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Quantum catalysis, the ability to enable previously impossible transformations by using auxiliary systems
without degrading them, has emerged as a powerful tool in various resource theories. Although catalytically en-
abled state transformations have been formally characterized by the monotonic behaviour of entropic quantifiers
(e.g., the von Neumann entropy or non-equilibrium free energy), such characterizations often rely on unphysi-
cal assumptions, namely the ability of using catalysts of infinitely large dimension. This approach offers very
limited insights into the practical significance of using catalysis for quantum information processing. Here,
we address this problem across a broad class of quantum resource theories. Leveraging quantum information
tools beyond the asymptotic regime, we establish sufficient conditions for the existence of catalytic transfor-
mations with finite-size catalysts. We further unveil connections between finite-size catalysis and multi-copy
transformations. Notably, we discover a fascinating phenomenon of catalytic resonance: by carefully tailoring
the catalysts’s state, one can drastically reduce the required dimension of the catalyst, thus enabling efficient
catalytic transformations with minimal resources. Finally, we illustrate our findings with examples from the re-
source theories of entanglement and thermodynamics, as well in the context of catalytic unitary transformations.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum resources, such as entanglement [1] or coher-
ence [2], have revolutionized many areas of research, rang-
ing from metrology [3] and cryptography [4], to comput-
ing [5] and thermodynamics [6]. Efficient manipulation of
these resources is thus essential for obtaining quantum ad-
vantage with the near-term quantum devices. An intriguing
technique for optimizing such manipulations is quantum
catalysis, an approach demonstrating that the very pres-
ence of resources, rather than their expenditure, enables
new ways of utilizing quantum resources [7, 8].

First examples of quantum catalysis focused on entan-
glement manipulation [9–14], and then spread to quantum
thermodynamics [15–29], coherence theory [30–35] and
other areas of quantum theory [36–41]. Quantum catalysis
employs ancillary quantum systems, known as catalysts,
prepared in special states that do not change when used in
resource transformations. Such catalysts can be then re-
used, providing an interesting technique for improving the
performance of quantum protocols without incurring addi-
tional expenses in terms of resources. Indeed, it has been
shown that catalysis provides advantages in quantum tele-
portation [42], quantum state merging [43], cooling [23],
thermodynamic work extraction [20, 38, 42] or in the op-
eration of heat engines [44, 45].

One of the main difficulties in using catalysis for practi-
cal tasks is the fact that finding an appropriate state of the
catalyst is extremely hard. Only very recently a progress in
this direction was made in several resource theories. More
specifically, it was shown that, under the constraints of a
given resource theory, a state ρ can be transformed into
another resourceful state σ with the help of some catalyst
if and only if [33, 34, 37, 42, 43, 46]

D(ρ)−D(σ) > 0, (1)

where D(·) is an entropic quantifier specific to a given
resource theory. However, when looking carefully at the
proofs of the above relationships, it becomes clear that
the practical significance of these results is limited. This
is because the dimension of the catalyst required when
transforming ρ into σ is generally unbounded. Therefore

Eq. (1), while it specifies the fundamental limits of catal-
ysis, it does not provide any useful information on how
to practically accomplish the desired transformation. This
naturally poses a serious difficulty when applying catalysis
to realistic scenarios, let alone designing experiments.

In this work, we devise a general method for determin-
ing the sufficient dimension of the catalyst needed to ac-
complish a given transformation. Our first main result pro-
vides an operational characterization of the second-order
asymptotic transformation rates in the single-copy regime.
That is, we prove a formal connection between second-
order asymptotic transformation rates and single-copy cat-
alytic transformations with finite-size catalysts. Exploiting
this relationship leads to our second main result: A suf-
ficient condition for the existence of a finite-dimensional
catalyst enabling a transformation between two states ρ
and σ in a given resource theory. More specifically, given
a resource theory whose second-order asymptotic transfor-
mation rates are known, we show that if

D(ρ)−D(σ) >
f(ϵ)√
log d

+ o

(
1√
log d

)
(2)

holds for a certain (known) real function f(ϵ), then there
exists a catalytic state transformation with a catalyst of di-
mension d that enables the transformation ρ→ σ approxi-
mately, i.e. with an error ϵ > 0. Moreover, we also provide
the explicit construction for the state of the catalyst.

The paper is structured as follows. First, in Sec. II, we
present the resource-theoretic framework, focusing partic-
ularly on asymptotic and catalytic state transformations.
Then, in Sec. III, we present our main result by formally
relating these two types of transformations. In Sec. III B
we discuss the application of this result to resource theo-
ries of incoherent thermodynamics and pure state entan-
glement, whereas in Sec. III C we apply it to resource the-
ory constrained only to unitary transformations. Finally, in
Sec. IV, we provide an outlook for future research.

II. FRAMEWORK

In this paper we investigate transformations of finite-
dimensional quantum systems, which we denote using
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capital letters: S for the principal system of interest and C
for the catalyst. A state of a d-dimensional quantum sys-
tem is given by a density matrix ρ of size d satisfying ρ ≥ 0
and Tr (ρ) = 1. To distinguish between the principal sys-
tem and the catalyst, we will use appropriate subscripts,
e.g., the dimension of the catalyst will be denoted by dC
and the state of the system by ρS . To measure distance be-
tween two density matrices, ρ and σ, we will use the trace
distance,

δ(ρ, σ) :=
1

2
∥ρ− σ∥1 =

1

2
Tr (|ρ− σ|) . (3)

Moreover, we will make frequent use of the relative en-
tropy defined by [47]

D(ρ∥σ) := Tr (ρ (log ρ− log σ)) , (4)

and of the relative entropy variance given by [48, 49]

V (ρ∥σ) := Tr
(
ρ (log ρ− log σ)

2
)
−D(ρ∥σ)2. (5)

For classical d-dimensional probability distributions, we
will also employ the notions of Shannon entropy and the
related entropy variance:

H(p) :=−
∑
i

pi log pi, (6a)

V (p) :=
∑
i

pi(log pi +H(p))2. (6b)

For our results to be widely applicable, we employ the
framework of general quantum resource theories [50]. The
fundamental task addressed in such theories is the problem
of transforming a state ρ of a given quantum system into
another state σ, using a restricted set of free operations O,
which form a subset of all quantum channels (i.e., com-
pletely positive and trace-preserving linear maps between
density matrices). The set O usually results from the con-
straints imposed by a particular physical setup. The three
cases that we will address in this paper as illustrative ex-
amples are given by thermodynamic constraints captured
by thermal operations (TO) [51, 52], the constraints of lo-
cal operations and classical communication (LOCC) stud-
ied in the context of entanglement transformations [1], and
the constraints of closed quantum dynamics, i.e. unitar-
ity [41]. One further defines the set of free states S as the
set of all density matrices that can be prepared using only
free operations. In the three examples mentioned above,
these correspond to the thermal equilibrium state, the set
of separable states, and an empty set, respectively. The
tuple R = (S,O) constitutes a resource theory. We will

further denote ρ O−→ σ when a density matrix ρ can be
transformed into another density matrix σ using free oper-
ations.

Given a resource theory R and two density operators,
ρ and σ, we can measure the relative resourcefulness of
these states using a quantity known as the transformation
rate Rn

ϵ (ρ, σ). It is defined by

Rn
ϵ (ρ, σ) := sup

{
r
∣∣∣ inf
E∈O

δ
(
E
(
ρ⊗n

)
, σ⊗⌊nr⌋

)
≤ ϵ
}
,

(7)

and yields the maximal number of copies of the target state
that can be obtained per copy of the initial state using only

free operations, assuming that n copies of the initial state
are transformed and the transformation error ϵ is allowed.
For generic resource theories, direct computation of the
transformation rate is usually quite a difficult task, and in-
stead the asymptotic rate and the second-order correction
are studied. Namely, for large n, one can typically derive
the following asymptotic expansion:

Rn
ϵ (ρ, σ) = R(ρ, σ)− 1√

n
R′

ϵ(ρ, σ) + o

(
1√
n

)
, (8)

where R(ρ, σ) is a constant describing the asymptotic
transformation rate that is independent of the allowed
constant error ϵ, whereas R′

ϵ is a function of ϵ that de-
scribes the second order deviation from the asymptotic
rate. These can be determined for many relevant re-
source theories (e.g., for resource theory of pure bipartite
entanglement [53] and incoherent thermodynamics [54]),
and are usually expressed in terms of appropriate entropic
quantifiers.

An important class of resource theories studied in this
work are permutationally-free resource theories [8]. In
such resource theories permuting subsystems (i.e., phys-
ically swapping two subsytems) is allowed for free. To the
best of our knowledge, the resource theories considered so
far in the literature all fulfil this assumption either fully, or
for specific subsystems, such as local subsystems in the re-
source theory of LOCC. In this work we focus exclusively
on permutationally-free resource theories.

The set of transformations achievable via free operations
may be further extended by allowing for the use of a cat-
alyst [7, 8]. More precisely, we say that a transformation
from ρS to σS is a catalytic transformation if there ex-
ist a quantum system C, a finite-dimensional density ma-
trix ωC , and a free operation E ∈ O acting on the joint
system SC, such that

E(ρS ⊗ ωC) = σS ⊗ ωC . (9)

A variation of the above catalytic transformation that we
investigate in this paper is the correlated-catalytic trans-
formation [17], where the catalyst locally has to be re-
turned in the same reduced state, but may become corre-
lated with the system. More formally, we say that there ex-
ists a correlated-catalytic transformation between ρS and
σS , if for some ϵ > 0 there exist a catalyst ωC and a free
operation E such that

E(ρS ⊗ ωC) = ηSC , (10)

with the property that

ηC = ωC and δ(ηS , σS) ≤ ϵ, (11)

where ηC := TrS [ηSC ] and ηS := TrC [ηSC ]. This def-
inition means that the free operation returns the catalyst
locally undisturbed, however, it can still correlate it with
the main system.

Finally, we will now introduce some notation which will
be useful for describing our main findings. Specifically, for
R(ρ, σ) > 1 and given ϵ ∈ (0, 1), let nϵ(ρ, σ) denote the
smallest n such that

Rn
ϵ (ρ, σ) > 1. (12)
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Given the second order asymptotic expansion of Rn
ϵ as in

Eq. (8), the quantity nϵ(ρ, σ) is given by the smallest n
satisfying

√
n >

R′
ϵ(ρ, σ)

R(ρ, σ)− 1 + o(1/
√
n)
. (13)

By ignoring he higher order asymptotic terms, we can ap-
proximate nϵ(ρ, σ) by

nϵ(ρ, σ) ≈
(

R′
ϵ(ρ, σ)

R(ρ, σ)− 1

)2

. (14)

It is generally difficult to say anything certain about the
actual size of the corrections of the order o(1/

√
n) in

Eq. (13). However, the approximation given in Eq. (14)
typically works very well in practice, as we we will later
see when discussing direct numerical examples.

III. TRANSFORMATIONS WITH FINITE CATALYSTS

Catalytic transformations are closely related to multi-
copy transformations. This was first observed in Ref. [55]
in the context of pure-state LOCC transformations. Specif-
ically, let |ψ⟩S and |ϕ⟩S be two arbitrary pure bipartite en-
tangled states such that it is possible to transform n copies
of |ψ⟩S into n copies of |ϕ⟩S via LOCC, i.e.,

|ψ⟩⊗n
S

LOCC−−−−→ |ϕ⟩⊗n
S . (15)

It was observed in Ref. [55] that when the transforma-
tion above is possible, then there always exists a finite-
dimensional pure bipartite state |ω⟩C such that

|ψ⟩S ⊗ |ω⟩C
LOCC−−−−→ |ϕ⟩S ⊗ |ω⟩C . (16)

In this sense, (exact) multi-copy transformations can be re-
alized in a single-shot manner when using an appropriate
quantum state as the catalyst.

A natural question is whether Eq. (16) also implies
Eq. (15) for some n, which would mean that exact multi-
copy and catalytic transformations are equivalent in terms
of the states they can achieve. To the best of our knowl-
edge, this direction has not been studied for exact transfor-
mations. In Appendix A we explain that such an equiv-
alence is true for majorization-based resource theories,
i.e., theories in which state transformations are charac-
terized via the majorization relation [56]. Consequently,
exact multi-copy transformations (with finite n) and cat-
alytic transformations are equivalent in terms of achievable
states.

One might further wonder how does the above equiv-
alence between catalytic and multi-copy transformations
change when the multi-copy transformation is allowed to
occur with some small and finite error, in the so-called
asymptotic limit. This regime is especially interesting be-
cause very often the corresponding state transformations
can be characterized using only a single quantity, namely
the asymptotic rate appearing in Eq. (8). In fact, simi-
larly to the exact case, there exists an equivalence between
asymptotic transformations and correlated-catalytic trans-
formations. This connection has been recently investigated
in various resource theories, most notably athermality [20],

entanglement [43], coherence [34], and for unitary dynam-
ics [37, 38]. It was shown that, in these resource theories,
the necessary and sufficient conditions for the existence of
an asymptotic transformation also completely characterize
the partial order induced by the correlated-catalytic trans-
formations.

Interestingly, the proofs of the above statements allow
to make an interesting observation. Specifically, while for
asymptotic transformations the asymptotic rate becomes
the relevant quantifier only when the number of copies
n tends to infinity, the same asymptotic rate characterizes
correlated-catalytic state transformations only when the di-
mension of the catalyst diverges. In what follows we will
investigate this observation in more detail. In particular,
we will use the information provided by the second-order
analysis of transformation rates in the asymptotic regime to
estimate the dimension of the catalyst required by a given
state transformation.

Our first technical Lemma summarizes the above dis-
cussion by combining the results of Refs. [20, 34, 37, 38,
43]. Furthermore, it generalizes these results in two ways.
First, it is valid for general multi-copy transformations (i.e.
not only for the asymptotic case n → ∞); and second, it
is valid for all permutationally-free resource theories. Let
R = (S,O) be such a resource theory with transformation
rates between states ρ and σ given by Rn

ϵ (ρ, σ). Then, we
have the following.

Lemma 1. Let ρ and σ be two density operators such that
Rn

ϵ (ρ, σ) ≥ 1 for some ϵ > 0 and n ∈ N. Then, there
exists a system C in a state ωC such that

ρS ⊗ ωC
O−→ ηSC , (17a)

where ηSC satisfies the following three properties

∥ηS − σS∥1 ≤ ϵ, (18)
ηC = ωC , (19)

∥ηSC − σS ⊗ ωC∥1 ≤ 2ϵ. (20)

Moreover, the dimension ofC is at most dC = ndn−1
S , with

dS being the dimension of the system S.

The proof of the lemma is a relatively straightforward
generalization of the proofs presented in the works men-
tioned above. Hence, we postpone it to Appendix B, and
here simply discuss its significance.

Firstly, the above general formulation suggests that
finite-size corrections to the asymptotic rate, R(ρ, σ) :=
limn→∞Rn

ϵ , might allow for making conclusive state-
ments about the dimension of the catalyst required
by a given transformation. Secondly, it provides a
useful method of determining sufficient conditions for
(correlated-catalytic) state transformations in a wide range
of resource theories. Indeed, in many resource theories
finding the asymptotic rate and its second order corrections
is easier than working out the explicit single-shot charac-
terizations of state transformations. Thirdly, the state of
the catalyst enabling the transformation from Eq. (17a) can
be determined as long as an explicit transformation achiev-
ing Rn

ϵ (ρ, σ) > 1 is known (see Appendix B for details).
We now discuss our first application of Lemma 1. Let us

consider the resource theory of entanglement under LOCC
(with mixed-states). This resource theory is known to be
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very hard to characterize [57], i.e., there are no satisfactory
results which would allow to determine if a general mixed
state ρ can be transformed into σ via LOCC. In this case,
however, Lemma 1 allows one to find a sufficient condition
for ρ→ σ via correlated-catalytic LOCC in the case when
ρ and σ are arbitrary mixed states. To see this, let us ob-
serve that when the asymptotic rate R(ρ, σ) > 1 then for
any ϵ > 0 there always exists a sufficently large n such that
Rn

ϵ (ρ, σ) > 1. Consequently, when we are not interested
in the dimension of the catalyst, we can simply use the
asymptotic rate in Lemma 1. In the case of LOCC trans-
formations, the following known bound on the asymptotic
rate can be found (see Appendix C for details):

R(ρ, σ) ≥
maxx∈{A,B} S(ρx)− S(ρ)

E(σ)
, (21)

where E(σ) is a measure of entanglement defined via the
convex-roof construction [58], i.e.,

E(σ) := max
{pi,|ϕi⟩}

∑
i

piS(ϕ
i
A), (22)

subject to σ =
∑
i

pi |ϕi⟩⟨ϕi| , (23)

with |ϕi⟩ being arbitrary pure states and {pi} a dis-
crete probability distribution. Using the above along with
Lemma 1 we can conclude the following.

Corollary 2. A correlated-catalytic LOCC transforming ρ
into σ exists if

max
x∈{A,B}

S(ρx)− S(ρ) ≥ E(σ). (24)

When ρ and σ are both pure we have S(ρ) = 0 and
E(σ) = S(σB) = S(σA), and therefore Eq. (24) reads

S(ρA) ≥ S(σA), (25)

which is sufficient and necessary for pure-state correlated-
catalytic LOCC transformations [43].

Importantly, Lemma 1 formally connects arbitrary
multi-copy transformations with correlated-catalytic trans-
formations in permutationally-free resource theories. This
connection is valid not only in the asymptotic regime of
infinitely many copies, but also for multi-copy transforma-
tions with any number of copies and any transformation
error. This realization is crucial for us and will be explored
in detail in the remaining part of the paper. Notably, our
next theorem uses this realization to connect the second-
order corrections to asymptotic rates with the size of the
catalyst used in correlated-catalytic state transformations.

Let R = (S,O) be any permutationally-free resource
theory with an asymptotic rate expansion given by Eq. (8)
and ρ and σ be two density operators of dimension dS .
Then we have the following:

Theorem 3. IfR(ρ, σ) > 1, then there exists a correlated-
catalytic transformation from ρ to σ with an error ϵ and
using a catalyst of dimension dC given by

log dC = log nϵ(ρ, σ) + (nϵ(ρ, σ)− 1) log dS , (26)

where, ignoring the higher order asymptotic terms,
nϵ(ρ, σ) can be approximated by Eq. (14).

Proof. Let us observe that R(ρ, σ) > 1 implies that for
all ϵ > 0 there exists n ∈ N sufficiently large, so that we
have Rn

ϵ (ρ, σ) ≥ 1. Recall that for R(ρ, σ) > 1 and given
ϵ ∈ (0, 1) we defined nϵ(ρ, σ) precisely as the smallest
n for which Rn

ϵ (ρ, σ) > 1. Consequently, by Lemma 1,
there exists a catalyst with dimension dC given by Eq. (26)
that enables a correlated-catalytic transformation from ρ to
σ with an error ϵ.

The above theorem relies on the ability to perform a for-
mal expansion of the rate Rn

ϵ in 1/
√
n. In general, such

an expansion may not always be easy to obtain. Still, for
many relevant resource theories the explicit forms ofR and
R′

ϵ from Eq. (8) are known. This allows one to go one step
further and turn the slightly abstract formula from Eq. (26)
into a more insightful form. In the next section we will ex-
plore this observation in the context of athermality, pure-
state LOCC entanglement and unitary transformations. We
emphasize that the reasoning we will present is general and
can be adapted to any convex resource theory for which the
first and the second-order asymptotic rates can be charac-
terized.

Finally, we note that one should view Theorem 3 as a
guide for choosing the dimension of the catalyst. This
is because the lower-order terms appearing in the expres-
sion from Eq. (13) defining nϵ(ρ, σ) usually cannot be eas-
ily characterized and can thus, in principle, be significant
even for moderately large n. As we will see, in practice
the lower-order terms vanish relatively quickly for large n,
meaning that the approximation from Eq. (14) works very
well even for small catalyst dimensions.

A. Finite-size catalysis for pure-state entanglement

In this section we show how to apply Theorem 3 in
the case of the resource theory of pure state entanglement
RE = (SE ,OE) [59]. In this resource theory the set of
free operations OE is given by all LOCC transformations
between pure bipartite states represented by their Schmidt
vectors p and q. The set of free states SE corresponds to all
pure separable states which are represented by a uniform
vector of Schmidt coefficients. In this resource theory,the
first and the second order expansion terms appearing in
Eq. (8) were first found in Refs. [53, 54] for the error mea-
sured by infidelity distance. Here we will use their form
derived in Ref. [60] for the error measured by the trace
distance.

The transformation rates for this resource theory are
then given by

R(p, q) =
H(p)

H(q)
, R′

ϵ(p, q) =

√
V (p)

H(q)
fν(ϵ), (27)

where fν(ϵ) is the sesqui-normal distribution defined
by [60]:

fν(ϵ) := inf
ϵ<x<1

[√
νΦ−1(x)− Φ−1(x− ϵ)

]
, (28)

with Φ−1(x) denoting the inverse of the standard normal
cumulative distribution function, and ν is the resonance
parameter,

ν =
V (p)/H(p)

V (q)/H(q)
. (29)
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FIG. 1. Catalytic resource resonance. Left: the target pure bipartite state, represented by a Schmidt vector pfin with entangle-
ment entropy H(pfin) = 0.8, together with a set of initial states, represented by p

(k)
ini with k ∈ {1, . . . 100} (all with entanglement

entropy H(p
(k)
ini ) = 0.9), presented at the entropy landscape for 3-dimensional probability vectors. The states with Schmidt vectors

inside the region encircled by a dashed line can be transformed to pfin with no error and no use of catalysts, using local operations and
classical communication. Right: The dimension of the catalyst, dC = 3N , needed to transform p

(k)
ini to pfin using the construction from

Lemma 1 with transformation error bounded by 0.03 (blue dots). Note the correlation with the value of the reversibility parameter ν
(solid red line): for ν = 1 the resonance condition is fulfilled and only a small catalyst is needed, whereas as one gets farther from the
resonance, the dimension of the catalyst needed grows.

Note thatH(p) is the entanglement entropy measuring en-
tanglement content of a state, and V (p) can be interpreted
as a measure of fluctuations of the entanglement content of
the state.

The above results allow us to express the dimension of
the catalyst dC using Eq. (26) with nϵ that can be approxi-
mated by

nϵ(p, q) ≈
V (p)

[H(p)−H(q)]2
f2ν (ϵ). (30a)

As a consequence, we obtain the following corollary (see
Appendix D for the proof).

Corollary 4. There exists a correlated-catalytic LOCC be-
tween pure bipartite states represented by Schmidt vectors
p and q with an error ϵ that can be implemented with a
dC-dimensional catalyst if

H(p)−H(q) >

√
V (p) log dS

log dC
fν(ϵ)+o

(
1√

log dC

)
.

(31)

The above corollary outlines several aspects of catalytic
resource transformations. First, when the difference of the
asymptotic resource content (i.e. entanglement entropy)
between the initial and final states approaches zero, the
size of the catalyst diverges to infinity. Furthermore, we
see that keeping the asymptotic resource content fixed, but
scaling resource fluctuations of both states by α (so that
ν stays constant), the size of the catalyst also scales by α.
This shows that it is in general harder to transform states
with higher resource fluctuations. Finally, when ν = 1,
i.e., when the initial and final state are in resonance, the
dominant terms on the right hand sides of Eq. (31) van-
ish for ϵ → 0. As a result, for a given dimension of
the catalyst, the transformation between a pair of states
in resonance can be performed with a much smaller error.
This is reminiscent of the resource resonance phenomenon
that appears in the study of second-order corrections to the
asymptotic transformation rates in majorization-based re-
source theories [53, 61].

To get more insight into Corollary 4, let us consider an
illustrative example. Assume we have access to a set of
pure bipartite initial states represented by Schmidt vectors
{p(k)

ini } with equal entanglement entropies equal to Hini.
We know that a final state pfin with H(pfin) < Hini can
be obtained via a catalytic transformation from any of the
initial states. However, despite the fact that all initial states
have the same asymptotic resource content, for some of
them we may need a much smaller catalyst enabling the
transformation with a given error ϵ. We illustrate this in
Fig. 1 for entangled qutrits, where we show that the size
dC of the catalyst needed when the initial state is in reso-
nance with pfin is many orders of magnitudes smaller than
when it is far from resonance. This clearly indicates that
the resonance condition, studied so far within the context
of asymptotic transformations, is also relevant for single-
shot catalytic resource transformations.

B. Finite-size catalysis for incoherent quantum
thermodynamics

We now apply Theorem 3 to the resource theory of
athermality [51, 52] RA = (SA,QA). In this resource the-
ory the set of free states SA is given by all thermal (Gibbs)
states, denoted with γ, of a given (fixed) temperature. The
free operations are then so-called Gibbs-preserving opera-
tions, i.e. all quantum channels which preserve the Gibbs
state. The first and the second order expansion terms ap-
pearing in Eq. (8) were first found in Refs. [54] for the
error measured by infidelity distance, but here again we
will use their form derived in Ref. [60] for the error mea-
sured by trace distance. We will consider thermodynamic
transformation between energy incoherent states ρ and σ.
The transformation rates in this case are given by

R(ρ, σ) =
D(ρ∥γ)
D(σ∥γ)

, R′
ϵ =

√
V (ρ∥γ)
D(σ∥γ)

fν(ϵ). (32)
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where the resonance parameter ν is now given by

ν =
V (ρ∥γ)/D(ρ∥γ)
V (σ∥γ)/D(σ∥γ)

. (33)

Note that D(ρ∥γ) can be interpreted as non-equilibrium
free energy [62], and V (σ∥γ) can be seen as the free en-
ergy fluctuations [54, 63].

The above results allow us to express the dimension of
the catalyst dC using Eq. (26) with nϵ given by

nϵ(ρ, σ) ≈
V (ρ∥γ)

[D(ρ∥γ)−D(σ∥γ)]2
f2ν (ϵ). (34)

As a consequence, we obtain the following corollary (see
Appendix D for the proof),

Corollary 5. There exists a correlated-catalytic thermal
operation between incoherent states ρ and σ with an error
ϵ that can be implemented with a dC-dimensional catalyst
if

D(ρ∥γ)−D(σ∥γ) >

√
V (ρ∥γ)logdS

logdC
fν(ϵ)+o

(
1√

logdC

)
.

(35)

To get some insight into Corollary 5, let us consider ther-
modynamic transformations in the limit of infinite tem-
perature, i.e., when the thermal Gibbs state γ becomes a
maximally mixed state. Here, for given initial and final
incoherent states, ρini and ρfin, one can use majorization
theory and the construction from the proof of Lemma 1
to numerically calculate the optimal transformation error ϵ
for a correlated-catalytic transformation with a catalyst of
size NdNS with N being a natural number. Note, however,
that computational resources required for this numerical
analysis grow very rapidly with dS . We show the results
for dS = 3 in Fig. 2 and compare them to the analytic pre-
diction from Corollary 5. A very good agreement already
for small N suggests that the analytic bounds for the size
of the catalyst obtained in this paper may be useful when
explicit optimisations become impossible.

C. Finite-size catalysis for unitary transformations

As our final application of Theorem 3 we will investi-
gate unitary state transformations between density matri-
ces. More precisely, a correlated-catalytic unitary trans-
formation between ρ and σ is a map such that

U(ρS ⊗ ωC)U
† = ηSC , (36)

with ηC = ωC and δ(ηS , σS) ≤ ϵ for some unitary U and
some density matrix ωC . One can view the above class
of transformations as defining a resource theory of unitary
quantum mechanics RQM = (SQM,OQM). In this case,
using our previous notation, the set of free states SQM is
empty (every state is resourceful) and OQM is the set of all
unitary operations.

In contrast to the resource theories of entanglement and
athermality, the asymptotic transformation rates for RQM
are not known. Therefore, we cannot directly apply The-
orem 3 in this case. The trick is to use a catalyst com-
posed of two parts, i.e., C = C1C2, prepared in a state

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70

10−4

10−3

10−2

N

ϵ

FIG. 2. Error dependence on the size of the catalyst. Trans-
formation error ϵ in the correlated-catalytic transformations, with
catalysts of size dC = 3N , between energy-incoherent states
ρini = diag[(84, 10, 6)/100] and ρfin = diag[(79, 19, 2)/100],
for free operations given by thermal operations in the limit of
infinite temperature. The blue circles correspond to the actual
transformation error, whereas the red solid line is the analytic
prediction based on the second-order asymptotics as captured by
Theorem 3.

ωC = ωC1 ⊗ πC2 , where ωC1 is arbitrary and πC2 is a
maximally mixed state of dimension dC2 = dSdC1 [64].
The unitary U acting on SC is then chosen to be a con-
trolled unitary

U =

dC2∑
i=1

Ui ⊗ |i⟩⟨i|C2
. (37)

The above transformation leaves the marginal state of the
catalyst C2 invariant, i.e. it satisfies

TrSC1

[
U(ρS ⊗ ωC)U

†] = ωC2
, (38)

and on the system SC1 it induces the mixed-unitary trans-
formation

ENO(ρS ⊗ ωC1) :=
1

dC2

∑
i

Ui(ρS ⊗ ωC1
)U†

i . (39)

Importantly, the class of channels ENO obtained by vary-
ing {Ui} is equivalent (in terms of state transformations)
to Gibbs-preserving operations with infinite temperature,
also known as noisy operations [65].

The above means that our results from Sec. III B, and
especially Corollary 5 can be used to determine suffi-
cient conditions for state transformations with a finite-
dimensional catalyst C2 The total size of the required cat-
alyst is in this case dC = dC1

(1 + dS). As a consequence,
we arrive at the following corollary.

Corollary 6. There exists a correlated-catalytic unitary
transformation between density operators ρ and σ with an
error ϵ that can be implemented with a dC = dC1

(1+dS)-
dimensional catalyst if

H(ρ)−H(σ) >

√
V (ρ) log dS
log dC1

fν(ϵ) + o

(
1√

log dC1

)
.

(40)

In the above we simplified notation by definingH(ρ) :=
D(ρ∥π) and V (ρ) := V (ρ∥π) with π = 1/dS being the
maximally-mixed state.
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IV. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

In this work we raised the question of characterizing
state transformations in resource theories with catalysts of
finite size. We established that for a wide range of resource
theories (those that are invariant under permutations), the
multi-copy transformation rate leads to a condition guaran-
teeing the existence of a correlated catalytic transformation
with a finite catalyst (Theorem 3). We further explored
applications of this finding in the context of the resource
theory of local operations and classical communication
(LOCC) with mixed states. Moreover, for those resource
theories where the asymptotic expansion of the transfor-
mation rate from Eq. (7) is known (like athermality and
pure-state entanglement), we established sufficient condi-
tions for the existence of correlated-catalytic state trans-
formations with finite-size catalysts. These conditions link
the catalyst’s size to specific information-theoretic quan-
tities characterizing the transformation itself (Corollaries
1 and 2). Additionally, we observed an analog of the re-
source resonance phenomenon in the context of catalytic
transformations. More precisely, we found that by appro-
priately choosing the catalyst state, it becomes possible to
substantially decrease the catalyst’s necessary size for spe-

cific state transformations.
An interesting future direction is to verify if our criteria

for catalytic transformations, currently expressed as suffi-
cient conditions, are also necessary. This is plausible, be-
cause these same information-theoretic quantities dictate
optimal rates for asymptotic transformations in many re-
source theories. Due to the close connection between cat-
alytic and asymptotic transformations, we expect similar
optimality principles to apply to the size of the catalyst.
Finally, we believe that the powerful tools used for ana-
lyzing asymptotic transformation rates, like the theory of
small and large deviations, can be highly valuable for un-
derstanding catalytic transformations in resource theories.
We expect that multi-copy phenomena can have their coun-
terparts in catalyst-assisted settings. Finding these ana-
logues is an interesting avenue for future research.
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Appendix A: Equivalence between exact multi-copy and catalytic transformations

In order to focus our attention let us consider the resource theory of pure-state entanglement. The extension to general
majorization-based resource theories (e.g. athermality) will follow immediately.

Let us begin by observing that for a pair of states |ψ⟩S and |ϕ⟩S a strictly catalytic transformation of the form from
Eq. (16) exists if and only if [10, 66]

Hα(ψS) ≥ Hα(ϕS) (A1)

holds for all α ∈ R. On the other hand, as shown in Ref. [67] Eq. (A1) directly implies that there exists a large enough
n ∈ N such that

|ψ⟩⊗n
S

LOCC−−−−→ |ϕ⟩⊗n
S . (A2)

This proves that the existence of a strictly catalytic transformation between two states |ψ⟩S and |ϕ⟩S implies the existence
of an (exact) multi-copy transformation between these two states. While the result proved in Ref. [67] concerns only
pure-state LOCC, the proof can be straightforwardly generalized to arbitrary state transformations which are governed by
majorization (or d-majorization), see e.g. Lemma 7 in Ref. [19].

Appendix B: Proof of Lemma 1

Let R = (S,O) be any permutationally-free resource theory. By the definition of the transformation rate Rn
ϵ , the

condition Rn
ϵ (ρ, σ) > 1 implies that there exists a free operation Λ̃ ∈ O such that Λ̃[ρ⊗n] = χm with ∥σ⊗m − χm∥1 ≤ ϵ

and m > n. Let Λ ∈ O denote another free operation acting as Λ[X] := Trn+1:m Λ̃[X], where Tra:b denotes partial trace
over the copies labelled by i such that a ≤ i ≤ b. As a consequence, the resulting map Λ acts as

Λ[ρ⊗n] = χn, (B1)

where ∥σ⊗n − χn∥1 ≤ ϵ. To prove the lemma we choose the catalyst C to be composed of two subsystems, C = C1C2.
Consider a family of density operators {ωn

C} on C defined as

ωn
C :=

1

n

n∑
i=1

(ρ⊗(i−1) ⊗ χn−i)C1 ⊗ |i⟩⟨i|C2
, (B2)

where we labelled χn−i := Tr1:i[χ
n] with Tr1:i[·]. The dimension of C is given by dC := dim(C) = dim(C1) dim(C2),

where dim(C1) = dn−1 and dim(C2) = n− 1. Consequently we have log dC = (n− 1) log d+ log(n− 1).
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The initial state of the composite system is given by ρS ⊗ωn
C . Let us now specify the free operation on the joint system

SC. We start by applying the conditional operation

E =

n∑
i=1

E
(i)
SC1

⊗ |i⟩⟨i|C2
, (B3)

where E
(i)
SC1

= id⊗n for 1 ≤ i < n and E
(n)
SC1

= Λ. The resulting state on SC reads

σ
(1)
SC = E [ρS ⊗ ωn

C ] =
1

n

(
ρS ⊗ χn−1

C1
⊗ |1⟩⟨1|C2

+ . . .+ Λ[ρ⊗n
SC1

]⊗ |n⟩⟨n|C2

)
. (B4)

Next we apply a recovery operation F which is a cyclic permutation on SC1 with a relabelling of C2, given by:

F
[
|i1⟩S ⊗ (|i2⟩ ⊗ . . .⊗ |in⟩)C1

⊗ |i⟩C2

]
= |in⟩S ⊗ (|i1⟩ ⊗ . . .⊗ |in−1⟩)C1

⊗ |i+ 1⟩C2
, (B5)

with |n+ 1⟩C2
≡ |1⟩C2

. Applying F to the intermediate state σ(1)
SC leads to a state σ(2)

SC of the form

σ
(2)
SC := F[σ

(1)
SC ] =

1

n

(
χn
SC1

⊗ |1⟩⟨1|C2
+

n∑
i=2

Pi(ρ
⊗i−1 ⊗ χn−i)SC1 ⊗ |i⟩⟨i|C2

)
, (B6)

where Pk is a quantum channel that implements the following permutation of subsystems

Pk

(
|i1⟩⟨i1|S ⊗ (|i2⟩⟨i2| ⊗ . . .⊗ |ik⟩⟨ik| ⊗ . . .⊗ |in⟩⟨in|)C1

)
= |ik⟩⟨ik|S ⊗ (|i2⟩⟨i2| ⊗ . . .⊗ |i1⟩⟨i1| ⊗ . . .⊗ |in⟩⟨in|)C1

.

(B7)

Notice further that

TrC σ
(2)
SC =

1

n

n∑
i=1

Tr/i(χ
n). (B8)

Using the triangle inequality and the fact that the trace distance is contractive under CPTP maps, it follows that∥∥∥TrC σ(2)
SC − σ

∥∥∥
1
≤ ϵ. (B9)

Denoting with Tr/i(·) the partial trace over systems {1, . . . , i − 1, i + 1, . . . , n} and using the fact that the composition
TrS ◦Pi(·) = Tri(·) and TrC ◦Pi(·) = Tr/i(·) we find that

TrS [σ
(3)
SC ] = ωC . (B10)

This concludes the proof of the lemma.

Appendix C: Lower bound on the transformation rate in the resource theory of mixed-state LOCC

In this Appendix we prove Corollary 2 from the main text. Our goal is to find an achievable lower bound on the
(asympotic) transformation rate R∞ in the resource theory of LOCC entanglement. For that consider two mixed states ρ
and σ and the following transformation

ρ⊗n LOCC−−−→ ϕ⊗s
+

LOCC−−−→ σ⊗m. (C1)

The first LOCC process is usually referred to as entanglement distillation while the second one is known as entanglement
formation. The ratio ED(ρ) = s/n, in the limit of large n and under an arbitrarily small transformation error, is known
as distillable entanglement. On the other hand, under similar conditions, EC(σ) = s/m is known as entanglement cost.
By combining these two processes we can obtain an achievable lower bound on the asymptotic transformation rate. The
transformation rate of such a transformation is given by

R∞(ρ, σ) = lim
n→∞

m

n
=
ED(ρ)

EC(σ)
. (C2)

Now we can observe that ED(ρ) can be lower bounded using the hashing bound [68], i.e.

ED(ρ) ≥ max {S(ρB)− S(ρ), S(ρA)− S(ρ)} . (C3)
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For the entanglement cost EC(σ) we will use an upper bound that uses entanglement of formation ≤ EF (σ) [69], i.e

EC(σ) ≤ EF (σ) := min
{pi,|ϕi⟩⟨ϕi|}

∑
i

piS(ϕ
i
A), (C4)

where ϕiA := TrB |ϕi⟩⟨ϕi| and the optimization is over all realizations of the density matrix σ, i.e. all ensembles of pure
states {pi, |ϕi⟩}i such that

∑
i pi |ϕi⟩⟨ϕi| = σ.

Consequently, we obtain the following lower bound on the asymptotic rate

R∞(ρ, σ) ≥ max {S(ρB), S(ρA)} − S(ρ)

min{pi,|ϕi⟩⟨ϕi|}
∑

i piS(ϕ
i
A)

. (C5)

Appendix D: Proof of Corollaries

In this Appendix we focus on proving Corollary 5; the proofs of related Corollaries 4 and 6 follow the same steps. Let
us observe that for R(ρ, σ) > 1 the following is true due to Theorem 3:

log dC = log nϵ(ρ, σ) + (nϵ(ρ, σ)− 1) log dS > nϵ(ρ, σ) log dS . (D1)

Furthermore, given the second order asymptotic expansion of Rn
ϵ as in Eq. (8), the quantity nϵ(ρ, σ) is (by definition)

given by the smallest n satisfying

√
n >

R′
ϵ(ρ, σ)

R(ρ, σ)− 1 + o(1/
√
n)

=
R′

ϵ(ρ, σ)

R(ρ, σ)− 1
+ o

(
1√
n

)
, (D2)

Consequently, using the above in Eq. (D1) we can write√
log dC >

√
log dS

[
R′

ϵ(ρ, σ)

R(ρ, σ)− 1
+ o

(
1√
n

)]
. (D3)

Using the explicit form for the rates R(ρ, σ) and R′ϵ(ρ, σ) from Eq. (32) we obtain√
log dC >

√
log dS

[
R′

ϵ(ρ, σ)

R(ρ, σ)− 1

]
+ o

(
1√
n

)
(D4)

=
√
log dS

[ √
V (ρ∥γ)

D(ρ∥γ)−D(σ∥γ)
fν(ϵ)

]
+ o

(
1√
n

)
. (D5)

Rearranging the above inequality and using the fact that log dC > nϵ(ρ, σ) yields

D(ρ∥γ)−D(σ∥γ) >

√
V (ρ∥γ) log dS

log dC
fν(ϵ) + o

(
1√

log dC

)
. (D6)
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