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The quantum channel-state duality permits the characterization of a quantum process through a
quantum state, referred to as a Choi state. This characteristic serves as the impetus for the quantum
computing paradigm that utilizes Choi states as information sources. In this work, the fundamental
theorems regarding quantum channel capacity are proven when Choi states are considered as sources.
This achievement enriches the set of capacities associated with quantum channels. Moreover, it gives
rise to novel opportunities for the comprehension of superadditivity phenomena and the discovery
of new classes of quantum error-correction codes.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum error correction is essential for quantum in-

formation processing [1, 2]. The quantum channel capac-

ity theorems, as the quantum version of Shannon’s semi-

nal information theory, guide the design of good quantum

error-correction codes given an error model described as a

noise channel. A channel capacity, as the upper bound of

encoding rates over all possible codes, is extremely hard

to obtain due to the notable superadditivity phenomena

of quantum channels [3, 4].

Given a quantum channel, its capacity is not unique

and many types of capacities have been established us-

ing distinct methods [3, 4]. The nonadditivity of capacity

measures, such as coherent information [5–8] and Holevo

mutual information [9, 10], and also the private capac-

ity [11, 12], poses great challenges for the proof of ca-

pacity theorems and design of good codes. Efforts have

been made to systematically understand capacities and

more general quantum protocols [13–15]. However, it is

unclear whether there could be more capacities or not.

A distinct feature of quantum physics is known as the

quantum channel-state duality [16, 17], which can treat

a quantum process as a quantum state, usually called

a Choi state. It has led to novel development such as

quantum process tomography [1], quantum superchannel

and comb theory [18], and more recently, the dynami-

cal resource theory [19] and quantum von Neumann ar-

chitecture which manipulates information stored as Choi

states [20, 21]. From the perspective of capacity theory,

a fundamental question then emerges: is it feasible to

define quantum channel capacities for Choi states?

In this work, we answer this question in affirmative.
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We focus on quantum capacities of a quantum channel,

and add to the study of channel capacity with a unifying

understanding and proof of quantum capacities, which we

believe can also be extended to the classical capacities.

With this framework, we prove two capacity theorems

for Choi states, which are the analog of the usual quan-

tum capacity [22–24] and entanglement-assisted quantum

capacity [25–27]. This not only enriches the family of

capacities, but also enables fault-tolerant quantum von

Neumann architecture including quantum units for stor-

age, control, computing and communication. The Choi

coding models also show different features of nonadditiv-

ity, and shed light on the design of new types of quantum

codes.

II. STANDARD CODING

Quantum channels are completely positive trace-

preserving maps, and from dilation a quantum channel

Φ can be realized as

Φ(ρ) = traV ρV
†, (1)

for input system states ρ and an isometry V , which can

be expressed as V = U |0⟩ =
∑

iKi|i⟩ for a unitary oper-

ator U acting on the system and Ki are known as Kraus

operators [1]. The trace is over an ancilla with {|i⟩} as

an orthonormal basis, while if the system is traced out

one obtains the complementary channel Φc of Φ.

Given a noise channel Φ, a coding protocol in gen-

eral involves the conversion of n parallel uses of Φ into k

approximate uses of an identity channel, for positive in-

tegers n and k ≤ n. The value α = k/n is known as the

coding rate, and the supremum of all achievable rates is

known as the quantum capacity of the channel for such
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a coding protocol. Two standard quantum capacities are

the quantum capacity without assistance

Q(Φ) = Icr (Φ) (2)

for Icr (Φ) := limn→∞
1
n maxρ Ic(ρ,Φ

⊗n) denoting the

regularized coherent information, and Ic(ρ,Φ) :=

S(Φ(ρ)) − S(Φc(ρ)) is the usual coherent information

for an input source state ρ over a channel Φ, and the

entanglement-assisted (EA) quantum capacity

QEA(Φ) = max
ρ

1

2
I(ρ,Φ) (3)

for I(ρ,Φ) := S(ρ) + Ic(ρ,Φ) as the quantum mutual in-

formation, and S(ρ) as the von Neumann entropy of the

state ρ. A notable fact is that while I(ρ,Φ) is subaddi-

tive [28], Ic(ρ,Φ) is not, which leads to the necessity of

the regularization for the expression of Q(Φ) and diffi-

culty to compute it for an arbitrary channel Φ [5–8].

A general framework that can take the two capacities

above as special cases is by using the channel-state du-

ality and superchannels [18, 29–31]. The channel-state

duality represents a channel Φ as

ωΦ := Φ⊗ 1(ω), (4)

usually known as a Choi state, and the Bell state, also

known as an ebit, is |ω⟩ := 1√
d

∑
i |ii⟩, ω := |ω⟩⟨ω|, for

d as the input system dimension. The operations that

preserve the form of Choi states are superchannels, whose

actions are

Ŝ(Φ)(ρ) = traV2(Φ⊗ 1)V1(ρ), (5)

for a pre- isometry V1 that requires an ancilla a1 and a

post isometry V2 that requires another ancilla a2, and

a = a1a2. A noise-free quantum memory between the

pre- and post operations is in general required to realize

a superchannel Ŝ. It can also be represented as Ŝ(ωΦ) =∑
µ SµωΦS

†
µ for a set of bipartite Kraus operators Sµ (See

Appendix A for more details). Note we put a hat on the

symbols for superchannels and their capacities.

A coding protocol for a noise channel Φ is a superchan-

nel Ŝ so that

F (ω⊗k, (Ŝ(Φ⊗n)⊗ 1⊗k)(ω⊗k)) ≥ 1− ϵ, (6)

with ϵ ∈ [0, 1] and the state fidelity function F (ρ, σ) :=

∥√ρ
√
σ∥21, with ∥ · ∥1 denoting the trace norm [31]. The

Figure 1. A schematic diagram of quantum Choi codings for
a noise channel Φ: the encoding is a superchannel ŜE which
is a bipartite operation involving a ‘pre-’ operator U and a
‘post’ operator V, and the decoding is a channel D. The
input source states are Choi states (on the left with a small
circle), and for the quantum control-assisted protocols there
is also a noiseless register (the upper wire).

fidelity above is the fidelity between ebits ω⊗k and the

Choi state of Ŝ(Φ⊗n), also known as the average entan-

glement fidelity [32], which is a proper measure of the

coding accuracy [24]. The usual quantum coding is the

factorized setting with a pre- encoding isometry and a

post decoding channel, and the EA coding is the more

generic setting.

III. CHOI CODING

The formalism above needs to be extended when the

Choi state ωΦ instead of the channel Φ is provided.

Namely, when the input sources are Choi states, dis-

tinct coding protocols are possible. This is also motivated

by the dynamical quantum resource theory [19] and von

Neumann architecture [20, 21] which treat Choi states as

quantum stored-program states, and use operations on

Choi states for computation (see Appendix B for more

information).

Therefore, we introduce coding models for Choi states

(see Fig. 1) and obtain the following two theorems as

our central results. The encoding is restricted to be su-

perchannels in order to preserve the Choi form, but the

decoding can be general channels. Define the Choi co-

herent information for a channel Φ with input state ωE

as Ic(ωE ,Φ
⊗2) := S(Φ⊗2(ωE))−S((Φc)⊗2(ωE)), the Choi

mutual information as I(ωE ,Φ
⊗2) = S(ωE)+Ic(ωE ,Φ

⊗2).

Theorem 1. (Choi capacity of a quantum channel) For

a quantum channel Φ, a Choi coding protocol contains an

encoding superchannel ŜE and a decoding channel D so

that

F (ω⊗2k, (DΦ⊗2nŜE ⊗ 1⊗2k)(ω⊗2k)) ≥ 1− ϵ, (7)

for positive integers n and k and any ϵ ∈ [0, 1], and the
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Choi capacity, which is the supremum of all achievable

rate α for k = ⌊αn⌋, is

Q̂(Φ) = lim
n→∞

max
ωE

1

2n
Ic(ωE ,Φ

⊗2n). (8)

The above condition (7) for the coding fidelity means

DΦ⊗2nŜE is close to an identity channel 1. For any input

Choi state, the encoded state is also a Choi state, so that

the input to the second half of the noise channel Φ⊗n

is a completely mixed state. This is different from the

usual quantum coding protocols. For the decoder channel

D, it can also be simulated by a superchannel together

with classical communication among the two ports of the

output Choi states.

The operational meaning of Choi mutual information

is provided by the quantum control-assisted (CA) Choi

coding protocols, which is the analog of usual EA proto-

cols. We name it as CA since it naturally corresponds to

the quantum control unit in von Neumann architecture.

Theorem 2. (Quantum control-assisted Choi capacity of

a quantum channel) For a quantum channel Φ, a quan-

tum control-assisted Choi coding protocol contains an en-

coding superchannel ŜE and a decoding channel D so that

F (ω⊗2k,D(Φ⊗ 1)⊗2nŜE ⊗ 1⊗2k)(ω⊗2k)) ≥ 1− ϵ, (9)

for positive integers n and k and any ϵ ∈ [0, 1], and the

CA Choi capacity, which is the supremum of all achiev-

able rate α for k = ⌊αn⌋, is

Q̂CA(Φ) = max
ωE

1

4
I(ωE ,Φ

⊗2). (10)

We now explain the proofs, with the details presented

in the Appendix C. A proof includes a direct theorem and

a converse theorem, with the former shows a rate with

the claimed expression for a capacity is achievable, while

the latter shows that a capacity cannot exceed it. The

proof follows a systematic method that can be applied to

all the four quantum capacities mentioned in this work.

Traditionally, the quantum and EA capacities are estab-

lished using different methods. Here, we find that the

proof for the usual quantum capacity Q can be extended

to the EA capacity QEA, hence can also be adopted to

Q̂ and Q̂CA. This is based on the following observation

of the quantum error correction (QEC) condition and

Hamming bound.

Given a code space projector P and a set of Kraus

operators Ei representing a noise channel Φ, the exact

QEC condition is

PE†
iEjP = cijP, (11)

for (the transpose of) the matrix [cij ] as nothing but

the environment state ρE [33]. By diagonalizing it, this

leads to PF †
i FjP = piδijP , with effective errors Fi whose

action is actually unitary [1]. The rank of ρE can be

smaller than the cardinality of the index i, leading to the

notable degeneracy phenomena for quantum codes [34,

35]. So the number of correctable errors N , as a measure

of the noise of the channel, is determined by the entropy

of ρE , SE . This is distinct from the classical case, for

which the condition is ⟨a|E†
iEj |b⟩ = δabδijpia for pia ≥ 0,

that is, it only holds for classical states, and the errors

are orthogonal by themselves. The noise of the channel is

determined by the conditional entropy SY |X between the

input space X and output Y . For the EA capacity, the

mutual information I(X : Y ) is actually also a coherent

information by noting that the output entropy not only

includes SY , but also the assisted entanglement, which is

about 1
2I(X : E) [27, 36], leading to the EA capacity as

1
2I(X : E) + SY − SE = 1

2I(X : Y ), cf. Eq. (3).

For a system of dimension M , logical dimension K ≤
M , a number of correctable errors N , the Hamming

bound requires KN ≤M [24, 28]. This is also the under-

lying idea for the packing lemma which is used to prove

the direct theorem [3]. In more details, the proof for the

direct theorem is to first show that a measure with the

‘flat’ input (completely mixed state) is a lower bound for

a capacity [4, 24]. This is to show the coding fidelity is

close to 1 by using unitarily invariant ensemble of codes.

The accuracy parameter ϵ is upper bounded by (KN
M )1/2,

whose values are summarized in the Table I for the four

types of quantum capacities. In the large-n setting, with

the flat input being an i.i.d. source, also i.i.d. for the re-

ceiver, one only considers the correction of typical Kraus

operators and the typical subspace at the receiver. Then

this extends to the case of flat input within any typical

subspace, and then uses the well-known formula

S(ρ) = lim
ε→0

lim
n→∞

1

n
S(πε,n) (12)

for πε,n as the flat state on the ε-typical subspace of

ρ [26], this generalizes to any input states allowed in a

coding protocol.

The proof for the converse theorem is to relate each

coding model to an entanglement generation task, and

show that the capacity of this task is upper bounded by
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Capacity Channel Parameters
Q Φ (K,N,M)
QEA Φ⊗ 1 (K2, N,M2)

Q̂ Φ⊗2 (K2, N2,M2)

Q̂CA (Φ⊗ 1)⊗2 (K4, N2,M4)

Table I. The channel form and parameters for the proof of the
direct theorem for each capacity, i.e., a measure with the flat
input (completely mixed state) as a lower bound. The actual
logical space dimension for all cases is K, leading to a factor
of 1

2
for the expression of QEA and Q̂, and 1

4
for Q̂CA.

the claimed measure relying on the continuity of entropy

and the data-process inequality [1].

We can also obtain classical analog of the above two

capacities, by using mixture of Choi states as the source,

and use Holevo’s approach to establish classical capac-

ities [4]. Let ω′
E =

∑
i pi|i⟩⟨i| ⊗ Φ⊗2n(ωEi

) and ωE =∑
i piωEi

, the classical Choi capacity is

Ĉ(Φ) = lim
n→∞

max
{pi,Ei}

1

2n
χ(ωE ,Φ

⊗2n), (13)

for χ as the Holevo mutual information of ω′
E , and the

quantum control-assisted classical Choi capacity is

ĈCA(Φ) = max
ωE

1

2
I(ωE ,Φ

⊗2). (14)

The expected relation ĈCA(Φ) = 2Q̂CA(Φ) can be proven

by quantum teleportation and superdense coding (see

Appendix D). From their formulas, it is clear that

Q ≥ Q̂, QEA ≥ Q̂CA, (15)

C ≥ Ĉ, CEA ≥ ĈCA, (16)

as the Choi coding protocols are more restrictive.

Furthermore, the channel-state duality can be

used iteratively leading to higher-order quantum op-

erations [18]. This generates a chain of ca-

pacities for each of the four types of capacities

above. For instance, let channels be the 1st or-

der states and for the t-th order states ωE(t) , denote

I
(t)
cr (Φ) := limn→∞ maxE(t)

1
n2t Ic(ωE(t) ,Φ⊗n2t), Icr (Φ) :=

maxρ Icr (ρ,Φ), then it holds

Ic(π,Φ) ≤ · · · ≤ I(t)cr (Φ) ≤ · · · I(1)cr (Φ) ≤ Icr (Φ), (17)

and the lower bound Ic(π,Φ) serves as the quantum ca-

pacity when the encoding is unital [31], for π denoting

the flat input state. For degradable channels [37] the reg-

ularization is unnecessary and the above chain reduces to

Ic(π,Φ) ≤ · · · ≤ I(t)c (Φ) ≤ · · · I(1)c (Φ) ≤ Ic(Φ), (18)

for I
(t)
c (Φ) := maxE(t)

1
2t Ic(ωE(t) ,Φ⊗2t). It remains to

explore further the gaps in the chain, especially the gap

between Ic(Φ) and I
(1)
c (Φ), and under what conditions

the gaps can collapse.

This enriched family of capacities is consistent with an

early unifying approach to characterize quantum capaci-

ties [38] and the recent resource-theoretic approach [31],

by highlighting the roles of information source and en-

coding, and uncovers the fundamental role of coherent

information. It could help for the understanding of the

novel phenomena of superadditivity [8, 35, 39, 40], with

examples studied in Appendix E.

IV. APPLICATIONS

For the applications of the Choi coding models we de-

veloped above, the quantum von Neumann architecture

is a suitable setting [20]. The Choi coding can be used

to protect quantum program states in the memory unit

which are Choi states. The primary resources are ebits

whose quality can be guaranteed by entanglement pu-

rification or error-correction schemes involving stabilizer

measurements [1]. Given a program state ωΦ, the action

of the channel Φ(ρ) can be obtained via the initial-state

injection (ISI) scheme (see Appendix B). Namely, by con-

structing a measurement from ρ, the expectation value

tr(AΦ(ρ)) for any observable A can be read out from

ωΦ [41].

The CA Choi coding assumes a noise-free control regis-

ter, which, similar with the EA setting, could come from

a pre-round of error correction. This coding is proper

to enable the memory and control units jointly fault-

tolerant. As explained in the Appendix B, the quantum

control unit is formed by on-demand qubits whose co-

herence time can be short. An explicit CA Choi coding

scheme is to use the form of the linear combination of

unitary operators
∑

i ciUi [42] for the post operator in

the super-isometry encoding (see Fig. 1), with the am-

plitudes ci stored in the control unit, and the gates Ui

stored in the memory unit. The decoder involves a pro-

jection on the control qubits, whose success probability

can be boosted by using the oblivious amplitude ampli-

fication algorithm [43].
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To conclude, in this work we introduced new types

of channel capacities motivated by the channel-state du-

ality. These capacities enrich the content of quantum

Shannon theory, and could benefit the study of superad-

ditivity, the design of fault-tolerant schemes and error-

correction codes.
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Appendix A: Representations of quantum

superchannels

Here we describe the representations of quantum su-

perchannels in more details. Recall that the channel-

state duality [16, 17] states that a channel Φ : D(H1) →
D(H2) can be represented as a Choi state

ωΦ := Φ⊗ 1(ω), (A1)

for ω := |ω⟩⟨ω| as the Bell state. It is clear to see

the partial trace over the input and output space yields

tr1ωΦ = Φ(1)/d, and tr2ωΦ = 1/d, for d as the input

space dimension. Therefore, Choi states form a convex

subset C(H1 ⊗H2) ⊂ D(H1 ⊗H2) of the set of bipartite

states. The Kraus operators can be found from the eigen-

value decomposition of ωΦ, and the rank of the channel

is the rank of ωΦ. From dilation, the channel Φ can be

represented as a unitary U requiring an ancilla, and the

resulting tripartite state is a ‘purified Choi state’, |ϕΦ⟩,
which is a purification of the Choi state ωΦ.

A superchannel Ŝ : C(H1 ⊗H2) → C(H1′ ⊗H2′) that

acts on a channel Φ can be realized as

Ŝ(Φ)(ρ) = tra1a2
U2 (Φ⊗ 1) U1(ρ⊗ |00⟩⟨00|), (A2)

for ρ ∈ D(H1′), U1 and U2 are unitary operators, and

a1 is an ancilla required by U1, a2 is an ancilla further

required by U2, and their initial state is |00⟩. Note this

is equivalent to Eq. (5) in the main text, and we use U
to denote the superoperator form of U . The dimension

of U2 could be larger than that of U1 due to the addi-

tional ancilla a2 [44]. It can also be written as the Kraus

operator-sum form

Ŝ(ωΦ) =
∑
µ

SµωΦS
†
µ (A3)

with Kraus operators

Sµ =
∑
m

K2,mµ ⊗K1,m (A4)

and
∑

µ S
†
µSµ = 1, K1,m and K2,mµ are Kraus operators

from the pre- and post unitary operators with K1,m =

⟨m|U1|0⟩ and K2,mµ = ⟨m|U2|µ⟩. It is also easy to see

the new channel Ŝ(Φ) is represented by Kraus operators

Fiµ =
∑
m

K2,mµKiK
t
1,m, (A5)

with
∑

iµ F
†
iµFiµ = 1. The superscript t is matrix trans-

position. The sum over m signifies the quantum memory

between U1 and U2, which is the state from the ancilla

a1.

From the channel-state duality, we know ωΦ is ob-

tained by ‘bending over’ the input space of Φ. When

ωΦ is given, the realization of Ŝ(ωΦ) requires a projec-

tion |0⟩⟨0| on the ancilla a1. Simply tracing out it also

leads to a superchannel which is a mixture of Ŝi for each

projection |i⟩⟨i|. Therefore, when using Choi states as

the input source one can ignore the final projection on

the ancilla for the realization of a superchannel. In total,

a superchannel can also be viewed as a ‘super-isometry’

V : H1⊗H2 → H1⊗H2⊗Ha1 ⊗Ha1 ⊗Ha2 for the initial

states of (two copies of) ancilla a1 as ebits and ancilla

a2 as |0⟩, together with the final tracing on them. We

can also ignore a2 for simplicity or by extending the pre-

unitary U1 to be of the same dimension with U2.

With respect to the bipartition of a Choi state, a su-

perchannel is ‘semi-local’ due to the usage of ebits. In the

setting of error correction, a local scheme without ebits

can describe the usual setting of error correction without

assistance, with a pre- encoding isometry V and a post

decoding channel D. While for the EA case, the encoding

is two-stage (V ⊗ 1)|η⟩ with |η⟩ as an assisted entangled

state and an isometry V that does not act on the noise-

free quantum memory (see Fig. 2). Note the trivial case

shall be avoided, which is to simply swap the input source

with the noise-free ancilla in the superchannel, and the

EA setting indeed avoids this. Furthermore, if forward

and backward classical communications between the two

parts are allowed, together with ebits this can be used
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to realize any global operations on Choi states, which

may not preserve the form of Choi states. For instance,

a CNOT gate can convert an ebit to a product state.

However, in the definition for the Choi coding models,

we allow any operations for the decoder as long as they

preserve the Choi form.

Appendix B: Quantum von Neumann architecture

Here we describe some primary operations in the

recently introduced quantum von Neumann architec-

ture [20, 45]. Compared with the usual quantum circuit

model, it explicitly includes quantum memory unit as

Choi states and quantum control unit as qubits.

In this setting, a Choi state is also called a quantum

program. Given a program ωΦ, a basic operation is to

recover its action on state Φ(ρ). This can be achieved as

Φ(ρ) = d tr1[ωΦ(1⊗ ρt)], (B1)

for ρt as the transpose of a state ρ ∈ D(H1) and the trace

is on the input space H1. This can be realized as a binary

measurement

{M0 =
√
ρt,M1 =

√
1− ρt}, (B2)

and the final output in terms of an expectation value

tr(AΦ(ρ)) for observable A can be read out from the out-

put space [20, 41]. For the outcome 0, the correct answer

is obtained. For the outcome 1, the offset tr(AΦ(1))/d

can be deleted to get the correct result. This is referred

to as the initial-state injection (ISI) scheme.

Two programs can be fused together. This is based

on quantum teleportation [1] and its extensions. To tele-

port an unknown state |ψ⟩S from system S to register B,

it needs a Bell state |ω⟩AB and Bell measurement MAS

which yields Pauli byproduct σi so that

|ψ⟩B = σi,BMAS(i)|ω⟩AB |ψ⟩S . (B3)

This can be extended to quantum gate teleportation [46]

by modifying the byproduct or the universal quantum

teleportation (UQT) scheme [41] by modifying the mea-

surement while keeping the Pauli byproduct. The UQT

is based on the following symmetry

UσiU
† =

∑
j

Tijσj , (B4)

for general qudit case with U ∈ SU(d), and qudit Pauli

unitary operators σi, T = [Tij ] ∈ SU(d2) is an affine rep-

resentation of U [47]. By attaching T to the Bell mea-

surement circuit, the rotated measurement MT
AS enables

U |ψ⟩B = σi,BM
T
AS(i)|ωUt⟩AB |ψ⟩S , (B5)

that is, the program U is teleported or downloaded

from S to B. The transpose can be avoided by using

(U ⊗ 1)|ω⟩ = (1 ⊗ U t)|ω⟩. For unitary programs |U1⟩
and |U2⟩, they can be fused to yield |U1U2⟩ or |U2U1⟩.
For non-unitary programs ωΦ1

and ωΦ2
, it turns out a

straightforward scheme is to use their purified Choi states

|ϕΦ1
⟩ and |ϕΦ2

⟩, and attach ancillary ebits to store the

ancillary states of them, and use UQT to fuse them.

However, when a program is unknown, it cannot be

downloaded exactly [48]. We can use ISI scheme to ob-

tain its action on particular observable. If approxima-

tion is allowed, then a more complicated scheme can be

used [49], namely, using U⊗n to act on a multipartite en-

tangled state and a covariant measurement can download

it approximately, with accuracy limited in the order n−2.

Superchannels form another type of operations on pro-

grams which can convert one program into another.

This can be extended to a sequence of superchannels,

and together with quantum teleportation schemes, this

leads to various operations and algorithms based on Choi

states [45].

Another essential part of von Neumann architecture

is the quantum control unit, which is formed by qubits

that interact with data qubits. They are ancillas but they

carry out special functions, therefore, it is necessary to

treat them as a separate unit. Notable schemes include

the quantum control over unknown gates [50], quantum

switch [51], the linear combination of unitary (LCU) op-

eration algorithm [42] and oblivious amplitude amplifi-

cation (OAA) [43]. Compared with the data unit, the

control unit is of short circuit depth, so different error-

correction methods can be used.

Here we describe the LCU and OAA scheme that is

developed in the setting of quantum simulation algo-

rithm [43]. It is also a good example to describe the role

of control unit. Using qubits can generate entanglement

between the control and data units, and in particular, it

can generate superposition of gates

U =
∑
i

ciUi, (B6)
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Figure 2. A schematic diagram of the standard quantum cod-
ing (top) and EA coding (bottom).

however, this requires a post-selection on the control unit.

To boost the success probability close to 1, the OAA

scheme can be used which is an extension of amplitude

amplification. Namely, denote the whole action of LCU

circuit as W , and W |0⟩|ψ⟩ = √
p|0⟩U |ψ⟩+

√
1− p|1⟩|ϕ⟩.

When a failure occurs, i.e. outcome 1, the OAA will

apply S =WRW †R for R as a reflection operator acting

on the control unit, and by application of Sn for many

iterations n ∈ O(1/
√
p), the success rate can be boosted

arbitrarily close to 1.

This will increase the circuit depth of the control unit,

however. A method that can maintain a constant circuit

depth is to use OAA incoherently, that is, upon a fail-

ure one applies S and performs the measurement, and

then repeat, and this scheme on average requires O(1/p)

iterations to boost the success rate close to 1.

In the light of fault-tolerance, different error-processing

schemes are suitable for the different units in a quantum

von Neumann architecture. The Choi coding protocol is

suitable for the quantum memory unit. The EA coding

protocol is suitable for quantum communication. For the

quantum control unit, a central feature or merit of it is

that it is on-demand, that is, the control qubits will be

measured and refreshed quickly, and they do not need to

maintain a long coherence time. Instead of using power-

ful QEC codes, weaker schemes can be used, such as error

suppression or approximate error correction schemes, in-

cluding dynamical decoupling, approximate QEC codes,

or error-detection codes [2]. The basic idea is that when

the control unit is needed, error detection or suppression

on it is used, and when the short-depth circuit is finished,

there is a high chance that errors do not occur or only

accumulate slightly. The control qubits will be measured

and refreshed again. The CA Choi coding protocol we

developed in this work can be applied to jointly protect

the quantum control and memory units.

Figure 3. A schematic diagram of the quantum Choi coding
(top) and CA Choi coding (bottom).

Appendix C: Proofs of the quantum channel

capacities

In this section, we present the details for the proofs

of quantum channel capacities, which apply to the four

types of quantum capacities in this work. We use

X ,Y,Z, . . . to denote Hilbert spaces, and use C(X ,Y)

to denote the set of channels Φ : D(X ) → D(Y) acting

on density matrices [4].

First, we can define a quantum capacity in general as

follows. The difference for the four coding models is the

coding protocol Ŝ.

Definition 1. (Quantum capacity of a channel) Let Φ ∈
C(X ,Y) be a channel, and an integer k = ⌊αn⌋ for all

but finitely many positive integers n and an achievable

rate α ≥ 0, there exists a superchannel Ŝ such that

F (ω⊗k, (Ŝ(Φ⊗n)⊗ 1⊗k)(ω⊗k)) ≥ 1− ϵ, (C1)

for every choice of a positive real number ϵ ∈ [0, 1] and

the quantum capacity of Φ is defined as the supremum of

all α.

For the details of the original proofs for the quantum

channel capacities, we refer to the books [3, 4]. For the

direct theorem, the packing lemma plays the central role,

while the covering lemma is also involved in a proof for

the quantum channel capacity without assistance [3, 11].

We have explained in the main text the QEC condition al-

ready requires the decoupling of environment states from

the code, and using quantum packing lemma can deduce

coherent information as the measure of quantum chan-

nel capacity. For the EA setting, it turns out it can be

treated as a particular case of the above.

Now we lay out a general framework for the proofs

of the quantum channel capacities following the logic of
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Refs. [4, 24]. We employ the random coding method

for the direct theorem, and the entanglement distribu-

tion scheme for the converse theorem. For the channel

Φ with a set of Kraus operators {Ai} and rank N , de-

note the input/output system as X/Y with dimension

M , denote the purification system of the input as R with

dimension M , the environment as E with dimension N .

The input states are from a code subspace with projector

P and dimension K. Denote a measure with input state

ρ to channel Φ as m(ρ,Φ), which would be a coherent in-

formation or mutual information. Also denote π := 1/M

as the flat input state (i.e. a completely mixed state).

For the direct theorem, the first step is to show any

rate α ≤ m(π,Φ) is achievable. That is, for any such

rate there exists a coding scheme such that the coding

fidelity is arbitrarily close to 1. Using random coding

scheme and the typicality for environment state ρE and

receiver state ρY can compute the lower bound of the

fidelity. Then this is generalized to Q(Φ) ≥ m(πC ,Φ) for

πC as the flat state in any subspace of the input, and the

BSST lemma

S(ρ) = lim
ε→0

lim
n→∞

1

n
S(πε,n) (C2)

converts πε,n into arbitrary input state ρ in the large-n

limit, for πε,n as the flat state on the ε-typical subspace

of ρ [26]. Finally, it is straightforward to obtain Q(Φ) ≥
m(ρ,Φ).

We now present the theorem for the two Choi capaci-

ties Q̂ and Q̂CA, while the proof also applies to the other

two quantum capacities Q and QEA. For clarity, we de-

fine the two Choi capacities first.

Definition 2. (Choi capacity of a quantum channel) Let

Φ ∈ C(X ,Y) be a channel, and an integer k = ⌊αn⌋ for

all but finitely many positive integers n and an achiev-

able rate α ≥ 0, there exists a super-isometry ŜE ∈
C(Z⊗2k,X⊗2n) as the encoding and a decoding channel

D ∈ C(Y⊗2n,Z⊗2k) such that

F (ω⊗2k,DΦ⊗2nŜE ⊗ 1⊗2k)(ω⊗2k)) ≥ 1− ϵ, (C3)

for every choice of a positive real number ϵ ∈ [0, 1] and

the Choi capacity of Φ, denoted as Q̂(Φ), is defined as

the supremum of all α.

Definition 3. (CA Choi capacity of a quantum chan-

nel) Let Φ ∈ C(X ,Y) be a channel, and an integer

k = ⌊αn⌋ for all but finitely many positive integers n and

an achievable rate α ≥ 0, there exists a super-isometry

ŜE ∈ C(Z⊗2k,W⊗2n ⊗X⊗2n) as the encoding and a de-

coding channel D ∈ C(W⊗2n ⊗ Y⊗2n,Z⊗2k) such that

F (ω⊗2k,D(Φ⊗ 1)⊗2nŜE ⊗ 1⊗2k)(ω⊗2k)) ≥ 1− ϵ, (C4)

for every choice of a positive real number ϵ ∈ [0, 1] and

the CA Choi capacity of Φ, denoted as Q̂CA(Φ), is defined

as the supremum of all α.

We now state the main theorem as follows which in-

cludes the two theorems in the main text.

Theorem 3. (Choi capacities of a quantum channel) For

a quantum channel Φ ∈ C(X ,Y), the Choi capacity is

Q̂(Φ) = lim
n→∞

1

2n
max
ωE

Ic(ωE ,Φ
⊗2n), (C5)

and the CA Choi capacity is

Q̂CA(Φ) = max
ωE

1

4
I(ωE ,Φ

⊗2). (C6)

Proof. (direct) We first prove the direct theorem. We

start from the usual quantum channel capacity Q(Φ) to

illustrate the method. The first step is to show any rate

α ≤ Ic(π,Φ) is achievable. That is, for any such rate

there exists a coding scheme such that the coding fidelity

is arbitrarily close to 1.

The decoupling approach [14, 23, 24, 52] shows that

there exists a decoding channel D such that

F ≥ 1− ∥σRE − σR ⊗ σE∥tr (C7)

for state σRE = 1
K

∑
ij PA

†
iAjP⊗|j⟩⟨i|, σR = 1

KP , σE =
1
K

∑
ij tr(PA

†
iAjP )|j⟩⟨i|.

Then using random coding scheme, consider the uni-

tarily invariant ensemble of codes UPU† for all U acting

on the input system following the Haar measure on the

unitary group. If the ensemble average [F ] is close to 1,

then there must exist a code with a fidelity F which is

close to 1 [24]. Converting the trace norm into Frobenius

norm due to ∥·∥tr ≤
√
KN∥·∥F , then the ensemble aver-

age of the error function [∥σRE−σR⊗σE∥F ] is computed

using Weyl’s theory of group invariants [53] to obtain

[F ] ≥ 1−
√
KN∥Φ(π)∥F . (C8)

In the large-n setting, the channel is of the form Φ⊗n.

As the input is the completely mixed state, the environ-

ment state is also a product state σ⊗n
E . By diagonalizing

σE = [pi], which corresponds to a canonical set of Kraus
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operators {Ai} with pi = tr(A†
iAi)/M , this forms an i.i.d.

source so we can define ε-typical sequence of Kraus op-

erators with size Nε ≤ 2n(SE+ε), and only consider the

correction of typical Kraus operators.

At the receiver side, the decoder only consider the typ-

ical subspace with respect to the state Φ(π). This relates

∥Φ(π)⊗n∥F to S(Φ(π)). Then it is not hard to obtain

for any rate α ≤ Ic(π,Φ) = S(Φ(π))− SE , there exists a

coding scheme such that the coding fidelity is arbitrarily

close to 1. So Q(Φ) ≥ Ic(π,Φ).

This generalizes to Q(Φ) ≥ Ic(πC ,Φ) for πC as any

subspace flat state, by using Q(Φ) ≥ Q(V Φ) ≥ Ic(πC ,Φ)

for V as the isometric encoding from the subspace C

to the whole space. Finally, using the BSST lemma to

obtain Q(Φ) ≥ Icr (Φ).

This also extends to the EA setting. In an EA protocol

(see Fig. 2), a bipartite entangled state |η⟩ is needed and

one part of it is feed into an encoding step, and the other

is noise-free and sent to the receiver directly. We treat

the preparation of |η⟩ as an encoding stage of a fiducial

systemX ′ with the same logical dimension with the input

X, so that the whole encoding is two-stage V = V2V1,

and P = V V †. For convenience, we can let the noise-free

part is of size n so that the effective channel is Φ ⊗ 1.

That is, the parameters (K,N,M) that determines the

fidelity now becomes (K2, N,M2), but the actual logical

dimension is still K (see Table I in the main text).

Then, in Eq. (C7) the projection P is from the two-

stage encoding, the Kraus operators are Ai ⊗ 1, and

K 7→ K2. For the unitarily invariant ensemble, it is con-

structed from two independent usages for the two stages

in the encoding. In the large-n setting, it is easy to see

the number of typical Kraus operators is still bounded by

2n(SE+ε), while the size of the typical subspace at the re-

ceiver is now bounded by 2n(S(π)+S(Φ(π))+ε). This leads

to that the achievable rate α ≤ 1
2I(π,Φ) = 1

2 (S(π) +

S(Φ(π)) − SE). Finally, it is straightforward to obtain

QEA(Φ) ≥ I(ρ,Φ)/2 for any ρ.

Now for the Choi coding case, it is almost two copies of

the case for the usual quantum coding. In Eq. (C7) the

states are σ⊗2
RE and σ⊗2

R ⊗σ⊗2
E . For the random coding, we

use two independent actions on the two ports of the Choi

states. The parameters that determine the coding fidelity

is (K2, N2,M2). Then following the similar process it

finally yields Q̂(Φ) ≥ limn→∞
1
2n maxωE Ic(ωE ,Φ

⊗2n).

For the CA Choi coding case, it is similar with the EA

coding, but instead of using a two-stage encoding, the

encoding here is similar with the Choi coding case which

is two independent parallel encoding forming a super-

isometry, while additional noise-free ancilla is allowed in

the post unitary of the encoding. The parameters that

determine the coding fidelity is (K4, N2,M4). Then fol-

lowing the similar process it finally yields Q̂CA(Φ) ≥
I(ωE ,Φ

⊗2)/4 for any ωE .

For the converse theorem, we need to define an entan-

glement generation task E adopted to each model, which

in general is the task to convert a certain type of input

states into ebits, i.e. Bell states. The entanglement gen-

eration capacity satisfies Q(Φ) ≤ E(Φ), and by showing

any rate α for entanglement generation is smaller than

m(ρ,Φ), together with the data-processing inequality, it

yields Q(Φ) ≤ m(ρ,Φ). Note the entanglement genera-

tion is also called entanglement distribution sometimes.

We specify four types of tasks in the following defini-

tion. For the Choi coding models, the input states are

purified Choi states (see Sec. A) so that the input to a

collection of channels Φ⊗n is the completely mixed state.

Also let |ω(2)⟩ := 1
d

∑
i |i⟩|ωi⟩ be a Bell state with {|ωi⟩}

as the Bell basis for d2-dimensional space. It is easy to

see Bell states can be easily obtained from |ω(2)⟩.

Definition 4. (Entanglement generation capacities of a

channel) Let Φ ∈ C(X ,Y) be a channel, and an integer

k = ⌊αn⌋ for all but finitely many positive integers n

and an achievable rate α ≥ 0, i) for the primary case,

there exists a channel D ∈ C(Y⊗n,Z⊗k) and state ξ ∈
X⊗n ⊗Z⊗k such that

F (ω⊗k,DΦ⊗n ⊗ 1⊗k(ξ)) ≥ 1− ϵ, (C9)

ii) for the EA case, there exists a channel D ∈ C(W⊗n⊗
Y⊗n,Z⊗k) and state ξ ∈ W⊗n ⊗X⊗n ⊗Z⊗k such that

F (ω⊗k, (D(Φ⊗ 1)⊗n)⊗ 1⊗k(ξ)) ≥ 1− ϵ, (C10)

iii) for the Choi coding case, there exists a channel D ∈
C(Y⊗2n,Z⊗2k) and purified Choi state ξ ∈ X⊗2n⊗Z⊗2k

such that

F (ω⊗k
(2) ,DΦ⊗2n ⊗ 1⊗2k(ξ)) ≥ 1− ϵ, (C11)

iv) for the CA Choi coding case, there exists a channel

D ∈ C(W⊗2n ⊗Y⊗2n,Z⊗2k) and purified Choi state ξ ∈
W⊗2n ⊗X⊗2n ⊗Z⊗2k such that

F (ω⊗k
(2) , (D(Φ⊗ 1)⊗2n)⊗ 1⊗2k(ξ)) ≥ 1− ϵ, (C12)
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for every choice of a positive real number ϵ ∈ [0, 1], and

each entanglement generation capacity is defined as the

supremum of all α.

For the proof, we also need the bounds Q̂(Φ) ≤ Ê(Φ),

Q̂CA(Φ) ≤ ÊCA(Φ). This is shown by using a Choi cod-

ing task with the completely depolarizing channel [4] as

the input to realize a corresponding entanglement gen-

eration task. This is the analog of Q(Φ) ≤ E(Φ), and

QEA(Φ) ≤ EEA(Φ). Actually Q(Φ) = E(Φ) [4], and we

conjecture that this equality can also be extended to the

other three cases, but for the proof this is unnecessary.

Proof. (converse) The proof for the four models is simi-

lar. i) For the usual entanglement generation, using the

continuity of entropy the fidelity condition (C9) implies

S(DΦ⊗n ⊗ 1⊗k(ξ)) ≤ 2δk + 1, (C13)

S(DΦ⊗n(ρ)) ≥ k − δk − 1, (C14)

for δ ∈ (0, 1) and ρ ∈ D(X⊗n) as a local state of ξ [4].

The coherent information satisfies the data-processing

inequality Ic(ρ,Φ
⊗n) ≥ Ic(ρ,DΦ⊗n) [5], so

1

n
Ic(ρ,Φ

⊗n) ≥ α(1− 3δ)− 3

n
, (C15)

this means Q(Φ) ≤ E(Φ) ≤ Icr (Φ).

ii) For the EA entanglement generation, using the con-

tinuity of entropy the fidelity condition (C10) implies

S(D(Φ⊗ 1)⊗n ⊗ 1⊗k(ξ)) ≤ 2δk + 1, (C16)

S(D(Φ⊗ 1)⊗n(ρ)) ≥ k − δk − 1, (C17)

for ρ ∈ D(X⊗n ⊗W⊗n) as a local state of ξ.

The mutual information satisfies the data-processing

inequality I(ρ,Φ⊗n) ≥ I(ρ,DΦ⊗n) and also subadditiv-

ity [28], so

I(ρ,Φ) ≥ 2α(1− 3δ/2)− 3

n
, (C18)

this means QEA(Φ) ≤ EEA(Φ) ≤ maxρ I(ρ,Φ)/2.

iii) For the Choi coding entanglement generation, us-

ing the continuity of entropy the fidelity condition (C11)

implies

S(DΦ⊗2n ⊗ 1⊗2k(ξ)) ≤ 4δk + 1, (C19)

S(DΦ⊗2n(ρ)) ≥ 2k − 2δk − 1, (C20)

for ρ ∈ D(X⊗2n) as a local state of ξ.

The Choi coherent information satisfies the data-

processing inequality Ic(ωE ,Φ
⊗2n) ≥ Ic(ωE ,DΦ⊗2n), so

1

n
Ic(ωE ,Φ

⊗2n) ≥ 2α(1− 3δ)− 3

n
, (C21)

this means Q̂(Φ) ≤ Ê(Φ) ≤ maxωE Icr (ωE ,Φ
⊗2).

iv) For the CA Choi coding entanglement genera-

tion, using the continuity of entropy the fidelity condi-

tion (C12) implies

S(D(Φ⊗ 1)⊗2n ⊗ 1⊗2k(ξ)) ≤ 4δk + 1, (C22)

S(D(Φ⊗ 1)⊗2n(ρ)) ≥ 2k − 2δk − 1,(C23)

for ρ ∈ D(X⊗2n ⊗W⊗2n) as a local state of ξ.

The Choi mutual information satisfies the data-

processing inequality I(ωE ,Φ
⊗2n) ≥ I(ωE ,DΦ⊗2n) and

also subadditivity, so

I(ωE ,Φ
⊗2) ≥ 4α(1− 3δ/2)− 3

n
, (C24)

this means Q̂CA(Φ) ≤ ÊCA(Φ) ≤ maxωE I(ωE ,Φ
⊗2)/4.

Appendix D: Quantum and classical CA Choi

capacity

In this section, we study the relation between the quan-

tum and classical CA Choi capacities. First of all, they

can be viewed as the restricted version of the quantum

and classical EA capacity, respectively, so we can use

quantum teleportation and superdense coding to prove

ĈCA(Φ) = 2Q̂CA(Φ).

Similar with the EA setting, the noise-free control reg-

ister could come from a pre-round of error correction. A

benefit of the assistance is to make the error-correction

for some ‘bad’ channels possible. For instance, the quan-

tum capacity for the entanglement-breaking (EB) chan-

nel [54] is zero, but with EA, it is nonzero (except for the

extremal case of replacing channel). A seminal EA cod-

ing scheme is to use teleportation which effectively shuf-

fle the input state ρ into the noise-free register, while the

byproduct from the teleportation is corrected by sending

the classical bits over the channel to the receiver. This

scheme also extends to the CA Choi setting by using

teleportation for the two ports of Choi states.

Given a classical EA scheme, it can be used as a quan-

tum EA scheme with twice of the rate by using quan-

tum teleportation, with the ebits as the additional en-
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Figure 4. The superadditive regions for the two-shot coherent
information of the qubit Pauli channel. The colors of data
points show the non-zero values of the difference between the
two-shot coherent information maxρ Ic(ρ,P⊗2) and one-shot
coherent information maxρ Ic(ρ,P).

tanglement assistance, and the byproduct from telepor-

tation sent via the classical EA scheme. Given a quan-

tum EA scheme, it can be used as a classical EA scheme

with half of the rate by using superdense coding, with

the ebits as the additional entanglement assistance, and

the Bell measurement as a part of the decoder to ex-

tract the input bits. This proves the well-known result

CEA(Φ) = 2QEA(Φ) [4].

Similarly, given a classical CA Choi protocol, we can

use it to simulate a quantum CA Choi protocol with twice

of the rate by applying teleportation to each port of Choi

states. The encoding remains as super-isometric, and the

decoding involves the classical communication among the

two ports for the correction of Pauli byproducts.

Given a quantum CA Choi protocol, we can use it to

simulate classical CA Choi protocol with half of the rate.

We encode each bit value x as an orthogonal purified

Choi state |ϕΦx
⟩, i.e., their dilated unitary operators Ux

are orthogonal, then use the quantum CA Choi protocol

to protect |ϕΦx⟩ followed by superdense coding to extract

x. In all, this proves ĈCA(Φ) = 2Q̂CA(Φ).

This relation is also expected from the proofs for Q̂CA

and ĈCA. For the direct theorem, the classical ‘version’

of the unitarily invariant ensemble is a random code con-

struction according to the typicality of the input source,

so that each code is also almost chosen uniformly [3, 4].

The classical code dimension is the square root of the

quantum case, and this will increase the classical capacity

by a factor of two. For the converse theorem, the mutual

information of classical maximally correlated bits (de-

Figure 5. The superadditivity for the two-shot coherent in-
formation of the dephrasure channel for q = 3p. The four
plots are for the one-shot maxρ Ic(ρ,D) (circles), two-shot
maxρ Ic(ρ,D⊗2) (squares), one-shot maxωE Ic(ωE ,D⊗2) (dia-
mond), and two-shot maxωE Ic(ωE ,D⊗4) (triangle).

phased ebits) is half of the mutual information of ebits.

Appendix E: Examples of channels

Here we present examples of channel capacities includ-

ing a numerical algorithm to compute them. We fo-

cus on the quantum capacities. A large class of chan-

nels with additive coherent information are degradable

channels [37], such as the dephasing channels, erasure

channels, and the qubit amplitude damping channels.

Some non-degradable channels showing superadditivity

are constructed recently [39, 40].

We developed an optimization algorithm to compute

channel capacities. The task is to find the optimal input

ρ that maximizes a coherent information. However, the

algorithm is not guaranteed to converge to the optimal

value since the optimization is not convex. The algorithm

is feasible only for small system sizes as the number of

parameters of the input blows up exponentially.

For Choi-type capacities, a sub-task is to generate ran-

dom Choi states. There are many ways to achieve this,

for instance, see Refs. [55, 56], yet we find a very simple

way to achieve this as a constraint in the GlobalSearch

algorithm of Matlab. Namely, we first generate a random

vector r⃗, with each value of it in the range [−1, 1], and

convert it into a non-negative semi-definite matrix A us-

ing the Cholesky form [57]. A usual state ρ is generated

from A with the trace-one constraint, while a Choi state

ωE is generated from A with the partial-trace constraint,

which is a collection of trace-one constraints. These con-
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straints can be naturally dealt with in the algorithm.

We numerically studied a few examples of channels. A

common channel is the qubit Pauli channel P with Kraus

operators
√
piσi, which, however, is non-degradable [35,

58–61]. We computed the two-shot coherent information,

and confirmed the recent finding of Ref.[61]. There is a

superadditive region for small values of error probabil-

ities but a large no-error event p0, see Fig. 4. There

are also three regions for small p0, which are physically

equivalent to the large p0 region by acting a Pauli opera-

tor after P. For each region, the optimal input states

are rank-two maximally correlated mixed states, e.g.,

(|00⟩⟨00| + |11⟩⟨11|)/2, and its equivalents under local

Pauli operators and joint qubit Clifford operators, lead-

ing to six sub-regions for a superadditive region [61]. Also

we observe that the optimal input states do not depend

on the values of probabilities, and they are Choi states,

so for this setting there is no separation between the Choi

coherent information and the usual coherent information.

We also numerically studied the dephrasure chan-

nel [39] defined as D(ρ) = (1 − q)[(1 − p)ρ + pσzρσz] +

q|e⟩⟨e| for p, q ∈ [0, 1] and |e⟩ is orthogonal to the in-

put space, and confirmed the two-shot superadditivity

phenomenon. The Choi coherent information is also su-

peradditive, as shown in the Fig. 5. Different from the

Pauli channel, the optimal input depends on the chan-

nel parameters (p, q). We also find differences among the

usual coherent information and Choi coherent informa-

tion. For instance, the optimal input for the two-shot

coherent information (squared data points) is not a Choi

state, hence it is larger than the Choi coherent informa-

tion (diamond data points). Also we find the one-shot

coherent information (circled data points) can be larger

than Choi coherent information for some values of pa-

rameters (p = 0.1145 in the figure). Therefore, this is an

example that shows a separation between the Choi co-

herent information and the usual coherent information.
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