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INVARIANTS OF THE QUANTUM GRAPH OF THE PARTIAL TRACE

WOJCIECH PAUPA AND PIOTR M. SO LTAN

Abstract. We compute the independence number, zero-error capacity, and the values of the Lovász
function and the quantum Lovász function for the quantum graph associated to the partial trace quan-
tum channel Trn ⊗idk : B(Cn ⊗ Ck) → B(Ck).

1. Introduction

In the paper [6] the authors introduced a novel approach to the study of quantum channels, i.e. com-
pletely positive trace preserving maps between spaces of operators on finite dimensional Hilbert spaces.
This new approach is based on the very appropriate analogy with classical communication channels first
studied by C. Shannon in [11], where to each classical channel (a mapping from a finite set into proba-
bility measures on another finite set) a finite graph called the confusability graph is assigned. This graph
carries important information about the channel, the most important bit being its Shannon capacity

which is expressible in terms of the so called independence number (maximal cardinality of a subset of
vertices without any connections) of the graph and its strong powers. For more details we refer to [11]
with further developments described e.g. in [8].

Now let H and K be finite dimensional Hilbert spaces and N : B(H ) → B(K ) be a quantum
channel. It is a well known consequence of the Stinespring representation theorem ([12]) that any such
map is of the form

N (A) =

r
∑

i=1

KiAK
∗
i , A ∈ B(H ),

where K1, . . . ,Kr ∈ B(H ,K ) are so called Kraus operators (see [7, Section 3]). The authors of [6] show
that the linear subspace

SN = span{K∗
iKj | i, j = 1, . . . , r} ⊂ B(H )

assigned to the quantum channel N can be regarded as a non-commutative (quantum) analog of what
the confusability graph is for a classical channel.

The first observation one needs to make is that SN does not depend on the choice of the Kraus
operators (see [6, Lemma 1]). Since the fact that N preserves the trace is equivalent to the condition
∑

i

K∗
iKi = 1, we see that SN contains the identity operator 1 ∈ B(H ), and by its very construction,

SN is closed with respect to the operation of taking Hermitian adjoints B(H ) ∋ A 7→ A∗ ∈ B(H ).
Subspaces of B(H ) with these two properties are called operator systems. They have been studied for
a long time (see e.g. [4, 10]) and have become integrated into the theory of operator algebras.

Now let us indicate how SN is used to obtain information about the channel N . The analogy between
SN and the confusability graph of a classical channel is very well described in [6], so we will restrict
ourselves only to a very brief explanation. Let N be a classical channel from X to Y , i.e. a map from
X to probability measures on a set Y with the measure corresponding to x denoted by N(·|x). Then
the confusability graph GN has vertices X and x, x′ ∈ X are connected by an edge if and only if the
probability measures N(·|x) and N(·|x′) have overlapping supports (this, in particular, implies that each
vertex is connected to itself). Thus, for example, the independence number of GN provides information
about how much information can be transmitted via the channel without errors. It turns out that one
can extend the channel N to a quantum channel N : B(C|X|) → B(C|Y |) by defining its Kraus operators
{Kx,y |x ∈ X, y ∈ Y } as

Kx,y =
√

N(y|x) |y〉〈x|,
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where
{

|x〉
∣

∣ x ∈ X
}

and
{

|y〉
∣

∣ y ∈ Y
}

are the standard bases of C|X| and C|Y |. One can check that the
corresponding subspace SN is

span
{

|x〉〈x′|
∣

∣x and x′ are connected by an edge in GN
}

.

Thus SN contains the information carried by the adjacency matrix of GN (in particular the graph GN
is recoverable from SN ). It is for this reason that for any quantum channel N : B(H ) → B(K ) the
object SN is called the quantum confusability graph of N . More generally we will say that an operator
system S ⊂ B(H ) describes a quantum graph.

Let us remark that the theory of quantum graphs has in recent years undergone very substantial
development and is by now a field of research on its own. The papers of N. Weaver ([14, 15]) as well
as the work of many other authors [9, 1, 2, 5] have provided multiple points of view on the theory and
opened new avenues of further research and applications.

Returning to the quantum graph SN of a quantum channel N , we will be interested in four numerical
invariants of N introduced in [6]. They are

• the independence set,
• zero-error capacity,
• value of the Lovász function ϑ,
• value of the quantum Lovász function ϑ̃.

All these are described and studied in [6], but we will briefly recall their definitions. Before doing
this, however, we must recall the notion of a strong product of quantum graphs. If S1 ⊂ B(H1) and
S2 ∈ B(H2) are operator systems describing two quantum graphs, the strong product of these quantum
graphs is described by the tensor product S1 ⊗ S2 ⊂ B(H1) ⊗ B(H2) = B(H1 ⊗ H2). In case S1

and S2 are quantum graphs arising from quantum channels Φ1 : B(H1) → B(K1) and Φ2 : B(H2) →
B(K2) then it is easy to see that the operator system S1 ⊗ S2 corresponds to the quantum channel
Φ1 ⊗ Φ2 : B(H1 ⊗ H2) → B(K1 ⊗ K2).

Definition 1.1. Let H be a finite dimensional Hilbert space and S ⊂ B(H ) an operator system.

(1) The independence number α(S) of S is the maximal cardinality of an orthonormal system
{η1, . . . , ηN} such that |ηp〉〈ηq| ∈ S⊥ for all p, q ∈ {1, . . . , N} with p 6= q (with S⊥ denoting
the orthogonal complement of S with respect to the Hilbert-Schmidt scalar product).

(2) The zero-error capacity of S is C0(S) = lim
m→∞

1
m
log

(

α(S⊗m)
)

, where S⊗m is the strong power

of the quantum graph S (the limit exists, since α is a sub-multiplicative function).
(3) The Lovász function ϑ assigns to S the value

max
{

‖1+ T ‖
∣

∣T ∈ S⊥, 1+ T ≥ 0
}

(with S⊥ again denoting the orthogonal complement of S with respect to the Hilbert-Schmidt
scalar product on B(H ), and ‖ · ‖ denoting the operator norm, see Section 1.1 below).

(4) The quantum Lovász function ϑ̃ assigns to S the value

sup
m

ϑ
(

B(Cm)⊗ S
)

.

Let us note that the orthogonal complement of S⊗B(Cm) ⊂ B(H ⊗Cm) with respect to the Hilbert-
Schmidt scalar product is S⊥ ⊗ B(Cm).

We will compute the above mentioned four values for one of the most commonly used quantum
channels, the partial trace Trn⊗idk : B(Cn)⊗B(Ck) → B(Ck) understood as a map B(Cn⊗C

k) → B(Ck)
(see Section 1.1 for details of our notation). The computations are presented in Section 2.

1.1. Notational conventions. All Hilbert spaces will be over the field of complex numbers and all
scalar products 〈· ·〉 will be linear in the second variable. For a Hilbert space H and a vector ψ ∈ H

the symbol |ψ〉 will denote two different objects: the vector ψ itself and the unique linear mapping
C → H taking 1 to ψ. It is clear that these can be identified. The Hermitian adjoint of |ψ〉 will be
denoted by the symbol 〈ψ|: it is the linear map H → C taking ϕ ∈ H to the scalar 〈ψ ϕ〉. Thus for
ξ ∈ H and η ∈ K the operator |ξ〉〈η| ∈ B(K ,H ) is the composition of 〈η| : K → C and |ξ〉 : C → H .

The canonical trace on B(H ) will be denoted by Tr. The corresponding Hilbert-Schmidt scalar
product on B(H ) is then defined as

〈A B〉 = Tr(A∗B), A,B ∈ B(H ).
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Note that the cyclicity of the trace, i.e. the property that Tr(AB) = Tr(BA), holds also if A ∈ B(K ,H ),
B ∈ B(H ,K ) and the traces on the two sides of the equation are in fact traces on different spaces of
operators.

The norm on B(H ,K ) will be denoted by ‖ · ‖. This is always the operator norm defined by

‖A‖ = sup
‖ψ‖=1

‖Aψ‖.

The symbol ⊗ will, depending on the context, denote both the tensor product of Hilbert spaces as
well as the tensor product of spaces of operators. We will frequently use the natural identification
B(H )⊗ B(K ) = B(H ⊗ K ) for finite dimensional Hilbert spaces H and K .

In order to avoid any confusion, in what follows we will use the symbols Trn and Trk to denote traces
on B(Cn) and B(Ck) respectively. Similarly idn and idk will be the identity maps on these spaces and
Tk will denote the transposition map on B(Ck). This last map requires a choice of basis (or any other
equivalent way to identify the dual space of Ck with itself) and we are choosing the standard basis of
Ck.1 With this choice Tk becomes the usual transposition of matrices if we identify B(Ck) with scalar
k × k matrices via the standard basis of Ck. In particular Tk is an involutive map.

Lastly 1n and 1k will denote the identity operators on C
n and C

k respectively while the unit of
B(Cn ⊗ Ck) will be denoted simply by 1.

2. Computation of the invariants

Let {en1 , . . . , e
n

n} be the standard basis of Cn and {ek1, . . . , e
k

k} the standard basis of Ck. The quantum
channel Trn⊗idk : B(Cn ⊗ Ck) → B(Ck) has the following Kraus form:

(Trn⊗idk)(T ) =

n
∑

i=1

PiTP
∗
i ,

where Pi = 〈eni | ⊗ 1k ∈ B(Cn ⊗ Ck,Ck) (i = 1, . . . , n). The corresponding operator system is

S = span
{

P ∗
i Pj

∣

∣ i, j = 1, . . . , n
}

= span
{

|eni 〉
〈

enj
∣

∣⊗ 1k

∣

∣ i, j = 1, . . . , n
}

= B(Cn)⊗ 1k

understood as a subset of B(Cn)⊗ B(Ck) = B(Cn ⊗ Ck).
Let us also describe the orthogonal complement S⊥ of S with respect to the Hilbert-Schmidt scalar

product on B(Cn ⊗ Ck). It follows easily from the identity Trn⊗Trk = Tr (trace on B(Cn ⊗ Ck)) that
for any A ∈ B(Cn) and X ∈ B(Cn ⊗ Ck) we have

Tr
(

(A⊗ 1k)X
)

= Trn

(

A
(

(idn ⊗ Trk)(X)
)

)

.

Consequently X ∈ S⊥ is equivalent to (idn ⊗ Trk)(X) being orthogonal to all elements of B(Cn), i.e. to
(idn ⊗ Trk)(X) = 0. It follows that

S⊥ =
{

X ∈ B(Cn ⊗ C
k)

∣

∣ (idn ⊗ Trk)(X) = 0
}

. (1)

2.1. The independence number.

Proposition 2.1. We have α(S) = k.

Proof. First let us note the canonical isomorphism Cn ⊗Ck ∼=
n
⊕

i=1

Ck which identifies ψ ∈ Cn ⊗Ck with





P1ψ...
Pnξ



 .

For any ξ, η ∈ Cn ⊗ Ck we have

Tr
(

(

|ξ〉〈η|
)∗(

|eni 〉
〈

enj
∣

∣⊗ 1k

)

)

= Tr
(

|η〉〈ξ|
(

|eni 〉 ⊗ 1k

)(〈

enj
∣

∣⊗ 1k

)

)

= Tr
(

|η〉〈ξ|P ∗
i Pj

)

= Tr
(

Pj |η〉〈ξ|P
∗
i

)

= Tr
(

|Pjη〉〈Piξ|
)

= 〈Piξ Pjη〉.

1For any Hilbert space H the transposition is the mapping B(H ) → B(H ∗) taking A ∈ B(H ) to the operator
〈ψ| 7→ 〈A∗ψ| on H ∗. Upon some linear identification of H ∗ with H we can regard it as a map B(H ) → B(H ).
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Now if {η1, . . . , ηN} is an orthonormal system such that for any p 6= q we have |ηp〉〈ηq| ∈ S⊥ (in other

words Tr
(

(

|ηp〉〈ηq|
)∗(

|eni 〉
〈

enj
∣

∣⊗ 1k

)

)

= 0 for all i, j) then the vectors
{

Piηp
∣

∣ p = 1, . . . , N, i = 1, . . . , n
}

are pairwise orthogonal. Moreover, since all ηp’s are non-zero, for each p there exists i(p) ∈ {1, . . . , n}
such that Pi(p)ηp 6= 0. In particular {Pi(1)η1, . . . , Pi(N)ηN} is a system of non-zero pairwise orthogonal

vectors in Ck. This means that N ≤ k and consequently α(S) ≤ k.
On the other hand taking N = k and putting

ηp =











0...
ekp
...
0











, p = 1 . . . , k

(p-th vector of the standard basis in p-th component, remaining ones equal zero). we obtain an orthonor-

mal system {η1, . . . , ηk} in
n
⊕

i=1

Ck ∼= Cn ⊗ Ck such that for any distinct p, q we have |ηp〉〈ηq| ∈ S⊥. �

2.2. Zero-error capacity. The next computation is a very simple consequence of Proposition 2.1.

Corollary 2.2. We have C0(S) = log k.

Proof. We first note that S⊗m = (B(Cn)⊗ 1k)
⊗m = B(Cn)⊗m ⊗ 1km = B

(

Cn
m)

⊗ 1km .

Now from Proposition 2.1 we know that α(S⊗m) = km and consequently 1
m
log

(

α(S⊗m)
)

= log k for
all m. �

2.3. The Lovász function and the quantum Lovász function.

Lemma 2.3. Let X ∈ B(Cn ⊗ Ck) be positive. Then ‖X‖ ≤ k‖(Trn⊗idk)(X)‖.

Proof. We use D. Choi’s inequality from [3, Theorem 2], i.e. the fact that

1n ⊗
(

(Trn⊗idk)(X)
)

≥ (idn ⊗ Tk)(X).

It follows that
∥

∥(Trn⊗idk)(X)
∥

∥ =
∥

∥

∥
1n ⊗

(

(Trn⊗idk)(X)
)

∥

∥

∥
≥

∥

∥(idn ⊗ Tk)(X)
∥

∥.

Now we note that ‖X‖ =
∥

∥(idn ⊗ Tk)(idn ⊗ Tk)(X)
∥

∥ ≤ ‖idn ⊗ Tk‖
∥

∥(idn ⊗ Tk)(X)
∥

∥. The norm of

the operator idn ⊗ Tk : B(Cn) ⊗ B(Ck) → B(Cn) ⊗ B(Ck) is majorized by (and equal to if n ≥ k) the
completely bounded norm ‖Tk‖cb ([10, Chapter 1]) which is equal to k by the main result of [13]. �

Theorem 2.4. We have

ϑ(S) =

{

k2 n > k

nk n ≤ k
.

Proof. Take T ∈ S⊥ such that 1+ T ≥ 0. Then by (1) we have

‖1+ T ‖ ≤ Tr(1+ T ) = Trn
(

(idn ⊗ Trk)(1+ T )
)

= Trn
(

(idn ⊗ Trk)(1) + (idn ⊗ Trk)(T )
)

= Trn
(

(idn ⊗ Trk)(1)
)

= Trn(k1n) = nk.

In case n > k this estimate can be improved as follows: applying Lemma 2.3 to the positive operator
X = 1+ T and again using (1) we obtain

‖1+ T ‖ ≤ k
∥

∥(idn ⊗ Trk)(1+ T )
∥

∥ = k
∥

∥(idn ⊗ Trk)(1)
∥

∥ = k‖k1n‖ = k2

which shows that ϑ(S) ≤ k2 when n > k and ϑ(S) ≤ nk when n ≤ k. We will prove the converse
inequalities by exhibiting an examples of T ∈ S⊥ such that 1+ T ≥ 0 and ‖1+ T ‖ = k2 in the former
case and ‖1+ T ‖ = nk in the latter.

Let us first consider the case n ≥ k. Put

1+ T = k

( k
∑

i,j=1

∣

∣eni
〉〈

enj
∣

∣⊗
∣

∣eki
〉〈

ekj
∣

∣+

n
∑

l=k+1

|enl 〉〈e
n

l | ⊗ |ekk〉〈e
k

k|

)

.
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As an illustration let us identify B(Cn ⊗ Ck) = B(Cn) ⊗ B(Ck) with the space of block matrices
Matk(Matn(C)) as follows: first using the standard bases of Cn and Ck we identify B(Cn) and B(Ck)
with Matn(C) and Matk(C) respectively and then for A ∈ Matn(C) and B ∈ Matk(C) we identify A⊗B

with the block matrix






b1,1A · · · bk,1A
...

. . .
...

bk,1A · · · bk,kA






.

With this identification, for n = 4 and k = 3 the element 1+ T ∈ B(C4 ⊗ C3) ∼= Mat2(Mat4(C)) is








































3 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 3 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
3 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 3 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
3 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 3 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3









































.

We note that upon re-ordering of the basis 1+ T will have the following matrix representation




0(k−1)n 0 0
0 kJk 0
0 0 k1n−k



 ,

where Jk is a k × k matrix all of whose entries are 1 and 0(k−1)n is the zero (k − 1)n× (k − 1)n matrix.

This immediately shows that 1+ T ≥ 0 and that ‖1+ T ‖ = max
{

‖kJk‖, ‖k1n−k‖
}

= k2 because Jk is

k times the projection onto the subspace spanned by the vector vector
k
∑

p=1

∣

∣ekp
〉

.

Finally

(idn ⊗ Trk)(1+ T ) = k

( k
∑

i=1

|eni 〉〈e
n

i |+
n
∑

l=k+1

|enl 〉〈e
n

l |

)

= k1n

which is exactly equal to (idn ⊗ Trk)(1). Consequently (idn ⊗ Trk)(T ) = 0, i.e. T ∈ S⊥.
Similarly in the case n ≤ k we set

1+ T = k

n
∑

i,j=1

∣

∣eni
〉〈

enj
∣

∣⊗
∣

∣eki
〉〈

ekj
∣

∣

To illustrate this choice take n = 3 and k = 4. Then, with the identification B(C3 ⊗ C4) with
Mat4(Mat3(C)) analogous to the one used above, 1+ T is









































4 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 4 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
4 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 4 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
4 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 4 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0









































.
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Clearly, upon re-ordering of the basis 1+ T becomes
[

0nk−n 0
0 kJn

]

which is positive and of norm k‖Jn‖ = kn. Finally, as in the previous case, we compute

(idn ⊗ Trk)(1+ T ) = k

n
∑

i=1

|eni 〉〈e
n

i | = k1n = (idn ⊗ Trk)(1),

so (idn ⊗ Trk)(T ) = 0. �

Theorem 2.4 gives us the following immediate corollary:

Corollary 2.5. We have ϑ̃(S) = k2.

Proof. Let us temporarily denote S by Sn,k. Then for any m we have

B(Cm)⊗ Sn,k = B(Cm)⊗ B(Cn)⊗ 1k = B(Cm ⊗ C
n)⊗ 1k = Smn,k.

Thus by Theorem 2.4

ϑ
(

B(Cm)⊗ S
)

=

{

k2 mn > k

mnk mn ≤ k

and it follows that ϑ̃(S) = sup
m

ϑ(B(Cn)⊗ S) = k2. �
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