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More examples of additivity violation of the
regularized minimum output entropy in the
commuting-operator setup

Mehrdad Kalantar * Homayoon Shobeiri

Abstract

We generalize recent results of Collins and Youn [1], presenting new classes
of quantum channels violating the additivity of the regularized minimum
output entropy in the commuting-operator setup.

Introduction

The additivity problem is among the most fundamental question concerning
any notion of entropy for quantum channels. This question asks whether it is
possible for given quantum channels ®; and ®- that the entropy of ®; ® @5 be
strictly smaller than the sum of entropies of ®; and ®57

A celebrated result of Hastings [3] proves the existence of such examples in
the case of the Minimum Output Entropy (see also [4,6,8]). Hastings’ examples
were constructed by means of random constructions, and in fact, there is still
no concrete deterministic constructions of quantum channels ®; and ®5 with
Hpin(P1 @ P2) < Hyin(P1) + Hiyin(P2).  (See next section for the relevant
definitions.)

A very closely related problem is the additivity of the regularized MOE,
which is still completely open. We refer the reader to the Introduction of [1] for
a brief history of these problems and a list of relevant references.

In their recent work [1], Collins and Youn give the very first concrete ex-
amples of a pairs of quantum channels violating the additivity of a regularized
MOE, however in the infinite-dimensional and commuting-operator setup. In
the finite-dimensional case, the commuting-operator setup is equivalent to the
tensor product setup, but these are different in general.

The quantum channels constructed in [1] are defined by the unitaries given
by the regular representation of the free group. The key technical part of [1]
is a generalized Haagerup inequality (Lemma 3.1 and Proposition 3.2 op. cit.),
for which three different proofs are given [1, Appendix].
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In [2] Haagerup proved an inequality relating the operator norm of the con-
volution map defined by a finitely supported function on the free group and the
£2-norm of the function. Groups who satisfy a similar inequality are said to
have the Rapid Decay Property [5].

In their Concluding Remarks [1, Section 5(2)], Collins and Youn note the
fact that many other examples of groups with the Rapid Decay Property are
known (e.g. all Gromov hyperbolic groups), and state that in those cases, “it is
natural to expect that similar results should hold and will yield other examples
of additivity violation phenomena.”

In this paper, we confirm this by giving new examples of quantum channels
demonstrating additivity violation. However, we do not rely on the full power
of the Rapid Decay Property. In fact, we prove a general fact (Lemma 1)
which, together with [2, Lemma 1.4], gives a very simple proof of [1, Proposition
3.2]. Our analysis also avoids techniques from the more sophisticated theory of
operator spaces (c.f. [1, Appendix]).

Our results are applicable to a much larger class of examples. We deduce the
additivity violation in the case of free products of arbitrary groups (see Theo-
rem 8), whereas the free product of two groups has the Rapid Decay Property
if and only if both groups have the Rapid Decay Property [5].

Preliminaries

Given a Hilbert space H and non-zero vectors v,w € H, let &, ., : H — H
denote the rank one operator &, ,(w) := (w,v")v for all w € H, and we denote
51; = é.v,'u-

A linear map & : H — H is called trace class if there are orthonormal bases
{vi}ier and {w;}ier of H, and real numbers ¢; > 0 with ), ¢; < oo such that £ =
> ic1 Cibviw;- In this case, the trace of £ is defined by tr(§) = >, ; ci(vi, w;).
We denote by T (H) the space of all trace class operators on H. By a state on
H we mean a positive £ € T(H) with tr(§) = 1. So, £ is a state on H if and
only if there is an orthonormal basis {v; };e; of H, and real numbers ¢; > 0 with
>.;ci = lsuch that £ =3, ; ci&y,.

If T is a unitary and & € T(H), then T(T* € T(H), and if € is state on H,
then so is T¢T*. We denote the map £ — TET™* by Ad(T).

A quantum channel on H is a completely positive map @ : T(H) — T (H)
such that tr(®(&)) = tr(§) for every € € T(H). In particular, a quantum channel
maps states to states.

Suppose that for each k = 1,2,..., N, Ty, : H — H is a bounded operator
such that Eivzl T¥T, = Idy. Then the map @ : T(H) — T(H) defined by
o(&) = Zivzl TpETy is a quantum channel, and its complementary channel
is given by @¢ : T(H) — My(C), ®(X) = Ypp_y tr(ThXT}5) Epgr, where
{E;j : 1 <i,j < N} is the standard basis of My (C).

Given a state ¢ with eigenvalues a; > ay > ... (counting the multiplicity),
the von Neumann entropy of £ is H(E) := — >, a; log(ay).



Given a quantum channel ® on a Hilbert space H, the Minimum Output
Entropy (MOE) of & is

Hyin (®) = inf{H(®(&)) | £ € T(H) is a state}
and the reqularized MOE of ® is

Hyin(®) = lim lein@@k).
k—oo k
Preliminaries on groups. Let GG be a countable discrete group. We denote by
/(@) the Hilbert space of square-summable complex functions on G, and by
C|[G] the dense subspace of finitely supported complex valued functions on G.
Given g € G, for simplicity, we denote §; = &5, for the rank-one projection
corresponding to the Dirac function 6, € ¢*(G).

For g € G, define the maps A, (g) and p,(g) on £*(G) by A, (9)(w)(h) =
w(g™th) and p, (g)(w)(h) = w(hg) for g,h € G and w € £%(G). Then, A, (g) and
pe(g) are unitaries on ¢2(Q) for every g € G, and the maps A, : G — B({%(G))
and p, : G — B(¢*(G)) are called the left and the right regular representations
of G, respectively.

Given a finitely supported f : G — C, we define A\, (f) € B(¢*(G)) by
Ao (f)w) = f*w, where f*w(g) = Y ,cq f(R)w(h™tg) is the convolution
product of f and w.

Let G be a group and S a generating set for G (not containing the neutral
element e). The word length on G (with respect to S) is the function |- |: G —
No := NU {0} defined by |e] =0, and for e # g € G,

lg| := min{n € N : 3s1,89,...,8, € S such that g = s182...8,}.

The rank of a finitely generated group G, denoted rank(G), is defined as the
smallest cardinality of a generating set for G. A generating set S for G is said
to be minimal, if rank(G) = |5].

Given a positive integer m, we denote by BS the ball of radius m, namely
the set {g € G : |g| < m}.

Haagerup-type inequalities for direct products

As mentioned in the Introduction, the main technical result of the work [1] is a
generalized Haagerup inequality for direct products of the free group. Inspired
by [5, Lemma 2.1.2], in the next lemma, we prove a simple, yet very general fact,
from which one can deduce Haagerup inequalities for direct products of groups.
In particular, the following lemma combined with [2, Lemma 1.4] immediately
implies [1, Proposition 3.2]. We should also note that the proof of [1, Lemma
3.1] also uses [2, Lemma 1.4] as the base case for an inductive argument.

Lemma 1. Let G and H be discrete groups, p,q > 0, and E C G, F C H
are such that || Ao ()l < pllfll, for all f € C[G] with supp(f) C E, and
e (I < gl fll, for all f* € C[H] with supp(f’) € F. Then [[Ag, (@)l <
q |lell, for all ¢ € C[G x H] with supp(y) C E x F.



Proof. Let ¢ € C|G x H]. For s € H, define ps € C[G] by ps(a) = ¢(a,s) for
all @ € G. Define 95 € C[G] similarly. Also, define 8,w € C[H] by 0(s) = [|¢s]l,
and w(s) = |[ts]|, for all s € H. Then supp(ys) C E for all s € H, and
supp(8) C F. Moreover, we have

16, = S" 052 = S llesll, = 3= le(as)” = llell.,

seH seH s€H aeG

and similarly, ||w||, = [|¢||,. Thus,
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lexvls= > | D elasubb)

g€G,heH a,beG,ab=g

s,teH, st=h
YT T o)) =X (XS] S i) )
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- o] <X (X v, )’

heH s,teH heH s,teH
st=h st=h
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<> (X leellvnl) =020 (0 o))
heH s,jteH heH s,jteH
st=h st=h
2 2 2 2 2
= pll0 xwl, < P01, Iwll, = p*¢llell, ¥,
and this completes the proof. O

Given a group G and m < n € N, we denote P, := {(g1,...,9n) € G : |{i:
gi # e}| =m}.

Corollary 2. Let G be discrete group, let p > 0 and E C G be such that
e (DI < plfll, for all f € C[G] with supp(f) C E. Then, for every m <
n € N and ¢ € C[G"] with supp(p) C E" NP, we have

%
n m
or el < (1) 5" el

Proof. For every subset F' C {1,...,n}, denote G := {g = (g1,...,9,) € G" :
g; # e iff i € F}. Applying Lemma 1 and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

Pen @l = (3 wlar)ll< > p"lelorl,

FC{1,...,n} FC{1,...,n}
|F|l=m |F|l=m
n\ 2 3 n\ 2
m 2 2 m
<(2)om( X teterl) = (1) ool
FC{1,...,n}
|F|=m
which is the desired inequality. O



Additivity violation of the regularized MOE

Having the required norm inequalities, we can now follow Collins-Youn’s proofs
of [1, Theorem 3.3, Theorem 3.4, Theorem 3.5, Theorem 4.1] to obtain a gener-
alized form of their main result [1, Theorem 4.1].

Given a group G with a finite generating set S = {g1, -+ ,gn}, define two
quantum channels ®; 5, ®, 5 : T((*(G)) — T(¢*(G)) by

1 Y 1 <
Cus = D Ad(Ns(gi), s = v > Ad(ps (9:))-

i=1 i=1
Define ng ¢ = maxgec (e} [{(s,t) € S x S : s7't = g}|. For N € N, denote
iy =Nz(Nv —1)2 — 1,

Theorem 3. Let G be a group with a finite generating set S = {g1, - ,gn}-

1
Assume that || A, (f)|| < knxngg ||fll, for every f € C[G] with supp(f) € BY.
Then o o o

Hmin(q)l,S o (I)T,S) S Hmin((I)l,S) + Hmin(q)r,S) .

Proof. Fix k € N. Let £ € T(€*(G*)) be a state and set X = (zg,1)gnesr =

1
( ﬁs)‘m({) - WIN;C. For the sake of simplicity of notation, we denote k = Ky
and n = ng . We have

(X% = r((6) [(25.5)°) ()] ) < [((25)°)" (3]
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Thus,
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Using the results of [7] (c.f. the proof of [1, Theorem 3.5]), we get
HLuia(975) = inf H((9]5)°(€)) > inf (~21og (H (@)% ©)],))

2—2log(N*5(1+[(1+f<; N- ))
1°)

:klogN—2log(1+[(1+f<a Ny 1]

and therefore

Hmin (I)®k 1
Huin(®1,5) = lim % > log N — S log(1+ Ky N™).

— 00

On the other hand,

Huin (P15 0 P, 5) < Hyin(®1,5 0 ®15) < H((®1,5 0 @yr5)(Ee))
1 1
=H(ge 55 2 &)
Iy
< log N
- N

log N2 log N
8 =2log N — o8 .

2_ .
+ (N = N) RE N

Hence

ﬁmin(q)l,S) + ﬁmin(q)r,S) = 2ﬁmin(¢l,$) Z 210gN - lOg(l + ﬁiN_l)

log(N
> 2log N — log (1+ (N(NF — 1))N71) — 210g(NV) ogj&f )
= ﬁmm(q)l,s ¢] @ns) s
and the proof is complete. 0

We see below that under mild conditions on the group G, and a generating
S for G, we get ng o = 1.

Lemma 4. Let G be a finitely generated group and S a minimal generating set
for G. Assume that BS contains no element of order two. Then ng = 1.

Proof. Suppose S = {g1,92,-..,9n} is a minimal generating set for G. We show
that ifg{lgj = glzlgl # e for some 1 <i,j,k,l < N, theni=Fkand j =1.

For the sake of contradiction, assume i # k and j ## [. If also i # [, then
writing ¢g; = gk_lglgj_1 we see that g; € (gk, g1, 9;), and therefore S\ {g;} is
also a generating set for G, which contradicts minimality of S. Similarly, we
conclude that j # k leads to a contradiction. Thus, we must have g; = ¢g; and
g; = gr- Then g[lgj = gjflgl-, which gives g{lgjgflgj = e, and since g{lgj # e,
it follows o(g; 'g;) = 2. This contradicts our assumption that B contains no
element of order two, hence completes the proof. O



Another sufficient condition for ng ; = 1 can be formulated in terms of the
girth of G. Recall the girth of a graph is the smallest length of a cycle (and
infinite if the graph has no cycles). Given a group G and a generating set S for
G, we define the girth of G with respect to S, denoted girth(G, S), to be the
girth of the Cayley graph of G with respect to S.

The proof of the following is straightforward.

Proposition 5. Let G be a finitely generated group and S a generating set for
G. If girth(G, S) > 5, then ng o = 1.

Examples

In this section, we give a class of examples of groups G satisfying the condi-
tions of Theorem 3, hence giving new concrete examples of quantum channels
violating the additivity of the regularized minimum output entropy.

This class of groups is formed as the free product of finitely generated groups,
with a uniform bound on the cardinality of the sets of generators. For this, we
will prove a Haagerup type inequality for free products. Similar inequalities were
proven by Jolissaint in [5] where the Rapid Decay property was proven for the
free product of two groups with the same property. Although the inequalities we
need are very similar to that of Jolissaint’s, but we cannot directly use them in
their stated form in [5]. First, we do need rather a more precise understanding
of the constants involved in inequalities, whereas in [5] only existence of some
constants are proven. Furthermore, the stated result in [5] is for the free product
of two groups. This is of course enough to establish Haagerup type inequalities
for the free product of arbitrary finite number of groups by induction, but the
constants grow (exponentially) in terms of the number of groups, which creates
an issue for our desired estimates. We therefore prove a modified version of
[5, Lemma 2.2.4], which is needed to guarantee that the conditions of Theorem 3
are satisfied for the free product of arbitrary large number of groups.

Let us briefly review the definition, and fix some notations. For each ¢ =
1,...,N, let G; = (S; | R;) be a group defined by the generating set S; and the
relations set R;. Then the free product G = G x--- x Gy is defined as G =
(S1U---USN | R1U---URy). Every non-neutral element g € G = Gy *---* Gy
has a unique reduced decomposition g = 71 ---vy, where n € N, e # v, € G,
and G;, # Gy, forall 1 <k <n— 1. In this case we say g has the reduced
length n and write ¢(g) = n. For each 1 < k < n, we define m;(g9) = . Given
l € Np, we denote A; := {g € Gy x---xGy | €(g) =1} and for k < [ and
1<i<N, Al(k’l) = {g e N | Wk(g) S GZ}

If each G;, 1 < i < N, is finitely generated (and S; is chosen to be finite),
unless otherwise stated, we consider the word length on G; defined by S;, and
the one on G defined by S =S;U---USy.

Theorem 6. Let N € N, and let G = G1 x G x -+ -« G be the free product of
groups G1,Ga,...,GN. Foreachi=1,...,N, let p; be a positive real such that



IAe, (DI < pillfll, for all f € CG;] with supp(f) € BS*. Then
Me(@)ll < 5V2 max {pi} ¢, (1)

for all ¢ € C|G] with supp(y¢) C BY.

Proof. We follow the line of arguments originally due to Haagerup [2], which
was also followed in [5]. Let ¢ € C[G] with supp(p) C BS'.

First, assume furthermore that supp(¢) C A;. Let m,l € Ny and let ¢ be
supported on A;. We show that

o) a,. [l < max {pi} el 4]l (2)

if ] —1<m <1+1. Obviously, (¢*) 1, =0 for other choices of m.

If m =1+ 1orl—1, then as noted in the proof of [5, Lemma 2.2.4], an
argument just as in [2, Lemma 1.3] yields ||(¢ * ) 1a, ||, < ||l [|1¥]],-

Now, assume m = [. For every b € A;_1, define ¥* € C[G] by ¥°(y) =
1A, (7)9(yd). Then, for each 1 <i < N, we have

2 2
H(‘P*d))ﬂj\g};i) , = Z }90*1/)(7)} = Z |
'yEAE,ll‘i) beA; 1
< 3 2 letall, llottall, = 22 lenall, 01,0l
beEA; 1
Thus,
2 N 2
[(p* )1y, QZZH(@*U))ﬂAgJ) ,
i=1

< (max {p2)) llell ]

1<i<N

H¢ LNE

N
< Zpi
i=1

Next, assume that supp(¢) C As. We prove the inequality (2) for ¢ € C[G]
supported in A; and |l — 2| < m <1+ 2, and we observe (¢ *¢) 15, = 0 for
other choices of m.

For m =1+ 2,1,1 — 2, again similarly as in [2, Lemma 1.3] we get

(e ) Ta [l < llells 1911 -

Now suppose m = [ + 1. For each a € Ay, define ¢, € C[G] by p.(y) =
La, (v)¢(ay). Then

ZZ o xw(y

=1 e p\ 200

| (¢ * ) ]1Am
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1@3@@} > leally Do 107l

a€Ay beAN; 1

= max {2} [l¢l 0]’
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Finally, assume m = [ — 1. Define the functions ¢',¢’ € C[G] by ¢'(s) =

L, (9)llsl, and ' (2) := Lp,_, ()[[¢°]],.-
Since supp(¢’) € Ay and supp(¢’) C A; and m = [ + 1, the previous case

gives [[(¢"* ¢) 1n,, [l. < maxicicn{pi} V']l [197]l,-
We observe that [|¢'[|, = > . cx, Doaen, lP(sa)] = [l¢ll,, and similarly
1’1, = |ll,. Moreover, for every v = y1y2 -+ - Ym € A, we have

o< v| =] X e@)] = | 3 vnaypta ez m)]

st=ry a€N
1
S(lema )(ZM Y- ))
a€hy a€Ny

= (Y (2 ym) = @' * Y (),
which shows |(¢*¥)14,, | < (¢ *9¢') 14,,. Thus,

(@ * ) LA, [, < (" * ) 1A,

< = .
max (Pl 14Nl = max {pi}llel. ¥,

For j = 1,2, let ¢; = pl,,. Let ¢ € C[G], and for each I € Ny, let ¢y := ¢14,.

Then
2 2
lovl =3 lexwiall <3 (X 3 llws v ia.l,)
meN meN  j=1,2 [eNg
m+2

IN

wax 1Y (XY lesllal.)
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and this completes the proof. O

In order to apply Theorem 3 to free product groups G = G1 *Ga * - - - * G,
we need to relate the constants ns . to those of its factor groups nsg, ¢, .

Lemma 7. For eachi=1,2,...,N, let G; be a group and S; a generating set
for G;. Let G = Gy * Gy % ---xGn and let S = Uij\ilSi. Then nys, .,a, =
max;{ns, ¢, }-

Proof. Tt suffices to prove the claim for N = 2, the general case follows by
induction.

We need to show that if for some a, b, c,d € S; U Sy we have a~'b = ¢~ d,
then either the equality is trivial, or that all elements a,b, c,d belong to the
same group, they are either all in S; or all in Ss.

So, suppose ca~'bd~! = e. Assume ¢ € G;. In this case, if a € G, then by
the uniqueness of the reduced forms, we must have a = band c =d. If ¢,a € G
and b € Ga, again we must have a = ¢ and b = d. Finally, if ¢,a,b € Gy,
similarly it follows d € GG;. The case where ¢ € G5 is similar. O

Theorem 8. Suppose M, N € N are such that S4M>+M+1) < N, and suppose
that for each i = 1,..,N, G; is a group with rank(G;) < M. For each i =
1,....N, let S; C G; be a generating set with |S;| = rank(G;), and assume
that for each i = 1,..,N, either By N {y € G; : o(y) = 2} = 0 or that
girth(G,S) > 5. Let G = Gy xGax---* Gy, and S = UN.,S;. Then

Huin(P1,5 0 1 5) < Hinin(P1,5) + Hinin (@1 5).
Proof. For every 1 < i < N, we have ’B2G < M? + M + 1, and so for every
f € C[G;] with supp(f) C B we have ||\, (f)| < (M2 +M+1)z| f||, by the

triangle inequality. Thus, by Theorem 6, for every ¢ € C[G] with supp(¢) C BY
we have

M (@)l < 5V2 (M + M+ 1) g,

Since

5V2(M? + M+ 1) +1<8(M?>+ M +1)3

Thus, it follows .
SV2(M?+ M +1)2 <ky <k .

The combination of Lemma 4, Proposition 5, and Lemma 7, implies ng o = 1.

Hence the result follows from Theorem 3. O

Example 9. In Theorem 8 above, for any choice of numbers M, N as in the
statement, each group G; can be taken to be either a torsion free group generated
by at most M elements, or any finite group of odd order 5 < o(G;) < M, or the
finite cyclic group Z,, for 5 <n < M, since girth(Z,,{1}) = n.

10



Remark 10. Given finitely generated groups Gi, ..., Gy, and a common
finite subgroup H of all G;’s, then the proof of Theorem 6 can be modified
slightly to obtain a similar inequality as in (1), for the free product of G;’s
amalgamated over H, with an additional constant depending on the cardinality
of H. In particular, in Theorem 8 we can allow amalgamation over a common
finite subgroup.
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