arXiv:quant-ph/0207069v2 9 Aug 2002

Data compression limit for an information source of interacting qubits

Nilanjana Datta and Yuri Suhov Statistical Laboratory DPMMS, Centre for Mathematical Sciences, University of Cambridge Cambridge CB3 OWB.

July 11, 2002

Abstract

A system of interacting qubits can be viewed as a non-i.i.d quantum information source. A possible model of such a source is provided by a quantum spin system, in which spin-1/2 particles located at sites of a lattice interact with each other. We establish the limit for the compression of information from such a source and show that asymptotically it is given by the von Neumann entropy rate. Our result can be viewed as a quantum analogue of Shannon’s noiseless coding theorem for a class of non - i.i.d. quantum information sources.

1 Introduction

In this paper we study the issue of compression of information from a particular class of quantum information sources, formed by systems of interacting qubits [see Section 2 for details]. Our aim is to quantify the minimal physical resources necessary to store the output from such a source or to transmit it through a noiseless channel. We shall use the words message, signal and output from a source interchangeably. The parameter that we minimise is the dimension of the Hilbert space to which a typical signal can be projected (i.e., “compressed”) with high fidelity. In addition, it is expected that the interaction between qubits in the systems under consideration yields highly-entangled states; this is a motivation for the present work, even though the issue of entanglement is not discussed here.

The analysis that follows shows that the data compression limit for output from such a source is given by the von Neumann entropy rate. This result can be viewed as a quantum analogue of Shannon’s noiseless coding theorem^{[21]} for our class of non-i.i.d quantum sources. It can be considered as an extension of Schumacher’s coding theorem^{[20]}.

Shannon’s noiseless coding theorem quantifies the extent to which one can compress the information being produced by a classical information source. A standard model of such a source is described by a sequence of random variables X_1, X_2, . . . , X_n whose values x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n represent the output of the source. For simplicity, consider random variables which take values from a finite alphabet of symbols or letters (extensions to infinite alphabets also hold). Let X := (X_1, X_2, . . . X_n) denote the sequence of random variables representing the source and x := (x_1, x_2, . . . x_n) the values that it takes. The source is described by a set of probabilities

p(x) := Prob (X = x).

An i.i.d classical source is one for which the random variables X_1, X_2 . . . X_n are independent and identically distributed. In this case

p(x) := p(x_1)p(x_2) . . . p(x_n),

where {p(x)} is the single symbol distribution.

The main ingredient of Shannon’s noiseless coding theorem is the Shannon entropy given by H(X) := − ∑ x p(x) log_2 p(x);

for an i.i.d. source this reduces to H(X) = nH(X), where H(X) := − ∑ x p(x) log_2 p(x).

In classical information theory one encodes the signal from a source into a string of binary digits (or bits). For purposes of storage and transmission, the aim is to encode the messages with sequences that are as short as possible.

An information source (classical or quantum) has redundancy, in the sense that certain outputs occur more frequently than the rest. This fact can be used to compress the source output: data compression is achieved by assigning shorter descriptions to the most frequent outputs of the source. The compression of data from a classical information source works as follows^{[4, 12]}: A compression map, C^n, of rate R takes a sequence x = (x_1, . . . , x_n) of length n to a binary string of length [nR] (the symbol [·] denoting the integer part). A decompression map, D^n, takes a binary string of length [nR] to a string of symbols of length n. The compression scheme is said to be reliable if with probability approaching one, as n → ∞, D^n (C^n(x)) = x.

Shannon’s noiseless coding theorem indicates how well such a compression scheme works. More precisely, it asserts that for a large class of sources (i.e., stationary and ergodic), the mean length of encoded bit sequences is asymptotically given by the Shannon entropy, H(X). More precisely, the data compression limit, which is the limiting number of bits per symbol, is given by the Shannon entropy rate: h := lim_{n→∞} 1 n H(X_1 . . . X_n). An attempt to represent the source using fewer bits than this would result in a high probability of error when the information is decompressed. Hence a compression scheme of rate R is reliable only if R > h.

A quantum information source is defined in this paper by a set of distinguishable quantummechanical states |ψ_j ⟩, i.e., orthonormal vectors from a given Hilbert space, and a set of corresponding probabilities {κ_j }. We interpret the |ψ_j⟩’s as signals of the source and the κ_j ’s as the probabilities with which the signals are produced. Such a definition arises naturally from the density matrix formalism where a quantum-mechanical system is described by a convex linear combination of pure states: ρ = ∑ j κ_j|ψ_j ⟩⟨ψ_j|. Here the |ψ_j⟩’s are identified as the orthonormal eigenvectors of ρ. The eigenvalue of ρ corresponding to |ψ_j ⟩ is κ_j , and we have

κ_j ≥ 0 and ∑ j κ_j = 1.^1

More precisely, we deal with a sequence of 2^n × 2^n density matrices ρ_n, n → ∞, and relate asymptotic properties of their eigenvalues κ^{(n)}_j to the von Neumann entropy rate. The von

1More generally, one can consider a decomposition of ρ in terms of non-orthogonal states: ρ = ∑ i p_i|ϕ_i⟩⟨ϕ_i|, where p_i ≥ 0, ∑ i p_i = 1. Such a decomposition is non-unique. Moreover, it is known that non-orthogonal states cannot be reliably distinguished. Hence, in the sequel, we focus on orthogonal decompositions. An exception is Theorem 2, which gives the limiting fidelity of the data compression scheme for general non-orthogonal decompositions .

Neumann entropy of a density matrix ρ_n is given by

S(ρ_n) = −tr ρ_n log_2 ρ_n = − ∑ j κ^{(n)}_j log_2 κ^{(n)}_j , (1)

and the von Neumann entropy rate by h = lim_{n→∞} 1 n S(ρ_n). A useful example is an i.i.d. case where ρ_n acts on a tensor product Hilbert space H_n = K^{⊗n} and is given by ρ_n = π^{⊗n}. Here K is a fixed Hilbert space (representing an “elementary” quantum subsystem) and π is a density matrix acting on K: π = ∑ i q_i|ϕ_i⟩⟨ϕ_i|. The eigenvectors |ψ^{(n)}_j ⟩ of ρ_n are tensor products |ψ^{(n)}_j ⟩ = |ϕ_{j1} ⟩ ⊗ |ϕ_{j2} ⟩ . . . ⊗ |ϕ_{jn} ⟩. and its eigenvalues κ^{(n)}_j are given by

κ^{(n)}_j = q_{j1} . . . q_{jn} .

This provides a convenient identification of label j as a “classical string” (j_1, . . . , j_n) which will be emphasized by the notation j below. The von Neumann entropy is in this case S(π^{⊗n}) = nS(π). In the case where dim K = 2, the space H_n represents a system of n qubits. In analogy with classical data compression, it is desirable to represent typical outputs, |ψ^{(n)}_j ⟩, by vectors from a lower dimensional Hilbert space, thereby reducing the number of qubits needed for the source description.

In his seminal paper^{[20]}, Schumacher proved that the number of qubits necessary to represent, reliably, the signal from an i.i.d quantum information source is asymptotically given by the von Neumann entropy. More precisely, there exists a reliable compression scheme of rate R only when R > S(π) (under a suitable definition of fidelity). Schumacher’s approach was developed further in^{[8, 1]}. Extensions of Schumacher’s theorem to some classes of quantum sources with memory have been established by Petz et al (see^{[14, 15]} and references therein).

As was said before, in this paper we consider data compression for a class of quantum information sources which are modelled by a system of interacting quantum spins. This is an example of a quantum system with a strong coupling between the spins and with the environment and it does not fall into the classes of sources considered in the literature before.

Besides, we consider properties of eigenvalues κ^{(n)}_j which hold asymptotically with probability one; this is a refinement of results obtained in^{[14, 15]}. From the probabilistic point of view, our result is an analogue of the Shannon-McMillan-Breiman theorem (which is a version of the Law of large numbers), see^{[4]}.

Even though we consider so–called quantum spin systems as models of a quantum source in this paper, our results also hold for sources modelled by quantum lattice gases, where the statistics (Bose or Fermi) of the particles is taken into account.

Models of quantum information sources, based on large systems of interacting spins or particles, are being used increasingly in experiments with entanglement^{[9, 19]}, as well as in theoretical research^{[10, 13]}. As mentioned before, our main result can be viewed as an extension of Schumacher’s coding theorem to this class of sources. Section 2 contains a mathematical description of the class of systems under consideration. In Section 3 we prove that the data compression limit for such a class is given by the von Neumann entropy rate [see (11)]. The proof of the main theorem, which yields the data compression limit, is given in Section 4.

2 Quantum spin systems

We consider a quantum-mechanical system on a d-dimensional lattice Z^d, with a spin-1/2 particle attached to each site of the lattice. The particle can be either in an up-spin state (denoted by | ↑⟩ ) or a down-spin state (denoted by | ↓⟩ ). Hence, to each lattice site x ∈ Z^d is associated a Hilbert space K_x which is isomorphic to K = C^2, the single-qubit Hilbert space. For any finite subset X ⊂ Z^d, the corresponding Hilbert space is given by

H_X = ⊗_{x∈X} K_x = (C^2)^{⊗|X|}.

Here, and below, |B| stands for the number of elements in a finite set B. Furthermore, we denote by A_X the algebra of 2^{|X|} × 2^{|X|} matrices acting in H_X – the local observable algebra. To each site x of the lattice, we associate a variable j_x ∈ {1, −1} such that j_x = 1(−1) when the spin at x is ↑ (↓). A configuration ω_Λ in a finite volume Λ ⊂ Z^d is an assignment {j_x, x ∈ Λ} of j_x to each x ∈ Λ; the set of configurations {ω_Λ} provides labels for a quasiclassical basis {|ω_Λ⟩} in H_Λ = (C^2)^{⊗|Λ|}.

The physics of the system is described by an interaction, Φ = {Φ_X }, which is a map taking finite subsets X ⊂ Z^d to (self-adjoint) operators Φ_X from A_X ; see^{[6]}. We study quantum systems that are small perturbations of classical ones. That is, we consider interactions of the form Φ = Φ_0 + Q, with Φ_X = Φ_{0X} + Q_X , (2)

where, for all X, Φ_{0X} is diagonal in the quasiclassical basis {|ω_Λ⟩} and Q_X is small in norm (see below). We will write Φ_0 = {Φ_{0X} } and Q = {Q_X }.

The corresponding Hamiltonian H_Λ = ∑ X⊂Λ Φ_X of a system confined to a finite volume Λ ⊂ Z^d is written as a sum H_Λ = H_{0Λ} + V_Λ, (3) where H_{0Λ} := ∑ X⊂Λ Φ_{0X} , V_Λ := ∑ X⊂Λ Q_X . We make the following assumptions:

(i) We consider translation-invariant interactions (for details, see^{[5]}) i.e., Φ_{X+a} ≃ Φ_X , for all finite X ⊂ Z^d and a ∈ Z^d. The range of the interaction is defined as the supremum of the diameters of sets X from {X ⊂ Z^d : X ∋ 0 and Φ_X ≠ 0}. We use the ℓ^∞-diameter

diam M := max_{x,y∈M} max_{1≤i≤d} |x_i − y_i| , (4)

and consider Φ to be of a finite range, i.e., with R < ∞.

(ii) The classical part Φ_{0X} of Φ_X can be considered as a real-valued function on the set of configurations ω_X in X ( i.e., an assignment {j_x, x ∈ X}). It is convenient to think of Φ_{0X} as a function of the infinite-volume configuration w ≡ {j_x, x ∈ Z^d}, which depends on its restriction w_X only. Similarly, H_{0Λ} is a real-valued function of ω depending on ω_Λ only. We call an infinite-volume configuration ω ≡ {j_x, x ∈ Z^d} periodic if j_x = j_{x+a}(i) , i = 1, . . . , d, for all x ∈ Z^d and a given collection of periods a^{(i)} = n^{(i)} e^{(i)} where e^{(i)} = (0, . . . , 1, . . . , 0) ∈ Z^d (entry 1 at position i) and n^{(i)} is a given integer. A periodic ω is called a ground state configuration for Φ_0 if lim inf Λ↗Z^d 1 |Λ| [H_{0Λ}(ω^′) − H_{0Λ}(ω)] ≥ 0^2,

for any infinite-volume configuration ω^′.

We assume that Φ_0 has a finite number of periodic classical ground states, σ^{(1)}, . . . , σ^{(m)}, and satisfies the so-called Peierls condition^{[7]}. The latter is a condition for stability of the ground states relative to “local” perturbations. (See^{[5, 2]} and references therein for details.) (iii) The term V_Λ is a quantum perturbation (i.e., [H_{0Λ}, V_Λ] ≠ 0), with ||Q_X || ≤ cλ^{s(X)} for some constant c and some 0 < λ < 1. Here s(X) denotes the number of sites in the smallest connected subset of the lattice containing X. We consider λ as the perturbation parameter.

Assumptions (i) - (iii) constitute the framework of the so-called quantum Pirogov-Sinai theory [2, 5, 16, 17, 18].

We fix a boundary condition outside volume Λ, i.e., assume that the configuration on Λ^c := Z^d \ Λ coincides with a fixed reference configuration σ, which is one of the periodic ground states σ^{(1)}, . . . , σ^{(m)} of H_{0Λ}.

Since the interaction is of a finite range, the spins in Λ interact only with those spins in Λ^c that are in the envelopping volume Λ^∂ :

Λ^∂ = {i ∈ Λ^c : dist(i, j) ≤ R for some j ∈ Λ}.

2 Here and below, the symbol Λ ↗ Z^d is used for the thermodynamical limit, taken along a sequence of growing finite volumes Λ_1 ⊂ Λ_2 ⊂ . . . ⊂ Z^d of “nice” shape (e.g., hypercubes Λ_n = [−n, n]^d ∩ Z^d), with ∪_nΛ_n = Z^d.

Let P^σ_Λ be the orthogonal projection onto the subspace H^σ_Λ ⊂ H_{Λ∪Λ}∂ of dimension 2^{|Λ|}, spanned by states for which the configuration on Λ^∂ is fixed to σ. Then the Hamiltonian governing the spin system in Λ under the boundary condition σ is given by

H^σ_Λ = P^σ_Λ H_{Λ∪Λ}∂ P^σ_Λ ≡ ∑ X: X∩Λ≠∅ P^σ_Λ Φ_X P^σ_Λ .

The spin system with Hamiltonian H^σ_Λ can be viewed as a system of interacting spins entangled with its environment. It is considered at a finite but low temperature. Due to the interaction between spins, the density matrix cannot be written as a tensor product of the density matrices of the individual spins and hence the quantum information source is non-i.i.d. The density matrix is written in the standard Gibbsian form:

ρ^{σ,Λ} = e^{−βHσΛ} Ξ^{σ,Λ} , (5)

where β > 0 is the inverse temperature. The denominator on the RHS of (5) is the partition function:

Ξ^{σ,Λ} = tr_Hσ_Λ e^{−βHσΛ} .

The expectation of an observable A ∈ A_{Λ∪Λ}′ in the Gibbs state ρ^{σ,Λ} is given by

⟨A⟩^σ_Λ ≡ tr_Hσ_Λ ρ^{σ,Λ} A = 1 Ξ^{σ,Λ} tr_Hσ_Λ A exp (−βH^σ_Λ) . (6)

Here and below, the trace is taken in the space H^σ_Λ; for notational simplicity, the subscript H^σ_Λ will often be omitted. For A := exp(iτH_Λ), where τ ∈ IR, (6) yields the characteristic function for the eigenvalues of the Hamiltonian H^σ_Λ:

φ^{σ,Λ}(τ) := ⟨e^{iτ HσΛ} ⟩^σ_Λ. (7)

The eigenvalues κ^{σ,Λ}_j of ρ^{σ,Λ} can be written as

κ^{σ,Λ}_j = 1 Ξ^{σ,Λ} ⟨ψ^{σ,Λ}_j |e^{−βHσΛ} |ψ^{σ,Λ}_j ⟩ = 1 Ξ^{σ,Λ} exp ( −β⟨ψ^{σ,Λ}_j |H^σ_Λ|ψ^{σ,Λ}_j ⟩ ) , (8)

where |ψ^{σ,Λ}_1 ⟩, . . . , |ψ^{σ,Λ}_{2|Λ|} ⟩ are the orthonormal eigenvectors of ρ^{σ,Λ} (sometimes denoted by ψ^{σ,Λ}_1 , . . . , ψ^{σ,Λ}_{2|Λ|} ). The eigenvalues κ^{σ,Λ}_j satisfy ∑ j κ^{σ,Λ}_j = 1. (9)

The von Neumann entropy of ρ^{σ,Λ} is given by

S(ρ^{σ,Λ}) = −trρ^{σ,Λ} log_2 ρ^{σ,Λ} = − ∑ j κ^{σ,Λ}_j log_2 κ^{σ,Λ}_j . (10)

The von Neumann entropy rate in this case is defined as

h = lim_{Λ↗Zd} S(ρ^{σ,Λ}) |Λ| = c_0 lim_{Λ↗Zd} tr ρ^{σ,Λ} ( β H^σ_Λ |Λ| + 1 |Λ| log_e Ξ^{σ,Λ} )

= βc_0 (g^{(σ)} − f) (11) where c_0 = log_2 e and f and g^{(σ)} are standard thermodynamical functions (the free energy and the infinite volume energy per lattice site):

f = lim_{Λ↗Zd} −1 β|Λ| log_e Ξ^{σ,Λ}; (12)

g^{(σ)} = lim_{Λ↗Zd}⟨

H^σ_Λ |Λ| ⟩^σ_Λ. (13)

We see that the von Neumann entropy rate h is well-defined if the above limits, (12) and (13), exist. The following theorem, proved in^{[5]}, states that these limits do exist for the class of quantum spin systems under consideration.

Proposition 1 Under the above assumptions, for β large and λ small enough, the limits (12) and (13) exist.

Remark: In this paper we deal with a sequence of density matrices ρ^{σ,Λ}, Λ ↗ Z^d, not generated by a single state of a quasi-local algebra (see e.g.^{[3]}). This puts us in a context different from that considered e.g. in^{[11]}. Hence we need Proposition 1 to guarantee the existence of the von Neumann entropy rate.

In view of (9), the eigenvalues κ^{σ,Λ}_j , 1 ≤ j ≤ 2^{|Λ|}, can be interpreted as the probabilities of the system being in the states |ψ^{σ,Λ}_j ⟩. Let P^{σ,Λ} be the corresponding probability distribution and consider a random variable K^{σ,Λ} which takes a value κ^{σ,Λ}_j with probability κ^{σ,Λ}_j :

K^{σ,Λ}(ψ^{σ,Λ}_j ) = κ^{σ,Λ}_j ; P^{σ,Λ}(K^{σ,Λ} = κ^{σ,Λ}_j ) = κ^{σ,Λ}_j .

The data compression limit is related to asymptotical properties of random variables K^{σ,Λ} as Λ ↗ Z^d.

3 Data Compression Limit

The main result of the paper is the following theorem.

Theorem 1 Under the above assumptions, for β large and λ small enough, for all δ > 0

lim_{Λ↗Zd} P^{σ,Λ} ( | −1 |Λ| log_2 K^{σ,Λ} − h| ≤ δ ) = lim_{Λ↗Zd} ∑ j κ^{σ,Λ}_j 1 ( | −1 |Λ| log_2 κ^{σ,Λ}_j − h| ≤ δ ) = 1, (14)

where 1(·) denotes an indicator function.

Note that IE^{σ,Λ}_P ( − 1 |Λ| log_2 K^{σ,Λ} ) = ∑ j κ^{σ,Λ}_j ( − 1 |Λ| log_2 κ^{σ,Λ}_j ) = S(ρ^{σ,Λ}) |Λ| , (15)

where IE^{σ,Λ}_P (·) denotes the expectation value with respect to the probability distribution P^{σ,Λ}. Hence, lim_{Λ↗Zd} IE^{σ,Λ}_P = h, and Theorem 1 gives a Law of large numbers for random variables (− log_2 K^{σ,Λ}).

The proof of Theorem 1 is given in Section 4. Here we discuss some of its consequences. The statement of the theorem can be alternatively expressed as follows: ∀ δ > 0 lim_{Λ↗Zd} P^{σ,Λ} ( 2^{−|Λ|(h+δ)} ≤ K^{σ,Λ} ≤ 2^{−|Λ|(h−δ)} ) = 1. (16)

In other words, ∀ ϵ > 0 and for Λ large enough, the eigenvalues κ^{σ,Λ}_j of ρ^{σ,Λ} satisfy 2^{−|Λ|(h+δ)} ≤ κ^{σ,Λ}_j ≤ 2^{−|Λ|(h−δ)} (17) with probability ≥ (1 − ϵ). That is, the eigenstates |ψ^{σ,Λ}_j ⟩ that correspond to eigenvalues κ^{σ,Λ}_j satisfying (17) are those which occur most frequently. We refer to them as typical states (or more precisely, δ-typical states). Let M^{σ,Λ}_δ be the subspace spanned by such states: M^{σ,Λ}_δ := span {|ψ^{σ,Λ}_j ⟩ : (17) holds} (18) and |M^{σ,Λ}_δ | denote the dimension of this subspace. The following lemma establishes the growth rate of |M^{σ,Λ}_δ |.

Lemma 1 For all δ > 0 lim_{Λ↗Zd} 1 |Λ| log_2 |M^{σ,Λ}_δ | = h. (19)

Proof : We follow a standard information-theoretical argument (see e.g.^{[12]}). From (16) it follows that the probability of a state being δ-typical is at least (1 − ϵ) in the limit Λ ↗ Z^d:

lim inf (δ)∑ j κ^{σ,Λ}_j ≥ 1 − ϵ. (20)

where the sum^{(δ)} ∑ j is over those j’s for which κ^{σ,Λ}_j satisfies (17), i.e., |ψ^{σ,Λ}_j ⟩ ∈ M^{σ,Λ}_δ . From (20) (and the definition (18) of the set M^{σ,Λ}_δ ) we deduce that ∀ ϵ > 0, 1 − ϵ ≤ (δ)∑ j κ^{σ,Λ}_j ≤ 2^{−|Λ|(h−δ)} |M^{σ,Λ}_δ |. (21)

Also, from (9) and (18) we have 2^{−|Λ|(h+δ)} |M^{σ,Λ}_δ | ≤ (δ)∑ j κ^{σ,Λ}_j ≤ 1. (22)

From (21) and (22) it follows that 2^{|Λ|(h−δ)} ≤ |M^{σ,Λ}_δ | ≤ 2^{|Λ|(h+δ)}. Since this holds for all ϵ > 0, we conclude that

lim sup 1 |Λ| log_2 |M^{σ,Λ}_δ | ≤ h + δ, lim inf 1 |Λ| log_2 |M^{σ,Λ}_δ | ≥ h − δ. (23)

Moreover, since δ is arbitrary,

lim sup 1 |Λ| log_2 |M^{σ,Λ}_δ | = lim inf 1 |Λ| log_2 |M^{σ,Λ}_δ |.

Hence lim_{Λ↗Z}d^1_{|Λ|} log_2 |M^{σ,Λ}_δ | exists and is given by (19).

Lemma 2 Consider a quantum information source described by the density matrix ρ^{σ,Λ}: ρ^{σ,Λ} ≡ e^{−βHσΛ} Ξ^{σ,Λ} = ∑ j κ^{σ,Λ}_j |ψ^{σ,Λ}_j ⟩⟨ψ^{σ,Λ}_j |. Let h be the von Neumann entropy rate [see (11)]. If R > h then there exists a reliable compression scheme of rate R.

Proof : Since there are at most 2^{|Λ|h} δ-typical states (see Lemma 1), one requires at most [|Λ|h] qubits to uniquely identify a δ-typical state. The data can be compressed as follows:

Map each δ-typical state |ψ^{σ,Λ}_j ⟩ to a quasiclassical state |x⟩ = |x_1⟩ ⊗ |x_2⟩ ⊗ . . . ⊗ |x_{[|Λ|h]}⟩, where x is a binary string of length [|Λ|h]: x = (x_1, x_2, . . . , x_{[|Λ|h]}) ∈ {0, 1}^{[|Λ|h]}. Clearly, this can be done in a one-to-one fashion, enabling us to recover any δ-typical state.

In other words, the information contained in |Λ| interacting qubits is compressed into [|Λ|h] non-interacting qubits, which can be later decompressed unambiguously. In the limit Λ ↗ Z^d this scheme succeeds with probability one. Hence, the data compression limit, for the class of non-i.i.d. quantum information sources considered in this paper, is given by the von Neumann entropy rate h.

The following lemma shows that a compression scheme of rate R < h is not reliable.

Lemma 3 Let S_Λ be any set of eigenstates {|ψ^{σ,Λ}_j ⟩} of ρ^{σ,Λ} such that

|S_Λ| = 2^{[|Λ|R]},

where R < h is fixed. Then for any ϵ > 0 and sufficiently large Λ ∑ j∈S_Λ κ^{σ,Λ}_j ≤ ϵ. (24) Proof : The LHS of (24) gives the probability that an eigenstate of ρ^{σ,Λ} belongs to the set S_Λ. We can write it as a sum of the probability that a state belonging to S_Λ is δ-typical and that it is atypical: ∑ j∈S_Λ κ^{σ,Λ}_j = (δ)∑ j∈S_Λ κ^{σ,Λ}_j + (δ)∑ j∈S_Λ

′ κ^{σ,Λ}_j ; (25)

here the second sum on the RHS of (25) is over the atypical states in S_Λ. Choose δ > 0 such that R < h − δ and 0 < δ < ϵ/2. In the limit Λ ↗ Z^d, the probability of atypical states is negligible. By (17) the total probability of atypical states can be made < ϵ. There are atmost 2^{[|Λ|R]} δ-typical states in the set S_Λ, each with an eigenvalue ≤ 2^{−|Λ|(h−δ)}. Hence, the first term on RHS of (25) is bounded by 2^{−|Λ|(h−δ)} 2^{[|Λ|R]} ≤ 2^{−|Λ|ϵ/2}, which goes to zero in the limit Λ ↗ Z^d.

We conclude this section with a theorem giving giving the data compression limit and the limiting fidelity of the compression scheme for general (not necessarily orthogonal) decompositions of ρ^{σ,Λ}.

Consider any representation of the density matrix ρ^{σ,Λ}:

ρ^{σ,Λ} = ∑ i p^{σ,Λ}_i |ϕ^{σ,Λ}_i ⟩⟨ϕ^{σ,Λ}_i |, where |ϕ^{σ,Λ}_i ⟩ ∈ H^σ_Λ are arbitrary vectors of unit norm (not necessarily orthogonal or even linearly independent), and p^{σ,Λ}_i ≥ 0, ∑ i p^{σ,Λ}_i = 1. To apply the above data compression scheme consider an orthogonal projection Π : H^σ_Λ → C, where C is a subspace of H^σ_Λ such that the vectors |Πϕ^{σ,Λ}_i ⟩ are either collinear or orthogonal for different i (some of them may be 0).

If such a projection exists then, necessarily, the vectors spanning C are eigenvectors of ρ^{σ,Λ} and each non-zero vector |Πϕ^{σ,Λ}_i ⟩ is collinear to one of these eigenvectors. If we take C to be the subspace M^{σ,Λ}_δ , spanned by the δ–typical states |ψ^{σ,Λ}_j ⟩ of ρ^{σ,Λ}, then to each non-zero vector |Πϕ^{σ,Λ}_i ⟩ we can assign a quasiclassical state |x⟩ associated with the eigenvector |ψ^{σ,Λ}_j ⟩ collinear to |Πϕ^{σ,Λ}_i ⟩. Here x is a binary string of length ≤ [log_2 (dim C)]+1. In this case, the compression scheme can be represented by the two maps given below: E : |ϕ^{σ,Λ}_i ⟩ → |ψ^{σ,Λ}_j ⟩ where |ψ^{σ,Λ}_j ⟩ ∈ M^{σ,Λ}_δ ; (26) C : |ψ^{σ,Λ}_j ⟩ → |x^{(j)}⟩ where x^{(j)} ∈ {0, 1}^r; r ≤ [log_2 (dim C)] + 1. (27)

We use the symbols E and C for the maps (26) and (27) to denote encoding and compression. Note that map C is one–to–one. Hence, the quasiclassical state |x^{(j)}⟩ can be decompressed unambiguously to yield the δ–typical state |ψ^{σ,Λ}_j ⟩. However, map E is not necessarily one–to– one. Consequently, the original vector |ϕ^{σ,Λ}_i ⟩ cannot be recovered with certainty from the state |ψ^{σ,Λ}_j ⟩. Hence, we consider the following prescription for decoding the state |ψ^{σ,Λ}_j ⟩ (denoted by the map D): D : |ψ^{σ,Λ}_j ⟩ → |ϕ^{σ,Λ}_k ⟩, where |ϕ^{σ,Λ}_k ⟩ satisfies the relation: ⟨ϕ^{σ,Λ}_k |ψ^{σ,Λ}_j ⟩ = max_i ⟨ϕ^{σ,Λ}_i |ψ^{σ,Λ}_j ⟩. The fidelity of such a coding–decoding scheme can be defined as: F_Λ := ∑ i p^{σ,Λ}_i ⟨ϕ^{σ,Λ}_i |Π|ϕ^{σ,Λ}_i ⟩. (28) The fidelity takes values between 0 and 1 and equals to unity only when all the states |Πϕ^{σ,Λ}_i ⟩ are correctly decoded. In the following theorem we show that F_Λ tends to unity as Λ ↗ Z^d.

Theorem 2 (i) Choose C to be the space of δ-typical states of ρ^{σ,Λ}: C = M^{σ,Λ}_δ := span {|ψ^{σ,Λ}_j ⟩ : 2^{−|Λ|(h−δ)} ≥ κ^{σ,Λ}_j ≥ 2^{−|Λ|(h+δ)}}, where the |ψ^{σ,Λ}_i ⟩’s are orthonormal eigenstates of ρ^{σ,Λ} and κ^{σ,Λ}_j are their corresponding eigenvalues. Let Π be the orthoprojection H^σ_Λ → C. The fidelity F_Λ of the map Π, given by (28), approaches one: lim_{Λ↗Zd} F_Λ := lim_{Λ↗Zd} ∑ i p^{σ,Λ}_i ⟨ϕ^{σ,Λ}_i |Π|ϕ^{σ,Λ}_i ⟩ = 1. (ii) If, for some subspace D ⊆ H^σ_Λ, the orthoprojection Π̃: H^σ_Λ → D has fidelity tending to one then lim_{Λ↗Zd} inf 1 |Λ| log_2 (dim D) ≥ h,

where h is the von Neumann entropy rate. Proof : To verify (i), write: ∑ i p^{σ,Λ}_i ⟨ϕ^{σ,Λ}_i |Π|ϕ^{σ,Λ}_i ⟩ = ∑ i p^{σ,Λ}_i ⟨ϕ^{σ,Λ}_i | ∑ j |ψ^{σ,Λ}_j ⟩⟨ψ^{σ,Λ}_j | 1(ψ^{σ,Λ}_j ∈ C)|ϕ^{σ,Λ}_i ⟩ = ∑ j ⟨ψ^{σ,Λ}_j | ∑ i p^{σ,Λ}_i |ϕ^{σ,Λ}_i ⟩⟨ϕ^{σ,Λ}_i |1(ψ^{σ,Λ}_j ∈ C)|ψ^{σ,Λ}_j ⟩ = ∑ j ⟨ψ^{σ,Λ}_j |ρ^{σ,Λ}|ψ^{σ,Λ}_j ⟩1(ψ^{σ,Λ}_j ∈ C) = ∑ j κ^{σ,Λ}_j 1(| −1 |Λ| log κ^{σ,Λ}_j − h| ≤ δ) → 1, (29) by Theorem 1. Property (ii) is checked in a similar fashion.

Remark. The argument in the proof of Theorem 2 does not depend on the nature of the density matrix ρ^{σ,Λ}_Λ or space H^σ_Λ. In a somewhat different context, a statement similar to Theorem 2 was established in [14] (see also the references therein).

4 Proof of Theorem 1

In view of (8), eq. (14) is equivalent to

lim_{Λ↗Zd} ∑ j κ^{σ,Λ}_j 1 ( |c_0 β⟨ψ^{σ,Λ}_j | H^σ_Λ |Λ| |ψ^{σ,Λ}_j ⟩ + ( c_0 |Λ| log_2 Ξ^{σ,Λ} − h ) | ≤ δ ) = 1.

This fact, together with Proposition 1 and eq. (11) reduces the assertion of Theorem 1 to the following fact: ∀ δ > 0

lim_{Λ↗Zd} ∑ j κ^{σ,Λ}_j 1 ( | 1 |Λ| ⟨ψ^{σ,Λ}_j |H^σ_Λ|ψ^{σ,Λ}_j ⟩ − g^{(σ)}| ≥ c_0 δ β ) = 0, (30)

where g^{(σ)} is defined through (13).

Eq. (30) is a Law of large numbers for the random variables ⟨ψ^{σ,Λ}_j |H^σ_Λ|ψ^{σ,Λ}_j ⟩ (with respect to probability distributions P^{σ,Λ}). In terms of characteristic functions, (30) is equivalent to the following lemma:

Lemma 4 For β large enough and λ small enough, for any t ∈ IR the following limit exists:

lim_{Λ↗Zd} φ^{(Λ)}(t/|Λ|) = e^{itg(σ)} (31)

where φ(·) is defined through (7) and g^{(σ)} by (13).

Proof :

From (6) and (7) we have that φ^{σ,Λ}(t/|Λ|) = ⟨e^{itHσΛ /|Λ|}⟩^σ_Λ = tr ( e^{itHσΛ /|Λ|} e^{−βHσΛ} ) Ξ^{σ,Λ} (32)

Henceforth, we shall suppress the superscript σ from the notation H^σ_Λ and Ξ^{σ,Λ}.

Expanding e^{itHΛ/|Λ|} on the RHS of (32) we obtain

φ^{(Λ)}(t/|Λ|) = ∞∑ n=0 1 n! ( it |Λ| )_n tr (H_n Λe^{−βHΛ} ) Ξ^Λ

=: 1 + ∞∑ n=1 T_n (33)

Let us first estimate the term T_1.

T_1 = it |Λ| tr_Hσ_Λ ( H_Λe^{−βHΛ} ) /Ξ^Λ

= it |Λ| ∑ X: X∩Λ≠∅ tr_Hσ_Λ ( Φ_X e^{−βHΛ} ) /Ξ^Λ

= it |Λ| ∑ j∈Λ ∑ X∋j X∩Λ≠∅ 1 |X| tr(Φ_X e^{−βHΛ} )/Ξ^Λ

= it |Λ| ∑ j∈Λ tr ( Θ^Λ_j e^{−βHΛ} ) /Ξ^Λ = it |Λ| ∑ j∈Λ ⟨Θ^Λ_j ⟩^σ_Λ (34)

where Θ^Λ_j := ∑ X∋j X∩Λ≠∅ 1 |X| Φ_X . (35) Now ⟨Φ_X ⟩^σ_Λ := (tr Φ_X e^{−βHΛ} )/Ξ^Λ, and |⟨Φ_X ⟩^σ_Λ| ≤ ||Φ_X ||, (36) where || · || denotes the Hilbert-Schmidt norm of the interaction Φ_X . Let

c_0 := max_{X:} X∩Λ≠∅ ||Φ_X ||. (37) Due to the finite range of the interaction, we have that #{X ∋ j|Φ_X ≠ 0, j ∈ Z^d} = ( 2^{2R} )_d , for any site j ∈ Z^d. Hence,

|⟨Θ^Λ_j ⟩^σ_Λ| ≤ ∑ X∋j X⊂Zd 1 |X| |⟨Φ_X ⟩^σ_Λ| ≤ c_0 ( 2^{2R} )_d < ∞. (38)

It is known that for β large enough and λ small enough, the following limit exists

⟨Φ_X ⟩^σ := lim_{Λ↗Zd}⟨Φ_X ⟩^σ_Λ (39)

and defines the infinite volume Gibbs state^{[5, 2]}.

Moreover, ⟨Θ_0⟩^σ_Zd := ∑ X∋0 X⊂Zd 1 |X| ⟨Φ_X ⟩^σ ≡ ∑ X∋j X⊂Zd 1 |X| ⟨Φ_X ⟩^σ ∀ j ∈ Z^d. (40)

The last equality follows from the translational invariance of the interactions.

Further, by using methods of^{[5]} it can be shown that for β large and λ small enough, the following bound holds:

|⟨Φ_X ⟩^σ_Λ − ⟨Φ_X ⟩^σ| ≤ ||Φ_X || c(s(X)) Γ (dist(X, ∂Λ)) ; (41) here ∂Λ denotes the boundary of the volume Λ, s(X) is the number of sites in the smallest connected set of sites containing X, and the function Γ(r), r > 0, obeys |Γ(r)| ≤ exp(−c_1r), (42) where c_1 > 0 is a constant depending on β and λ. Note that Γ does not depend on Λ.

Using our assumptions on Φ, one can prove the following Cesaro convergence:

lim_{Λ↗Zd} T_1 ≡ lim_{Λ↗Zd} it |Λ| ∑ j∈Λ ⟨Θ^Λ_j ⟩^σ_Λ = it⟨Θ_0⟩^σ_Zd . (43)

To prove (43) consider Λ to be a finite hypercubic volume [−n, n]^d ∩ Z^d and define a subvolume ^Λ as follows:

^Λ := {i ∈ Λ | dist(i, j) ≥ log_e l(Λ) ∀ j ∈ ∂Λ}. (44) Here l(Λ) = 2n + 1 is the linear size of the volume Λ. In the limit Λ ↗ Z^d, we have:

(a)^|^^{Λ|}_{|Λ|} −→ 1 (b)^{|Λ\}^^{Λ|}_{|Λ|} ≡^{|Λ|−|}^^{Λ|}_{|Λ|} −→ 0 (c)^{|∂}^^{Λ|}_{|Λ|} −→ 0 (d) dist( ^Λ, ∂Λ) −→ ∞. (45)

We can write

T_1 = it |Λ| ∑ j∈Λ ⟨Θ^Λ_j ⟩^σ_Λ

= it |Λ| ∑ j∈^_Λ ⟨Θ^Λ_j ⟩^σ_Λ + it |Λ| ∑ j∈Λ\^Λ ⟨Θ^Λ_j ⟩^σ_Λ . (46)

Now lim_{Λ↗Zd} | it |Λ| ∑ j∈Λ\^Λ ⟨Θ^Λ_j ⟩^σ_Λ| ≤ lim_{Λ↗Zd} |t| |Λ \ ^Λ| |Λ| sup j∈Λ\^Λ |⟨Θ^Λ_j ⟩^σ_Λ|. (47)

Hence, from (38) and (45b)

RHS of (47) ≤ lim_{Λ↗Zd} c_0|t| ( 2^{2R} )_d |Λ \ ^Λ| |Λ| = 0. (48)

Consequently, in the infinite volume limit, the second term on the RHS of (46) goes to zero, thus allowing us to concentrate on the first term alone: lim_{Λ↗Zd} T_1 = lim_{Λ↗Zd} it |Λ| ∑ j∈^_Λ ⟨Θ^Λ_j ⟩^σ_Λ

= lim_{Λ↗Zd} it |Λ| ∑ j∈^_Λ [ ⟨Θ^Λ_j ⟩^σ_Λ − ⟨Θ_0⟩^σ_Zd ] + it| ^Λ| |Λ| ⟨Θ_0⟩^σ_Zd = it⟨Θ_0⟩^σ + A, (49) where A := lim_{Λ↗Zd} it |Λ| ∑ j∈^_Λ [ ⟨Θ^Λ_j ⟩^σ_Λ − ⟨Θ_0⟩^σ_Zd ] . The last line of (49) follows from (45a). We shall prove that A = 0. Write

A = lim_{Λ↗Zd} it |Λ| ∑ j∈^_Λ ∑ X∋j X⊂Λ∪Λ∂ 1 |X| (⟨Φ_X ⟩^σ_Λ − ⟨Φ_X ⟩^σ) − it |Λ| ∑ j∈^_Λ ∑ X∋j X⊄Λ∪Λ∂ 1 |X| ⟨Φ_X ⟩^σ := A_1 + A_2. (50) Recall that the interaction governing the system is of a finite range R. Define: ^Λ^{(R)}_j := {i ∈ Λ|dist(i, j) ≤ R}, j ∈ ^Λ. Then we have |A_1| ≤ lim_{Λ↗Zd} |t| |Λ| ∑ j∈^_Λ ∑ X⊂^_Λ^{(R)}_j 1 |X| |⟨Φ_X ⟩^σ_Λ − ⟨Φ_X ⟩^σ| . (51) Using (41) we obtain |A_1| ≤ lim_{Λ↗Zd} |t| |Λ| ∑ j∈^_Λ ∑ X⊂^_Λ^{(R)}_j 1 |X| ||Φ_X || c(s(X)) Γ(dist(X, ∂Λ)).

Set:

c_2 := sup X⊂^_Λ^{(R)}_j c(s(X)). We have that #{X|X ⊂ ^Λ^{(R)}_j } = ( 2^{2R} )_d , and for X ⊂ ^Λ^{(R)}_j , Γ(dist(X, ∂Λ)) ≤ Γ(dist( ^Λ, ∂Λ) − R).

Hence, |A_1| ≤ lim_{Λ↗Zd} |t| | ^Λ| |Λ| c_0 c_2 ( 2^{2R} )_d Γ(dist( ^Λ, ∂Λ) − R) = 0. (52)

by (45d) and (42).

The second term on the RHS of (50) is bounded as follows:

|A_2| ≤ lim_{Λ↗Zd} |t| |Λ| ∑ j∈^_Λ ∑ X∋j X⊄Λ∪Λ∂ 1 |X| |⟨Φ_X ⟩^σ|

≤ lim_{Λ↗Zd} |t| |Λ| ∑ j∈^_Λ ∑ X∋j X⊄^Λ 1 |X| |⟨Φ_X ⟩^σ|, (53)

since ^Λ ⊂ Λ. Now #{X|X ∋ j, X ⊄ ^Λ, j ∈ ^Λ, Φ_X ≠ 0} = ( 2^{2R} )_d and #{j ∈ ^Λ| ∃ X ∋ j, such that X ⊄ ^Λ, Φ_X ≠ 0} = |Int^{(R)}( ^Λ)|, where Int^{(R)}( ^Λ) := {i ∈ ^Λ|dist(i, ∂ ^Λ) < R} is the R-interior of the volume ^Λ. We have

|A_2| ≤ lim_{Λ↗Zd} |t| |Λ| ( 2^{2R} )_d c_0 |Int^{(R)}( ^Λ)|.

However, |Int^{(R)}( ^Λ)| ≤ R |∂ ^Λ|. Hence, |A_2| ≤ lim_{Λ↗Zd} |t| |∂ ^Λ| |Λ| R c_0 ( 2^{2R} )_d = 0, (54)

by (45c). From (49), (50), (52) and (54) we readily get (43).

This argument admits a generalisation for the n^{th} term in the expansion on the RHS of (33). We have:

T_n := 1 n! ( it |Λ| )_n tr ( H^n_Λe^{−βHΛ} ) /Ξ^Λ = 1 n! ( it |Λ| )_n ∑ X1,...,Xn⊂ Xi∩Λ≠∅ tr ( Φ_{X1} . . . Φ_{Xn} e^{−βHΛ} ) /Ξ^Λ

= 1 n! ( it |Λ| )_n ∑ j_1...j_n∈Λ ∑ X1∋j1 X1∩Λ≠∅ · · · ∑ Xn∋jn Xn∩Λ≠∅ 1 |X_1| . . . 1 |X_n| ⟨Φ_{X1} . . . Φ_{Xn} ⟩^σ_Λ

= 1 n! ( it |Λ| )_n ∑ j_1...j_n∈Λ ⟨Θ^Λ_{j1} . . . Θ^Λ_{jn} ⟩^σ_Λ. (55)

We prove below that for each n ≥ 2,

lim_{Λ↗Zd} T_n = (it)^n n! (⟨Θ_0⟩^σ_Zd )^n . (56)

Define volumes Λ^{(n)} and ^Λ^{(n)}: Λ^{(n)} = {(i_1, . . . , i_n)| i_k ∈ Λ ∀ 1 ≤ k ≤ n}, ^Λ^{(n)} = {(j_1, . . . , j_n)| (j_1, . . . j_n) ∈ Λ^{(n)}, L_n ≥ ℓ^{(n)}_Λ }, (57)

where L_n ≡ L(j_1, . . . , j_n) := min { min 1≤k<l≤n [dist(j_k, j_l)] , min_{1≤k≤n} [dist(j_k, ∂Λ)] } , and ∂Λ is the boundary of the volume Λ. The quantity ℓ^{(n)}_Λ is chosen so that

lim_{Λ↗Zd} ℓ^{(n)}_Λ = ∞ (58) and (a) | ^Λ^{(n)}| |Λ^{(n)}| −→ 1, (b) |Λ^{(n)} \ ^Λ^{(n)}| |Λ^{(n)}| −→ 0, (c) |∂ ^Λ^{(n)}| |Λ^{(n)}|

−→ 0. (59)

[Note that |Λ^{(n)}| = |Λ|^n.] Writing j = (j_1, . . . , j_n), we prove (56) as follows:

T_n := 1 n! ( it |Λ| )_n ∑ j∈^_Λ^{(n)} ⟨Θ^Λ_{j1} . . . Θ^Λ_{jn} ⟩^σ_Λ + ∑ j∈Λ^{(n)}\^Λ^{(n)} ⟨Θ^Λ_{j1} . . . Θ^Λ_{jn} ⟩^σ_Λ

:= T_n(1) + T_n(2). (60)

Now,

|⟨Θ^Λ_{j1} . . . Θ^Λ_{jn} ⟩^σ_Λ| ≤ ∑ X1∋j1 X1∩Λ≠∅ · · · ∑ Xn∋jn Xn∩Λ≠∅ 1 |X_1| . . . 1 |X_n| |⟨Φ_{X1} . . . Φ_{Xn} ⟩^σ_Λ|

≤ [( 2^{2R} )_d]n ||Φ_{X1} . . . Φ_{Xn} || ≤ c^n_0 ( 2^{2R} )_{nd} . (61)

Hence,

lim_{Λ↗Zd} T_n(2) ≤ lim_{Λ↗Zd}

|Λ^{(n)} \ ^Λ^{(n)}|

|Λ^{(n)}| |t|^n n! c^n_0 ( 2^{2R} )_{nd} = 0, (62)

by (59c). Consequently, in the infinite volume limit, the only non-zero contribution to T_n arises from the term T_n(1) on the RHS of (60). This term can in turn can be written as follows:

lim_{Λ↗Zd} T_n(1) ≤ 1 n! ( it |Λ| )_n ∑ j∈^_Λ(n) [ ⟨Θ^Λ_{j1} . . . Θ^Λ_{jn} ⟩^σ_Λ − (⟨Θ_0⟩^σ_Zd )^n ] + (⟨Θ_0⟩^σ_Zd )^n

= (it)^n n! (⟨Θ_0⟩^σ_Zd )^n + B, (63)

where B := lim_{Λ↗Zd} T_n(2) ≤ 1 n! ( it |Λ| )_n ∑ j∈^_Λ^{(n)} [ ⟨Θ^Λ_{j1} . . . Θ^Λ_{jn} ⟩^σ_Λ − (⟨Θ_0⟩^σ_Zd )^n ] . The first term on the RHS of the last line of (63) follows from (59a). We prove below that B = 0. We can write B as follows:

B := lim_{Λ↗Zd} 1 n! ( it |Λ| )_n ∑ j∈^_Λ(n) [ ∑ X1∋j1 X1⊂Λ∪Λ∂ · · · ∑ Xn∋jn Xn⊂Λ∪Λ∂ 1 |X_1| . . . 1 |X_n| × ( ⟨Φ_{X1} . . . Φ_{Xn} ⟩^σ_Λ − ⟨Φ_{X1} . . . Φ_{Xn} ⟩^σ ) + ∑ X_1∋j_1 · · · ∑ X_n∋j_n 1 |X_1| . . . 1 |X_n| ×⟨Φ_{X1} . . . Φ_{Xn} ⟩^σ1(X_i ⊄ Λ ∪ Λ^∂ for some 1 ≤ i ≤ n) ]

:= B_1 + B_2. (64)

By using methods of^{[5]} it can be shown that for β large and λ small enough, the following bound holds: | | | |⟨ n∏ i=1 Φ_{Xi} ⟩^σ_Λ − ⟨ n∏ i=1 Φ_{Xi} ⟩^σ | | | | ≤ (_n ∏ i=1 ||Φ_{Xi} || ) c(s(X_1, . . . , X_n) Γ(Δ_n),

where Δ_n ≡ Δ_n(X_1, . . . , X_n) = min{dist(X_i, X_j)|1 ≤ i < j ≤ n}, and Γ(r) is a monotonically decreasing function of r, satisfying the bound (42). Further, recall that ||Φ_{Xi} || ≤ c_0 and let c_3 := sup_{X1...Xn⊂Z}d c(s(X_1, . . . , X_n)). For X_i ⊂ Λ and X_i ∋ j_i for 1 ≤ i ≤ n, min 1≤i<j≤n {dist(X i, X_j )} ≥ (ℓ^{(n)}_Λ − 2R).

Hence, Γ(Δ_n) ≤ Γ(ℓ^{(n)}_Λ − 2R), and |B_1| ≤ lim_{Λ↗Zd} |t| n! | ^Λ^{(n)}| |Λ^{(n)}| c_3 (c_0)^n ( 2^{2R} )_{nd} Γ(ℓ^{(n)}_Λ − 2R) = 0, (65)

by (58) and (42). Moreover,

|B_2| ≤ lim_{Λ↗Zd} |t|^n |Λ^{(n)}| 1 n! ∑ j∈^_Λ^{(n)} ∑ X_1∋j_1 · · · ∑ X_n∋j_n ||Φ_{X1} . . . Φ_{Xn} || 1(X_i ⊄ Λ ∪ Λ^∂ for some 1 ≤ i ≤ n)

≤ lim_{Λ↗Zd} |t|^n |Λ^{(n)}| 1 n! ∑ j∈^_Λ^{(n)} ∑ X_1∋j_1 · · · ∑ X_n∋j_n ||Φ_{X1} . . . Φ_{Xn} || 1(X_i ⊄ ^Λ for some 1 ≤ i ≤ n)

≤ lim_{Λ↗Zd} |t|^n |Λ^{(n)}| c^n_0 ( 2^{2R} )_{nd} |Int^{(R)}( ^Λ^{(n)})|. (66)

In fact,

#{j ∈ ^Λ^{(n)}| ∃ X_1 ∋ j_1, . . . X_n ∋ j_n such that X_i ⊄ ^Λ for some 1 ≤ i ≤ n} = |Int^{(R)}( ^Λ^{(n)})|.

Here, as before Int^{(R)}( ^Λ^{(n)}) = {j ∈ ^Λ^{(n)}| dist(j, ∂ ^Λ^{(n)}) < R}.

Hence, |Int^{(R)}( ^Λ^{(n)})| ≤ R |∂ ^Λ^{(n)}| and

|B_2| ≤ lim_{Λ↗Zd} |∂ ^Λ^{(n)}| |Λ|^n |t|^n n! c^n_0 R ( 2^{2R} )_{nd} = 0, (67)

by (59b). From (64), (65) and (67) it follows that B = 0. Hence, from (63) and (43) one obtains lim_{Λ↗Zd} T_n = (it)^n n! (⟨Θ_0⟩^σ_Zd )^n ∀n ≥ 1. (68)

From (33) we now see, in view of Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem, that

lim_{Λ↗Zd} φ^{(Λ)}(t/|Λ|) = 1 + ∞∑ n=1 (it)^n n! (⟨Θ_0⟩^σ_Zd )^n . (69)

The limiting energy density per lattice site, g^{(σ)}, defined through (13), can be written as

g^{(σ)} := lim_{Λ↗Zd}⟨H_Λ/|Λ|⟩^σ_Λ = lim_{Λ↗Zd} ∑ X: X∩Λ≠∅ ⟨Φ_X ⟩^σ_Λ |Λ| = lim_{Λ↗Zd} 1 |Λ| ∑ j∈Λ ∑ X∋j X∩Λ≠∅ ⟨Φ_X ⟩^σ_Λ |X| . (70)

Since the interaction Φ = {Φ_X } is assumed to be translationally invariant we can write

g^{(σ)} = lim_{Λ↗Zd} 1 |Λ| ∑ j∈Λ ∑ X∋0 X∩Λ≠∅ ⟨Φ_X ⟩^σ_Λ |X| = lim_{Λ↗Zd} ∑ X∋0 X∩Λ≠∅ ⟨Φ_X ⟩^σ_Λ |X| = ∑ X∋0 X⊂Zd ⟨Φ_X ⟩^σ |X| = ⟨Θ_0⟩^σ_Zd . (71)

Hence, (69) can be written as lim_{Λ↗Zd} φ^{(Λ)}(t/|Λ|) = e^{itg(σ)} ,

which proves Lemma 4.

Acknowledgements

This work has been done in association with the Cambridge–Massachusetts–Institute (CMI). YMS thanks I.H.E.S., Bures-sur-Yvette, France, Laboratoire de Probabilité, Université Paris-6 (P. et M. Curie) and DIAS, Dublin, for support and hospitality during visits in 2001 and 2002. We would like thank A. Kaltchenko for pointing out a mistake in the original manuscript.

References

1. H. Barnum, C.M. Caves, C.A. Fuchs, R. Jozsa and B. Schumacher. On quantum coding for ensembles of mixed states. quant-ph/0008024.

2. C. Borgs, R. Kotecký, and D. Ueltschi. Low temperature phase diagrams for quantum perturbations of classical spin systems. Commun. Math. Phys., 181:409–46, 1996.

3. O. Bratteli and D. W. Robinson. Operator Algebras and Quantum Statistical Mechanics II. Springer-Verlag, New York-Heidelberg-Berlin, 1981.

4. T.M. Cover and J.A. Thomas. Elements of information theory. John Wiley and Sons, New York, 1991.

5. N. Datta, R. Fernández, and J. Fröhlich. Low-temperature phase diagrams of quantum lattice systems. I. Stability for quantum perturbations of classical systems with finitelymany ground states. J. Stat. Phys., 84:455–534, 1996.

6. N. Datta, R. Fernández, J. Fröhlich, and L. Rey-Bellet. Low-temperature phase diagrams of quantum lattice systems. II. Convergent perturbation expansions and stability in systems with infinite degeneracy. Helv. Phys. Acta, pages 752–820, 1996.

7. W. Holsztynski and J. Slawny. Peierls condition and the number of ground states. Commun. Math. Phys., 61:177–190, 1978.

8. R. Jozsa and B. Schumacher. A new proof of the quantum noiseless coding theorem. J.

Mod. Optics 41, 2343-2349, 1994.

9. B. Juisgaard, A. Kozhekhin and E.S. Polzik. Experimental long-lived entanglement of two macroscopic objects. Nature, 413, 400–403, 2001.

10. V. Korepin. Quantum error correction by means of thermodynamics. quant-ph/0202054. 11. E.H. Lieb and M.B. Ruskai. Proof of the strong subadditivity of quantum mechanical entropy. J.Math. Phys 14, 1938-1941, 1973.

12. M.A. Nielson and I.L. Chuang. Quantum Computation and Quantum Information. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2000.

13. T.J. Osborne and M.A. Nielsen. Entanglement, Quantum Phase Transitions, and Density Matrix Renormalization. Quantum Information Processing 1, February 2002.

14. D. Petz. Quantum source coding and data compression. A talk given at the Volterra- CIRM International School on Quantum Information and Quantum Computing in Trento, July 2001.

15. D. Petz and M. Mosonyi. Stationary quantum source coding. J.Math. Phys. 42, 4857- 4864, 2001.

16. S. A. Pirogov. Phase diagrams of quantum lattice systems. Soviet Math. Dokl., 19:1096– 1099, 1978.

17. S. A. Pirogov and Ya. G. Sinai. Phase diagrams of classical lattice systems. Theor. Math.

Phys., 25:1185–1192, 1976.

18. S. A. Pirogov and Ya. G. Sinai. Phase diagrams of classical lattice systems. Continuation.

Theor. Math. Phys., 26:39–49, 1976.

19. C.A. Sackett, D. Kleipinski, B.E. King, C. Langer, V. Meyer, C.J. Myatt, M. Rowe, Q.A. Turchette, W.M. Itano, D.J. Wineland and C. Monroe. Experimental entanglement of four particles. Nature, 404, 256–259, 2001.

20. B. Schumacher. Quantum Coding. Phys. Rev. A 51, 2738-2747, 1995. 21. C.E. Shannon. A mathematical theory of communication. Bell System Tech. J. 27, 379- 423 and 623-656, 1918.