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Consider an open quantum system with (discrete-time) Markovian dynamics. Our task is to store
information in the system in such a way that it can be retrieved perfectly, even after the system
is left to evolve for an arbitrarily long time. We show that this is impossible for classical (resp.
quantum) information precisely when the dynamics is mixing (resp. asymptotically entanglement
breaking). Furthermore, we provide tight universal upper bounds on the minimum time after which
any such dynamics ‘scrambles’ the encoded information beyond the point of perfect retrieval. On
the other hand, for dynamics that are not of this kind, we show that information must be encoded
inside the peripheral space associated with the dynamics in order for it to be perfectly recoverable
at any time in the future. This allows us to derive explicit formulas for the maximum amount of
information that can be protected from noise in terms of the structure of the peripheral space of
the dynamics.

I. INTRODUCTION

Systems of relevance in quantum information-
processing tasks are typically open, i.e. they have un-
avoidable interactions with their surroundings. The ex-
ternal system modelling the surrounding of the original
system is usually called its environment or a bath. An in-
teresting scenario, which is amenable to rigorous analysis,
is one in which the interaction between the system and
the bath is assumed to be weak. In this so-called weak-
coupling limit, the decay times of correlation functions of
the bath are much shorter than the typical time scale over
which the state of the system changes significantly. In
other words, the bath ‘forgets’ about its interaction with
the system and returns to its steady state quickly relative
to the speed at which the system evolves. Since in subse-
quent interactions, the bath does not remember the de-
tails of the previous interaction, the dynamics of the sys-
tem becomes Markovian. Mathematically, the reduced
dynamics of the system can be modelled by a (discrete-
or continuous-time) quantum Markov semigroup [1–5].

In this paper, we consider a finite-dimensional open
quantum system A which undergoes such a Markovian
evolution. Our task is to encode information in A in
such a way that it can be recovered perfectly without any
error, even after the system is left to evolve for an ar-
bitrarily long time. We can think of A as a quantum
memory in which we wish to store information so that
it can be perfectly retrieved in the future. We focus
on the discrete-time scenario, in which the evolution of
the system is given by a discrete-time quantum Markov
semigroup (dQMS). If HA is the Hilbert space of the sys-
tem A, then any dQMS is of the form {Φn}n∈N, where
Φ : L(HA) → L(HA) is a quantum channel (i.e. a linear
completely positive trace-preserving map between linear
operators acting on HA) and

Φn := Φ ◦ Φ ◦ . . . ◦ Φ︸ ︷︷ ︸
n times

is the n-fold composition of the channel with itself.
The nomenclature arises from the fact that compositions

of the channel clearly satisfy the semigroup property:
Φn+m = Φn ◦ Φm, for all n,m ∈ N. The task described
above can be thought of as perfect transmission of in-
formation across time, i.e. through channels Φn, where
n ∈ N plays the role of the time parameter. Such tasks
form the core of zero-error communication theory [6–
10]. However, both in the classical and quantum settings,
the focus till now has been on information transmission
through parallel uses (i.e. tensor products) of a channel
[11–14]. In fact, originally, capacities of channels were
evaluated in the so-called asymptotic, memoryless setting
in which it was assumed that the channel was available
for an infinite number of (parallel) uses and that there
was no correlation (or memory) between successive uses
of the channel. For a channel Φ, this was modelled by
considering information transmission through Φ⊗n and
then taking the limit n → ∞. In this paper, we instead
focus on how the capacities behave under sequential con-
catenations of channels, thereby studying how informa-
tion propagates over time under a Markovian evolution.

For a quantum channel, its zero-error communication
ability is quantified by the one-shot zero-error capac-
ity of the channel. This can be either the classical or
quantum capacity, depending on whether the informa-
tion to be transmitted is classical or quantum. For ex-
ample, in order to transmit M classical messages per-
fectly through Φ, one must encode the M messages in
pure states {ψm}Mm=1 ⊂ L(HA) such that

∀m ̸= m′ : Φ(ψm) ⊥ Φ(ψm′), (1)

where two states ρ, σ are orthogonal (ρ ⊥ σ) if their
supports are orthogonal as subspaces. The interpretation
here is that for any choice of encoding of the M classical
messages on the input side, the set of output states have
to be perfectly distinguishable in order for the receiver to
decode the intended message via a measurement without
error, which is possible if and only if the output states
are pairwise orthogonal. The maximum number of bits
that can be transmitted in this fashion through Φ is called
the (one-shot) zero-error classical capacity of Φ (denoted
C

(1)
0 (Φ)). Similarly, in order to send an M−dimensional
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quantum state perfectly through Φ, one must find an
encoding subspace C ⊂ HA with dim C = M such that
there exists a recovery channel R satisfying

R ◦ Φ(ρ) = ρ, ∀ρ ∈ L(C). (2)

The maximum number of qubits that can be transmitted
in this fashion through Φ is called the (one-shot) zero-
error quantum capacity of Φ (denoted Q(1)

0 (Φ)).

A. Main results

We now summarize the primary contribution of our
work. Consider a quantum system A whose time evo-
lution is governed by a dQMS {Φn}n∈N, where Φ :
L(HA) → L(HA) is a quantum channel. We address
the following questions/problems.

• Does there exist a finite time n ∈ N at which the
one-shot zero-error classical (resp. quantum) ca-
pacity of Φn vanishes? If yes, we say that the
dQMS {Φn}n∈N is eventually c-scrambling (resp.
q-scrambling)). In this case, the dynamics is so
noisy that no matter how cleverly we encode infor-
mation in A, eventually, that is after enough time
has passed, we will not be able to perfectly recover
it.

• For an eventually scrambling dQMS {Φn}n∈N, we
denote the minimum time n ∈ N at which Φn

loses its ability to perfectly transmit classical (resp.
quantum) information by c(Φ) (resp. q(Φ)) and re-
fer to it as the classical (resp. quantum) scrambling
time (or the scrambling index ) of Φ. This is the
minimum time after which any encoded informa-
tion in the system will get ‘scrambled’ beyond the
point of perfect recovery. Finding bounds on the
scrambling times c(Φ) and q(Φ) of the dynamics is
a natural problem to consider.

• Finally, if the dQMS is not eventually scrambling,
what is the optimal way to encode information in
the system in such a way that it is protected from
noise for an arbitrarily long time?

Our main results provide full solutions to all of the
above. Firstly, we completely characterize the class of
eventually scrambling dQMS.

Theorem I.1. A dQMS {Φn}n∈N governing the dynam-
ics of an open quantum system A is

• eventually q-scrambling if and only if it is asymp-
totically entanglement breaking, i.e., if and only if
all the limit points of the semigroup {Φn}n∈N are
entanglement breaking.

• eventually c-scrambling if and only if it is mixing,
i.e., if and only if there exists a state ρ ∈ L(HA)
such that

∀X ∈ L(HA) : lim
n→∞

Φn(X) = Tr(X)ρ.

Note that Theorem I.1 provides an information the-
oretic interpretation to the entanglement-breaking and
mixing behaviours of quantum Markov semigroups,
which have been extensively studied in the literature [15–
17].

Secondly, we provide a universal upper bound on the
scrambling times of all eventually scrambling dQMS that
scales quadratically with the dimension of the system.
Moreover, we show that this quadratic dependence is op-
timal in the classical case by exhibiting an explicit class
of dQMS whose classical scrambling time scales quadrat-
ically with the system dimension.

Theorem I.2. For an eventually c-scrambling dQMS
{Φn}n∈N governing the dynamics of a d−dimensional
system, the scrambling times satisfy q(Φ) ≤ c(Φ) ≤ d2.
Moreover, there exists a dQMS {Φn}n∈N acting on a d−
dimensional system such that

c(Φ) =

⌈
d2 − 2d+ 2

2

⌉
.

Theorem I.3. For an eventually q-scrambling dQMS
{Φn}n∈N governing the dynamics of a d−dimensional
system, the scrambling time satisfies q(Φ) ≤ d2.

The above results are special cases of a more general
phenomenon. It turns out that for a d−dimensional sys-
tem, there exists a universal time scale n ∼ O(d2) after
which the zero-error capacities of any dQMS acting on
the system stabilize.

Theorem I.4. For any dQMS {Φn}n∈N governing the
dynamics of a d−dimensional system, ∃N ≤ d2 such that

∀n ∈ N : Q
(1)
0 (ΦN ) = Q

(1)
0 (ΦN+n),

C
(1)
0 (ΦN ) = C

(1)
0 (ΦN+n).

Finally, if the dynamics {Φn}n∈N of the system is not
eventually scrambling, we show that the optimal way to
encode information in order to protect it from noise is
to do it inside the peripheral space χ(Φ) of the chan-
nel Φ, which is defined as the span of all its peripheral
eigenoperators:

χ(Φ) := span{X ∈ L(HA) : Φ(X) = λX, |λ| = 1}.

The structure of this space is well understood: for any
channel Φ : L(HA) → L(HA), there exists a decomposi-
tion HA = H0 ⊕

⊕K
k=1 Hk,1 ⊗Hk,2 and positive definite

states ρk ∈ L(Hk,2) such that [5, Theorem 6.16]:

χ(Φ) = 0⊕
K⊕
k=1

(L(Hk,1)⊗ ρk). (3)

Moreover, there exist unitaries Uk ∈ L(Hk,1) and
a permutation π which permutes within subsets of
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{1, 2, . . . ,K} for which the corresponding Hk,1’s have the
same dimension, such that for any X = 0⊕

⊕K
k=1 xk⊗ρk:

Φ(X) = 0⊕
K⊕
k=1

U†
kxπ(k)Uk ⊗ ρk.

From the above peripheral decomposition, it is not too
hard to deduce that any information encoded inside the
L(Hk,1) blocks is shielded from noise for an arbitrarily
long time. Furthermore, in the asymptotic limit, it turns
out that this is the best one can do.

Theorem I.5. For any dQMS {Φn}n∈N, we have

lim
n→∞

C
(1)
0 (Φn) = log

K∑
k=1

dimHk,1.

lim
n→∞

Q
(1)
0 (Φn) = logmax

k
dimHk,1.

Note that because of Theorem I.4, the limits above
are actually attained at a finite time n ≤ d2. Two spe-
cial cases of this result are worth highlighting. If Φ is a
classical channel given by a stochastic matrix M :

Φ(X) =
∑
i,j

MijXjj |i⟩⟨i| ,

the Hk,1 blocks in Eq. (IA) become one-dimensional
(since otherwise the channel would have non-zero
quantum capacity, which is impossible). Hence,∑
k dimHk,1 = dimχ(Φ) = number of peripheral eigen-

values of M (counted with multiplicities). Similarly, if Φ
is a quantum channel with a unique fixed state, the Hk,1

blocks become one-dimensional [5], and we get

lim
n→∞

C
(1)
0 (Φn) = log dimχ(Φ).

B. Proof ideas

Two main ingredients are employed in the proofs of
our results. The first is a reformulation of the zero-error
capacity of any channel Φ in terms of its operator system.
If {Ki}i is a set of Kraus operators of Φ : L(HA) →
L(HA), the operator system SΦ := spani,j{K

†
iKj} is a

†−closed subspace of L(HA) containing the identity. The
error correction condition in Eq. (I) can be restated as

∀m ̸= m′ : |ψm⟩⟨ψm′ | ⊥ SΦ [10].

A similar reformulation can be done for the quantum
case in Eq. (I) by exploiting the Knill-Laflamme error
correction conditions [18]. Hence, the zero-error capac-
ities of any channel Φ are purely a function of its op-
erator system. Now, for any dQMS {Φn}n∈N, we show
that the corresponding operator systems form an increas-
ing chain of subspaces in L(HA) which stabilizes at time
N ≤ (dimHA)

2:

SΦ ⊂ SΦ2 ⊂ . . . ⊂ SΦN = SΦN+1 = . . . = SΦN+n = . . . .

This immediately shows that the zero-error capacities
must also stabilize after time N (Theorem I.4). The
second key ingredient we use is the fact that for any
dQMS {Φn}n∈N, there exists an increasing subsequence
(ni)i∈N such that Φni → Pχ as i → ∞ [5, Prop. 6.3],
where Pχ is the channel that projects onto the periph-
eral space χ(Φ). This shows that the capacities of Φn

must stabilize to the corresponding capacities of Pχ,
which can be explicitly computed in terms of the block
structure of χ(Φ) (Eq. (I A)). The characterization of
eventually scrambling dQMS follows easily from this.
Clearly, a dQMS {Φn}n∈N is eventually c-scrambling
⇐⇒

∑K
k=1 dimHk,1 = 1 ⇐⇒ dimχ(Φ) = 1 ⇐⇒ Φ

admits a unique fixed state and no other peripheral eigen-
operators, which is equivalent to the dQMS being mix-
ing in the sense of Theorem I.1. The quantum case fol-
lows similarly by exploiting the results derived in [16]
on asymptotically entanglement-breaking channels. We
refer the readers to the supplementary material for com-
plete proofs of all the results [19].

C. Auxilliary Results

We derive several auxilliary results in the supplemen-
tal material, which might be of independent interest [20].
We list a couple of them below. We prove that if a dQMS
{Φn}n∈N is eventually c-scrambling, then even the one-
shot zero error entanglement assisted classical capacity
of Φn vanishes for some n ∈ N. Moreover, the entan-
glement assisted classical scrambling time cE(Φ), defined
analogously to c(Φ), also satisfies cE(Φ) ≤ d2.

We also exhibit a close link between the Wielandt index
[21–24] of a channel and its scrambling time. It turns out
that if Φ is a mixing channel as in Theorem I.1 with a full
rank fixed state, ∃n ∈ N such that Φn sends any input
state to a full rank output state, and the minimum such
n is called the Wielandt index of Φ (denoted w(Φ)). For
any mixing channel with a full rank fixed state, it is easy
to check that c(Φ) ≤ w(Φ). In case Φ is also unital, we
obtain a reverse inequality: w(Φ) ≤ (d− 1)c(Φ).

II. DISCUSSION AND OUTLOOK

Ever since the inception of information theory from
Shannon’s seminal work [25], the task of information
transmission via a noisy communication channel has been
a focal point of enquiry. Much of the effort in this regard
has been in the so-called parallel setting, where the task
is to transmit information across many parallel copies
of a given channel [11–14]. In contrast, we initiate the
study of information transmission in the sequential set-
ting, where we analyze how information can be transmit-
ted across sequential concatenations of a channel.

Physically speaking, we investigate how information
stored in an open quantum system propagates over time
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as the system evolves according to a discrete-time Quan-
tum Markov Semigroup {Φn}n∈N. We show that infor-
mation stored inside the peripheral space χ(Φ) of the
channel Φ is protected from noise for an arbitrarily long
time. Furthermore, in the asymptotic time limit n→ ∞,
we prove that the block structure of χ(Φ) dictates the
maximum amount of information that can be protected
from noise. This allows us to derive explicit formulas for
the information transmission capacities of any dQMS in
terms of the structure of χ(Φ). Here, it would be inter-
esting to analyse whether the decomposition of χ(Φ) in
Eq. (IA) is efficiently computable, which inturn would
make the capacity formulas of Theorem I.5 efficiently
computable. We also show that a system is asymptot-
ically useless for storing classical (resp. quantum) infor-
mation if and only if the dQMS governing its dynam-
ics is mixing (resp. asymptotically entanglement break-
ing). Interestingly, we exhibit a universal time scale
n ∼ O(d2) after which the information transmission ca-
pacity of any dQMS acting on a d−dimensional system
stabilizes. While the quadratic dimension dependence
here is tight for classical capacity, we do not know if this
is true for quantum capacity.

The sequential view of information transmission that
we consider opens a host of exciting research directions.
While we have considered a simple discrete-time Marko-

vian model for the dynamics of the open system, it would
be interesting to perform the same analysis for other
kinds of dynamics, such as continuous-time Markovian
models [1–4] and repeated interaction systems [26–28].
Apart from the standard classical and quantum capaci-
ties, other kinds of transmission rates can also be con-
sidered, such as those where assistance from external re-
sources like correlations and entanglement are supplied
to aid in communication [29–32]. Finally, it would be
interesting to drop the zero-error constraint and anal-
yse approximate capacities, where information is required
to be recovered only approximately with a certain error
threshold.
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SI. PRELIMINARIES

In this paper, we always work with finite-dimensional Hilbert spaces and denote them by H. L(H) denotes the
algebra of linear operators acting on H. The set of quantum states (density matrices) on H is denoted by D(H) :=
{ρ ∈ L(H) : ρ ≥ 0, Tr(ρ) = 1}. The identity operator on H is denoted by 1 ∈ L(H). Note that if dimH = d, H ≃ Cd

and L(H) ≃ Md(C), where Md(C) denotes the matrix algebra of all d × d complex matrices. We denote the Hilbert
space associated to a quantum system A by HA. Pure states of the system A are denoted either by normalized kets
|ψ⟩ ∈ HA or by the corresponding rank one projections ψ := |ψ⟩⟨ψ| ∈ L(HA).

A quantum channel Φ : L(HA) → L(HB) is a linear, completely positive, and trace-preserving map. Φ is said to
be unital if Φ(1A) = 1B . The adjoint of the channel Φ, with respect to the Hilbert-Schmidt inner product, is the
linear map Φ∗ : L(HB) → L(HA) defined through the relation Tr(Φ∗(X)Y ) = Tr(XΦ(Y )), for any X ∈ L(HA) and
Y ∈ L(HB). It is completely positive and unital. In this paper, all logarithms are taken to base 2.

A discrete quantum Markov semigroup (dQMS) associated with a quantum channel Φ : L(HA) → L(HA) is the
sequence {Φn}n∈N. Here, the ‘semigroup’ terminology simply refers to the fact that the sequence {Φn}n∈N is closed
with respect to compositions: Φn ◦Φm = Φn+m. We can think of a dQMS as governing the time evolution of an open
quantum system A, with n ∈ N acting as the discrete time parameter.

Remark 1. As mentioned in the Introduction, we are interested in studying zero-error communication through
discrete quantum Markov semigroups. Hence, we will mostly focus on quantum channels Φ : L(HA) → L(HB)
whose input and output spaces are the same HA = HB = H ≃ Cd. Using the isomorphism L(Cd) ≃ Md(C), we will
interchangeably denote such channels by Φ : L(H) → L(H) or Φ : Md(C) → Md(C) and use Sd(C) to denote the set of
quantum states D(H).

A. Spectral and ergodic properties

Every quantum channel Φ : L(H) → L(H) admits a quantum state ρ ∈ D(H) as a fixed point: Φ(ρ) = ρ [13,
Theorem 4.24]. In other words, λ = 1 is always an eigenvalue of Φ. The spectrum (denoted specΦ) of Φ is contained
within the unit disk {z ∈ C : |z| ≤ 1} in the complex plane and is invariant under complex conjugation, i.e.,
λ ∈ specΦ =⇒ λ ∈ specΦ. The peripheral spectrum of Φ consists of all peripheral eigenvalues λ ∈ T∩ specΦ, where
T := {z ∈ C : |z| = 1}. It is known that the geometric and algebraic multiplicities of all peripheral eigenvalues of a
quantum channel are equal [5, Proposition 6.2]. A peripheral eigenvalue is called simple if it has unit multiplicity. A
quantum channel and its adjoint both share the same spectrum, specΦ = specΦ∗.

We now introduce the notions of ergodic and mixing quantum channels. For a more detailed study of the ergodic
theory of quantum channels, the readers should refer to [5, 15, 34]

Theorem SI.1. For a quantum channel Φ : L(H) → L(H), the following are equivalent.

• λ = 1 is a simple eigenvalue of Φ.

• There exists a state ρ ∈ D(H) such that for all X ∈ L(H),

lim
n→∞

1

n

n−1∑
k=0

Φk(X) = Tr(X)ρ.

A channel Φ (or a dQMS {Φn}n∈N) satisfying these equivalent conditions is said to be ergodic. The unique fixed
point ρ ∈ D(H) of Φ is called the invariant state of Φ. If, in addition, the unique invariant state has full rank, then
the channel and the associated dQMS are said to be irreducible.

Theorem SI.2. For a quantum channel Φ : L(H) → L(H), the following are equivalent.

1. λ = 1 is a simple eigenvalue of Φ and there are no other peripheral eigenvalues of Φ.
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2. There exists a state ρ ∈ D(H) such that for all X ∈ L(H),

lim
n→∞

Φn(X) = Tr(X)ρ.

A channel Φ (or a dQMS {Φn}n∈N) satisfying these equivalent conditions is said to be mixing. If, in addition, the
unique invariant state of Φ has full rank, then the channel and the associated dQMS are said to be primitive.

The peripheral space of a channel Φ : L(H) → L(H) is defined as the span of all its peripheral eigenoperators:

χ(Φ) := span{X ∈ L(H) : Φ(X) = λX, |λ| = 1}.

For any channel Φ : L(H) → L(H), there exists a decomposition H = H0 ⊕
⊕K

k=1 Hk,1 ⊗Hk,2 and positive definite
states ρk ∈ L(Hk,2) such that [5, Theorem 6.16]:

χ(Φ) = 0⊕
K⊕
k=1

(L(Hk,1)⊗ ρk). (S1)

Moreover, there exist unitaries Uk ∈ L(Hk,1) and a permutation π which permutes within subsets of {1, 2, . . . ,K} for
which the corresponding Hk,1’s have the same dimension, such that for any X = 0⊕

⊕K
k=1 xk ⊗ ρk:

Φ(X) = 0⊕
K⊕
k=1

U†
kxπ(k)Uk ⊗ ρk.

A channel Φ : L(HA) → L(HA) is called entanglement-breaking if local action of Φ on any bipartite system breaks
all entanglement in the system, i.e., for all states ρ ∈ D(HA ⊗HB), (Φ⊗ id)(ρ) is separable.

A channel Φ : L(H) → L(H) (or a dQMS {Φn}n∈N) is called

• eventually entanglement-breaking if there exists an n ∈ N such that Φn is entanglement-breaking.

• asymptotically entanglement-breaking if all the limit points of the set {Φn}n∈N are entanglement-breaking.

It is known that for any channel Φ : L(H) → L(H), the limit points of the set {Φn}n∈N are either all entanglement-
breaking or none of them are [16]. Moreover, the following result was derived in [16, Theorem 32].

Theorem SI.3. Let Φ : L(H) → L(H) be a quantum channel. The following are equivalent:

• Φ is asymptotically entanglement-breaking.

• All the L(Hk,1) blocks in the peripheral decomposition in eq. (SI A) are one-dimensional.

• All peripheral points of Φ communte with one another, i.e. ∀X,Y ∈ χ(Φ), [X,Y ] = XY − Y X = 0.

For an elaborate discussion of eventually entanglement-breaking and asymptotically entanglement-breaking quan-
tum channels, the readers should refer to [16, 17].

B. Fixed points and multiplicative domains

Given a channel Φ on Md(C), the set of fixed points of Φ is the set

FixΦ = {A ∈ Md(C)| Φ(A) = A}.

Note that it is a vector subspace of Md(C) which is closed under taking adjoints. If the channel Φ is unital, then the
set FixΦ is also closed under multiplication and hence is a C∗-subalgebra ([35]). Recall that a (operator) norm-closed
subset of L(H) that is closed under addition, multiplication, and the ∗-operation is called a C∗-algebra.

The multiplicative domain of Φ is defined to be the following set

MΦ = {A ∈ Md(C)| Φ(AX) = Φ(A)Φ(X), Φ(XA) = Φ(X)Φ(A),∀X ∈ Md(C)}.

For unital channels, it holds that

FixΦ = A′,
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where A is the C∗-algebra generated by the Kraus operators of Φ and A′ is the algebra that commutes with A. Also,
it is known that for unital channels one has

MΦ = FixΦ∗◦Φ.

The multiplicative domain shrinks under the iterations of a unital channel. Indeed, let MΦk denote the multiplicative
domain of Φk for each k ≥ 1, then it holds that ([36])

MΦ ⊇ MΦ2 ⊇ · · ·MΦn ⊇ · · · .

The above chain stabilizes at a set which we denote as MΦ∞ :=
⋂
k≥1 MΦk and call the stabilized multiplicative

domain of Φ and it is invariant under repeated applications of the channel.

C. Contraction coefficient

The contraction coefficient of a quantum channel Φ : L(HA) → L(HB) with respect to the trace norm is defined as
follows [37]:

ηTr(Φ) := sup
ρ,σ∈D(HA)

ρ ̸=σ

∥Φ(ρ)− Φ(σ)∥1
∥ρ− σ∥1

.

Lemma SI.4. [38, Theorem 2] For a quantum channel Φ : L(HA) → L(HB),

ηTr(Φ) = sup
ρ,σ∈D(HA)

ρ⊥σ

1

2
∥Φ(ρ)− Φ(σ)∥1.

Moreover, the states in the supremum above can be taken to be pure.

D. Zero error communication

Let Alice and Bob be linked via a quantum channel Φ : L(HA) → L(HB). Suppose Alice wants to communicate
k ≥ 2 classical messages to Bob perfectly without error. This is possible if and only if she can encode the k messages
in states

{ρi}ki=1 ⊂ D(HA) such that ∀i ̸= j : Φ(ρi) ⊥ Φ(ρj),

where we say that two positive operators X,Y ≥ 0 are orthogonal (X ⊥ Y ) if their supports are orthogonal as
subspaces, which is equivalent to saying that Tr(XY ) = 0. The interpretation here is that for any choice of encoding
of the k classical messages on the input side, the set of output states would have to be perfectly distinguishable in
order for Bob to decode the intended classical message via a measurement without error, which is possible if and only
if the output states are pairwise orthogonal. Note that if ρ ∈ D(HA) is a mixed state and |ψ⟩ ∈ suppρ, there exists
an ε > 0 such that ψ ≤ ερ. Therefore, Φ(ψ) ≤ εΦ(ρ) and suppΦ(ψ) ⊆ suppΦ(ρ). Thus, without loss of generality,
all the encoding states in the above scheme can be taken to be pure. With this background, we can introduce the
following definition.

Definition SI.5. The one-shot zero-error classical capacity C(1)
0 (Φ) of a channel Φ : L(HA) → L(HB) is defined as

follows:

C
(1)
0 (Φ) := sup

C
log |C|,

where the supremum is over all collections C of pure quantum states {ψi}|C|
i=1 ⊂ D(HA) such that

∀ i ̸= j : Φ(ψi) ⊥ Φ(ψj).
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Suppose now that Alice and Bob share some entanglement beforehand, say in the form of a pure bipartite state
ψ ∈ D(HA0

⊗HB0
). Alice can now come up with a more general encoding scheme by pre-processing her share of

ψ with arbitrary quantum channels {Ei : L(HA0
) → L(HA)}ki=1. She then sends her share of the resulting states

through Φ : L(HA) → L(HB). As before, the condition for perfect distinguishability on Bob’s end is equivalent to
the following orthogonality relations:

∀i ̸= j : (Φ ◦ Ei ⊗ idB0
)(ψ) ⊥ (Φ ◦ Ej ⊗ idB0

)(ψ).

Definition SI.6. The one-shot zero-error entanglement assissted classical capacity C
(1)
0E (Φ) of a quantum channel

Φ : L(HA) → L(HB) is defined as follows:

C
(1)
0E (Φ) := sup

ψ,C
log |C|,

where the supremum is over all pure bipartite states ψ ∈ D(HA0 ⊗HB0) and collections C of quantum channels
{Ei : L(HA0) → L(HA)} such that

∀i ̸= j : (Φ ◦ Ei ⊗ idB0)(ψ) ⊥ (Φ ◦ Ej ⊗ idB0)(ψ).

If Alice wants to send quantum information to Bob through Φ : L(HA) → L(HB) perfectly without error, she must
find an encoding subspace C ⊆ HA such that Bob can reverse the action of Φ on C, i.e., there exists a recovery channel
R : L(HB) → L(HA) such that

∀ρ ∈ D(C) : R ◦ Φ(ρ) = ρ.

If {Ki}i are the Kraus operators of Φ, the Knill-Laflamme error correction conditions [18] show that a subspace
C ⊆ HA as above exists if and only if PCK

∗
iKjPC = λijPC for all i, j, where PC denotes the orthogonal projection

onto C and λij ∈ C.

Definition SI.7. The one shot zero-error quantum capacity Q(1)
0 (Φ) of a channel Φ : L(HA) → L(HB) is defined as

follows:

Q
(1)
0 (Φ) := sup

S
log dim(S),

where the supremum is over all subspaces S ⊆ HA such that there exists a recovery quantum channel R : L(HB) →
L(HA) satisfying

∀ρ ∈ D(S) : R ◦ Φ(ρ) = ρ.

It is possible to recast the above channel capacity definitions in terms of an operator system that one can associate
with the channel.

Definition SI.8. Let Φ : L(HA) → L(HB) have a Kraus representation Φ(X) =
∑n
i=1KiXK

∗
i . The operator system

(also called the non-commutative (confusability) graph) of Φ is defined as [10]

SΦ := span{K∗
iKj , 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n} ⊆ L(HA).

One can check that the above definition is independent of the chosen Kraus representation of Φ. Moreover,∑n
i=1K

∗
iKi = 1 ∈ SΦ, since Φ is trace-preserving. Furthermore, X ∈ SΦ =⇒ X∗ ∈ SΦ. Such ∗−closed sub-

spaces S ⊆ L(HA) containing the identity are called operator systems [39].
For an operator system S ⊆ L(H),

• the maximum size k of a set of mutually orthogonal vectors {|ψm⟩}km=1 ⊆ H such that

∀m ̸= m′ : |ψm⟩⟨ψm′ | ⊥ S,

is called the independence number of S (denoted α(S)).

• the maximum number k such that there exist Hilbert spaces HA0
,HR, a state ρ ∈ D(HA0

), and isometries
{Vm : HA0

→ H⊗HR}km=1 such that

∀m ̸= m′ : VmρVm′ ⊥ S ⊗ L(HR),

is called the entanglement-assisted independence number of S (denoted α̃(S)).
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• the maximum number k such that there exists a subspace C ⊆ H with dim C = k satisfying PCSPC = CPC ,
(where PC denotes the orthogonal projection onto C) is called the quantum independence number of S (denoted
αq(S)).

Theorem SI.9. [10] For any channel Φ : L(HA) → L(HB), the following relations hold:

C
(1)
0 (Φ) = logα(SΦ)

C
(1)
0E (Φ) = log α̃(SΦ)

Q
(1)
0 (Φ) = logαq(SΦ)

Moreover, 0 ≤ Q
(1)
0 (Φ) ≤ C

(1)
0 (Φ) ≤ C

(1)
0E (Φ), where the inequalities can be strict.

Remark SI.10. The terminology in Definition SI.8 is motivated by the notion of confusability graphs of classical
channels [6]. A discrete classical channel N : X → Y, where X and Y denote two finite alphabets, is defined by a
transition probability matrix, A, with elements N (y|x) that express the probability of observing the symbol y given that
the symbol x was sent. In order to send different messages through the channel N with zero error, they should be
encoded in the symbols of X in a manner such that the corresponding outputs of the channel have disjoint support.
One can associate a confusability graph GN with the channel; it has vertex set X and edges between any pair x, x′ ∈ X
which can be confused, i.e. for which there is a y ∈ Y such that N (y|x)N (y|x′) > 0. The one-shot zero error capacity
of N is the maximum number of bits of classical information that can be transmitted without error through a single
use of N . This is given by logα(GN ), where α(GN ) is the independence number of the confusability graph, and is
equal to the maximum number of vertices in GN which do not have any edges between them.

We now collect some results from the literature which describe equivalent conditions for the various zero-error one-
shot capacities of a channel to be zero. Let us first introduce the following terminology. A channel Φ : L(HA) → L(HB)
is called

• c-scrambling if C(1)
0 (Φ) = 0.

• q-scrambling if Q(1)
0 (Φ) = 0.

Theorem SI.11. The following are equivalent for a quantum channel Φ : L(HA) → L(HB):

1. Φ is c-scrambling.

2. ηTr(Φ) < 1.

3. Tr(Φ(ψ)Φ(φ)) > 0 for any pair of orthogonal pure states ψ,φ ∈ D(HA).

4. Tr(Φ(A)Φ(B)) > 0 for all non-zero positive operators A,B ∈ L(HA).

5. There are no rank one elements in S⊥
Φ .

The equivalence of (1), (2), (3) and (4) above was obtained in [37, Proposition 4.2] and the equivalence of (1) and
(5) was obtained in [40].

Proposition SI.12. [10] For a quantum channel Φ : L(HA) → L(HB), C
(1)
0E (Φ) = 0 if and only if S⊥

Φ is the zero
subspace.

Proposition SI.13. [41] Let Φ : L(HA) → L(HB) be a quantum channel. Then, Q(1)
0 (Φ) > 0 (i.e. Φ is not

q-scrambling) if and only if there are unit vectors |ξ⟩ , |η⟩ ∈ HA such that

∀X ∈ SΦ : ⟨ξ|X|η⟩ = 0 and ⟨ξ|X|ξ⟩ = ⟨η|X|η⟩.

Moreover, the following implications hold:

• [SΦ]
′ is non-abelian =⇒ Q

(1)
0 (Φ) > 0.

• [SΦ]
′ is non-trivial =⇒ C

(1)
0 (Φ) > 0.

If SΦ is an algebra, the reverse implications also hold:

• [SΦ]
′ is non-abelian ⇐⇒ Q

(1)
0 (Φ) > 0.

• [SΦ]
′ is non-trivial ⇐⇒ C

(1)
0 (Φ) > 0.

In the above statements we used the notation [SΦ]
′ to denote the commutant of [SΦ], i.e.,

[SΦ]
′ = {X ∈ L(HA) : XY = Y X, ∀Y ∈ SΦ}.
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SII. MAIN RESULTS

A. Characterization of all eventually c-scrambling dQMS

Consider an open quantum system A whose time evolution is governed by a dQMS {Φn}n∈N, where Φ : L(HA) →
L(HA) is a quantum channel. We call {Φn}n∈N eventually c-scrambling if there exists an n ∈ N such that Φn

is c-scrambling. These are precisely the kind of evolutions which eventually become useless for zero-error classical
communication. Since any non-trivial Φ models some inherent noise in the system, one might naively reason that any
(non-trivial) dQMS is eventually scrambling, i.e., if one waits for a long enough time n ∈ N, Φn will become too noisy
to communicate any classical message perfectly. However, the following theorem shows that this is the case only for
the class of mixing evolutions (see Theorem SI.2). Moreover, we prove that if a dQMS is eventually scrambling, then
it will eventually become useless for classical communication even if entanglement is present to aid the process.

Theorem SII.1. Let Φ : L(HA) → L(HA) be a channel and {Φn}n∈N be the associated dQMS. Then, the following
are equivalent.

1. ∃k ∈ N such that C(1)
0E (Φ

k) = 0.

2. ∃k ∈ N such that C(1)
0 (Φk) = 0, i.e., {Φn}n∈N is eventually c-scrambling.

3. {Φn}n∈N is mixing.

Proof. (1) =⇒ (2) This implication is trivial, since C(1)
0 (Φ) ≤ C

(1)
0E (Φ) for any channel Φ.

(2) =⇒ (3) Assume that ∃k ∈ N such that Φk is scrambling, i.e., ηTr(Φk) = c < 1. Let ρ ∈ D(H) be a fixed state of
Φ. Then, for any (non-zero) positive semi-definite operator X ∈ L(H), we have∥∥Φnk(X/TrX)− ρ

∥∥
1
=
∥∥Φnk(X/TrX)− Φnk(ρ)

∥∥
1
≤ cn∥X/TrX − ρ∥1 → 0 as n→ ∞.

Hence, for all positive semi-definite X ∈ L(H), we get limn→∞ Φn(X) = Tr(X)ρ. Since any X ∈ L(H) can be written
as a linear combination of positive semi-definite operators, it is clear that Φ is mixing.
(3) =⇒ (1) Assume that ∃ρ ∈ D(H) such that ∀X ∈ L(H), limn→∞ Φn(X) = Tr(X)ρ. Since pointwise and uniform
convergence are equivalent in finite dimensions, for every ε > 0, ∃N ∈ N such that ∀X ∈ L(H), ∥Φn(X)− Tr(X)ρ∥1 ≤
ε for n ≥ N . In other words, limn→∞ Φn = Φ∞, where Φ∞ is the completely depolarizing channel defined as
Φ∞(X) = Tr(X)ρ, and the convergence is with respect to the induced trace norm defined as

∥Φ∥1 := sup
∥X∥1≤1

∥Φ(X)∥1.

(In fact, since any two norms on a finite-dimensional space are equivalent, we can also think of this convergence in
terms any other norm, say the diamond norm for instance.) It is then easy to see that limn→∞ Φn⊗ idB0

= Φ∞⊗ idB0
.

Put differently, for every ε > 0, ∃N ∈ N such that ∀X ∈ L(H⊗HB0
), ∥(Φn ⊗ idB0

)(X)− (Φ∞ ⊗ idB0
)(X)∥1 ≤ ε for

n ≥ N . Hence, for any pure state ψ ∈ D(HA0
⊗HB0

), channels Ei : L(HA0
) → L(H) for i = 1, 2, and n ≥ N , we have

that

1

2
∥(Φn ◦ E1 ⊗ idB0)(ψ)− (Φn ◦ E2 ⊗ idB0)(ψ)∥1

=
1

2
∥(Φn ⊗ idB0

)(ψ1)− (Φn ⊗ idB0
)(ψ2)∥1

≤ 1

2
∥(Φn ⊗ idB0

)(ψ1)− (Φ∞ ⊗ idB0
)(ψ1)∥1 +

1

2
∥(Φn ⊗ idB0

)(ψ2)− (Φ∞ ⊗ idB0
)(ψ2)∥1 ≤ ε

where ψi = (Ei ⊗ idB0)(ψ) for i = 1, 2 and (Φ∞ ⊗ idB0)(ψ1) = (Φ∞ ⊗ idB0)(ψ2) were added and subtracted to obtain
the second inequality. This clearly implies that C(1)

0E (Φ
k) = 0 for k ≥ N .

B. Zero-error classical encodings for non-mixing dQMS

Let us now discuss the conclusion of Theorem SII.1 in more detail. The theorem shows that the semigroups {Φn}n∈N

that are able to send classical messages perfectly for arbitrarily long times are precisely of the non-mixing type:

∀n ∈ N : C
(1)
0 (Φn) > 0 ⇐⇒ {Φn}n∈N is non-mixing.
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It is then natural to ask what kind of encoding states ρ1, ρ2 ∈ Md(C) can be used to perfectly transmit a 1-bit classical
message through Φn (∀n ∈ N) for a given non-mixing dQMS {Φn}n∈N. Since {Φn}n∈N is non-mixing, the following
two cases can arise:

Case I. λ = 1 is not a simple eigenvalue of Φ, i.e., Φ is not ergodic. To tackle this case, let us first note a lemma.

Lemma SII.2. [15, Section 3.1] [5, Proposition 6.8] The fixed-point vector space FixΦ := {A ∈ Md(C) : Φ(A) = A}
of a quantum channel Φ : Md(C) → Md(C) is spanned by quantum states.

Proof. Let A ∈ FixΦ and consider its canonical decomposition into Hermitian parts:

A =
A+A†

2
+ i

A−A†

2i
.

Since Φ is Hermiticity preserving, (A + A†)/2 and (A − A†)/2i are also fixed by Φ. Thus, it suffices to show that
a Hermitian fixed point A = A† ∈ FixΦ lies in the span of quantum states. Since A is Hermitian, we can write its
Jordan decomposition: A = A+ − A−, where A± ≥ 0 and Tr(A+A−) = 0. Let Π+ be the projector onto support of
A+. Then, we have A+ = Π+A = Π+Φ(A) = Π+Φ(A+)−Π+Φ(A−), so that

Tr
(
A+
)
= Tr

(
Π+Φ(A+)

)
− Tr

(
Π+Φ(A−)

)
≤ Tr

(
Π+Φ(A+)

)
≤ Tr

(
Φ(A+)

)
= Tr

(
A+
)
.

Hence, the inequalities above must be equalities, implying that Π+Φ(A−) = 0 and Π+Φ(A+) = Φ(A+). This shows
that A+ = Π+A = Π+Φ(A+) = Φ(A+), which clearly also implies A− = Φ(A−). Hence, A lies in the span of quantum
states A+/TrA+ and A−/TrA−.

Let us now consider a channel Φ : Md(C) → Md(C) for which λ = 1 is not a simple eigenvalue. This means that
there are two distinct states ρ, σ ∈ Sd(C) that are fixed by Φ. Let A = ρ− σ.Then, the proof of Lemma SII.2 shows
that the orthogonal positive and negative parts A± of A are also fixed by Φ. Thus, we can transmit a 1-bit classical
message through Φn for all n ∈ N by encoding it in the states γ1 = A+/TrA+ and γ2 = A−/TrA−.

Case II. λ = 1 is a simple eigenvalue of Φ but there are other peripheral eigenvalues as well. In other words, Φ is an
ergodic quantum channel with |T ∩ specΦ| ≥ 2.

In order to tackle this case, we need to study the peripheral spectrum of ergodic quantum channels. The structure
of the peripheral spectrum of such channels is well-understood.

Lemma SII.3. The following is true for an ergodic quantum channel Φ : Md(C) → Md(C):

• The peripheral spectrum of Φ is a cyclic subgroup of T, i.e., ∃q ∈ N such that T ∩ specΦ = {ωm : m =
0, 1, . . . , q − 1}, where ω = e2πi/q.

• All the peripheral eigenvalues of Φ are simple.

• There exists a unitary U ∈ Md(C) such that Φ∗(Um) = ωmUm for m = 0, 1, . . . , q − 1.

• U admits a spectral decomposition U =
∑q−1
m=0 ω

mPm such that Φ∗(Pm+1) = Pm.

Proof. We recall that a quantum channel and its adjoint have the same spectrum, and also that if Φ is ergodic, then
Φ∗ is also ergodic. Also recall that the adjoint of any quantum channel is unital and completely positive. This means
that for an ergodic channel Φ : Md(C) → Md(C), the adjoint map Φ∗ : Md(C) → Md(C) has a unique positive definite
fixed point: Φ∗(1) = 1. The peripheral spectrum of such maps has been studied in detail in the literature, and the
statement of the lemma follows directly from the results in [42], see also [5, Theorem 6.6].

The next proposition provides a lower bound on the number of classical messages that can be sent without error
through any iteration of an ergodic channel.

Theorem SII.4. Let Φ : Md(C) → Md(C) be an ergodic quantum channel. Then,

∀n ∈ N : C
(1)
0 (Φn) ≥ log |T ∩ specΦ|.
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Proof. For an ergodic channel Φ : Md(C) → Md(C), Lemma SII.3 provides orthogonal spectral projectors Pk ∈ Md(C)
satisfying Φ∗(Pk+1) = Pk, where k ∈ Zq := {0, 1, . . . , q − 1} and q = |T ∩ specΦ|. Note that addition of indices here
is to be understood mod q. We claim that q classical messages can be transmitted perfectly through Φn for all n ∈ N
with encoding states ρm = Pm/TrPm for m ∈ Zq. This is because

∀m ∈ Zq : Tr(Φ∗(Pm+1)Pm) = Tr(Pm) = Tr(Pm+1Φ(Pm)),

Tr(Φ∗(Pm+1)Pm′) = Tr(PmPm′) = 0 = Tr(Pm+1Φ(Pm′)) for m ̸= m′.

In other words,

∀m ∈ Zq : Tr(Φ(Pm)Pm′) =

{
Tr(Pm) if m′ = m+ 1

0 if m′ ̸= m+ 1.

This shows that sequential action of Φ on the encoding states ρm just cyclically permutes the output supports:
suppΦ(ρm) ⊂ suppPm+1 for m ∈ Zq. Clearly, the output states {Φn(ρm)}m∈Zq

are thus mutually orthogonal for all
n ∈ N, which proves our claim.

More generally, we can prove that for any dQMS {Φn}, the peripheral space χ(Φ) of the channel Φ serves as the right
space to encode information in order for it to be recoverable for an arbitrarily long time. Recall that the peripheral
space of a channel Φ : L(HA) → L(HA) is defined as the span of all its peripheral eigenoperators and there exists a
decomposition HA = H0 ⊕

⊕K
k=1 Hk,1 ⊗Hk,2 and positive definite states ρk ∈ L(Hk,2) such that [5, Theorem 6.16]:

χ(Φ) = 0⊕
K⊕
k=1

(L(Hk,1)⊗ ρk). (S2)

Moreover, there exist unitaries Uk ∈ L(Hk,1) and a permutation π which permutes within subsets of {1, 2, . . . ,K} for
which the corresponding Hk,1’s have the same dimension, such that for any X = 0⊕

⊕K
k=1 xk ⊗ ρk:

Φ(X) = 0⊕
K⊕
k=1

U†
kxπ(k)Uk ⊗ ρk. (S3)

Using this decomposition, we can prove the following result.

Theorem SII.5. Let Φ : L(HA) → L(HA) be a quantum channel and {Φn}n∈N be the associated dQMS. Then,
∃N ≤ (dimHA)

2 such that

∀q ∈ N : lim
n→∞

C
(1)
0 (Φn) = C

(1)
0 (ΦN ) = C

(1)
0 (ΦN+q) = log

K∑
k=1

dimHk,1.

Proof. Note that the first two equalities follow from Theorem SII.10, which shows that there exists N ≤ (dimHA)
2

such that the operator systems of the semigroup stabilize after time N :

SΦ ⊂ SΦ2 ⊂ . . . ⊂ SΦN = SΦN+1 = . . . = SΦN+q = . . .

To show the final equality, first note that the stated action of a channel on its peripheral space (Eq. (SII B)) clearly
implies that the set of states {|ik⟩⟨ik| ⊗ ρk} for k = 1, 2, . . . ,K and ik = 1, 2, . . . ,dimHk,1 forms a zero-error classical
code for Φn for all n ∈ N in the sense of Definition SI.5. Here, for each k, the state |ik⟩⟨ik| ⊗ ρk is supported on the
Hk,1 ⊗Hk,2 block in Eq. (SII B). This shows that

∀n ∈ N : C
(1)
0 (Φn) ≥ log

K∑
k=1

dimHk,1.

To show the reverse inequality, suppose that {ψm}Mm=1 is a zero-error classical code for ΦN . Since the operator systems
of the semigroup stabilize after time N , {ψm}Mm=1 is also a zero-error classical code for ΦN+q for all q ∈ N, i.e.,

∀q ∈ N, ∀m ̸= m′ : ⟨ΦN+q(ψm),ΦN+q(ψm′)⟩ = 0.
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From [5, Proposition 6.3], there exists an increasing subsequence (ni)i∈N such that limi→∞ Φni = Pχ, where Pχ is the
channel that projects onto the peripheral space χ(Φ). Thus, {ψm}Mm=1 is also a zero-error classical code for Pχ:

∀m ̸= m′ : lim
i→∞

⟨Φni(ψm),Φni(ψm′)⟩ = 0 = ⟨Pχ(ψm),Pχ(ψm′)⟩,

where we have used the continuity of the Hilbert-Schmidt inner product on Md(C). Thus, {Pχ(ψm)}Mm=1 forms an
orthogonal set of states in χ(Φ), which from the structure of χ(Φ), clearly implies that M ≤

∑K
k=1 dimHk,1. Since

{ψm}Mm=1 was an arbitrary zero-error classical code for ΦN , this shows that

C
(1)
0 (ΦN ) ≤ log

K∑
k=1

dimHk,1.

Remark SII.6. We urge the readers to check that for an ergodic channel Φ, dimHk,1 = 1 for all k in Eq. (SI A)
[5, 42], so that

∑
k dimHk,1 = dimχ(Φ) = |T ∩ specΦ| and we get

lim
n→∞

C
(1)
0 (Φ) = log |T ∩ specΦ|.

C. Zero-error quantum communication through dQMS

In this subsection, we consider the task of storing quantum information in a system A whose time evolution is
governed by a dQMS {Φn}n∈N, where Φ : L(HA) → L(HA) is a quantum channel. We take a slightly different route
here than what was taken in the classical case in previous subsections. We first prove the analogue of Theorem SII.8 for
the quantum capacity, from which the characterization of dQMS that eventually become useless for perfect quantum
communication will follow naturally. The peripheral space χ(Φ) will again play a crucial role in our discussion. Let
us recall that there exists a decomposition HA = H0 ⊕

⊕K
k=1 Hk,1 ⊗ Hk,2 and positive definite states ρk ∈ L(Hk,2)

such that:

χ(Φ) = 0⊕
K⊕
k=1

(L(Hk,1)⊗ ρk). (S4)

Moreover, there exist unitaries Uk ∈ L(Hk,1) and a permutation π which permutes within subsets of {1, 2, . . . ,K} for
which the corresponding Hk,1’s have the same dimension, such that for any X = 0⊕

⊕K
k=1 xk ⊗ ρk:

Φ(X) = 0⊕
K⊕
k=1

U†
kxπ(k)Uk ⊗ ρk.

Using this decomposition, we can prove the following result.

Theorem SII.7. Let Φ : L(HA) → L(HA) be a quantum channel and {Φn}n∈N be the associated dQMS. Then,
∃N ≤ (dimHA)

2 such that

∀q ∈ N : lim
n→∞

Q
(1)
0 (Φn) = Q

(1)
0 (ΦN ) = Q

(1)
0 (ΦN+q) = logmax

k
dimHk,1.

Proof. As in the proof of Theorem SII.8, we initially note that the first two equalities follow from Theorem SII.10,
which shows that there exists N ≤ (dimHA)

2 such that the operator systems stabilize after time N :

SΦ ⊂ SΦ2 ⊂ . . . ⊂ SΦN = SΦN+1 = . . . = SΦN+q = . . .

To show the final equality, first note that the action of a channel Φ on its peripheral space is reversible [5, Theorem
6.16], i.e., there exists a channel R : L(HA) → L(HA) such that R◦Φ = Pχ, where Pχ is the channel that projects onto
the peripheral space χ(Φ). Thus, in the language of [43], all the Hk,1 sectors in the decomposition in Eq. (SIIC) are
correctable for Φn for all n ∈ N. Corresponding subspaces Ck ⊆ HA with dim Ck = dimHk,1 can then be constructed
using [43, Theorem 3.7] that are correctable for Φn for all n ∈ N in the sense of Defintion SI.7. This shows that

∀n ∈ N : Q
(1)
0 (Φn) ≥ logmax

k
dimHk,1.
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Conversely, suppose that a subspace C ⊆ HA is correctable for ΦN in the sense of Definition SI.7. Since the operator
systems of the semigroup stabilize after time N , the subspace C is also correctable for ΦN+q for all q ∈ N. A
reformulation of the Knill Laflamme error correction conditions in terms the relative entropy [44–47] shows that:

∀q ∈ N, ∀ρ, σ ∈ D(C) : D(ρ||σ) = D(ΦN+q(ρ)||ΦN+q(σ)).

Since there exists an increasing subsequence (ni)i∈N such that Φni → Pχ as i→ ∞, we have that

∀ρ, σ ∈ D(C) : lim
i→∞

D(Φni(ρ)||Φni(σ)) = D(ρ||σ) = D(Pχ(ρ)||Pχ(σ)),

which is equivalent to saying that the subspace C is correctable for Pχ as well. This means that Pχ acts like
a ∗−homomorphism on the algebra L(C) [48, Theorem 3], upto smearing by a fixed operator. The structure of
∗−homomorphisms between matrix algebras is well-understood [49]. In particular, this means that the image χ(Φ)
of Pχ must be able to accommodate atleast one copy of the full matrix algebra L(C), which is only possible if there
exists a k such that dim C ≤ dimHk,1. Since C is an arbitrary correctable subspace of ΦN , we get

Q
(1)
0 (ΦN ) ≤ logmax

k
dimHk,1.

Using the above theorem, we can easily characterize the class of eventually q-scrambling dQMS {Φn}n∈N, i.e., the
ones for which there exists n ∈ N such that Q(1)

0 (Φn) = 0.

Theorem SII.8. Let Φ : L(HA) → L(HA) be a quantum channel and {Φn}n∈N be the associated dQMS. Then, the
following are equivalent:

• Φ is eventually q-scrambling

• Φ is asymptotically entanglement-breaking.

• All the L(Hk,1) blocks in the peripheral decomposition in eq. (SIIC) are one-dimensional.

• All peripheral points of Φ communte with one another, i.e. ∀X,Y ∈ χ(Φ), [X,Y ] = XY − Y X = 0.

Proof. From the previous theorem, it is clear that Φ is eventually q-scrambling if and only if dimHk,1 = 1 for all
k = 1, 2, . . . ,K in Eq. (SII C). The rest of the equivalences then follow from [16, Theorem 32].

D. Bounds on scrambling times

We have completely classified channels Φ : Md(C) → Md(C) (or dQMS {Φn}n∈N) that eventually lose their ability
to send classical or quantum information perfectly. We now consider upper bounds on the minimum time after which
such dQMS lose their information transmission capacity. We refer to this as the scrambling time (or the scrambling
index) of the dQMS.

Definition SII.9. For a channel Φ (or a dQMS {Φn}n∈N), we define

• (quantum scrambling time) q(Φ) := min{n ∈ N : Q
(1)
0 (Φn) = 0}.

• (classical scrambling time) c(Φ) := min{n ∈ N : C
(1)
0 (Φn) = 0}.

• (entanglement-assisted classical scrambling time) cE(Φ) := min{n ∈ N : C
(1)
0E (Φ

n) = 0}.

Here, we adopt the convention that the minimum of an empty set is +∞.

Since for any channel Φ, Q(1)
0 (Φ) ≤ C

(1)
0 (Φ) ≤ C

(1)
0E (Φ), it follows that q(Φ) ≤ c(Φ) ≤ cE(Φ). Moreover, the

inequalities here can all be strict. The separation between q(Φ) and c(Φ) can be illustrated by considering a non-
mixing channel Φ that is entanglement-breaking, so that q(Φ) = 1 and c(Φ) = cE(Φ) = +∞. Examples of this kind
can be easily constructed: any classical channel ΦA : Md(C) → Md(C) of the form

∀X ∈ Md(C) : ΦA(X) =
∑
i,j

AijXjj |i⟩⟨i| , (S5)
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where A is an entrywise non-negative column stochastic matrix, works. Intuitively, since this channel completely
decoheres its input, no quantum information can be sent through it. However, since specΦA = specA ∪ {0}, we can
easily choose A so that ΦA is non-mixing. To show the separation between c(Φ) and cE(Φ), we note that there exist
channels Φ such that [40]

C
(1)
0 (Φ) = 0 and C

(1)
0E (Φ) > 0.

We now prove the central result of this subsection: for any dQMS {Φn}n∈N, its zero-error transmission capacity
stabilizes after time n ∼ O(d2).

Theorem SII.10. For any channel Φ : Md(C) → Md(C), ∃N ≤ d2 − dimSΦ such that

∀n ∈ N : Q
(1)
0 (ΦN ) = Q

(1)
0 (ΦN+n),

C
(1)
0 (ΦN ) = C

(1)
0 (ΦN+n),

C
(1)
0E (Φ

N ) = C
(1)
0E (Φ

N+n).

Proof. Let {Ki}pi=1 ⊆ Md(C) be a set of Kraus operators for Φ. Recall that SΦ = span{K†
iKj ; 1 ≤ i, j ≤ p}. It can

be easily checked that for any n ∈ N, we have

SΦn+1 = span{K†
iXKj : X ∈ SΦn , 1 ≤ i, j ≤ p}.

We thus obtain an increasing chain of operator systems SΦ ⊆ SΦ2 ⊆ . . .. Furthermore, if SΦn = SΦn+1 for some n,
then SΦn = SΦn+k for all k ∈ N. In other words, the increasing chain of operator systems stabilizes at some point.
Let N denote the minimum n ∈ N such that SΦn = SΦn+1 . We then obtain the following chain

SΦ ⊂ SΦ2 ⊂ . . . ⊂ SΦN = SΦN+1 = . . . = SΦN+k = . . .

Note that the inclusions above are all strict. This is because if SΦn = SΦn+1 for some n < N , the above stabilization
argument would contradict the minimality of N . Moreover, since all the operator systems are inside Md(C) which is
of dimension d2, the maximum length of the above chain is d2 − dimSΦ. Hence, N ≤ d2 − dimSΦ. Recall that all
the one-shot zero-error capacities can be characterized in terms of the operator system (Theorem SI.9). Since the
operator system stabilizes after N iterations, all the one-shot zero-error capacities also stabilize after N iterations.

The above result immediately yields an O(d2) upper bound on the scrambling times of all eventually scrambling
evolutions.

Corollary SII.11. For any mixing channel Φ : Md(C) → Md(C), the following bound holds:

q(Φ) ≤ c(Φ) ≤ cE(Φ) ≤ d2 − dimSΦ.

Furthermore, for any asymptotically entanglement-breaking channel Φ : Md(C) → Md(C), we have q(Φ) ≤ d2.

Proof. We know that for a mixing channel Φ, ∃k ∈ N such that C(1)
0E (Φ

k) = 0. Hence, C(1)
0E (Φ

k+n) = 0 for any
n ∈ N. By the above proposition, we must have k ≤ d2 − dimSΦ, which implies that cE(Φ) ≤ d2 − dimSΦ. Since
q(Φ) ≤ c(Φ) ≤ cE(Φ) for any channel Φ, we have the required chain of inequalities. The result for asymptotically
entanglement-breaking channels follow similarly.

Let us take a moment to note that the dimension factor of d2 in Proposition SII.10 and Corollary SII.11 is optimal
for the classical scrambling times. To show this, consider the d× d stochastic matrix

Ad :=



0 1/2 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 0 0
0 0 0 1 0 0
...

...
...

...
. . .

...
0 0 0 0 0 1
1 1/2 0 0 0 0

 . (S6)

Firstly, observe that for a classical channel ΦA of the form defined in Eq. (SII D), the two scrambling times c(ΦA)
and cE(ΦA) are equal.
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Lemma SII.12. For a classical channel ΦA : Md(C) → Md(C), c(ΦA) = cE(ΦA)

Proof. It suffices to show that C(1)
0 (ΦA) = 0 =⇒ C

(1)
0E (ΦA) = 0. Hence, assume that C(1)

0 (ΦA) = 0. This means that
the operator system SΦA

is such that there are no rank one matrices in S⊥
ΦA

. However, since the operator system is
‘graphical’ [10], i.e.,

SΦA
= span{|i⟩⟨j| : i = j or i ∼A j},

where the notation i ∼A j is used to denote that i and j are confusable under the transition probabilities defined by
A, the absence of a rank one element in S⊥

ΦA
implies that S⊥

ΦA
= {0}, which shows that C(1)

0E (ΦA) = 0.

The results in [50] then show that

c(ΦAd
) = cE(ΦAd

) =

⌈
d2 − 2d+ 2

2

⌉
.

Remark SII.13. The optimal upper bound on the scrambling times of classical stochastic matrices A ∈ Md(C) is
already known in the literature [50, 51]. It is of the form noted above:

c(A) ≤
⌈
d2 − 2d+ 2

2

⌉
,

where ⌈·⌉ denotes the ceiling function and equality is attained for A = Ad. However, this result is derived in a purely
combinatorial framework, with no reference made to any zero-error information transmission task. Moreover, the
proof is long and uses a variety of intricate graph-theoretic techniques. In contrast, the proof of Proposition SII.10
proceeds via a simple operator theoretic chain argument, yields an upper bound with the same optimal d2 dimension
factor, and works not only for classical channels but also for quantum channels.

SIII. AUXILLIARY RESULTS

A. Ergodicity and invariant subspaces

In this section, we study equivalent descriptions of ergodic and mixing quantum channels in terms of their invariant
subspaces.

Definition SIII.1. A subspace S ⊆ Cd is said to be invariant under Φ : Md(C) → Md(C) if for all states ρ with
supp (ρ) ⊆ S, suppΦ(ρ) ⊆ S. A subspace S ⊆ Cd is a minimal invariant subspace of Φ if for any subspace S′ ⊆ Cd

which is invariant under Φ, S ⊆ S′.

The following characterization of ergodicity was obtained in [15, Theorem 1].

Theorem SIII.2. A channel Φ : Md(C) → Md(C) is ergodic if and only if Φ admits a non-zero minimal invariant
subspace S⋆. Moreover, S⋆ is precisely the support of the unique invariant state of Φ.

In what follows, we provide a similar characterization for the class of mixing quantum channels.

Theorem SIII.3. For a quantum channel Φ : Md(C) → Md(C), the following are equivalent.

1. Φ is mixing.

2. Φ admits a non-zero minimal invariant subspace S⋆ ⊆ Cd and ∃N ∈ N such that ∀ρ ∈ Sd(C) and n ≥ N ,
suppP⋆Φ

n(ρ)P⋆ = S⋆, where P⋆ denotes the orthogonal projector onto S⋆.

3. Φ admits a non-zero minimal invariant subspace S⋆ ⊆ Cd and ∃N ∈ N such that for n ≥ N , P⋆Kn(Φ) = P⋆Md(C),
where Kn(Φ) := span {Ki1 . . .Kin}. Here, {Ki}i denotes a set of Kraus operators of Φ and P⋆ is the orthogonal
projector onto S⋆.

Remark SIII.4. Note that if P⋆Kn(Φ) = P⋆Md(C), then P⋆Km(φ) = P⋆Md(C) ∀m ≥ n, since

∀X ∈ Md(C) : P⋆X =
∑
ii...in

ci1...inP⋆Ki1 . . .Kin ,

and for each term in the sum, P⋆Ki1 . . .Kin−1 ∈ P⋆Md(C), and so can also be written as

P⋆Ki1 . . .Kin−1
=
∑
j1...jn

dj1...jnP⋆Kj1 . . .Kjn .
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Proof. (1) =⇒ (3): Assume Φ is mixing. Then Φ is ergodic and hence admits a non-zero minimal invariant subspace
S⋆ = supp(ρ⋆), where ρ⋆ ∈ Sd(C) is the unique invariant state of Φ (Theorem SIII.2). On the contrary, assume that
∀n ∈ N, P⋆Kn(Φ) ⊂ P⋆Md(C) with the containment being strict. Let us choose an operator Xn ∈ Md(C) such that

0 ̸= P⋆Xn ∈ (P⋆Kn(Φ))⊥ ,

where the orthogonal complement is taken inside P⋆Md(C), so that ∀P⋆K(n) ∈ P⋆Kn(Φ),

⟨P⋆Xn, P⋆K
(n)⟩ = Tr

(
X∗
nP⋆P⋆K

(n)
)
= 0.

Note that P⋆XnX
∗
nP⋆ is a non-zero positive operator supported in S⋆. Hence,

∀n ∈ N : Tr (ρ⋆P⋆XnX
∗
nP⋆) ≥

1

||ρ−1
⋆ ||∞

Tr (P⋆XnX
∗
nP⋆) . (S7)

However, we can also write∣∣∣∣Tr(ρ⋆P⋆XnX
∗
nP⋆)

∣∣∣∣ = ∣∣∣∣ ∑
i1,...,in

|Tr(X∗
nP⋆P⋆Ki1 . . .Kin)|2 − Tr(ρ⋆P⋆XnX

∗
nP⋆)

∣∣∣∣. (S8)

Let us consider the two terms on the RHS of (SIIIA) separately. Using cyclicity of the trace and the following
elementary relations for A ∈ Md(C):

TrA = Tr[(A⊗ I)Ω], (S9)
TrATrA∗ = Tr [Ω(A⊗ I)Ω(A∗ ⊗ I)] , (S10)

(A⊗ I) |Ω⟩ = (I ⊗AT ) |Ω⟩ , (S11)

where |Ω⟩ =
∑d
i=1 |ii⟩ is the unnormalized maximally entangled state and Ω = |Ω⟩⟨Ω|, we can write∑

i1,...,in

|Tr(X∗
nP⋆P⋆Ki1 . . .Kin)|2

=
∑

i1,...,in

Tr(P⋆Ki1 . . .KinX
∗
nP⋆) Tr(P⋆Xn(Ki1 . . .Kin)

∗P⋆)

=
∑

i1,...,in

Tr [Ω(P⋆Ki1 . . .KinX
∗
nP⋆ ⊗ 1)Ω(P⋆Xn(Ki1 . . .Kin)

∗P⋆ ⊗ 1)] ,

= Tr
[
Ω(Φ̃n ⊗ id)(X∗

nP⋆ ⊗ 1)Ω(P⋆Xn ⊗ 1)
]
.

Here, Φ̃n : Md(C) → Md(C) is the CP map defined as follows:

Φ̃n(X) = P⋆Φn(X)P⋆ = P⋆

 ∑
i1,...,in

(Ki1 . . .Kin)X(Ki1 . . .Kin)
∗

P⋆.

To deal with the second term in (SIII A) we further define a completely depolarizing map Φ∞ : Md(C) → Md(C)
through the relation Φ∞(X) = Tr(X)ρ⋆, so that Φ̃n(X) −→ Φ∞(X) as n→ ∞, since

∀X ∈ Md(C) : Φ̃n(X) = P⋆Φ
n(X)P⋆ −→ P⋆(TrX)ρ⋆P⋆ = (TrX)ρ⋆ as n→ ∞.

Then, once again using the relations (SIII A),(SIIIA),(SIII A), it can be shown that

Tr(ρ⋆P⋆XnX
∗
nP⋆) = Tr (Ω(Φ∞ ⊗ id)(X∗

nP⋆ ⊗ I)Ω(P⋆Xn ⊗ I)) .

Thus, we can express Eq. (SIIIA) as follows:∣∣∣∣Tr(ρ⋆P⋆XnX
∗
nP⋆)

∣∣∣∣ = ∣∣∣∣Tr [Ω((Φ̃n − Φ∞)⊗ id)(X∗
nP⋆ ⊗ I)Ω(P⋆Xn ⊗ I)

] ∣∣∣∣
≤ ∥Ω∥∞∥(Φ̃n − Φ∞)⊗ id∥1 Tr(P⋆XnX

∗
nP⋆).
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Note that, ∥(Φ̃n − Φ∞) ⊗ id∥1 → 0 as n → ∞ since Φ̃n 7→ Φ∞ in this limit, which contradicts Eq. (SIII A). This
concludes the proof of (1) =⇒ (3).

(3) =⇒ (2): Assume that P⋆Kn(Φ) = P⋆Md(C) for some n ∈ N. Hence, ∀ |ψ⟩,

P⋆Φ
n (|ψ⟩⟨ψ|)P⋆ =

∑
i1,...,in

P⋆Ki1 . . .Kin |ψ⟩⟨ψ| (Ki1 . . .Kin)
∗P⋆.

This implies that

suppP⋆Φ
n (|ψ⟩⟨ψ|)P⋆ = span{P⋆Ki1 . . .Kin |ψ⟩}

= P⋆span{Ki1 . . .Kin} |ψ⟩
= P⋆Kn(Φ) |ψ⟩ = P⋆Md(C) |ψ⟩ = S⋆.

(2) =⇒ (1): Assume that Φ admits a minimal invariant subspace S⋆ ̸= {0} and ∃N ∈ N such that for any ρ ∈ Sd(C)
and n ≥ N , suppP⋆Φn(ρ)P⋆ = S⋆. Since Φ admits a minimal invariant subspace, it must be ergodic. Assume on the
contrary that Φ is not mixing. Then, there must exist a peripheral eigenvalue different from 1. Hence,

T ∩ specΦ =
{
e

2πim
q : m = 0, 1, . . . , q − 1

}
for some q ∈ N, q ≥ 2 (see Lemma SII.3). This implies that Φq has q distinct fixed points. Let us consider two of
them, say ρ⋆, σ ≥ 0, where suppρ⋆ = S⋆. If suppP⋆σP⋆ ̸= S⋆, we can choose k large enough such that kq ≥ N and
suppP⋆Φ

kq(σ)P⋆ = suppP⋆σP⋆ ̸= S⋆, leading to a contradiction. So, we can assume that suppP⋆σP⋆ = S⋆. Now,
consider ω = ρ⋆ − εσ, which is again a fixed point of Φq. Clearly,

P⋆ωP⋆ ≥ 0 ⇐⇒ ρ⋆ ≥ εP⋆σP⋆

⇐⇒ P⋆ ≥ ερ
−1/2
⋆ σρ

−1/2
⋆

⇐⇒ ε ≤ 1∥∥∥ρ−1/2
⋆ σρ

−1/2
⋆

∥∥∥
∞

.

Let us choose ε = 1/
∥∥∥ρ−1/2

⋆ σρ
−1/2
⋆

∥∥∥
∞

and 0 ̸= |v⟩ ∈ S⋆ such that ρ−1/2
⋆ σρ

−1/2
⋆ |v⟩ = |v⟩ /ε. Then,

εP⋆σρ
−1/2
⋆ |v⟩ = ρ

1/2
⋆ |v⟩ = ρ⋆ρ

−1/2
⋆ |v⟩ =⇒ (ρ⋆ − εP⋆σP⋆)ρ

−1/2
⋆ |v⟩ = 0.

This means that P⋆ωP⋆ = ρ⋆ − εP⋆σP⋆ has a kernel in S⋆, so suppP⋆ωP⋆ ̸= S⋆. Since ω is fixed by Φq, its positive
and negative parts ω± ≥ 0 are also fixed by Φq. Finally, by choosing k large enough such that kq ≥ N , we get
suppP⋆Φ

kq(ω±)P⋆ = suppP⋆ω±P⋆ ⊆ suppP⋆ωP⋆ ̸= S⋆, which contradicts our original assumption. Hence, Φ must be
mixing, and the proof is complete.

It is easy to see that if the quantum channel is primitive, the equivalences obtained in Theorem SIII.3 reduce to
those given in [21, Proposition 3], which we restate below.

Corollary SIII.5. For a quantum channel Φ : Md(C) → Md(C), the following are equivalent.

1. Φ is primitive.

2. ∃N ∈ N such that ∀ρ ∈ Sd(C) and n ≥ N , Φn(ρ) is of full rank.

3. ∃N ∈ N such that for n ≥ N , Kn(Φ) = Md(C), where Kn(Φ) := span {Ki1 . . .Kin}. Here, {Ki}i denotes a set
of Kraus operators of Φ.

B. Connection with the quantum Wielandt index

Consider a primitive channel Φ : Md(C) → Md(C). Then, Corollary SIII.5 informs us that ∃N ∈ N such that Φn is
strictly positive for n ≥ N . This leads naturally to the definition of the Wielandt index [21–24] of Φ:

w(Φ) := min{n ∈ N : Φn is strictly positive}.
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Note that if a channel Φ : Md(C) → Md(C) is strictly positive, then Tr[Φ(ρ)Φ(σ)] > 0 for all ρ, σ ∈ Sd(C). Thus, Φ
is also scrambling. Hence for a primitive channel Φ, it holds that

q(Φ) ≤ c(Φ) ≤ w(Φ).

In this section, we obtain a converse bound c(Φ) ≤ w(Φ) ≤ (d− 1)c(Φ) for primitive channels Φ : Md(C) → Md(C)
that are also unital, thus establishing a close link between the scrambling times and Wielandt indices for such channels.
We do this by relating the notions of scrambling and strictly positivity. We show that for unital channels that are
scrambling, there is a linear universal bound (depending only on the system dimension) for the channel iterations to
become strictly positive. In order to prove this result, we first need some new definitions.

Two projections P,Q ∈ Md(C) are said to be (Murray-von Neumann) equivalent (denoted P ∼ Q) if there is an
operator V ∈ Md(C) such that P = V V ∗ and Q = V ∗V . Hence, P ∼ Q if and only if TrP = TrQ. Further, we say
that a projection P ∈ Md(C) is non-trivial if P ̸∈ {0,1}. Let P⊥ := I − P . The following definition is from [22] (see
also [33]).

Definition SIII.6. A quantum channel Φ : Md(C) → Md(C) is said to be fully irreducible[20] if there does not exist
any pair of non-trivial, equivalent projections, P ∼ Q, such that Φ(P ) ≤ λQ, for some λ > 0.

Proposition SIII.7. If a unital channel Φ : Md(C) → Md(C) is scrambling, then it is fully irreducible.

Proof. We prove that if Φ is not fully irreducible, then it cannot be scrambling. To do this, let us assume that there
exists a pair of non-trivial, equivalent projections P ∼ Q such that Φ(P ) ≤ λQ for some λ > 0. This implies that
Q⊥Φ(P )Q⊥ = 0. Let {Ki}i denote a set of Kraus operators of Φ. Then, since P is a projection (i.e. P = P ∗ and
P 2 = P ), we get

Q⊥

(∑
i

KiPK
∗
i

)
Q⊥ = 0

i.e.
∑
i

(Q⊥KiP )(Q
⊥KiP )

∗ = 0

=⇒ Q⊥KiP = 0 ∀ i
=⇒ KiP = QKiP ∀ i (S12)

Hence,

Φ(P ) =
∑
i

KiPK
∗
i =

∑
i

KiP (KiP )
∗ = Q

(∑
i

KiPK
∗
i

)
Q = QΦ(P )Q ≤ Q,

where the third equality follows from (SIII B), and the last inequality follows from the fact that P ≤ 1 and since Φ is
unital, Φ(P ) ≤ Φ(1) = 1. Thus we have established the following:

Φ(P ) ≤ λQ =⇒ Φ(P ) ≤ Q. (S13)

From (SIII B) we have TrΦ(P ) = TrP ≤ TrQ, since Φ is trace-preserving. However, by assumption, TrP = TrQ
(since P ∼ Q). Hence, by faithfulness of the trace we get Φ(P ) = Q. However, this equality implies that Φ violates
the property of scrambling, as is shown explicitly below.

Set ρ = P/TrP and σ = 1/d = P+P⊥

d . Then,

||ρ− σ||1 = || P

TrP
− P

d
− P⊥

d
||1

= α||P ||1 +
1

d
||P⊥||1,

= αTrP +
1

d
TrP⊥, (S14)
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where α := | 1
TrP − 1

d |. On the other hand, since Φ is unital and Φ(P ) = Q, we get

||Φ(ρ)− Φ(σ)||1 = ||Φ(P )
TrP

− 1
d
||1

= || Q

TrP
− Q

d
− Q⊥

d
||1

= αTrQ+
1

d
TrQ⊥

= αTrP +
1

d
TrP⊥, (S15)

where we used the fact that TrP⊥ = TrQ⊥ since TrP = TrQ. Hence, from (SIII B) and (SIII B) we have

||Φ(ρ)− Φ(σ)||1 = ||ρ− σ||1,

and hence the quantum channel Φ is not scrambling. This concludes the proof.

One might wonder whether the converse of the above proposition is true. The following example shows that this is
not the case.

Example SIII.8. Let Φ : M4(C) → M4(C) be a unital quantum channel defined as follows:

∀X ∈ M4(C) : Φ(X) = 1/2

X11 +X22 0 0 0
0 X22 +X33 0 0
0 0 X33 +X44 0
0 0 0 X44 +X11

 .
It is easy to see that Φ is fully irreducible, since it sends any projection to a positive semi-definite matrix of rank
strictly larger than the rank of the input projection. However,

Φ(|1⟩⟨1|) = 1

2
(|1⟩⟨1|+ |4⟩⟨4|) and Φ(|3⟩⟨3|) = 1

2
(|2⟩⟨2|+ |3⟩⟨3|).

Hence, Tr(Φ(|1⟩⟨1|)Φ(|3⟩⟨3|)) = 0 and it follows that Φ is not scrambling (see Theorem SI.11).

The following corollary provides the main result of the subsection.

Corollary SIII.9. Let Φ : Md(C) → Md(C) be a unital quantum channel and suppose that Φ is scrambling. Then
Φd−1 is strictly positive. Consequently, for any primitive unital channel Φ, we get c(Φ) ≤ w(Φ) ≤ (d− 1)c(Φ).

Proof. It is known that a fully irreducible unital channel is strictly rank increasing, i.e., for any singular positive
semi-definite A ∈ Md(C) : Rank(Φ(A)) > Rank(A) (see [22, Theorem 3.7]).

Now, since Φ is scrambling, the previous result shows that Φ is fully irreducible, and hence also strictly rank
increasing. Thus, starting from any rank one projection P , it requires at most d− 1 iterations of Φ to send P to an
invertible matrix. This concludes the proof.

Remark: The above corollary provides an upper bound on the number of iterations for a scrambling channel that
are needed to guarantee that it becomes strictly positive. This upper bound depends solely on the dimension d of
the underlying space. It is natural to ask whether this bound can be improved. Note that from the definition of
scrambling it follows that if Φ is scrambling, then Φ∗ ◦Φ is strictly positive. So for self-adjoint scrambling channels, it
holds that Φ2 is strictly positive. This raises the following question: Could it be true that for any scrambling channel
Φ, Φ2 is strictly positive? However, this is not true, as shown below by an explicit example of a classical channel,
defined by the column stochastic matrix, A:

A =


1/3 1/3 0 0 1/3
0 1/3 1/3 0 1/3
1/3 0 1/3 1/3 0
0 1/3 0 1/3 1/3
1/3 0 1/3 0 1/3

 .

A is clearly scrambling but A2 is not strictly positive.
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C. Linear bounds on indices for channels with extra structure

If the mixing channel Φ is unital and its operator system SΦ is such that SΦn is an algebra for all n ∈ N, we can
provide better bounds on its scrambling indices.

In order to state and prove our main result, we need the following lemma.

Lemma SIII.10. Let Φ : Md(C) → Md(C) be a unital channel, and let MΦk denote the multiplicative domain of Φk
for each k ∈ N, and let MΦ∞ =

⋂
k≥1 MΦk be the stabilized multiplicative domain as introduced in Section SIB.

1. The stabilized multiplicative domain can be described as follows

MΦ∞ = alg{A ∈ Md(C) : Φ(A) = λA; |λ| = 1}.

2. It holds that for all k ≥ 1, MΦk = [SΦk ]′.

3. If Φ is primitive, then MΦ∞ = C1, i.e., the trivial algebra with only scalars. Furthermore, the containments in
the following chain of subalgebras are proper:

MΦ ⊋ MΦ2 ⊋ · · ·MΦn ⊋ · · · ⊋ C1.

Proof. The proofs of the first statement above can be found in [36]. To prove the second assertion, recall from
Section SI B that for a unital channel Φ,

MΦ = Fix(Φ∗◦Φ) = S′
Φ,

and this relation holds for every Φk, k ∈ N.
Here we prove the last statement. If Φ is unital and primitive, then 1 is its only peripheral eigenoperator, and

hence (1) shows that MΦ∞ = C1. In fact, having MΦ∞ = C1 can be an alternative characterization of primitivity
for unital channels (see Corollary 3.5 in [36]).

To prove the containment of the subalgebras is proper we analyze the behaviour of multiplicative domain under
composition of two channels. From [36, Lemma 2.3], it holds that

MΦk = {a ∈ MΦ(k−1) |Φ(k−1)(a) ∈ MΦ} = {a ∈ MΦ|Φ(a) ∈ MΦ(k−1)}.

Hence, MΦ(k+1) ⊆ MΦk , for all k ∈ N and if x ∈ MΦk , then Φ(x) ∈ MΦ(k−1) .
Now suppose MΦk = MΦ(k−1) , for some k ≥ 2. From the above observation, we know that x ∈ MΦk =⇒ Φ(x) ∈

MΦ(k−1) = MΦk . Since MΦk ⊆ MΦ, it follows that x ∈ MΦk =⇒ x ∈ MΦ and Φ(x) ∈ MΦk =⇒ x ∈ MΦ(k+1) .
So MΦk = MΦ(k+1) . Since by primitivity we know MΦn = C1, for large n, it must be the case that MΦ(k+1) ⊂ MΦk ,
unless the latter set is just the trivial algebra.

Let us also note another lemma, which is obtained by combining Propositions SI.12 and SI.13

Lemma SIII.11. Let Φ : Md(C) → Md(C) be a channel such that SΦ is an algebra. Then,

C
(1)
0E (Φ) = 0 ⇐⇒ C

(1)
0 (Φ) = 0 ⇐⇒ [SΦ]

′ = C1.

Proof. The second equivalence is contained in Proposition SI.13. The ( =⇒ ) implication in the first equivalence is
trivial to show. Thus, it suffices to prove that [SΦ]

′ = C1 =⇒ C
(1)
0E (Φ) = 0. So, assume that [SΦ]

′ = C1 and note
that since SΦ is an algebra, the double commutant theorem shows that SΦ = [SΦ]

′′ = Md(C). The result then follows
from Proposition SI.12.

We can now state and prove our main result.

Proposition SIII.12. Let Φ : Md(C) → Md(C) be a primitive unital quantum channel such that the associated operator
systems SΦn are C∗-algebras for all n ∈ N. Then,

q(Φ) ≤ d− 2 and c(Φ) = cE(Φ) ≤ 2(d− 1).



19

Proof. Note that for any channel Φ : Md(C) → Md(C), we have an increasing chain of subspaces SΦ ⊆ SΦ2 ⊆ · · · ⊆
SΦn ⊆ · · · , which yields a decreasing chain of commutants [SΦ]

′ ⊇ [SΦ2 ]′ ⊇ · · · ⊇ [SΦn ]′ ⊇ . . .. Note that the
commutants [SΦn ]′ are unital C∗-subalgebras of Md(C) for all n ∈ N and by Lemma SIII.10, we have [SΦn ]′ = MΦn .
Since Φ is primitive, ∃n ∈ N such that [SΦn ]′ = C1. So the above chain of C∗-algebras stabilzes at some n:

[SΦ]
′ ⊇ [SΦ2 ]′ ⊇ · · · ⊇ [SΦn ]′ = C1. (S16)

Since SΦn are algebras for all n ∈ N, we can use the necessary and sufficient conditions given in Proposition SI.13
and Lemma SIII.11 for the zero-error capacities to vanish. Firstly, note that Lemma SIII.11 immediately tells us that
c(Φ) = cE(Φ). Also note that if [SΦ]

′ = Md(C), then by the double-commutant theorem, SΦ = [SΦ]
′′ = C1. It follows

that the Choi rank of Φ is 1, which means that the channel is just a unitary conjugation. Such a channel can not be
primitive, contradicting our hypothesis. Thus, we can assume that [SΦ]

′ is a proper subalgebra of Md(C).
Now, if [SΦ]

′ is trivial to begin with, then Lemma SIII.11 shows that C(1)
0 (Φ) = 0. In this case, c(Φ) = 1 ≤ 2(d−1).

Hence, we can assume that [SΦ]
′ is a proper non-trivial subalgebra of Md(C). From Lemma SIII.10, we know that

each containment in Eq. (SIII C) is proper. It is known that such a chain of decreasing unital C∗-subalgebras can
have length at most 2(d− 1) [52, Lemma 5 and Theorem 3.6]. Thus c(Φ) ≤ 2(d− 1).

For the other bound, note that if [SΦ]
′ is abelian to begin with, then Q

(1)
0 (Φ) = 0 and q(Φ) = 1 ≤ (d − 2) (for

d ≥ 2), see Proposition SI.13. So, we can assume that [SΦ]
′ is non-abelian. Now, in order to descend down the chain

of commutants in Eq. (SIII C) all the way to C1, in the worst case, there are d-many steps required from the full
diagonal algebra to stabilize to the trivial algebra. Hence, it requires at most 2(d− 1)− d = (d− 2) steps to go from
a non-abelian to an abelian algebra, proving that q(Φ) ≤ d− 2.

We now provide an example of a channel for which the operator system fulfils the requirements of the above
proposition.

Example SIII.13. We construct a primitive unital channel Φ : M3(C) → M3(C) for which SΦ, SΦ2 , and SΦ3 are all
algebras, q(Φ) = 1, and c(Φ) = cE(Φ) = 3. This is the example given after Theorem 3.9 in [52], giving the maximum
length of the chain in Eq. (SIII C) when the starting algebra is a maximal abelian subalgebra (MASA).

The channel is defined by its Kraus operators {Ki}3i=1 ⊆ M3(C), which are given below:

K1 =
1√
2

0 0 1
0 0 1
0 0 0

 ,K2 =
1√
2

 1 0 0
−1 0 0
0 0 0

 ,K3 =

0 0 0
0 0 0
0 1 0

 .
One can check that SΦ =

{a 0 0
0 b 0
0 0 c

 | a, b, c ∈ C

}
. This is the full diagonal algebra. It is not hard to see that

SΦ2 =

{a 0 b
0 c 0
d 0 e

 | a, b, c, d, e ∈ C

}
≃ M2(C) ⊕ M1(C), where M1(C) is just the scalar algebra. Hence SΦ2 is also an

algebra. And finally, SΦ3 = M3(C). Thus, we obtain the chain

SΦ ⊂ SΦ2 ⊂ SΦ3 = M3(C).

Since SΦ3 = M3(C), it follows that [SΦ3 ]′ = MΦ3 = C1 and hence Φ is primitive (see [36, Corollary 3.5]). Furthermore,
since [SΦ2 ]′ ≃ C12 ⊕ M1(C) is not trivial, it is clear from Lemma SIII.11 that c(Φ) = cE(Φ) = 3. Finally, since SΦ is
the full diagonal algebra, [SΦ]

′ = SΦ is also abelian and Proposition SI.13 shows that q(Φ) = 1.

The example given above is a special case (d = 3) for a more general construction given in [52, Theorem 3.9], where
the decreasing chain of multiplicative domains have been created to provide the multiplicative index of the channel
to be d. We think in the general case, the operator systems are also algebras and one can get c(Φ) = d, but we leave
it as a future avenue to explore.

D. Diagonal unitary covariant channels

In this section, we study the scrambling times and Wielandt indices of a special class of quantum channels that are
covariant under the action of the diagonal unitary group. These channels were introduced and extensively studied
in [53]. Here, we only recall some basic results. Note that we call A ∈ Md(C) column stochastic if it is entrywise
non-negative and for all i,

∑
j Aji = 1. Furthermore, DUd denotes the set of all diagonal unitary matrices in Md(C).
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Theorem SIII.14. For a channel Φ : Md(C) → Md(C), the following are equivalent:

• ∀X ∈ Md(C),∀U ∈ DUd : Φ(UXU∗) = UΦ(X)U∗.

• ∃A,B ∈ Md(C) with A column stochastic and B positive semi-definite such that

∀X ∈ Md(C) : Φ(X) =
∑
i,j

AijXjj |i⟩⟨i|+
∑
i ̸=j

BijXij |i⟩⟨j| =: ΦA,B(X).

A channel Φ = ΦA,B as above is called conjugate diagonal unitary covariant (CDUC).

Theorem SIII.15. For a channel Φ : Md(C) → Md(C), the following are equivalent:

• ∀X ∈ Md(C),∀U ∈ DUd : Φ(UXU∗) = U∗Φ(X)U .

• ∃A,C ∈ Md(C) with A column stochastic, C = C∗, and AijAji ≥ |Cij |2 ∀i, j, such that

∀X ∈ Md(C) : Φ(X) =
∑
i,j

AijXjj |i⟩⟨i|+
∑
i ̸=j

CijXji |i⟩⟨j| =: ΦA,C(X).

A channel Φ = ΦA,C as above is called diagonal unitary covariant (DUC).

For the class of (C)DUC channels, we will show that the properties of strict positivity, scrambling, mixing, and
primitivity are all equivalent to the corresponding properties of the classical stochastic matrix A. Let us first introduce
the definitions of these properties for a stochastic matrix.

Definition SIII.16. A column stochastic matrix A ∈ Md(C) is said to be

• strictly positive if Aij > 0 ∀i, j.

• scrambling if ∀i, j, ∃k such that AkiAkj > 0.

• mixing if λ = 1 is a simple eigenvalue of A and A has no other peripheral eigenvalues.

• primitive if it is mixing and its unique invariant vector has full support.

Remark SIII.17. For a stochastic matrix, the spectral properties of mixing/primitivity can be verified by analyzing
the connectivity of the directed graph associated with the matrix [34, Section 2.3].

Note that if one uses classical channels of the form ΦA := ΦA,diagA, the quantum definitions of strict positivity,
scrambling, mixing, and primitivity that were introduced in the previous sections all reduce to the classical definitions
introduced above. Let us also observe that in the classical case, Theorem SII.1 and Corollary SIII.5 reduce to the
following results.

Theorem SIII.18. For a column stochastic A ∈ Md(C), the following are equivalent

• A is mixing.

• ∃k ∈ N such that Ak is scrambling.

Theorem SIII.19. For a column stochastic A ∈ Md(C), the following are equivalent

• A is primitive.

• ∃k ∈ N such that Ak is strictly positive.

We are now ready to prove some of our main results in this section.

Theorem SIII.20. The following equivalences hold for DUC and CDUC channels.

• A CDUC channel ΦA,B : Md(C) → Md(C) is strictly positive ⇐⇒ A is strictly positive.

• A DUC channel ΦA,C : Md(C) → Md(C) is strictly positive ⇐⇒ A is strictly positive.
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Proof. Clearly, if ΦA,B or ΦA,C is stricly positive, we can restrict to diagonal input states to conclude that A is also
stricly positive. Conversely, let A be strictly positive. Let us first deal with the CDUC case. It suffices to show that
ΦA,B(ψ) is invertible for all pure states ψ ∈ Sd(C). If ψ = |ψ⟩⟨ψ| = |i⟩⟨i| for some i = 0, 1, . . . , d − 1, invertibility of
ΦA,B(ψ) follows easily from strict positivity of A. Otherwise, there exist distinct k ̸= l such that ψk ̸= 0, ψl ̸= 0. Note
that ψi denotes the ith entry of the column vector |ψ⟩ ∈ Cd. In this case, for an arbitrary |φ⟩ ∈ Cd we can write

Tr
[
ΦA,B(ψ)(φ)

]
=
∑
i

(∑
n

Ain|ψn|2
)
|φi|2 +

∑
i ̸=j

Bijψiψjφiφj

=
∑
i̸=n

Ain|ψn|2|φi|2 +
∑
i

Aii|φi|2|ψi|2 +
∑
i ̸=j

Bijψiψjφiφj

=
∑
i̸=n

Ain|ψn|2|φi|2 +
〈
ψ ⊙ φ

∣∣B ∣∣ψ ⊙ φ
〉
.

Here, ⊙ denotes the entrywise product of vectors and since B is positive semi-definite, the second term above is always
non-negative. Moreover, the first term is positive for all |φ⟩ ̸∈ span{|k⟩}. For |φ⟩ = |k⟩, the first term is again positive
since ψl ̸= 0 and l ̸= k. Thus, Tr

[
ΦA,B(ψ)(φ)

]
> 0 for all |ψ⟩ , |φ⟩ ∈ Cd, which proves that ΦA,B(ψ) is invertible for

all pure ψ ∈ Sd(C).
In the DUC case, we proceed similarly. It suffices to show that ΦA,C(ψ) is invertible for all pure states ψ ∈ Sd(C),

when A is strictly positive. If |ψ⟩ = |i⟩ for some i ∈ {0, . . . , d− 1}, invertibility of ΦA,C(ψ) follows easily from strict
positivity of A. Otherwise, there exist distinct k ̸= l such that ψk ̸= 0, ψl ̸= 0. In this case, for an arbitrary |φ⟩ ∈ Cd

we can write

Tr
[
ΦA,C(ψ)φ

]
=
∑
i

(∑
n

Ain|ψn|2
)
|φi|2 +

∑
i ̸=j

Cijψiψjφiφj

=
∑
i

Aii|ψi|2|φi|2 +
∑
i ̸=j

(
Aij |φi|2|ψj |2 + Cijψiψjφiφj

)
=
∑
i

Aii|ψi|2|φi|2 +
∑
i<j

(
ψjφi ψiφj

)(
Aij Cij
Cji Aji

)(
ψjφi
ψiφj

)

Note that all the terms inside the sum above are non-negative. Moreover, the first sum is positive for all |φ⟩ with
either φk ̸= 0 or φl ̸= 0. If both φk = 0 and φl = 0 (i.e. |φ⟩ ⊥ span{|k⟩ , |l⟩}, we can choose p ̸= k, l such that φp ̸= 0.
Then, the k, p block in the second sum above is positive, since

(
0 ψkφp

)(
Akp Ckp
Cpk Apk

)(
0

ψkφp

)
= Apk|ψk|2|φp|2 > 0.

Thus, Tr
[
ΦA,C(ψ)(φ)

]
> 0 for all |ψ⟩ , |φ⟩ ∈ Cd, which proves the desired result.

Theorem SIII.21. The following equivalences hold for DUC and CDUC channels.

• A CDUC channel ΦA,B : Md(C) → Md(C) is scrambling if and only if A is scrambling.

• A DUC channel ΦA,C : Md(C) → Md(C) is scrambling if and only if A is scrambling.

Proof. In both the CDUC and the DUC case, our aim would be to appropriately decompose the function f(ψ,φ) =
Tr
[
Φ(ψ)Φ(φ)

]
(for pure states ψ,φ ∈ Sd(C)) into non-negative parts so as to obtain the desired result. Let us tackle



22

the CDUC case first. Here, we have

fA,B(ψ,φ) = Tr
[
ΦA,B(ψ)ΦA,B(φ)

]
=

d∑
i,j=1

ΦA,B(ψ)ijΦA,B(φ)ij

=
∑
i

(∑
k

Aik|ψk|2
)(∑

l

Ail|φl|2
)

+
∑
i ̸=j

|Bij |2ψiψjφiφj

=
∑
i

∑
k ̸=l

AikAil|ψk|2|φl|2 +
∑
i,k

A2
ik|ψk|2|φk|2 +

∑
i ̸=j

|Bij |2ψiψjφiφj

=
∑
k ̸=l

(A⊤A)kl|ψk|2|φl|2 +
∑
i ̸=k

A2
ik|ψk|2|φk|2 +

∑
i

A2
ii|ψi|2|φi|2 +

∑
i ̸=j

|Bij |2ψiψjφiφj

=
∑
k ̸=l

(A⊤A)kl|ψk|2|φl|2 +
∑
i ̸=k

A2
ik|ψk|2|φk|2 +

〈
ψ ⊙ φ

∣∣B ⊙B
∣∣ψ ⊙ φ

〉
Notice that since A is entrywise non-negative and B is positive semi-definite, all three terms above are non-negative.
Now, assume that ΦA,B is scrambling, so that fA,B(ψ,φ) > 0 for all pure states ψ,φ. Then, we can choose |ψ⟩ = |k⟩
and |φ⟩ = |l⟩ for k ̸= l, so that

fA,B(ψ,φ) = (A⊤A)kl > 0 =⇒ A is scrambling.

Conversely, if A is scrambling, i.e., (A⊤A)kl > 0 for all k ̸= l, then for any two orthogonal pure states ψ ⊥ φ, by
identifying indices k ̸= l such that ψk ̸= 0 and φl ̸= 0, we get

fA,B(ψ,φ) ≥ (A⊤A)kl|ψk|2|φl|2 > 0 =⇒ ΦA,B is scrambling.

Now, for a DUC channel ΦA,C , we can follow the same steps as above to obtain

fA,C(ψ,φ) = Tr
[
ΦA,C(ψ)ΦA,C(φ)

]
=

d∑
i,j=1

ΦA,C(ψ)ijΦA,C(φ)ij

=
∑
i

(∑
k

Aik|ψk|2
)(∑

l

Ail|φl|2
)

+
∑
i ̸=j

|Cij |2ψiψjφiφj

=
∑
i

∑
k ̸=l

AikAil|ψk|2|φl|2 +
∑
i,k

A2
ik|ψk|2|φk|2 +

∑
i ̸=j

|Cij |2ψiψjφiφj

=
∑
k ̸=l

(A⊤A)kl|ψk|2|φl|2 +
∑
i

A2
ii|ψi|2|φi|2 +

∑
i̸=j

A2
ij |ψj |2|φj |2 +

∑
i ̸=j

|Cij |2ψiψjφiφj

=
∑
k ̸=l

(A⊤A)kl|ψk|2|φl|2 +
∑
i

A2
ii|ψi|2|φi|2 +

∑
i<j

(
ψjφj ψiφi

)(
A2
ij |Cij |2

|Cji|2 A2
ji

)(
ψjφj
ψiφi

)
As before, since ΦA,C is a channel, the constraints on A,C force all three sums above to be non-negative. The
remaining argument is an exact replica of the one used in the CDUC case.

Theorem SIII.22. The following equivalences hold for DUC and CDUC channels.

• A CDUC channel ΦA,B : Md(C) → Md(C) is primitive if and only if A is primitive.

• A DUC channel ΦA,C : Md(C) → Md(C) is primitive if and only if A is primitive.

Proof. We only tackle the CDUC case here. Using Corollary SIII.5 and Theorems SIII.19, SIII.20, we obtain

ΦA,B is primitive ⇐⇒ ∃k ∈ N such that ΦkA,B = ΦAk,f(B) is strictly positive

⇐⇒ ∃k ∈ N such that Ak is strictly positive ⇐⇒ A is primitive.
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Note that above, f(B) = B⊙k + diag(Ak −A⊙k). This follows from the composition rule:

ΦA1,B1
◦ ΦA2,B2

= ΦA1A2,B1⊙B2+diag(A1A2−A1⊙A2).

Note that ⊙ here denotes the entrywise (or Hadamard) product of matrices.

Theorem SIII.23. The following equivalences hold for DUC and CDUC channels.

• A CDUC channel ΦA,B : Md(C) → Md(C) is mixing if and only if A is mixing.

• A DUC channel ΦA,C : Md(C) → Md(C) is mixing if and only if A is mixing.

Proof. We only tackle the CDUC case here. Using Theorems SII.1, SIII.18 and SIII.21, we obtain

ΦA,B is mixing ⇐⇒ ∃k ∈ N such that ΦkA,B = ΦAk,f(B) is scrambling

⇐⇒ ∃k ∈ N such that Ak is scrambling ⇐⇒ A is mixing.

We now shift our focus to the scrambling times and Wielandt indices of (C)DUC channels. We will borrow results
from the classical literature to provide optimal upper bounds on these indices for (C)DUC channels. Let us first define
these indices for stochastic matrices.

Definition SIII.24. For a mixing (resp. primitive) stochastic matrix A ∈ Md(C), we define

c(A) := min{n : An is scrambling} resp. w(A) := min{n : An is strictly positive}.

We call c(A) the time of A and w(A) the Wielandt index [54] of A. Optimal bounds are known for these indices,
which are stated below. The following stochastic matrix (in appropriate dimension d) serves to prove the optimality
of these bounds:

Ad :=



0 1/2 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 0 0
0 0 0 1 0 0
...

...
...

...
. . .

...
0 0 0 0 0 1
1 1/2 0 0 0 0

 (S17)

Theorem SIII.25. [55] For any primitive stochastic matrix A ∈ Md(C):

w(A) ≤ d2 − 2d+ 2.

Moreover, w(Ad) = d2 − 2d+ 2.

Theorem SIII.26. [50, 51] For any mixing stochastic matrix A ∈ Md(C):

c(A) ≤
⌈
d2 − 2d+ 2

2

⌉
.

Moreover, c(Ad) =
⌈
d2−2d+2

2

⌉
.

Clearly, from Theorems SIII.20-SIII.23 and SIII.25, SIII.26, the corollaries given below follow immediately.

Corollary SIII.27. Let A ∈ Md(C) be a mixing stochastic matrix. Then, for any CDUC channel ΦA,B : Md(C) →
Md(C) and any DUC channel ΦA,C : Md(C) → Md(C),

c(ΦA,B) = c(ΦA,C) = c(A) ≤ d2 − 2d+ 2.

Equality is achieved above for A = Ad (see Eq. (SIIID)).

Corollary SIII.28. Let A ∈ Md(C) be a primitive stochastic matrix. Then, for any CDUC channel ΦA,B : Md(C) →
Md(C) and any DUC channel ΦA,C : Md(C) → Md(C),

w(ΦA,B) = w(ΦA,C) = w(A) ≤
⌈
d2 − 2d+ 2

2

⌉
.

Equality is achieved above for A = Ad (see Eq. (SIIID)).
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E. Trade-off relation

In this short section, we connect the one-shot zero-error capacities of a channel with that of its complementary
channel. Recall that for any channel Φ : Md(C) → Md(C) with linearly independent Kraus representation

Φ(X) =

n∑
i=1

KiXK
∗
i ,

there is a complementary channel ΦC : Md(C) → Mn(C) defined by

ΦC(X) =
∑
i,j

Tr(K∗
iKjX)Ei,j ,

where {Ei,j} are the matrix units of Mn(C).
Note that if ΦC

∗
denotes the adjoint of the channel ΦC , then

Tr(K∗
iKjX) = Tr

(
Ej,iΦ

C(X)
)
= Tr

(
ΦC

∗
(E∗

i,j)X
)
,

for all X ∈ Md(C) and 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n. Thus, it follows that ΦC
∗
(Ei,j) = K∗

jKi and hence we get the operator system of
Φ as the image of ΦC

∗
, that is,

SΦ = span{K∗
iKj : 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n} = range(ΦC

∗
).

In the following proposition we provide a relation between the one-shot zero-error quantum capacity of Φ to the
one-shot zero-error classical capacity of its complementary channel ΦC .

Proposition SIII.29. Let Φ : Md(C) → Md(C) be a quantum channel and let ΦC : Md(C) → Mn(C) be its comple-
mentary channel. Then, it holds that

2C
(1)
0 (ΦC) + 2Q

(1)
0 (Φ) ≤ d+ 1.

Proof. The basic idea of the proof is the complementary relation between the error correcting subspaces of a channel
and the private subspaces of its complementary channel (see [56, 57]).

Let S ⊆ Cd be the largest subspace in which Φ can be recovered, i.e., Q(1)
0 (Φ) = log dimS. More precisely, S is

the largest subspace where Φ admits a channel R such that R ◦ Φ(ρ) = ρ, for all ρ ∈ D(S). Then, it follows that
ΦC(ρ1) = ΦC(ρ2) for all ρ1, ρ2 ∈ D(S). Indeed, from the Knill-Laflamme condition ([18]) for error correction, it holds
that

PSK
∗
iKjPS = λi,jPS ,

where PS is the projection onto S, {Ki}i are the Kraus operator of Φ, and λi,j ∈ C. Note that any ρ ∈ D(S) satisfies
ρ = PSρPS . Thus, we obtain for any ρ ∈ D(S)

ΦC(ρ) =
∑
i,j

Tr(K∗
iKjPSρPS)Ei,j =

∑
i,j

Tr(PSK
∗
iKjPSρ)Ei,j =

∑
i,j

λi,j Tr(PSρ)Ei,j .

Let A = (λi,j). Note that A is a positive semi-definite matrix. This follows from writing B = (K1PS , · · · ,KdPS) as
a row matrix, and noting that B∗B = (λi,jPS). Thus, ΦC takes the form

ΦC(ρ) = Tr(ρ)A

on D(S). Therefore, in any zero-error encoding {|ψi⟩}pi=1 of classical messages {1, 2, . . . , p} to be sent through ΦC ,
there can only be at most one code state from S, which means that p ≤ (d−dimS)+1. Optimizing over all zero-error
classical encodings gives us the required bound:

2C
(1)
0 (ΦC) + 2Q

(1)
0 (Φ) ≤ d+ 1.
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