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Abstract

We study the problem of transmission of information over classical and classical-quantum channels in the one-
shot regime where the underlying codes are constrained to be group codes. In the achievability part, we introduce
a new input probability distribution that incorporates the encoding homomorphism and the underlying channel law.
Using a random coding argument, we characterize the performance of group codes in terms of hypothesis testing
relative-entropic quantities. In the converse part, we establish bounds by leveraging a hypothesis testing-based ap-
proach. Furthermore, we apply the one-shot result to the asymptotic stationary memoryless setting, and establish a
single-letter lower bound on group capacities for both classes of channels. Moreover, we derive a matching upper

bound on the asymptotic group capacity.

I. INTRODUCTION

We study in this paper the problem of channel coding both in the classical and classical-quantum settings. In
both problems, the data to be transmitted reliably are classical, but the channel output of the former must have a
classical alphabet. The classical channel coding has been studied extensively in the literature [1]. Classical-quantum
channel coding has also been studied extensively in a scenario where the channel can be used arbitrarily many
times. The channel coding theorem for stationary memoryless classical-quantum channels, established by Holevo [2]
and Schumacher and Westmoreland [3], provides an explicit formula for the maximum rate at which data can be
transmitted reliably. More general channel coding theorems that do not rely on this independence assumption have
been developed in later works by Hayashi and Nagaoka [4] and by Kretschmann and Werner [5]. These results are
asymptotic, i.e., they refer to a limit where the number of channel uses tends to infinity while the probability of error
is required to approach zero. Moreover, the asymptotic performance limits are evaluated for ensembles of random
codes with no apparent structure. We refer to them as random unstructured codes.

Due to its algebraic properties, the finite field structure has been adopted in the coding schemes, over the past

several decades, to approach information-theoretic performance limits of point-to-point communication [6]-[10].
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These are structured codes where the structure is exploited to yield computationally efficient encoding and decoding
algorithms. Later these coding approaches were extended to weaker algebraic structures such as rings and groups
to yield group codes [11]-[17]. There are several reasons for studying group codes. We mention the following two
reasons: a) finite fields exist only for alphabets with a prime power size, and b) for communication under certain
constraints, codes with weaker algebraic structures have better properties. For example, when communicating over
an additive white Gaussian noise channel with 8-PSK constellation, codes over Zg, the cyclic group of size 8, are
more desirable over binary linear codes because the structure of the code is matched to the structure of the signal set
[13]. As another example, construction of polar codes over alphabets of size p”, for » > 1 and p prime, is simpler
with a module structure rather than a vector space structure [18]-[20] leading to multilevel polarization. In fact,
polarization does not take place in finite fields in the polar codes with additive kernel when the field is of size p”
with 7 > 1, since components of the finite field remain disconnected in the encoding process. Group codes were first
studied by Slepian [17] for the Gaussian channel. In [21], the capacity of group codes for certain classes of channels
has been computed. Further results on the capacity of group codes were established in [6], [7]. The capacity of
group codes over a class of channels exhibiting symmetries with respect to the action of a finite Abelian group has
been investigated in [12]. The capacity of these codes for the discrete memoryless channels was characterized in

[16].

Even when computational complexity is a non-issue, structured codes provide performance gains over unstructured
codes. For example, the typical performance of the ensemble of random structured (linear) codes is better than that
of the ensemble of random unstructured codes for point-to-point channels in terms of error exponents and minimum
distance [22], [23]. These gains get accentuated in network communication setting where structured codes provide
gains in the first order performance limits such as capacity or rate-distortion functions. For example, in problems
such as distributed source coding, multiple-access channels, interference channels and broadcast channels [24]-[34],
the use of structured codes have been studied extensively to yield the state-of-the-art bounds on the performance
limits. Similar first order gains have also been reported in the classical-quantum settings [35]—[38] recently. In these
settings, the algebraic structure of the codes are exploited to affect distributed coordination among the terminals of

the network to yield maximum throughput.

All the aforementioned performance limits are evaluated under the asymptotic assumption, and many assume
additionally that the channels are memoryless and stationary. However, in many real-world scenarios, we encounter
channels which are neither stationary nor memoryless. Therefore, it is of fundamental importance to think of coding
schemes for the channels which fail to satisfy these assumptions. The independent channel uses are relaxed in [4],
[39] and general channels with memory are studied in [40], [41], albeit these results are derived in the form of a
limit such that the error probability vanishes as the number of channel uses goes to infinity. Hence, the study of

performance of codes in the non-asymptotic regimes is of great interest.

In this setting, the problems with single-serving scenarios, called the one-shot approach, where a given channel is



used only once has been studied extensively in the recent past. This approach gives rise to a high level of generality
that no assumptions are made on the structure of the channel and the associated capacity is usually referred to as
one-shot capacity. The one-shot capacity of a classical channel was characterized in terms of min- and max-entropies
in [42]. The one-shot classical capacity of a quantum channel is addressed by a hypothesis testing approach in [43]
and [44], yielding expressions in terms of the generalized (Rényi) relative entropies and a smooth relative entropy
quantity, respectively. See [45] for a comprehensive treatment of this approach. These works considered random
unstructured codes—those which do not have any group structure—in their achievability approaches [46]-[49]. In the
one-shot approach, the objective is to characterize the performance of a random unstructured code of length unity
by using a given channel once. The characterization is given in terms of € one-shot capacity. The performance of the
code on n independent uses of the channel can be obtained by evaluating the e-capacity of the n-product channel
normalized by n. Moreover, the characterization should be fine enough that normalized e capacity for asymptotically
large n should give the Shannon capacity of the channel. This approach is also closely related to the second order

analysis of capacity of channels as studied in [50], [51].

In this work, we consider the performance of structured codes for transmission of classical information over
point-to-point classical and classical-quantum channels in the one-shot regime. The motivation for this problem is
that most codes of practical importance have some form of algebraic structure, hence it is of significance to obtain
a characterization their one-shot coding performance. This problem has not been studied before. The first question
that arises here is how to formulate the problem. Suppose we want to restrict our attention to just finite fields and
formulate the one-shot problem. A code can be defined as a sub-field of a finite field. Such a formulation may be
overly restrictive. For example, let us take the case of linear codes defined over the binary field F. For block length
1, the alphabet is a finite field, and there is no non-trivial code. For any larger block-length n, the alphabet is 3.
Although one can construct a multiplication operation leading to a Galois field GF'(2"), the standard (n, k) linear
code works only with the algebraic structure of Fo. In fact, it is a subgroup of [ by considering the latter as just
a group, i.e., closed under the addition operation of the base finite field Fo and, in general, is not a sub-field of
GF(2"). This means that we need to go beyond finite fields in our formulation. A similar argument can be given
to a formulation just based on rings, where a code is a sub-ring of a given ring. Based on these considerations, we

formulate a one-shot channel coding problem that can encompass a broad class of well-known structured codes.

We assume in this work that the channel input alphabet (G is endowed with an Abelian group structure, and we
consider a C code characterized via a homomorphism from a group J to GG, where J is the input message group.
Our derivation is based on the idea of relating the problem of channel coding to hypothesis testing. Here, we use a
relative-entropy-type quantity defined in [44] known as hypothesis testing relative entropy, denoted by Df(-||-). We
introduce a new hypothesis testing group-based relative entropy that incorporates the underlying subgroup structure
of the channel input group alphabet, and derive a tight characterization of the performance of group codes. We

use the framework of one-shot quantum typicality developed in [52] for the achievability of multi-terminal CQ



channels. The reason for using this multiterminal technique for characterizing the group code performance for point-
to-point channel is the following. For any non-field group .J, the lattice [53] of subgroups induces certain dependence
structure on a given group code, C, bringing with this problem certain issues commonly seen in multi-terminal
channel coding problems. Each subgroup of J yields a subcode and one can associate a fictitious terminal with such
a subcode. These terminals, with access to certain parts of the original message, form a network induced by the
lattice of subgroups. The overall communication can be interpreted as each such terminal in the network wishing to

send a part of the given message with some rate to the receiver.

The contributions of this paper are as follows. We first formulate the one-shot transmission problem with a group
structure on the code. We then provide characterizations of the one-shot capacities of Abelian group codes for clas-
sical and classical-quantum channels. For the former, we assume that the channels have finite alphabets, and for the
latter we assume that the channel output Hilbert space is of finite dimension. The achievability is studied using an
ensemble of group codes, and we provide two lower bounds on the one-shot capacity, where the latter is tighter
while the former is easier to interpret. These are stated as Theorem 1, 2, 4, and 5, respectively. We also provide
upper bounds on the one-shot capacities (see Theorem 3, 6). These bounds are established by exploiting the hypoth-
esis testing-type argument on subcodes of C associated with subgroups of .J. We then extend these results to the
asymptotic regime. Using the asymptotic equipartition property (AEP) of the hypothesis testing relative entropy, we
rederive a single-letter characterization of the group capacity of discrete stationary and memoryless classical chan-
nels which was derived earlier in [16] (see Theorem 7). For the classical-quantum channels, we derive a single-letter
characterization of the group capacity in the asymptotic regime using the AEP of hypothesis testing quantum rela-
tive entropy under the stationary and memoryless assumption. Furthermore, we provide a converse coding theorem
for this capacity (see Theorem 8). We note that group codes have been studied extensively in the literature [54].
The asymptotic performance limits of Abelian group codes have been characterized for classical discrete memory-
less channels in [12], [16] using varaints of mutual information under maximum likelihood or joint typical decoding

procedures.

The new technical elements introduced in this work are as follows. It should be noted that in random ensemble of
group codes, introduced in the subsequent sections, the codewords are statistically related, and are not even pairwise
independent. This requires a new analysis that takes into account the group structure under consideration. One of
the key difficulties of working with groups is the presence of zero divisors. The second issue that comes up is
the decision regions. Because of the lattice of subgroups of a given group, we need to consider intersections of
several decision regions. This becomes quite involved in the classical-quantum settings, where the decision regions
are the projection operators. The third conceptual innovation is the performance characterization. In this regard, we
introduce a novel one-shot group hypothesis testing relative entropy toward this. The paper is organized as follows.
In Section II we provide the basic definitions and the problem formulation. A description of the ensemble of group

codes is provided in Section III. We characterize the performance of one-shot group channel codes for classical and



classical-quantum channels in Section IV and V, respectively. Then we derive a single-letter characterization of the
asymptotic group capacity of classical and classical-quantum channels in VI. We compute the performance limits

for some examples in Section VII.

II. PRELIMINARIES
A. Classical and CQ Channel Model

We consider discrete memoryless classical channels used without feedback specified by a tuple (X, ), Wy x)s
where X’ and Y are the channel input and output alphabets, respectively, and Wy x is a conditional distribution. We
also study the classical-quantum channels, where the data to be transmitted reliably are classical. Let a finite set X
denote the input alphabet. For any input € X, the channel produces an output, specified by a density operator p,
on a Hilbert space B. We denote a CQ channel by a mapping N : x +— p, from X to the set of all density operators
defined on B.

B. Groups and Group Codes

All groups referred to in this paper are Abelian groups. Given a group (G,+) and a subset H of G, we use
H < G to denote that H is subgroup of G. A coset H' of a subgroup H is a shift of H by an arbitrary element
a € G, ie. H =a+ H for some a € G. For a prime p dividing the cardinality of G, the Sylow-p subgroup of G is
the largest subgroup of G whose cardinality is a power of p. Group isomorphism is denoted by =. For summations
over groups, we also use Y . Direct sum of groups is denoted by € and direct product of sets is denoted by ).
Given a group G, a group code C over G with block length n is any subgroup of G™. A shifted group code over
G, given by C + b is a translation of a group code C by a fixed vector b € G". Group codes generalize the notion

of linear codes over primary finite fields to channels with input alphabets having composite sizes.

C. Definition of Achievability for Classical Channel Coding

For a finite Abelian group G, a group transmission system with parameters (n, {2, 7) for reliable communication
over a given channel (X = G, ), Wy x) consists of a codebook, an encoding mapping and a decoding mapping.

The codebook C is a shifted subgroup of G™ whose size is equal to ) and the mappings are defined as
Enc: {1,2,--- ,Q} - C, Dec:Y" —{1,2,---,Q},

such that
Q

1 n
5 Z ]l{m:Enc(m)} Z ]l{m;éDec(y)}W (y‘.%’) ST
1 zexn yeyr

m=

A rate R is said to be achievable using group codes if for all ¢ > 0 and for all sufficiently large n, there exists a

group transmission system with parameters (n, {2, 7) such that
1
—logy, 2> R —e, T<e€.
n

The group capacity C' of the channel is defined as the supremum of the set of all achievable rates using group codes.



D. Definition of Achievability for CQ Channel

Given a classical-quantum channel N = {p, } ., from the classical alphabet X’ to the quantum system B3, where
X = G is an Abelian group, a group transmission system with parameters (n, 2, 7) over A consists of a codebook,
an encoding mapping and a decoding positive operator-valued measure (POVM). The codebook C is a shifted sub-
group of G™ whose size is (2. The encoding mapping is defined as Enc : {1,2,--- ,Q} — C. The decoding POVM
is a set {Am}%zl of operators such that A,, > 0,Vm and ) A, = I. The probability of obtaining outcome j is
tr(A;p) if the state is described by some density operator p, where tr(-) denotes the trace operation. The probability

of decoding error of the group transmission system satisfies

Q

1
5 Z ]l{gc:Enc(m)}[l - tr(Ampx)] ST
1

m= rEX

Given a channel A/, a rate R is said to be achievable using group codes if for all € > 0 and for all sufficiently large

n, there exists a group transmission system for reliable communication with parameters (n, {2, 7) such that
1
—logs 2 > R — ¢, T < €.
n

The group capacity of the channel C' = C(N) is defined as the supremum of all achievable rates using group codes.

E. Hypothesis testing relative entropy

We recall the definition and a few properties of the hypothesis testing relative entropy Dfj(pl||o) from [44]. Let p
and o be two possible states of a system. A strategy for the task of discrimination between the two states is specified
by a Positive Operator Valued Measure (POVM) with two elements, A and I — A, corresponding to the two possible
values for the guess, respectively, where A a positive operator with 0 < A < [. The probability that the strategy
produces a correct guess on input p is given by tr[Ap], and the probability that it produces a wrong guess on input

o is tr[Ao]. For any 0 < € < 1, the hypothesis testing relative entropy Df;(p||o) is defined by

Dii(pllo) = —logy  inf  tr[Ad]. (1)
tr[AZ]}T—’e

The the following asymptotic equipartition property (AEP) was derived in [55], [56]:

Di(p®"0®™) = nD(pllo) + v/nV (pllo) @~ (e) + Olog n),

where D(p||o) is the quantum relative entropy, V (p||o) is the quantum information variance and & is the CDF of
the normal distribution. For two distributions P, () on a classical alphabet X, the hypothesis testing relative entropy

Dg(P||Q) can be similarly defined by

Dy(PIQ) = ~logy | inf  Q(A), @)

where A C X is sometimes called the decision region. Of course, a similar second order AEP holds here as well.



III. ABELIAN GROUP CODE ENSEMBLE

In this section, we use the standard characterization of Abelian groups and introduce the ensemble of Abelian

group codes used in [12], [16]. The subsequent analysis will be based on this ensemble.

A. Abelian Groups

For an Abelian group G, let P(G) denote the set of all distinct primes which divide |G| and for a prime p € P(G)
let S,(G) be the corresponding Sylow subgroup of G. It is known that any Abelian group G can be decomposed
as a direct sum of its Sylow subgroups [53] in the following manner

G= P S 3)
peP(G)
Furthermore, each Sylow subgroup S,,(G) can be decomposed into Z,- groups as follows: S,,(G) = @TGRP(G) Z;‘,{P’T,
)= Pz @)
reR,(G)
where R,(G) C Z™ and for r € R,(G), M, is a positive integer. Note that Zi\,{” is defined as the direct sum of
the ring Z,~ with itself for M, , times. Rewriting (3), we have:
2P DD D DL 5)
pEP(G) reR,(G) peP(G) reR,(G) m=1
where Zgrn) is called the m™ Z,- ring of G or the (p,r, m)-th ring of G. We also define two sets, Q(G) C P x ZT
by
Q(G) = {(p,r) | p € P(G),r € Ry(G)},

and G(G) CP x Z* x Z* by

G(G) = {(p,r,m) | (p,7) € QG),m € {1,2,..., My, }}.

Then, equivalently, G can be written as follows

~ Mp,
¢ P zr= p z. (©6)
(p,)€Q(G) (p,rm)€G(G)
Define ((G) := >_(, r.m)eg(c) 7> the sum of prime powers in the prime factorization of |G|. Also define the set

G*(@) £ {(p,r,m, k) : (p,r,m) € G(G),1 < k < r}. Hence any element a of the Abelian group G can be regarded
as a vector whose components are indexed by (p,r,m) € G(G) and whose (p,r, m)-th component ay, ,, takes

values from the ring Z,,-
Example 1. Let G = Zy ® Zi3 ® 7. Then we have P(G) = {2,3}, S2(G) = Zy and S3(G) = Zs ® Z3, R2(G) =
{2}, Rg(G) = {1,2}, Mg,g =1, Mg’l =1, Mg,g = 2 and

G(G) ={(2,2,1),(3,1,1),(3,2,1),(3,2,2) },

g*(G) = {(27 27 17 1)7 (27 27 17 2)7 (37 17 17 1)7 (37 27 17 1)7 (37 27 17 2)7 (37 27 27 1)7 (37 27 27 2)}



Each element a of G can be represented by a quadruple, (a221,a311,0321,0322) where az21 € Zy, a311 € Z3

and a3 21, a322 € Zy.

In the following section, we introduce the ensemble of Abelian group codes which we use in the paper.

B. The Image Ensemble
Recall that for a positive integer n, an Abelian group code of length n over the group G is a coset of a subgroup

of G™. Our ensemble of codes consists of all Abelian group codes over G; i.e., we consider all cosets of subgroups

of G™. The following lemma (see [57, Theorem 12-1]) effectively characterizes all subgroups of G™:

Lemma 1. For a group G, let ¢ : J — G be a homomorphism from some group J to G. Then o(J) < G.
Moreover, for any subgroup H of G there exists a corresponding group J and a homomorphism ¢ : J — G such

that H = ¢(.J).

Definition 1. For an element © € G and a subgroup H < G, there is a one-to-one mapping v <> ([z|,T), where

[x] is a representative of the coset of H which x belongs to, and T € H, such that x = [z] + 7.

Remark 1. We make a general remark here about an arbitrary subgroup H of G. Let ¢ : J — G be a homomor-
phism from some group J to G, and x = ¢(u) + B for any fixed f € G. Let Hy = ¢~ (H), and let v = [u] +7 be
the decomposition as in Definition 1 with respect to Hj. We note that [x] = x mod H, and ¢(u) = T. Using the

distributive property of mod operation, i.e., [x + y| = [[x] + y], we note that,
[2] = [¢(u) + B] = [[¢([u]) + ¢(@)] + B] = [[¢([u])] + 5],
T =1 —[z] = ¢(u) + ¢([u]) + 5.
Hence [x] depends only on [u], where as T depends on the entirety of u in general. This is the characteristic feature

of the group codes.

Definition 2. Let G be an Abelian group. For p € P(G), define r, = maxR,(G), and S(G) = {(p,s) | p €
P(G),1 < s<rpt.

It is shown in [16] that we only need to consider homomorphisms from an Abelian group J to G such that
P(J) € P(G), and s < 7, = max R,(G) for all (q,s,1) € G(J). To construct Abelian group codes of length n

over (G, we start with the following decomposition:

nM,
=P Pz =-D DDy ™
PEP(G) TER, pEP(G)reR, m=1
Define J as
qu
- D @Z”— B DDz, ®)
q€P(G geP(G) s=1 I=1



for some non-negative integers kg s. Define k = > p(q) Doty ks and wys = qu for (¢,s) € S(G). Any
homomorphism ¢ : J — G™ can be represented by

P(a) = @ Z(q s,)EG(J) Aq,5,19(g,5,1)=(p,rm)> ©)

(p,r;m)€G(G™)

for a € J, where ag 519(4,5,1)— (p,r,m) 18 the short-handed notation for the mod-p" addition of g, 1)~ (p,r,m) to itself

for a4 s times and the sum is over Z,-. Further, it is shown in [16, Lemma 2] that we must have
9(q,5,))=(p,r,m) — 0if p 7£ q and 9(q,s,1)=(p,r,m) € pT_SZ;DT ifp=gqr=s. (10)
Definition 3. The ensemble of Abelian group encoders consists of all mappings ¢ : J — G™ in the form of (9) and

=0 ifp#q
9(q,5.0)—=(p,r;m) | ~ Unif(Zyr) fp=qr<s
~ Unif(p"~Zy) ifp=q,r>s

The corresponding group code is defined by
C={¢(a) +Vl]a € J}, (11)
where V' is a uniform random variable over G".

The rate of this code is given by

R:—10g|J| Z stqslogq (12)

q€7’( ) 8=

We can express the code compactly as follows:

n

kwp, s
C= @ @ Z p,sg(p’ )—(r,m) + V() Dap,s € Z V(p, S) € S(G) )

=1 | (p,r;m)=0

(%)

k s
where g/ o

(rim) € plr=sl” , and the product is given by the component-wise product followed by the addition

operation.

C. The Hé coset

For an Abelian group G defined in (5), denote a vector 6 whose components are non-negative integer-valued
and indexed by (p,s) € S(G) by (ép,s)(pﬁ)e s(a)» Where 0 < < 6, < s. Let s denote the vector whose components
satisfy s, ;) = s for all (p,s) € S(G). Let © = ©(G) be the set of vectors 0 indexed by (p, s) € S(G) such that
0<0,,<sandf +#s, and denote its size by M 2 |O|. For a € .J and § = (ép’s)(p’s)eg(c), let T;(a) denote the

set of vectors a € J such that

~ ) kp.s\ 0, 4 kp,s
Qp,s — Qp,s € pGP’SZpS \pep’ +1Zp3 ,V(p, 8) € ‘S(G) ’



where we follow the convention and set pSZ];’;‘S\pSHZ];E‘S = {0}. Then we have |T};(a)| = p.ses@ pls=0n.)kn.s

for all a € J. Therefore, we may write ‘Té (a)! = !T é‘ without any ambiguity. Let w; be defined by

A~

L. A 2 (p,5)es(@) Op.stp,s log p
O X ps)es@) SWpslogp

) 13)
we show in Appendix A the following result:
log |T| = (1 —wy)nR . (14)

For any a € J, {Té(a)}é is a union of disjoint sets whose union is U;T(a) = .J. Hence ) ; ‘Té| =2 !Té(a)‘ =
|J|. Exploiting (14), we have that }_;207%0)"® = | J|, or equivalently, >~ ;207%0) = 1.
For 0 = (ép75)(p75)65((;), define a vector 8(f) indexed by (p,r) € Q(G) and

(0(@))pr £ min : Ir—s/t+6,,.

o (ps)ES(G
Wp,s7#0
Let H; be a subgroup of G defined as
e @ POz, (15)

As shown in Lemma 2 in Appendix A, if a € Tj(a) for some a € J, the difference ¢(a) — ¢(a) = ¢(a — a) is

uniformly distributed over Hg, for the code ensemble described in Definition 3.

Example 2. Let G = 74 ® Zs, and J = Zo & Z4 ® Zg and let n = 1. Here r takes 2 values and s takes 3
values. The set P(G) is the singleton set of 2, ro = 3, and the set S(G) = {(2,1),(2,2),(2,3)}. Also, we have
koi =koo =koo =1 k=3, and wy1 = wys = wy o = 1/3. A vector 0 has three entries 0 < ég,l <1,0< ég’g <
2,0 < a3 < 3. The vector 8(9) is indexed by (p,7) € Q(G) = {(2,2),(2,3)}, and

00)22 = min (12— sI"+02:) . @O))s = min (I3 s]" +ds,) .

1<s<3 1<s<3

We consider two cases of 6 and show the corresponding 0(0) and H g First, consider 0 = (0,0,0). Then 6(0) =
(0,0), and Hy = Z4 @ Zs. For a € J, a vector a € Ty(a) has

A1 — a1 € Zo\2Zg, G2 — a2 € Ly\2Z4, G23 — a23 € Zg\2Zs.

Considering all homomorphisms ¢ as in (9) satisfying (10), one can show that the set {¢(a — a)}zer, (o) is equal
to Hy. For another case, consider 0 = (1,1,2). Then 0(9) = (1,2), and Hy = 274 @ 47Zs. For a € J, a vector

a € Ty(a) has
(~12,1 —ag] € 2Z2\4Z2, C~L272 —ag2 € 224\4Z4, C~L273 —ag3 € 4Zg\8Z8,

that is @ = (G2, 02,2, 023) = (az,1,a22 + 2,a23 + 4). Similarly, {¢(a — a)}deTé(a) is equal to H.

10



D. Regular versus irregular codes

We have seen that for a given pair (J,G"), any homomorphism between them must be of the form given in

(9). Every such homomorphism can be characterized using the collection {gg))s)

: _>(T7m)} and a corresponding code

is given by C = {¢(a) + v|a € J}, where v € G is a shift element. It is then possible to construct group codes
where the image of the homomorphism belongs to D", H;, where H; < G, and some or all of H; may be proper
subgroups of (G. To bookkeep such cases, consider an arbitrary coordinate i. One can associate two vectors 7 and
b of G for i as follows. The components of the vector 7 are indexed by (p,r,m, s), for every (p,r,m) € G(G) and
0 < s < rp, and satisfies 0 < 7, m,s < 7 — |7 — s|T. The components of b are indexed by (p,r7,m) € G(G) and
bp,r.m € Zy-. The components are characterized as follows

(@) rom st |T—s8| T rpkwy s () rom, st 14 |r—s| T kwp s
epnp,, s | Zprp gpﬁp,, , | | Zprp

9(p,s)(rm) » I(ps)o(rm) > Oprm = Uprm-

A code is said to be regular if 7 is the all-zero vector for all 7. If not, the code is said to be irregular. For irregular

codes, the image of the homomorphism may be restricted to a coset of a proper subgroup of G.

Example 3. Let G = Z4 © Zs, and J = Zo ® 7y B Zg. Here 1 takes two values and s takes 3 values. The three
input components are mapped to the two output components. Consider the case when 0 is the all-zero vector. Then
9(p,s)—(r,m) € 27579, \2" 5T Zyr, for v > s, and 9(p,s)—(r,m) € Z-\2'Zor for v < s. The image of the homomor-
phism is equal to G. Next consider the case when 1 is the all-ones vector. Then g, ) (rm) € 2r =5 t17,0.\2" 5427y,

Jorr = s, and g, o) (rm) € 217:9:\22Zy- for r < s. The image of the homomorphism takes values in 274 © 27Zs.

For é, and 7, define

6(n) = (| min_|r - sf* ) .
(n) 1ggﬁ"8!+mmmsmm%m®
Wy, s 70
Define H, < G and Hn+é < H,; as
A 0(n)p.r.m (M) 2 0(1+0) .. 77 (M)
H,= @ PP Z;L 7 H77+9 L @ pPlrto) ZPT[L ’ (16)
(p,r,m)€G(G) (p,r;m)€G(G)

where 7 + 6 denote a vector obtained by adding the components with index (p,s) in S(G). The image of the

corresponding homomorphism is equal to H;,.

We use the following notations for the conditional distributions of the codeword and channel output given the

coset information.

Definition 4. For any pair (n,b) and any vector 0, let X be distributed according to Px = Unif(H, + b), the

11



uniform distribution over H, + b. Then, for a representative [x,] of a coset of HT7 ¢ in Hy +b, define

Pix([z]) £ Pr([X] = [2]) = IIZZIG‘
L ifaeln]
Py (2| []) £ Pr(X = 2| [X] = [z,]) = { H, | 2]
0 otherwise,

where we use x € [z,] as a shorthand for x € [x,] + HT7 when it is clear from the context. When a classical

+0’
channel (X,), Wy |x) is given, we define

Pyiixi(y ] [z]) £ Pr(Y =y | [X] = [2,]) = Z Pxjixy (@[] )Wy x (y|z) = Z ;WHX(?JW)-

€[z, z€[z,] n+é‘

An analogous quantum object will be defined in the case of classical-quantum channel in Section V.

IV. ONE-SHOT CLASSICAL GROUP CODING

Given a channel (X = G,Y, Wy x), and a pair (7, b), let the joint distribution Px, ,y be Px, v = Px, , - Wy|x

n,b
with Px , being the uniform distribution over H,, + b, and let Py denote the marginal distribution of Px, ,y over
V. Consider a vector § € O(G). Let H, 5 be a subgroup of G defined in (16) and let [X, ;], be the representative

of the coset of H, ; to which X, belongs. Moreover!, X, = X, — [X,];. Define

[ﬁ(ynJ); [X777b]7 Y) é DIE-I(PXn,bYHP[Xn,b]PXT,,b|[Xn,b}PY|[Xn,b})' (17)

We can also denote this quantity as [ﬁ’é(yn,b; [X],,Y) if we would like to make its dependence on 0 explicit. When

1 and b are clear from the context, this quantity is also denoted as Ifl’e(X [ X]Y) or I§(X;[X]Y).

A. Achievability

We have the first main result of this section. This characterizes an achievable one-shot performance of group

codes on a classical channel.

Theorem 1. Let € and {eé} be given with €5 > 0 for all 6, and Zé 25 €b < e For a given classical channel
(G, Y, Wy |x), any (n,b), and any J as given in (8), there exists a (1,]J|,€')- group transmission system such that
¢ et expy {(1—wy)R— I (X5 [ X0, V) }

é;és

where the rate R is given in (12).

Remark 2. This theorem motivates the definition of one-shot e-group capacity as

1 € —
maxmin —— 7 (X, p; [ X, 0], Y).
mb é;ﬁs (1 _ wé) H ( n,b [ 777b] )

16 is not explicit in the notation X to reduce clutter. It should be clear from the context.

12



We compute this quantity for several examples in Section VII. First consider the case when 11 = 0, and b is arbitrary.
Note that there is a constraint on the rate for every subgroup of the input group J, indexed by 0. The constraint
can be interpreted as follows. Suppose a message a € J is sent by the encoder. Then expy[—Ij{ (Yn,b; (Xnp),Y)]
corresponds to the probability of the event that some other message a looks statistically related to the output Y, and
a € Ty(a), i.e., they belong to the same coset of the subgroup. The number of such a is given by expy[(1 — wy)R].
This set of constraints is the price to be paid for endowing the code with the group structure. This is also the penalty

for the loss of pairwise independence of the codewords in the group ensemble. This will be evident when we discuss

the proof of the theorem.

Remark 3. When G is a simple group, then there is no non-trivial subgroup and the rate is given by I5(X;Y).
This corresponds to the case when G is a finite field. This is also the one-shot e-capacity achieved by the random
unstructured code ensemble with uniform input distribution. Then the group structure comes for free. However, for
the unstructured code ensemble, one has the freedom to use any non-uniform distribution on the input alphabet,
which is forbidden for group codes defined in terms of group homomorphisms. The reason for this is that when
the distribution on the input group J is uniform, i.e., message distribution is uniform, then the single-letter output
distribution will be uniform on a coset of a subgroup of G due to the homomorphic nature of the encoding. In a
group code ensemble, there is less freedom in choice of a codeword assigned to a particular message due to the
global algebraic structure of the code. For any non-trivial n,b, the image of the code takes values in a coset of a

proper subgroup of G.

Proof: We give a detailed proof for the case when n = 0, and b is arbitrary. An extension to any general 1 vector
is straightforward by redefining the group G accordingly as H,, and by redefining the channel as first adding b to
the input and then acting with random transformation given by Wy x.

Let the ensemble of homomorphisms ¢ from J to G and the group code C = {¢(a) + V|a € J} be given as in
Definition 3 with n = 1. Let a set of parameters {eé} bt be given such that €5 > 0 for each 6 and that D i€h =€

Consider a decision region A, C X x ), which will be constructed explicitly in the sequel, such that

Pxy(A) = > Px(@)Wyx(ylz) >1—¢ (18)
(z,y)€A.

where Py is uniform over G.

To find an achievable rate, we use a random coding argument in which the random encoder is characterized by
the random homomorphism ¢ and a random vector V' uniformly distributed over GG. Given a message u € J, the
encoder maps it to x = ¢(u)+V and z is then fed to the channel. At the receiver, after receiving the channel output
y € Y, the decoder looks for a unique @ € J such that (¢(a) + V,y) € A.. If the decoder does not find such @
or if such @ is not unique, it declares error. Thus, the error event can be characterized by the union of two events:

E(u) = Ei(u) U Ey(u) where Ey(u) is the event that (¢(u) + V,y) ¢ A. and Ex(u) is the event that there exists a

13



@ # u such that (¢(a) + V,y) € A.. We can provide an upper bound on the probability of the error event as
Pr(E(u)) < Pr(Eq(u)) 4+ Pr(E2(u) N (E1(u))°).

Now we specify the region A.. Let the set Ajé be a minimizer in the definition of the right-hand side of (2) for

I:Ié(YS [X]Y), ie., PXY(A;) > 1—¢; and

L (X [X]Y) = ~logy | Y P(le]) Y Plallz])) Y Pyl

(] z€[z,] y:(zy)eAr,
Define the region A as Ac =N ” sA¢,. In Appendix B, we show that
Pr(E(u)) < e+ Y |T(u)] expy {—If (X; [X]Y)} . (19)
é;és

The average probability of error of the group transmission scheme can be bounded from above by
1 1 o —
Pr(error) = Z Tl Pr(E(u)) < e+ Z i Z | Ty ()| expy {— I (X; [X]Y)} .
ueJ ueJ O#s

Exploiting (14), we get the desired result in terms of the rate R of the code. |

Example 4. Let J = Z4,G = Zs. In this example, we have G(G) = {(2,3,1)} and G(J) = {(2,2,1)}, ko1 =
0,ko2 = 1,kas = 0, and the term g3 1)—(2,3,1) is a uniform random variable over 2Zs. For simplicity, we
write u = uz21 € J and g = g(22,1)—(2,3,1) € Zs. Then r2 = maxRo(G) = 3 and the set Q(J) = S(G) =
{(2,1),(2,2),(2,3)}, and s(2.1y) = 1,822y = 2,8(2,3) = 3. For distinct u,@ € J, the vector 0 = (021,05, 023) for
which U € Ty;(u) must have é271 =1,0< ég’g <2, 9A273 = 3. Thus P.r(u) < Pepr(u,(1,0,3)) + Pepr(u, (1,1, 3)).

The set Q(G) = {(2,3)}, s0 6(0) = 0(0)23) and

00) 2 = , min {13 =8+ 02,0} =13 =217 + 020 =1+ o
wa, s 70
Case 1: Gy9 =0, 0(@)(273) =1 For u € Ty(u), & —u € Zy\2Zy, Hy = 2Zg, and |T(1,03)(u)| = 2. Let A
/2

a maximizer for Dy " (Pxy||Px), Px|x), Py x],)- Thus we have

o

/2,0 be

Porp(u,(1,0,3)) < | Tpr,0.8) ()] expo{ ~ I (X [X]Y)}.

Case 2: 025 =1, 0(0) (23 = 2 For @ € Ty(u), & — u € 2Z24\AZy, Hy = 4Zs,

T(1,1,3)(w)| = 1, and we have
Perr(u, (1,1,3)) < ‘T(1,173) (u)] eXP2{_IIE{é’é(7; [(X]Y)}.
Therefore the error probability for a message u is
Pr(E(u)) < Pr(Ei(u)) + Pr(Ez(u) N (E1(w))%)
< e [T ()] expol 17 (K5 XYY 10 + [T, @) expa {17 (K3 [XIY )} 411,

— N A*
where we use A, = ﬁ9A5/270‘
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B. Generalized Achievability

In this section, we provide an alternative characterization of an achievable one-shot performance of group codes
on classical channels. Recall in Section III-C, for an Abelian group G, we defined vectors 6 whose components are
non-negative integer-valued and indexed by (p, s) € S(G), and © = ©(G) to be the set of vectors § with cardinality

= el

Definition 5. Consider an arbitrary pair (n,b) and any vector 6 € ©. Let Px, Pix), Px|ix), Py|x) be defined as
in Definition 4. For a representative [x,| of a coset of HT7 4¢ in Hy + b, define two conditional joint distributions

Pxyixp Pxyg by
Pxyx)(&,y | [#:]) £ Pyix)(& | [2:]) Py (v | [20]),

PXY|é(i7y) 2 ZP[X}([xT])PXY|[X}(£7y | [zr]),

2]

and a joint distribution for all * € H, +b and y € Y:

Pxyis(&y) £ (7] = )7 Y |T5| Pyy (@, y) (20)
feo
=(J]-1)" Z T, ‘ZP[X ([]) Pxx) (2 | [2]) Pyyx (v | [20])
6 [m
= (17— 12 k¥ \ T, Z ! ‘WYX(Z/|33)- 1)
me [#] _|_é

Note that Px(x) = | P}n\ for all x € H,, + b, thereby

Pxy (2, y) = Px(Z)(|J] — 1Z‘T | Z

z€[Z]

‘ Wy x (ylz). (22)

n+0
We emphasize that the dependence of Pxy-|; on the pair (7, b) is not made explicit till now for notational simplicity.

Let Ac be a subset of X' x ) that achieves Di(Px, ,v | Px, ,v|s)- Thatis, Px, ,y(Ac) > 1— ¢ and
Dy(Px, ,vlIPx,,v|s) = —logy Px, ,v|s(Ae). (23)

We now state the main result of this subsection.

Theorem 2. For a given classical channel (G,Y, Wy |x), and any J as given in (8), there exists a (1,|.J],€')-group

transmission system such that

R> II}?aI;X Dy(Px,,vlIPx, ,v|s) — logs  _ ¢

for any € € (0,€'), where the rate R = log, |J|.

We have the following proposition which relates the two lower bounds given above, a proof of which is given in

Appendix C.
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Proposition 1. The lower bound on R given in Theorem 2 is no smaller than that in Theorem 1, i.e., for any subgroup

J as in (8) and (n,b) we have

Di(Px,,v |IPx, ,v1s) = —logy > expy { —(wyR — I (X5 [Xy0], Y)) } -
G;és

Remark 4. As noted above, the result of Theorem?2 is tighter than that of Theorem I. However, the latter is easier

to work with as demonstrated in the application to the asymptotic capacity characterization in later sections.

Proof of Theorem 2: We consider the random coding argument of the proof of Theorem 1 as given in the previous
subsection, where the error events Ej(u) and Es(u) were defined. In the following we provide alternative upper

bounds on the probabilities of these events. The probability for the event F(u) is given by
E[Pr(E1(u))] = Pr((¢p(u) +V,Y) ¢ Ac) =1 —Pr((¢(u) +VY) € A)
=1 —ZPr J+V=2) Y Wyx(ylz)
y:(z,y)EA.

=1- Y  Px(@)Wyx(y|z) =1- Pxy(A) <, (24)
(z,y)€A.

where the expectation and probability are evaluated with the distribution of the code ensemble given in Definition 3,
specifically, the homomorphism ¢ and the ‘shift’ V.
Combining equations (47) and (49), from Appendix B with regard to the analysis of proof of Theorem 1, we have

EPr(Ex(w) NEx())] <Y > > > > Pla)P@ |[z])Py |[])

s W€Ty(u) [z,] T€[zr]y:(Z,y)€A.

=55 3 Y PwhP@y | )

b WET;(u) [2.] (F.y)EA.

= 2. D > Pxy@

(Z,y)€Ac h£s U€TH(u)

Z Z |T XY\Q ,Y), (25)

(Z.y)€A: h#s
where the first equality holds because P(Z,y |[z,]) vanishes for Z ¢ [x,], and the last equality holds because for
any x,y, the term PXY|9(35= y) depends only on 6 and is independent of w. Finally, using the definition of Pyy;
as in (20), the probability of error for v can be bounded from above as

E[Pr(Ey(u) N Ey(u)?)] < (7] = 1) Y Pxys(&y) < |J] Pxy(s(Ao). (26)
(Z,y)€A.

We now provide an upper bound for the probability of error for the coding scheme by combining the bounds on the

probabilitites of the two error events as follows.

Pr(error) |J| Z Pr(E e+ |[J] Pxys(Ae) = e+ oR=Di(Px, v lI1Px, yvis), (27)
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where the inequality follows from (24) and (26). The last equality follows from (23) and the rate of the code R
being R = log, |J|, as in equation (12). The characterization of error probability for the coding scheme proves the

claim. [ ]

C. Converse

Toward the converse, we have the following theorem whose proof is given in Appendix D. This is the main
result of this subsection. Given a classical channel (G,), Wy |x), and an input group J as defined in (8), and a
(1,]J],€) group transmission system, define the input distribution as Px is uniform on {¢(J) + V'}, where ¢ is the
homomorphism and V' is the shift. Define Py, Px|x] and Py x) similar to those in Definition 4 for every 9 # 8

by noting that [X] is a function of X.

Theorem 3. Given a classical channel (G,Y, Wy |x), and J as given in (8), any (1,|J|,€) group transmission

system satisfies

where the rate R = log, |J|.

We have provided a converse for the performance characterization as given in Theorem 1.

V. ONE-SHOT CLASSICAL-QUANTUM GROUP CODING
A. Achievability

Consider an arbitrary pair of output and input Abelian groups G and J, a CQ channel {p, }.cq, a pair (n,b) and
a subgroup H77 ¢ of G indexed by 0. We assume the uniform distribution on H, n -+ b for the input of the CQ channel

yielding the input-output joint state as
pAPE N ) (e @ e, (28)

where X denotes? the input space and B denotes the output space. We refer to the input quantum state as A and
the output quantum state as B. Recall that for an element z € H,, + b there is a one-to-one mapping = < ([x]4, Zp),

where [z]; is the representative of the coset of HT7 ¢ Which x belongs to, and 7; € H, such that = = [z], + ;.

n+6°
Define the transversal, the set of coset representatives of HT7 W, in G, as T(;G . We drop 6 from the subscript, when it

is clear from the context.

Definition 6. For any Hj, using the one-to-one mapping x < (|x]4,Z,), the joint state can be viewed as follows

prE = plAAB 2 %" ﬁnxhaqx]ﬁﬂf“ bz = Pl Pr@)|2) (]| © [7)@" @ pf) 5 |

[z].2 [z].2

Recall that the classical variable (channel input) X with alphabet X is stored in a quantum register with Hilbert space also denoted as X’.
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‘If}+f| for all [x] and Px(T) =

T éG and A as that associated with H77 ¢~ Define

Pm—zp Plajz “ZP

A2 23 P (el ) (]l @ fy

and we let Prx)([7]) = | for all T. Here [A] denotes the state associated with

n+9

Also define the hypothesis testing mutual information:
Iﬁ(ymb; [me], Y) 2 DIE_I(p[A]ABHpAp[A]B) ‘

For simplicity, we use the same notation Ijj to denote both classical as well as quantum one-shot hypothesis
testing mutual information. The particular form used should be clear from the context. With these definitions, and
recalling the quantities ((G) and ©(G) (see Section III) associated with G, we are ready to state the first main

result of this section.

Theorem 4. Let ¢ and {¢;} be given with ¢; > 0 for all 6 and Zé# €5 < € For a given CQ channel N' = {py }zec

any (n,b), and J as given in (8), there exists a (1,J, € )-group transmission system such that

< V334 16(01¢(G)] +8 | expy {(1 — wy) R — I (X3 (X Y) }
O+#s
where the rate R is given in (12).

Remark 5. The characterization for the classical-quantum channel mirrors that for the classical channel. The sim-
ilarity ends there. The proof is significantly more involved in the quantum case because of the following reasons.
The intersection of decision regions used in the proof of the classical case cannot be implemented simply as inter-
section of operators. We have to use a synergy of complex machinery of intersection of projectors as given in [52]
and the intricate group coding approach developed in the classical setting toward developing a proof. Although this
is a point-to-point channel coding problem, the lattice of subgroups of J impose a host of constraints on the com-
munication. Any solution to the problem has similar issues to address as those in classical-quantum multiple-access
channels with an arbitrary number of transmitters. In fact, it is compounded by the complex structure of dependency

among [u],, [x] and T for every subgroup Hj of input group J as delineated in Remark 1.
Remark 6. The theorem motivates the definition of one-shot e-group capacity as
1 o
max min ———— I/ (X5 [ Xipp), Y).

nb gzs (1 —wy)

We compute this quantity for several examples in Section VII.

Proof: We give a detailed proof for the case when n = 0, and b is arbitrary. An extension to any general n vector
is straightforward by redefining the group G accordingly as H,, and by redefining the channel as first adding b to

the input and then acting with random transformation given by N.
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Let a set of parameters {eé} bots be given such that €5 > 0 for each 6 and that > €5 = €. Consider the optimizing

POVM (I1");x] in [A]AB arising in the definition of I/ (X; [X]Y). The POVM satisifies:

44A
(")) = Y |l] A" By
[=].7
tr [(H”)pAB] >1—¢;, tr {(H”)pﬁ ® plB| < o~ I (XG[X]Y). (29)

We consider an extended version of the CQ channel A as follows. Define B4R ® C2. By Fact 2 in [52], there are
orthogonal projections ng;x in B that give the same measurement probability on states o @ |0)(0| that POVM
elements (11" )[ Xl give on states 0. Let Wix);» denote the orthogonal complement of the support of H&m in B.
Step 1: Consider a new Hilbert space £ that is used only as a quantum register to store classical values, and define

the extended output space

B2BeChe H BoCeLlrmh)
(p77‘7m7k)€g*(G)

where £P"k) is isomorphic to L.

Remark 7. Recall ((G) = Z(p,r,m)eg(G) r, the sum of prime powers in the prime factorization of |G|. Also recall
the set G*(G) = {(p,r,m,k) : (p,r,m) € G(G),1 < k < r}. We use a vector representation for the elements
of G as follows. First we note that every element of a of Z,- can be represented uniquely as a r-length vector
(a1,a9,...,a,) such that a; takes value in the transversal of p"~'Zy /p" T Zyr. A shorter vector (ay,as, ..., ay)
can represent any element in the subgroup p"_kZpr. This is extended to all of G using the direct sum operation. We
denote this mapping as v(a). Hence every element of G is represented uniquely as a vector of length ((G). This is
also extended to all subgroups of G. Furthermore, we use (p,r,m,k) € G*(G) to index the elements of a vector.
The set formed by the (p,r,m,k)-th elements of v(G) is denoted as X(p,r,m.k)- This also denotes the Hilbert space
associated with the quantum register that stores the corresponding classical values, where a direct sum is replaced

with a tensor product.

We extend the space corresponding to the alphabet of (p,r,m,k)-th element of v(G) as follows. For every

(p,r,m, k) € G*(G) define

X(Ip”"m,k) - X(p,r,m,k) ® LPmmk)
This leads to the following extensions. For each subgroup pr—sZg{@), 1.2, the extended space s

r SZ @chblﬂnrnlk
and for the transversal of Z / P SZ(T ), the extended input space is given by

(Zg{”b)/pr—szgzl)) ® ® £(p,7‘,m,k)‘

k=s+1
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Step 2: Let 0 < 0 < 1. Consider a vector £ indexed by (p,r,m, k) for (p,7,m,k) € G*(G), where £, . 1) €
L£@rmE) Cand is a basis element of £LP77F) Let Zé denote the sub-vector corresponding to the subgroup Hj,
and the complementary sub-vector [£]; corresponding to the transversal T}. For the trivial case H; = {0}, we have
[£] = £. Recall that in this case, [X]| = X.

For any subgroup H; of G, define the tilting map Tjx); (g5 : B — B’ defined as

1
7TX};[£],5 : |h> = 1—G52 <|h> + Z 5|h>|l(p,r,m,k)>> .
+¢(G) (b k) eG~(G) /G~ ()

Note that we are tilting only along the direction of transversal of Hj; in G. Define a state
(12052 Txas (2 @ 0)(0).
Consider the classical-quantum state

(AP & |L7¢@ ZPX )z, 8) (z, €Y @ (p)Eys . (30)

This corresponds to the extended channel A with inputs  and £, and output state (p')Z, s in B'. We will work

with this channel instead of the given one A/, until the very end. It can be shown that
(25— pF @100 01|, < 26(6)o% (31)
Define the tilted space
Wik = Tixt0.6(Wix)e)

residing in B’. Define the subspace

xl(S @W[X 12,4,67 (32)
deco

and (115, = (I )‘%é,e,a the orthogonal projection in B onto W, , ;. Let Hg be the orthogonal projection in 5’

onto g Define POVM elements

()25 2 (17 = ff )i (17 — )i ) (33)
(M)A 2N e, ) (w, )Y @ (1) 5 . (34)
x,l

Define the following states for any subgroup H;:

, 1 _ ,
(P/)ﬁ},[e} = |£|COH) £ P(@(P’)f,z,

Tl
’ 1 ’
(P/)B = W Zp(ﬂf)(f’/)f,z-
z,l

We make the following observations using the arguments given in [52]:

())E. 1+ (C(G) — ¢(H)))d*
[«],[e] — 1+ C(G)82

Tixpg (Pl @ 10)(0]) + Nixjiial. 45
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/ 1
"B
®10)¢0
(v 15 (0) (p” @ 10)(0[)
for some operators satisfying
2¢(G)d 2¢(G)d
INix )il oo < Nl < : (35)
VIL] VIL]
Furthermore, using Holder’s inequality, we have
I(I) el < 2I8]. (36)

Step 3: Probability of Error Analysis: We construct a random code as follows. We generate the random homomor-
phism as stated in the previous section that maps v € J to = € G according to x = ¢(u) + V. In addition, we
generate for every u € J, a random vector £ independently and uniformly such that [€] depends only on [u] and
£ depends on the entire u. These together determine the random encoding function u + (z,£)(u). The decoding
POVM is constructed from the POVM elements (IT' ) 06 We use the square root measurement [2], [3] from the
collection of operators: {(II ) (2.0)(1),5 sfued-

We start by computing the average probability of error on the extended channel N for a fixed u using Hayashi-

Nagaoka inequality [4] as follows:

Ec (P (Error|u)) = Ectr [(13’ - Ajf/) (p')]i;;}

B’ B’ /\B’
QEC”Kl — ()00 () ey, )}HZ Z()EC” @) oty (1) () P ey @B ().6 |-
fco v T (u

(37

We show in Appendix E that upper bound on the expected probability of error for a given u can be simplified as

B (P(Errorlu)) < 32¢(Q)5* + ST <<5c;>62>|®|e L gy D)
dco
for large enough |L£|. Since the right hand side is independent of u, the same bound applies to expected probability
of error for the CQ channel. Using the bound given in (31), it follows that the expected average probability of
error for the given channel A\ is at most ((G)d2 added to the above upper bound. Thus there exists a group coding
scheme whose average probability of error satisfies the bound given in the theorem by choosing ((G)é? = \/e. This

completes the proof. |

B. Generalized Achievability

Our next objective is to derive a stricter and a more compact lower bound on the rate than what is given in
Theorem 4. Consider Abelian groups G and J as in Section III-A. Given a classical-quantum channel N = {p,} o
from the classical alphabet X' to the space B, where X = GG is an Abelian group, let u, = and p, be the message,

the channel input and the channel output respectively. Consider the group code C = {¢(a) + V|a € J}, where the
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distributions of ¢ and V are specified in Definition 3. Consider an arbitrary pair (7,b). Let 748 denote the joint
state of the input and output for an input chosen according to the uniform distribution Px = Unif(H, +b), i.e
rdP LN Py(@)la) et © oy
x€H,+b
for any representation of the inputs  in terms of orthonormal vectors |z)# on a Hilbert space X', and where 74 and
785 are the corresponding marginals states. Let § be a vector indexed by (p,s) € S(G) with 0 < 9};78 < s. Define

the joint state wé“B by

mlE D Pxl@) Y Pyl + H, )8t @ pr

z€H,+b z€x+H, ;4

=Y P(a]) Y. Y Pxpg(@llz.]) Py (El[2])|2) (@] @ pf
[x] z€[x,] TE[x )]

= ZPX] 7)) Z Py (x) ([, ])|E) (Z]* ®P§T] )
(@] Z€(z,]

where [z,] = [z,], is the coset x, + H, 4. Define a joint state 7 4B by
P8 (011 Y 1yl = Y a0, o

e e
The last equality holds by noting that log ‘Té (a)! = (1 — wy)R according to (14), and that the rate of the code is

R =log|J|. One may also plug in the definition of wé“B and show that

= (=D D Px(x) Y Pxpxg@e+ H, )8 F" @ pf
6cO xz€H,+b x€m+Hn+é
= (-0 ST ST Pr(o(w) +V = (@) + V = 7) |7)(@]4 @ pL, (39)

0 u€Ty(u) =,
where v is an arbitrary element of .J.

Let Q* be a positive operator that achieves® Dfl( ||7T77 b B ) for any 1 > ¢ > 0. That is, tr[Q*ﬂ;if] >1—eand

Dfl( ||7T17bJ) = —log, tr[Q” Wan]

We define the decoding POVM by its elements,

u'eJ u'eJ

where z(u) £ ¢(u) +V and A, £ tra [(|z)(z|* ® IP) Q*]. For any state p” on the Hilbert space B, we have
tr { Azp?} = tr {(|z)(z|* @ pP) Q*} . (40)
For a specific choice of ¢ and V' and a message u € J, the probability of error is given by

PI‘(CI‘I’OI"U, o, V) = tr[(I - Eu)px(u)]

*Now we are making the dependence of the state on the pair (1, b) explicit.
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Applying Hayashi-Nagaoka inequality [4] with S = A,(,) and T' = Zu,?éu Ay (u)» we may bound this term by

PI‘(CI‘I‘OI"U, ¢7 V) < (1 + C) (1 - tr[Am(u)px(u)]) + (2 +c+ C_l) Z tr[Ax(u’)px(u)]a
u’' #u
for all ¢ > 0. Taking expectation over all choices of ¢, V, but keeping the transmitted message v fixed, we find

Pr(error|u) < (1+¢) [ =By tr[Axpxw]] + 2 +c+c™) Y By vir[Axwypxw)- (41)
u' #u
Rewriting the first expectation via (40) and the linearity of the trace operator,

Egvtr{Axpxa) = Esptr | (X @)X @) @ o, ) Q']
= tr [Epy (IX@)X @ @ pfy, ) Q']
=tr [Q'm*F] > 1 -
Hence we may bound the first term by
(1+¢)[1-Eypv tr[Axypxw)]] < (1+c)e.

For the sum in the second term of (41), we adopt an approach similar to that in Section IV-A.

S EsvtrlAxwipxw) =Y. > Y Pr(e(u) +V =x,¢(@) + V = &) tr[Azp]

u'F#u s UET;(u) T,&

=33 ST ST Pr(pw) +V =2, 6(@) + V = 7) tr[Azpa]

bots WET;(u) [2,] wlz,] F€la,]
- Z Perr (u7 é)a (42)
é;és
where Perr(u, é) =S ZﬁeTh(u) Perr(ua ﬂ) and’ for u € Té(u)’

(@) 23 3 ST Pr((u) +V = 2. 0(@) + V = &) tr[Asp,]

[x,] z€lz,] Z€[z,]

=> Pxl=) Y. Y Pxyx@llee]) Py (Elle))tr [Azpa)

(] z€[x,] TE[x )
=> Px([=]) Y Pxx@llz))tr [Aspp,] - (43)
[zr] zelz,]
Leveraging equation (40), the above equation can be written as
err ZP[X xr Z PX|[X ‘T‘ xr tI‘ [(‘x>< ’A & lo[ac7 ) Q*] = tr[Q*ﬂ'gB]’
] Z€[z,]

Therefore the sum in (42) is given by

Z Eg vtr[Ax () px ()] Z |Ty(u)] tr[Q* AB]
u'Fu O#s

=tr [Q* (Z ‘Té(u)‘ 71'543)] = tr [Q* (Z 2(1“’@)2R7T§B) ]
0 0

_ 2R tI‘[Q*TF?B] _ 2R—D§(7TAB ||7r?B).
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The bound in (41) reduces to

Pr(errorju) < (1+c)e+ (2+c+c” )2R—DE(WABII7F?B)

9

which is independent of u. Therefore we have demonstrated the existence of a (1,2%, ¢')-code with

R H(ﬂ- ||7TJ ) 0g9 e — (1 +C)€

(44)
Optimized over ¢, and (n,b), this bound implies the following theorem which is the second main result of this

. . _ (¢€—e)
section, where the optimum ¢ = CETE

Theorem 5. For a given a CQ channel N' = {p,}, . and any J as given in (8), there exists a (1,|J|,€") group

transmission system such that

) 4¢'
R)HﬁxDH( H%bJ) log, (€ — €2’

for any € € (0,€'), where the rate R = logy |J|.

C. Converse

Toward the converse, we have the following theorem whose proof is given in Appendix F. Given a CQ channel
N = {ps}zec, and an input group J as defined in (8), and a (1,|J|,€) group transmission system, define the input
distribution Py by the uniform distribution on {¢(.J) 4V}, where ¢ is the homomorphism and V' is the shift. Define

the CQ state as
i ZPX )z) (x| @ pB.

Define pl4!Z and pA similar to those in Definition 6 for every 0 # s by noting that [X] is a function of X.

Theorem 6. Given a CQ channel N = {p; }zcq, and J as given in (8), any (1,|J|,€) group transmission system

satisfies

R < min

I ——I5(X 05 [ X)),
0+#s W

where the rate R = logy |J|.

VI. GROUP CODING IN THE ASYMPTOTIC REGIME

The one-shot results can be used to derive a single-letter lower bound on the asymptotic group capacity of discrete
memoryless channels using the AEP. This is accomplished in this section. A matching upper bound is also derived

in the case of CQ channels. For the classical channels, we use the upper bound available in [16].
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A. Classical Case

Consider a channel (X = G, ), Wy x ). For every n and b, let X, ; be a random variable distributed uniformly
over Hy + b. Let [Xyl; = Xyp + H, 5 which takes values from the cosets of H,_ ;5 in H, + b. We leverage
the one-shot results for classical channel group transmission and show the following capacity result. Let o be a
probability distribution on the set of all pairs of 7 and b, where «,; denote the probability assigned to a particular
pair (n,b). Recall from (8) that the input group J can be specified by the vector w, which was fixed in the one-shot

approach. In the asymptotic case, we optimize over all J.

Theorem 7. For a classical channel (G, ), Wy |x), the group capacity is given by

1

C = supmin Z an o (X3 Y[ X 0] 5)- (45)
aw 645 1 =0y n,b
Proof: The proof is provided in Appendix G. |

Remark 8. In the proof, we use the one-shot achievability bound given in Theorem I and apply on the n uses
of the given channel for asymptotically large n, and use the AEP to obtain a lower bound on the group capacity
of the channel. We cannot directly use the one-shot converse here as the characterization given in Theorem 7 is
single-letter in nature. This is an important issue that we want to emphasize. One-shot results are useful toward
characterization of the asymptotic capacity only in terms of achievability. We appeal to the asymptotic converse
coding theorem given in [16]. As stated in the introduction, the asymptotic performance limits of Abelian group
codes have been characterized for classical discrete memoryless channels in [12], [16] using varaints of mutual
information under maximum likelihood or joint typical decoding procedures. Here we are rederiving the asymptotic

result from the one-shot result.

B. Classical Quantum Case

We provide a single-letter characterization of the group capacity for the CQ channel as follows. This is a new

result.
Theorem 8. For a CQ channel N = {p, }.cq, the group capacity is given by

C(N) = supmin o

) - Z o b I (X3 Y[ X ]5)-
aw f#£s L — Wy n,b

where
I(X;Y|[X];) 2 D(p"8||pe pltle By

Proof: The proof is provided in Appendix Section H. The achievability follows by using Theorem 4 and the

AEP. A new asymptotic converse is developed to yield the single-letter characterization. |
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VII. EXAMPLES

Example 5. We start with the classical binary symmetric channel with crossover probability p and with input al-
phabet G = Zo. J = Zso. There are no non-trivial subgroups of J, implying that 6 =0 and n = 0. Hence wy = 1.

The one-shot information rate is given by I§(X;Y'), which can be computed as follows:

/

0 if 0<e<p/2
logy(4/3) if p/2<e<p
logy(2)  if p<e<(l+p)/2
log, 4 if (1+p)/2<e<1

(X;Y) =

The asymptotic performance limit is the group capacity and is given by I1(X;Y) = 1 — hy(p), where hy(-) is the

binary entropy function.

Example 6. Consider a CQ channel given by X = {0,1}, and pg is given by the ensemble (|0),|1)), (1/2,1/2),
and py is given by (|+),|—)), (1/4,3/4), where the states are the eigenvectors of Pauli X operator. We have
G = J = Zy. As in the previous example, 0 = 0 and n = 0. The information rate is given by I5(X;Y’), which
can be computed as follows. The joint quantum state of the input and the output of the CQ channel is given by
pAB =3y |2)(@|? ® pB, and the state p* = I/2. The one-shot information rate can be evaluated numerically

and is plotted in Figure 1. The group capacity is given by
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Figure 1: Numerical evaluation of the one-shot quantum information rate If(X;Y") for certain range of values of e.

I(X;Y) = H(0.5(po + p1)) — 0.5H (po) — 0.5H (p1) = h(3/8) — 1/2 — 1/2hy(1/4).

Example 7. Consider a classical octonary channel Y = X @®g Z, where G = Zg and P(Z =0) = 1/2 and Z has
the distribution: Pz(i) = 1/14, for i # 0. Let the input group be J = Z4. We consider the case when n = 0. There

are two cases to consider: 6 = (1,0,3) and 0 = (1,1, 3).

26



Case I: Gy = 0. |H;| = 2Zs| = 4 and |Ty| = 2. We note that Pxy (z,y) = £Pz(y — ) for all z,y € G.
Moreover, we have for i € {0,1}, j,y € G,
Py (y—i—2Zg) if (j —1) is even

Pix1(3) Pxx) (719) Py x (i) =
0 otherwise

Case 2: 025 = 1. |Hy| = |AZg| = 2 and |Tj| = 1. We note that for i € {0,1,2,3}, j,y € G,

1 . . .. . .
‘ o ‘ +=Pyz(y —i—4Zg) if 4 divides (j — 1)
P (8) Py (318 Py (wli) = ¢ 1 .
0 otherwise

For several values of €, we have computed I5(X;[X]Y) in Figure 2.

4.5

Figure 2: Numerical evaluation of the one-shot quantum information rate I5(X;[X]Y’) for certain range of values

of e: égg =0 and égg = 1.

Example 8. Coding over decimal numbers {0,1,2. .. 9}: Consider coding for a classical channel that takes a decimal
number as input and produces a decimal number as output. Let us consider a symmetric model where Py x(ylz) =
(1—-p) if v =y and Py|x(ylz) = p/9 if x # y. The capacity of the channel is given by C(p) = log(10) — hy(p) —
plog(9). The only Abelian group on this alphabet is 719, and is isomorphic to Zo @ Zs. It has two non-trivial
subgroups {0,5} and {0,2,4,6,8} corresponding to § = (0,1) and 6 = (1,0). One can evaluate a lower bound on
the group capacity by choosing n = 0 to yield the following function of p:
sup min{A, B,C},
0<w<1
where
w+ (1 —w)log(b)

Ap,w) = ” [h(8p/9) + 24p/9 + (1 — 8p/9) — hy(p) — plog(9)],

w+ (1 —w)log(b)
(1 —w)log(5)

B(p,w) = [hw(5p/9) + 10g(5) — hy(p) — plog(9)]-
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It turns out (which can be checked numerically) that this lower bound is indeed equal to the Shannon capacity.
That is, C = C(p) is smaller than both A(p,w) and B(p,w). This implies that the group capacity is equal to
the Shannon capacity of the channel. Next we consider the largest rate achievable using linear codes over Z (the
largest scalar finite field inside 7Z10) by using only the first 7 symbols. The rate achievable using linear codes can

be computed as
L(p) £ [h(p/3) + (p/3)log(3) + (1 —p/3) log(7) — hy(p) — plog(9)].

The capacity C(p) and the rate L(p) are plotted in Figure 3. For the symmetric channel, linear codes cannot achieve

the capacity.

3.5

T T T T T T T T T
Group Codes
—— Linear Codes
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Figure 3: Codes over the decimal numbers for a symmetric channel: Group codes achieve the capacity while linear

codes over Z; do not.

Example 9. Consider a CQ channel N = {p,},ex with quaternary input X = {0,1,2,3} with G = Z,. We
compute the group capacity of this channel in the asymptotic regime. G" = Z} and J = Zgl @ fo. We have
w1 + 2wy =1, wy = ﬁ, and wy = ﬁ There are 5 non-trivial vectors n: (0,0),(0,1),(1,0),(1,1), and
(0,2). which yield H,, as follows: Zy4 in the first 3 cases and 27y in the next 2 cases. There are two non-trivial
cases of vector b (which is a scalar for the present example): b = 0 and b = 1. Recall that 1(X;Y|[X];) =
D(p?B||pA plA1sB). Define Iy := I(X:;Y), I, = I(X;Y|[X] = 0) and I, = I(X;Y|[X] = 1). The capacity from
Theorem 8 can be expressed as

CWN)= sup min{A, As, A3},

Qo,Q1,02,W2

where 0 < aq, a1, a0, we < 1 and ag + a1 + as =1, and

o 1+w2)a
Ay = aoly + only + aoly, A= (1+ wg)[é](é + I3) + arls + aply), Az = (wiz)?o(b + I3).
2
Since the expression is symmetric in Iy and I, without loss of generality, let us assume that I}, < I5. There are

three cases to consider. Case (a) Iy < Iy Then min{A;, As, A3} < Ay < Is. The upper bound can be reached by
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a1 = 1 and any ws. Case (b): Iy < Iy < (I + I}): Then min{A;, As, A3} < Ay < 1. The upper bound can be
reached by ag = 1 and we = 1. Case (c): Is + I}, < Iy: Then min{Ay, As, A3} < Ay < Iy + I)). The upper bound

A
can be reached by ag = 1 and wy = 1. Hence the expression for the group capacity can be simplified as
C(N) = max{min{ly, I + I}}, I5, I}}.

This corresponds to three possibilities: (a) use the entire channel input alphabet 7.4 to get the first expression inside
the maximization or (b) use only a subset 274, or 274 + 1 to get the other two expressions, respectively. Let us
take a particular example of CQ channel. Let py be given by the ensemble (|0),|1)), (1/2,1/2), p1 be given by
(|+), =), (1/4,3/4), p2 by (|+),]—)), (3/4,1/4), and p3 by (|i),|—1)), (1/4,3/4), where the last set of states are
the eigenvectors of Pauli-Y operator. The quantum mutual information quantities can be computed as I, = 0.1302,

I = 0.0488 and I, = 0.0966. The capacity is C(N') = 0.1302.

Example 10. Prime-based linear codes: Let us consider a channel (either classical or classical-quantum) with a
prime input alphabet X = {0,1,...,p — 1} for a prime p. Consider n uses of the channel for some finite n. For
this case, we let G = 77 and J = LI for some k. P(G) = {p}, R2(G) = {1}, and S(G) = {(p,1)}. There
is only one choice: 0},71 = 0, and wy = 0. Moreover, we have 1 = 0. This corresponds to the standard binary
(n, k) linear code. The one-shot information rate is given by I§(X™;Y™). One can check that this is also the
one-shot information rate for random unstructured codes with uniform distribution on the input alphabet X™. This
demonstrates that random linear code ensemble achieves the same performance as the random unstructured code

ensemble with uniform distribution for both classical and classical-quantum channels for any n.
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APPENDIX
A. More on the H; coset
We show the derivation for (14) as follows:
log |Tj| = Z (s = 0p5)kpslogp
(p,5)€S(G)
g Z(p,s)GS(G) (s — ép,S)wp,S log p Z sty log p
Lipses@) Spslogr | S
= (1 —-wyk Z swpslogp = (1 —wy)nR. (46)

(p:s)€S(G)

We recall the following result from [16].

Lemma 2. For a,d € J, x,% € G" and for (p,s) € Q(J) = S(G), let 6, € {0,1,--- , s} be such that s —a, s €
p Z “\p O, +17F ot Le, a € Ty(a). Consider a random homomorphism ¢ and a dither V with distribution

specified as in Definition 3. Then,

11 o
g frT—x € HY
Pr(¢(a) +V =a,6@) +V =3z) =4 IC"Hl 5
0 otherwise

B. Proof of Achievability for Classical Channel

Denote by P, (u) the probability of the event Ea(u) N (E7(u))¢, averaged over the randomness of ¢, V. We can

provide an upper bound on this probability as

|I>
&=
J
=
=
no
£
D
&=
§
=

Py (u) =

_ Z W (y|x) Pr (ufs(f ;XL)EVHZE; )

Z Z > Wik Pr(G0=5)

(gc,y) cA. ued xEG

=3 X XX welP (N

6s (z,y)EA. uETe(u)( iﬁgA

= Z Pery (u7 é)a (47)

where P,,..(u,0) £ > ety (u) Perr(u, @) and for @ € Tj(u),

Por(w@) 2 >0 3 Wiyl Pr(500572%) (48)

z,y)€EA. TEG
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and s denote the vector whose components satisfy s, o) = s for all (p,s) € S(G). The term Pr(¢p(u) +V = ,
¢(a) +V = z) in (48) can be found using Lemma 2. Let = € [z,] be a shorthand for [x] = [z,], or equivalently,
x € [z,] + H. Hence

1 1
err Z Z Wy|$]IA l’y’GHH‘

> WOk T

r€X T€x+Hy y:(z,y)EA.
(Z.y)eA.

Z Z Z Wy]w|GHH|

reX T€x+Hy y:(T,y)€EA.

Z||H|‘ Yo Y Wk

[x] z€(z,] TE€[x,] y:(T,y)EAL | |

= ZP ([xr]) Z Z (Z | [z])P(y | [zr]) - (49)

[x.] z€|z,] y:(Z,y)EA.

The probability of the event E;(u) can be bounded as:

Pr(Ey(u)) =Pr((¢(u) + V,Y) & Ac) = Pr((X,Y) ¢ Ac)

= Pr ((X, Y) € ué(A:é)C) < Pr ((X,Y) € (A;)C)
0
< Zeé =€
0

Since A, C A:é, we may exploit (49) and show that the term P.,..(u,u) is then bounded from above as follows:

Peyr(u, @) <ZP ([zr]) Z Z P(z][z,]) P(y| [2;]) = expo{— I% (X; [ X))},
(] Z€|z.] y: (w,y)eA*
which leads to the following bound,

Pors () < 3| T5(00)| expo{— I /(K [X]7)). (50)
6;&5

Therefore, we have

Pr(BE(u)) < e+ Y |Tj(u)| expaf— 1597 (X [X]Y))
é;ﬁs

The average probability of error of the group transmission scheme can be bounded from above by

r(error) ZmPr ) < e+Z|Té(u)‘exp2{_[:Ié79(Y; (X]Y)}.
ueJ é;,gs
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C. Proof of Proposition 1

Recall that the set A:é in the proof of Theorem 1 is the minimizer in the definition of the right-hand side of (2)
for I (X;[X]Y), ie., Pxy(Af) > 1 — ¢ and

L (X [X)Y) = —logy | Y P([z,]) Y Plallz]) D Plyllz])| =—logs Pyyp(AL).

z€la,] pi(z e,

Denote by A!! the intersection A" = N; #SA;"é. The probability of error for message u, denoted by Pr'!(E(u)), is
bounded as Pr™'(E(u)) < € + P.,.(u), where P,..(u) is bounded in (50) as

Porp() <Y |Ty(w)] Pyya(AL) = > | Ty(w)] expy {~I{ (X3 [X]Y)} .
H+#s O£s

In the proof of Theorem?2, the probability of error for message u, denoted here by Pr'?(E(u)), is bounded as
Pr?(E(u)) < e + PT2

(1), where we have

PeTrZr Z ‘T Xy|9 ATZ) = (’J’ - 1)PXY\J(A32) :
O£s
Here the set AT? is a subset of X' x ) that achieves Dfj(Pxy||Pxy|s). That is, Pxy|;(Af*) < Pxy/;(A) for any
A such that ny(A) >1—e
Note that Pxy (Al') > 1 — e. We thus have Pxy|;(Al?) < Pxy;(Al') and
TZ Tl *
D T3] Py p(AZ) < D |T30)] Proyy(A) < D T3] Py A2,
97&5 G;és G;és
Therefore the upper bound on Pr™(FE(u)) is smaller or equal to that on Pr™'(E(u)). This completes the proof.

D. Proof of Converse for Classical Channel

Based on Lemma 1, for each group code C < G, there exists a group J and a homomorphism such that C is the
image of the homomorphism. Assume now that a group transmission system with parameters (1,|.J]|,€) exists over
a channel (X = G, ), Wy x ), and that the group J takes the form in equation (8). Assume that the homomorphism

¢ for the group code C is a one-to-one mapping. We have:

(D:{ @ Zupsg(ps_%rm)—i-v uGJ}

(p,r;m)eG(G)
Let 0 be a vector indexed by (p,s) € S(G) with 0 < 6p78 < s. For a message u € J, construct a one-to-one
Eyp s A - G, rrkp.s . Eyp s
correspondence between w, s € 7,2 and the tuple (Tp,s, Ups) Where 1, s € p’r 2,7 and s € Zpgp,s‘ Let U
denote the random message of the group transmission system of the code. Let U denote the part of the random

message such that U, , € Z »e  for all (p,s) € S(G). Consider the subcode of C:

C:(0.%) = { D D s+ i) gt TV g €97 T2 V(prs) € S(G)}'
(prm)€G(G) 5=1
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Let x = ¢(u) + V be the channel input and H, be given as in (15). Then Cl(é,ﬂ) =z + Hy. That is, there is a

one-to-one correspondence between U and [X]y. Also, |Ty(u)| = ‘Cl(é,ﬂ)‘ = |Hy| for all u € J. Let z € [2,] be
a shorthand for [z] = [z,], or equivalently, = € [x,] + H, where we omit the § subscript when it is clear from the
context.

Define a one-to-one correspondence between x and the tuple (%, [x];) where Z; = ¢(@). Consider a genie-aided
receiver which gets access to U and performs maximum likelihood decoding. Equivalently, this receiver has access
to the coset information [X]; of X and can be written as D9 : ([z];,y) — 2’ € X. Clearly the average probability
of error for this decoder must be not greater than €. Let X’ € X be the output of DI, For every 6 with 0 < ép,s < s,
9 # s, the average probability of error for this decoder is

ZZPY XX/\U x,a' | W) rte) = ZPXXf (z,x )1{w e} <

in SCSC SCSC

where

Pyjple,@la) & Palle]) Y Wiyl).

y: Do ([a],y)=a'

Consider a strategy to distinguish between Pxx: and P; (PX|U ®P /| ;) as follows. The strategy guesses Py x-
if it sees X = X', and guesses P, (PX‘U ® P ,‘U) otherwise. When Px x- is the true underlying distribution, the
type-I error probability is exactly the probability that X # X’ computed from Px x-, namely, the average probability
of a decoding error, and is thus not larger than . When P (PX‘ g®P ,|U) is the true underlying distribution, the
probability of type-II error (misdetection) is

ZP (@)Y Pyp(e | @) Py (@’ | 0)Lgpmgy = Y P(lzr]) Y Pl | )P | o) lomay (D

x,x’ ZBT] x,x’

_\ A
_Z|G|2Px\xr (x| [z])

IHI 1 _ L

Z‘E[SCT

where (51) follows from the one-to-one mapping between U and [X],. Thus,

D’ (Pxy || Px) Px|ix) Prix)) =D (Px x| Pix) Px|x) Py x))

=Di(Pxx[| Py (Py g ® Pxoi7))

1
> — logy il logy |H| = log, | T;(u)|
=(1 —wpyk Z swp, s log p, (52)
(p,5)€S(G)

where the first inequality follows from the data processing inequality [44]. Equivalently,
(X [X]Y) > (1 - wy)R, (53)

which yields Theorem 3.
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E. Proof of Achievability for CQ Channel

We work on the two terms in the right hand side of (37). The first term can be simplified as follows:

! B’
Fot K ~ )i, [‘DGUD’(H)(U)) (p )aw},[enau]),(f,@(u),a]
1 , o
=1z 2 D@l — )Ze)2d
x,l

(@ 4 ) / / /

< 1g@ 2 @l = )2 + (), ()7
x,l

(b) ,
16¢(G)6 + r.cf% X Pl (o © o)

(¢
216¢(c)s + 2L |£|<<G 52 ZP ) |1 el (ef @ o) o))

e)
4
6o
(@) + ¢(G)6%)|Ole
D s + 10 <52> o |

where we provide the following arguments. (a) follows from Fact 3 of [52] and (b) from (31). (c) follows from

Proposition 2 [52] by using [ = |©], and o = and (d) follows from (29).

62
T+ (G)52°
Next we look at the second term as follows. Note that

For any v’ € Ty(u), we have

’

"B /B’
Ectr [((H )aw},[emu]),(f,zxu')) (p )aw},[enau]),(ﬂ)(u»a]

1 _ — ! !
:W[ T _ZP([33])P(aj)P(z/)tr[(H,)ﬁ]m,y,z’(P/)ﬁ},[z]@,z,g]
z],[0,ZLT L
nB’ nB’
|£|C(G Z P([ ' )tr[(IT )[IL[ZL?,_’(/) )[gc},[e}]
z],[0,7 £
@ P([w])P(T’) NB' B 4¢(G)d|B]
< — e AN 1 72 Tixe (P @ [0)0)] + ——F——
. %; i ‘ﬁ‘g(c) [],16,7,¢ ' [X]:[4\Px] /|£|
& , 4¢(G)o|B
< > HEE -, T o o)+ <502
[z],[4,7 &
7@ , 4¢(G)é|B
S S K WO T o000+ X 22
[z].[6),7' &
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=

@ 1 : 4¢(G)d|B|

= 7|£|<(G) P([z])P (@ )tr[(I — (H)JVBV 7)(p[:c] ® |0)(0])] +
(], (€7 &

P()P@), o
PR

Xz 7 (Pl)] + BV

[2],1€),7 €

<, (2 i)

for large enough £, where (a) follows from (35) and (36), (b) from using (33), (c) from using (32), (d) from the

fact that 7[x).[¢ is an isometry, and hence

alM)E T ©10)(0)] = te[(IF

[(XIi[x],€),2" € [XT;[x]

_(of @ [0)(0])],
and (e) from (29). Combining the three terms we obtain the average probability of error for a fixed u as

2 %
Eo(P(Error|u)) < 32¢(G)0? + S F “{g)‘; NOle | g5 7yt R0,
feo

for large enough |L|.

F. Proof of Converse for CQ Channel

We do the preparation for the converse as done in the classical case. Based on Lemma 1, for each group code
C < G, there exists a group J and a homomorphism such that C is the image of the homomorphism. Assume now
that a group transmission system with parameters (1, |J|, e) exists over a classical-quantum channel N = {px }m cx
where X = G is an Abelian group, and J = @pep @ Assume that the homomorphism ¢ for the group
code C is a one-to-one mapping.

Let  be a vector indexed by (p,s) € S(G) with 0 < é < s. Fora message u € J, construct a one-to-one
correspondence between u,, s € Z];E and the tuple (s, 1y, s) where @, € pPr SZ ¢ and s € Z 5. . Consider
the subcode C1(f, @) of C as defined in the classical channel case. Let = ¢(u) + V be the Channel input and Hj
be given as in (15). Then Cl(é, @) = [v]; = v + Hy. That is, there is an one-to-one correspondence between U and
[X];- Also, |Ty(w)| = |C1(8, )| = [ Hy| for all we J.

Define a one-to-one correspondence between z and the tuple (%, [7];) where Z; = ¢(a). Consider a genie-aided
receiver which gets access to U and denote it by D9, Equivalently, this receiver has access to the coset information
[X]; of X and can be realized by a family of POVMs {Eg[f]} Clearly, the average probability of error for this
decoder must be not greater than e. Let X’ € X be the output of D9, For every 9 # s, the average probability of
error for this decoder is

ZZPT XX'\U ,2" | 4)1{grsa) <

UZ‘Z'

where Py , |U(:E,:E’|7l) £ Pyix, (] [2])tr [Eg[i]pz} .
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Note that the decoding POVM can be viewed as a CPTP map. This CPTP maps p”Z to the (classical) state Px x-
denoting the joint distribution of the transmitted codeword X and the decoder’s guess X'. Similarly, it maps pAp[A]B

to Py (PX|U ® Py, ¢7)- Hence, it follows from the data processing inequality for Dfj(pl|o) that

Dig(Pxx: || Py (P g ® Pyxy)) < Dig(p*P[lp o147
Consider the strategy to distinguish Pxx: and PU(PX\ o ® PX'|U) as given in the classical channel case, under
which the type-I error probability is not larger than ¢, and the probability of type-II error (misdetection) is ‘—é” That

is,

Dig(p™P|p*pMP) = Diy(Px x| Py (Py g ® Pyoyir) 1)
= logy | H| = logy [Ty(u)] -

Using (14), we may rewrite (54) compactly as Ifj(X;[X]Y) > (1 — wy)R. This completes the proof.

G. Proof of Theorem7

Achievability— We use n independent copies of the channel, and make the observation that S(G) = S(G™) for
all n > 1. Fix an input group J characterized by the corresponding vector wy s, (¢,s) € S(J). First we consider
the special case where « is the distribution such that 7 = n* and b = b* with probability one, where n* and b* are
all-zero vectors in their respective spaces (see the definitions that precede the theorem).

Using this and Theorem 1, we see that there exists a (n,|J|,€')-code such that
d<et Y expy {(1 — wynR — I (X3; [X]gyn)} ,
é;és

where the rate R is given in Equation (12), and the joint distribution of the input and the output of the channel is

given by
n
PX" =a™Y"=y") = HPX(%)WY\X(%\%)’
i=1
where Py (z) = ﬁ Then the random vectors will have the following distributions. For z]' = (337«,1, Tr2y. .- ,:L'nn) S

G", [xI'] denotes the coset representative of '+ H"™ in G™, and the product conditional distribution P{}H X] is defined
as
P ) 2 T Pr el lend) = S0 Py @ )W x ("™,
=1 xnElzn])+H™

where Px) and Px|x) are given in Definition 4 and used in the one-shot case.

_ A"

. L e if 2" € [z,]7,
P[X}_W, Xix) (@ | [2]) = H

0 otherwise.
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Now since all distributions are in a product form, we can use AEP [44] for hypothesis testing relative entropy as:

for all € > 0, and all 0,

: 1 6.0 ~n nyn
lim —Iy (X(;;[X]éY ):I(Xé;[X]

n—oo N

5 Y) = 1(X;Y][[X]y).

This gives the desired achievability result in the special case of n* an b*.

This can be easily extended to the case when n* and b* are arbitrary vectors. Now the channel input is just
restricted to H,, + b instead of the entirety of G. We can apply the above result to this case by defining a new
channel that takes inputs in H, and then adds b to the input and feeds it to the given channel. Using the invariance
of mutual information under one-to-one mapping of the random variables involved, and the above result, we see

that the following rate is achievable

R = min

(X o Y[ X b5
é;ﬁsl—wé ( n*,b%s Il 77,5]9)7

where [X- -5 = Xyppr + H, . 5.

Toward extending these arguments to the general o, we note that the random homomorphism used by the encoder
has the structure that for a given message, the outputs corresponding to different Z,- components of G are mutually
independent. Consider a set of positive integers n,; indexed by 7, b, such that o, ;, = n,/n, for large n, where
n = Zmb ny,p. We construct random encoder such that its output takes values in H, + b for n,; samples for all
7, b.

Next we note the following superadditivity of smoothed Hypothesis testing relative entropy:

(a)
Di(P1 x Po||Q1 X Q2) = —logy[Q1(A1) x Q2(A2)] (55)
= D{*(P|Q1) + D * (P21 Qo), (56)

where (a) follows by defining A; to be the decision region that achieves the optimality in Df{/ 2 (P;||Q;), and noting
that Pj(A1)Py(A2) =1 — e+ €2/4 > 1 — . Using such a suboptimal decision region that has a product structure

across different values of 7 and b, we see that there exists a (n, |J|,€')-code such that

€ <e+ Z expy § (1 —wy)nR — Z o pIif (Yg"’b; [X]g"’bY"’?vb)
é;ﬁs 777b

Using the AEP, we see that the following rate is achievable:

> o (X Y[ X00)5):
n,b

1
min
o#s 1 —wp

for rational «, ;. By approximating and optimizing over « and the input group, we get the desired result.

Converse— The converse follows from [16].
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A i kwy s
C2(0) = | ap,sggp)’s)%(nm) To+H, 4| aps €Zy"",Y(p,s) € S(G)

(a) A i kwp
L | sy (rmy + 0+ Hy| s € L0 (pys) € S(G)

H. Proof of Theorem8

Achievability— The achievability follows by exploiting the product nature of the input distribution, the quantum
Stein’s lemma [58, Theorem 2], the superadditivity of smoothed hypothesis testing quantum relative entropy, and
Theorem 4 as in the classical case, We skip the details for conciseness.

Converse— Toward a converse, consider the following arguments. Consider an arbitrary shifted group code C with
parameters n, k and w. We assume that the associated homomorphism is a one-to-one mapping. Recall that we can

express the code compactly as follows:

n

i kwp,
C= @ @ ZCLP Sg(ps )—(r, m) B( ) Dap,s € Zps ,V(p, 3) € S(G)

i=1 [ (prm)=G(G) s

For every pair of vectors (1,b) as defined earlier, define

T, = {Z € [1,n] :g(i) c pnp,7‘,m,s+|r—8|+Z’;:Up,s g(i) gpnp,r,m,s-|-1-|-|7“—8|+Z’;:Up,s7

(p,8)—(r,m) »I(p,s)—(r,m)
B® = p, Y(p,r,m, s)}

Let § be an arbitrary vector whose components éps are indexed by (p, ) € S(G) and satisfy 0 < é s < s

kwp s
D*

kwp

Construct a one-to-one correspondence a, s <> (Gps,dps) Where a,s € p /A and a,, € Z . For an

arbitrary a, s € Z 7= consider the following subcode of C:

N ~ . kW, s
@)= @ @ Z (@p,s + ap,s) )s) —(rm) T B:aps € pep’sZps V(p,s) € S(G)
i=1(p,r;m)=G(G)s

The rate of the code C;(f,a) is given by (1 — wé)% Z(]Ls)ES(G) swy, s log p.

For a given CQ channel V, suppose that rate R is achievable using group codes. Consider an arbitrary ¢ > 0. This
implies that there exists a shifted group code C with parameters n, k and w that yields an average error probability
7 such that 7 < ¢ and % Z(p’s)e S(G) SWp,s logp > R — e. Using a uniform distribution on a, we let X; denote the
random channel input at the ¢th channel use induced by this code.

Using the fact that a is uniformly distributed over its range, for i € I'; 3, in the code Cl(é, a), the channel input
X;(0,a) at the ith channel use has the following distribution
1

P(Xi(é,&) = ﬁ) = H p_|7"_9(77+é)<p,7~,m)\+ _
(p,r,m)EG(G)
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if
Ep a ‘ + + 0(1+0) (p,rm
ﬁ(p,r,m) € ap,sggp%s)*(mn) bp,rm + P (1+0) v, Loy

for all (p,r,m) € G(G), and P(X;(0,a) = 8) = 0 otherwise.

Let A denote the random message of the group transmission system of the code C. Let A denote the part of the
random message such that A, , € Z';;”:j, for all (p,s) € S(G). Now consider a genie-aided receiver which gets
access to A. This receiver implements the POVM as in the original case, but substitutes its estimate of A with the
actual realization given by the genie. The probability of error of this receiver is clearly no greater than 7. Using the
definition of quantum mutual information 1(X;Y|[X];) = D(p*?|| pAo plA1iB) | classical Fano’s inequality on the
outcome of the POVM (measurement) [59, Chapter 5], quantum data processing inequality by viewing POVM as a
CPTP map, we have for every 6 with 0 < 9};78 < s, we have the following argument with regard to quantum mutual

information:

(1—(,‘49)(17%—5)(1—7—l ZP& I(X"™(0,a);Y"A = a)

3

I(X;;Yi|X; €ag® + b+ H

z >yl 8 1)

777b ZGF(n,b)
Z > —I (Xi; Vil Xi € Ag™ + b+ H, ) (57)
n,b i€l(n, b)

c) Tr ’I’},b

=3 Lnﬂf(Xn,b; Y[[X0l5), (58)

where in (a) we have expressed B, . . eq(c) S s géi)

p,5)— (1) + bprm as dg(i) + b, in (b) A denotes the

random variable corresponding to a, in (c) we have used the fact that flg(i) +b+ H17 ¢ 1s uniform over the set of

cosets of H17 ot bin H, + b. Hence the converse follows.

41



	Introduction
	Preliminaries
	Classical and CQ Channel Model
	Groups and Group Codes
	Definition of Achievability for Classical Channel Coding
	Definition of Achievability for CQ Channel 
	Hypothesis testing relative entropy

	Abelian Group Code Ensemble
	Abelian Groups
	The Image Ensemble
	The H coset
	Regular versus irregular codes

	One-shot Classical Group Coding
	Achievability
	Generalized Achievability
	Converse

	One-shot Classical-Quantum Group Coding
	Achievability
	Generalized Achievability
	Converse

	Group Coding in the Asymptotic Regime
	Classical Case
	Classical Quantum Case

	Examples
	References
	Appendix
	More on the H coset
	Proof of Achievability for Classical Channel
	Proof of Proposition 1
	Proof of Converse for Classical Channel
	Proof of Achievability for CQ Channel 
	Proof of Converse for CQ Channel
	Proof of Theorem7
	Proof of Theorem8


