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Various modified quantum teleportation schemes are proposed to overcome experimental con-
straints or to meet specific application requirements for quantum communication. Hence, most
schemes are developed and studied with unique methodologies, each with its inherent challenges.
Our research focuses on interconnecting these schemes appearing to be unrelated to each other,
based on the idea that the unique advantages of one scheme can compensate for the limitations
of another. In this paper, we introduce an asymptotic teleportation scheme requiring the receiver
to perform a classical selection task followed by a quantum correction. This scheme bridges stan-
dard teleportation with port-based teleportation through the transformation of joint measurements.
Specifically, we categorize and analytically investigate protocols within this scheme for qubit sys-
tems. Given that linear optics teleportation protocol without ancilla qubits is contained in the two
non-trivial groups, we provide a novel perspective on its expansion. Furthermore, we discuss the
potential application of a protocol from one of these groups as a universal programmable processor
and extend these protocols to higher-dimensional systems while maintaining the same properties and
potential, providing the analytic form of the joint measurement and its performance. These results
thereby propose new avenues for developing a quantum network in higher-dimensional systems.

INTRODUCTION

Quantum teleportation, initially proposed by Ben-
nett et al. [1] and also known as standard teleporta-
tion (ST), represents one of the most intriguing predic-
tions of quantum mechanics, allowing for the transmis-
sion of an unknown quantum state across spatially sep-
arated locations without the physical transfer of parti-
cles. This paradigm-shifting protocol exploits the non-
local properties of quantum entanglement, a phenomenon
that Albert Einstein famously critiqued as “spooky ac-
tion at a distance.” Over the past three decades, quan-
tum teleportation has not only been theoretically refined
but also experimentally demonstrated [2–4] and devel-
oped [5–7], marking significant milestones in the fields
of quantum computation and information [8–11]. Build-
ing upon these foundational achievements, quantum tele-
portation has accelerated the development of advanced
quantum technologies, including entanglement swapping
[12], quantum repeaters essential for long-distance quan-
tum communication [13, 14], quantum gate teleporta-
tion [15], quantum cryptography [16], and measurement-
based computation [17]. Such innovations underscore the
protocol’s critical role in enabling secure and efficient
quantum networks [18–20], paving the way for the re-
alization of a future quantum internet [21, 22].

However, implementation of quantum communication
encounters various challenges in the real world, leading
to the proposal of different modified teleportation proto-
cols to overcome these impediments. For example, cat-
alytic quantum teleportation was proposed to overcome
inevitable practical noise in resource states, utilizing en-
tanglement states that are not consumed or degraded

during the process [23]. Lipka-Bartosik et al. [24] proved
that this protocol could achieve teleportation fidelity
equal to that of noiseless teleportation. Moreover, based
on linear optics, the maximum probability of successfully
distinguishing Bell states is limited to 50%, significantly
reducing the efficiency of teleportation [25]. Through
the use of ancillary photons, the teleportation scheme
proposed by Knill, Laflamme, and Milburn (KLM) en-
ables asymptotically perfect state transmission[26], while
other experiment recently has demonstrated Bell-state
measurements exceeding this limit [27].

An asymptotic teleportation scheme that allows the
receiver to make selections without performing quantum
corrections has been proposed, known as port-based tele-
portation (PBT) [28]. This approach provides a universal
programmable processor in a simple and natural man-
ner. With its application potential in cryptography [29],
holography [30], quantum computing [31, 32], and PBT
contributes significantly to quantum communication. It
also sheds light on the non-local measurements of multi-
partite states and advances understanding of communica-
tion complexity [33] and quantum channels [34]. Current
research efforts are focused on modifying and optimizing
PBT [35–38], expressing it as efficient quantum circuits
[39], and analysing its performance against noise [40].

Accordingly, various quantum teleportation schemes
have been proposed and developed with the aim of sur-
mounting experimental constraints or targeting specific
applications. Such individuality and diversity prompt us
to ask the ensuing question: ‘Is it feasible to transition
between different teleportation schemes through incre-
mental adjustments of their parameters?’ Exploring this
possibility could unveil underlying connections between
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seemingly disparate teleportation mechanisms, offering a
unified perspective on quantum communication. Our in-
vestigation seeks to not only validate the theoretical feasi-
bility of such transitions but also to understand potential
enhancements to teleportation efficiency and flexibility.

In this paper, we take the first steps by starting with an
analysis on the effects of altering joint positive operator-
valued measure (POVM) elements. Given the rigorously
defined mathematical framework of the PBT protocol
and its comprehensive analysis in prior research, we delve
into studying a novel form of asymptotic teleportation in-
spired by it, which we term port-based quantum correc-
tion teleportation (PBQCT). This approach demands the
receiver to perform quantum corrections following port
selection to complete the process. Moreover, PBQCT
scheme encompasses PBT protocol when the number of
POVM elements is at its minimum, and transitions to
parallel ST protocol as the number of POVM elements
increases and reaches the maximum.

In particular, within two-dimensional system, the
PBQCT scheme is categorized into four groups with iden-
tical performance. We provide proof of this classifica-
tion and analytically examine the protocols within all
groups. Among these groups, one group’s protocol fea-
tures POVM elements that can be simply expressed in
the computational basis and possess a form amenable
to the application of stabilizer formalism. In higher di-
mensions, we identify protocols that possess properties
similar to those of the group protocol, and we analyze
these to assess their scalability and applicability across
different dimensional systems.

This paper is organized as follows. In section , we
introduce and clarify the teleportation scenario we are
considering. At the end of section , we describe ST and
PBT from the perspective of our scenario. Furthermore,
we specify our scenario and provide an asymptotically
perfect PBQCT scheme in section . In section , we an-
alyze PBQCT within a qubit system. We show that
PBQCT protocols can be categorized into four distinct
groups based on their identical performance. Further-
more, we find the analytic form of the joint measurement
and assess its performance. In section , we extend our
analysis to a qudit system. We prove that every protocol
in PBQCT scheme achieves perfect transmission in the
asymptotic limit of a large number of ports in section .
Moreover, we generalize and examine one of the group’s
protocols from a qubit system to higher dimensions in
section .

PORT-BASED QUANTUM CORRECTION
TELEPORTATION: THE SCENARIO AND

PROTOCOL

This section begins by delineating the teleportation
scenario being examined in our study. The ST and

PBT protocols serve as specific examples within this sce-
nario, and we revisit and describe these protocols from
our perspective. Lastly, we provide a brief overview of
novel deterministic and asymptotically perfect telepor-
tation scheme inspired by PBT. The details and main
results will be covered in sections and .

Teleportation Scenario

The teleportation scheme under consideration through
our study is depicted by Fig. 1. Consider Alice and
Bob, who are spatially separated from each other. Each
of them receives one part of a maximally entangled qu-
dit pair, emitted by a D-dimensional Einstein-Podolsky-
Rosen (EPR) source. The state of this qudits pair can
be represented as

∣∣∣Ψ(0,0)
〉
=

1√
D

D−1∑
j=0

|j⟩ ⊗ |j⟩. (1)

This preparation process is repeated N times. During
each iteration, Alice and Bob store each pair of qudits as
Ai and Bi, where i = 1, 2, ..., N . We refer to Ai and Bi

as the ith port of Alice and Bob’s resource systems, given
by A⃗ := {A1, A2, ..., AN} and B⃗ := {B1, B2, ..., BN}, re-
spectively. Furthermore, Alice prepares a D dimensional
qudit A0 that holds an unknown quantum state |ρ⟩.
Subsequently, Alice needs to conduct a suitable joint

POVM measurement on A0 and A⃗ to transmit the un-
known state |ρ⟩ to Bob. We consider the square-root
measurement (SRM) as a viable choice for this joint mea-
surement. The SRM has been shown to provide good,
but not optimal, performance in discriminating among a
given set of states [41, 42]. Furthermore, SRM plays a
crucial role in the modified teleportation protocol, known
as PBT, which eliminates the need for quantum correc-
tion. Details of PBT are deferred to the latter part of
this section. The elements of SRM are defined as

Σm := G− 1
2 g(m)G− 1

2 ; G :=
∑
m∈m

g(m), (2)

where g(m) denotes a signal state [43] and denote G as
signal sum operator. In Eq. (2), m represents a set of
measurement outcomes and consists of a total of |m| ele-
ments. Without loss of generality, we suppose the classi-
cal outcomes to be an integer or a list of integers.
Since the rank of G cannot be always full, the inversion

is defined on the support of G. Consequently, SRM fails
to satisfy the conditions required for a POVM, specifi-
cally that the sum of its elements should equal the iden-
tity operator. To construct a joint POVM measurement
based on SRM, a projection operator corresponding to
G’s null space is added to each signal state. This opera-
tor is scaled by the inverse of the signal set size, ensuring
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FIG. 1: The scheme for port-based quantum correction teleportation (PBQCT). Alice wishes to teleport a quantum
state, encoded in her yellow qudit, to Bob. They share N copies of maximally entangled pair of particles, shown as
green qudits, originating from an EPR source. Alice then conducts a joint POVM, inspired from PBT protocol, on her
yellow qudit and her bundles of green qudits. The measurement leads to two types of outcomes that convey classical
and quantum correction information. She gets two type of outcomes, indicating classical and quantum correction
information. Upon receiving these outcomes via classical communication, Bob selects the corresponding qudit and
applies a quantum operation to reconstruct Alice’s initial state. In the asymptotic limit of large N , the initial state
is perfectly teleported.

that the adjusted elements contribute appropriately to
the POVM construction. Through mathematical repre-
sentation, the POVM elements are characterized as

Πm = Σm +∆ ; ∆ :=
1

|m|

(
I −

∑
m∈m

Σm

)
, (3)

where the summation of all elements equals the identity
operator I, resulting in

∑
m∈m Πm = I. Significantly, the

presence of the additional term ∆ has no effect on the

entanglement fidelity, as evidenced by Tr
[
g(m)∆

]
= 0.

After the joint measurement, Alice sends her outcome

m ∈ m to Bob over a classical channel. Upon receiving
the classical message m, Bob initiates the decoding pro-
cess. He performs a decoding operation on his resource
qudits B⃗, utilizing the channel Dm, in an attempt to re-
cover the unknown state |ρ⟩ in one of his qudits. The de-
coding channel Dm generally operates through a mixture
of classical means and quantum mechanisms. In certain
teleportation protocols, however, only one approach may
be required, or the two processes may be applied sequen-
tially. The teleportation channel Λ(ρ) can be mathemat-
ically represented as

Λ(ρ) =
∑
m∈m

(
TrA0A⃗

⊗Dm
B⃗

) [(√
Πm

A0A⃗
⊗ IB⃗

) (
ρA0

⊗ΨA⃗B⃗

) (√
Πm

†
A0A⃗ ⊗ IB⃗

)]
. (4)

The resource states |Ψ⟩A⃗B⃗ utilized in the Eq. (4) are
formulated as

1√
DN

D−1∑
j1=0

...

D−1∑
jN=0

[(
N⊗

n=1

|jn⟩An

)(
N⊗

n′=1

|jn′⟩Bn′

)]
,

(5)

depicting the
∣∣Ψ(0,0)

〉⊗N
state, but with the sequences

of A⃗ and B⃗ rearranged for clarity. If the context clearly
prevents any confusion, the spaces in which states, op-
erators, and channels act may be denoted in italics with

subscripts corresponding to their symbols without fur-
ther specification. Furthermore, we define a state repre-
sented by a density operator and use the same symbol
for both the density operator and its corresponding pure
state. This notation simplifies our discussion and analy-
sis, as exemplified by the resource states Ψ := |Ψ⟩⟨Ψ| in
Eq. (4).

The efficiency of a teleportation channel, Λ, is deter-
mined by its teleportation fidelity. This fidelity is calcu-
lated by integrating over the uniform distribution dρ of
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all pure states in a d-dimensional space:

f(Λ) :=

∫
⟨ρ|Λ

(
ρ
)
|ρ⟩dρ, (6)

where the fidelity ranges from 0 to 1. Teleportation
fidelities that exceed the classical limit of 2/(D + 1)
demonstrate quantum superiority [44]. Further analysis
includes entanglement fidelity, which assesses quantum
channel noise and entanglement preservation, defined by:

F (Λ) := ⟨Ψ(0,0)|
[
(Λ⊗ 1)|Ψ(0,0)⟩⟨Ψ(0,0)|

]
|Ψ(0,0)⟩, (7)

with 1 representing the identity channel. A fundamen-
tal relationship between teleportation and entanglement
fidelity, as identified by Horodecki et al. [45], follows the
equation:

f(Λ) =
F (Λ)D + 1

D + 1
. (8)

The teleportation scenario considered in this study en-
compasses both the initially proposed ST and PBT. In
the remainder of this section, we describe how both pro-
tocols are adapted to our specific scenario. To ensure
the clarity, we adopt a consistent notation for operators
and sets associated with each protocol, using roman sub-
scripts. For example, the outcome set for the ST proto-
col is denoted as mST, and a POVM element for the PBT
protocol is represented as Πm

PBT.
Standard Teleportation— As first proposed by Ben-

nett et al. in 1993 [1], ST protocol transmit an unknown
quantum state through dual classical and EPR channels.
To adapt this protocol for systems in D dimensions, we
begin by introducing a generalization of the Pauli oper-
ators, known as the Weyl-Heisenberg operators. Theses
operators W p,q are defined as

W (p,q) := P pQq ; p, q = 0, 1, 2, ..., D − 1 , (9)

where the shift operator P and the clock operator Q are
given respectively by

P :=

D−1∑
j=0

|j⟩⟨j ⊕ 1|, (10)

and

Q :=

D−1∑
j=0

e
2πi
D j |j⟩⟨j|. (11)

Remarkably, while the Weyl-Heisenberg operators pre-
serve the unitarity and tracelessness as Pauli operators
do, Hermiticity is not maintained in dimensions higher
than two.

The ST protocol consumes a single pair of EPR qudits
(N = 1), utilizing generalized Bell measurement as joint

POVM measurement. The measurement elements are
expressed as

Π
(p,q)
ST := Ψ(p,q), (12)

corresponding to generalized Bell states, defined as∣∣∣Ψ(p,q)
〉

=

D−1∑
j=0

e
2πi
N jp|j⟩ ⊗ |j ⊕ q⟩

=
(
W (p,q) ⊗ I

) ∣∣∣Ψ(0,0)
〉
. (13)

The set of outcomes, mST, is defined as

mST := {(p, q) : p, q = 0, 1, 2, ..., D − 1}, (14)

Notably, the signal sum operator G in Eq. (2) simplifies
to an identity operator, resulting the POVM elements in
Eq. (3) to be directly expressed as shown in Eq. (12).
These elements can be regarded as projection operators
onto an EPR state rotated with W (p,q) in a single qudit,
as expressed in Eq. (13). Consequently, the decoding
operation can be succinctly described as a quantum cor-
rection, denoted by

Dp,q
ST(X) := W (p,q)XW (p,q)†. (15)

It is essential to note that the ST protocol simplifies the
process by requiring only quantum corrections, with no
further classical actions necessary. Since ST protocol
guarantees a perfect state transfer, both entanglement
and teleportation fidelities are given as

F (ΛST) = f(ΛST) = 1,

where ΛST denotes the teleportation channel of ST.
Port-based Teleportation— Ishizaka and Hiroshima

[28] proposed a modified teleportation protocol in which
Bob is not required to perform any quantum operations.
To achieve this advantage, PBT employs N pairs of EPR
states, leveraging a more complex joint measurement
than the Bell measurement used in ST. The POVM el-
ements, Πm

PBT, are described by exploiting Eq. (3) with
signal state given as[

g
(i)
PBT

]
A0A⃗

:= TrB̄i

[
ΨB⃗A⃗

]∣∣∣∣∣
Bi→A0

=
1

DN−1
Ψ

(0,0)
A0Ai

⊗ IĀi
, (16)

where IĀi
represents the identity operator acting on the

remaining qubits Āi := A⃗\{Ai}. It is important to note

that the signal state g
(i)
PBT is obtained by partially tracing

out all qubits except the nth qubit from the resource
state, as defined in Eq. (5). The set of outcomes, mPBT,
is defined as

mPBT := {i : i = 1, 2, ..., N} . (17)
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In this protocol, Bob requires no quantum corrections;
instead, he simply selects a qubit from B⃗ based on the
measurement outcome. The classical decoding channel
Di

PBT : B⃗ → Bi is then defined by:

Di
PBT(XB⃗) := TrB̄i

[
XB⃗

]
, (18)

where TrB̄i
signifies the partial trace over the comple-

ment qubit space B̄i.
The PBT protocol can perfectly transmit an unknown

state as the number of ports N approaches infinity. How-
ever, a finite number of ports leads to information loss
and reduces teleportation fidelity. Studziński et al. [48]
determined the exact form of entanglement fidelity for
D-dimensional N -PBT. Specifically, for qubit systems
(D = 2), the entanglement fidelity is given by [28, 46]

F (Λ1) =
1

2N+3

N∑
k=0

(
N − 2k − 1√

k + 1
+

N − 2k + 1√
N − k + 1

)2(
N

k

)
,

(19)
with Λ1 representing the PBT teleportation channel. In
the asymptotic limit of N → ∞, entanglement fidelity
approaches

F (Λ1) → 1− 3

4N
,

while teleportation fidelity approaches

f(Λ1) → 1− 1

2N

according to Eq. (8).

Port-based Quantum Correction Teleportation

Drawing upon the insights from the PBT protocol, we
introduce an asymptotic teleportation scheme rooted in
our scenario. To understand this scheme, we revisit the
PBT protocol, which is characterized by its requirement
for only classical corrections for port-selection without
the need for any quantum operations. This distinctive
feature of PBT stems from its signal state configura-
tion, as defined in Eq. (16). In the asymptotic limit
as N approaches infinity, the operators G and ∆, crucial
for distorting and completing the POVM measurement,
converge to the identity and zero operators, respectively.
This convergence directly transforms the joint POVM el-
ements into the signal states. Furthermore, it becomes
unnecessary to consider any qubits other than A0, An,
and Bn upon observing the outcome n. Thus, the state
of A0 and An qubits collapse to a Bell state, identical to
the resource state between An and Bn qubits, as defined
in Eq. (1). This implies that once a port is selected, state
transmission is ensured solely through a projection onto a
prepared Bell state, rendering Bob’s operation essentially
an identity operation. Building upon this foundation, we
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Linear optics Tel.
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FIG. 2: Asymptotic teleportation scheme diagram for
qubit systems with respect to the number of ports and
POVM elements. The blue shaded region depicts the
PBQCT scheme. Protocols with the minimum number
of POVM elements, including port-based teleportation
(PBT) protocol, are denoted by red dots. The upper
boundary of the domain, corresponding to the parallel
standard teleportation (ST) protocol, is indicated with
gray dots. For a single port, teleportation via linear
optics is interpreted as two distinct PBQCT protocols,
shown as yellow dots, depending on the approach to
POVM. Incrementing the number of ports extends the
protocols into PBQCT-2 and PBQCT-3 protocols, indi-
cated by open and closed blue dots, respectively.

extend the signal set used in PBT to include telepor-
tation protocols that necessitate not only port-selection
but also additional quantum corrections. We refer to this
generalized measurement approach as port-based quan-
tum correction teleportation, abbreviated as PBQCT.

Originating from PBT, our scheme inherits the char-
acteristic of achieving perfect fidelity in the asymptotic
limit which we will prove in section . Furthermore, given
that PBQCT protocols utilize the expanded signal set of
PBT, they can be systematically organized and intercon-
nected based on the number of POVM elements. Specif-
ically, for qubit systems, Fig. 2 demonstrates diagram of
asymptotic teleportation scheme transitions with changes
in the number of ports and POVM elements. The area
highlighted in blue represents the domain where PBQCT
protocols are applicable. The range begins with the
minimum number of POVM elements, where the count
matches the number of ports and includes PBT, plot-
ted by red dots. It extends to the maximum, with the
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count reaching the square of the dimension. This transi-
tion evolves into parallel ST functioning as independent
protocols across ports as detailed in section . Notably,
this transition is represented by gray dots. Therefore,
the PBQCT scheme ensures the preservation of asymp-
totic perfect fidelity, permitting a fluid transition be-
tween both protocols by gradually modifying the signal
set.

In Fig. 2, the two yellow dots signify the linear op-
tics teleportation protocol that employs a single EPR
pair. Due to constraints in present Bell-state measure-
ment techniques within linear optics, only two of the four
Bell states are identifiable. Owing to these constraints,
the teleportation protocol can be interpreted in two dif-
ferent ways, as deterministic protocols with two and three
POVM elements. Considering the two indistinguishable
Bell states as a single independent element of a POVM,
the protocol operates through a three-element POVM.
Conversely, if the space projected by these two states is
regarded as ∆ in Eq. (3), it results in a protocol utilizing
a two-element POVM. Each protocol can be extended
into PBQCT-2 and PBQCT-3 by doubling and tripling
the number of ports, respectively. These protocols are
indicated by blue open and closed dots in Fig. 2. We
detail these protocols further in Sections 3 and 4.

In our initial exploration of PBQCT, we investigate
signal sets that remain invariant under the action of any
permutation on the qubits A⃗, following the approach in
PBT. This implies that every qubit is treated uniformly,
without any particular distinction. Furthermore, we im-
pose the condition that all signal states become one of the
generalized Bell states when the identity part is traced
out. This constraint is motivated by the fact that SRM is
recognized as a highly effective measurement, approach-
ing optimality, particularly for signal sets with orthogo-
nal states. Moreover, this constraint enables the scheme
to achieve asymptotic perfect teleportation fidelity. More
detailed investigations and results are provided in sec-
tions and for two-dimensional and higher dimensional
systems, respectively.

QUBIT SYSTEMS

The correction process required by Bob after receiving
the outcomes is determined by the signal set of the SRM,
and each protocols are considered distinct. Specifically in
qubit systems, we demonstrate how PBQCTs with vary-
ing signal sets can be classified by entanglement fidelity
from the properties of the Pauli group. To begin with, we
assume that every PBQCT can have signal states solely
in the form of

g(i,s) :=
1

2N−1
Ψs

A0Ai
⊗ IĀi

, (20)

where Ψs := |Ψs⟩⟨Ψs| denotes Bell states, which are

|Ψ0⟩ :=
|0⟩ ⊗ |0⟩+ |1⟩ ⊗ |1⟩√

2
,

|Ψ1⟩ :=
|0⟩ ⊗ |1⟩+ |1⟩ ⊗ |0⟩√

2
,

|Ψ2⟩ :=
|0⟩ ⊗ |1⟩ − |1⟩ ⊗ |0⟩√

2i
,

and

|Ψ3⟩ :=
|0⟩ ⊗ |0⟩ − |1⟩ ⊗ |1⟩√

2
.

Bell states can be transformed into one another using
local Pauli operators, allowing them to be expressed as

|Ψs⟩ = (σs ⊗ σ0) |Ψ0⟩. (21)

Here, we assume that the signal set of all PBQCT pro-
tocols we consider is closed under the action of any per-
mutation on the qubits A⃗; then we can represent the
outcome sets of a PBQCT as

m := {(i, s) : i ∈ {1, 2, ..., N}, s ∈ s} , (22)

where s is a nonempty subset of Bell states’ numbers
{0, 1, 2, 3}. By applying the definition of SRM elements
(2) and POVM elements, we can obtain the SRMs’ and
POVMs’ elements of PBQCT. Furthermore, by exploit-
ing Eq. (7), we can obtain the entanglement fidelity for
the channel Λs of PBQCT with outcome set s as

F (Λs) = Tr
[
Ψ0 (Λs ⊗ 1D)Ψ0

]
=

N∑
i=1

∑
s∈s

Tr
[(

Ψ0
BiD ⊗Π

(i,s)

A0A⃗

)
·
(
g
(i,s)

BA⃗
⊗Ψ0

A0D

)]
=

1

22

N∑
i=1

∑
s∈s

Tr
[
Π

(i,s)

BA⃗
g
(i,s)

BA⃗

]
(23a)

=
1

22

N∑
i=1

∑
s∈s

Tr
[
G− 1

2 g(i,s)G− 1
2 g(i,s)

]
.(23b)

The acting space of Π is changed to the Hilbert space
HB ⊗ HA⃗ in Eq. (23a) using the twirling invariance of
Bell state, as expressed by

|Ψ0⟩ =
(
u⊗ uT

)
|Ψ0⟩, (24)

with u representing an arbitrary unitary operator. Since
all operators act within the same space, we omitted the
notation of operating space in Eq. (23b).
We move on to demonstrating characteristics of

PBQCT scheme in qubit systems. These properties re-
sult from the fact that there always exists a unitary op-
erator that can transform a signal set into another signal
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set of the same size, and it is invariant under any permu-
tation of the qubits A⃗. To find these unitary operators,
we convert the signal state by

g
(i,s)

A0A⃗
=
(
σs
A0

⊗ IA⃗
)
g
(i,0)

A0A⃗

(
σs
A0

⊗ IA⃗
)

(25a)

= u†
A0A⃗

(
uA0

σs
A0

u†
A0

⊗ IA⃗

)
·g(i,0)

A0A⃗

(
uA0

σs
A0

u†
A0

⊗ IA⃗

)
uA0A⃗

, (25b)

where u denotes an arbitrary unitary operator, and

uA0A⃗
= uA0

⊗ (uT )⊗A⃗. The Pauli operators in Eq. (25a)
are derived from the relationship involving Bell states as
shown in Eq. (21). Equation (25b) is obtained by ap-

plying uBu
†
B , which is identity, between operators and

using twirling invariance (24). By the same method used
to omit u and u† on the left and right of signal state,
respectively, we can introduce another arbitrary unitary

operator v, and express g
(i,s)

A0A⃗
as follows:

g
(i,s)

A0A⃗
= W †

A0A⃗

(
uAi

σs
Ai
u†
Ai
v†Ai

⊗ IA0Ā

)
·Gi

A0A⃗

(
vAi

uAi
σs
Ai
u†
Ai

⊗ IA0Ā

)
WA0A⃗

, (26)

where WA0A⃗
= uA0 ⊗ (uT vT )⊗A⃗.

In the context of the signal state as described in Eq.
(26), we focus on the transformation of the Pauli operator
due to u and v. We denote this transformation as T ,
defined by

T (σs) := uσsu†v†. (27)

By constraining u to be a Clifford operator and v to be
a Pauli operator in the transformation T , every one-to-
one corresponding function can be generated, with both
the domain and codomain as the set of Pauli operators
{σ0, σ1, σ2, σ3}. Note that the overall phase difference is
neglected, as the transformation is applied once and con-
jugated in Eq. (26). Finally, Eq. (26) can be rewritten
as

WA0A⃗
g
(i,s)

A0A⃗
W †

A0A⃗
=
(
σs′

A0
⊗ IA⃗

)
g
(i,0)

A0A⃗

(
σs′

A0
⊗ IA⃗

)
= g

(i,s′)

A0A⃗
, (28)

assuming T transforms the Pauli operator number s to
s′. Thus, Eq. (28) demonstrates that a unitary opera-
tor exists which transforms the signal set into another,
and this transformation is invariant under permutation
among the qubits A⃗.

The existence of unitary operators ensure that all
entanglement fidelity of measurements within a chosen
PBQCT are identical. Consider the outcomes (i, s) and
(i, s′) within this PBQCT. The entanglement fidelity for
a channel with measurement (i, s) can be equivalently

transformed to that with (i, s′), as demonstrated below:

F (Λi,s) =
1

22
Tr
[
G− 1

2 g(i,s)G− 1
2 g(i,s)

]
=

1

22
Tr
[(

WG− 1
2W †

)(
Wg(i,s)W †

)
·
(
WG− 1

2W †
)(

Wg(i,s)W †
)]

=
1

22
Tr
[
G− 1

2 g(i,s
′)G− 1

2 g(i,s
′)
]

= F (Λi,s′), (29)

where W is chosen specifically to transform g(i,s) into
g(i,s

′), thus ensuring the preservation of the signal set.
This principle applies equally across PBQCT protocols
with signal sets of the same size. For different but equally
sized sets of Bell outcomes s and s′, the entanglement
fidelity of the channel Λs over the set of Bell outcome s
can be transformed with same manner:

F (Λs) =
1

22

N∑
i=1

∑
s∈s

Tr
[
G− 1

2 g(i,s)G− 1
2 g(i,s)

]
= F (Λs′), (30)

where Λs′ signifies the channel over the set of Bell out-
come s′. This calculation mirrors the method outlined in
Eq. (29), with the primary distinction being the use of a
unitary operator specifically designed to convert the set
of Bell outcome (equivalently, the corresponding subset of
Pauli operator numbers) from s to s′. Significantly, this
transformation applies solely to signal sets of identical
size, owing to the requirement for one-to-one correspon-
dence. Therefore, we categorize PBQCT protocols ac-
cording to the size of Bell outcomes, which can be 1, 2, 3,
or 4. Protocols within the same category exhibit identi-
cal entanglement and teleportation fidelity. However, the
distinction arises from the joint measurement and quan-
tum operation required, which varies depending on the
signal set’s structure.
PBQCT protocols with a single set of signal states cor-

responding to a port include PBT. Consequently, all pro-
tocols within this category can be conceptualized as sim-
ple variations of PBT. Similarly, the protocol where the
signal set is maximized is also straightforward. In this
category, the signal sum operator G effectively becomes
an identity operator, making the POVM of the joint mea-
surement identical to the signal set. Given that the signal
set can be divided by Bell states acting on different ports,
the protocol effectively functions as multiple ST proto-
cols operating in parallel. This protocol is henceforth
referred to as parallel ST. The protocols of nontrivial in-
volve signal sets of two or three corresponding to a port,
and will be referred to as PBQCT-2 and PBQCT-3, re-
spectively. Exhibiting a characteristic shared with PBT,
these protocols demonstrate asymptotic achievement of
perfect entanglement fidelity with an infinite number of
ports.
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In the rest of this section, we investigate PBQCT-2 and
PBQCT-3, respectively. Given that both protocols have
potential applications and can be analytically expressed,
we provide the analytic form of the joint POVM mea-
surement. Furthermore, we calculate the entanglement
fidelity and demonstrate its convergence towards one.

PBQCT-2

We have established that PBQCT protocols with the
same size of the outcome set exhibit equivalent entangle-
ment fidelity. Building on this finding, we now focus on
PBQCT-2 protocol, which utilizes a signal set defined as
the set s2 of Bell outcomes, given by

s2 := {0, 3}. (31)

By exploiting Eq. (2), we can obtain the signal sum
operator G as

G =

N∑
i=1

∑
s∈s

g(i,s)

=
1

2N

N∑
i=1

[(
σ0
A0

⊗ σ0
Ai

+ σ3
A0

⊗ σ3
Ai

)
⊗ IĀi

]
=

1

2N

[
NIA0A⃗

+

N∑
i=1

σ3
A0

⊗ σ3
Ai

⊗ IĀi

]
. (32)

Given that the computational basis serves as its eigenba-
sis, we denote the eigenstates as follows:

|z0; z⃗⟩ :=
N⊗
i=0

|zi⟩, (33)

where z⃗ := {z1, z2, ..., zN}. We can obtain the eigenvalues
of each eigenstates as follows:

G|z0; z⃗⟩ =
1

2N

(
N + (−1)z0

N∑
i=1

(−1)zi

)
|z0; z⃗⟩

=
1

2N

(
N + (1− 2z0)

N∑
i=1

(1− 2zi)

)
|z0; z⃗⟩

=
c(z0; z⃗)

−2

2N−1
|z0; z⃗⟩, (34)

where c(z0; z⃗) is

c(0, z⃗) := (N −Nz⃗)
− 1

2 , (35)

and

c(1, z⃗) := N
− 1

2

z⃗ , (36)

with

Nz⃗ :=

N∑
i=1

zi. (37)

Intuitive to the above equation, the signal sum operator
G is projection operator to the null space of |0⟩ ⊗ |1⟩⊗N

and |1⟩⊗|0⟩⊗N . Furthermore, the POVM elements Π(1,s)

over outcome (1, s) is directly derived as follows:

Π(1,s) = G−1/2g(1,s)G−1/2 +∆

=
∑
z̄1

[
G−1/2

(
|Ψs⟩ ⊗ |z̄1⟩

)]
·
[(

⟨Ψs| ⊗ ⟨z̄1|
)
G−1/2

]
+∆

=
∑
z̄1

|Ψs(Nz̄1)⟩⟨Ψs(Nz̄1)| ⊗ |z̄1⟩⟨z̄1|+∆

=

N−1∑
n=0

|Ψs(n)⟩⟨Ψs(n)| ⊗ I(n) + ∆, (38)

where Nz̄1 :=
∑N

i=2 zi, and

|Ψ0(3)(n)⟩ =
1√
2

(
1√

N − n
|00⟩ ± 1√

1 + n
|11⟩

)
,(39)

which describes a state that is not normalized, where
I(n) represents the projector onto the subspace spanned
by N − 1 qubits, with the total number of qubits rang-
ing from 0 to N − 1. It should be noted that the SRM
elements for PBQCT-2 protocols, which utilize different
signal sets, are derived by applying appropriate unitary
transformations, as specified in Eqs. (27) and (28), to
the SRM elements outlined in Eq. (38).
In contrast to the PBT, which utilizes complex joint

SRM elements block diagonalized based on the total spin
quantum number, the implementation of measurements
in PBQCT-2 is significantly more straightforward and
efficient. For PBQCT-2 protocol, SRM elements are
block diagonalized solely according to the total computa-
tional number. Furthermore, the measurement elements
in PBQCT-2 can be succinctly described as Bell states
acted upon by a z-rotation operator at the qubit A0, de-
pending on the corresponding block. This simplicity of-
fers a stark contrast to the intricate measurement setup
required by the PBT protocol.
By exploiting Eq. (7), we can obtain the entanglement

fidelity for the channel Λ2 of PBQCT-2 as

F (Λ2) =
N

2
Tr
[
Π(1,0)g(1,0)

]
=

N

2N+1

N−1∑
n=0

|⟨Ψ0|Ψ0(n)⟩|2

=
N

2N+2

×
N−1∑
n=0

(
1√

N − n
+

1√
1 + n

)2(
N − 1

n

)
.(40)

The entanglement fidelity F (Λ2) is depicted using blue
open dots as a function of N , ranging from 1 to 10, in
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FIG. 3: Entanglement fidelity F for the two-dimensional PBQCT scheme, invariant under port permutations, is
plotted as a function of the number of ports N . The protocols within the scheme is categorized into four group:
PBT, PBQCT-2, PBQCT-3, and parallel ST, each distinguished by the size of the signal set utilized for SRM in joint
measurements. Red closed dots represent the fidelity of the PBT protocol, blue open dots for PBQCT-2, and blue
closed dots for PBQCT-3. The fidelity of parallel ST is not depicted as it remains constant at one regardless of N .
In (a), the entanglement fidelity F is displayed for a small number of ports, ranging from N = 1 to 10. The dashed
lines indicate the points where the fidelity of PBQCT-2 with N = 2, 3, 4, 5 aligns with PBT’s at half the number of
ports. In (b), graph is extended to a larger number of ports, ranging from N = 11 to 30. The dotted-dashed lines
demonstrate the asymptotic trend of fidelity towards 1 for each protocol, conforming to the relationship 1− 1/(aN).
The variable a varies according to the protocol: 4/3 for PBT, 4 for PBQCT-2, and 12 for PBQCT-3, illustrating each
protocol’s asymptotic efficiency.

Fig. 3a. Compared to the entanglement fidelity of PBT,
indicated by red dots, the PBQCT-2 protocol requires
half the number of ports to achieve similar fidelity. The
dashed lines in Fig. 3a show that the entanglement fi-
delity of PBQCT-2 at N = 2, 3, 4, 5 approximately coin-
cides with that of PBT at N = 4, 6, 8, 10, respectively.
Furthermore, for protocols with a large number of ports
that bring the fidelity close to 1, the relative ratio of
the number of ports required by PBQCT-2 to achieve
the same fidelity as PBT decreases. Figure 3b shows
the entanglement fidelity of PBT and PBQCT-2 for port
numbers from 11 to 30 with red closed and blue open
dots, respectively. Ishizaka et al. [28] demonstrated that
the entanglement fidelity of PBT approaches 1− 3/(4N)
as the number of ports N increases significantly. This
is illustrated in Fig. 3b as the dotted-dashed line near
red dots. We confirmed that the fidelity function for the
number of ports in PBQCT-2 has a similar tendency to
that of PBT. Compared to PBT, fidelity for PBQCT-
2 approaches 1 more quickly with a smaller number of

ports, as illustrated by the trend obtained through nu-
merical fitting:

F (Λ2) → 1− 1

4N
, (41)

depicted by the dotted-dashed line near the blue open
dots. In other words, when N is sufficiently large,
PBQCT-2 performs equivalently to PBT with three times
as many ports.
PBQCT-2 scheme is anticipated to offer a wide range of

potential applications, leveraging the SRM configuration
used within the protocol and its superior performance
compared to PBT. This scheme shares many similari-
ties with the deterministic teleportation scheme through
the KLM protocol [49], which overcomes the limitations
of linear optics. Firstly, both approaches necessitate se-
quential classical and quantum corrections following mea-
surement, albeit in different sequences. Secondly, they
share same null space, impacting entanglement fidelity.
Third, without optimization of resource states, fidelity
diminishes inversely proportional to the number of ports.
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Thus, these similarities between the two schemes provide
a novel angle to reinterpret the KLM protocol from a
fresh perspective and, conversely, open up possibilities
for implementing the PBQCT-2 scheme using linear op-
tics.

For other application, PBQCT-2 provides the prospect
of enhanced performance or error-protected teleportation
protocols that do not necessitate quantum correction by
the receiver, similar to PBT. In the PBQCT-2 scenario,
Bob can accurately receive the unknown state by either
applying the Pauli z operator to a specified port or leav-
ing it unchanged, based on the outcome communicated
by Alice. Given that the receiver corrections commute
with each other, the process can be described in the sta-
bilizer formalism. Accordingly, if the state information is
encoded to be resilient against alterations following mea-
surements, it enables the transmission of states without
necessitating any quantum corrections during the pro-
cess. Building upon PBQCT-2 and the stabilizer formal-
ism, we are presently exploring alternative PBT proto-
cols.

PBQCT-3

In a manner analogous to our examination of PBQCT-
2, we now explore PBQCT-3, characterized by a signal
set defined as set s3 of Bell outcome, given by

s3 := {0, 1, 3}. (42)

Subsequently, we derive the signal sum operator G as
follows:

G =

N∑
j=1

∑
s∈s

g(j,s)

=

N∑
j=1

(
1

2N−1
I − g(j,2)

)
=

N

2N−1
I −G1, (43)

where G1 is the signal sum operator of PBT, considering
maximally entangled states as spin singlets. Since G can

be expressed as the summation of the identity operator
and G1, it shares the same eigenstates as G1. Thus, the
eigenvalue equation of G is given as:

G∓|Ψ[N ]
∓ (s, sz;α)⟩ = λ∓

s |Ψ
[N ]
∓ (s, sz;α)⟩, (44)

where G := G− ⊕ G+, λ−
s := (3N/2 + s)/2N , and

λ+
s := (3N/2− s+ 1)/2N . Additionally, s represents the

spin angular momentum, ranging from 0(1/2) to N/2 for
even(odd) N , sz runs from −s to s, and α specifies the
additional degree of freedom. The eigenstates are repre-
sented using the orthogonal basis |s, sz;α⟩ of the N -spin
system, i.e., the basis of the irreducible representation of
SU(2)⊗N . The computational basis expression can also
be obtained using the recursive relation within the basis.
For further details, refer to the appendix in the preprint
version of [28]. By representing identity with the basis
|s, sz;α⟩, signal states can be denoted as:

g
(i,r)

A0A⃗
=

1

2N−1

(N−1)/2∑
smin

∑
sz,α

|Ψr⟩⟨Ψr|A0Ai

⊗|s, sz;α⟩⟨s, sz;α|Āi
.(45)

We can obtain the entanglement fidelity for the channel
Λ3 of PBQCT-3 as

F (Λ3) =
3N

4
Tr
[
Π(1,0)g(1,0)

]
=

3N

4
Tr
[
G− 1

2 g(1,0)G− 1
2 g(1,0)

]
=

3N

4

(N−1)/2∑
s=smin

∑
sz,α

[c+(s, sz) + c−(s, sz)]
2

=
3N

4

∑
s,sz

(2s+ 1)(n− 1)!

((n− 1)/2− s)!((n+ 1)/2 + s)!

× [c+(s, sz) + c−(s, sz)]
2
, (46)

where c+(s, sz) and c−(s, sz) are as follows:

c−(s, sz) =
(
⟨Ψ1| ⊗ ⟨s, sz;α|

)
G

− 1
2

−
(
|Ψ1⟩ ⊗ |s, sz;α⟩

)
=

1

2

(
λ−
s+

)− 1
2 |⟨s+, sz+; s++⟩−⟨s, sz; s+⟩+ + ⟨s+, sz−; s++⟩+⟨s, sz; s+⟩−|2

+
1

2

(
λ−
s−

)− 1
2 |⟨s−, sz+; s⟩−⟨s, sz; s−⟩+ + ⟨s−, sz−; s⟩+⟨s, sz; s−⟩−|2

=
(
λ−
s−

)− 1
2 s2z
s(1 + 2s)

+
(
λ−
s+

)− 1
2 (1 + s)2 − s2z
(1 + s)(1 + 2s)

, (47)
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and

c+(s, sz) =
(
⟨Ψ1| ⊗ ⟨s, sz;α|

)
G

− 1
2

+

(
|Ψ1⟩ ⊗ |s, sz;α⟩

)
=

1

2

(
λ+
s−

)− 1
2 |⟨s−, sz+; s−−⟩−⟨s, sz; s−⟩+ + ⟨s−, sz−; s−−⟩+⟨s, sz; s−⟩−|2

+
1

2

(
λ+
s+

)− 1
2 |⟨s+, sz+; s⟩−⟨s, sz; s+⟩+ + ⟨s+, sz−; s⟩+⟨s, sz; s+⟩−|2

=
(
λ+
s−

)− 1
2 s2 − s2z
s(1 + 2s)

+
(
λ+
s+

)− 1
2 s2z
(1 + s)(1 + 2s)

. (48)

Here, we introduced a shorthand notation for (nonvan-
ishing) Clebsch-Gordan coefficients,

⟨j1,m1; j⟩ :=

〈
j1,m1,

1

2
± 1

2

∣∣∣∣∣ j,m1 ±
1

2

〉
(49)

and write s± = s±1/2, s±± = s±1, and sz± = sz±1/2.
The corresponding entanglement fidelity F (Λ3), depicted
by blue closed dots, varies as a function of N from 1 to
10 as shown in Fig. 3a, and from 11 to 30 in Fig. 3b.
Figure 3a reveals that the entanglement fidelity surpasses
0.9 even with a two-port protocol. Even with a small
number of ports, the entanglement fidelity approximates
to

F (Λ3) → 1− 1/(12N), (50)

as depicted by the dotted-dashed line adjacent to the
blue closed dots. When compared to PBT, PBQCT-3
performs equivalently to PBT protocols that utilize nine
times as many ports.

QUDIT SYSTEMS

In a similar manner to qubit systems, we restrict
PBQCT in qudit systems (D > 2) to have signal states
in the form of:

g(i;x,y) :=
1

DN−1
Ψ

(x,y)
A0Ai

⊗ IĀi
, (51)

where Ψ(x,y) is defined as a generalized Bell state in Eq.
(13). Using the same assumption as in qubit systems, we
consider PBQCTs with outcome sets given by

m := {(i;x, y) : i ∈ {1, ..., N}, (x, y) ∈ p}, (52)

where p is a nonempty subset of generalized Bell states’
numbers {(x, y) : x, y ∈ {0, 1, ..., D − 1}}.

The identical entanglement fidelity of measurement
and teleportation channels in qubit systems stems from
the presence of permutation-invariant unitary operators.
These operators facilitate the transformation described in
Eq. (27). This fundamental principle ensures that, de-
spite differences in outcome sets, all protocols within the

same size of set exhibit the same fidelity. Unlike in qubit
systems, finding a transformation between signal sets of
the same size in qudit systems is not straightforward and
impossible in most cases. In Fig. 4, we present the en-
tanglement fidelity for PBQCT in three-dimensional sys-
tems, tracking its changes from N = 1 to N = 6. Each
line with markers, distinguished by its own color, repre-
sents the entanglement fidelity associated with a specific
size of the signal set p. Notably, the lines in baby blue,
brown, orange, and light pink correspond to PBQCT pro-
tocols with p sizes of 3, 4, 5, and 6, respectively. Here, we
observe a divergence in entanglement fidelity, indicating
two distinct types of behavior. This distinction high-
lights that the transformation detailed in Eq. (27), when
applied to subsets of Weyl-Heisenberg operators of the
same size, does not apply universally across systems in
higher dimensions. Additionally, the lines in Fig. 4 rep-
resenting the entanglement fidelity for different sizes or
types of the signal set p do not intersect. This consistent
ordering demonstrates that protocols with smaller sizes
of p consistently exhibit lower fidelity across the range of
port numbers, and this hierarchy remains unchanged as
the number of ports increases.
In the next subsection, we delve into two different re-

gion of PBQCT scheme. Initially, we show that every
protocol under the PBQCT scheme guarantees perfect
teleportation with an infinite number of ports. Follow-
ing that, we generalize the PBQCT-2 scheme from qubit
systems to higher-dimensional. Here, we derive the ana-
lytical expression of joint POVM elements and evaluate
entanglement fidelity, showcasing PBQCT’s adaptability
and efficiency across various dimensional settings.

Asymptotically perfect fidelity

We demonstrate that within the PBQCT scheme, per-
fect teleportation fidelity is attainable in the asymptotic
limit across all protocols. Consider m as the total out-
come set and p as the individual port outcome set for a
PBQCT encompassing N ports, where the relationship
|m| = N |p| holds as per definition (52). The signal states
are defined in Eq. (51). When the joint measurement
projects the prepared state to one of the signal states,
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FIG. 4: Entanglement fidelity F for the three-
dimensional PBQCT scheme, which remains invariant
under port permutations, is depicted as a function of the
number of ports N . Each marker represents protocols
with different sets of generalized Bell outcomes p. Un-
like qubit systems, varying fidelities are observed even
within protocols having the same size of generalized Bell
outcome sets. The baby blue, brown, orange, and light
pink lines correspond to fidelity of protocols with sizes
of p equal to 3, 4, 5, and 6, respectively. Given that the
number of ports N increases, the protocols divide into
two categories: high fidelity and low fidelity, each de-
noted by markers of distinct shapes.

Bob can perfectly receive the unknown state by select-
ing the appropriate port and applying the corresponding
Weyl-Heisenberg operator. Unfortunately, the signal set
alone does not constitute a complete POVM, requiring
additional considerations. To address this, determinis-
tic PBQCT protocols employ the signal sum operator to
establish a joint POVM. The definition of SRM, as de-
noted in Eq. (2), guarantees that the closer the signal
sum operator G is to the identity operator, the higher
the fidelity of transmission. For this reason, we begin our
discussion by examining the distance between the signal

sum operator G and the identity operator given by

∥G− αI∥2 = Tr
[
(G− αI)

(
G† − αI

)]
= Tr

[
G2
]
− 2αTr [G] + α2Tr [I]

=
|m|

DN+1

(
D2 + |m| − |m|

N

)
−2α|m|+ α2DN+1, (53)

where ∥ · ∥2 denotes the Hilbert–Schmidt norm, and α
a is proportional constant associated with the measure-
ment probability. In Eq. (53), the trace of operators is
calculated using Eqs. (13) and (51). By differentiating
Eq. (53) with respect to α, we obtain α∗ as

α∗ =
|m|

DN+1
(54)

that minimizes the distance given by

∥G− α∗I∥2 =
N

DN+1

(
D2 − |p|

)
|p|. (55)

The minimal distance shows that G exponentially ap-
proaches α∗I as the number of ports increases. Addition-
ally, the distances with individual port result set sizes as
|p| and D2 − |p| are equivalent.
We define the operator O as

O := G− α∗I,

where it becomes the zero operator in the asymptotic
limit N → ∞. By exploiting (7), we derive the entangle-
ment fidelity for the PBQCT channel Λm as

F (Λm) =
1

D2

∑
m∈m

Tr
[
(O + α∗I)−

1
2 gm

·(O + α∗I)−
1
2 gm

]
→ 1− 1

D2

∑
m∈m

Tr [gmOgm] , (56)

where we disregard traces of operators containing two or
more instances of O, given that O approaches the zero
operator in the asymptotic limit. Given that the last
term of Eq. (56) vanishes in N → ∞, we deduce that all
PBQCTs achieve asymptotically perfect entanglement fi-
delity, meaning PBQCT protocols perfectly transmit the
unknown state in infinite number of ports. Remarkably,
this conclusion holds true even for PBQCT protocols
with broken permutation symmetry in the signal set, as
the only variance lies in the value of Tr[G2], with all other
aspects remaining unchanged.

Generalized PBQCT-2

PBQCT protocols exhibiting properties akin to those
observed in the PBQCT-2, as discussed in section , are



13

D=2

D=3

D=4

D=5

5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40
0

50

100

150

Number of ports N

1/
(1
-
F
)

FIG. 5: The reformulated entanglement fidelity for
D-dimensional generalized PBQCT-2, with the size of
generalized Bell outcomes set equals to D, is shown as
1/(1 − F ) and plotted against the number of ports N .
The dotted-dashed lines indicate the asymptotic trend of
fidelity approaching 1 for each dimension D = 2, 3, 4, 5,
adhering to the relationship F → 1− (D − 1)/(4N).

also present in higher-dimensional systems. A defining
characteristic of the PBQCT-2 protocol comes from its
signal sum operator, which has eigenbasis as the compu-
tational basis. This characteristic persists in protocols
where each port encompasses either all or none of the
outcomes linked to the exponent of the shift operator, as
indicated in Eq. (10). Considering a signal set defined
in Eq. (51), we introduce an individual port outcome set
pq, as specified by

pq = {(x, y) : x ∈ {0, 1, ..., D − 1}, y ∈ q} , (57)

where q is a non empty subset of {0, 1, ..., D − 1}. The
signal sum operator G is obtained as follows:

G =

N∑
i=1

D−1∑
x=0

∑
y∈q

g(i;x,y) (58)

=
1

DN−1

N∑
i=1

∑
y∈q

D−1∑
j=0

|j⟩⟨j|A0

⊗|j ⊕ y⟩⟨j ⊕ y|Ai
⊗ IĀi

.(59)

We can obtain the eigenvalues of each eigenstates as fol-
lows:

G|z0; z⃗⟩ =
1

DN−1

N∑
i=1

∑
y∈q

D−1∑
j=0

δj,z0δj⊕y,zi |j⟩A0

⊗|j ⊕ y⟩Aj
⊗ |z̄i⟩

=
c(z0; z⃗)

−2

DN−1
|z0; z⃗⟩, (60)

where c(z0; z⃗) is

c(z0, z⃗) =

(
N∑
i=1

∑
y∈q

δz0⊕y,zi

)− 1
2

=
(
Nz0

z1 +Nz0
z̄1

)− 1
2 (61)

with

Nz0
z1 :=

∑
y∈q

δz0⊕y,z1 , (62)

and

Nz0
z̄1 :=

N∑
j=2

∑
y∈q

δz0⊕y,zj . (63)

Whenever all elements of z⃗ are not a part of z0 ⊕ y for
y ∈ q, the eigenstates |z0; z⃗⟩ has an eigenvalue of zero.
Consequently, we find that ∆ is the projection operator
into the space of these eigenstates. By exploiting Eq. (3),
we obtain the POVM elements Π(1;p,q) over first port as

Π(1;p,q) = G−1/2g(1;p,q)G−1/2 +∆

=
∑
n⃗∈N

|Ψ(p,q)(n⃗)⟩⟨Ψ(p,q)(n⃗)| ⊗ I(n⃗) + ∆,(64)

where the equation represents the generalized form of Eq.
(38) for a qudit systems, extending the results obtained
from the qubit systems. In Eq. (64), N denotes the set
of all possible sequences of integer partitions, where each
sequence has a length D and contains integers ranging
from 0 to N − 1. Formally, N is defined as

N :=
{
{n0, n1, ..., nD−1} :

D−1∑
i=0

ni = |q|(N − 1)

, ∀ni ∈ [0, N − 1]
}
,(65)

Additionally, |Ψ(p,q)(n⃗)⟩ is given by

|Ψ(p,q)(n⃗)⟩ =
1√
D

D−1∑
i=0

e
2πi
N jp

√
1 + ni

|i⟩ ⊗ |i+ q⟩

=
(
W (p,q) ⊗ I

) ∣∣∣Ψ(0,0)(n⃗)
〉
. (66)

and the projector I(n⃗) is defined over a subspace that en-
compasses (N−1)-qubit states |z2, z3, ..., zN ⟩, which rep-
resent specific combinations of states excluding qubit A0
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and A1. For each index i within the set {0, 1, ..., D − 1},
ni matches N i

z̄1 , as defined in Eq. (63). For instance,
consider the circumstance where n⃗ = 4, 1, 0 in a system
with D = 3 and N = 6, and where q = 0. In this
case, I(n⃗) projects onto a subspace formed by the states
|10000⟩, |01000⟩, |00100⟩, |00010⟩, and |00001⟩. Simi-
larly, for D = 2, the notation I(n) used in Eq. (38) is
equivalent to I(N − 1− n, n) in our current context.

In particular, for the protocol utilizing q = {0}, com-
mutative nature of receiver corrections aligns with the
properties seen in PBQCT-2. By exploiting Eq. (7), we
can obtain the entanglement fidelity for the channel Λ{0}
of generalized PBQCT-2 with port outcome set p{0} as

F
(
Λ{0}

)
= Tr

[
Ψ(0,0)

(
Λ{0} ⊗ 1

)
Ψ(0,0)

]
=

N

D

D−1∑
x=0

Tr
[
Π(1;x,0)g(1;x,0)

]
=

N

DN+1

∑
n⃗∈N

|⟨Ψ0|Ψ0(n⃗)⟩|2

=
N

DN+2

×
∑
n⃗∈N

(
D−1∑
i=0

1√
1 + ni

)2(
N − 1

n0 · · ·nD − 1

)
,(67)

where the last term of Eq. (67) denotes multinomial coef-
ficient. Figure 5 illustrates the modified parameter based
on the entanglement fidelity of the generalized PBQCT-2
protocol, covering port numbers from 1 to 40 across var-
ious dimensions. This parameter adjustment is based on
the observation that fidelity nears 1 inversely with the
increase in the number of ports, particularly when the
number of ports is large. We observe that the entangle-
ment fidelity nears 1 according to the formula:

F
(
Λ{0}

)
→ 1− D − 1

4N
, (68)

as illustrated by the dashed lines for each dimension in
Fig. 4. On the other hands, Christandl et al. [50]
demonstrate that the entanglement fidelity of determin-
istic PBT approaches F (ΛPBT) → 1 − (D2 − 1)/(4N).
It indicates that the fidelity of the generalized PBQCT-2
converges to one more swiftly than that of PBT, propor-
tional to the system’s dimensionality. This accelerated
convergence in generalized PBQCT-2 is attributed to the
utilization of an additional D− 1 measurement elements
for each port.

CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSTIONS

In this paper, we considered a scheme of asymptotic
quantum teleportation where N EPR pairs was shared,
and Alice utilized SRM measurement elements induced

by signal sets composed with maximally entangled states.
At the end of the process, Bob obtains the teleported
state by selecting one of the N ports and correcting it
by unitary operation. We referred to this scheme as
PBQCT. The features and performance of PBQCT are
influenced and depend upon the composition and size of
the signal set. Under minimal size of signal set, PBQCT
contains the PBT protocol, while increasing the size of
signal set to the maximum converts it to the parallel ST
protocol. Our analysis through PBQCTs connects the
relation between parallel ST and PBT as a function of
the size of signal set.

We showed that every PBQCT protocols provides per-
fect entanglement fidelity in the asymptotic limit for any
types and dimensions. Specially for qubit systems, we
catagorized PBQCT into four groups according to entan-
glement fidelity. Importantly, protocols within the same
group can be transformed with local unitary transforma-
tion at POVM and quantum correction operators. We
analytically evaluated the POVM elements and entangle-
ment fidelity of every PBQCT protocols. Furthermore,
we numerically investigated PBQCT for qudit systems
and found that the fidelities are enhanced as the size of
the signal set increases.

The PBQCT protocols with SRM induced by two sig-
nal states for each port, denoted as PBQCT-2, shows
potential applicability for finding experimentally feasible
teleportation schemes such that quantum correction is
unnecessary. The first proposed PBT protocol has many
difficulties in implementing it because the SRM elements
are diagonalized to the Shur basis. On the other hand,
PBQCT-2 appears to have greater implementation po-
tential in that it is block diagonalized for computational
total number and has a simple block form. Additionally,
given that the null space where teleportation fails is the
same as the KLM protocol, it is expected that it will
be possible to express it with linear optics. Due to the
necessity of Pauli correction in PBQCT-2, it cannot be
classified as a protocol possessing identical functionality
to PBT. The required quantum correction can be over-
come by applying a simple two-bit concatenated code. If
we apply a more generalized error code to PBQCT, we
expect to be able to find protocols that can be utilized
as a universal programmable processor which is also pro-
tected from various errors.

For high-dimensional applications, the generalized
PBQCT-2 protocol retains all characteristics of PBQCT
across higher dimensions. This opens new avenues for
creating universal programmable processors utilizing qu-
dit systems, offering significant advancements in quan-
tum computing. Besides to being a valuable and effective
guide in finding nonnecessary quantum correction tele-
portation, PBQCT promises to be a good map for clas-
sifying existing asymptotic quantum teleportation. Just
as ST and PBT have been linked through modification
of POVM measurements, we expect that other telepor-
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tation protocols, like KLM protocol and catalytic tele-
portation, may also be classified as one of the PBQCT
protocols if additional variations such as different form
of resource state, LOCC, and noise is allowed.
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