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One of the key issues in quantum discrimination problems is understanding the extent of the advantages
in discrimination performance when using resource states compared to resourceless states. We show that in
any resource theory of states, which may not be convex, the extent to which the maximum average success
probability can be improved in quantum channel discrimination problems without using auxiliary systems can
be precisely quantified by the robustness measure. Furthermore, we demonstrate that the robustness measure
can also quantify the improvement in channel discrimination problems that use auxiliary systems. Using these
findings, resources can be fully characterized to achieve higher success probabilities than any state without the
given resource in channel discrimination problems.

Discrimination problems are fundamental in considering
the operational properties of quantum theory. Among these,
quantum channel discrimination stands out as a critical task,
focused on the precise identification of quantum channels by
transmitting an input state through them and measuring the
resulting output states. This capability is essential for a wide
range of applications, including quantum communication [1],
quantum sensing [2], and quantum cryptography [3]. The
ongoing research in this field [4–14] is pivotal in enhancing
the accuracy of channel discrimination, thereby significantly
boosting the efficiency and security of quantum protocols.

In channel discrimination problems, appropriately select-
ing the state to input into the channels directly impacts
the effectiveness of the discrimination protocol. For exam-
ple, it is known that using any entangled state as the in-
put state can improve channel discrimination performance
compared to using any separable state [15]. While en-
tanglement is a typical resource in quantum information
processing, various other types of quantum resources are
also explored, such as coherence[16–18], superposition[19],
asymmetry[20, 21], magic[22, 23], non-Gaussianity[24–26],
non-Markovianity[27, 28], quantum thermodynamics[29, 30],
and imaginarity[31, 32]. These resources can sometimes be
treated in a unified manner as quantum resource theories. Re-
cently, Takagi et al. [33] have shown that in any convex re-
source theory, every resource state is useful for some chan-
nel discrimination task compared to any resourceless state,
called free state. Continuous analysis of resource states leads
to the refinement of strategies to achieve optimal performance
in various quantum systems and contributes to extensive dis-
cussions on the strategic use of quantum resources.

A natural question arises as to how much the performance
can be improved in channel discrimination tasks using a given
resource state compared to free states. For this problem, the
ratio of the maximum average success probability in channel
discrimination problems using a given state to that using the
best free state has been a focal point of research. In several
resource theories (e.g., entanglement [34], steerability [35],
coherence [36, 37], and asymmetry [38]), it has been shown
that the supremum of this ratio, which we call the discrimina-
tion power, can be precisely quantified by a measure known
as the (generalized) robustness (see also [33, 39]). However,
these results are limited to specific types resource theories and

are difficult to generalize in their current form. It is also well
known that in channel discrimination problems, the maximum
average success probability can generally be improved by us-
ing auxiliary systems (e.g., [40]). Therefore, the discrimina-
tion power of channels with auxiliary systems has also been
focused. Nevertheless, it is generally difficult to determine the
discrimination power compared to the case without auxiliary
systems, and it has only been quantified in some special cases
[34, 35].

Instead of focusing on discrimination power, a more ana-
lytically tractable indicator has been considered: the ratio of
the average success probability when the measurement used
for discrimination is fixed in subchannel discrimination tasks
in convex resource theories for a given state. It has been
shown that the supremum of this ratio can be quantified by
the robustness measure [33], and this result has been extended
to infinite-dimensional systems, nonconvex resource theories,
and general probabilistic theories [41–45]. In this paper, we
focus on discrimination power, which appears to be a more
straightforward indicator from the perspective of channel dis-
crimination problems, limited to finite-dimensional systems.

We address the problem of whether the discrimination
power can be quantified by the robustness measure in gen-
eral resource theories, which is mentioned as an important
outstanding open question in Ref. [33]. First, we show that
in channel discrimination problems without auxiliary systems
for any convex resource theory, the discrimination power of
any resource state can be quantified by the robustness. This
implies that the robustness measure can be interpreted as the
discrimination power, which is an intuitively clear operational
value. We also show that this result can be easily extended to
nonconvex resource theories. Furthermore, we demonstrate
that in channel discrimination problems using auxiliary sys-
tems, the discrimination power of any resource state can sim-
ilarly be quantified by the robustness. This result provides a
necessary and sufficient condition for the maximum average
success probability of a given resource state to be higher than
that of any free state.

Discrimination power — Let us consider the problem of
distinguishing a collection of channels {Λn}

N
n=1 from system

A to system B. The prior probabilities are given by {pn}
N
n=1.

When a state ρ is input into system A and a measurement
Π B {Πn}

N
n=1 is performed on the output state in system B,
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the average success probability is given by

PS(ρ,Π; {pn,Λn}) B
N∑

n=1

pn Tr[Πn · Λn(ρ)]. (1)

When distinguishing {Λn}
N
n=1 with just one use of the channels,

any discrimination strategy can be represented using such a
pair of ρ and Π. Thus, the maximum average success proba-
bility when ρ is fixed is given by

PS(ρ; {pn,Λn}) B max
Π

PS(ρ,Π; {pn,Λn}).

Let DenA denote the set of all density matrices of system
A. We consider a subset F of DenA, the elements of which are
regarded as free states. For any state ρ of A, the supremum
ratio of the maximum average success probability using ρ to
that using free states is defined as

G(ρ,F) B sup
{pn,Λn}

PS(ρ; {pn,Λn})
supω∈F PS(ω; {pn,Λn})

(2)

and is referred to as the discrimination power of ρwith respect
to F. For some F, it has been shown that G(ρ,F) = 1 + RF(ρ)
holds [34, 36–38], where RF(ρ) is the robustness measure, de-
fined as

RF(ρ) B inf
{
λ ≥ 0

∣∣∣∣∣ ρ + λτ1 + λ
B ω ∈ F, τ ∈ DenA

}
. (3)

RF(ρ) can be interpreted as the least coefficient needed for the
mixture of ρ and a noise state τ to result in a free state. RF(ρ)
is well defined for any ρ as long as F contains at least one pos-
itive definite matrix, which we assume in what follows when
referring to RF(ρ). We discuss the case in which this assump-
tion is not satisfied in Appendix D.

Theorem 1 We have that, for any convex subset F of DenA,

G(ρ,F) = 1 + RF(ρ).

Proof Let clF denote the closure of F. Since G(ρ,F) =
G(ρ, clF) and RF(ρ) = RclF(ρ) hold, we assume, without loss
of generality, that F is closed.

First, we show G(ρ,F) ≤ 1 + RF(ρ). Let λ⋆ and ω⋆ be the
mimimizers of Eq. (3). For any collection {pn,Λn} of channels
Λn with prior probabilities pn and for any measurement Π, we
have

PS(ρ,Π; {pn,Λn}) ≤ (1 + λ⋆) · PS(ω⋆,Π; {pn,Λn})
≤ (1 + λ⋆) ·max

ω∈F
PS(ω; {pn,Λn}), (4)

where the first line follows from ρ ≤ (1 + λ⋆)ω⋆. Dividing
both sides by maxω∈F PS(ω; {pn,Λn}) and using λ⋆ = RF(ρ),
we obtain G(ρ,F) ≤ 1 + RF(ρ).

Next, we show G(ρ,F) ≥ 1 + RF(ρ). Considering the La-
grange dual problem of the optimization problem in Eq. (3),
we find that RF(ρ) is the optimal value of the following opti-
mization problem (e.g., [46]):

maximize Tr(xρ) − 1
subject to x ≥ 0, Tr(xω) ≤ 1 (∀ω ∈ F). (5)

Let x⋆ be the optimal solution of this problem, and let e B
x⋆/∥x⋆∥∞. Also, let ω⋆ be ω ∈ F that maximizes Tr(eω).
Choose an N-level system B, where N satisfies the condition
N ≥ 1 + Tr(eω⋆)−1; then, we have that, for each σ ∈ DenA,

1 − Tr(eσ)
N − 1

≤
1

N − 1
≤ Tr(eω⋆). (6)

Let pn B 1/N and define the channels Λ1, . . . ,ΛN as

Λn(σ) = Tr(eσ) |n⟩ ⟨n| +
1 − Tr(eσ)

N − 1
(IN − |n⟩ ⟨n|)

for each σ ∈ DenA, where {|i⟩}Ni=1 is the computational basis.
Since Λn(σ) = Xn−1 · Λ1(σ) · X1−n holds for the generalized
Pauli-X matrix X, {Λn} is covariant with respect to the cyclic
group G B {Xk(–)X−k}Nk=1. Thus, there exists a measure-
ment Πsym that satisfies PS(σ,Π; {pn,Λn}) = Tr[Πsym

1 · Λ1(σ)]
for any state σ of A and is covariant with respect to G, i.e.,
Π

sym
n = Xn−1Π

sym
1 X1−n, proved in Appendix B. For such a

measurement Πsym, let c B ⟨1|Πsym
1 |1⟩; then, we have

PS(σ,Π; {pn,Λn}) = Tr
[
Π

sym
1 · Λ1(σ)

]
= c Tr(eσ) + (1 − c)

1 − Tr(eσ)
N − 1

, (7)

where we use TrΠsym
1 = 1 from

∑N
n=1 Π

sym
n = IN . Therefore,

we have that, for each ω ∈ F,

PS(ω,Π; {pn,Λn}) = c Tr(eω) + (1 − c)
1 − Tr(eω)

N − 1
≤ Tr(eω⋆),

where the inequality follows from Tr(eω) ≤ Tr(eω⋆) and
substituted σ = ω into Eq. (6). Therefore, we obtain
PS(ω; {pn,Λn}) ≤ Tr(eω⋆). Also, for a measurement Π sat-
isfying c = ⟨1|Πsym

1 |1⟩ = 1, Eq. (7) gives PS(ρ,Π; {pn,Λn}) =
Tr(eρ). Thus, we have

PS(ρ; {pn,Λn})
supω∈F PS(ω; {pn,Λn})

≥
Tr(eρ)

Tr(eω⋆)
=

Tr(x⋆ρ)
Tr(x⋆ω⋆)

≥ Tr(x⋆ρ),

where the last inequality follows from Tr(x⋆ω⋆) ≤ 1. From
this equation and Tr(x⋆ρ) = 1 + RF(ρ), we obtain G(ρ,F) ≥
1 + RF(ρ). □

From this proof, the supremum sup{pn,Λn}
in Eq. (2) can be

replaced with the maximum max{pn,Λn}. While Eq. (2) rep-
resents the discrimination power for channels, it is immedi-
ately clear that a similar equation holds for the discrimination
power for subchannels, defined as completely positive maps
{Γn} such that

∑
n Γn is a channel. Furthermore, the robustness

can be characterized by

sup
{pn,Λn}

sup
Π

PS(ρ,Π; {pn,Λn})
supω∈F PS(ω,Π; {pn,Λn})

= 1 + RF(ρ). (8)

Indeed, from the first line of Eq. (4), it is clear that the left-
hand side of this equation is less than or equal to the right-
hand side, while from the definition of G(ρ,F), the left-hand
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side is at least G(ρ,F). It is known that a corresponding equa-
tion holds for subchannel discrimination (see Theorem 1 in
[33]); Eq. (8) implies that it also holds for channel discrimi-
nation.

The case of the set of free states being nonconvex — Let
co S denote the convex hull of a set S . Then, the following
corollary is immediately obtained.

Corollary 2 We have that, for any subset F of DenA,

G(ρ,F) = G(ρ, coF) = 1 + RcoF(ρ).

Proof The right-hand equality is clear from Theorem 1. To
prove the left-hand equality, it is sufficient to show

sup
ω∈F

PS(ω; {pn,Λn}) = sup
v∈coF

PS(v; {pn,Λn}).

From F ⊆ coF, the left-hand side is clearly less than or equal
to the right-hand side. The left-hand side is also greater than
or equal to the right-hand side since any v ∈ coF can be ex-
pressed as a convex combination of some ω1, ω2, · · · ∈ F, and
PS(v; {pn,Λn}) ≤ maxi PS(ωi; {pn,Λn}) holds. □

In this paper, we denote a resource state ρ < F that satisfies
G(ρ,F) = 1 as a bound resource state. By this definition, a
bound resource state can be seen as a resource state that is
not useful for channel discrimination. From Corollary 2, it
is immediately clear that ρ < F being a bound resource state
is equivalent to ρ ∈ coF. In particular, there are no bound
resource states if and only if F is convex and closed.

Extension to discrimination problems using auxiliary sys-
tems — In the problem of distinguishing a collection of chan-
nels {Λn}

N
n=1 from system A to system B, using an appropriate

auxiliary system C can improve the average success proba-
bility. When the prior probabilities are {pn}

N
n=1, the average

success probability when a state ρ is input into the composite
system A ⊗ C and a measurement Π B {Πn}

N
n=1 is performed

on the composite system B ⊗C is given by

PS(ρ,Π; {pn,Λn}) B
N∑

n=1

pn Tr[Πn · (Λn ⊗ idC)(ρ)] (9)

instead of Eq. (1).
Given a state ρ ∈ DenA⊗C and the set of free states F of

the composite system A ⊗ C, let GC(ρ,F) denote the discrim-
ination power G(ρ,F) defined by Eq. (2) using the average
success probability in Eq. (9). Let us consider determining
this discrimination power. Note that when C is a quantum 1-
level system (i.e., no auxiliary system), GC(ρ,F) and G(ρ,F)
are clearly equal. For a set S of some states of the composite
system A ⊗ C, if for any ω ∈ S and any channel E on C, the
state (idA ⊗ E)(ω) is in S , then we say that S preserves opera-
tions on C. If F preserves operations on C, then it means that
applying any local channel to system C does not turn a free
state into a resource state.

Theorem 3 If a convex subset F of DenA⊗C preserves opera-
tions on C, then we have

GC(ρ,F) = 1 + RF(ρ).

Proof GC(ρ,F) can be considered the discrimination power
when a collection of channels from A⊗C to B⊗C is limited to
those of the form {Λn⊗ idC}

N
n=1. Therefore, GC(ρ,F) cannot be

greater than G(ρ,F), and thus GC(ρ,F) ≤ G(ρ,F) = 1 + RF(ρ)
holds from Theorem 1. It remains to show that GC(ρ,F) ≥
1 + RF(ρ). Here, we present an outline; the full proof is given
in Appendix C.

Let x⋆ be the optimal solution of Problem (5). For a non-
normalized maximally entangled state |Φ⟩ B

∑NC
n=1 |n⟩ ⊗ |n⟩,

where NC is the level of C, we can choose a positive real num-
ber c and subchannels {Λ̃n}

N
n=1 that satisfy

⟨Φ|(Λ̃1 ⊗ idC)(ρ)|Φ⟩ = c Tr(x⋆ρ), ∀ρ ∈ DenA⊗C . (10)

We consider the collection of channels {Λi,q,r}
(N,NC ,NC )
(i,q,r)=(1,1,1) de-

fined by

Λi,q,r(–) B
N−1∑
n=0

|n + i⟩ ⟨n + i| ⊗ Xq−1Zr−1Λ̃n+1(–)Z1−rX1−q,

where |N + 1⟩ B |1⟩ , . . . , |2N − 1⟩ B |N − 1⟩, and X (resp.
Z) is the generalized Pauli-X (resp. Pauli-Z) matrix. Then,
it can be seen that this collection is covariant with respect
to a certain group, and for equal prior probabilities {pi,q,r B

1/(NN2
C)}(N,NC ,NC )

(i,q,r)=(1,1,1),

NC PS(ρ; {pi,q,r,Λi,q,r}) ≥ ⟨Φ|(Λ̃1 ⊗ idC)(ρ)|Φ⟩

holds. It can also be shown that for any positive real number
ε and any free state ω, there exists a channel Γ satisfying

NC PS(ω; {pi,q,r,Λi,q,r}) ≤ ⟨Φ|(Λ̃1 ⊗ Γ)(ω)|Φ⟩ + cε

≤ sup
ω′∈F
⟨Φ|(Λ̃1 ⊗ idC)(ω′)|Φ⟩ + cε,

where the second line follows from (idA ⊗ Γ)(ω) being a free
state. Therefore, we have that, from Eq. (10),

GC(ρ,F) ≥
c Tr(x⋆ρ)

c supω′∈F Tr(x⋆ω′) + cε
≥

1 + RF(ρ)
1 + ε

.

Considering the limit as ε → 0, we obtain GC(ρ,F) ≥ 1 +
RF(ρ). □

We provide some examples of sets that preserve operations
on C. An example is a set that is invariant under local opera-
tions and classical communication (LOCC). One such exam-
ple is the set of all ω ∈ DenA⊗C satisfying µ(ω) ≤ c, where
c is a constant and µ is an entanglement measure that does
not increase under LOCC, such as the Schmidt number [47],
the entanglement of formation [48], the logarithmic negativ-
ity [49], and the concurrence [50]. The set of all separable
states can be considered a special case of this. Other exam-
ples include the set of unsteerable states (from A to C or C to
A) [51] and the set of Bell local states [52]. In Ref. [34], it is
shown that for the set, S k, of states with Schmidt number at
most k, [1 + RS k (ρ)]/k is a lower bound for GC(ρ, S k). In con-
trast, Theorem 3 shows that GC(ρ, S k) is exactly 1 + RS k (ρ).
Additionally, Ref. [35] defines a different robustness measure
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FIG. 1. The robustness of ρ ∈ DenA⊗C with respect to (a) co F and (b)
coFC . RcoF(ρ) ≥ RcoFC (ρ) holds from F ⊆ FC . From Corollaries 2
and 4, these values respectively quantify the discrimination power
G(ρ,F) and GC(ρ,F). The gray areas, coF\F and co FC \F, represent
the sets of bound resource states in the sense of G and GC , respec-
tively. Note that RcoF(ρ) = RcoFC (ρ), i.e., G(ρ,F) = GC(ρ,F), holds
for each ρ ∈ DenA⊗C if and only if coF = coFC holds.

for steerability (where F is the set of unsteerable states) and
shows that it can quantify the discrimination power in sub-
channel discrimination problems. Theorem 3 implies a more
straightforward quantification.

Given a subset F of DenA⊗C , let FC denote the set of all
states of the form (idA ⊗ E)(ω), where ω is in F and E is a
channel on C. Then, the following corollary is obtained from
Theorem 3.

Corollary 4 We have that, for any subset F of DenA⊗C ,

GC(ρ,F) = GC(ρ,FC) = 1 + RcoFC (ρ). (11)

Proof Using the same method as in Corollary 2, we find
GC(ρ,FC) = GC(ρ, coFC). Each v ∈ coFC can be expressed
in the form

∑
i qi(idA ⊗ Ei)(ωi), where ω1, ω2, . . . are in F,

E1,E2, . . . are channels on C, and {qi} is a probability dis-
tribution. Therefore, for any channel E′ on C, (idA ⊗ E

′)(v) =∑
i qi(idA ⊗ E

′ ◦ Ei)(ωi) ∈ coFC , and thus co FC preserves op-
erations on C. From Theorem 3, the right-hand equality in
Eq. (11) holds. To show the left-hand equality in Eq. (11), it
is sufficient to show that

sup
ω∈F

PS(ω; {pn,Λn}) = sup
v∈FC

PS(v; {pn,Λn}).

From F ⊆ FC , the left-hand side is clearly less than or equal to
the right-hand side. The left-hand side is also greater than or
equal to the right-hand side since for each v ∈ FC expressed
as (idA ⊗ E)(ω) (where ω is in F and E is a channel on C), we
have that, for any measurement Π,

PS(v,Π; {pn,Λn}) =
N∑

n=1

pn Tr[Πn · (Λn ⊗ idC)[(idA ⊗ E)(ω)]]

=

N∑
n=1

pn Tr[(idB ⊗ E)†(Πn) · (Λn ⊗ idC)(ω)]

≤ PS(ω; {pn,Λn}),

where † denotes the adjoint. The inequality follows from
{(idB ⊗ E)†(Πn)}Nn=1 being a measurement. □

Equation (11) allows the discrimination power using aux-
iliary systems to be formulated in terms of the robustness.

This corollary also shows that ρ < F is a bound resource
state in the sense of GC , i.e., GC(ρ,F) = 1, if and only if ρ
is in coFC . Furthermore, Corollaries 2 and 4 give GC(ρ,F) =
1 + RcoFC (ρ) = G(ρ,FC). Figure 1 schematically represents
RcoF(ρ) and RcoFC (ρ).

Conclusion — In this study, we have quantified the dis-
crimination power in quantum channel discrimination prob-
lems for any resource theory of states. First, we have quanti-
fied the discrimination power of any resource state using the
robustness measure in channel discrimination problems with-
out auxiliary systems. This means that the robustness can be
fully characterized as a value that can be interpreted opera-
tionally as discrimination power of channels. Next, we have
shown that in channel discrimination problems using an aux-
iliary system C, the discrimination power can similarly be ex-
pressed using the robustness measure with respect to the set
coFC . This result is expected to be useful in analyzing the
discrimination power in channel discrimination problems in-
volving auxiliary systems.

In our study, we have considered a single-shot channel dis-
crimination strategy that maximizes the average success prob-
ability. Future developments of this research could involve
considering other optimization criteria, such as an unambigu-
ous criterion or a minimax criterion, or multi-shot strategies to
clarify the measures representing discrimination power. Clar-
ifying such measures would deepen our understanding of the
relationship between quantum channel discrimination prob-
lems and quantum resource theories, promoting further theo-
retical advancements.

We thank for O. Hirota, M. Sohma, T. S. Usuda, and
K. Kato for insightful discussions. This work was supported
by the Air Force Office of Scientific Research under award
number FA2386-22-1-4056.
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Appendix A: Preliminaries

For each quantum system A, let NA be the level of A. The set of all positive semidefinite matrices of system A is denoted by
PosA, where square matrices of order NA are referred to as square matrices of A. When two Hermitian matrices X and Y of A
satisfy X − Y ∈ PosA, we write X ≥ Y or Y ≤ X. In particular, X ≥ 0 (where 0 is the zero matrix) is equivalent to X ∈ PosA.
The sets of all completely positive (CP) maps, all channels, i.e., trace-preserving CP maps, and all trace-nonicreasing CP maps
(called TNI-CP maps) from system A to system B are denoted by CPA→B, ChnA→B, and TNICPA→B, respectively. A map from
A to A is called a map on A, and the identity channel on A is denoted by idA. CP maps {Λn ∈ CPA→B}

N
n=1 (where N is a natural

number) that satisfy
∑N

n=1 Λn ∈ ChnA→B are called subchannels.
The convex hull of a set S is denoted by co S , and the closure by cl S . The composition of maps is denoted by ◦, and the

transpose by T. The identity matrix of order N is denoted by IN . A map f is often written as f (–). For example, Tr(e · –) with
e ∈ PosA refers to the map PosA ∋ x 7→ Tr(ex) ∈ R≥0, where R≥0 is the set of all non-negative real numbers, and in particular,
Tr(INA · –) can be written as Tr –.

The computational basis of each system A is denoted by {|n⟩}NA
n=1. The unitary matrix X of order NA defined by X |n⟩ = |n + 1⟩

(∀n ∈ {1, . . . ,NA − 1}) and X |NA⟩ = |1⟩ is called the generalized Pauli-X matrix. The unitary matrix Z of order NA defined by
Z |n⟩ = exp[2πn

√
−1/NA] |n⟩ (∀n ∈ {1, . . . ,NA}) is called the generalized Pauli-Z matrix.

Let ΦA be the non-normalized maximally entangled state of the composite system A ⊗ A denoted by

ΦA B |Φ⟩ ⟨Φ| ∈ PosA⊗A, |Φ⟩ B

NA∑
n=1

|n⟩ ⊗ |n⟩ .

We have that, for each ρ, σ ∈ PosA,

Tr
[
ΦA · (ρ ⊗ σ)

]
= Tr(σTρ). (A1)

Also, we have that, for each ρ, σ ∈ PosA⊗C ,

Tr
[
ΦC · [[Tr(σ · –) ⊗ idC] ◦ (idA ⊗ ΦC) ⊗ idC] (ρ)

]
= Tr(σρ) (A2)

since, for each ρ1 ∈ PosA and ρ2 ∈ PosC ,

Tr
[
ΦC · [[Tr(σ · –) ⊗ idC] ◦ (idA ⊗ ΦC) ⊗ idC](ρ1 ⊗ ρ2)

]
= Tr
[
ρT

2 · [Tr[σ · (ρ1 ⊗ –)] ⊗ idC](ΦC)
]

= Tr
[
(σ′ ⊗ ρT

2 ) · ΦC

]
= Tr(σ′ρ2)
= Tr[σ(ρ1 ⊗ ρ2)]

holds, where σ′ B TrA[σ(ρ1 ⊗ INC )] and the first and third lines follow from Eq. (A1).

Appendix B: Group covariant measurements

For any system B and any finite group G, let us consider a collection of unitary matrices {Ug}g∈G of order NB satisfying
Ue = INB for the identity element e of G, and Ug ◦ Uh = Ugh for all g, h ∈ G, where Ug is Ug(–)U−1

g ∈ ChnB→B, i.e., the map
DenB ∋ ρ 7→ UgρU−1

g ∈ DenB. Let G B {Ug}g∈G; then, G can be seen as an action of G on DenB. G itself is also a group with
composition ◦ as the operation andUe = idB as its identity element.

Let |G| denote the number of elements in G, and consider a collection of channels {Λg}g∈G from A to B that satisfies Λgh =

Ug ◦ Λh for all g, h ∈ G. Also, let us consider the equal prior probabilities {pg B |G|−1}g∈G; then, the collection {pg,Λg}g∈G
of channels Λg with prior probabilities pg (or simply the collection {Λg}) is called G-covariant. Additionally, a measurement
Π B {Πg}g∈G on system B is called G-covariant if it satisfies Πgh = Ug(Πh) for all g, h ∈ G.

Example 1 In the proof of Theorem 1, we consider a collection of channels {Λn}
N
n=1 that satisfies Λn(σ) = Xn−1 · Λ1(σ) · X1−n.

For an integer n, let

⟦n⟧N B


n, 1 ≤ n ≤ N,
⟦n − N⟧N , n > N,
⟦n + N⟧N , n < 1,

(B1)

i.e., ⟦n⟧N is n′ ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,N} such that n − n′ is divisible by N. Consider the cyclic group G B {1, 2, . . . ,N}, where the product
of m, n ∈ G is ⟦m + n⟧N , and the identity element of G is N. Let G B {Uk B Xk(–)X−k}k∈G; then, {Λn}

N
n=1 is G-covariant since

Λ⟦m+n⟧N = Um ◦ Λn holds for all m, n ∈ G. Note thatUN = idB holds from XN = IN .
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The following lemma holds.

Lemma 5 For any two systems A and B, consider a G-covariant collection {pg,Λg}g∈G of channels Λg from A to B with prior
probabilities pg. For any measurement Π B {Πg}g∈G on system B, let us define the measurement Πsym B {Π

sym
g }g∈G as

Π
sym
g B

1
|G|

∑
h∈G

Uh(Πh−1g),

where h−1 is the inverse of h ∈ G. Then, Πsym is G-covariant, and we have that, for any state σ of A,

PS(σ,Π; {pg,Λg}) = PS(σ,Πsym; {pg,Λg}) = Tr
[
Π

sym
g′ · Λg′ (σ)

]
, ∀g′ ∈ G. (B2)

Proof It is clear that Πsym is a measurement since∑
g∈G

Π
sym
g =

1
|G|

∑
g∈G

∑
h∈G

Uh(Πh−1g) =
1
|G|

∑
h∈G

Uh

∑
g∈G

Πh−1g

 = 1
|G|

∑
h∈G

Uh(INB ) = INB

and Πsym
g ≥ 0 (∀g ∈ G) hold. Also, we have that, for each g, h ∈ G,

Π
sym
gh =

1
|G|

∑
k∈G

Uk(Πk−1gh) =
1
|G|

∑
k′∈G

Ugk′ (Πk′−1h) = Ug

 1
|G|

∑
k′∈G

Uk′ (Πk′−1h)

 = Ug(Πsym
h ),

where k′ B g−1k. Thus, Πsym is G-covariant. We have that, for any σ ∈ DenA and g′ ∈ G,

Tr
[
Π

sym
g′ · Λg′ (σ)

]
=

1
|G|

∑
h∈G

Tr[Uh(Πh−1g′ ) · Λg′ (σ)]

=
1
|G|

∑
h∈G

Tr[Πh−1g′ · Uh−1 [Λg′ (σ)]]

=
1
|G|

∑
h∈G

Tr[Πh−1g′ · Λh−1g′ (σ)]

= PS(σ,Π; {pg,Λg}), (B3)

where the second line follows from Tr[Uh(x) · y] = Tr[x · Uh−1 (y)] for any x, y ∈ PosB. Therefore, we obtain

PS(σ,Πsym; {pg,Λg}) =
1
|G|

∑
g′∈G

Tr
[
Π

sym
g′ · Λg′ (σ)

]
=

1
|G|

∑
g′∈G

PS(σ,Π; {pg,Λg}) = PS(σ,Π; {pg,Λg}). (B4)

Equations (B3) and (B4) yield Eq. (B2). □

Appendix C: Proof of Theorem 3

After giving two lemmas, we will prove Theorem 3. Let us consider two systems A and C and a subset S of DenA⊗C . If for
any ω ∈ S and any TNI-CP map E on C, the non-normalized state υ B (idA ⊗ E)ω, once normalized, is in S or υ = 0, then we
say that S preserves probabilistic transformations on C.

Lemma 6 Arbitrarily choose two systems A and C and a positive real number ε. If the set of free states F of the composite
system A ⊗ C is convex and preserves operations on C, then there exist a natural number N and a collection of subchannels
{Λ̃n}

N
n=1 from A to C such that

Tr
[
ΦC · (Λ̃1 ⊗ idC)(ρ)

]
supω∈F

∑N
n=1 Tr

[
ΦC · (Λ̃n ⊗ Γ̃n)(ω)

] ≥ 1 + RF(ρ)
1 + ε

(C1)

holds for any subchannels {Γ̃n}
N
n=1 on C. In particular, if F preserves probabilistic transformations on C, then the same holds for

ε = 0.
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Proof First, let us consider the case in which F preserves operations on C. Let x⋆ be the optimal solution of Problem (5). Let
ω⋆ be ω ∈ clF that maximizes Tr(x⋆ω). Also, let

e B
x⋆

∥TrC x⋆∥∞
,

ẽ B [Tr(e · –) ⊗ idC] ◦ (idA ⊗ ΦC),
a B (Tr –) − Tr[ẽ(–)]

and let τ be any state of C. Note that since ẽ is a TNI-CP map, so is a. Clearly, Tr(eω) ≤ Tr(eω⋆) holds for any ω ∈ F. Let
ε′ B ε/∥TrC x⋆∥∞, and choose a natural number N such that

1
N − 1

Tr[ΦC · (τ ◦ a ⊗ idC)(σ)] ≤ Tr(eσ) + ε′, ∀σ ∈ DenA⊗C (C2)

holds. Since the right-hand side is positive, such N exists. Note that since Tr[ΦC · (τ ◦ a ⊗ idC)(σ)] ≤ 1 and Tr(eσ) ≥ 0 hold, a
stricter condition 1

N−1 ≤ ε
′ can be used to choose N. Define {Λ̃n}

N
n=1 as

Λ̃n B


ẽ, n = 1,

1
N − 1

(τ ◦ a), n ≥ 2;

then, since
∑N

n=1 Tr[Λ̃n(–)] = Tr[ẽ(–)] + a = Tr – holds,
∑N

n=1 Λ̃n is a channel, and thus {Λ̃n}
N
n=1 are subchannels.

We have that, for any σ ∈ DenA⊗C and any CP map E on C,

Tr
[
ΦC · (Λ̃1 ⊗ E)(σ)

]
= Tr [ΦC · (ẽ ⊗ E)(σ)]

= Tr [ΦC · [[Tr(e · –) ⊗ idC] ◦ (idA ⊗ ΦC) ⊗ idC] [(idA ⊗ E)(σ)]]
= Tr[e · (idA ⊗ E)(σ)], (C3)

where the last line follows from Eq. (A2). Thus, the numerator of the left-hand side of Eq. (C1) is

Tr
[
ΦC · (Λ̃1 ⊗ idC)(ρ)

]
= Tr(eρ). (C4)

Also, the denominator of the left-hand side of Eq. (C1) is at most Tr(eω⋆) + ε′. Indeed, we have that, for any ω ∈ F,

N∑
n=1

Tr
[
ΦC · (Λ̃n ⊗ Γ̃n)(ω)

]
= Tr
[
ΦC · (Λ̃1 ⊗ Γ̃1)(ω)

]
+

1
N − 1

Tr
[
ΦC · (τ ◦ a ⊗ Γ̃0)(ω)

]
= Tr
[
e · (idA ⊗ Γ̃1)(ω)

]
+

1
N − 1

Tr
[
ΦC · (τ ◦ a ⊗ idC)

[
(idA ⊗ Γ̃0)(ω)

]]
≤ Tr
[
e · (idA ⊗ Γ̃1)(ω)

]
+ Tr
[
e · (idA ⊗ Γ̃0)(ω)

]
+ ε′

= Tr
[
e ·
[
idA ⊗ (Γ̃1 + Γ̃0)

]
(ω)
]
+ ε′

≤ Tr(eω⋆) + ε′, (C5)

where Γ̃0 B
∑N

j=2 Γ̃n. The second line follows from Eq. (C3) with σ substituted by ω and E substituted by Γ̃1. The third line

follows from Eq. (C2), and the last line follows from
[
idA ⊗ (Γ̃1 + Γ̃0)

]
(ω) ∈ F, derived from the fact that F preserves operations

on C and Γ̃1 + Γ̃0 is a channel. Therefore, from Eqs. (C4) and (C5), we obtain

Tr
[
ΦC · (Λ̃1 ⊗ idC)(ρ)

]
supω∈F

∑N
n=1 Tr

[
ΦC · (Λ̃n ⊗ Γ̃n)(ω)

] ≥ Tr(eρ)
Tr(eω⋆) + ε′

=
Tr(x⋆ρ)

Tr(x⋆ω⋆) + ε
≥

1 + RF(ρ)
1 + ε

, (C6)

where the last inequality follows from Tr(x⋆ρ) = 1 + RF(ρ) and Tr(x⋆ω⋆) ≤ 1.
Next, let us consider the case in which F preserves probabilistic transformations on C. This is similar to the case in which F

preserves operations on C, but instead of Eq. (C2), we choose N such that

1
N − 1

Tr[ΦC · (τ ◦ a ⊗ idC)(ω)] ≤ Tr(eω⋆), ∀ω ∈ F (C7)
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holds. Note that since Tr[ΦC · (τ ◦ a ⊗ idC)(ω)] ≤ 1 holds, a stricter condition 1
N−1 ≤ Tr(eω⋆) can be used to choose N. We have

N∑
n=1

Tr
[
ΦC · (Λ̃n ⊗ Γ̃n)(ω)

]
= Tr
[
ΦC · (Λ̃1 ⊗ Γ̃1)(ω)

]
+

1
N − 1

Tr
[
ΦC · (τ ◦ a ⊗ Γ̃0)(ω)

]
= Tr
[
e · (idA ⊗ Γ̃1)(ω)

]
+

1
N − 1

Tr
[
ΦC · (τ ◦ a ⊗ idC)

[
(idA ⊗ Γ̃0)(ω)

]]
= αTr(eω′) +

1 − α
N − 1

Tr
[
ΦC · (τ ◦ a ⊗ idC)(ω′′)

]
≤ αTr(eω⋆) + (1 − α) Tr(eω⋆)
= Tr(eω⋆), (C8)

where the first two lines are the same as Eq. (C5), and let α B Tr[(idA ⊗ Γ̃1)(ω)]. In the third line, we chose ω′ ∈ F such that
(idA ⊗ Γ̃1)(ω) = αω′ holds, and similarly, ω′′ ∈ F such that (idA ⊗ Γ̃0)(ω) = (1 − α)ω′′ holds. Since F preserves probabilistic
transformations on C, such ω′ and ω′′ exist. Note that α + Tr

[
(idA ⊗ Γ̃0)(ω)

]
= 1 holds since Γ̃1 + Γ̃0 is a channel. The fourth

line follows from Tr(eω′) ≤ Tr(eω⋆) and Eq. (C7). Therefore, from Eqs. (C4) and (C8), Eq. (C6) with ε′ = ε = 0 holds. □

Lemma 7 Arbitrarily choose two systems A and C, a natural number N, and a collection of subchannels {Λ̃n}
N
n=1 from A to C.

Define the collection of channels {Λi,q,r ∈ ChnA→B⊗C}
(N,NC ,NC )
(i,q,r)=(1,1,1) by

Λi,q,r(σ) = (X̃i−1 ⊗ Xq−1Zr−1)

 N∑
n=1

|n⟩ ⟨n| ⊗ Λ̃n(σ)

 (X̃1−i ⊗ Z1−rX1−q), ∀σ ∈ DenA, (C9)

where B is an N-level system, {|n⟩}Nn=1 is the computational basis of B, X̃ is the generalized Pauli-X matrix of order N, and
X (resp. Z) is the generalized Pauli-X (resp. Pauli-Z) matrix of order NC . Also, let us consider the equal prior probabilities
{pi,q,r B 1/(NN2

C)}(N,NC ,NC )
(i,q,r)=(1,1,1). Then, the following two properties hold.

(1) For any measurement Π B {Πi,q,r}
(N,NC ,NC )
(i,q,r)=(1,1,1) on B ⊗ C ⊗ C, there exists a measurement Πsym B {Π

sym
i,q,r}

(N,NC ,NC )
(i,q,r)=(1,1,1) on

B ⊗C ⊗C satisfying

PS(ρ,Π; {pi,q,r,Λi,q,r}) = PS(ρ,Πsym; {pi,q,r,Λi,q,r}) = Tr
[
Π

sym
1,1,1 · (Λ1,1,1 ⊗ idC)(ρ)

]
, ∀ρ ∈ DenA⊗C (C10)

and

Π
sym
i,q,r = (X̃i−1 ⊗ Xq−1Zr−1 ⊗ idC)Πsym

1,1,1(X̃1−i ⊗ Z1−rX1−q ⊗ idC). (C11)

(2) For such Πsym, let

Γ̃n B NC

[
idC ⊗ Tr

[
Π

sym
1,1,1 · (|n⟩ ⟨n| ⊗ idC⊗C)

]]
◦ (ΦC ⊗ idC) ∈ CPC→C , n ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,N}; (C12)

then, {Γ̃n}
N
n=1 are subchannels on C that satisfy

N∑
n=1

Tr
[
ΦC · (Λ̃n ⊗ Γ̃n)(ρ)

]
= NC PS(ρ,Πsym; {pi,q,r,Λi,q,r}), ∀ρ ∈ DenA⊗C . (C13)

Proof (1): Let us consider the following group:

G B
{
gi,q,r B (X̃i ⊗ XqZr ⊗ idC) · – · (X̃−i ⊗ Z−rX−q ⊗ idC)

}(N,NC ,NC )

(i,q,r)=(1,1,1)
⊂ ChnB⊗C⊗C→B⊗C⊗C . (C14)

Since Λ⟦i+i′⟧N ,⟦q+q′⟧NC ,⟦r+r′⟧NC
⊗ idC = gi,q,r ◦ (Λi′,q′,r′ ⊗ idC) holds for any i, i′, q, q′, r, r′ (where ⟦n⟧N is defined in Eq. (B1)), the

collection {Λi,q,r ⊗ idC}
(N,NC ,NC )
(i,q,r)=(1,1,1) is G-covariant. Note that the corresponding group G is

G B {(i, q, r) | i ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,N}, q, r ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,NC}}

with the product (i, q, r) · (i′, q′, r′) being (⟦i+ i′⟧N , ⟦q+ q′⟧NC , ⟦r + r′⟧NC ) and the identity element (N,NC ,NC). Therefore, from
Lemma 5, there exists a G-covariant measurement Πsym (i.e., satisfying Eq. (C11)) that satisfies Eq. (C10).
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(2): We have

Tr ◦

 N∑
n=1

Γ̃n

 = NC Tr ◦
N∑

n=1

[
idC ⊗ Tr

[
Π

sym
1,1,1 · (|n⟩ ⟨n| ⊗ idC⊗C)

]]
◦ (ΦC ⊗ idC)

= NC Tr ◦
[
idC ⊗ Tr

[
Π

sym
1,1,1 · (IN ⊗ idC⊗C)

]]
◦ (ΦC ⊗ idC)

= NC Tr
[
Π

sym
1,1,1 · (IN ⊗ INC ⊗ idC)

]
= NC Tr

[(
TrB⊗C Π

sym
1,1,1

)
· –
]
, (C15)

where TrB⊗C is the partial trace over the first two systems B and C of the composite system B ⊗ C ⊗ C. Since Πsym is a
measurement, we have

IN ⊗ INC ⊗ INC =

N∑
i=1

NC∑
q=1

NC∑
r=1

Π
sym
i,q,r =

N∑
i=1

NC∑
q=1

NC∑
r=1

gi−1,q−1,r−1(Πsym
1,1,1) = IN ⊗ INC ⊗ NC TrB⊗C Π

sym
1,1,1,

where the last equality follows from
∑N

i=1
∑NC

q=1
∑NC

r=1 gi−1,q−1,r−1 = IN ⊗ INC ⊗ (NC TrB⊗C –). This gives NC TrB⊗C Π
sym
1,1,1 = INC , and

thus Tr ◦
(∑N

n=1 Γ̃n

)
= Tr – holds from Eq. (C15). Therefore,

∑N
n=1 Γ̃n is a channel, i.e., {Γ̃n}

N
n=1 are subchannels. We obtain

N∑
n=1

Tr
[
ΦC · (Λ̃n ⊗ Γ̃n)(ρ)

]
= NC

N∑
n=1

Tr
[
ΦC ·
[
Λ̃n ⊗

[
idC ⊗ Tr

[
Π

sym
1,1,1 · (|n⟩ ⟨n| ⊗ idC⊗C)

]]
◦ (ΦC ⊗ idC)

]
(ρ)
]

= NC

N∑
n=1

Tr
[
ΦC ·
[[

idC ⊗ Tr
[
Π

sym
1,1,1 · (|n⟩ ⟨n| ⊗ idC⊗C)

]]
◦ (Λ̃n ⊗ ΦC ⊗ idC)

]
(ρ)
]

= NC

N∑
n=1

Tr
[
Π

sym
1,1,1 ·

[
(|n⟩ ⟨n| ⊗ idC⊗C) ◦ (Λ̃n ⊗ idC)

]
(ρ)
]

= NC

N∑
n=1

Tr
[
Π

sym
1,1,1 · (|n⟩ ⟨n| ⊗ Λ̃n ⊗ idC)(ρ)

]
= NC Tr

[
Π

sym
1,1,1 · (Λ1,1,1 ⊗ idC)(ρ)

]
= NC PS(ρ,Πsym; {pi,q,r,Λi,q,r}),

and thus Eq. (C13) holds. The last line follows from the right-hand equality of Eq. (C10). □

Proof of Theorem 3 Since GC(ρ,F) ≤ 1 + RF(ρ) holds as stated in the main text, it suffices to show GC(ρ,F) ≥ 1 + RF(ρ).
Choose an arbitrary positive real number ε, and consider a collection of subchannels {Λ̃n}

N
n=1 from A to C obtained by Lemma 6.

Define the collection of channels {Λi,q,r ∈ ChnA→B⊗C}
(N,NC ,NC )
(i,q,r)=(1,1,1) by Eq. (C9), and consider the equal prior probabilities {pi,q,r B

1/(NN2
C)}(N,NC ,NC )

(i,q,r)=(1,1,1). Furthermore, define the measurement Ψ B {Ψi,q,r}
(N,NC ,NC )
(i,q,r)=(1,1,1) on B ⊗C ⊗C by

Ψi,q,r B (X̃i−1 ⊗ Xq−1Zr−1 ⊗ idC)(|1⟩ ⟨1| ⊗ N−1
C ΦC)(X̃1−i ⊗ Z1−rX1−q ⊗ idC). (C16)

Define G by Eq. (C14); then, both {pi,q,r,Λi,q,r ⊗ idC} and Ψ are G-covariant. Let us consider Γ̃n obtained by substituting
Ψ1,1,1 = |1⟩ ⟨1| ⊗ N−1

C ΦC into Πsym
1,1,1 in Eq. (C12). Then, from

Γ̃n = [idC ⊗ Tr[(|1⟩ ⟨1| ⊗ ΦC) · (|n⟩ ⟨n| ⊗ idC⊗C)]] ◦ (ΦC ⊗ idC) = |⟨1|n⟩|2 · idC ,

Γ̃1 = idC and Γ̃2 = Γ̃3 = · · · = Γ̃N = 0 hold, and thus we obtain Tr
[
ΦC · (Λ̃1 ⊗ idC)(ρ)

]
= NC PS(ρ,Ψ; {pi,q,r,Λi,q,r}) from

Eq. (C13) with Πsym substituted by Ψ. Therefore, we have

PS(ρ; {pi,q,r,Λi,q,r}) ≥ PS(ρ,Ψ; {pi,q,r,Λi,q,r}) = N−1
C Tr

[
ΦC · (Λ̃1 ⊗ idC)(ρ)

]
. (C17)

Let ω⋆ be ω ∈ clF that maximizes PS(ω; {pi,q,r,Λi,q,r}). From Lemma 7, there exists a G-covariant measurement Πsym that
satisfies PS(ω⋆; {pi,q,r,Λi,q,r}) = PS(ω⋆,Πsym; {pi,q,r,Λi,q,r}). Define the collection of subchannels {Γ̃n}

N
n=1 by Eq. (C12); then, we

have

sup
ω∈F

PS(ω; {pi,q,r,Λi,q,r}) = PS(ω⋆,Πsym; {pi,q,r,Λi,q,r}) = N−1
C

N∑
n=1

Tr
[
ΦC · (Λ̃n ⊗ Γ̃n)(ω⋆)

]
, (C18)
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where the right-hand equality follows from Eq. (C13). Thus, from Eqs. (C17) and (C18), we obtain

PS(ρ; {pi,q,r,Λi,q,r})
supω∈F PS(ω; {pi,q,r,Λi,q,r})

≥
Tr
[
ΦC · (Λ̃1 ⊗ idC)(ρ)

]
∑N

n=1 Tr
[
ΦC · (Λ̃n ⊗ Γ̃n)(ω⋆)

] ≥ Tr
[
ΦC · (Λ̃1 ⊗ idC)(ρ)

]
supω∈F

∑N
n=1 Tr

[
ΦC · (Λ̃n ⊗ Γ̃n)(ω)

] ≥ 1 + RF(ρ)
1 + ε

, (C19)

where the second inequality follows from

N∑
n=1

Tr
[
ΦC · (Λ̃n ⊗ Γ̃n)(ω⋆)

]
≤ max
ω∈clF

N∑
n=1

Tr
[
ΦC · (Λ̃n ⊗ Γ̃n)(ω)

]
= sup
ω∈F

N∑
n=1

Tr
[
ΦC · (Λ̃n ⊗ Γ̃n)(ω)

]
and the last inequality follows from Lemma 6. Since this equation holds for any positive real number ε, we have GC(ρ,F) ≥
1 + RF(ρ). Therefore, GC(ρ,F) = 1 + RF(ρ) holds. □

In particular, if F preserves probabilistic transformations on C, then Eq. (C19) with ε = 0 holds, and thus the supremum
sup{pi,q,r ,Λi,q,r}

of GC(ρ,F) can be replaced by the maximum max{pi,q,r ,Λi,q,r}. We provide two typical examples of subsets of DenA⊗C
that preserve probabilistic transformations on C. The first example is the set of states with Schmidt number at most k (where k
is any natural number) [47]. The second example is the set of all unsteerable states from A to C [53]. Note that the set of all
unsteerable states from C to A does not necessarily preserve probabilistic transformations on C [54].

Appendix D: The case in which positive definite free states do not exist

1. Without considering auxiliary systems

Let us consider the set of free states F of an arbitrary system A. Assume that F is not empty so that G(ρ,F) and RF(ρ) are
well-defined for at least one state ρ ∈ DenA. For any subset T of DenA, let S T be the set of all ρ ∈ DenA such that there exists
ω ∈ T and a positive real number c satisfying cρ ≤ ω. S T = DenA is equivalent to T containing a positive definite matrix.

The following lemma holds.

Lemma 8 For any ρ ∈ DenA, (1) ρ ∈ S coF, (2) RcoF(ρ) < ∞, and (3) G(ρ,F) < ∞ are all equivalent.

Proof (1) ⇒ (2): Assume ρ ∈ S coF; then, there exists ω ∈ coF and a positive real number c such that cρ ≤ ω holds. c ≤ 1
clearly holds, and if c = 1 holds, then ρ = ω implies RcoF(ρ) = 0. If c < 1 holds, then λ B 1

c − 1 and τ B ω−cρ
1−c satisfy τ ∈ DenA

and

ρ + λτ

1 + λ
= cρ + (1 − c)τ = cρ + (ω − cρ) = ω.

Thus, we have RcoF(ρ) ≤ λ < ∞.
(2) ⇒ (3): G(ρ,F) = G(ρ, coF) ≤ 1 + RcoF(ρ) < ∞ obviously holds, where the equality follows from the fact the proof of

G(ρ,F) = G(ρ, coF) in Corollary 2 applies directly, and the first inequality follows from the fact the proof of G(ρ,F) ≤ 1+RF(ρ)
in Theorem 1 with F replaced by coF applies directly.

(3) ⇒ (1): We show the contrapositive, i.e., G(ρ,F) = ∞ for any ρ < S coF. Let V be the smallest complex vector space
containing the support spaces of all ω ∈ coF; then, S coF = {σ ∈ DenA | suppσ ⊆ V} holds. Let P ∈ PosA be the projection
matrix onto the orthogonal complement of V. Tr(Pω) = 0 holds for any ω ∈ F since suppω ⊆ V holds. Also, Tr(Pρ) > 0
holds from supp ρ ⊈ V. Choose any natural number N and an N-level system B. Let pn B 1/N (∀n ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,N}) and define
channels Λ1, . . . ,ΛN from A to B by

Λn(σ) = Tr(Pσ) |n⟩ ⟨n| +
1 − Tr(Pσ)

N − 1
(IN − |n⟩ ⟨n|), ∀σ ∈ DenA.

Then, we can use a similar method as in the proof of Theorem 1. Specifically, let G B {Xk(–)X−k}Nk=1, where X is the generalized
Pauli-X matrix of order N; then, {Λn} is G-covariant. Thus, from Lemma 5, for each measurement Π, there exists a G-covariant
measurement Πsym satisfying

PS(σ,Π; {pn,Λn}) = Tr
[
Π

sym
1 · Λ1(σ)

]
= c Tr(Pσ) + (1 − c)

1 − Tr(Pσ)
N − 1

, ∀σ ∈ DenA, (D1)
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where c B ⟨1|Πsym
1 |1⟩. The right-hand equality follows from TrΠsym

1 = 1, which is derived from
∑N

n=1 Π
sym
n = IN . Therefore, we

have that, for each ω ∈ F,

PS(ω,Π; {pn,Λn}) = c Tr(Pω) + (1 − c)
1 − Tr(Pω)

N − 1
=

1 − c
N − 1

≤
1

N − 1
.

For a measurement Π satisfying c = ⟨1|Πsym
1 |1⟩ = 1, since PS(ρ,Π; {pn,Λn}) = Tr(Pρ) holds from Eq. (D1), we obtain

G(ρ,F) ≥
PS(ρ; {pn,Λn})

supω∈F PS(ω; {pn,Λn})
≥

Tr(Pρ)
1

N−1

= (N − 1) Tr(Pρ).

Thus, taking the limit as N → ∞ yields G(ρ,F) = ∞. □

It is easy to see that Theorem 1 and Corollary 2 hold when RcoF(ρ) < ∞, or equivalently G(ρ,F) < ∞, holds. That is, even
if coF does not contain a positive definite matrix, Theorem 1 and Corollary 2 hold for any ρ ∈ S coF, and, from Lemma 8,
RcoF(ρ) = ∞ and G(ρ,F) = ∞ hold for any ρ < S coF.

2. Considering auxiliary systems

For any two systems A and C, let us consider the set of free states F of the composite system A ⊗ C. Assume that F is not
empty; then, the following corollary holds.

Corollary 9 For any ρ ∈ DenA⊗C , (1) ρ ∈ S coFC , (2) RcoFC (ρ) < ∞, and (3) GC(ρ,FC) < ∞ are all equivalent.

Proof Substituting FC for F in Lemma 8 gives (1) ⇔ (2). If RcoFC (ρ) < ∞ holds, then we have GC(ρ,FC) ≤ G(ρ,FC) < ∞,
where the right-hand inequality follows from (2)⇒ (3) from Lemma 8 with F replaced by FC . Thus, (2)⇒ (3) holds. It remains
to show (3)⇒ (1).

We show the contrapositive of (3)⇒ (1), i.e., GC(ρ,FC) = ∞, or equivalently GC(ρ, coFC) = ∞, for any ρ < S coFC . From the
contrapositive of (1) ⇐ (2), we have RcoFC (ρ) = ∞. Choose an arbitrary positive real number R, and a feasible solution x of the
problem with coFC substituted for F in Problem (5) that satisfies Tr(xρ) − 1 ≥ R, i.e., x ∈ PosA⊗C satisfying

Tr(xρ) ≥ 1 + R, Tr(xω) ≤ 1 (∀ω ∈ coFC).

Since the optimal value of this problem is RcoFC (ρ) = ∞, such x exists. Fix a positive real number ε; then, similarly to Lemma 6,
there exist a natural number N and a collection of subchannels {Λ̃n}

N
n=1 from A to C such that

Tr
[
ΦC · (Λ̃1 ⊗ idC)(ρ)

]
supω∈coFC

∑N
n=1 Tr

[
ΦC · (Λ̃n ⊗ Γ̃n)(ω)

] ≥ 1 + R
1 + ε

(D2)

holds for any subchannels {Γ̃n}
N
n=1 on C. Indeed, we can use x instead of x⋆ in the proof of Lemma 6 (note that co FC preserves

operations on C). The rest can be proved similarly to the proof of Theorem 3. Define the collection of channels {Λi,q,r ∈

ChnA→B⊗C}
(N,NC ,NC )
(i,q,r)=(1,1,1) by Eq. (C9), and consider the equal prior probabilities {pi,q,r B 1/(NN2

C)}(N,NC ,NC )
(i,q,r)=(1,1,1). Also, let us consider

the measurement Ψ B {Ψi,q,r}
(N,NC ,NC )
(i,q,r)=(1,1,1) on B ⊗C ⊗C given by Eq. (C16). Then, similarly to Eq. (C17), we have

PS(ρ; {pi,q,r,Λi,q,r}) ≥ N−1
C Tr

[
ΦC · (Λ̃1 ⊗ idC)(ρ)

]
. (D3)

Let ω⋆ be ω ∈ cl(coFC) that maximizes PS(ω; {pi,q,r,Λi,q,r}). For the group G given by Eq. (C14), from Lemma 7, there
exists a G-covariant measurement Πsym that satisfies PS(ω⋆; {pi,q,r,Λi,q,r}) = PS(ω⋆,Πsym; {pi,q,r,Λi,q,r}). Define the collection of
subchannels {Γ̃n}

N
n=1 by Eq. (C12); then, similarly to Eq. (C18), we have

sup
ω∈coFC

PS(ω; {pi,q,r,Λi,q,r}) = N−1
C

N∑
n=1

Tr
[
ΦC · (Λ̃n ⊗ Γ̃n)(ω⋆)

]
. (D4)

Therefore, from Eqs. (D3) and (D4), we obtain

PS(ρ; {pi,q,r,Λi,q,r})
supω∈coFC

PS(ω; {pi,q,r,Λi,q,r})
≥

Tr
[
ΦC · (Λ̃1 ⊗ idC)(ρ)

]
∑N

n=1 Tr
[
ΦC · (Λ̃n ⊗ Γ̃n)(ω⋆)

] ≥ Tr
[
ΦC · (Λ̃1 ⊗ idC)(ρ)

]
supω∈coFC

∑N
n=1 Tr

[
ΦC · (Λ̃n ⊗ Γ̃n)(ω)

] ≥ 1 + R
1 + ε

,



12

where the last inequality follows from Eq. (D2). Taking the limit as R→ ∞, we obtain GC(ρ, coFC) = ∞. □

Similarly to Theorem 1 and Corollary 2, it is easy to see that Theorem 3 and Corollary 4 hold when RcoFC (ρ) < ∞, or
equivalently GC(ρ,FC) < ∞, holds. That is, even if coFC does not contain a positive definite matrix, Theorem 3 and Corollary 4
hold for any ρ ∈ S coFC , and, from Corollary 9, RcoFC (ρ) = ∞ and GC(ρ,FC) = ∞ hold for any ρ < S coFC .
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