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Information theory establishes the fundamental limits on data transmission, stor-
age, and processing [I]. Quantum information theory unites information theoretic
ideas with an accurate quantum-mechanical description of reality to give a more ac-
curate and complete theory with new and more powerful possibilities for information
processing. The goal of both classical and quantum information theory is to quantify
the optimal rates of interconversion of different resources. These rates are usually
characterized in terms of entropies. However, nonadditivity of many entropic formu-
las often makes finding answers to information theoretic questions intractable [2H9].
In a few auspicious cases, such as the classical capacity of a classical channel, the
capacity region of a multiple access channel and the entanglement assisted capacity
of a quantum channel, additivity allows a full characterization of optimal rates. Here
we present a new mathematical property of entropic formulas, uniform additivity,
that is both easily evaluated and rich enough to capture all known quantum additive
formulas. We give a complete characterization of uniformly additive functions using
the linear programming approach to entropy inequalities. In addition to all known
quantum formulas, we find a new and intriguing additive quantity: the completely
coherent information. We also uncover a remarkable coincidence—the classical and
quantum uniformly additive functions are identical; the tractable answers in classi-
cal and quantum information theory are formally equivalent. Our techniques pave
the way for a deeper understanding of the tractability of information theory, from
classical multi-user problems like broadcast channels to the evaluation of quantum

channel capacities.

Entropies tell us how much information is stored in a system. As a result, the answers to



information theoretic questions are usually found in terms of entropies evaluated on systems
arising in optimal protocols. For example, the communication capacity of a classical channel
N that maps random variable X to Y is given by the maximization C'(N') = maxx I(X;Y),
where the mutual information I(X;Y) = H(X) + H(Y) — H(XY) is a linear combination
of entropies [23]. Similarly, the cost of transmitting a quantum state p4 on system A is
its von Neumann entropy H(A) = —trpslogpa. A noisy quantum communication channel
N : A — B can be mathematically extended to a unitary interaction U : A — BFE of the
input with an independent and inaccessible environment. Such a channel can be applied to a
state ¢y 4 to create a state pypg. More generally, V may have many subsystems, and we may
use ¢y, ..v, 4 to create py,. v, pr. We can use such a state to generate an entropic formula:
faUy) = maxg, 4 fa(Un, dviv,a) with fo(Un, Ovivia) = Dicpon. vipm) @sH(ps),
where P(V]...V,,BE) ranges over all collections of subsystems from V;...V, BE, and H(ps)
is the entropy of collection s. We call the V;...V,, systems auxiliary variables. Most opera-
tionally relevant quantities in quantum information can be expressed as a regularization of
such a formula:

SN = Tim L f, (V). (1)

n—oo N,

where N®" is the n-fold parallel use of channel A/. The auxiliary variables in an entropic
formula are usually related operationally to the structure of optimal protocols; for example,
the optimal distribution X that maximizes C(N) = maxy I(X;Y) to give the classical
capacity defines a distribution of capacity-achieving error correcting codes.

The infinite-dimensional optimization of Eq., which is called a multi-letter formula,
is usually intractable. In some rare cases additivity allows a substantial simplification. An
entropic formula f,(Uy) is additive if fo(Uy @ Upp) = fo(Unx) + fa(Urq) for all channels
N and M. When f, is additive, we have f°(Uy) = fo(Uy), which is called a single-letter
formula. There are single-letter formulas for the classical capacity of a classical channel [10],
the entanglement-assisted capacity of a quantum channel [I1], and the quantum capacity of
a quantum channel with access to a special zero-capacity assistance channel[I2]. A single-
letter formula often leads to a tractable means of evaluating a quantity.

Many relevant entropic formulas are nonadditive, especially in the quantum setting[2]
3, 5, [7, 8]. Optimal performance is thus captured only by a multi-letter formula, which is

intractable to evaluate. As a result, many fundamental questions in quantum information
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FIG. 1: Using a quantum channel to generate a quantum state. A noisy quantum channel from
input A to output B can always be thought of as a unitary interaction of the input with some
inaccessible environment E. We can generate a quantum state from this interaction by creating

ov,..v, A and acting on A with Uy, leading to the state py, v,Bp =1 @ Un oy, v,al ® U/T\/'

theory remain open—the classical and quantum capacities of most channels are unknown,
and even deciding if a quantum channel has nonzero quantum capacity seems insurmountable

Entropy inequalities express relationships between entropies of different collections of
subsystems that are satisfied for all states. Subadditivity of entropy, for example, tells us
that H(A) + H(B) — H(AB) > 0, or equivalently I(A; B) > 0. Its generalization, strong
subadditivity[13], tells us that conditional mutual information is also positive: I(A; B|C) =
H(AC)+H(BC)—H(ABC)—H(C) > 0. The set of (2" —1)-dimensional entropy vectors v =
(H(Xy),..H(X,), ..., H(X;...X,,)) that can be realized by classical probability distributions
on X;...X,, form a cone, whose study in terms of linear programming was formalized in [14].
The larger cone of realizable quantum entropies was studied in [I5]. Entropy inequalitites
are the key to proving additivity when it exists.

If f,, is an additive formula with one auxiliary variable [24], for any pair of channels N';, M

and any state ¢y a,4,, there must be a pair of states Q;(/ 4, and ¢EV 4, such that

fo(Un @ Upt, v ) < falUn, g 4,) + FalUnt, Sy a,)- (2)

We call such a mapping ¢y, 4, = (¢ A1>¢2\7 4,) & decoupling. In principle, the appropriate



decoupling may depend in an arbitrary way on the channels A, M and the state ¢y 4,4,. In
practice, useful decouplings are invariably what we call standard decouplings, which have a
very simple form and are described in Fig. [2 Once we have fixed a decoupling and f,, we
can use entropy inequalities to determine if Eq. is satisfied. When f,, does satisfy Eq.
with (é, &) defined by a standard decoupling D, we say f, is uniformly subadditive with
respect to D. Since we also have f,(Uy @ Upy, é@é) = fo(Un, gg) + fo(Unm, (ﬁ), subadditivity
implies that

fa(UN®UM) :fa(UN)+fa(UM) (3)

and we call f, uniformly additive with respect to D. All known proofs of quantum additivity
proceed by choosing a standard decoupling and proving Eq. via entropy inequalities
[T, 12, [16).

We have found all entropic formulas f,, that are uniformly additive with respect to stan-
dard decouplings. We do this by enumerating all standard decouplings, and using the linear
programming formulation of entropy inequalities to determine which f, are uniformly subad-
ditive for each decoupling. Our approach captures all previously known examples of additive
formulas and more. This method opens a line of attack on a variety of questions, from classi-
cal multiuser information theory to finding new classes of channels with additive capacities,
and clarifies when and where to expect quantum synergies like superactivation [4].

Formulas with no auxiliary variables are particularly simple: f,(Un, ¢4a) = apH(B) +
apH(E) + appH(BE). Here we have only one standard decoupling to consider: ¢ 4,4, —

(da,,P4,). The conditions for uniform additivity in this case are

ap+apg >0 (4)
OéE—i-OéBEZO
OéB—l-CYE—i-CYBEZO

apg > 0.

These inequalities define a cone of as, which we refer to as a uniform additivity cone. Eq.

describes this cone in terms of its facets, but a cone can equally well be described in terms
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FIG. 2: Decoupling is the process of mapping one state that can be acted on by two channels
into two separate states, each of which can be acted on by a single channel use. It maps a state
OV, ..V, A, A, 1O two states, QEVl...VnAl and ‘ZBVL..\”/”AQ' Here A; and As are the input spaces to N
and M, so that Uy ® Upq can be applied to ¢v,. v, 4,4, to make py, v, B E B,E,, While Uy acts
on 523\71...\7”,41 to make py. g g and Upq acts on QSVL..VHAQ to make ﬁvl...VntEg' For a standard
decoupling, the states q;‘;l_._‘;n A and éf/l...f/n A, are constructed from ¢y, v, 4,4, as follows. To
obtain QEVLnVnAl’ we first apply Unrq to make ¢y, v, 4,B,5,- Given ¢v,. v, A,B,E,, We define f/, to
contain V;. By and Es are each either assigned to one of the V; (or perhaps traced out) to generate

&\71...\7”141' We define ¢ZV14..VHA2 similarly.

of extremal rays: letting

1,0,0) = H(B) (5)

0,-1,1)

H(B|E)

= (1
=(0,1,0) = H(E)
=
= (=

1,0,1) = H(E|B),

« satisfies Eq. exactly when a = ). \ja; with A; > 0.

Formulas with one auxiliary variable require us to consider multiple decouplings, cap-
turing the choice of V and V in the decoupling map D : Ova A, — (‘5\”/141745\7,42)- A
standard decoupling always has V = M,V with M, chosen from {9, By, E3, BoEs} and
V = M,V with M, chosen from {2, B1, E1, Bi1E1}. We can parametrize these by (a,b),
with a and b running from 0 to 3. We take advantage of two simplifications that can be
")

made without loss of generality. First, given f,, @ = (a?,a") with a” = (ap, ag, apg) and

oV = (ay,agy,apy, agpy), we can define fZ and f;/\, such that f, is uniformly additive
with respect to decoupling (a,b) if and only if f2, is uniformly additive with respect to the

decoupling ¢4, 4, — (¢a,,$a,) and fY, is uniformly additive with respect to (a,b). Second,
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FIG. 3: Quantum Entropy Cone for two systems. The entropies of a bipartite quantum state ppg
form a vector (H(B), H(E), H(BE)). The vectors of entropies that can be realized by a quantum
state lie in a cone. For two systems, the faces of this cone are implied by strong subadditivity.
This is also true for n = 3 systems, but for n > 4 we do not know whether the quantum entropy

cone lies strictly inside the cone implied by strong subadditivity.

these formulas have two useful symmetries that reduce the number of decouplings we must
consider: 1) for any additive formula, we get a similar additive formula by exchanging B and
FE and 2) ;/V with o¥ = (av, apy, apy, appy) is equivalent via purification of the quantum
state to fgv with @V = (appv, apyv, apy,ay). This leaves only 5 inequivalent decouplings
to be considered.

Figure |5| describes the functions fXV that are uniformly additive with respect to the 5
inequivalent decouplings. They are positive linear combinations[25] of the extreme rays
in the corresponding row of the table. The uniformly additive functions with respect to
decoupling (a,b) are the sum of any f2, satisfying Eq. and such an fY, found from
Figure [5]

We find many familar additive quantities in this way. For example, maximum output
entropy (maxy, H(B)) satisfies Eq. (). The quantity —H(B|V) was shown to be additive
in [16], and later refered to as reverse coherent information[I7]. Since H(B) satisfies Eq.

and —H (B|V) is uniformly additive with respect to multiple decouplings, so is their sum
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FIG. 4: Additivity cone. Fixing a decoupling gives an entropy inequality that implies additivity.
We check whether this inequality is satisfied by using known additivity inequalites, as expressed
by the quantum entropy cone described in Figure [3] We find a cone of coefficients defining the
entropy formulas that are uniformly additive with respect to the fixed decoupling. The cone above

is the additive cone for zero-auxiliary variable formulas.

H(B)— H(B|V) = I(B;V), whose maximization gives the entanglement assisted capacity.

One extreme ray of the (1,2) decoupling’s additive cone is particularly intriguing:
I°¢(N) = maxy, ,[H(VB) — H(VE)]. We call this quantity the completely coherent infor-
mation, since its relationship to the coherent information I°°"(N) = max[H(B) — H(FE)]
is similar to the relationship between completely positive and positive maps. The version of
this quantity evaluated on states was shown in [I8] to be a lower bound on the communica-
tion cost of exchanging the B and E systems, but it was not realized that it is additive. We
also show that I is also an upper bound for the jointly achievable quantum communication
rate from A to either B or E. We have not found a clear operational interpretation of this
quantity.

We now consider formulas with multiple auxiliary variables. For concreteness, suppose we
have some formula depending on two auxiliary variables V7 and V5. A standard decoupling is
a mapping from a state ¢y,y,4,4, to two states ¢~5\71\72 4, and QASVIVQ 4, that we get by choosing
to incorporate (or not) By and FEj into one of Vi and Vs (and similarly for By, E; in V; and
172) Since V; and Vj should be non-overlapping, it is necessary to impose some consistency

on the decouplings (aq,b;) and (ag, by). These also give rise to a third decoupling, which we



case|(a,b)| My | Mo equivalents Additive Cone Extreme Rays
ay +apy +agy >0 —H(E|BV)
ay + « >0 —H(E|V
1. (3.3)| BiE1| Bo s (0,0) Voo (EV)
ay +agy >0 —H(B’EV)
ay >0 —H(B|V)
apy <0
2. |(3,2)|B1E1| B2 | (1,3),(1,0),(0,1) +H(B|EV)
ay +apy >0
(270)7(072) _H(B|V)
H(E|BV)
agy <0
3. |(30)|BiE1| @ (0,3) —H(E|V)
apy <0
+H(BE|V)
agy =0
—H(B|V)
4. (1,1) Bl B2 (2,2) ay Z 0
H(E|BV)
apgpy 2 0
+[H(EV)— H(BV)]
aggy > 0
5. 1(1,2)] Bi | B (2,1) H(E|BV)
ay > 0
—H(E|V)

FIG. 5: Functions f;/‘/ that are uniformly subadditive with respect to the 5 inequivalent standard
decouplings. Fixing a decoupling D, a single-auxiliary variable f, is uniformly subadditive with
respect to D exactly when it can be written as a sum of ffg satisfying Eq and fXV that is a
positive linear combination of the extreme rays in the row corresponding to D. Multiple auxiliary

variables are all found similarly.

call (a*,b*), that tells us which systems get included in the joint systems ViVs and Vi Vs.
In this case it is possible to separate the variables much as we did in the single-variable
case. Indeed, any f, with a = (a?, a1, "2, o'1"2) [26] is uniformly additive with respect to
decoupling {(a1,b1), (as,bs)} exactly when f%;, O‘jé,l, X@Q, and f;/‘l/f/ég are uniformly additive
with respect to their respective decouplings. The same is true for more auxiliary variables.
For any number of auxiliary variables, all f, uniformly additive with respect to standard

decouplings can be constructed from Figure [5| and Eq. .

Surprisingly, carrying out the same analysis as above for classical states and channels



yields ezactly the same set of uniformly additive functions. This is in spite of the fact that
the classical and quantum entropy cones do not coincide. This coincidence of uniformly
additive functions may explain a well-known phenomenon: Formulas that solve classical
information theory problems often tend to have corresponding quantum formulas that solve
an appropriately coherified version of the problem [27]. In these cases, the classical and
quantum problems have a solution for the same reason: the existence of an appropriately
additive formula whose additivity proofs are formally equivalent. It would be very nice to
formalize this apparent correspondence.

We are currently exploring the application of our techniques to finding special classes of
channels that have additive capacities. We have identified a new criterion for the additivity
of coherent information: informational degradability. We say a channel is informationally
degradable if for any input state ¢y4 we have I(V;B) > I(V;E). This class includes
degradable channels. We suspect informational degradability is the only single-letter en-
tropic constraint on a channel that implies this additivity. We have also found a set of
entropic constraints that imply a state is of the c-q form, which should be useful for study-
ing classical and private capacities of quantum channels.

We have identified the limits of the techniques used in all known instances of quantum
additivity. There are some classical formulas that are additive but not uniformly additive
(e.g., minimum output entropy of a classical channel). Proving additivity in these cases
requires knowledge of the optimizing state (in the case of minimum output entropy of a
quantum channel, the optimal state is a pure state, which for classical channels is also a
product state.). One potential path to new quantum additive formulas beyond what we have
found is to better understand the optimizing state in an entropic formula. At this point we

know of no examples where this can be done, but they may well exist.

I. METHODS

We now argue that Eq captures all uniformly additive formulas with no auxiliary

variables. To begin, for a zero auxilliary variable f,, we define

Ag(@v Un ® UM7¢A1A2) = fa(U/\/a ¢A1) + fa(UM7¢A2) - fa<UN ® UM7¢A1A2) (6)
= CYB[(Bl; Bg) —+ OéEI<E1, Eg) + CYBEI(BlEl; BQEQ), (7)
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so that f, is uniformly additive with respect to the standard decoupling exactly when
VN, M, pa,4, we have A?(a, Uy @ Upg,a,4,) > 0. We make use of the alternate
characterization of Eq. in terms of extremal rays, Eq. . It is easy to verify that
the as associated with each of the extremal rays H(B), H(F), H(E|B), and H(B|E)
lead to positive A?s. For example, H(B) corresponds to (ap,ag,agg) = (1,0,0) and
A?(a, Uy @ Upq, paya,) = I(By; Be) > 0, while H(BJ|E) corresponds to (ap,ap, apr) =
(0,—1,1) and gives A? (o, Uy @ Up, pa,a,) = [(B1Ey; BoEy) — [(Ey; Ey), which is also pos-
itive for all pa,a,. H(E) and H(FE|B) follow mutatis mutandis. Eq. is thus a sufficient
condition for uniform additivity. To see that it is also a necessary condition, we find states

(in fact, classical distributions) p°, p!, p?, p* and channels A/, M such that

This shows that for any a that doesn’t satisfy Eq. there are states and channels such
that A?(a, Uy @ Upq,p) < 0. Thus, Eq. are both necessary and sufficient for uniform
additivity.

Uniform additivity with one auxiliary variable requires us to consider 5 inequivalent

decouplings. Fixing a decoupling (a, b) that maps ¢y 4,4, — (¢ Ay ngSV 4,) define

A (o, Uy @ Upt, $vaias) = JalUn, 6a,) + JalUnty 654,) = FalUn @ Unt, Gvaia,) (8)

so that f, is uniformly additive with respect to (a,b) exactly when for all Upr, Unq, Gy a,a,
we have Aqp) (o, Uy ® Ung, dva,a,) > 0. Finding the uniformly subadditive f, is greatly
simplified through the separation of variables: letting a = (2, ") with o = (ap, ag, apg)

and o¥ = (ay, apy, apy, appy) and defining

A@(ag’ UN ® UM7¢A1A2) = fag(UN>¢A1) + fag(U/\/bQSAz) - fa‘z(UN ® UMa ¢A1A2)
(9)

AV (Y Un @ Upts dvaras) = Fo.ovy(Uns @a,) + Fo.a) (Unts S a,) — .0 (Un @ Und, by aya,)
(10)
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we have

A (o, Uy @ Unmt, pva, a,) = A%(07, Un ®@ Unt, daya,) + AV (0 Uy @ Unt, dya,a,)-
(11)
Furthermore, A©@Y(a, Uy @ Uy, dyaa,) > 0 for all Uy, Ung, éya,a, exactly when
A?(a?, Uxy @Up, daya,) > 0 for all Uy, Unt, da,a, and AV (@Y Uy @ Upy, dyaya,) > 0
for all Upr, Upnq, and ¢y a, 4, We have already characterized when A? (o, Uy ®@Upq, Gy a,a,) =
0 in the previous paragraph, and we can determine the o such that AV:@Y (0" Uy ®
U, dva,4,) = 0 for all Uy, Upy, and ¢y 4, 4, in a similar way (either by direct computation

or linear programming).
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The entropy of a random variable X is H(X) = =) p,logp,

We focus on 1 auxiliary variable for simplicity. Multiple variables can be handled similarly.
i.e., linear combinations with positive coefficients

Here o? = (ap,apapg), ' = (ay,, apy,, apv,apey;), "2 = (o, aBy,, apv,apEy,) and
a2 = (avivy, OBV VG, OBV Vo OBEVI VS )-

Examples of this include 1) the correspondence between classical capacity of a classical channel
and the entanglement assisted capacity of a quantum channel, 2) the connection between
Slepian-Wolf and state merging, and 3) the correspondence between Csiszar-Korner solution
to the broadcast channel with confidential messages and the recent analysis of the quantum

one-time pad.
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Appendix A: Notation and Background

For any collection of systems X ... X,,, let P(X; ... X,) be the power set of this collection
P(Xy... X,) ={X" ... X [(uq, ... u,) € {0,117}, (A1)

We study channels Uy : A — BE and are interested in formulas f,(Uys) that are maximiza-
tions of linear combinations of entropies involving auxiliary variables V...V,

fa(UN> = max fa(UN7 ¢V1...VnA)7 (A2)

OVy...VnA

where the linear entropic quantity fo(Uxr, év,..v,4) is given by

falUnsvivoa) = Y asH (s, pvi vopr) (A3)

s€P(Vh...Vo,BE)

where py, v.gr = IQUn)dy, v,a(I® Uj\/) is the channel output state and H (s, pv, v, BE)

is the entropy of the reduced state corresponding to systems s.

Appendix B: General Considerations

We are interested in understanding when

fa(UN®UM> :fa<UN)+fa<UM)- (Bl)

In order to do this, we study mappings from a state ¢y, 1, 4,4, that can be acted on by
Uy ® Upm to two states: 95\71...%1417 which can be acted on by N and (ﬁVl..‘VnAz which can
be acted on by M. We call such a mapping, D : ¢, v, 4,4, — (éVl...VnApQg\”/l...VnAQ) a
decoupling.

There are two important types of decouplings that we consider: standard decouplings,
and consistent decouplings. Both types of decouplings construct ng/l...f/n 4, from relabling
the systems of I @ Updv, . v, 4,4,1 @ ij and construct QEVL..Vn 4, Dy relabling the systems
of I @ Undv, v,a,4,1 ® U):/. For a standard decoupling, we have f/, = MQ‘/;‘ and \A/Z = ]\levi
with Mg € P(ByE,) and Ml € P(B1E,). For a consistent decoupling, we require less:
V; € P(V1..VuBoEy) with V; NV, = @ and V; € P(V4...V,B1Ey) with V; NV, = @.

We say that f, (U, dvy..v,4) is uniformly subadditive with respect to decoupling D if for

all N1, Ny, and oy, v, 4,4, We have
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FalUni @ Ungy, bvi. v aras) < FalUnis @545 a,) + Fa(Unas D50 a,)- (B2)
The following quantity will be useful:

A(fou UN1 >UN27 ¢V1...VnA1A27 ¢\~/1,,,\~/nA17 Qbf/l,”f/nAQ)

N . (B3)
= foUn1,00n 5oa,) T falUnis @pr v a,) — fa(Uny @ Ungys Ovi v, 4,)-

Defined in this way, A is linear in f,, so if we have

Vv

A <f041> UNl’ U/\fzv ¢Vl-~-VnA1A27 qbf/l...f/nAl? ¢Vl...VnA2) 0

A <fa2> UNl’ U/\fzv ¢Vl-~-VnA1A27 qbf/l...f/nAl? ¢Vl...VnA2) 0

v

then for A\, Ay > 0 we also have

A <)\1fa1 + >\2fa27 UN17 UN27 ¢V1...VnA1A27 é\?lu,f/'nAN 95\71“.‘7”142> > 0. (B4)

For the standard or consistent decouplings, the A function defined in Eq. (B3)) depends
only on the decoupling D, the entropy formula f, and the state

PWi..VouBiE1B2Ey = (I ® UN1 & UN2)¢V1---VnA1A2 (] ® UJJ{I'l ® U/J{/g) (B5)

So we abbreviate it as AP («, pvi..vi, B, ByE,)- Lt 1S easy to see that any state pv; v, B, 5y By By
can be written the form of Eq. (B5), with appropriate Uy;, Un;, and ¢y, v, 4,4,- Thus
fa(Unr, @v;. v, 4) is uniformly subadditive with respect to the decoupling D if and only if

D
vle---VnBlE1B2E27 A (a, pV1---VnB1E132E2) > 0.

Appendix C: non-infinite functions that are uniformly subadditive

We will restrict our attention to entropic formulas f, that are not always infinite: there
is at least one Uy such that f,(Uy) < oco. This requirement leads to a particularly nice

structure on the a’s of a uniformly additive function.

Lemma C.1. Let fo(Upr, dv,. v, a) satisfy

fa(UN> = max fa(UN7 ¢V1...VnA) < o0

OVy...Vp A
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for some Uy and

. D
m;nA (a7pvl...VnBlE1B2E2) >0,

for a standard decoupling D. In words, f, is bounded and uniformly subadditive with respect
to the standard decoupling D. Then for all non-empty t € P(Vy...V,),
N ‘= Z Qg = 0.
s€P(BE)
Proof. For a channel N such that f,(Uy) < 0o, considering a state of the form P%’ﬁ..vn ®pa,

we have

JaUn. 05F v, @ pa)

:fa(UNa|O><O|V1 ®...0 |O><0|Vn ®pA)+k Z ntH(tvpVL..Vn)'
tEP(VL..Vn)

So we must have

Z ntH<ta PV1...Vn> S O; (C].)
teP(V1...Vy)

because otherwise, the quantity fa(UN7P§ﬁ,_Vn ® pa) would go to oo as k — oco. Now, in

order for f, to be uniformly subadditive with respect to the standard decoupling D, we need

D
A" (a, pviy. VBB BoEy) > 0

for all pv, v, B, B, ByE,- This implies
AP (@, pyi..v, ® [00000000|3, 5 5om) = D meH(tpwn,) 20, (C2)
teP(V1...Vy)

where we have used the fact that H(s,X)+ H(s,X) — H(sy5,X) = H(X) for this state and
any subset X of systems V;...V,. Eq. and Eq. together imply that

Z mH (¢, pvi..v,) =0 (C3)
teP(V1..Vy)
for all py,.v,. This implies that each n; = 0, by uniqueness results from the classical
literature (Theorem 1 of [14]). O
We let
F={a|3Uy, fulUy) < 400} (C4)

be the set of non-infinite entropy formulas .
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Appendix D: Quantum Entropy Inequalities

All known inequalities that constrain entropy allocations in multipartite quantum states

can be derived from strong subadditivity [13], given by
I(A; B|C) :== H(AC) + H(BC) — H(ABC) — H(C) > 0. (D1)

Here A, B, and C' are arbitrary systems. Pippenger distinguished an independent set
of basic inequalities on n systems from which all other known inequalities arise as pos-
itive linear combinations [I5]. These are (1) nonnegativity of entropy H(A) > 0, (2)
strong subadditivity as stated above, (3)weak monotonicity H(C|A) + H(C|B) > 0, (4)
subadditivity [(A;B) := H(A) + H(B) — H(AB) > 0 and (5) Araki-Lieb inequality
H(AB)+ H(A) — H(B) > 0.

Appendix E: No Auxiliary Variables

There is only one standard decoupling, ¢a, = tra,(da,a,) and o, = tra, (da,a,),
when there are no auxiliary variables. We now characterize the cone of uniformly addi-
tive linear entropic quantities. By the Minkowski-Weyl theorem, every polyhedron P has
a half-space or H-representation P = {x : Az < b} for some real matrix A and vector
b, and a vertex or V-representation P = conv(vy, v, ..., v,) + nonneg(ry, ra, ..., rs) where
V1,V2, ..., Un,T1,T2,...,Ts are real vectors, conv denotes the convex hull, and nonneg denotes
non-negative linear combinations.

Sufficient conditions: The quantity
falUpny0a) = MH(B) + \oH(E) + \sH(B|E) + \yH(E|B) (E1)

is uniformly subadditive for all \; > 0. To see this, note first that Eq. implies that
H(B1By) < H(By) + H(By) and H(BBy|E\Ey) < H(B4|E)) + H(Bs|E;). The other
terms H(E) and H(E|B) are handled similarly. We can then use Eq. to show f, is
uniformly subadditive for A; > 0. This characterization of the uniform additivity cone is
a V-representation where the quantities H(B), H(E), H(B|E), and H(E|B) are a set of

extreme rays and the cone contains the origin.
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Necessary conditions: First we express f, in a slightly different way

faUn, ¢4) = MH(B) + Ao H(E) + \3H (B|E) + \MH(E|B)
=M —M)H(B)+ (A2 — X3)H(E) + (A3 + \)H(BE),

so that we have
fa(Un,¢a) = apH(B) + agH(E) + appH(BE)

with agp = A\ — Ay, ag = Aa— A3, and agg = A3+ \4. The requirement that \; > 0 translates

to the conditions

aB—l—ozBEZO
ag +apg > 0
OéB—i-OéE—i-OéBEZO

OBE > 0. (EQ)

This characterization of the uniform additivity cone is an H-representation where each in-
equality corresponds to a face of the cone.

Now we show that these are necessary for uniform subadditivity. To see this, compute
A(fa,p) = apl(Bi; B2) + apl(E; Ep) + appl(BiEy; BoEs) (E3)

where p denotes a classical distribution on By By E) Fy corresponding to the channel output
state. We will show that Eq. are necessary by exhibiting distributions p that lead to
a negative value of A(f,,p) when any of the inequalities is violated.

First, suppose ap + agg < 0. Then, by choosing classical probability distribution p
such that £y = Fy = 0 and By = By = R;, with R; a uniform random bit, we find
A(fa,p) = ap+apr < 0. We can show ag+agg > 0 is necessary for uniform subadditivity
in a similar way. Now, supposing ag + ag + agg < 0, we let By = By, = E; = Fy = Ry
with R; a random uniform bit and find A(f,,p) = ap +ag + agg < 0. Finally, if agp < 0,
we can let By = Ry, By = Ry, F4y = Ry ® R3, E5s = Ry & R3 with R; independent random

uniform bits. In this case we find A(f,,p) = apr <0.
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case|(a,b)| My | M, |equivalents

1. |(3,3)|B1E1|ByEs|none

2. |(3,1)|BiE| By [(1,3), (3.2), (2.3)
3. [(3,0)|BiE1| @ [(03)

4. [(1,1)| By | By [(2,2)

5. (1.2)] B | By |(21)

6. |(1,0)] Bi | @ [(2,0), (0,1),(0,2)
7. 1(0,0)| @ & |none

TABLE I: The inequivalent standard decouplings for one auxiliary variable.
Appendix F: One Auxiliary Variable

For one auxiliary variable V', there are several choices of standard decouplings taking a
state ¢y 4,4, to states qgv 4, and qBV 4,- We define standard decouplings to have V =MV
and V = MIV where M 1 is a collection of output systems from A; and ]\ng is a collection of
output systems from N,. Associate integer labels to each collection according to 0,1,2,3 <+
@, B, E, BE. The standard decouplings are given by an ordered pair of integers (a, b) where
a gives M; and b gives M. Table [Il lists the inequivalent standard decouplings.

For one auxiliary variable,

A(a’b)(faa p) = apl(By; By) + agl(Ey; Ey) + appl (B Ey; BoEs)
+ay(H(V)+H(\V) - H(V))

+apy(H(BV) 4+ H(B,V) — H(B,B,V))

~ ~

+apy(HEWV) + H(E,V) — H(E,E,V))

+ appy(H(B1ELWV) + H(BQEQV) — H(B1ByE1E,V))

can be rewritten as

A(“’b)(a,p) _ A@(ag’p) + AV,(a,b)(aV’p) (Fl)
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where we have replaced f, by the simpler notation o and

A?(a?,p) = apl(By; Bs) + apl(Ey; By) + appl(BiEy; BoEs) (F2)
AV,(a,b) (OCV, 10) = Z (67874 H(MlMQV) + Z &SVESV' (F3)
s€P(BE) s€P(BE)

In these expressions p is the state at the channel outputs on which we evaluate the
entropic quantities. The (a,b) index labels the different decouplings we may choose,
a? = (ap,ap,apg), oV = (ay,apy,apy,appy), and a = (a?,a"). The first expression
A? is the same as Eq. in the zero auxiliary case. For each s, the term corresponding

to agy in the second expression has the entropic multiple
Ey, = H(s;MyV) + H(M;s,V) — H(sy55V) — H(M;M,V). (F4)

If s = @, then Eq. takes the value I(My; My|V). If s = BE, it takes the value
T(M¢; M§| My M, V') where superscript ¢ denotes the complement in {B;, E;}. The expression
is more complicated for other values of s. If s = B, it evaluates to expressions given in
Table [T, and if s = E it evaluates to expressions in Table [[TI]

We now show that the variables o and o' can be separated and then prove that Figure
5 in the main text characterizes the uniformly additive formulas obtained using standard

decouplings.

1. Separation of Variables

We would now like to show that the V-type terms and the @-type terms can be separated.
Let

I1” = {a” | Vp, A%(a”,p) 20} NF
V@b = LoV | vp, AV (Y, p) >0} N F (F5)
) = Lo | Vp, A%(a?,p) + AV (oY p) > 0} N F.

Lemma F.1 (separation of variables). Let I1?, ITV®®) and I1(4Y be as above. Then

@Y = {(a?,a") | o? € I? and o € TV (@)},
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Proof. Tt is clear that II(*?) > 1% 4 I1V(%¥)  since if A?(a?, p) > 0 and AV @) (", p) >0
then A (a, p) > 0. We would also like to show that any « € I1(4? can be decomposed
as a = (a?,a") with a? € TI? and o € IIV(@Y. To this end, let a = (a?,a) € @Y,
To begin with, Lemma tells us that ay + agy + agy + aggy = 0. This lets us rewrite

Eq. as

AV DY p)= Y awEw
s€P(BE)

with
ESV = H(SlMQV) + H(MISQV) — H(8182V) - H(MlMQV)
= H(s;My|V) + H(Myso|V) — H(s155|V) — H(M, M| V). (F6)
Now, suppose that o? ¢ IT1?. In that case, as shown in Section [E] there is a classical
probability distribution p; on By By Ej Ey such that A?(a?,p;) < 0. However, we can now
extend p; to V' by letting V' = (By, Bs, E1, F») be a perfectly correlated copy of By By E) Fs.

From Eq. we see that gy (p1) is a sum of entropies of subsets of By By Fy Ey conditioned
on V, so By (p1) = 0 and therefore AV(@%) (a, p;) = 0. But this means that

A(aapl) = Ag(azapl) + AV,(a,b) (avapl) = Ag(ag7pl> < 07

so we must have o ¢ I1(*%) after all.
Now, suppose a = (a?,a") € 11(*? but o ¢ V(@Y. This means that there is some

PByEyByE,v Such that AV(@9 (o p) < 0. We use this p to define a new state,

1 o .
OB1BaE1EQV! = d4Bd% § § (PZ@PJ®Pk®pl®[V)p(PzT®PjT®PII®PZT®IV)®|Z>]7k>l><27j7k7”V1:
i kil

where i,j =1...d%, k,l =1...d%, P, and P; label the Pauli matrices on B, P, and P, label
the Pauli matrices on E, and V' = V'V]. This state is constructed so that

A?(a?,0) =0

AV,(a,b) (CYV, 0,) _ AV,(a,b) (aV’ p)
As a result, we also find that
A (o, 0) = A?(a?,0) + AV (oY o) = AV (oY p) <0,

so that we have o ¢ I1(%%) in this case too. O]
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My 2 |expression

%) @ |I(By;Ba|V)

By g 10

Ey | @ |H(Bs|EAV) — H(Bs|B1V) = I(By; Bo|V) — I(E1; Bo|V)
BiE\| @ |—I(E1;B2|BiV)

1] By |0

By By |0

Eq By |0
BFEi| By |0

@ | By |H(B1|ERV) — H(B1|B2V) = I(By; Ba|V) — I(B1; E»|V)

By Ey |0

Ei | By |H(BIEV) + H(E\BsV) — H(B1BsV) — H(E,EV)
BIE\| E» |I(Ey;Es|B\V) — I(Ey; Bo|BiV)

@ |BoEo|—I(By; Eq|BaV)

By |BsE»|0

Ei | BoEs|I(Es; E1|BoV) — I(Es; Bi|BaV)
B1E1|BaEs | I(Ev; Es|BiBoV)

TABLE II: The entropic quantity Fgy in Eq. (F4]) evaluates to these expressions when s = B.

For each standard decoupling, we want to identify parameters o such that A@® >0 for

all states on systems B;BoFE1FE>V. We use Lemma [F.1, and our earlier characterization of

the a? satisfying A? > 0, to separate variables and focus solely on AY:(4%) Recall also that

ay + agy + agy + aggy = 0 for all standard decouplings. In what follows, let Ry, Ry, and

R3 denote independent uniform 0-1 random variables.

2. Case 1: (3,3) decoupling

Here we have ]\2/1 = BE; and MQ = ByFE,. We want to compute AV:3:3)
Zsep(BE) agy Esy. For s = @ and s = BE we have By = [(B1Ey; BoEq|V) and Eggy = 0.
Consulting Table [[If and , we find Epy = [(Fy; E2|B1B.V) and Egy = I(By; Bo|E1EsV)
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My Mg expression

%) @ |I(Ey; EqlV)

FEr g 10

By | @ |H(Es|B\V)— H(Es|EAV) = I(Ey; E2|V) — 1(By; E»|V)
E\By| @ |—I(By;EsELV)

1] Es |0

Eq Es |0

By Es |0
E1Bi| Ey |0

@ | By |H(E\B2V) — H(Er|EV) = I(En; Eo|V) — I(Ev; Bo|V)

Eq By |0

By | B, |H(E\B:V) + H(BIEsV) — H(E\E;V) — H(B,ByV)
EiBi| By |I(Bi; Bo|E1V) — I(By; Eo|E1V)

@ |EyBo|—I(Ey; Bo|EQV)

Ei |E2B>|0

Bi | EsBs|I(By; Bi|E2V) — I(Ba; E1|EaV)
E1B1|EsBs|(B1; Bo|ELEsV)

TABLE III: The entropic quantity Egy in Eq. (F4]) evaluates to these expressions when s = E.

so that

AVG3) = o, I(ByEy; ByEs|V) 4 apy I(Ey; Ey|BiBoV) + apyI(By; Bo|ELESV).

We now need necessary and sufficient conditions on o for AV:33) > 0.

Necessary conditions: The conditions

ay + agy +apy >0

(F7)

are necessary for positivity of A3 To see the necessity of Eq. (F8), choose By = Ry,
By = Ry, By = Ry ® Rs, F = Ry & Rz and V = 0. This give us a distribution with
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I(B1Ey; BoFEs|V) = 1, I(By; Bo|E1ESV) = 1, and I(Eq; Ee|B1B2V) = 1, and so we find
Eq. . Eq. can be seen by choosing By = Ry, Bo = R, ® Ry, E1 =0, Fs = Ry, and
V' = 0 which results in (B Ey; BoEs|V) = 1, I(By; Bo|E1EsV) = 1, and I(Ey; Ey|B1BsV) =
0. Eq. can be seen in a similar fashion. Finally, to see Eq. , let By = Ry, B, =0,
EFi=0,FE,=R;,and V = 0.

Sufficient conditions: We will now show that the necessary conditions for positiv-
ity of AV:33) are also sufficient. There are four cases to consider. Suppose first that
ay,agy,apy > 0. The positivity of conditional mutual information, and thus the rele-
vant F,y’s, makes AV:33) > 0 immediately. Suppose next that agy > 0 and agy < 0. In

this case, we have
AVG3) = ay (B Ey; BoEs|V) + apyI(Ey; Bo| BiBsV) + apyI(Bi; Bo| E1 V)
= (ay + agy)[(B1Ey; BoEo|V) 4+ apyl(Ey; Ee|BiBV) + |agy| [I(B1Ey; BoEs|V) — 1(By; Bo| L E
= (ay + agy)[(B1Ey; BoEs|V) + apyI(Ey; Es|BiBoV) + |agy| [I(Ey; Bo|EsV) + (B Ey; Bo|V))
where we have used
I[(By; Bo|E1E5V) = I[(ByEy; BoEs|V) — I[(Ey; Bo|EsV) — (B Ey; Bo|V)

and the positivity of conditional mutual information. The case agy < 0 and agy > 0
follows the same argument as the second case. Finally suppose that agy < 0 and agy, < 0.

In this case we have
AVB3) = o, (B Ey; ByEy|V) 4 apy I(Ey; By|BiByV) + apyI(By; Bo|ELE,V)
= (ay + agy + agy)I[(B1Ey; BoEs|V) + |apy| [I[(B1E1; BoEs|V) — 1(Ey; Es|BiByV))
+lapy| [1(B1Ey; ByEs|V) — I(By; Bo| E1EV))
= (o + apy + apy)[(B1Ey; ByEs|V) + |apy | [I(By; E2|BoV) + 1(ByEy; Es|V))]
+ |apy| [I(Ey; B|EaV) + I(B1Ey; Bo|V)] > 0.

3. Case 2: (3,1) decoupling

Here we have Ml = B;F; and Mg = By. For s = @ and s = BE we have Ey =
I(B1E1; Bo|V) and Epgy = 0, respectively, while for s = B and s = E, we find Egy = 0
and Egy = [(By; Bo|E\V) — I(By; Es|E1V) from Table [II} and [III} This gives us

AVGY — oy I(ByFy; By|V) + agy [I[(By; Bo|EyV) — I(By; Eo|ELV)]. (F12)
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Necessary conditions: We wish to show that in order to have AV:GD > 0 for all distribu-

tions, we need

agy <0 (F13)

ay + gy Z 0. <F14)

To see that Eq. (F13)) is true, choose By = Fy = Ry, and E; = By, =V = 0 to get AV:GD =
—agpy, so that agy < 0. To see that Eq. (F14) is necessary, choose Fy = Ey =V = 0 and

By = By = R;. Then AV:GY = o, 4+ oy which means we need oy + agy > 0.

Sufficient conditions: Let agy <0 and ay + agy > 0. Then

AVGY = o (B Ey; Bo|V) + agy [[(By; Bo|E\V) — I(By; By|E\ V)]
= (OéV — ‘aEVD[(BlEl; B2’V) + ‘OCEV‘ [I(BlEl, BQ‘V) — I(Bl, BQ‘E1V)] + ’aEV’[(Bl, EQ‘EHV)
= (OzV + (IEv)I<BlE1; B2|V) + |OéEv| [[(El, BQ|V)] + |O-/EV|](BIQ E2|E1V) Z 0.

4. Case 3: (3,0) decoupling

Here we have Ml = B1FE; and ]\2/2 = @ which leads to Fy = 0, Eggy = 0, Egy =
—I(FEy; Bo|B1V), and Egy = —I1(By; Es|E, V). Therefore,
AV — _apy I(Ey; Bo|BiV) — agyl(By; Ey| By V). (F15)
Necessary conditions: We will need to have

apy S O <F16)
To see Eq. (F16)), choose By = By = Ry and Ey = By =V =0 to get AV = —apy > 0.

Similarly, choosing By = E» = Ry and E; = By = V = 0 gives AV30 = —qpy > 0 and

Eq. .

Sufficient conditions: Eq.(F15|) is explicitly nonnegative when agy < 0 and agy < 0.

5. Case 4: (1,1) decoupling

Here we have M; = B; and M, = B,, which gives By = I(By;B,|V), Eppy =
I(El, E2|BlB2V), EBV = 0, and EEV = H(ElBQV)+H(B1E2V)—H(BlBQV) —H(ElEQV)
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Therefore

AV = oy I(By; Bo|V) + apy [H(E\ByV) + H(B1E,V) — H(B1B,V) — H(E,E,V)]

(F18)

+ appvI(Ey; Ey|B1BsV). (F19)
Necessary conditions: We need to have

agy =0 (F20)

ay >0 (F21)

appy > 0. <F22)

Choosing By = F, = Ry and F; = By =V = 0, we find —agy > 0 so that agy < 0.
Choosing Bl = Rl, BQ = RQ, E1 = E2 = R1 D RQ, and V = O, we find AV,(I,l) = QEgv Z 07
so that agy = 0, showing Eq.(F20). Thus, we have

AVOY = o I(By; By|V) + appy I(Ey; Fs|BiBoV),

from which we see Eq. (F21)) and Eq. (F22).

Sufficient conditions: The sufficiency of ay > 0, aggy > 0 and agy = 0 is immediate

from positivity of conditional mutual information.

6. Case 5: (1,2) decoupling
Here we have M; = By and M, = E,, which gives By = I(By; Ey|V), Egpy =
I(Ey; Bo|B1ESV), Egy =0, and Egy = 0. This leads to
AVED — oy [(By; Bo|V) 4 appyl(Ey; By| By E,V).
Necessary conditions: We need to have
ay >0 (F23)
apgy > 0. (F24)

Choosing By = E; =V =0, and E; = By = Ry, we get Eq.(F24). Letting By = By = Ey =
Ey = Ry and V = 0 we get Eq.(F23)).
Sufficient conditions:  Sufficiency is immediate from positivity of conditional mutual

information.
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Appendix G: Multiple Auxiliary Variables

We now consider the general case with multiple auxiliary variables Vi,...,V,. We will
prove that we can separate the variables, similar to the one-variable case. As a result, under
a standard decoupling, the cone of uniformly additive entropic formulas is decomposed into
a sum of smaller cones, each of which involves one specific subset of the auxiliary variables.
Furthermore, the characterizations of these smaller cones is identical with the ones for zero
and one auxiliary variable, which we have given in the previous sections. This will finish the
characterization of the additive cone under standard decouplings.

Let pvi. viBiEBE, = (I @ Uny @ Un ) v v, a04,(1 @ U/J{/l ® U):[Q) be a state generated
by the channels AV; and N;. We are considering entropic quantities evaluated on systems
Vi..V,B1E\ByEs. A standard decoupling is an assignment V; = NV, V= NiV;, where N}
is picked from P(B;FE;) and N is picked from P(ByE;). We require the decoupling to be
consistent: each of By and F, appears in at most one Nj and each of B; and F; appears
in at most one N7, such that the new auxiliary variables have no overlaps. A consistent
standard decoupling will be indexed by (ay,b1)...(an, by).

Let J C [n] :={1,2,...,n} be a set of indices and V; denote the collection of systems
Vi...V, indexed by J. Likewise let N{ and N; denote collections of systems {N{} and
{Ni} respectively. Note that V, = @, NY = @ and Ny = &. For a being the coefficient
vector of an entropy formula f,, we let "7 = (ay,, agy,, apy,, apgy,). In Lemma we
found that if f, is bounded and uniformly additive with respect to a standard decoupling,
then for all J it must hold that

ay, + apy, +agy, +aggy, = 0. (G1)

So in the following we assume Eq.(G1)). Thus, we can write

AV (@Y p) = N7 gy, (H(siNJ Vi) + H(NY 3| Vi) = H(s15]V) = H(NY N |V7)),
s€P(BE)
(G2)
A(al’bl)"'(a"’b”)(a, p) _ Z AVJ,(aJ,bJ)(aVJ,,0)7 (G3)
J

where (az,by) tells us which systems from { By, Ey, By, Es} go with V; and is induced from
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(ay,by)...(an, by). We can now define the cones

1V (as:bs) — {aVJ‘ Vp, AVJv(aJ:bJ)(OéVJ,p) > 0} NnF,
Tq(@b1)--(anbn) — {a| Vp, Alarb--(anbn) (g ) > O} nNF.

If V; = @, the characterization of I1V7(47:*7) has been given in Section . Note that in
this case ay = 0 and b; = 0 correspond to empty sets and they are meaningless. If V; # &,
we can regard V; as a single auxiliary variable and find the explicit description of ITV-(@7:02)
in Section . On the other hand, the cone I1(a1:b1)-(anbn) includes all the uniformly additive

quantities f,, under the decoupling (ay,b;)...(an, b,). Our main result in this section is the

following Theorem which gives a simple characterization of I1(21:01)(an:02) "in terms of

[1Vos(arbs)
Theorem G.1. Given «, we have
a € TJenb)-(anbn) (G4)
if and only iof
VJ C[n], a% eIV (@b (Gb)
The proof of Theorem uses the following two lemmas.

Lemma G.2. Let [17(@707) pe defined as above. Then, if "7 ¢ I1V7(@1:%9) there is a classical

probability distribution p on ByE\ByE,V; such that AV (@2 (aV7 p) < 0.
Proof. This is shown in Section [E] and Section [F] O

Lemma G.3. Fiz a probability distribution p on Vi ...V, B1E1BsEy and a consistent stan-
dard decoupling (a1, b1)...(an,by,). Let T C [n] be a fizved set and (ar,br) be the induced
standard decoupling associated with the set of variables V. Then we can construct a proba-

bility distribution p’ on V{ ... V! B{FE{ByFE) such that
A(al,b1)...(an,bn) (Oﬂ,p/) — AVT,(aT,bT) (OdVT,p). (G6)

Proof. If the systems By, Bs, Fy, E5 do not have the same size, we extend them such that
their sizes are the same. Denote d = |By| = | By| = |F1| = |E2|. We let k = |T|, the number
of indices in T', and let t;, i = 1, ..., k, be the ith element of T. For each f =0,...,3 and i =
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1,...,k, choose R{ to be an independent uniformly distributed variable on {0, 1,...,d—1}.
Let R =¥ | R/ (mod d). To define p/, we let
By = R" + B; (mod d) E} = R'+ E; (mod d) (G7)
Bl = R* + B, (mod d) E) = R* 4+ E, (mod d). (G8)
Fori=1,....k welet V! =V, R)RIR;R?, and for r ¢ T we choose V! = B1E1 By F,.
For any X € P(B1E;) and Y € P(ByE,), we let X’ and Y’ be the corresponding
collections of systems from B{FE| and BjE}, respectively (i.e., if X = B FEj, then X’ =
B, E}). Since VJ. includes V7, as well as all the R/ variables from which we know R°, R, R?

and R®, we have

H(X'Y'|V]) = H(XY|Vr).
This, combined with Eq. , gives
AVT7(aT»bT)(aVT’p/) _ AVTa(aTbe)<aVT’p). (G9)
Next, we show that
AV @b (oVo 'y =0, for all J #T. (G10)

For this, we consider two cases. If T C J, then By, E], B, E}, are all known given V7, because
V7 includes By By BoFE; ROR'R?*R3. As a result,
H(X'Y'|V}) = 0.

On the other hand, if T ¢ J, There must exist i, such that none of Ry, R}, R?  R? is included

in V. Thus given V7, the variables R’, R', R? R? are independent and uniformly distributed,
and so are By, B}, B}, El,. As a result,

H(X'Y'|V)) = H(X') + H(Y").

In both cases, using Eq. (G2) we obtain Eq. (G10|). At last, using Eq. (G3|) we easily see
that Eq. (G9) and Eq. (G10|) together lead to Eq. (G6]). ]

Proof of Theorem[G.1] Tt is obvious that Eq. (G5)) implies Eq. (G4). For the other direction,
we suppose that Eq. (G5)) is not true: there is a subset 7' C [n], such that o7 ¢ I1Vr:(er:b7),
Then by Lemma [G.2] there is a probability distribution p on By Ey By Es Vi, satisfying

AVT’(C"Tbe)(OéVT’p) < 0.
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Due to Lemma [G.3] this further implies that we have probability distribution p’ such that
A(al’bl)'"(a”’b”)(a,p/) < O,

which indicates that o ¢ I1(@1:b1)-(an.bn), ]

Appendix H: Non-standard Decouplings

The motivation of our consideration of standard decouplings comes from the experience
in proving additivity of certain well-known quantities. However, a general treatment should
consider all possible ways to generate the new auxiliary variables in the decoupling. In this
section, we investigate the usefulness of non-standard decouplings. Interestingly, we find
that all uniformly additive quantities f,(Ux) derived from consistent decouplings that are
non-standard (cf. definitions in Section , can be obtained by using standard decouplings.
This proves that standard decouplings are really typical.

Theorem H.1. Let the linear entropy formula fo(Un, v, v,a) be bounded and uni-
formly subadditive with respect to a non-standard, consistent decoupling. Then there is
I8(Unr, ovi. vina) defined on states with m < n auziliary variables, such that fa(Un, vy v,,a)

15 uniformly subadditive with respect to a standard decoupling and

max fo(Un, ¢vi. v,a) = max  fz(Un, v via)-

PVy...VnA PVi...Vim A

Theorem guarantees that there is no need to find out the uniformly subaddi-
tive entropy formulas f,(Uy, év,..v,4) under non-standard consistent decouplings. This
is because our interest is in searching for uniformly additive quantities f,(Uy) :=
maxy fo(Un, $vy..v,4), other than in the entropy formulas themselves. For this purpose,
Theorem shows that our consideration of standard decouplings suffices.

Before going to the proof, we specify some of the notations. Since the linear entropy
formula f,(Upr, dv,..v, 4) is defined with respect to the state py,. v, g = (IQUx)dv,. v, a(I®
UJT\/), we also denote f,(Unr, dvy..v,4) as

folovi.v,BE) == Z Z asH(st),. (H1)
teP(Vi...Vy)) s€P(BE)
When non-standard decouplings are considered, we may encounter the situation that some

of the auxiliary variables are empties. Let the state oy, v, pr have empty auxiliary variables,
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say, we suppose V,, = &. Then f,(ov,. v, ) is evaluated according to Eq. by letting
H(V,)s =0and H(MV,,), = H(M), for any M € P(Vy...V,_1BE). Such a state oy, v, g
with V,, = & is not artifical: we can identify it in a natural way with oy, v, ,5r ® [0)0]y,,
that is, empty variables are actually each in a pure state and are hence isolated from the
other ones.

Let D : pvy. v,BiBoE B2 — (PF,. 7812y PV ¥, Byr,) D€ the non-standard decoupling in
the assumption of Theorem [H.I] It is determined by a grouping and relabeling of the
systems Vi,...,V,, By, F5 to form Vi,...,V,, and another grouping and relabeling of the
systems Vi,...,V,, By, E; to form \71, e ,Vn. That is, V; € P(Vy...V,ByEy) and Vi €
P(Vi...V,B1E;), and as a consistence condition we require ‘72 N f/j = V; N V] = . We
further write V; and V; as the joint of the “V” part and the “BE” part: V; = V/Ni with
V/ e P(Vi...V,) and Ni € P(ByE,), Vi = V/Niwith V € P(Vy...V,) and N! € P(B,E;).
In this section, the notations V;, V;, V7,V Ni, Ni with i = 1,...,n are all reserved to denote

the fixed sets of variables given by the decoupling D, as described above.

Definition H.2. Given the sets T, ..., T, € [n| such that T; N T; = @ for 1 <i# j <n,

we define a relocation rule g of the variables Wy, ..., W, via
g(Wl, oo ,Wn) = (I/VT17 “o 7WTn)7
where Wy, is a collection of the systems W; such that j € T;.

According to Definition [H.2] we now define two relocation rules g; and go, which are

associated with the decoupling D and satisfy

a(Vi,..., Vo) = (V],..., V],

r'n

g Vi, ..., Vo) =V, ... V).

That is, ¢; is given by the sets T; := {j| 1 < j < n,V; € V/} withi =1,...,n, and g, is
given by the sets S; :={j| 1 <j <n,V; € V/} withi=1,...,n.

The following lemma will be very useful. Note that in Eqgs. and (H3), V; and V/ are
actually collections of the variables Vi, ..., V,, formulated by the relocation rules ¢g; and gs.
So in later applications of Lemma [H.3] we may also use ¢g; and go to specify the relations

between the auxiliary variables.
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Lemma H.3. Under the same assumption of Theorem[H.1) and using the notations described

above, we have for any state py,. v, BE,

falpvi.vuBE) < folpvi. viBE), (H2)

falpvi.vuBE) < folpyvr. viBE)- (H3)

Proof. At first, it has been shown in Lemma (Eq. (C1))) that fo(Un, évy..v,,4) being
bounded implies that

falpviov, ®100X00[5E) = > Y aH(t)p, ,, <0 (H4)

teP(V1...Vy) s€P(BE)
for any state py, .. Now since fo(Upr, ¢v;..v, a) is uniformly subadditive with respect to

the decoupling D, we have

A, pvi. VB BB B>) = faPvr vnmim) T faPon v omy) — falpviviBiBomiB,) 20 (H5)

for any state py, v, B, B,E B,- Considering a state of the form py, v, B, ® pB,E,, Wwe derive

from Eq. (H5)) that

Ala, pvi.viBiEy ® PBy5,) Zast (s11) + H(saf) — H(s1521))
_ Z cwi(H(sit') + H(J/#) + H(sg) + H(E) — H(ss) — H(s1t)

—Zo‘st (s1t') — H(s,t) +Zast (t/t) + H(D)

(H6)

where the sums are over all subsets s € P(BE) and t € P(V;...V,,), and the notation #/t'

indicates the collection of variables resulting from removing ' from ¢. Eq. gives
Za&tH(f/t') <0 and Za&tH(f) <0.
st st
Combining this with Eq. we conclude that for any state pv, v, g,
Z ozst (s1t) H(slt)) >0,

which proves Eq. (H2). Since Eq. (H3|) can be proved in the same way we have finished the
proof. n
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Now we are ready for the proof of Theorem [H.Il We will not construct an explicit

expression for fz(Un, ov4. v, 4). Instead, we prove the existence.

Proof of Theorem[H.1. We will use mathematical induction. Let us consider the following
two cases.

Case 1: V! # @ and V" # @ for all 1 < i < n. In this case, V/,...,V and V", ...,V
are respectively permutations of Vj,...,V,: there are permutations 7,7 € S, such that
Vi = Vi and V" = V() for all 1 < ¢ < n. Denote the order of 7 and 7 as a and b,

respectively. That is

@ =rt=1,

where [ is the identity of the symmetric group .S,,. Now define

(‘71([1_1), e Vn(a*l)) = gi“l (‘71’ e Vn> , (HT)
(VD) =g (Vi ). ()

Then
VN = Vg = Vi Ny 0 = Vaup Ny O = iy, (H9)

b

‘7,-("‘” = ‘Zu(z’) = Vi1 NY T = Voo Ni

b—1

O — N0, (H10)
To proceed, for any state py, v, B, B,E B, We have

falpvivuBiBamnBy) < folPp, vmE) + folOv v Bom,) (H11)

< falppa_gavpp) + falppen po-npm),
where the first inequality is by assumption, and for the second inequality we have applied
Lemma iteratively and used the notations defined in Eqgs. and . Eq.
shows that f,(pv;. v, pE) itself is uniformly subadditive with respect to a standard decoupling
given by Egs. and .

Case 2: at least one of V/ for i = 1,...,n or one of V" for ¢t = 1,...,n is @. Without
loss of generality, we suppose V; = @& for some values of 7, and further suppose that all the
empty variables are in the end. So there is k < n, such that V/...V] = V/... V/i@... o
(ie,, V! =@ fori = k+1,...,n). Note that it is possible that k£ = 0. Now Eq. of
Lemma [H.3 translates to

falpvi..v.BE) < fa (Pv{..Av,;BE ® |0)}0lv,, ® -+ ® 10)0lv;)- (H12)
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Define a linear entropy formula f.(pv,. v, pr) on states with k auxiliary variables, as

f(pviviBE) = fa (le...VkBE ® [0X0]y;,, ® -+ ® |O><0|Vn)~ (H13)
We now claim:

(A) It holds that

max fo(Un(dvi..v,4)) = max fo(Un(pwi.via))-

PVy...Vp A PV VA

In particular, this equality implies that f, (U N PV A) is also bounded.
(B) £ (Pvl...vk B E) is uniformly subadditive with respect to a consistent decoupling.

Claim (A) is easy to see. The “<” part follows from Eq. (H12), and the “>” part is obvious
by the definition Eq. (H13). To verify claim (B), for any state py, v, 5, 5,5 B, We have

Fr(pvi. VBB By) = (Pvi. Vi1 BaBy By © |0X0]vs,, @ -+ @ [0)0]y;,)
Sfa(pf/l...f/nBlEl) + fa(pvl...VntEg)
<faP;..57,2,®10)01g; ®...@[0)01g;) + fa(Pry. 073y, ®I0NOlgy, @- - @[0XO],)

:fV pr...V;éBlEl) + f7 (pvll"'VIcIB2E2)7

!
1

(H14)

where we have defined (V/,...,V/) := g1(Va,...,V,) and (V{,...,V!) := g1(V4,...,V,), and
since the second line, we have set Vip,y = --- =V, = . In Eq. , the first line is
by definition , the second line is by assumption that f, is uniformly subadditive with
respect to the decoupling D, the third line is by Lemma (in the form of Eq. (HI2)),
and the last line is again by definition . We can check that f/i’ € P(Vi...VkByEs) and

V/ e P(Vi...ViBiEy) for 1 <i < k, and also f/i’ﬂf/j’zﬁand V{ﬂ%’z@fori#]’. Thus

PV VB BB By = (PVr. 0By By PUL T B Es) (H15)

is a consistent decoupling and Eq. indeed verifies that f, (Pvl...vk BE) is uniformly
subadditive with respect to this decoupling.

At last, we argue that the above considerations of Case 1 and Case 2 suffice to conclude
the proof, by applying the method of mathematical induction, of which the basis here is

the fact that with zero auxiliary variable, the unique consistent decoupling pp,,p,r, —
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(pByE, s PB.E,) 18 standard. Note that the proofs for the two claims in Case 2 work as well

when & = 0 and in this case the decoupling (H15) reduces to the standard decoupling

PB1ByE By —7 (pBlE17IOB2E2)' U

Appendix I: Entropic Criterion for C-Q Structure of Quantum State

Lemma 1.1. For a quantum state pp,r,rsa, Suppose the conditional entropies satisfy
H(R;|R;) =0 and H(R;|R;Ry) =0 for alli,j, k € {1,2,3}. Then the reduced state pr,a is

classical-quantum, e.g., pr,a can be written as
pria =) polo)al™ @ pll, (I1)
with {|x)} a set of orthogonal states.

Proof. Since I(Ry; Ra|R3) = H(R1|Rs) — H(R1|R2R3) = 0, by the result of [19], we know

that the reduced state pg, r, is separable. Thus we can write

PRiRy = me M ow,

and without loss of generality we assume o,, # 0., and w,, # w,, for all 1 <z # 2o < M.

Let
M

PXRiRy = pr‘xxx‘x ® Ufl ® wglcb
z=1

be an extension of pg, r,, with {|z)} a set of orthogonal states. Then we have

0= H(Ry|Ry) > H(Ry|R. X pr 0z) > 0. (12)

On the one hand, Eq. implies that o, is pure for all values of . On the other hand,
from Eq. we have
H(Rl’RQ) - H(Rl‘RQX),

which implies that we can recover pxg,r, from pgr, g, by a CPTP map acting on system Rs
only [20, 2I]. This further implies that the set of states {w,}, are mutually orthogonal. In
similar ways, we can show that w, is pure for all values of z, and the set of states {o,},
are mutually orthogonal. These consequences all together give us that pr, g, has the follow

form:

M
PRiRy = pr|x)<x|®2,
r=1
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with {|z)} a set of orthogonal states. This obviously implies Eq. (1)), and we are done. [

Appendix J: Informationally Degradable Channels Have Additive Coherent

Information

We say that a quantum channel N : A — B is informationally degradable, if
I(V;B) > I(V; E)

for any state pypr = (I @ Un)pya(l ® UX/), where Uy : A — BE is the unitary interac-
tion associated with the channel. This class of channels is a generalization of degradable
channels [22], and we will show that they enjoy the same property of additivity for coherent

information.
Proposition J.1. Let quantum channels N, ..., N, be informationally degradable. Then
they have additive coherent information:

LN, ®...9N,) = i[c(/\/}). (J1)

FEspecially, Q(N) = I.(N) for any informationally degradable channel N .

Proof. It suffices to show subadditivity. At first, we notice that due to the informational
degradability, for any ¢ it holds that
H(BV) — H(EV) < H(B;) — H(E)),
where the entropies are evaluated on any state pyp,g, = Uy, ¢y 4, U/J{f Using this, we can
actually show uniform subadditivity,
I(pa,.n,, NM1®...QN,) =H(B,...B,) — H(E,...E,)
=H(B;...B,) — H(E\B;...B,)
+ H(E\Bsy...B,) — H(E1EyBs ... By)
+ ...
+H(E,...E,1B,)—H(FE,...E,)
< (H(By) — H(EY)) + (H(By) — H(Ey)) + ... + (H(B,) - H(E,))

= Z IC(¢Ai7M>'
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This implies Eq. . The single-letter formula for quantum capacity follows as a conse-

quence directly.

Remark: We do not know whether product of informationally degradable channels is still
informationally degradable. This is why we prove additivity for multiple uses of channels,
instead of proving this for any two channels. A interesting problem we leave for future
study is to find informationally degradable channels that are not degradable in the sense of

Ref. [22].

Appendix K: Completely coherent information and quantum sum rate

Given an isometry Uy : A — BE, we say that the rate pair (R;, Ry) is an achievable joint
quantum communication rate if for all € > 0 there is an ng such that for all n > ng there
are isometries Ug, : AjAy — A™F and decoders Up, : B" — A|Dy and Up, : E™ — ALD,
with log |A1| > nRy and log |As| > nRy, and A; = A} and Ay = A, such that

PViA1VaAs D1 DoF © = (UD1 ® UDQ)U,?}HUS(|(I)V1A1><(I)V1A1| ® |(I>V2A2><(I)V2A2|)U2(Uﬁn)T(U£1 ® UlT)z)

Re [Py ag X Priay| @ |Pvyay XPrpay| @ 0D, Dor XD Do F| =2 OV a2 4, D1 D F
(K1)
where
|As]
P K2
| V1A1> \/MTZ| V1| ( )
|Az]
|CI)V2A2> \/MTQ Z | V2| Az (K3>
p ~. o means ||p— o||; < e and |op,p,r) is some pure state on Dy Dy F.
We define the joint quantum capacity of an isometry Uy : A — BE to be
Qs (Uyx) = max { Ry + R2|(Ry, Rs) is acheivable} . (K4)

Now, if (R, Rs) is an achievable rate pair, for any ¢ we have encoders and decoders

satisfying Eq. (K1)). Thus, we have
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n(Ry + Ry) + H(D1)y, — H(D1F), <log|A}| +1log|AS| + H(Dy)y — H(D:\F),
= H (A}), + H(Va)o + H(D1)o — H(D1F),
= H (A\VaD1), — H(Ds),
= H (A\VaDy), — H(AyVaDs),
~ H(A\VaDy), — H(A;VaDy),
~ H(B"VA), — H(E"VA), (K5)

where

pnpviver = U Us (| Py, a, X Priay | @ [ Pry a, P, N UL UM (K6)
We also have

n(Ry + Ry) + H(D\F), — H(Dy), <log|A|| +log|AY| + H(D\F), — H(D1),
=H(A), + HV:2)o + H(D\F), — H(D1),
H (A|D\VoF), — H(DyF),
H (A1 Di\VoF),, — H(A3Vo Do F),
H(B"VoF), — H(E"V,F),,. (K7)
Now, let

1

- 1
pr B VoFT = SHB EVaF ® [0)(0]7 + SHBrEnV; ® [0)0]F ® |1)X1]7. (K8)

This is a state that can be made with n copies of Uyr. Taking the average of Eq. (K5|) and
Eq. (K7)), and letting W = VL F'T we find

AR+ Ro) S 5 (H(B"Va), = HUE™a), + H(B"VAF), — H(E™GF),)  (K9)
= H(B"W); — H(E"W); (K10)
< [C(UEM = nl(Uy). (K11)

This implies Q(Upr) < I(Uyy).
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