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Abstract—A quantum communication channel can be put to must consider thguantum capacity of our channel, and if we
many uses: it can transmit classical information, private tassical have access to arbitrary quantum correlations betweeresend
information, or quantum information. It can be used alone, with and receiver the relevant capacity is trganglement assisted

shared entanglement, or together with other channels. Forach itv | L th it Il diff t which
of these settings there is a capacity that quantifies a chant® capacity. In general, these capaciies are all difierent, whic

potential for communication. In this short review, | summarize gives a variety of inequivalent ways to quantify the value of
what is known about the various capacities of a quantum chanel, a quantum channel for communication.
including a discussion of the relevant additivity questios. | The communication capacities of a quantum channel are
mfgrg';’:szg:zﬁ indication of potentially interesting diretions for ¢ hearly as well understood as their classical countespar
’ and many basic questions about quantum capacities remain
open. The purpose of this paper is to give an introduction to a
guantum channel’s capacities, summarize what we know about
The capacity of a noisy communication channel for noisegaem, and point towards some important unsolved problems.
less information transmission is a central quantity in the
study of information theory[]1]. This capacity establisltes Il. QUANTUM STATES AND CHANNELS
ultimate boundary between communication rates which areThe states of least uncertainty in quantum mechanics are
achievable in principle and those which are not. Furtheemopure states. A pure state of ad-level quantum system is
knowing a noisy channel’s capacity can guide the design @éscribed by a unit vector in @dimensional complex vector
explicit coding strategies as well as giving us a benchmarrk fspace:|v)) € C? with (y|y)) = 1. In the simplest form
testing practical communication schemes. of measurement on a quantum system (a “von Neumann
The usual starting point for information theory is to modaheasurement”), the experimenter chooses an orthogonial bas
the communication channel stochastically. We think of §i)}¢ ;, for C¢. The measurement “projects” the statg)
channel as a noisy mapping of some inputo an output into outcomei with probability |(i|:)|?. Thus, if a system
y according to some transition probabilitiegy|z). Then, we is prepared in a basis stae and measured, the outcome is
can find a simple formula for a channel’s capacity as a functi@alwaysi. However, in general quantum mechanics will only
of these parameters: it's the maximum mutual informatiat thtell us the probabilities of measurement outcomes.
can be generated between input and output given a single usPure states are the states of least uncertainty in quantum
of the channel. mechanics, but one could imagine situations that are more
However, this model is not rich enough to include quantuomcertain. In such cases, rather tha#dimensional complex
effects. Therefore, it's necessary to develop a more géneractor, the state of our system is described liyal hermitian
information theory that takes quantum mechanics into atcoumatrix, p = pf. Any such density matrix has a spectral
Quantum information theory addresses the question of nodgcompositionp = . \;|¢;)(¢;|, which can be interpreted as
data transmission above, but also explores applications telling us that the system is in pure stafg) with probability
qguantum effects to other communication and cryptographig. In order to ensure this probabilistic interpretation nsake
tasks. As a result a quantum channel has a variety of cagscitsense,p must be trace on€irp = 1. Suppose we have a
each of which characterize its capability for achievingféedi density matrix of a system comprising two subsystemsnd
ent kind of communication task. For example, the most direét. Given such @ 45, we can find the density matrix of thé
analogue of the capacity mentioned above is thessical system alone using the partial trace, so that= Trg pag.
capacity of a quantum channel, which tells us the best rate The noisy evolution of a quantum system can be described
at which the channel can transmit classical informatiomfroas a unitary interaction between the system and some environ
sender to receiver. Th@rivate classical capacity of a quantum mental degrees of freedom. More formally, any noisy evotuti
channel quantifies its capability for quantum cryptografdly has the form\(pa) = Trg Upa @ [0X0|gUT, where|0) is
and has close connections to the capacity of a wire-tap @hansome fixed pure state aid andU is a unitary matrix on from
as considered by Wynel][3] and Csiszar-Korner [4]. If welFE to BE. We useB to denote the output of the channel to
are interested in coherently transmitting a quantum stage, allow for the possibility that the input and output spaces ar

I. INTRODUCTION
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different. Mathematically, such a map is called a compjetel

positive trace preserving map, but I'll just call it a quamtu )

channel. There is an alternate representation of a quantum PWN) z PPN = prax I(X;B)o = I(X;E)s, (2)

channel in terms oKraus operators, which lets us write the .

channel's action as/(p) = 3", AxpAl with 3, Al A, = 1. whereo =3 p.|z)z|x ® Ulp. © [0)0|p)UT andU is the
More details on the basics of quantum states and chanrigltary extension of the channgdl. The expression on the

can be found in[5]. right is very similar to the capacity formula found in a class
broadcast setting [4].
Il. CODING THEOREMS FORQUANTUM CHANNELS Just as for the classical capacity of a quantum channel, it

I'll now discuss four fundamental coding theorems ofan also be shown that the private classical capacity seisfi
quantum communications: coding for classical informatioR(N) = lim,,_, %P“)(J\/@").
transmission, private classical transmission, quantuanst
mission, and entanglement assisted classical transmiskioC. Quantum Transmission

won't go into the proofs of these coding theorems but, roughl |f our sender has a quantum system whose state she would
speaking, they all amount to randomly coding according {fke to transmit coherently to a receiver, we enter the reaim
typical sequences and conditionally typical sequencésisy  thjs time in two-level quantum systems @ubits) per channel
generalized to the quantum domain, are key ingredients. yse, at which we can coherently transmit quantum informatio
This requires that an arbitrary quantum state, when encoded
and transmitted using a noisy channel, can be recovered by
o . . {8 receiver. As a result the guantum capacity characeerize
channel to send classical information to a receiver. The—ma&gIe fundamental limits ofuantum error correction.

imum rate at which this is poss@t_)le, measured _in_bits PET A lower bound for the quantum capacity, usually called
channel use and with the probability of a transmission err%(lN)’ was found by Lloyd[[T1], Shof [12], and Devetdk [9].

vanlshln_g in the _I|m|t of many channel Uses, 15 def’lned ey found that theoherent information is an achievable rate:
the classical capacity of a quantum channel, which we’ll call

A. Classical Transmission

CW). QW) > QWN) := max (H(B) - H(E)),  (3)
Holevo [6] and Schumacher and Westmoreldnid [7] found a P
lower bound forC'(N): where the entropies are evaluated on the reduced states of
opr = Up®|0)0|gUT. The coherent information can also be
CWN) > xWN), (1) expressed as a maximization-off (A|B) = H(B)—H(AB),

evaluated on a state of the forhw N (|¢)(¢|a4+), but | won't
use this fact here.
Finally, just like with the classical and private capadtiee

where theHolevo Information [8] is defined asy(N) =
max,, ,, [(X;B),, whereo =" pelz)z|x @ N(p,). The
mutual information is defined a§ X ; B) = H(X)+ H(B) — L )
H(XB), with the von Neumanaintrop)ﬁ(p) (: ZTrp(log) o gan getla ?lr;aragterlzatlon of the quantum capacit@§) =
replacing the usual Shannon entropy. limpy QY (NE").

In addition to showing thatC(V) > x(N), it's also
possible to give a characterization of the classical capaci
as C(N) = lim, e Lx(N®") [6], [7]. Of course this limit At this point let's go back to trying to understand the

. Classical Transmission with Entanglement Assistance

is not something that can actually be computed. transmission of classical information with a quantum clednn
_ _ o However, besides letting our sender and receiver use a noisy
B. Private Classical Transmission quantum channel, we'll also give them access to arbitrary

Now suppose we have access to a noisy quantum chansbired quantum states (and specifically, they'll est@ngled
and we would again like to transmit classical informaticonfir  states). On their own, such quantum states are useless for
sender to receiver. This time, however, we're interested @@mmunication due to the locality of quantum mechanics.
making sure thabnly the receiver learns what message weklowever, the shared quantum states may in principle be lusefu
sent. Specifically, we have to make sure that no informatievhen used together with a noisy channel. In fact, not only wil
about the transmitted message gets leaked to the envirannika shared quantum correlations be useful for assistingyman
of the channel. This situation is qualitatively similar foet quantum channels, it turns out that they will lead to a drémat
wire-tap channel considered by Wyngr [3] and Csiszar-Korngsimplification of the theory.
[4] and, in fact, the solution looks similar in many ways. Define theentanglement assisted classical capacity to be the

The resultingprivate classical capacity, roughly the best maximum rate at which classical communication is possible
rate that we can achieve with both high fidelity for the reeeivwith low error probability when sender and receiver use a
and no information leaked to the environment, is usualliedal noisy channel together with arbitrary shared quantum state
P(N). Devetak [[9] and Cai-Winter-Yeund [10] showed thaBennett, Shor, Smolin, and Thapliyal [13] showed that this
the private classical capacity satisfies capacity is given by



the formula. This leaves us without an effectively complgab
Cg(N) =maxI(A; B),, (4) characterization of the capacities, but in each case wefial$o
Pans that the natural guess for capacity was overly pessimistic—
where the quantum mutual information is evaluated on ttg using more complicated coding strategies we can transmit
statec = T@ N ($44/). Note that the only difference betweermore information.
Eq. [@) and the Holevo information of EqCI(1) is that the Although x, P1), and Q) are not additive in general,
Holevo information is the maximum mutual information wdt is possible to show additivity for some special classes of
can generate using a state of the fapmas = 3 p.|z)(z| ® channels. For examplé/(N) = x(N) for all entanglement
p=, Whereas in Eq[{4) the statiey 4/ is unrestricted. breaking channﬁs[@], depolarizing channels[17], and unital
The truly remarkable thing about EQ (4) is that we hav@ubit channels. The quantum capacity is equapt®) () for
an equality—the formula is single-letter. There is no need Poth degradable channels [18] and PPT channels [L9], [20]
take a limit over many channels uses, so this formula givé§hough for the latter it is always zero. Finally, the pt&va
a complete characterization of the channel's capability féapacity isP™")(\) for degradable channels [21].
classical transmission given free access to entanglerfiaet.  The additivity questions considered so far concern the need
appearance of a single letter formula here, and the absefffe regularization (as takinglim, .o L f(NV®") is called)
of single-letter formulas for the three other capacitiesvere in our characterization of capacities. Some entropic fionct
discussed is closely related to the question of additivity d (V) is shown to be an achievable rate, and its regularization

information theoretic quantities, which I'll consider inetnext equal to the capacity, so if we can shofvis additive we
section. get a tractable capacity formula. Note that this conceres th

additivity of f on two copies of thesame channel. However,
IV. ADDITIVITY QUESTIONS once we regularizef (consider, say, the formul®(\N) =
. 1 ) . . .

A real function, f, on the set of channels is called additivélmn—é%o ZQ(l)(N@ ): the_r_esultmg capacity a_Iv_vays satisfies
if f(V @ M) = f(N) + f(M). Many important questions QN®") = nQ(N). Capacities are always additive on parallel
in quantum information theory boil down to asking whether 4S€s of the same channel. , .
certain function is additive. Very often, we have some fiorct The need for regularization is a mathematical questionabou

that it’s fairly easy to see satisfiggN@M) > f(N)+f(M), _the e>_<is_tence of a simpl_e formula for capacity, but t_h_ere
but we would like to show equality. is a distinct, more operational, question about the adtitiv

For example, the single-letter formula for the entanglameﬂf capacities themselves. Since capacities are additive on

assisted classical capacity is shown in three stepsy(/é) = p_roducts of.the same chz?mnel, this is a question about how
maxy, , I(A; B), With 045 — I&A (¢4, ). The first step is different noisy channels interact and enhance each others

to show thatC'z(\) > ¢(\) by a random coding argument capabilitie. This sort of additivity thus tells us whether

The next step is to show that; (\) < lim Lg(NEm) ‘the communication potential of a channel depends on the
= n—00 p ’ n . o . .

basically by using the continuity properties of von Neumafontext in which it is used or is independent of what other

entropy together with the requirement for asymptoticabian channels are avgilable with it. Thg guantum capacity is very
perfect transmission. Finally, one shows (in this casengsiStrongly nonadditive: there are pairs of channgfsand M

strong subadditivity of entropy) thatis additive, from which \pl)vri'thatg((ﬁaf p))aj'tQé{;/:))la:s%ob:atld%‘(#v' t®t;1\¢/alt) ';a&[cglﬁ;—r;e
e getC < limy_yeo + ®ny) — . which gives PV ity display itivity i ,
VéE(?\/) :E;.é\j\‘/)_)_ iMoo 7 g(NV™) = g(N), which giv with P(N) = 0 and P(M) < 2 but P(V @ M) > 1/8logd
Conversely, often where we would have liked to show add" sufficiently large dimensional channels[23]. [24]. 12 is
tivity it turns out not to be true. One of the earliest exarE;pIéJnknown whether the classical capacity of a quantum channel

of this was the finding of{[14] that the coherent informatiof® additive in this sense.
is not additive on several copies of a very noisy qubit depo- V. OUTLOOK

larizing chgnn& Specifically, they spowed that for a range There has been an enormous amount of progress on under-
of de_polanzmg paramgtqr, Q(l)(Nggi) > 5QW(N}), thus standing the various communication capacities of a quantum

dashing hopes of provin@(\) = _Q( )(N)' More reclent_ly, channel in the past decade or so. From 1997-2003, the basic
it was shown in [[1B] that the private informatio "), is 50| necessary to understand random coding in quantum
not additive on several copies of a channel closely relatggy,munication were developed and, more recently, much

to the Bennett-Brassard-84 quantum cryptography protoggbye streamlined approaches have been fodnd [27]. In the
[2]. Finally, Hastings recently showed that there are cletsIn ot couple of years several fundamental questions abeut th

such thaty(N @ N) > 2x(N). In each of these cases—

the nonadditivity of@W, PM, and x—there was a natural 2Entanglement breaking channels are so noisy that they dbew sender

i i i iand receiver to establish any entanglement. Alternati entanglement
guess for a simple formula giving the associated CapaClg?éaking channel has a set o); rank o%e Kraus operatEJ\r?y ’

but the nonaddmvny |mpI|ed that the capacity did not elqua SNote that it is possible to have a nonadditifethat, when regularized,

gives an additive capacity. Similarly, one could have a $nfprmula for a

1The qubit depolarizing channel is the most natural quantaaiogue of nonadditive capacity. So, one type of (non)additivity doesgenerally imply
a binary symmetric channel. It acts A§,(p) = (1 — p)p +p%. the other.



nformation \ adiivy Capacity Single-letter nonadditivity of y, there remains essentially a single class of
Classical ? No [26] nonconstructive examples [26] (though, this class has been
Private No [23], [24], [25] | No [15] better understood recently [33]. [34]. [35]). There are w fe
Quantum No [22] No [14] examples of nonadditivity foQ®, PY, @, and P [14],

Entanglement Yes [13] Yes [13] [15], [22], [24], [25], but it is still not entirely clear wire
Assisted nonadditivity should be expected (though seel [36] for some

Fig. 1. Status of additivity questions for quantum capesitiThe different id€as). For the quantum and private capacity, essentiady t
rows correspond to using the channel for different kinds mfbrimation only additivity results we have concern degradable channel

transmission. The right column indicates whether regudion is necessary ity ppT channels also understood for the quantum capacity.
in our characterization of the associated capacity. Theclgimn indicates

whether the capacity itself is additive. Note that the rightumn concerns the It would be fantastic to find the quantum capacity of some

additivity of entropic quantities when evaluated on muétipopies othe same  channels that are not related to the degradable channels.

channel, while the left concerns the behavior of a capacitgerwevaluated . s T

on two copies obiifferent channels., There is a qualitative similarity betwe_en ql_Jantum qhannels
and classical broadcast channgls [37]—in point-to-poirag
tum problems, we always implicitly have a second receiver in

additivity of capacities have been resolved, with the geherlhe fc_>rm of the ‘?”".”O””.‘e”‘- So, when we look at the private
classical transmission with a quantum channel, the achieva

trend that most things are not additive. ) .
At first d thi dditivit ke bad rates we find are closely related to the classical results on
ISt -glance Inis nonadditivity seems e, ad new roadcasting privacyl [4]. Furthermore, most of the chasinel
The need for regularization means that we don’t have sim

. ) s . ose quantum capacity we can compute are degradable, a
capacity formulas available, and the nonadditivity of s notion that comes directly from the classical idea of a degda
implies that the capacity of a channel might not even be tPB

: ¢ f it icati bilitv, 1 Yoadcast channe[[B8][_[B87]. Can this correspondence be
relevant measure ot Its communication capabiiity. 0W’evedeveloped into an explicit mapping between (perhaps a subse
in both cases there is a positive side—regularization meegﬁ guantum channels and classical broadcast channels, wit

that the capacities wee interested in are generally hig e capacities of the former derived from the capacity negio
than expected, and we can use communication strategj

. . FShe latter?
like entangled signal states and structured error cooecti

I L .. I'm grateful to Charlie Bennett for comments an an earlier

codes to enhance our communication abilities. Nonadtlitivi
- draft and acknowledge support from DARPA QUEST contract

of capacities means that even apparently useless resou

. S| use R0011-09-C-0047.
may interact synergistically to allow communication antber
correction where it appeared impossible.
There are at least two interesting directions to pursue that

are related to the classical capacity. Flr.St' there a.re eawy 0[1 T. M. Cover and J. A. Thomaglements of Information Theory. Wiley
computable upper bounds for the classical capacity. The 100" g sons. 1991.

of the input and output dimensions of a channel are obviousl] C. H. Bennett and G. Brassard, “Quantum cryptographyblieukey

bounds. as is the entanglement assisted capacity. Shor also distribution and coin tossing,Proceedings of the IEEE International
’ Conference on Computers, Systems and Sgnal Processing, p. 175, 1984.

presented a bound of (NV) + max,,, Er _(I ® N(pas)), [3] A. D. Wyner, “The Wire-tap ChannelBell Systems Technical Journal,
where E is the entanglement of formatioh [16]. None of  vol. 54, no. 8, pp. 1355-1387, January 1975.

these are particularly good in the low noise regime. Second#] |- Csiszar and J. Korner, “Broadcast channels with canfithl mes-

; i : ) : sages,’|EEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 24, pp. 339-348, 1978.
althoughy is not additive, we still don’'t know whether its (5] M. A. Nielsen and I. L. ChuangQuantum Computation and Quantum

regularizationC'(\), is additive. Information, 1st ed. Cambridge University Press, October 2000.
The bosonic gaussian channels are an important, potef A.S.Holevo, “The capacity of the quantum channel witmesel signal

. . . states,”|EEE. Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 44, no. 1, pp. 269-273, 1998.
tially experimentally relevant, class that it would be nice 7] B. Schumacher and M. D. Westmoreland, “Sending clabgiarmation

understand better (for a review, séel[28]). Capacities of th ~ yia noisy quantum channels2hys. Rev. A, vol. 56, no. 1, pp. 131-138,
attenuation channel are known [29], but even for single mode 1997.

; ; A. S. Holevo, “Statistical problems in quantum physids, Proceedings
gaussian channels we only understand a few special cadés of the second Japan-USSR Symposium on Probability Theory, ser.

(see @] for recent work on t.he classical capacity). _Since Lecture Notes in Mathematics, G. Maruyama and J. V. Prokhdgds.,
gaussian channels are a fairly simple class, understatiuig vol. 330. Berlin: Springer-Verlag, 1973, pp. 104-119.

capacities may be easier than the general case. As usual, {fle!- Devetak, “The private classical capacity and quanteapacity of a
P Y 9 quantum channelTEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 51, pp. 44-55, 2005,

question hinges on understanding additivity propertiesof arXiviquant-ph/0304127.
P(l), andQ(1>. [10] N. Cai, A. Winter, and R. Yeung, “Quantum privacy and qtusn

R wiretap channels,Problems of Information Transmission, vol. 40, no. 4,
In general, we need more examples of both additivity and op. 318-336, 2004,

nonadditivity if we are to Und_ers_tand coding for quanturfiy] s. Lioyd, “Capacity of the noisy quantum channéifiys. Rev. A, vol. 55,
channels. For classical transmission, we understand the ad pp. 1613-1622, 1997.

ditivity of x for entanglement breaking channels by a generfdpl P- W. Shor, “The quantum channel capacity and cohereotrnation.”
Th | d hoc techni " d di lecture notes, MSRI Workshop on Quantum Computation, 200ail-
argument. ere are also ad hoc techniques for undersgnadin able online at http://www.msri.org/publications/In/m2002/

very specific channeld [17]/[81]/ [29]/[82]. In terms of  quantumcrypto/shor/1/.
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