 2537—
2563, Jun. 2009. DOI: 10.1098/rspa.2009.0202.

Mario Berta, “Single-shot Quantum State Merging,” arXiv[quant-ph]:0912.4495, 2009. DOT:
10.48550/arXiv.0912.4495.

Igor Devetak, “Triangle of Dualities between Quantum Communication Protocols,” Physi-
cal Review Letters, vol. 97, p. 140 503, Oct. 2006. DOT: 10.1103/PhysRevLett.97.140503.

Charles H. Bennett, Igor Devetak, Aram W. Harrow, Peter W. Shor, and Andreas Winter,
“The Quantum Reverse Shannon Theorem and Resource Tradeoffs for Simulating Quan-
tum Channels,” IEEFE Transactions on Information Theory, vol. 60, no. 5, pp. 2926-2959,
May 2014. por: 10.1109/TIT.2014.2309968.

Mario Berta, Matthias Christandl, and Renato Renner, “The Quantum Reverse Shan-
non Theorem Based on One-Shot Information Theory,” Communications in Mathematical
Physics, vol. 306, no. 3, pp. 579-615, Sep. 2011. por: 10.1007/s00220-011-1309-7.

Frédéric Dupuis, Mario Berta, Jiirg Wullschleger, and Renato Renner, “One-Shot Decou-
pling,” Communications in Mathematical Physics, vol. 328, no. 1, pp. 251-284, Mar. 2014.
DOI: 10.1007/s00220-014-1990-4.

Mario Berta, Omar Fawzi, and Stephanie Wehner, “Quantum to Classical Randomness
Extractors,” IEEE Transactions on Information Theory, vol. 60, no. 2, pp. 1168-1192,
Feb. 2014. por: 10.1109/tit.2013.2291780.

Dong Yang, Karol Horodecki, and Andreas Winter, “Distributed Private Randomness
Distillation,” Physical Review Letters, vol. 123, no. 17, p. 170501, Oct. 2019. pOI: 10.
1103/PhysRevLett.123.170501.

John A. Smolin, Frank Verstraete, and Andreas Winter, “Entanglement of assistance and
multipartite state distillation,” Physical Review A, vol. 72, p. 052317, 5 Nov. 2005. DOTI:
10.1103/PhysRevA.72.052317.

Jon T. Yard, Patrick Hayden, and Igor Devetak, “Capacity theorems for quantum multiple-
access channels: Classical-quantum and quantum-quantum capacity regions,” IEEE Trans-
actions on Information Theory, vol. 54, no. 7, pp. 3091-3113, Jul. 2008. por: 10.1109/
tit.2008.924665.

Dorit Aharonov, Alexei Kitaev, and Noam Nisan, “Quantum Circuits with Mixed States,”
in Proceedings of the 30th Symposium on the Theory of Computing (STOC), 1999, pp. 20—
30. DOI: 10.1145/276698.276708.

John Watrous, “Semidefinite programs for completely bounded norms,” Theory of Com-
puting, vol. 5, pp. 217-238, Nov. 2009. DOI: 10.4086/toc.2009.v005a011.

37


https://doi.org/10.1007/s11122-004-0002-2
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature03909
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00220-006-0118-x
https://doi.org/10.1109/TIT.2004.839515
https://doi.org/10.1109/TIT.2004.839515
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspa.2009.0202
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.0912.4495
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.97.140503
https://doi.org/10.1109/TIT.2014.2309968
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00220-011-1309-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00220-014-1990-4
https://doi.org/10.1109/tit.2013.2291780
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.170501
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.170501
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.72.052317
https://doi.org/10.1109/tit.2008.924665
https://doi.org/10.1109/tit.2008.924665
https://doi.org/10.1145/276698.276708
https://doi.org/10.4086/toc.2009.v005a011

[36]

[37]

Martin Miiller-Lennert, Frédéric Dupuis, Oleg Szehr, Serge Fehr, and Marco Tomamichel,
“On quantum Rényi entropies: A new generalization and some properties,” Journal of
Mathematical Physics, vol. 54, p. 122203, Jun. 2013. DOI: 10.1063/1.4838856.

Mark M. Wilde, Andreas Winter, and Dong Yang, “Strong Converse for the Classical
Capacity of Entanglement-Breaking and Hadamard Channels via a Sandwiched Rényi
Relative Entropy,” Communications in Mathematical Physics, vol. 331, no. 2, pp. 593—
622, Jul. 2014. por: 10.1007/s00220-014-2122-x.

Rupert L. Frank and Elliott H. Lieb, “Monotonicity of a relative Rényi entropy,” Journal
of Mathematical Physics, vol. 54, no. 12, p. 122201, Dec. 2013. DOI: 10.1063/1.4838835.

Omar Fawzi, Patrick Hayden, Ivan Savov, Pranab Sen, and Mark M. Wilde, “Classical
Communication Over a Quantum Interference Channel,” IEEE Transactions on Informa-
tion Theory, vol. 58, no. 6, pp. 3670-3691, Jun. 2011. DOI: 10.1109/TIT.2012.2188620.

Christopher Fuchs and Jeroen van de Graaf, “Cryptographic distinguishability measures
for quantum-mechanical states,” IEEFE Transactions on Information Theory, vol. 45, no. 4,
pp. 1216-1227, May 1999. por: 10.1109/18.761271.

Frédéric Dupuis, “Privacy Amplification and Decoupling Without Smoothing,” IEEE Trans-
actions on Information Theory, vol. 69, no. 12, pp. 7784-7792, Dec. 2023, arXiv[quant-
phk210505342v2.D01:10.1109/TIT.2023.3301812

Mohammad Mahdi Mojahedian, Salman Beigi, Amin Gohari, Mohammad Hossein Yassaee,
and Mohammad Reza Aref, “A Correlation Measure Based on Vector-Valued L,-Norms,”
IEEE Transactions on Information Theory, vol. 65, no. 12, pp. 7985-8004, Dec. 2019. DOI:
10.1109/TIT.2019.2937099.

Hao-Chung Cheng, Li Gao, and Mario Berta, “Quantum Broadcast Channel Simulation
via Multipartite Convex Splitting,” arXiv|quant-ph]:2304.12056, 2023.

Christoph Dankert, Richard Cleve, Joseph Emerson, and Etera Livine, “Exact and ap-
proximate unitary 2-designs and their application to fidelity estimation,” Phys. Rev. A,
vol. 80, p. 012304, 1 Jul. 2009. DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevA.80.012304. [Online]. Available:
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevA.80.012304.

Sayantan Chakraborty, Aditya Nema, and Pranab Sen, “One-shot multi-sender decoupling
and simultaneous decoding for the quantum MAC,” arXiv[quant-ph]:2102.02187, 2021.
DOI: 10.48550/ARXIV.2102.02187.

Marco Tomamichel, Quantum Information Processing with Finite Resources: Mathematical
Foundations (Springer Briefs in Mathematical Physics). Springer Verlag, 2016, vol. 5. DOI:
10.1007/978-3-319-21891-5.

Patrick Hayden, Debbie Leung, Peter Shor, and Andreas Winter, “Randomizing Quan-
tum States: Constructions and Applications,” Communications in Mathematical Physics,
vol. 250, no. 2, pp. 371-391, Jul. 2004. DO1: 10.1007/s00220-004-1087-6.

Salman Beigi, “Sandwiched Rényi divergence satisfies data processing inequality,” Journal
of Mathematical Physics, vol. 54, p. 122202, 2013. DOI: 10.1063/1.4838855.

Marco Tomamichel, Mario Berta, and Masahito Hayashi, “Relating different quantum
generalizations of the conditional Rényi entropy,” Journal of Mathematical Physics, vol. 55,
p. 082206, 2013. DOI: 10.1063/1.4892761.

Ciara Morgan and Andreas Winter, “‘Pretty Strong’ Converse for the Quantum Capac-
ity of Degradable Channels,” IEEE Transactions on Information Theory, vol. 60, no. 1,
pp. 317-333, Jan. 2013. DOI: 10.1109/TIT.2013.2288971.

Mildn Mosonyi, “Coding Theorems for Compound Problems via Quantum Rényi Diver-
gences,” IEEE Transactions on Information Theory, vol. 61, no. 6, pp. 2997-3012, Jun.
2015. por: 10.1109/TIT.2015.2417877.

38


https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4838856
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00220-014-2122-x
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4838835
https://doi.org/10.1109/TIT.2012.2188620
https://doi.org/10.1109/18.761271
https://doi.org/10.1109/TIT.2023.3301812
https://doi.org/10.1109/TIT.2019.2937099
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.80.012304
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevA.80.012304
https://doi.org/10.48550/ARXIV.2102.02187
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-21891-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00220-004-1087-6
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4838855
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4892761
https://doi.org/10.1109/TIT.2013.2288971
https://doi.org/10.1109/TIT.2015.2417877

[49]

[50]

Hoi-Kwong Lo and Sandu Popescu, “Concentrating entanglement by local actions: Beyond
mean values,” Physical Review A, vol. 61, p. 022301, 2001. poI: 10.1103/PhysRevA.63.
022301.

Charles H. Bennett, Herbert J. Bernstein, Sandu Popescu, and Benjamin Schumacher,
“Concentrating partial entanglement by local operations,” Physical Review A, vol. 53,
no. 4, pp. 2046-2052, 1996. por: 10.1103/PhysRevA.53.2046.

Patrick Hayden, Sepehr Nezami, Xiao-Liang Qi, Nathaniel Thomas, Michael Walter, and
Zhao Yang, “Holographic duality from random tensor networks,” Journal of High Energy
Physics, vol. 2016, p. 9, 2016. DOI: 10.1007/JHEP11(2016) 009.

Newton Cheng, Cécilia Lancien, Geoff Penington, Michael Walter, and Freek Witteveen,
“Random Tensor Networks with Non-trivial Links,” Annales Henri Poincaré, vol. 25, no. 4,
pp. 2107-2212, 2024. DOI: 10.1007/s00023-023-01358-2.

Nicolas Dutil and Patrick Hayden, “One-Shot Multiparty State Merging,” arXiv|[quant-
ph]:1011.1974, 2010.

Sayantan Chakraborty, Aditya Nema, and Pranab Sen, “Novel one-shot inner bounds for
unassisted fully quantum channels via rate splitting,” arXiv[quant-ph]:2102.01766, 2021.
DOI: 10.48550/ARXIV.2102.01766.

Yoshifumi Nakata, Christoph Hirche, Ciara Morgan, and Andreas Winter, “Decoupling
with random diagonal unitaries,” Quantum, vol. 1, p. 18, Jul. 2017. por: 10.22331/q-
2017-07-21-18.

Salil P. Vadhan, “Pseudorandomness,” Foundations and Trends in Theoretical Computer
Science, vol. 7, no. 1-3, pp. 1-336, Dec. 2012. pOI1: 10.1561/0400000010.

39


https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.63.022301
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.63.022301
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.53.2046
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2016)009
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00023-023-01358-2
https://doi.org/10.48550/ARXIV.2102.01766
https://doi.org/10.22331/q-2017-07-21-18
https://doi.org/10.22331/q-2017-07-21-18
https://doi.org/10.1561/0400000010

	Introduction
	Preliminaries
	Setting and main results
	Lemmata
	Technical ingredients for the proofs
	Central lemmas

	Proving the multi-user decoupling theorems
	Applications
	Local randomness extraction
	Multi-party entanglement of assistance and assisted distillation
	Multi-party quantum Slepian-Wolf coding: state merging
	Quantum communication via quantum multiple access channels

	Discussion

