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Abstract—Hypothesis exclusion is an information-theoretic task
in which an experimenter aims at ruling out a false hypothesis
from a finite set of known candidates, and an error occurs if
and only if the hypothesis being ruled out is the ground truth.
For the tasks of quantum state exclusion and quantum channel
exclusion — where hypotheses are represented by quantum states
and quantum channels, respectively — efficiently computable
upper bounds on the asymptotic error exponents were established
in a recent work of the current authors [Ji ef al., arXiv:2407.13728
(2024)], where the derivation was based on nonasymptotic analysis.
In this companion paper of our previous work, we provide
alternative proofs for the same upper bounds on the asymptotic
error exponents of quantum state and channel exclusion, but
using a conceptually different approach from the one adopted
in the previous work. Specifically, we apply strong converse
results for asymmetric binary hypothesis testing to distinguishing
an arbitrary “dummy” hypothesis from each of the concerned
candidates. This leads to the desired upper bounds in terms of
divergence radii via a geometrically inspired argument.

I. INTRODUCTION

Hypothesis testing is a fundamental task in quantum infor-
mation theory [1]-[4]. Usually taking the form of quantum
state or channel discrimination, it involves an experimenter
trying to determine the true hypothesis — the identity of a
given state or channel — out of a finite number of known
possibilities. In this paper, we consider a variation of hypothesis
testing, termed hypothesis exclusion, in which one is not
expected to figure out the true identity completely but is
merely asked to choose one false hypothesis to rule out. For
instance, in quantum state exclusion, the experimenter is given
a state randomly selected from a tuple (o1, p2,. .., 0r) under
a prior probability distribution (py, p2,...,p,) and is asked
to rule out one of the r possibilities. The error probability,
i.e., the probability of “falsely” ruling out the true state, is
given by X ,c[, PxTr[Axpx], where (Ay, Az, ..., Ay) is the
positive operator-valued measure (POVM) that leads to the
experimenter’s decision on which state to rule out.

Quantum state exclusion has found its significance early
in quantum foundations, such as in the studies of compati-
bility of quantum-state assignment [5], [6] and ontological
interpretations of quantum states [7]-[9]. The study of the
information-theoretic limit of state exclusion was initiated
recently in Ref. [10], where the exact error exponent of classical

state exclusion was determined and bounds were derived more
generally for quantum state exclusion.

In a recent work of the current authors [11], further advance-
ments were made on bounding the information-theoretic limit
of quantum state exclusion and that of the more complicated
task of quantum channel exclusion. Specifically, we showed that
the error exponent of quantum state exclusion is bounded from
above by the multivariate log-Euclidean Chernoff divergence;
we also derived an efficiently computable upper bound on the
error exponent of quantum channel exclusion in terms of a
barycentric Chernoff divergence, which we further showed to
be achievable for classical channel exclusion. These bounds
are the tightest efficiently computable upper bounds known
so far. They were established by expressing the one-shot
error probability for quantum state exclusion in terms of an
optimization of the hypothesis-testing divergence and analyzing
the asymptotics of the latter. This manuscript is a companion
paper of our previous work [11] and provides additional insights
into the upper bounds on the error exponents of quantum
state and channel exclusion established therein. To do so, we
present alternative proofs of the same upper bounds but using a
method conceptually different from the one originally adopted
in Ref. [11]. Our new method is inspired by the “divergence
sphere” approach in Ref. [2, Exercise 3.57] and adapts it to a
multi-hypotheses setting related to state exclusion, thus termed
a “divergence radius” approach. Specifically, we employ a
strong converse result of asymmetric binary hypothesis testing
and apply it to distinguishing an arbitrary “dummy” hypothesis
from each of the concerned hypotheses; the normalization of
any complete exclusion strategy gives rise to an upper bound
on the error exponent of hypothesis exclusion in terms of a
divergence radius. This new approach offers an immediate and
geometrically relevant explanation for why divergence radii
serve as natural converse bounds for hypothesis exclusion tasks.

II. PRELIMINARIES

A. Notation

Let [r] ={1,2,...,r} denote the set of r smallest distinct
positive integers. Throughout the paper, we use y[,| =
(¥1,72,---,7Yr) to denote a tuple of entities with indices from
[r], regardless of the nature of these entities. We also use
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slrl = {¥[r1: vx € S Vx € [r]} to denote the set of tuples
each of whose entities belongs to a set S.

Let H4 denote the (finite-dimensional) Hilbert space asso-
ciated with a quantum system A. Let B4 denote the space
of bounded operators acting on H4. Let Herm, and PSD4
denote the set of Hermitian operators and the set of positive
semidefinite operators in B4, respectively. For a Hermitian
operator y € Hermy, let y° € PSD, denote the projector
onto the support of y. For a positive semidefinite operator
o € PSDy,, the negative power o~¢ for @ € [0,+c0) and
the logarithm In o should both be understood as taken on the
support of o.

Let D4 denote the set of quantum states (i.e., unit-trace pos-
itive semidefinite operators) of a system A. Let aff (D) denote
the set of unit-trace Hermitian operators in B4, which is also
the affine hull of D4. Let CP4_, 5 and C4_, g denote the set of
completely positive (CP) maps and the set of quantum channels
(i.e., completely positive trace-preserving maps) from B4 to
Bp, respectively. Let Jp = X jepa,iXilr ® Masp[liXjlal
denote the Choi operator of a CP map M € CP4_, 5, where R is
a system such that dg = da. Let M4, denote the set of POVMs
(i.e., tuples of positive semidefinite operators summing to the
identity operator) on a system A with r possible outcomes.
Let P, denote the set of probability distributions over [r].
Let int(P,) denote the set of probability distributions whose
support is [r], which is also the interior of P,.

B. Divergence measures

Let p € Dy be a state, and let o € PSD4 be a positive
semidefinite operator. For a € (1, +), the sandwiched Rényi
divergence is defined as [12], [13]

l-a

1 La o e 0 0
~ Tln"q Zo PO Za if p¥ <o”,
Da(pllo) = 4§ , @)
+00 otherwise,
where ||y|lo = (Tr[(y*y)%])é denotes the a-norm of an

operator y € By for @ € [1,4+00). As shown in Refs. [12],
[13], the limit of the sandwiched Rényi divergence as a \ 1
is given by the Umegaki divergence [14], which is defined as

if ,0(J < o9,

D(pllo) =

{Tr[p (Inp —Ino)] ®
+00

otherwise,

= (111211 Do (pllo). (3)

For a € (1,2], the geometric Rényi divergence [15] is defined
as

1 SRS e TN 0
—_lnTr[O'(O' 2p0 2) ] if p” <07,
a-1 (4)

+00 otherwise.

Da(plio) = {

As shown in Ref. [16, Proposition 79], the limit of the geometric
Rényi divergence as @ \ 1 is given by the Belavkin—Staszewski

divergence [17], which is defined as
Tr[p In (p%o’lp%)] if p° < o,

otherwise,

&)

400

D(pllo) :={

= (lyl\m1 Do (pllor). (6)

For a € (1,2], the geometric Rényi channel divergence is
defined as

Do(NIM) = sup Da(NasplprallMassloral) (D)
p€DRA
UnllTeg| a2 (7720002 aﬁ it JO < JO
a1 B A (I IN A I v TIN=Ime
+00 otherwise.
(8

As shown in Ref. [18, Lemma 35], the limit of the geometric
Rényi channel divergence as @ \, 1 is given by the Belavkin—
Staszewski channel divergence:

D(NIIM) = sup D(NasglprallMasgloral) (9
p€DRrA
1 1 1 1
2 2 5-172 | 52 e 70 0
_J|[Trs valn(J,{IJMJfV)va}m if J, < J%, a0)
+00 otherwise,
= lim D . 11
lim Do (N1IM) (1)

The closed-form expressions in (8) and (10) were established
in Ref. [19, Theorem 3.2].

Let pp,] € PSDXJ be a tuple of positive semidefinite opera-
tors. The multivariate log-Euclidean Chernoff divergence [10]
(also see Ref. [20]) is defined as

C’(pir)) = sup lim —InTr|exp Z sy In(py +&l)

sirePr €50 xelr]

(12)

= sup inf Z sxD(t]|px)- (13)

sir €Pr TERA LT
C. Extended sandwiched Rényi divergence

As proposed in Ref. [21], the definition of the sandwiched
Rényi divergence can be generalized to an extended domain,
with its first argument allowed to be a Hermitian (and not
necessarily positive semidefinite) operator.

Let y € Herm, be a Hermitian operator with y # 0, and let
o € PSD4 be a positive semidefinite operator. For @ € (1, +c0),
the extended sandwiched Rényi divergence is defined as

1 I—a 1o ||¥
—_— —_— 1]‘1 HO’ 20 YO 2a
Du(yllo) = {“-1 77

+00

if y* < o0,

(14)
otherwise.
The extended definition of the sandwiched Rényi divergence has
precisely the same formula as the original definition presented
in (1), except for an enlarged domain of its first argument. The
extended sandwiched Rényi divergence has been shown to enjoy
a variety of desirable properties, including the data-processing
inequality [21, Lemma 2] and additivity [11, Theorem 5.3]; see
our companion paper [11] for details and further discussions.



III. QUANTUM STATE EXCLUSION

In the task of quantum state exclusion, an experimenter
receives a system A in an unknown state. The source of the
system is represented by an ensemble of states, & = ( Pirl> Pir])
with r > 2, pr,; € int(P,), and pp, € D I and this
indicates that for each x € [r], there is a pr10r probability

px € (0,1) with which the state of the system is p, € Da.

The experimenter’s goal is to submit an index x’ € [r] that
differs from the actual label of the state they received.

The most general strategy of the experimenter for state
exclusion is represented by a POVM A, € M, ,, which
corresponds to performing a measurement on the system A
and submitting the measurement outcome. An error occurs if
and only if the outcome coincides with the actual label of the
state. Consequently, the (one-shot) error probability of state
exclusion for the ensemble & is given by

Per (&) = inf
A[r1€EMa4,,

Z PxTr[Axpy]. (15)

xelr]

The (asymptotic) error exponents of state exclusion for the
ensemble & are defined as

E (&) =liminf

n—+oo (n)

sup ——ln Z prr[A,(c")px"] ,

EMAnr xelr]
_ 1
Eer(&) :=limsup sup ——1In Z prr[ ;")pff”] ,
n—+oo AE:?EMA",« n xelr]
(16)

where A" denotes the system consisting of n copies of A.

A. Upper bound on the asymptotic error exponent

We provide an alternative proof for the log-Euclidean
upper bound on the asymptotic error exponent E_ (&) of
state exclusion, which was first established in our companion
paper [11, Theorem 15]. The proof presented here relates
the task of state exclusion to that of asymmetric binary
hypothesis testing, by utilizing the strong converse part of
the quantum Stein’s lemma [22]. It draws inspiration from
Ref. [2, Exercise 3.57]. See Fig. 1 for an illustration of the
proof idea.

Lemma 1 ([22]). Let 7, p € D4 be two states, and let (A"™),,
be a sequence of positive semidefinite operators such that
A" € PSDn and A" < I for every positive integer n. If

1
liminf — - In Tr[A<">p®"] > D(llp), (17)
n—+o0o n
then
lim sup Tr[A(”)‘r@"] =0. (18)
n—+00
Theorem 2. Let p[, € D[ be a tuple of states. Then
Eo(8) < C(p1r)- (19)

Proof. Let T € D4 be a state, and let (A("))n be a sequence

of POVMs such that A(':) € Myn , for every positive integer n.
We assert that there exists x4 € [r] such that

1
liminf —— In Tr[A)(f*’)pf"] < D(tl|px,). (20)
n—+00 n
To see this, consider the opposite situation where
1
1iminf—-1nTr[A§">p§"] > D(tllpy) Yrelr]. @D
n—+0o n
By Lemma 1, this implies that
hmsupTr[A(")T@"] 0 Vxelr], 22)

n—+co

which contradicts the fact that ¥ ¢, Tr[A(") e =1 for
every positive integer n. This shows by contradiction the
existence of x, € [r] satisfying (20). It follows from (20)
that

(23)

xel[r] n—+o

min hmmf——lnTr[A,((")px"] < m?x] D(7l|px).
XE|r

Since this holds for every state T and every sequence of POVMs
(AE:l]))n, we infer that

sup min llmmf——lnTr[A(") ®n]
(/\('”) x€[r] n—o+o
r1)n

< inf max D(tl||py).

7€D4 x€[r]
(24)
Then

E_ . (&) =liminf

n—+oo (n)

[rl

1
sup —;ln Z prr[A;mpff"]

EMAH xe(r]

(25)

1
= sup liminf—-—1In
), "

> e [alp2] | 26)

xe(r]

1
= sup liminf-—In|max Tr [A,(C”) pf"] 27)
( (n)> n—+c0  n xe[r]

[r1) 5,

1
< sup min llmmf——ln (Tr[A,(C")pf"]) (28)
n) xe[r] n—+oo
(A1),
< inf max D(7|px) (29)
7€DA x€[r]
= C (p[rj)~ (30)

Here (26) follows because the supremum on the right-hand
side of (25) can be replaced with a maximum; Eq. (29) follows
from (24); Eq. (30) follows from Ref. [23, Proposition A.1]
and (13) (also see Ref. [11, Eq. (49)]). ]

Theorem 2 basically recovers the log-Euclidean upper bound
on the error exponent using just a qualitative statement about
the strong converse behaviour of asymmetric binary hypothesis
testing. However, the upper bound in Theorem 2 is on E, (&)
instead of Ferr(éo ), and in this sense there is a gap between
the statement here and the original statement of Ref. [11,
Theorem 15]. In what follows, we fill this gap by providing a
one-shot analysis corresponding to Theorem 2.



B. Converse bound on the one-shot error probability

The converse bound on the one-shot error probability of
state exclusion in our companion paper [11, Proposition 12]
can be recovered using an alternative method similar to the
above, by making connections to the strong converse analysis

of asymmetric binary hypothesis testing in the one-shot regime.

To do so, we first prove a generalization of Ref. [24, Eq. (75)]
below, which may be of independent interest.

Lemma 3. Let 7 € aff (D 4) be a unit-trace Hermitian operator,
and let p € Dp be a state. Let A € PSDy be a positive
semidefinite operator such that A < 1. Then for all @ € (1, +c0),

a-1 a—1~
[Te[AT]] < (Tr[Ap]) " exp(TDmnp)). G31)
Proof. Under the following measurement channel:
M e Casx: p o Tr[Ap][IX1] + Tr[(1 - A) p]12X2], (32)

the data-processing inequality of the extended sandwiched
Rényi divergence [21, Lemma 2] gives that

Do(tllp) = Doa(M[7]IIM[p]) (33)
1 - —a ||
= — n | ML) = Mizl MIeD = G4
= ! In (‘Tr[AT]Tr[Ap] el
a-—1
+|Tr[(I—A) 2ITe[( = A) p] 5 ) (35)
> 1 (|Tr[AT]Tr[Ap] g Q) (36)
a-1
. (|Tr[AT]|"Tr[Ap]]"") . (37)
a-—1
Then the desired statement follows directly. O

Proposition 4. Let & = (p[1, p[r]) be an ensemble of states
with py. € int(P,.) and p;,1 € D a8 Then for all a € (1,+),

A
- In Pe(8)

— 1 1
X s Datrlion + 22 (L),
xe[r] a pmln
(38)

< sup inf
sr1€Py teaff(Dy)

where pmin = MiNye[/] Px.

Proof. Let 1 € aff(D4) be a unit-trace Hermitian operator, and
let Arr1 € My, be a POVM. Applying Lemma 3, we have that

1= Z Tr[Ax7] (39)
xelr]
< Z ITe[AyT]] (40)
xe[r]
- -1~
< D, (TrlAwpe]) exp(“TDmnpx)) (1)
xe[r]
= Z Pmin (Tr[Axpx])a‘i;l
xe[r]
-1~ 1
xexp(—Dmnpxmn( )) )
a Pmin

< D pe (Te[Acp]) ™

xe[r]

-1 _
X exp 27 max D, (7||ox) +1n
@ x'€[r]

a—
@

< Z prr[Axpx]

xe(r]

) @
Pmin

! )) R
Pmin

Here (41) follows from Llemma 3; Eq. (44) uses the concavity
of the function r > r“a for all @ € (1,+c0). Then we have
that

-1 —
X exp 70 max D, (7]lpox) +1n
@ xe€[r]

~ 1
—In Z PxTr[Axpx] | € max Dy (7l|px) + @ ln( ) .
xelr] xe(r] a-—1 Pmin

(45)

Since this holds for every unit-trace Hermitian operator 7 and
every POVM A(,], we conclude that

—In Perr (&)
= sup —In| > pTr[Acpy] (46)
Apr1€Ma.r xelr]
< inf D, 1 47
< inf | max (Tllo) + —— n(pmm) (47)
~ 1% 1
= su inf sxDa(T + In .
S[r]EI;’r Teaﬁ"(DA) XEZ[;*J ! ‘7( ”pX) @ — 1 (pmin)
(48)
Here (48) follows from an application of the Sion minimax
theorem [25]. O

Using the converse bound in Proposition 4 on the one-shot
error probability, we strengthen Theorem 2 and fully recover
the log-Euclidean upper bound on E.(&).

Corollary 5. Let p[, € DK] be a tuple of states. Then
Eerr(éa) < Cb(p[r])-

Proof. See our companion paper [11, Theorem 15]. o

(49)

IV. QUANTUM CHANNEL EXCLUSION

In the task of quantum channel exclusion [26, Appendix E 4],
the experimenter is faced with a processing device that
implements an unknown channel. The device is represented
by an ensemble of channels, A" = (p[,, N[/)) With r > 2,
pir) €int(P,), and N}, € CE‘rLB, and this indicates that for
each x € [r], there is a prior probability p, € (0,1) with
which the device always implements the channel Ny € C4_,p.
The experimenter’s goal is to submit an index x’ € [r] that
differs from the label of the channel that the device actually
implements.

When the experimenter is allowed to invoke the process-
ing device n times, the most general strategy for channel
exclusion, known as an adaptive strategy, is represented by



a quantum comb with n empty slots [27]-[29] (see our
companion paper [11, Section V.A] for details). For an adaptive
strategy S = (p, An-1], Ar)) With n invocations, we let
QW = (0, A[n-1], Ax) denote the “substrategy” corresponding
to the outcome x € [r], and we let ¢ (Q)(Cn);N) denote the
probability of obtaining the outcome x when invoking n times
the channel A with the strategy S, Then it is sensible to
write S = Q(:’) . Consequently, the (nonasymptotic) error
probability of channel exclusion with n invocations for the
ensemble ./ is given by

Per(n; N) = H(lf) Z pxg(Q;n);Nx)-

[r] x€lr]

(50)

The (asymptotic) error exponents of channel exclusion for the
ensemble .4 are defined as

1
E..(A) —llmlnfsup ——In Z pxé’(Q,((”);Nx) , (5D
n—+c0 ) N

0] xe(r]

= __ (). s
Eer(A) = lim sup sup nln Z pX[(Q

n—teo Q[(:ll) xelr]

N |- 52)

A. Upper bound on the asymptotic error exponent

We provide an alternative proof for the barycentric upper
bound on the asymptotic error exponent E, (./#") of channel
exclusion in our companion paper [11, Theorem 24], based on
the fact that the Belavkin—Staszewski channel divergence is a
strong converse bound on the error exponent of asymmetric
binary channel hypothesis testing [19, Theorem 49].

Lemma 6 ([19, Theorem 49]). Let T ,N € Ca_p be two
channels, and let (Q[(;J))n be a sequence of two-outcome
adaptive strategies. If

hmmf—llng( (M., N )>D(‘T||N) (53)

n—+oo

then
lim sup g“(Q{n) ; T) =0.

n—-+co

(54)

Theorem 7. Let N, € cl'l bea tuple of channels. Then

A—>B
E.(A)< sup _inf Z syD(TINx).  (55)
sir€Pr T€CA-B (T

Proof. Let T € C4_,p be a state, and let (Q("))n be a sequence
of adaptlve strategies such that for every posmve integer n,
Q(:l has n invocations. We assert that there exists x, € [r]
such that

1}!rgigf——ln g(aﬁﬁ), x*) < D(T]|Ny,)- (56)
To see this, consider the opposite situation where
1’11rgigf——1ng(d”) ) > D(TINY Vxelr]l. 57
By Lemma 6, this implies that
lim sup g(ai"%rr) -0 Vxelr], (58)

n—+00

which contradicts the fact that X ,c,} { (Q(") ) =1 for every
positive integer n. This shows by contradlctlon the existence
of x, € [r] satisfying (56). It follows from (56) that

1
min liminf —— lng( )(c':);Nx*) < max D 7'||Nx (59)
n

xel[r] n—+x xe[r]

Since this holds for every channel 7~ and every sequence of
adaptive strategies (fo]))n, we infer that

1
sup min liminf —— ln{(Q(n) Nx)
(Q(")) xelr] n—=+©o  n

< inf max D(T|INy). (60)
T€Cap xe[r]
It follows that
1
E (/) = liminf sup —~1n| > pxé(Qi”);Nx) (61)
Ef]) x€e[r]
1
= sup liminf——1In| >’ px{(Q)((n);Nx) (62)
() n—+oo n
(Qm)n xe[r]
B 1 (n).
= sup liminf min ——In ({(Q,"; Ny (63)
() Nt xe[r] n
(@),
1 (n).
< sup min hmlnf——ln(((Qx ,Nx)) (64)
(Q(")) x€[r] n—o+ n
< inf max D(T||Ny) (65)
TECAHB xe[r
= sup inf Z sxD(TIINy). (66)
sirePr T€Ca-B JH)

Here (62) follows because the supremum on the right-hand
side of (61) can be replaced with a maximum; Eq. (65) follows
from (60); Eq. (66) follows from Ref. [11, Lemma 3]. ]
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p D(tl|p)

(a) The strong converse part of the quantum (b) A contradiction led by a “dummy” state if the error exponent exceeds the
Stein’s lemma. divergence radius.

(c) The error exponent cannot exceed the divergence radius.

Fig. 1. (a) The strong converse part of the quantum Stein’s lemma can be understood in a pictorial way as follows. Let (A()),, be a sequence of measurement
operators (i.e., with 0 < AU < I for every positive integer n) such that 7% InTr[A)p®"] — r as n — +oo. Then any state 7 inside the r-sphere
around p, in the sense that D (7||p) < r, must satisfy Tr[A™ 787] = 0.  (b) Consider a sequence of POVMs (A(;l]) )n such that —% In Tr[AEC")p;?"] — rx
for x = 1,2, 3. Then consider a state 7 in the intersection of the rj-sphere around p; (red), the r,-sphere around p; (green), and the r3-sphere around p3
(blue). This implies that Tr[A&") 7®1] — 0 for x = 1,2, 3, which contradicts Tr[/\;n)‘r®"] =1 for all n.  (c) Therefore, the intersection of the three
spheres must be an empty set. This implies that —% In), Tr[A;")pf?"] — min{ry, 2,3} < R = inf; maxy D(7||px). Since this holds for every sequence

of POVMs (A(") )n, the divergence radius R provides an upper bound on the asymptotic error exponent of quantum state exclusion.
3] g p Pp!
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