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One-shot entanglement-assisted quantum and
classical communication

Nilanjana Datta and Min-Hsiu Hsieh

Abstract—We study entanglement-assisted quantum and classi-
cal communication over a single use of a quantum channel, which
itself can correspond to a finite number of uses of a channel
with arbitrarily correlated noise. We obtain characterizations
of the corresponding one-shot capacities by establishing upper
and lower bounds on them in terms of the difference of two
smoothed entropic quantities. In the case of a memoryless
channel, the upper and lower bounds converge to the known
single-letter formulas for the corresponding capacities, in the
limit of asymptotically many uses of it. Our results imply that
the difference of two smoothed entropic quantities characterizing
the one-shot entanglement-assisted capacities serves as a one-shot
analogue of the mutual information, since it reduces to the mutual
information, between the output of the channel and a system
purifying its input, in the asymptotic, memoryless scenario.

I. INTRODUCTION

An important class of problems in quantum information
theory concerns the evaluation of information transmission
capacities of a quantum channel. The first major breakthrough
in this area was made by Holevo [1l], [2], and Schumacher
and Westmoreland [3]], who obtained an expression for the
capacity of a quantum channel for transmission of classical
information. They proved that this capacity is characterized by
the so-called “Holevo quantity”. Expressions for various other
capacities of a quantum channel were obtained subsequently,
the most important of them perhaps being the capacity for
transmission of quantum information. It was established by
Lloyd [4], Shor [5], and Devetak [6]. Both of the above
capacities require regularization over asymptotically many
uses of the channel. The classical capacity formula is given
in terms of a regularized Holevo quantity while the quantum
capacity formula is given in terms of a regularized coherent
information.

Even though these regularized expressions are elegant,
they are not useful because the regularization prevents one
from explicitly computing the capacity of any given channel.
Moreover, since these capacities are in general not additive,
surprising effects like superactivation can occur [7], [8]. Hence
it is more desirable to obtain expressions for capacities which
are given in terms of single-letter formulas, and therefore have
the attractive feature of being exempt from regularization.

The quantum and classical capacities of a quantum channel
can be increased if the sender and receiver share entangled
states, which they may use in the communication protocol.
From superdense coding we know that the classical capacity
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of a noiseless quantum channel is exactly doubled in the
presence of a prior shared maximally entangled state (an ebit).
For a noisy quantum channel too, access to an entanglement
resource can lead to an enhancement of both its classical and
quantum capacities. The maximum asymptotic rate of reliable
transmission of classical (quantum) information through a
quantum channel, in the presence of unlimited prior shared
entanglement between the sender and the receiver, is referred
to as the entanglement-assisted classical (quantum) capacity
of the channel.

Quantum teleportation and superdense coding together im-
ply the following simple relation between quantum and clas-
sical communication through a noiseless qubit channel: if the
sender and receiver initially share an ebit of entanglement,
then transmission of one qubit is equivalent to transmission of
two classical bitsﬂ This relation carries over to the asymptotic
setting under the assumption of unlimited prior shared entan-
glement between sender and receiver [13]. One can then show
that the entanglement-assisted quantum capacity of a quantum
channel is equal to half of its entanglement-assisted classical
capacity. In fact, the entanglement-assisted classical capacity
was the first capacity for which a single-letter formula was
obtained. This result is attributed to Bennett, Shor, Smolin
and Thapliyal [9]. Its proof was later simplified by Holevo
[1Q], and an alternative proof was given in [11]. A trade-off
formula for the entanglement-assisted quantum capacity region
was obtained by Devetak, Harrow, and Winter [12[], [13]].

The different capacities of a quantum channel were origi-
nally evaluated in the so-called asymptotic, memoryless sce-
nario, that is, in the limit of asymptotically many uses of
the channel, under the assumption that the channel was mem-
oryless (i.e., there is no correlation in the noise acting on
successive inputs to the channel). In reality however, the as-
sumption of channels being memoryless, and the consideration
of an asymptotic scenario is not necessarily justified. A more
fundamental and practical theory of information transmission
through quantum channels is obtained instead in the so-called
one-shot scenario (see e.g. [14] and references therein) in
which channels are available for a finite number of uses, there
is a correlation between their successive actions, and informa-
tion transmission can only be achieved with finite accuracy.
The optimal rate at which information can be transmitted
through a single use of a quantum channel (up to a given
accuracy) is called its one-shot capacity. Note that a single
use of the channel can itself correspond to a finite number

'Without prior shared entanglement, one can only send one classical bit
through a single use of a noiseless qubit channel. Moreover, a noiseless
classical bit channel cannot be used to transmit a qubit.



of uses of a channel with arbitrarily correlated noise. The
one-shot capacity of a classical-quantum channel was studied
in [15)], [16l], [17], whereas the the one-shot capacity of a
quantum channel for transmission of quantum information was
evaluated in [[14], [18].

The fact that the one-shot scenario is more general than the
asymptotic, memoryless one is further evident from the fact
that the asymptotic capacities of a memoryless channel can
directly be obtained from the corresponding one-shot capac-
ities. Moreover, one-shot capacities also yield the asymptotic
capacities of channels with memory (see e.g. [18]]). In [19]
the asymptotic entanglement-assisted classical capacity of a
particular class of quantum channels with long-term memory,
given by convex combinations of memoryless channels, was
evaluated. The classical capacity of this channel was obtained
in [20]]. A host of results on asymptotic capacities of channels
with memory can be attributed to Bjelakovic et al (see [21],
[22]] and references therein).

In this paper we study the one-shot entanglement-assisted
quantum and classical capacities of a quantum channel. The
requirement of finite accuracy is implemented by imposing
the constraint that the error in achieving perfect information
transmission is at most ¢, for a given € > 0. We completely
characterize these capacities by deriving upper and lower
bounds for them in terms of the same smoothed entropic
quantities.

Our lower and upper bounds on the one-shot entanglement-
assisted quantum and classical capacities converge to the
known single-letter formulas for the corresponding capacities
in the asymptotic, memoryless scenario. Our results imply that
the difference of two smoothed entropic quantities character-
izing these one-shot capacities serves as a one-shot analogue
of the mutual information, since it reduces to the mutual
information between the output of a channel and a system
purifying its input, in the asymptotic, memoryless setting.

The paper is organized as follows. We begin with some
notations and definitions of various one-shot entropic quanti-
ties in Section [} In Section we first introduce the one-
shot entanglement-assisted quantum communication protocol
and then give upper and lower bounds on the corresponding
capacity in Theorem [§] The proof of the upper bound is given
in the same section, whereas the proof of the lower bound
is given in Appendix B. The case of one-shot entanglement-
assisted classical communication is considered in Section [[V]
and the bounds on the corresponding capacity is given in
Theorem [I3] the proof of which is given in the same section.
In Section [V| we show how our results in the one-shot setting
can be used to recover the known single-letter formulas in
the asymptotic, memoryless scenario. Finally, we conclude in
Section [V1l

II. NOTATIONS AND DEFINITIONS

Let B(#) denote the algebra of linear operators acting on
a finite-dimensional Hilbert space 7, and let D(H) C B(H)
be the set of positive operators of unit trace (states):

DH)={peB(H): Trp=1}.

Furthermore, let
D<(H) :={peB(H): Trp <1}

Throughout this paper, we restrict our considerations to finite-
dimensional Hilbert spaces and denote the dimension of a
Hilbert space H4 by |A|.

For any given pure state i) € H, we denote the projector
|4} (xp| simply as 1. For an operator w4? € B(Ha @ Hp),
let w? := Trpw?? denote its restriction to the subsystem
A. For given orthonormal bases {[i4)}% ; and {|i®)}¢_; in
isomorphic Hilbert spaces H4 ~ Hp =~ H of dimension d,
we define a maximally entangled state (MES) of Schmidt rank
d to be

d
1
)47 = 7 > lit) ®1iP). (1)
=1

Let I4 denote the identity operator in B(H 4), and let A=
I4/|A| denote the completely mixed state in D(H 4).

In the following we denote a completely positive trace-
preserving (CPTP) map & : B(Ha) — B(Hp) simply as
£47B and denote the identity map as id. Similarly, we denote
an isometry U : H 4 — Hp @ He simply as UA7BC,

The trace distance between two operators A and B is given
by

|4~ Bl, == Tt[{A > B}(4-B)] - Tr[{4 < BY(A- B)],
where {A > B} denotes the projector onto the subspace where

the operator (A — B) is non-negative, and {A < B} :=1 —
{A > B}. The fidelity of two states p and o is defined as

F(p.0) :=Tr\/\poy/p = |Voval, .- @

Note that the definition of fidelity can be naturally extended
to subnormalized states. The trace distance between two states
p and o is related to the fidelity F(p,o) as follows (see

e. g. [23]):
1
1= Flpo) <5 lp—oly < VI-F2(p0). @)

The entanglement fidelity of a state p® € D(Hg), with pu-
rification |¥)f?, with respect to a CPTP map A : B(Hq) —
B(Hg) is defined as

Fe(p?, A) = (U9F|(id" @A) (o) 0|90 9). @)
We will also make use of the following fidelity criteria. The
minimum fidelity of a map T : B(H) — B(H) is defined as
Fuin(T) = min (¢|T([¢)X¢])[0)- (5)
|p)eH

The average fidelity of a map T : B(H) — B(H) is defined
as

nwm:/MWﬂmmw» ®)

The results in this paper involve various entropic quantities.
The von Neumann entropy of a state p? € D(H,4) is given
by H(A), = — Tr p*log p*. Throughout this paper we take
the logarithm to base 2. For any state p*® € D(H4 ® Hp)
the quantum mutual information is defined as

I(A:B),:= H(A), + HB), — H(AB),.  (7)



The following generalized relative entropy quantity, referred
to as the max-relative entropy, was introduced in [24]:

Definition 1: The max-relative entropy of two operators p €
D<(H) and o € B(H) is defined as

Dinax(pllo) :=logmin{ : p < Ao}. (8)

We also use the following min- and max- entropies defined in
(251, [26], [27]:

Definition 2: Let pAB € D<(Ha ® Hp). The min-entropy
of A conditioned on B is defined as

HmiH(AlB)P = [_Dmax(pABHHA X O'B)] .

max
cBeD(HEB)

Definition 3: For any p € D(H), we define the e-ball
around p as follows

B*(p) = {p € D<(H): F*(p,p) = 1 - *}.

Definition 4: Let ¢ > 0 and p*P € D(Ha @ Hg). The
e-smoothed min-entropy of A conditioned on B is defined as

A|B ma. Hpin(A|B)5.
mm( ‘ ) FABEBE}((pAB) ( | )P
The max-entropy is defined in terms of the min-entropy via
the following duality relation [23]], [26], [28]]:

Definition 5: Let p"B € D(Ha ® Hp) and let pABC¢ €
D(H®Hp@Hc) be an arbitrary purification of pAZ. Then
for any € > 0

AO), : AB),. ©)

ma,x ( mlIl (

AB is a pure state, then

A|B)P - Hriax(A)P'

For any state pA® € D(H 4 ®H ), the smoothed max-entropy
can be equivalently expressed as [25]], [28]

In particular, if p

(10)

mln (

Hoax(AlB)p = min | Hua(AlB)7, (1D
where
Hax(A|B)5 = 2log F(p*P,1 By, a2
(AlB)p =, max  2log (PP 1a@o?). (12)
Moreover, for any p? € D<(Ha),
Hiax(A), := 2log Tr /pA. (13)

Various properties of the entropies defined above, which we
employ in our proofs, are given in Appendix

III. ONE SHOT ENTANGLEMENT-ASSISTED QUANTUM
CAPACITY OF A QUANTUM CHANNEL

Entanglement-assisted quantum information transmission
through a quantum channel is also referred to as the “father”
protocol [12], [13]. The goal of this section is to analyse
the one-shot version of this protocol. In order to do so,
we first study the protocol of one-shot entanglement assisted
entanglement transmission through a quantum channel, which
is detailed below. We obtain bounds on its capacity in terms
of smoothed entropic quantities, and then prove how these
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Fig. 1. One-shot entanglement-assisted entanglement transmission protocol.

The task here is for Alice to transmit her half of the maximally entangled
state Ag, that she shares with an inaccessible reference R, to Bob with the
help of a prior shared maximally entangled state |<I>>AlB 1 between her and
Bob. In order to achieve this goal, Alice performs an encoding operation £
on systems AgA1, and sends the resulting system A’ through the channel N
(with Stinespring extension Uxs). Bob then performs his decoding operation
D on the channel output B and his half of the maximally entangled state By
so that finally the maximally entangled state \<I>)RA0 is shared between Bob
and the reference R. The dashed rectangle denotes the CPTP map £ defined
through equation (T6).

bounds readily yield bounds on the capacity of the one-shot
“father” protocol.

The one-shot c-error entanglement-assisted entanglement
transmission protocol is as follows (see Fig.[I)). The goal is for
Alice to transmit half of a maximally entangled state, |<I>>RA0,
that she shares with a reference R, to Bob through a quantum
channel A/, with the help of a maximally entangled state
|®)4181 which she initially shares with him, such that finally
the maximally entangled state |®)%#40 is shared between Bob
and the reference R. We denote the latter as ®7P° to signify
that Alice’s system A( has been transferred to Bob. Note
that log|A;| denotes the number of ebits of entanglement
consumed in the protocol and log|Ag| denotes the number
of qubits transmitted from Alice to Bob. We require that
Alice achieves her goal up to an accuracy ¢, for some fixed
O<e<

Let Alice and Bob initially share a maximally entangled
state |®)“41B1, Without loss of generality, a one-shot e-error
entanglement-assisted entanglement transmission code of rate
r = log|Ag| can then be defined by a pair of encoding and
decoding operations (€, D) as follows:

1) Alice performs some encoding (CPTP map) £ Ao A1 —A"

Let us denote the encoded state as
531 RA’ _

(idBlR ®€A0A1HA')(¢,AOR ® (I)AlBl).

and denote the channel output state as

|Q>BlRBEE1 — (]IBlR ® UA’—>BE’)‘£>BlRA/E1

(14)
where U} 7BF is a Stinespring extension of the quan-
tum channel NA =B and |§)BlRA E1 is some purifica-
tion of the encoded state fBlRA .

2) After receiving the channel output B, Bob performs a
decoding operation DB1B=BoB" on the systems By, B
in his possession. Denote the output state of Bob’s
decoding operation by

(BoB'REE: ._ (idREEl ®D31BHBOB’)(QBlRBEE1).

5)

For a quantum channel A, and any fixed 0 < ¢ < 1, a real
number 7 := log |Ay| is said to be an e-achievable rate if there



exists a pair (£, D) of encoding and decoding maps such that,
F.(r% DoNo&) =

where D = Trp oD, QRBo — Trp pE, QBoB'REE:  gnd
EA0—A'B1 ig the CPTP map defined through the relatlorl

(idf @&) (@407 .= (1P @&) (@A @ M1 Fr),

Note that

(@A QFBo |ph A0y > 1 — 2 (16)

QfPo .= (id® @D o N 0 £)(9140).

Definition 6 (Entanglement transmission fidelity): For any
Hilbert space H 4,, the entanglement transmission fidelity of a
quantum channel A, in the presence of an assisting maximally
entangled state, is defined as follows.

Fo(N,Ha,) :=max F.(t%°, Do N o &),  (17)
E,D

\gvvhere 740 denotes a completely mixed state in H 4,, and 3 s
D are CPTP maps.

Definition 7: Given a quantum channel N/ A'=B and a real
number 0 < € < 1, the one-shot e-error entanglement-assisted
entanglement transmission capacity of N is defined as follows:

EM_(N) := max{log|Ao| : Fe(N,Ha,) > 1 —¢e}.

ea,&g

Our main result of this section is the following theorem,
which gives upper and lower bounds on Eé;)g (N ) in terms of
smoothed min- and max- entropies.

Theorem 8: For any fixed 0 < € < 1, & = 2v/2V/4¢, and
¢’ being a positive number such that e = 2/2+/27¢’ + 27¢/,
the one-shot e-error entanglement-assisted entanglement trans-
mission capacity of a noisy quantum channel N4 73 in the
case in which the assisting resource is a maximally entangled
state, satisfies the following bounds:

max He
;|

A
¢>A/ED(HA/) 2 mln( )1/’

Hipa(AlB) | + 2108’

<EQ.(WN) <

ea,g

V2

(A)y — HEZ(AIB)y | +log =,

max

max [HS
pa'eD(r,n 2 LM

(18)

where the maximisation is over all possible inputs to the
channel. In the above, 9)“5¥ denotes the following state

[W)APE = (Ly @ UG = PF)|p) A4

where U 7B is a Stinespring isometry realizing the chan-
nel, and |¢>AA denotes a purification of the input ¢ to the
channel.

Proof of the lower bound in (I8). The proof is given in
Appendix [B]

Proof of the upper bound in (I8). As stated in the begin-
ning of Sec. any one shot e-error entanglement-assisted
entanglement transmission protocol (see Fig. [I) of a quantum
channel N consists of a pair (£,D) of encoding-decoding

19)

2This relation uniquely defines the map € because it specifies its Choi-
Jamiolkowski state.

maps such that the condition (I6) holds. However, this con-
dition along with Theorem 4 of [30] imply that there exists a
partial isometry V404" such that

F. (4 Ao V) >1— 2, (20)

where A := DoN, with ' = N4 =5 being the channel and
D being the decoding map DEB1=BoB" followed by a partial
trace over B’. The condition in turn implies that

F(QRBo §RA) > 1 _ 2, 1)

where N
QfPo .= (idf @D o N o V)(®140).

By using Uhlmann’s theorem [29], and the second inequality
in (@), we infer from (ZI) that

HQBOB’RE _ (I)RBU ® O_B’EHl < 24 /2\/4>57

for some state B E | where QB0B'RE denotes the output state
of Bob’s decoding operation, which in this case is defined by

(22)

QBDB/RE = (ldRE ®DBlB—>BoB/)(QBlRBE)’ (23)
with
|Q>B1RBE _ (]IBlR ® ij\é\[/HBE)|€>RA'Bl (24)
where |£ >RA/Bl denotes the state resulting from the isometric
encoding V' on |®) 4o,
By the monotonicity of the trace distance under the partial
trace, we have

HQRE

— R @ ol < 2V/2V4e := k. (25)

From it follows that QEE = QRE_ gince the decoding
map does not act on the systems R and FE. This fact, together
with (25) implies that 7% © ¢F € B*V5(QFF) and 77 €
B2VE(QR),

Let us set A = RB, in the state Q%P1 5F defined in (24),
and let ¢’ > 0 and ¢” = 24/k. Then

—H 2" (A|B)q
= B (RBI|E)g
> Hi(RIE)o + Hesu(BiRE)g — log
> Huin(R), + i (By|RE)o - log§2
> Hmin(R) + Hmln(B1|REB)Q — logE%
= Huw(R), — HS, (B1)q — log 22
> log 40| ~ log| 41| ~log 26)

The first equality holds because of the duality relation (9)
between the conditional smoothed min- and max- entropies.
The first inequality follows from the chain rule for smoothed
min-entropies_(Lemma [19). The second inequality follows
from Lemma 20| of Appendix A and 7% @ o € B2V#(QRF),
whereas the third inequality follows from Lemma [21] of
Appendix A. The second equality follows from the duality



relation (9) and the fact that Qi1 5F is a pure state. The last
inequality holds because

log|Ag|] = log|R| = Hmin(R)-
log|A1] = log|Bi| > Hy,ax(B1)a-
Moreover, for any € > 0,
H: (Ao > Hyin(RB1)rgr = log |Ag| +log|Ar|  (27)

since QP = 7 @ 781 Combining and (27) and
choosing &’ = ¢ yields

2
(A — HZE(A|B)a] +10g L.

min

1
< - £
log |Ag| < 5 [H

This completes the proof of the upper bound in since we
can choose Q72P1BE (o be the pure state corresponding to the
channel output (see (24)) when the optimal isometric encoding
is applied.

A. One-shot entanglement-assisted quantum (EAQ) capacity
of a quantum channel
Definition 9 (Minimum output fidelity): For any Hilbert
space H, we define the minimum output fidelity of a quantum
channel N, in the presence of an assisting maximally
entangled state, as follows:
Fonin(V, H) = max min F(|¢),D o N o E(|¢)a])), (28)
ED lP)EH
where £, D are CPTP maps.
Definition 10: For any fixed 0 < & < 1, the one-shot
entanglement-assisted quantum (EAQ) capacity QEQE (N) of
a quantum channel N4 ~% is defined as follows:

Qg)g(]\/) := max{log |H| : Fnin(N,H) > 1—¢}.

The following theorem allows us to relate the one-
shot entanglement-assisted entanglement transmission capac-
ity Eéfll)g (N) to the one-shot entanglement-assisted quantum
(EAQ) capacity Qéiﬁs (N).

Theorem 11: For any fixed 0 < ¢ < 1, for a quantum
channel N4’ =5, and an assisting entanglement resource in
the form of a maximally entangled state,

EL (V) 1< QU0 (W) < BD L (N).

ea,e

(29)

(30)
Proof: The proof is given in Appendix [ ]

IV. ONE SHOT ENTANGLEMENT-ASSISTED CLASSICAL
CAPACITY OF A QUANTUM CHANNEL

We consider entanglement-assisted classical (EAC) commu-
nication through a single use of a noisy quantum channel,
in the case in which the assisting resource is given by a
maximally entangled state. The scenario is depicted in Fig. [2]
The sender (Alice) and the receiver (Bob) initially share a
maximally entangled state |®)4151, where Alice possesses A;
while Bob has Bj, and Ha, ~ Hp,. The goal is for Alice
to transmit classical messages labelled by the elements of the
set £ = {1,2,---,|K|} to Bob, through a single use of the
quantum channel N : B(Ha/) — B(Hp), with the help of
the prior shared entanglement.

Ek
. N
By A k

Fig. 2. One-shot entanglement-assisted classical communication. The sender
Alice shares a maximally entangled state |®)“4151 with the receiver Bob
before the protocol begins. Based on the classical message k, she performs
some encoding operation £ on her half of the maximally entangled state
A1 before sending it through the quantum channel A. After receiving the
channel output B, Bob performs a POVM A on the system B and his half of
the maximally entangled state B in order to infer Alice’s classical message.

Without loss of generality, any EAC communication proto-
col can be assumed to have the following form: Alice encodes
her classical messages into states of the system A; in her
possession. Let the encoding (CPTP) map corresponding to her
kth classical message be denoted by 5,;41_”4/, for each £k € K.
Alice then sends the system A’ through the noisy quantum
channel N4’ =B After Bob receixes the channel output B, he
performs a POVM A : B1 B — K on the system BB in his
possession, which yields the classical register K containing
his inference k of the message k € K sent by Alice.

Definition 12 (One-shot e-error EAC capacity): Given a
quantum channel N A’=B and a real number 0 < & < 1, the
one-shot e-error entanglement-assisted classical capacity of
N is defined as follows:

CI_(N) := max{log K| : Vk € K, Prlk #k] <e} (31)

ea,e

where the maximization is over all possible encoding opera-
tions and POVMs.

The following theorem gives bounds on the one-shot e-error
EAC capacity of a quantum channel.

Theorem 13: For any fixed 0 < € < 1, the one-shot e-error
entanglement-assisted classical capacity of a noisy quantum
channel N4’ B in the case in which the assisting resource
is a maximally entangled state, satisfies the following bounds

"
€
max [Hmm

(A)s = Hip( A|B)y | +410ge” — 2

< Cc.(N) <

ea,e

7 1
max | His, (A)y — B2V (AB)y| +1og =, (32)

HA max 2\@67

where the maximization is over all possible input states, qSA/

to the channel, ¥’ = 24/8y/c and ¢’ > 0 is such that
€2 = \/2V27¢" + 27¢”. In the above, ¢ABE is the pure state

defined in (T9).

A. Acheivability

The lower bound in (32) is obtained by employing the one-
shot version of the entanglement-assisted quantum communi-
cation (or “father”) protocol.

From Theorem [8] and Theorem [T} it follows that the one-
shot e-error entanglement-assisted quantum communication
protocol for a quantum channel N that consumes egl) ebits



of entanglement and transmits qgl) qubits can be expressed in

terms of the following one-shot resource inequality:

W) +eMgq] > ¢M g — gl (33)

Here [¢ — ¢] represents one qubit of quantum communication
from Alice (the sender) to Bob (the receiver); [gq] represents
an ebit shared between Alice and Bob, and the notation >, is
used to emphasize that the error in achieving the goal of the

protocol is at most €. In the above, eé ) and q(l) given below,
respectively, follow from and (B1):
el = 1 [Hiin( )y + B (AIB), (34)
o = 3 [ (A)y — Hifu(AIB)] + 21082 — 1, G39)

where ¢/ > 0 is such that ¢ = \/2v/27¢’ + 27¢’, and 4B
is defined in (T9).

The resource inequality (33) readily yields a resource in-
equality for one-shot EAC communication through a noisy
quantum channel, which in turn can be used to obtain a
lower bound on the one-shot EAC capacity. This can be seen
as follows. Combining with the resource inequality for
superdense coding:

lqq] +[q — q] > 2[c — ],

yields the following resource inequality for one-shot EAC
communication through the noisy channel A" = N4 —5:

(N + ¢V aq] + ePlgg] >- ¢Vlg — ] + ¢tV [qq]
>z 2q§1)[c — cl.
= (M) + (¢ + eM)qq] >z 2¢V[c — . (36)

Replacing ¢ by €2 in directly yields the following lower
bound on the e-error one-shot EAC capacity[’}

CHL(N) > 2¢1Y
— [Ha(A)y -

max(

A|B)y ] +4loge” — 2,
(37

where ¢” is as defined in Theorem [13] Note that (37) reduces
to the lower bound in l| when the optimal 1nput state ¢4’
is used.

B. Proof of the Converse

We prove the upper bound in (3Z) by showing that if it
did not hold then one would obtain a contradiction to the
upper bound (in (I8)) on the one-shot entanglement-assisted
quantum capacity of a channel.

Let us assume that

CLL(V) > A(2e,N), (38)

3The necessity of replacing € by €2 arises from the different fidelity criteria
used in deﬁnmg the one-shott entanglement assisted quantum and classical

capacities (see (28) and (3] .)

where
A(2e,N) ==
1
max |H2 (A)y, — H2V5 (A|B), | +log —, (39
na [ i (A)o = HEZ2V (AIB) ] +log . (39

with &/ := 21/8+/¢, »ABF being given by , and the max-
imization being over all possible input states to the channeﬂ
This is equivalent to the assumption that more than A(2e, N)
bits of classical information can be communicated through a
single use of N with an error < ¢, in the presence of an
entanglement resource in the form of a maximally entangled
State.

Now since unlimited entanglement is available for the
protocol, we infer that by quantum teleportation more than
A(2e,N')/2 qubits can be transmitted over a single use of
N with an error < 2. Then from the definition (29) of
the one-shot 2e-error entanglement assisted quantum capacity
Qé?%( ) of the channel W, it follows that Qe,(L 9e(N) >

(25 N)/2. However, this contradicts_the upper bound to
Qégzs (N) as obtained from and .

V. ENTANGLEMENT-ASSISTED CLASSICAL AND QUANTUM
CAPACITIES FOR MULTIPLE USES OF A MEMORYLESS
CHANNEL

A. Entanglement-assisted classical capacity for multiple uses
of a memoryless channel

Definition 14: We define the entanglement-assisted classi-
cal capacity in the asymptotic memoryless scenario as follows:

Cog(N) := lim lim inf — C(l) (V&™)

ea,e
e—0 n—oo

where Ce(;?g (N©@m) denotes the one-shot e-error EAC capacity
for n independent uses of the channel A.

Next we show how the known achievable rate for EAC
communication in the asymptotic, memoryless scenario can
be recovered from Theorem [[3] We also prove that this rate
is indeed optimal [9], [10].

Theorem 15: [9]], [10] The entanglement-assisted classical
capacity in the asymptotic memoryless scenario is given by
the following:

CaWV) =

max

I(A: B
A €D(H 1) ( )¢

(40)

where the maximization is over all possible input states to the

channel NV, ¢AB% is defined in (19), and I(A : B), denotes

the mutual information of the state A% := Try ABE.
Proof: First we prove that

CX(N) > (41)

max

I(A: B)y.
A" €D(H 4r) ( )w

4The factor of 2 in front of & arises from the different fidelity criteria
used in defining the one-shott entanglement assisted quantum and classical
capacities (see (28) and (3I)), and the relation (B) between the fidelity and
the trace distance.



From the lower bound in Theorem [13] we have

1
CX(N) > lim lim inf — ( max mm(A")
e—>0 n—oo N ¢A/" ED(H@”)
Hipno (A" B"),,] + d10g” — 2)

where 1, is defined as
Yn =9

where ¢4 4™ denotes a purification of the input state ¢,
and ¢” is as defined in Theorem By restricting the
maximization in the above inequality to the set of input states
of the form (¢A")®"

= (id* @NEM)($A AT, (42)

1
lim lim inf 7( max [anm(A")w@n
e—0 n—oo N ¢A’6D(HA/)

A" B™) yon] + 4loge” —2) 43)

CHRN) =

max (

where 1) is defined through . Let A2 be the state such
that
I(A: B)

= max

~ I(A: B)y,.
Y A ED(H ) ( o

Further restricting to the state zZAB, we can obtain the follow-

ing from (@3)

CxN) > hmhmmfl[He (A™)

~om
e—0 n—oo min (4

A"|B")w®n + 4log5']. (44)

max(

Then from the superadditivity of the limit inferior and the fact
that the limits on the right-hand side of the above equation
exist [26]], we obtain

CE(N) > lim lim HE

min
e—>0n—o0 N

1
— lim lim HE
e—0n—oo max

(A")$®n

(A"B") o (45)

Finally, by using Lemma 22} we obtain the desired bound (#I):
) > H(A); — H(AIB);

=1(A: B).
Next we prove that
CRN)< max I(A:B)y. (46)
¢4 €D(H ar)
From the upper bound in Theorem [T3] we have
1
CX(N) < lim lim inf — ( max [Hﬁfm(A")wn —
e—=0 n—oc0 n ¢A'"€D(H‘§/”)
1
HEE2YW (4™ B, ]+ 1o ).
max ( ‘ )wn] g 2\/55
Using Lemma [23] we obtain
1
CX(N) < limliminf —( max H(A™)y, —
e—=>0 n—oo N ¢,A’"€'D(H§,")
H(A|B")y, ] + f(.m)). 7)

where

f(e,n) :=log —= + 256¢ log |A"| 4 4h(48¢).

1
2V/2¢
In the above, we have used the notation h(n) to denote the
binary entropy for any 0 < 1 < 1. The fact that the limit
inferior is upper bounded by the limit superior and the latter
is subadditive, and the fact that

1
lim limsup — f(e,n) =0,
n

e=0 nooo

imply that

1
CX(N) < lim limsup —

€20 nooo N

max H(A"
<¢A’”6D(H§7)[ (A")y,

The above equation reduces to

- H(A”IB"M"]) G

max

n—oo N ¢A’” GD(’H@")

C(N) < Tim + ( (A" : B")wn]>,

since the limit in (48)) exists, and H(A™)y, —H(A"|B")y, =
I(A™ : B"),, . Using eq.(3.24) of [31]] we infer that I(A™ :
B™)y,, is subadditive since the channel from whose action the
state ¢™ (defined by @), results is memoryless (i.e., N'®7).
This yields

CaNV) <

max

I(A: B)y.
A €D(H 4r) K W

(49)

B. Entanglement-assisted quantum capacity for multiple uses
of a memoryless channel

Definition 16: We define the entanglement-assisted quan-
tum capacity of a quantum channel A in the asymptotic
memoryless scenario as follows:

o (N) := lim lim inf — Q ?E(N(@”)

e—0 n—oo

where Qg),g (N'®™) denotes the one-shot e-error entanglement-
assisted quantum capacity for n independent uses of the
channel V.

Theorem 17: [13] The entanglement-assisted quantum ca-
pacity of a quantum channel A in the asymptotic, memoryless
scenario is given by

caN) =

max

(50)
¢4 €D(H 1)

1]‘(/1 : B)w

where ABF is defined in (19), and the maximisation is over
all possible input states to the channel .

Proof: The proof is exactly analogous to the proof of
Theorem [ |



VI. CONCLUSIONS

We established upper and lower bounds on the one-shot
entanglement-assisted quantum and classical capacities of a
quantum channel, and proved that these bounds converge to the
known single-letter formulas for the corresponding capacities
in the asymptotic, memoryless scenario. The bounds in the
one-shot case are given in terms of the difference of two
smoothed entropic quantities. This quantity serves as a one-
shot analogue of mutual information, since it reduces to the
mutual information between the output of a channel and a sys-
tem purifying its input in the asymptotic, memoryless scenario.
Note that it is similar in form to the expression characterizing
the one-shot capacity of a c-q channel as obtained in [16].

There are some other quantities in the existing literature
on one-shot quantum information theory which could also be
considered to be one-shot analogues of mutual information,
namely, the quantity characterizing the classical capacity of
a c-q channel [15] which is defined in terms of the relative
Rényi entropy of order zero, and a quantity characterizing
the quantum communication cost of a one-shot quantum state
splitting protocol [32], which is defined in terms of the max-
relative entropy. It would be interesting to investigate how
the quantity arising in this paper and these different one-shot
analogues of the mutual information are related to each other.
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APPENDIX A
USEFUL LEMMAS

We make use of the following properties of the min- and
max-entropies which were proved in [25], [33]:

Lemma 18: Let 0 < ¢ < 1, pB € D (Hap), and let
UA=C and VB=P be two isometries with w" = (U ®
V)pAB(UT @ V1), then

mln(A|B) = anm(C|D)w
max(A|B) = Hrilax(C|D)w'

Lemma 19 (Chain rule for smoothed min-entropy): [33]
Let ¢ >0, ¢/,¢” > 0 and p*B¢ € D(Hapc). Then

€ [ 2

Hlil_;?s " (AB|C) > Hmln(A‘BC) +Hm1n(B|C)P710g ?
Lemma 20: Let € > 0 and 6 > 0. Then

HY2(A[B), > Hpyi(A)s (51)

whenever pA8 € B*(c4 @ oP) for some o4 € D(H4) and
0% € D(Mp).
Proof: For p € D(H) and 0 € D<(H), define

C(p,0) :=+/1—F2?(p,0).

(52)

This quantity C(p, o) was introduced in [35] and proved to
be a metric. It is monotonic under any CPTP map €&, i.e.,

C(p,0) > C(E(p),E(a)). (53)
Moreover, if p,o € D(H), then
Cp,a) </lp—ol;- (54)

This follows by noting that C(p, o) is a special case of the
purified distance P(p, o) (introduced in [23])), which satisfies
these properties.
For any 5 € B%(c*), we have
Ot @ 0P, pP) < CF* @ 0P, 0% ® 0P) + C(o? ® o7, p*P)
<d+e¢ (5%)
In other words, Y& € B (a4

EA ® QB c B(H—E(pAB).

), the following is true:

We then have

HyL2(AB),
= max Huin(A|B)5
PABCBS+e(pAB)
= adiifon Al soer
= a. a, _l)mxiA(g)B]I & B
EAEI%J)((O-A)S@BIEHD(}?{'{B)[ * (U ¢ || Ay )]
> —Diax (@1 @ 08|14 ® 0®
2 o et 0 a0 ")
= max  Hpin(A)ga
FACBS (04)
— H}(A). (56)
The first inequality follows because 7 ® o8 € Bote(pAB)

for any 54 € B%(0?). The second inequality follows because
we choose a particular p? = oP.
|
Lemma 21: [25] Let 0 < € < 1 and pABY € D (Hapco).
Then

A|BC), A|B),
A|BC), A|B),.

The following identity is given in Theorem 1 of [26]:
Lemma 22: ¥pAP € D(Ha ® Hp),

mln( II]ll'l (

<
<

max ( max (

1 €
sh_r}%) rL11—>H<;lo nHmln(A|B>p®" - H(A|B)P (57)
lim lim —Hy, (A|B),en = H(A|B),. (58)

e=0n—oon
The following lemma is given in Lemma 5 of [[16].
Lemma 23: For any 1 > ¢ > 0, and p*® € D(Ha @ Hp),
we have
A|B), < H(A|B), + 8clog |A| + 2h(2¢)

| (59
[B), > H(A|B), — 8clog|A| — 2h(2¢)

(60)

mln(

(A

where h(e) = —eloge — (1 —¢)log(1 —¢).
The following lemma is from [33].

Lemma 24: For 1 > ¢ > 0, pAB € D(Hy ® Hp) and
pA/B' € D(Ha ® Hp), we have

H2(AX|BB ) sy > iy (AIB),

min min

max

+H. i (A'|B"),. (61)



APPENDIX B
PROOF OF THE LOWER BOUND IN (T8

We need the following one-shot decoupling lemma [34]].

Theorem 25 (One-shot decoupling): Fix ¢ > 0, and a
completely positive and trace-preserving map N A"=B with
Stinespring extension UA”_’B £ and a complementary channel
NA'=E Let $ABE be a pure state shared among Alice, Bob,
and a reference, and let QABE .— (1dA UA HBE) AA"
where 0 € D(H4 ®H ) is any pure state. Then there exists
an encoding partial isometry VA=A and a decoding map
DBB—=AB gych that

INAZEW (AR — QF @ ¢F||y <2061 + 6, (62)

and
[(D o MYV (6" BRWT) — pABR|; < 24/20/51 + 6, (63)
where
5 = 3x23[Hha o= HLun(a] | 9ge (64)
8y = 3x 2 3Hia@BetHLL (AR | oge  (65)

Proof:
Identify the state ¢ABR in Theorem 2 . 5| with the state
PRA0 @ @A1B1 where A = AgA;, B = By and R = R.
Identify the state QABE in Theorem [2 . W1th

QABE (ldA ®UA —>BEE1)(<'DAA’)- (66)
where U A2BE g Stinespring extension of the map A A= B
and 44" is some pure state.

VAOA1 —A"

Theorem |2 . 5| states that a partial isometry and

a decoding map DPB1B~>A0A1B1 exist such that
INAZEW (@ o 74V — 0F o 77|
<2401+ 02 (67)

and

[QAABIR _ gAR o gAiBr|| < 24/21/6, + 65 (68)

where N A'=E s the complementary channel induced by N,
the state QA041B1R i5 ojven by

QAABIR _ (1qR oD o N o V) (9408 @ §A4151),

and
61 = 3 x 28 Haa(AoA)ror —Hisn (Aol 4 94e (69)
5y = 3 x 2~ HHEn(AIB)a+HEy (AoAr Rlass] | 94c (70)

If

Hiox(AoAr)ror — Hyin(A)o < 2loge  (71)
Hi i (AlE)o + Hyin (Ao A1 R)egr > —2loge  (72)

then
6 < 2Te (73)
5 < 2T (74)

From (II) and the additivity of the max-entropy for tensor-
product states, we have

LHS. of (TT) < Hunax(Ao)s + Hmax(A - = How(A)o
10g |A0| + 10g ‘A1| Inm (A)Q (75)

Note that (7)) (and hence also (73)) is satisfied for the choice

R.H.S. of (73) < 2loge. (76)
This in turn yields
log |Ag| + log|A1| < HE; (A)q + 2loge. a7
Similarly, using Lemma 24 of Appendix A, we have
L.H.S. of (72)
> Hin(AlB)a + o5 (Aol R)a + HL (A1)
> —Hpoy (A|B)q — log |Ag| + log | A4 ]. (78)

Then setting
R.H.S. of > —2loge,

for which (72) (and hence also (74)) is satisfied, we obtain

log |Ao| —log |A:] < — A|B)q +2loge.  (79)

max(

We further have
F(QRA\O’ (I)RAU) >1

where ¢ = \/2y/27¢ + 27¢. This in turn implies that there

exists a pair (V, D) such that
F.(r% DoNo&)

where E(@40R) = V(4R @ 4151 and D = Tr 5 oD.
Finally, from (77) and (79) we infer that the quantum com-
munication gain log |Ap| and the entanglement cost log |A;],
as given below, respectively, are achievable:

1 o~
_ 5HQRAO _ (I)RAOHI >1— e

= F2(QRA gRA0) > 1 o/

1
IOg |A0| = 5 [Hriin(A)Q - max(A|B)Q] +2 IOgS (80)
1
log |A1| = 5 [Hyin (A)e + Hiax (A B)el 81
| ]
APPENDIX C

PROOF OF THEOREM [11]

We employ Lemmas [26] and 27] given below, in our proof.
Lemma [26] is obtained directly from Proposition 4.5 of [36].
Lemma [27] yields a relation between the average fidelity and
entanglement fidelity and was proved in [36]] (Proposition 4.4):

Lemma 26: For any fixed 0 < e < 1,if T : B(H) — B(H)

is a CPTP map such that
FE (T7 T) Z

1—e¢,

where 7 € B(H) denotes the completely mixed state, then
there exists a subspace H' C H whose dim H’ = (dim#)/2,
and a CPTP 7' : B(H') — B(#') such that

Foin(T') >1-2(1—F.(r,7T)) > 1 — 2,



with 77 being a restriction of the map 7 to the subspace H’
(see Proposition 4.5 of [36] for details).

Lemma 27: If m = dim™M and 7 : B(H) — B(H) is a
CPTP map, then

(m+1)F,W(T) -1

F.(r,T) =

where 7 € B(H) denotes the completely mixed state.
We now prove Theorem [TT]

Proof: The first inequality in (30) is proved as follows.
Let (£,D) be the optimal encoding and decoding pair that
achieves the entanglement-assisted entanglement transmission
capacity Eéi)g (N). We then have

F, (4, T)>1—¢,

where T := Do N o & (see for definitions of D and &).
Lemmaimplies that there exists a subspace H' C H 4, with
dimension dim H' = |Ap|/2 and a CPTP map 7' : B(H') —
B(H') (which is a restriction of the map 7 to the subspace
H') such that Fi,;n(7T’) > 1 — 2e. This implies that

QL. (V) > log|H/| = ELD.(N) — 1.

To prove the second inequality in (30), we resort to the
average fidelity Fy, (7)) defined in (6). The following relation

Fmin (T) S Fav (T)

is trivial from their definitions. Suppose now that (£,D) is
the optimal encoding and decoding pair that achieves the
entanglement-assisted quantum capacity Qé?a, (N). We then
have 7

Fmin(T) Z 1- gla

where T : Do N o€. Finally, Lemma 27| ensures that the same
encoding and decoding pair (£, D) will give

(m+1)F,W(T) -1

F (% T) =
m
(m+1)(1-¢)-1
- m
_ o m + 15’
m
> 1-2¢. (82)
Therefore, Eé;)ze, N) > Qigg, (N). u
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