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Abstract

Port-based teleportation (PBT), introduced in 2008, is a type of quantum teleportation
protocol which transmits the state to the receiver without requiring any corrections on the re-
ceiver’s side. Evaluating the performance of PBT was computationally intractable and previous
attempts succeeded only with small systems. We study PBT protocols and fully characterize
their performance for arbitrary dimensions and number of ports. We develop new mathemat-
ical tools to study the symmetries of the measurement operators that arise in these protocols
and belong to the algebra of partially transposed permutation operators. First, we develop the
representation theory of the mentioned algebra which provides an elegant way of understand-
ing the properties of subsystems of a large system with general symmetries. In particular, we
introduce the theory of the partially reduced irreducible representations which we use to obtain
a simpler representation of the algebra of partially transposed permutation operators and thus
explicitly determine the properties of any port-based teleportation scheme for fixed dimension
in polynomial time.

1 Introduction

Quantum teleportation is one of the most important primitives in the Quantum Information Pro-
cessing [1]. This technique allows to transfer the state of an unknown quantum system from the
sender to the receiver without having to exchange the physical system. It has led to a large number
of theoretical advances in quantum information theory and quantum computing [2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9].

The first teleportation protocol involved two parties, Alice and Bob, each sharing a half of
the maximally entangled state [1]. We will further refer to it as a ‘resource state’. Alice wants
to send an (unknown) state of a subsystem in her possession to Bob. She performs a projective
measurement on her subsystem and the half of the maximally entangled state and communicates
its classical outcome to Bob. He then reliably recovers the state which Alice communicated by
applying a unitary correction operation conditioned on Alice’s message.

In 2008, a breakthrough result from Ishizaka and Hiroshima introduced a novel port-based
teleportation protocol (PBT) which does not require the last step in the sequence [11]. In this setup,
parties share a large resource state consisting of N copies of the maximally entangled states [¥ )&V
where each singlet is a two-qubit state, termed port. Alice performs a joint measurement X on the
unknown state @ which she wishes to teleport and her half of the resource state, communicating
the outcome to Bob. The outcome of the measurement points to the subsystem where the state



has been teleported to. To obtain the teleported state Bob discards all ports except for the one
indicated by Alice’s outcome. There are two versions of the PBT protocol, depending on the exact
set of measurements used by Alice. The first type, so-called deterministic teleportation, is described
by the set of N POVM elements X = {Ha}flvzl. Upon measuring a-th element the teleported state
ends up in the a-th port on Bob’s side. He then traces out all but a-th subsystem which contains
the teleported state. The second type, probabilistic PBT, consists of a measurement with N + 1
POVM elements {Ha}évzo, where Il indicates a failure of the teleportation. In this protocol, when
Alice obtains the input a € {1,..., N}, the parties proceed as above. When she obtains 0, then
they abort the protocol.

In the probabilistic PBT the state of a qubit always gets teleported to Bob, but it decoheres
during the process. The lower bound on the fidelity of the teleported state tends to 1 as the number
of ports N — oo. In the deterministic case protocol, the state always gets teleported to Bob with
perfect fidelity, but with some probability (which vanishes in the limit N — 0o0) Alice aborts.

PBT schemes found novel applications in the areas where the existing teleportation schemes
fell short of. They provided new architecture for the universal programmable quantum proces-
sor performing computation by teleportation with the property of it being composable. [12]. In
position-based cryptography, PBT schemes were used to engineer efficient protocols for instanta-
neous implementation of measurement and computation. It resulted in new attacks on the crypto-
graphic primitives, reducing the amount of consumable entanglement from doubly exponential to
exponential [13].

Recently, the composable nature of the qubit PBT schemes made it possible to connect the
field of communication complexity and a Bell inequality violation [14]. It allowed to show that any
quantum advantage obtained by a protocol for an arbitrary communication complexity problem
resulted in the violation of a Bell inequality, certifying the quantum nature of the advantage.

The full characterization of the qubit PBT schemes was used to obtain the performance of the
square-root measurements for mixed states obtaining explicit probabilities of success when the set
of states to be discriminated has certain symmetries and POVMs are of nearly maximal rank [13].

Evaluating the performance of the PBT is tantamount to determining the spectral properties of
the measurement operators X'. To determine them, authors in [11] viewed N + 1 qubits (with one
extra qubit representing the teleported state) as spins, recursively building a basis for constituents
of X making the use of the Clebsch-Gordan (CG) coefficients and with the painstaking amount
of effort determined their eigenvalues. This approach has been successful for studying systems of
N + 1 qubits and relied on the existence of the closed form for the CG coefficients and therefore
was limited to SU(2)®N. In the case of SU(d)®", with d > 2 there exists no closed form of the CG
coefficients and thus it is impossible to obtain the spectrum of X without incurring an exponential
overhead in d and N. It is however possible to obtain a closed-form lower bound on the performance
of deterministic PBT, but it only works in the regime N > d. Moreover, no bound is known for
the probabilistic PBT.

By using graphical variant of Temperley-Lieb algebra, authors obtained an explicit closed-form
expressions for the fidelity and success probability of PBT for an arbitrary d and N € {2, 3,4} [15].
Here too the mathematical formulae contain the number of different terms which grows exponen-
tially in N.

In our work we develop new mathematical tools to study the symmetries of X which enable
us to efficiently evaluate the performance of any PBT scheme for arbitrary N and d. Our first
contribution is the theory of the partially reduced irreducible representations (PRIR). They pro-



vide an elegant way of understanding the properties of subsystems of a large system which has
general symmetries. We further use these techniques to provide a simple way to approach to the
representation of the algebra of the partially transposed permutation operators. Remarkably, the
operators describing measurements in any PBT scheme possess the exact symmetries of an element
of this algebra. By exploring these symmetries in a principled way we are able to fully analyze all
teleportation schemes.

We thus characterize the performance of the main PBT schemes and find exact expressions for
the fidelity of the teleportation and the probability of success in the deterministic and probabilistic
schemes respectively. Moreover, we describe the spectral properties of the POVMs and exhibit
polynomial algorithms to efficiently calculate the properties of quantum systems with similar sym-
metries using our framework.

2 Setting and main results

In this section we introduce the setting and outline the results obtained by new mathematical
techniques developed in our work.

Consider a probabilistic protocol defined by a d-dimensional maximally entangled resource state
®£\;1 |®¥) 4, B;, set of POVMs X = {II,}Y, where each II, = p_%,gap_% for a > 1 and Ty =
1- N 1, with

N
p= ng (1)

and g, = dLNPgAa @1z fora=1,...,N.
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Figure 1: Schematic description of PBT in the arbitrary dimension.

The operator Pg 4, denotes an unnormalised projection onto the state |[®F)ca, = 2?21 lii)ca,
between systems C' and A, and 14~ is identity operator on all subsystems A except A,. We will
henceforth refer to p as the PBT operator. Alice wishes to teleport a qudit ¢ to Bob. After she



measures X and communicates the classical outcome ¢ to Bob, he performs one of the following
actions: (a) if 7 € {1,..., N} he traces out all but the i-th port which contains the teleported state
with perfect fidelity; (b) if ¢ = 0 he aborts. The schematic representation is shown in Fig 1.

2.1 Eigenvalues of the PBT operator
We develop new mathematical tools and find that the PBT operator has the following spectrum:

Proposition 2. [Short version] The eigenvalues of the PBT operator p in Eqn.(1) are given by
Aulo) = %223;‘:. Quantities mq, m, denote multiplicities in the natural representation, da,d,
denote the respective dimensions of the irreps. By p we denote Young diagrams obtained from
Young diagrams o of n — 2 boxes by adding a single box in a proper way. We take Young diagrams

a, 1 whose height is not greater then dimension d of the local Hilbert space.

Further in this manuscript by symbol v = m we denote Young diagram of m boxes, by p € a we
denote all Young diagrams g which can be obtained from the Young diagram « by adding a single
box in a proper way, o € i denotes all Young diagrams « which can be obtained from the Young
diagram p by removing a single box. By ’proper way’ we understand a situation when the height
of final Young diagram is less or equal than dimension d of the local Hilbert space. For the Young
diagram g its height (number of rows) is denoted as h(u). Since there is one-to-one correspondence
between Young diagrams made up of n boxes and inequivalent irreps of the symmetric group S(n)
we use symbols «, i etc. interchangeably for Young diagrams and irreps whenever it is clear from
the context.

2.2 Probabilistic PBT

In this scheme the teleported state reaches the recipient with high probability and one distinguishes
two different protocols each with perfect teleportation fidelity. In the first type we consider a
resource state which consists of a number of maximally entangled states, and in the second type
we obtain the resource state as well set of POVMs as a result of the optimization procedure. In
the former case, the probability of success is given by

Theorem 3. The mazximal average success probability in the probabilistic PBT with a resource state
consisting of mazximally entangled pairs is given by p = diN Yoa m? ming,ecq i—“, where p denotes
Young diagram obtained from Young diagrams o = n — 2 by adding a single box in a proper way
and v, () is given in Proposition 2.

In the latter case, the probability of success is given by

Theorem 4. The optimal state in the probabilistic PBT is given by X = Zu culy  with ¢, =
djvg(dw where g(N) = 1/, ,m2, and v labels irreps of S(n — 1). Operators P, are Young
pmjeuctors onto irreps of S(n — 1). The corresponding optimal probability is of the form p =1 —
%, where N is the number of ports, and d is the dimension of the local Hilbert space.

Figure 2 depicts the success probability computed by our algorithm for both cases.



0.8

0.6

041

0.2

10 20 30 40 50 80

Figure 2: Exact performance of the probabilistic PBT protocol. Dotted lines correspond to the
average success probability when we only optimize the measurements using maximally entangled
resource state. Solid lines correspond to the average success probability when we optimize both
the measurement and the resource state.

2.3 Deterministic PBT

The deterministic version of the PBT guarantees that the teleported state always reaches the
recipient, but at a cost of being distorted. It is described by N POVM elements {Ha}fl\/:1 with each
O, = p~Y20,p /2 + A, where the term A = (1/N)(1 — 25:1 I1,) with Tr g, A = 0 is required to
ensure that Zfl\;l II, = 1. For simplicity, we take 8o to be a half of the maximally entangled state.
As described in the introduction, the sender, Alice, performs a joint measurement {Ha}fl\f:1 on O¢
and her share of the resource state. She then communicates the classical outcome i € {1,..., N}

to Bob, who then traces out all but the i-th port which contains the teleported state.

2
Theorem 12. The fidelity for Port-Based Teleportation is given by F' = dN—lﬁ D abn_2 (zu@z A /dumu> ,
where sums over a and p are taken, whenever number of rows in corresponding Young diagrams is
not greater than the dimension of the local Hilbert space d.

From the entanglement fidelity computed in Theorem 12 one can easily obtain the average
fidelity using f = (F'd+1)/(d+1). Figure 3 shows the performance of the deterministic PBT when
Alice wishes to teleport higher-dimensional states.

Discussion and open questions

We found explicit expressions for the performance of all variations of the PBT in arbitrary dimension
with any number of ports. We expect the tools and techniques introduced here to find a number of
applications ranging from the study of quantum states with restricted symmetries and calculating
properties of the antiferromagnetic systems to problems in the quantum measurement theory.
Our successful approach to studying properties of the port-based teleportation may be repli-
cated for the study of arbitrary systems with partial symmetries. First, one needs to classify the
symmetries of the system (S(n — 1) and S(n — 2) in the case of the PBT). Next, to identify and
study the structure and the natural representation of the algebra corresponding to the elements
with these symmetries (A" (d) in the case of the PBT). Finally, to compute various tracial quan-
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Figure 3: Performance of the deterministic PBT protocol for d € {2,3,4,10}. Dotted line denotes
explicit values for the entanglement fidelity computed by our algorithm. Solid line denotes the best
lower bound for d = 5 derived in [11].

tities of interest efficiently one needs to adjust the theory PRIRs to account for the symmetries of
the system in question.

We now mention some open questions. Firstly, how to characterize entanglement content in the
resource state after one run of any PBT protocol for d > 2. We know that in the qubit case the
residual entanglement may be recycled to teleport more states [16]. In addition, when probabilistic
PBT fails, Alice can nevertheless make use of the standard teleportation protocol reliably [17]. One
might wonder if it is possible to similarly utilize the residual entanglement of the resource state in
the qudit case. In particular, to show that such higher-dimensional teleportation scheme works one
needs to extend our analysis to the properties of the left ideal S depicted in Fig 4.

Second, for the probabilistic PBT protocol we have shown that the measurement operators are
optimal for a fixed resource state of the form |®T)®V. We do not know whether this holds for
the deterministic PBT in our case. From [10, 11, 12] we know that for both the KLM scheme and
the PBT protocols teleporting qubits, the resource state and the corresponding measurement differ
when optimized simultaneously.

Another important problem is to determine the asymptotic performance of the PBT in arbitrary
dimension. This presents a challenging task in particular because the asymptotic representation
theory for the regime d/N — 0 is still in its infancy.

Methods

2.4 Structure of the port-based teleportation operator

In order to quantify the effect of measurement & one has to find the spectral properties of p. To
simplify the analysis, we represent p in a different form. First, observe that every unnormalised
projector P(J)r 4, can be written as P(jf A, = V(tC A where V(¢ 4,) denotes a permutation operator
between systems C' and A,, and ¢ denotes a transposition with respect to subsystem C. Therefore,
p in Eqn. (1) may be written in terms of partially transposed permutation operators:

p=x Z Viéa, : (2)



Every element V(tc‘? A0 ® 14 acts as a permutation operator on a full n = N + 1-particle (we will

use n — 1 and N interchangeably) Hilbert space H = ((Cd) “" When it is clear from the context,
we denote every operator V(tg A,y ® 17, just by V(tg A The above form enables us to identify p
as the element of a recently studied algebra of partially transposed permutation operators At (d)
acting in the space (Cd)®n, where d € N and d > 2 [18, 19]. It turns out that A% (d) decomposes
into a direct sum of two types of left ideals (A left ideal of an algebra A is a subalgebra Z C A
such that az € Z whenever a € A and x € Z) Alr(d) = M @& S. To describe the functioning of the
PBT protocols it suffices to only consider M. The latter includes the irreducible representations of
Al (d) indexed by the irreducible representations of the group S(n—2) which are strictly connected
with the representations of the group S(n—1) [18, 19] (see Fig. 4). To keep the notation consistent

— S(n —1) M

(N
Blocks

labeled by
S(n —2)

S

Figure 4: The structure of A" (d). It splits into direct sum of two ideals M and S. The irreps of
M are labelled by the irreps of S(n — 2) and they are strictly connected with the representations
of the group S(n — 1) induced from the irreps of S(n — 2) [18].

with the previous analysis of the algebra A!(d), we consider operator p without factor 1/d"~! and
we change the numbering of the subsystems rewriting the general form of equation (2) as:

1= V(an) (3)

where t,, denotes a partial transposition on the n'" subsystem, and (a, n) is a permutation between
subsystems a and n. Here, the subsystem C' is labelled by n. To evaluate the performance of the
PBT scheme explicitly, we need to characterize the spectral properties of the above operator given
in (3). For d =2 and N > 2 this was done in [11] using the CG coefficients. The constraint for
the dimension cannot be improved because the CG formalism does not admit closed-form solutions
beyond d = 2. Our first contribution is the operator decomposition of 77 which leads to a universal
decomposition method which works for all d > 2 and N > 2.



Theorem 1. The operator n = 22;11 Vin(a,n) has the form:

n—1
@ @ (o) = @ EB PuZV(a,n— P Vi (n —1,n)V(a,n — 1), (4)

aFn—2 puFn—1 alFn—2 pFn—1 a=1
pEQ HEQ

where a, 1 run over Young diagrams whose heights are not greater then the dimension d of a single
system, p € o denotes a valid Young diagram p obtained from « by adding one box in a proper way,
P,, P, denote Young projectors onto irreps of S(n — 1), S(n — 2) labelled by ptn—1,a - n —2
respectively. Each n,(a) is proportional to a projector, i.e. nu(a) = yu(a)Fu(a), yu(a) € C, F (o)
is a projector of the dimension dim F,(a)) = dyme, where mq is the multiplicity of the irrep of the
algebra labelled by o in Atr(d), and d, is the dimension of the irrep of S(n — 1) labelled by p. The
projectors F, (o) satisfy F(a) = My Py, where M, is projector including multiplicities onto a-th
irrep of the algebra Al (d).

The structure and relation of projectors that appear in the theorem are depicted in Figure 5.

Proof. Fix an arbitrary representation of algebra A'"(d). Let M, be projector (including multi-
plicities) onto irrep labelled by o - n — 2; denote the corresponding subspace S(M,), and set P, to
be a projector onto irrep of S(n — 1) in the same representation (including the multiplicities). Our
first goal is to determine the restriction of the operator n to the irrep labelled by a. We express n
in terms of operators {U?-b(oa)}, where 1 < a,b<n—1and 1<1i,j <d, (see Definition 5 in [19])

v(a) = V(a,n — )EZV'"(n—1,n)V(b,n — 1), (5)

since they span irrep labelled by «. The operators {E }l =1 form an operator basis in the irrep
atFn—2of S(n—2) (see Appendix F for the details). Usmg (5) we can decompose 7:

n—1
n:ZV(a,n—l)Vt”(n—l,n) (a,n—1) ZZVan—l WVin(n —1,n)V(a,n —1)
a:1dan1 v do n—1 (6)
—ZZZV DEZV!™(n—1,n)V(a,n —1) ZZZ :Zn(a)
a i=1a=1 a =1 a=1 o
where J "
=> i) =Y V(e,n— )P V" (n—1,n)V(a,n —1). (7)
=1 a=1

Thus the support of () is precisely the space S(My) which is invariant under the action of S(n—1),
hence its eigenprojectors are F), (o) = M, P,, and this results in the following decomposition:

na) = @ y()MoP, =@ nu(a), ula) €C, (8)

pFn—1 HEQ
peQ

with 7,(a) = P,n(a)P,. This immediately implies that
Fu(a) =~ (@) Pun() Py (9)

All of the structural properties above are derived solely from the properties of the underlying
algebra, and are thus independent of representation. It is known that for any representation
Tr [P, M,] = d,mq, where m, is the multiplicity of the projector M, [20]. O
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Figure 5: Graphical illustration of the action of the projector F),(«) in Theorem 1.

To simplify the presentation, we may occasionally switch to the natural representation (for
instance when we want to compute the partial trace). A number of fundamental results about the
structure of the above algebra was obtained by [18, 19] who in particular showed that m, = m,
where m,, is the multiplicity of irrep labelled by « in the natural representation of the group
S(n —2). Keeping all the notation introduced in the previous theorem we now find the formula for
the eigenvalues of the operator n as well as port-based teleportation operator p.

Proposition 2. [Extended version] The numbers v,(a) given by Eqn. (8) are the eigenvalues of
the operator n given by

o) = (n = 1) (10)
or equivalently:
(o) = d+ Sn—1)(n - 2)9“22) - =D -3, (1)

By mq,m,, we denote multiplicities of a, 1 of S(n — 2),S(n — 1) respectively in the natural repre-
sentation, by dq,d, the respective dimensions, and by x*(12),x*(12) the characters calculated on
the transposition (12) of the corresponding irreps. By u we denote Young diagrams obtained from
Young diagrams o of n — 2 bozxes by adding a single box in a proper way. We take Young diagrams
a, i whose height is not greater then dimension d of the local Hilbert space.

Proof. From Theorem 1 we know that n = > yn—17u(a)Fu(a), and n,(a) = vu(o)Fu(e). Thus
pEQ

Yu(a) can be expressed as

( ): Tr??u(a) — T“?;L(OZ)
. Tr F), () dyme

In the last step we need to compute Trn,(«). Using the decomposition given in equation (4) and
Fact 20 from Appendix C we can simplify:

Trnu(a) = (n—1)Tr [P,P V" (n —1,n)] = Tr [P, (P, ®1)] = (n — 1)myda. (13)

(12)



Plugging (13) into (12) we obtain first statement of the proposition given in equation (10).
To prove (11) we use (12) and (13) express v,(a) as:

(o) = Zumi Tv [P, (Pa ®1)]. (14)

Using Fact 19 from Appendix C to obtain the decomposition of P, and simplifying it further we
get:

n—1 du

Z wi;(a,n —1) Tr [V( —DFf (Pa® 1)}
a=114,j5=1
n—1 du

n—1 San— u n
n_UZZd ' ”‘UTT[FMPQ]’

a=114,j=1

Yula) = n-l

My n—l'

(15)

where

le; = Z ‘P?z' (”71) V(). (16)

weS(n—2)
From Eqn. (67) in Fact 19 in Appendix C and the orthogonality property that Tr [EZ-PQ] =
o Ir [EZE,?,C} =Tr [Efj‘] = 0;jMq, we write (15) in the PRIR notation defined in Appendix B

do
de"” : (Z ()i, (am — 1)) - (17)

ta=1
Finally, using Corollary 18 from Appendix B we obtain the second statement of the proposition. [

Thus, the eigenvalues of the PBT operator p given in Eqn. (1) are the rescaled version of the
above:

d

Au@) = (1/dN) yu(e) = (N/d) e

. 1
) (18)

2.5 Probabilistic version of the protocol

In the following two subsections we find maximal average success probability when a resource state
is the maximally entangled state and then show how to find optimal resource state and POVMs
simultaneously.

To prove the optimality in the above cases, we formulate the question as a semidefinite program.
We prove the main theorems by presenting feasible solutions for a primal and a dual semidefinite
problem. By establishing the solution to a primal problem we obtain an achievable lower bound for
the success probability; the corresponding solution to the dual yields the upper bound. Observing
that the respective bounds coincide we arrive at the optimal probability of success pop;.

10



2.5.1 Maximally entangled state as a resource state

From [13] it follows that the optimal POVMs for the probabilistic PBT coincides with the ones
for distinguishing the set of states {(1/N;04)}Y_;. We thus look for a set of POVMs {II, =

a=1"
P;r n ® @E}flvzl which would maximize the average success probability

. JR—.
P'= o 2 Tl = opp ) TrOs (19)
a=1 a=1
subject to:
N
(1)©z>0, (2) ) P, ®0z<1ap a=12,...,N. (20)
a=1

Since our resource state is maximally entangled, the RHS of the second constraint in (20) reduces to
identity on AB (see [11]). Our main contribution here is the explicit expression for the probability
of success of PBT:

Theorem 3. The mazximal average success probability in the probabilistic PBT with a resource state

L

consisting of maximally entangled pairs is given by popr = C%N Ya m2 mingecq %, where p denotes
Young diagram obtained from ot n — 2 by adding a single bozx in a proper way and v, () is given
i Proposition 2.

Lemma 4. The primal is feasible with p* = dLN Yoo mingeq % < Popt-

The proof is located in Appendix G.1. The dual problem is to minimize

subject to:
()Q>0, (2) Tren B0 >1, (22)
where a = 1,...,n — 1, Q0 acts on n systems the identity 1 is defined on n — 2 systems, and ngn is

projector onto maximally entangled state between respective subsystems. We choose the operator
2 by a linear combination of the projectors F,(a) defined in Theorem 1

Q= (@)Ful), (@) >0, (23)

where p* = n—1 denotes the Young diagram obtained from « F n—2 by adding one box in a proper
way in such a way that -,«(a) is possible maximal. From the definition of the constraints (21) and
the symmetries of the projectors Fj,(«) we need the following fact

Fact 5. Let F,,(«) be the operators given in Theorem 1, and let V'"(n — 1,n) be a permutation
operator acting between (n—1)-th and n-th subsystems partially transposed with respect to n-th sub-
system, then Tr,_1, [Vt" (n— l,n)F#(a)] = %Pa, where numbers mqo, m,, are the multiplicities
of the respective irreps and P, is the Young projector onto a irreducible subspace labelled by the
partition o = n — 2.

The proof of Fact 5 an the lemma below are located in Apendix G.2 and G.3 respectively.

11



Lemma 6. The dual is feasible with p, = dN Yoa ’ma m“* = Dopt -

Combining Lemma 4 with Lemma 6 we formulate the following proposition:

047* )P =d)_, Pa mlnuea%(a) for

a=1,2,...,N are the optimal POVMs for the maximally entangled state as a resource state.

Proposition 7. From p* = p, we conclude that O = d

2.5.2 Optimisation over a resource state

We now turn to the case when both the optimal POVMs and a resource state are optimized
simultaneously. We thus look for a set of POVMs {1, = P\, ® ©5}2_; which would maximize the
average success probability

P = dN+1 ZTrH dN+1 ZTr@ (24)

subject to

N
(1)©z>0, (2) ) P, ®0;<X,®1p a=12,...,N. (25)

In the above X4 = OLOA > 0, where O4 is an operation applied by Alice on her half of the
resource state satisfying Tr X4 = d" (see [11]). Using our formalism, we derive the optimal state
for the probabilistic PBT:

Theorem 8. The optimal state in the probabilistic PBT is given by, |(opt) = (Oa @ 1)[ypT)EN
where Oy = Xil/z with

dVg(N
Xy = ZCMPH with ¢, = g(d#)mu’ (26)

where g(N) = 1/, m2, and v labels irreps of S(n — 1). Operators P, are Young projectors
onto irreps of S(n —1). The optimal set of POVMs in the probabilistic PBT are given by {Il, =
+ @ Og |, where

dNJrlg(N)ma

Va=1,...,N @5:Zu(a)Pa,a, with  u(a) = Nd

(e}

(27)

Above sum runs over all allowed irreps of S(n—2), g(N) =1/, m2 for allv+n—1. By Paz we

denote Young projectors onto irreps of S(n — 2) defined on every subsystem except n-th and a-th.
The corresponding optimal probability is of the form pop = 1 — %,

ports, and d is the dimension of the local Hilbert space.

where N is the number of

We prove the above theorem by presenting feasible solutions to a primal (Lemma 9), aux-
iliary lemma (Lemma 10) and dual semidefinite problem (Lemma 11). Proofs can be found in
Appendix G.4, G.5 and G.6 respectively. Defining again a feasible value of the primal problem as
n (19), but with respect to constraints (25) we have
where N is the number of ports, and d is

Lemma 9. The primal is feasible with p* =1 — %,

the dimension of the local Hilbert space.

12



The dual problem is of minimizing p, = d™Vb, where b € R, subject to

1
(1) Q>0, (2) Tran [P0 > 1102, (3) bl no1— NI Tr, Q >0, (28)
where a = 1,...,n — 1, Q acts on n systems, identities 11, ,_2,11. ,—1 are defined on n — 2 and

n—1 systems respectively, and ch », 1s a projector onto maximally entangled state between respective
subsystems. As in the case of the maximally entangled state we assume the general form of 2 to
be given as a linear combination of the projectors F),(a) defined in Theorem 1

Q=>" zu(a)Fu(a), xu(a)>0, (29)

a pea

where i - n — 1 denotes the Young diagram obtained from the Young diagram o - n — 2 by adding
one box in a proper way. From the definition of the constraints (28) and the symmetries of the
projectors F),(a) we calculate its partial trace in terms of P:

Lemma 10. Let Fj,(a) be the operators given in Theorem 1, then Tr, Fj,(a) = %PM, where
numbers meq,m, are multiplicities of the respective irreps and P, is the Young projector onto
1rreducible subspace labelled by the partition ptn — 1.

Having Lemma 10 we are ready to formulate the following:

Lemma 11. The dual is feasible with p, =1 — %, where N is the number of ports, and d is

N+
the dimension of the local Hilbert space.

By combining Lemma 9 and Lemma 11 we find that p* = p,, so we conclude that Oz for
a=1,2,...,N given in (108) are the optimal POVMs with the optimal state given by (109),
concluding the proof of Theorem 8.

One important consequence of Theorem 8 is that the optimal probability of success in proba-
bilistic performance of port-based teleportation is given only in terms of ‘global’ parameters such
as the number of ports N and the dimension of a local Hilbert space d, p = p(d, N). Thus,
for any fixed dimension d we get limy_,oo p(d, N) = 1, which shows that in the asymptotic limit
our protocol achieves a unit success probability. Moreover, for fixed number of ports N we have
limg 00 p(d, N) = 0 as we expected. Since the probability of success given in in Theorem 8 is opti-
mal and upper bounds the probability of success in Theorem 3 in the case of maximally entangled
state for any value of d and V.

2.6 Deterministic version of the protocol

The deterministic version of the PBT is described by N POVM elements {I1,}Y | with each II, =
p~Y20,p7 12 + A, where the term A = (1/N)(1 — 25:1 I1,) with Tr g, A = 0 is required to ensure
that Z;’l\[:]_ II, = 1. For simplicity, we take ¢ to be a half of the maximally entangled state. As
described in the introduction, the sender, Alice, performs a joint measurement {Ha}i\f:1 on O and
her share of the resource state. The entanglement fidelity of the protocol for any d > 2, N > 2 is

given by:
Theorem 12. The fidelity for Port-Based Teleportation is given by the following formula F =

2
dN—lﬂ Y abn_2 (zu@ \/d#mu> , where sums over o and p are taken, whenever number of rows in
corresponding Young diagrams is not greater than the dimension of the local Hilbert space d.

13



Proof. From [11] we know that the fidelity in PBT is given by

N
1 _ _ N _ _
F= 22 E Tr [QaP I/QQaP 1/2] = gN+2 Tr [th (n—1,n)n 12yt (n—1,n)n 1/2} ) (30)

where the right-hand side is recast using our notation. We use fact that values Tr [Qap_l/ 20ap™ Y 2]
do not depend on a, so it suffices to evaluate (30) for the simplest case, when a = N, then
Vinipn — 1,n) = 1 ® P;Ql’n = 1® Py. In this proof Py is an unnormalized projector onto a
maximally entangled state between (n — 1)-th and n-th subsystem - we will use notation P, and
Vin(n — 1,n) interchangeably. Using Theorem 1 we get:

N _ _
F = e T (1o P2 (1 e Py

Cuu a, ) (31)
= azc; % Vau(a)v/ula
wea
where (,, (o, /) = Tr [V (n — 1,n)Fy(@)V'" (n — 1,n)F,(c’)]. Using Fact 13 from Appendix A
we rewrite the trace as follows:
Cup (e, ') =Tr [V (n— 1,n) P, MV (n — 1,n) Py M| (32)
=Tt [PyV'"(n—1,n)P, P V" (n—1,n)P,] . (33)
After further simplification (see Appendix D for details), we further reduce the expression inside
of the trace to get:

oty § ) ().

a,b=11,5=1

where Ff; are defined in Fact 19 of Appendix C. The operators FZ]7 F; ” can be expressed as direct

sum of operators Eft as in Eqn. (67) of Appendix C, where 8+ n — 2, so

Te | (PaFl) (Pl )| = [(";;)!]Zmaéaa/a,iéjk. (35)

Substituting (35) into (34) and collecting the terms we obtain the following equation:

G ( (36)
wea
where the term g, s (o) = 300 oy dPam=1d0n— Zza a1 (PR )Za]a( — 1)(¢%)§f§a(b, n — 1), evalu-

ated in Appendix D.2, yields the following tractable expression for the fidelity:

dN+2Zma > dudi /(@) (a). (37)

,uEa
wea

We get the final result by substituting the expression for the eigenvalues v, (a), v (c) from
Eqn. (10) of Theorem 2. O
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A Auxilliary fact about operator Vi (n —1,n)

Fact 13. Let M, be projector including multiplicities onto a-th irrep of the algebra A% (d), let
P, P3 where o, B+ n — 2 be a Young projectors, and let V'"(n — 1,n) be a permutation operator
acting between (n — 1)-th and n-th subsystems partially transposed with respect to n-th subsystem,
then

M,Vi"(n —1,n) = P,Vi"(n —1,n), (38)

Proof. The proof is based on the results presented in [19]. Namely we know that operators Vi (o),
where o € S(n) can be decomposed in every irrep labelled by « in operator basis {vf‘jb ()}, where
1<a,b<n-—1and1<i,j<d,. In particular, when o = (n — 1,n) we have:

Virtn—1,n) = Y Z% o (@), (39)

alkn—21,j=1

where e denotes the identity element of S(n—2). We see that Zl o1 5 (e)vy b)) = MaVin(n—
1,n) is a restriction of V(o) to irrep labelled by a, so rewriting equatlon (39)

do
MV (n—1,n) Z o5 (e)vys brelig) = ngfl’nfl(oz), (40)
4,j=1 =1

since ¢7;(e) = d;;. Using equation (5) from Section 2.4 we write:

do
> Y ZEth" n—1,n) = P,Vt(n—1,n), (41)
i=1

since P, = 2?21 E¢. This finishes the proof. O

B Partially reduced irreducible representations (PRIR)

In this section we derive some properties of the PRIR. This concept plays a crucial role in the
simplification of the representation of the algebra A% (d).

Let us consider an arbitrary unitary irrep ¢* of S(n). It can be always unitarily transformed
to PRIR ¢/; such that

VreSn—1) ¢ @gp (42)

acp
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where ¢® are irreps of S(n —1). By a € p we denote Young diagrams « which can be obtained
from g by removing one box in the proper way. We see that the restriction of the irrep ¢* of S(n)
to the subgroup S(n — 1) has a block-diagonal form of completely reduced representation, which in
matrix notation takes the form

VreSn—1) ¢hin) = (50‘54,0?“&) . (43)

The block structure of this reduced representation allows us to introduce such a block indexation
for PRIR ¢, of S(n), which gives

Vo € Sn) dlo) = (417,(0) (44)

where the matrices on the diagonal (¢/5)**(0) = ( e (U)) are of dimension of corresponding irrep

¢® of S(n—1). The off diagonal blocks need not to be square. The matrices (¢'5)**(0) = ( e (J))

on the diagonal of the matrix gb‘]‘%(a) have the following important properties:

Proposition 14. Let (¢}3)**(0) = ( e (O’)) be the matrices on the diagonal of the PRIR matriz
Pha(o), then
Va € p ¢%(m) (¢5)* (an)) ¢*(n71) = (¢})**(n(a)n)) , (45)
and from this it follows
Vaoepu VYreSn—-1) VYa=1,...,n—1 Tr [(¢%)*“(an)] = Tr [(¢/5)**(x(a)n)],  (46)
so the trace is constant on the transpositions which naturally indexed the coset S(n)/S(n —1).
Proof. From the composition rule in S(n) we have
VreSn—-1) VYa=1,...,n—1 7o (an)on ! = (w(a)n), (47)
which implies

VreSn—-1) Va=1,...,n—1 Pl (T (an) @l (1)

¢r(m(a)n), (48)

where the matrices ¢/(7), ¢hs(7~1) are block-diagonal (see expression (43)). From multiplication
rule of block diagonal matrices we get that the equation (48) in the irrep ¢% yields the following
equations for its diagonal blocks determined by the irrep’s ¢ of S(n — 1)

Va€p ¢ (m) (@) (an)) *(n71) = (¢)** (m(a)n)) . (49)
Taking the trace, in M(d,, C), on this equation we get the second statement of the Proposition. [

Further we have the following sum rules

Proposition 15. The PRIR ¢, of S(n) satisfies the following sum rules

n—1

n(n —1) x*(12 n—1)(m-—2)x“(12
Z(d};&)(an): ( )X ( )1(;5#—@( )( )X ( )lwa, (50)
2 dy, 2 da
a=1 acn
which implies that for the diagonal blocks we have
n—1
pyaay [ —1)x*(12)  (n—1)(n —2) x*(12)

vaen  Y(ohen = | . ! el FIRR )

a=1

18



Proof. The starting point is the classical equation

~n(n—1)x"(12)
B e (52)

which holds for any irrep of S(n). We rewrite LH S of equation (52) separating the terms in S(n—1)

n—1
Y. (@R)ab) =) (dR)an)+ > ($R)(ed)
(ab)eS(n) a=1 (ed)eS(n—1)

(53)

n—1
Z Pl (an) —i—@ Z ©*(cd).

agp (ed)eS(n—1)

Now we use one more equation (52) to each irrep ¢® in the direct sum of RHS in equation (53)

we get
n—1

(n—1) (n —2) x“(12)
S (@t = S0 am) + 021, (54
(ab)eS(n) a=1 acp «
This equation together with expression (52) gives the first statement of the proposition. ]

Remark 16. Equation (50) in Proposition 15 may be written in a more explicit form as follows:

n—1 «
Va € 1 Z(‘bu )Za]a( n) = {n(nQ— 1) Xﬂa(llZ) B (n— 1)2(n —2)x 6512) i (55)
a=1 H o

where i, jo = 1,...,dq.

We have one more summation rule, which plays a role of the standard orthogonality relation
for irreps. Namely we have the following:

Proposition 17. The PRIR qb‘f% of S(n) satisfies the following bilinear sum rule

d
Va, B, € Z Z (D)5, (an) (D)1 (an) = n 2576y, (56)

a=1kz=1 ”
where a, B, are irreps of S(n — 1) contained in the irrep u of S(n).

Proof. The proof is based on the standard orthogonality relations for irreps, which in PRIR notation
take the following form
_ n!
Vo Byen 3 (e (e @ (0) = 675 (57)

oeS(n) du

for any irreps «, 3, of the group S(n — 1) which are contained in the irrep u of S(n). On the other
hand we may rewrite the LH S of the above equation as follows

LHS = Z DD YRS (an) (@R, (@R, (M (@) (an). (58)

a=1 weS(n—1) §,0€n pe,q0

19



Taking into account equation (43) we obtain

LHS = Z Do @R (@)’ s (1) eh g, (M) ()50, (an), (59)

a=1 weS(n—1) Pg.98

next applying the orthogonality relations for irreps ¢ of S(n — 1) we get

LHS =

n) (@), (an). (60)

zapB
alpg

Now comparing this with the RH S of the equation (57), we obtain the statement of the proposition.

O]
As a corollary from Propositions 14 and Proposition 15 we get
Corollary 18.
Vaep Ya=1,....n—1  Tr[(¢)**(an)] = ng n(12) — L2y (12). (61)
C Auxiliary facts concerning Young projectors
Let us define the following set of permutations
n—1
Yo={0€eSn-1) : o(a)=n—1}, then we have S(n—1)= U Y. (62)
a=1

Now we see that for every o € ¥, permutation o o (a,n — 1) belongs to S(n — 2), since (oo (a,n —
1))(n — 1) = n — 1. Such property allows us to rewrite Young projectors P,, where ypn —11in a
more convenient form, namely we have the following:

Fact 19. Young projector P,, where p=mn —1 can be written as

n—1 du

P, = 12290%]&”_1 V(a,n - 1)F}, (63)

a=11,j=1

where

Fi= Y ¢l () V(). (64)

meS(n—2)

By cpfj(a,n — 1),90; (7‘1’_1) we denote matrix elements of irreducible representations labelled by
partition p for the permutations (a,n — 1),7~! respectively. Note that in the equation (64) we

compute matriz elements of irreducible representations for partition u = n — 1, but over subgroup

S(n—2)c Sn-1).
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Proof. Proof is based on straightforward calculations and observations summarized in the for-
mula (62). We have the following chain of equalities:

n—1
d 3 d )
P“_(n_ﬂl)l Z XM(U I)V(U) (n—#l)' X“((a,n—l)ow 1)V((a n—1)om)
oeS(n-1) a=17€S(n—2)
n—1 du
1 J—
= dy Z pijlan —1)V(a,n —1) (n—1)! Z i (m b V()
a=lij=1 meS(n—2)
n—1 d/,L
=dy li(a,n — 1)V (a,n — 1)FL.
a=114,j=1
(65)
O

Every irreducible block labelled by p = n — 1 can be decomposed as a direct sum of smaller
irreducible blocks labelled by partitions 8 F n—2. Every such partition S is obtained by removing a
single box from p in the proper way. This togehter with the notion of PRIRs defined in Appendix B
allows us to decompose every Fz’j from Fact 19 as

=B DY W, @) V. (66)

B=p—0 weS(n—-2)

Moreover, every operator FZ-‘]'“- can be expressed in therms of the projectors EZ as

Fi= P (=2l ps (67)

P dg 1878

Fact 20. Suppose that we are given an irreducible representation labelled by = n — 1, then for
every swap operator V(k,n — 1) between k™ and (n— 1)th subsystem, and Young projector P, we
have

> V(k,n—1)B,V(k,n—1)=(n—1)P,. (63)

Proof. We know that every Young projector associated with irreducible representation u can be

written as
=ty ¥ e @)

" oeS(n—1)

where y* (0*1) is the character of irreducible representation p calculated on the element o1 €

S(n —1), and V(o) is the permutation operator acting on ((Cd)®(n_1). Since operator P, belongs
to the centre of the algebra C[S(n — 1)] it commutes with all elements V(o) € C[S(n — 1)], where
o € S(n —1) in particular with V(k,n —1) € C[S(n—1)] for k = 1,...,n — 1. This finishes the
proof. O
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Fact 21. Let us denote by Py projector onto unnormalized mazimally entangled state [*) = >~ |ii)
between (n — 1) and n™ subsystem, then:

d1®Py) if k=n-—1,

. (70)
1Py iof k=1,...,n—2.

In the above, by V (k,n —1) we denote swap operator between k-th and (n — 1)-th subsystem respec-
tively, and by d dimension of the local Hilbert space.

Proof. For k =n — 1 we have simply (1® P,)? = d(1® Py), since Py is unnormalized. Now we
have to prove the second case from the formula (70):

d
LeP)Vkn-11eoP)= Y L® 0L &)1l ® |jn) (il
jnvjnflzl
d
x| D L@ @Le ® lin—1){ik] @+ @ |ig) (in1]| @ Ln (71)
ifyin—1=1
d
< Y L@ 2L @) (| ® [l (]
ln—l,lnzl
d
= Y L@ - ®L®lin-1)(il © - ® jn) Gnorlie) (n-1llo) (a1 ] @ 1) (Ga-1lln) (la-1]
jnvjnflzl
Igsin—1=1
In—1,ln=1
d

= Y 1@ @ L ®iR) ik @ @ [fin) In-1] @ jn) (In-1] =1 @ Py

ik'vjn,ln—lz]-

(72)

Fact 22. For an arbitrary element X of algebra A~ (d), Tr, X € C[S(n — 1)].

Proof. From [18, 19] we know that algebra A!"(d) is spanned by the partially transposed permu-
tation operators Vi (o), where o € S(n). Let us take an arbitrary operator A defined on n — 1
subsystems, then we can write

Tt [Vi"(0)A® 1,] = Tr [V(0o)A® 1%], (73)

where 1,, is the identity operator on last system, and ¢,, denotes standard transposition operation
on last n-th system. We can now express the trace Try, [Vi"(c)] = Tr[V(0)], but Tr[V(o)] for
o € S(n) belongs to C[S(n — 1)], so we have Tr, [V'"(c)] € C[S(n —1)]. O
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D Proof of the auxiliary statements in Theorem 3

D.1 Proof of Eqn. (34)
Using the expression for P, from Fact 19 and applying Fact 21 we get:

n—1 du
G, ) =33 v (iul)!gofj(a,n )Ty [(PQFZ.‘; ® 1) 1@ P)V(a,n—1)(1® Py) (Py ®1) Py

“X 3 W etien - 0 (Rrgra o ) B

= Z Z %@%(a,n —1)Tr [(PQF;;PO/ ® 1) PM/} .
(74)

In the last equality we have used the fact that Tr, PT = 1, where identity acts on (n — 1)-
th subsystem. Applying Fact 19 to operator P, and calculating a partial trace over (n — 1)-th
subsystem we get:

Gl = 5 3 o L e D 0T [ (Par) (Pt

a,b=11,5=1

D.2 Evaluating g, ,/(a)

da
g ( Zd‘;” ot ST ()20 (a,n - 1)(¢h)9%, (byn — 1), (76)
a,b=1 tasja=1

with all irreps in the PRIR’s form defined in Appendix B. Remarkably, this form allows us to
directly evaluate these sums. First we partition the sums as follows:

n—1 da
D dlenrdemt N (¢h)E (an — 1)(9)55, (bn — 1)
a,b=1 iarja=1
da
= > { Zdéw Hh)e, (a,n >] Zd‘sbn )9S (b, )]} (77)
ta,ja=1
zla [n—2 1 Th—2
= Z { Z(¢R)za] ( - 1) + d5iaja [Z(¢R )jal ( ) + déjaza] }
iaja=1 \ La=1 1 Lo=1

Now we use the second statement of Proposition 15 for S(n — 1), for the sums over a and b, which
yields

d

. (n—1)(n—2)x*(12) (n—2)(n—3)x*(12)
D s
. K(n - 1)2(n —2) Xuc’l(%z) (n- 2)2(n —3) Xa;u)) 5ot d%a] }
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and after simple reordering we get

[((n— D(n—=2)x*(12) _ (n=2)(n—-3) Xa(12)> +d} o

2 dy, 2 da
, . (79)
(n—1)(n—2)x*(12)  (n—2)(n—3)x*(12) d
[( 5 T 5 o ) +d ia%:_l Oinjajaia-

In equation (79) we recognize inside the square brackets the expression for eigenvalues v, (o) and
Y (@), this yields

n—1 da
D denrdheet Y ($R)e (a,n = 1)(R)5%, (0,1 — 1) = Yu(a) v (@)da. (80)
a,b=1 ia,ja=1

Substituting equation (80) into equation (36) we reduce expression for the fidelity F to:

F= NdN+2Zma D dudyr /(@) (). (81)

,uEa
wea

E Auxiliary facts concerning multiplicities of symmetric group

Let us consider the standard swap representation
V4. S(n) — Hom [((Cd)@”} . (82)
It is well-known that it reduces to the form

viz B mu, (83)

v:h(v)<d

where 9" are irreps of S(n), m,, their multiplicities, and by h(r) we denote height of Young diagram
v. From theory of group characters we get

Proposition 23.

> omi= K a2n(@), (84)

v:h(v)<d eS(n

where 1,,(0) is the number of cycles in the permutation o as a permutation of S(n).
Now using the following

Lemma 24. Let

ceSn)No=(an)p:peSn—-1), a=1,...,n, (85)
then
o fii o

so for the non trivial cosets S(n)/S(n — 1) the number of cycles is the same.
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We can now express the ratio of the multiplicities in closed form:

Proposition 25. Let

Vi @ mat, Vi P omap” (87)
v:h(v)<d ah(a)<d
then )
Zu:h(zx)gd my, . d? +n-1 (88)
Za:h(a)gd m(2)¢ n
Lemma 26. For any Young diagram p : h(p) < d we have
1
—_— 'VM(a)ma =n—1, (89)
m“ [e15373

where « € p denotes Young diagrams of n — 2 which are obtained from Young diagrams of n —1 by
removing one box in a proper way, and numbers v, (o) are given in Proposition 2.

Proof. Using the explicit form of the numbers v, (o) we have

1 n—1 myda 1
— "= w=n—=1)—3 da. 90
S plama = "L S Sl = (0= 1) 3 (90)

The dimensions d, corresponding to a € p are precisely the dimensions of irreps of S(n — 2)
appearing in the restriction of irreps of S(n — 1) to S(n — 2), so

> do = dy. (91)

(615973

This finishes the proof. ]

F  Description of the operators Ef:

In this section we will briefly recall some properties of the algebra generated by a given complex
finite dimensional representation of the finite group G. The content of this section can be found in
standard textbooks on representation theory of finite groups and algebras, for example in [20].

Any complex finite-dimensional representation D : G — Hom(V') of the finite group G, where
V' is a complex linear space, generates an algebra Ay [G] C Hom(V') which is isomorphic to the
group algebra C[G] if the representation D is faithful:

Av|[G] = spanc{D(g), g€ G} (92)

If the operators D(g) are linearly independent, then they form a basis of the algebra Ay |G| and
dim Ay [G] = |G|. It is also possible, using matrix irreducible representations, to construct a new
basis which has remarkable properties, very useful in applications of representation theory. Below
we describe this construction.
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Notation 27. Let G be a finite group of order |G| which has r classes of conjugated elements. Then
G has exactly r inequivalent, irreducible representations, in particular G has exactly v inequivalent,
wrreductble matrix representations. Let

*: G — Hom(V*?), a=1,2,...,7, dim V* =d, (93)

be all inequivalent, irreducible representations of G- and let us assume that these representations are
all unitary (always possible) i.e.

D%(g) = (Df(9)),  and  (DG(9))' = (Df(9) ", (94)
where 1,7 =1,2,...,d,.
The matrix elements Dj; (g) will play a crucial role in the following.

Definition 28. Let D : G — Hom(V) be an unitary representation of a finite group G such that the
operators D(g), g € G are linearly independent i.e. dim Ay [G] = |G| and let D* : G — Hom(V'®)
be all inequivalent, irreducible representations of G described in Notation 27 above. Define

B = g 0 Dala™)D (), (95)
geG
where o =1,2,...,r, 4,j=12,...,da, Efj € Ay[G] C Hom(V).
The operators have the following properties:
Theorem 29. 1. There are exactly |G| nonzero operators EY and
=2 Di(9)Es; (96)
ija

2. The operators Ef]‘ are orthogonal with respect to the Hilbert-Schmidt scalar product in the
space Hom(V).

(BG, Bg) = Tr [(EG) Q| = mad®sudi,  ma > 1, (97)

where mq, 18 equal to the multiplicity of the irreducible representation D* in D and it does
not depend on 1,7 =1,2,...,d,.

3. The operators Ej; satisfy the following composition rule
BB = 6", B, (98)
wn particular B} are orthogonal projections.

Remark 30. From item 2 of above theorem it follows that the expressions
geG
describe the transformation of orthogonalization of operators D(g), g € G in the space Hom(V)

with the Hilbert-Schmidt scalar product.
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The operators Ef; are not only orthogonal projections onto their proper subspaces in V' but
they are also orthogonal with respect to the Hilbert-Schmidt scalar product in the space Hom(V).
The basis {Ef}} plays essential role when D : G — C[G] is the regular representation. In this
case the properties of the basis {E%} expresses the well-known fact that the group algebra C[G]
is a direct sum of simple matrix algebras generated by the irreducible representations of the group
G. It is always possible to construct the operators E7: even if the operators D(g) are not linearly
independent but in this case some of them will be zero.

G Proof of the SDP-related lemmas

G.1 Proof of Lemma 4:

Proof. The symmetries in our problem suggest that we may take Oz as an element of the algebra
C[S(n —2)]. Thus, O = ), TaFa, where P, are Young projectors and z, € R4 which ensures
that first constraint from (20) is automatically satisfied. Using this argumentation we can rewrite
the second constraint from (20) restricted to an irrep labelled by a - n — 2 as

n—1
ZP+ ®Og(a) =20 Y V(e,n—1)PF | @ PaV(a,n—1) = =Fn(a), (100)
a=1

where n(a) are introduced in Theorem 1. Eigenvalues of the operator %n(a) are equal to 27, (a),
where numbers 7, (a) are eigenvalues of 7(c) given in Theorem 2. To ensure that Va “xn(a) < 14
we take
To = min +—— = dmin ——. 101

¢ u€a *VM( @) nea 7y, (a) (10)
To obtain the minimum it suffices to insert ,«(a), which is the maximal possible eigenvalue of the
operator n(«) for some particular Young frame p F n — 1 obtained from o F n — 2 by adding one
box in the proper way. Inserting the optimal form of operators Og into equation (19), we get

1 O N 1 N ade 1 1
p*:d]V—H;Tr (%:xapa> :W;WTI‘PQ:W%:’:Z*(O() :d]\[;madamln

nea yu(a)’
(102)
O]

G.2 Proof of Fact 5:

Proof. The operators F),(«) are invariant under the action of S(n — 1) and thus under S(n —
2). The operator Vi"(n — 1,n) is invariant under the action of S(n — 2). It follows that the
composition V' (n — 1,n)F,(«a) is invariant under the action of S(n — 2). Moreover, using Fact 22
from Appendix C we have Tr,_1, [Vi"(n —1,n)F,(a)] € C[S(n — 2)], and since it is invariant
under the action of S(n — 2), it must be of the form @4, o y(8)Fs, where yz € C. However, by
Theorem 1 and Fact 13 from Appendix A we get

PIBVt" (n —1, n)F#(a) = P/jvt" (n —1, n)MCYP,u = P/thn (7’L -1, n)PaPﬂ

103
= GapPaVi"(n — 1,n)F,(a). (103)
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This implies that Trp_1, [V (n — 1,n)F,(a)] = yu(@)P., and thus

Tr [V (n — 1,n)F, ()] TIr [Vin(n —1,n)MaP,] '

yu(a) = dama - dama (104)
To get the final result, we apply Fact 13 once more
Tr (Vi (n —1,n)P,P, Tr [P, (P,®1)] m
Yulo) = [ T oFu] _ !Ziama = m—g (105)
O

G.3 Proof of Lemma 6:

Proof. Let us assume that the coefficients x,+(c) given in definition of the operator 2 in equa-
tion (23) are of the form x,+(a) = d:*=. One can easily see that 2 > 0, and using Fact 5 we get
m

Trp—1n {P;Zl’nﬁ} = %Tr [Vin(n—1,n)Q] = Z [Vin(n —1,n)F-(a)]

@
= § Pa = 11,...,n72a
e

where 11,2 denotes the identity operator defined on first n — 2 subsystems. We thus see that
the second constraint from expression (22) is also fulfilled. Finally we can calculate quantity p,
given in equation (21):

Mpx

(106)

1 " 1
“ T Fx ala , (107
p dN+1 N Z ! N Z My — N Zm 131612 (@) (107)

since Tr F);« (o) = dy+»mq by Theorem 1. O

G.4 Proof of Lemma 9

Proof. The symmetry of the problem suggests that optimal POVMs should be elements of the
algebra C[S(n — 2)]. We represent them in the following form:

dN‘Hg(N)ma

Ya= ].,...,N @a:ZU(Q)Pa,Ea with U(Oé) = Nd )

«

(108)

where g(N) =1/, m2 for all v - n—1, and the above sum runs over all allowed irreps of S(n—2).
By P,z we denote Young projectors onto irreps of S(n —2), but defined on every subsystem except
n-th and a-th. Since all coefficients u(«) > 0, then the first constraint from (25) is satisfied. We
choose the optimal state defined through X4 from (25) is of the form:

dNg(N
Xa = ZCMP/“ where ¢, = g(d#)mu’ (109)
o
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where sum runs over all allowed irreps of S(n — 1). We see that

2
2 M

N

Tr X4 :Zc“TrPu:dN
m

so the constraint on the trace of (25) is fulfilled. Moreover, we have that

Vpea ula)= )cu, (111)
where numbers 7, («a) are eigenvalues given by Proposition 2. Thus, the second constraint from (25)
is satisfied with the equality. For the above choices we compute the probability of success given in
the statement of this Lemma plugging the choice of POVMs given in (108) into (24):

N
1 N S, m2 N d? -1
*x _ — o — 1 — _
P N GZ:1Tr@a_ gNF1 EQ:U(Q)TI'PQ_ Zj > =N E 1 =1 TR (112)

where we used the fact that Tr P, = mad,, and plugged the ratio from Proposition 25 in Ap-
pendix E. O

G.5 Proof of Lemma 10

Proof. Since the operators F),(«) are invariant under the action of S(n — 1) and Tr, F,,(a) €
C[S(n — 1)], the partial trace decomposes as Tr, F, (o) = D a, P, where a, € C. On the
other hand, by Theorem 1 we have

puFn—1

P,F,(0) = P,MyP, = 8, Fy(a), (113)
hence
Try, F (o) = a, P, (114)
and
a, = TrFu(a) = madu = % (115)
K Tr P, mud,,  my,’
where we use that Tr F),(a) = mqad,, from Theorem 1. O

G.6 Proof of Lemma 11

Proof. We represent the coefficients x, () of €2 from (29) as follows:

zu(a) = d2+dj\f—1fy“(a)’ (116)

where numbers 7, («) are eigenvalues of the PBT operator 7 given in Proposition 2. Making use of
Theorem 1 we get

Q=3 @) Fle) = 20 (17)

a pea
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for any value d and N, so the first constraint from (28) is fulfilled, since n > 0. For the second
constraint, making use of the symmetry of the problem it suffices to estimate it for a = n — 1:

Trn 1 [P+

1 t
nfl,nQ] = m'ﬁn*l,n [Vir(n = 1,n)n] = 11 _n-o2, (118)

where 11,2 denotes the identity operator acting on n — 2 subsystems. Finally we need Tr,, €2
Tr, Q = N+d2—1227" @) Tr, F,,(a). (119)
a pea
Using Lemma 10 we reduce equation (119) to
T, 2 = N+d2_1ZZW Pu= N+d2_1z Z%‘ (120)
o peo aeu

where by a € p we denote Young diagrams « of n — 2 which can be obtained from Young diagrams
p of n — 1 by removing one box in a proper way. Now using the explicit form of 7,(a) given in
Proposition 2 and Lemma 26 from Appendix E we can simplify Eqn. (120)

dN 1 dN dN
T 0= — " N A1y gp - Np_ g 191
fn N+d2—1zduzau N+d2_1z 1% N+d2—1 1..n—1, ( )
o acu m
where 11,1 is identity operator defined on n — 1 subsystems. Now taking b = 55 ﬁ, we

satisfy the third constraint from (28)

a2 -1

_ gNp _ 1 _
pe=d7b=1 N+d2—-1

= p*. (122)

O
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