arXiv:quant-ph/0410063v1 8 Oct 2004

Multiplicativity of Maximal p–Norms in Werner–Holevo Channels for 1 < p ≤ 2

Nilanjana Datta Statistical Laboratory Centre for Mathematical Sciences University of Cambridge Wilberforce Road, Cambridge CB30WB email: n.datta@statslab.cam.ac.uk

October 8, 2020

Abstract

Recently, King and Ruskai [1] conjectured that the maximal p–norm of the Werner– Holevo channel is multiplicative for all 1 ≤ p ≤ 2. In this paper we prove this conjecture. Our proof relies on certain convexity and monotonicity properties of the p–norm.

1 Introduction

A quantum channel Φ is described by a completely positive trace–preserving map [3, 4], which acts on an input density matrix ρ to yield the output Φ(ρ). Under the effect of noise present in the channel, pure input states are typically transformed into mixed output states. The amount of noise present in the channel can be estimated by determining how close the output Φ(ρ) is to a pure state when the input ρ is pure. In other words, the output purity provides a yardstick for the level of noise in the channel. There are various measures of output purity, one of them being the maximal p–norm of the channel. It is defined as follows

ν_p(Φ) := sup_ρ {||Φ(ρ)||_p} , (1)

where ||Φ(ρ)||_p = [ Tr (Φ(ρ))^p ]_{1/p} is the p–norm of Φ(ρ) and 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞. The case p = ∞ corresponds to the operator norm. In (1) the supremum is taken over all input density matrices. However, due to convexity of the map ρ → ||Φ(ρ)||_p, it suffices to restrict this supremum to pure states. It is clear that ||Φ(ρ)||_p ≤ 1, since Φ(ρ) is a density matrix. The equality holds if and only if the latter is a pure state. Hence ν_p(Φ) ≤ 1 with equality if and only if there is a pure state ρ for which the output Φ(ρ) is also pure. Thus ν_p(Φ) provides a measure of the maximal purity of outputs from a quantum channel Φ.

The maximal p–norms of two quantum channels Φ and Ψ are said to be multiplicative if

ν_p(Φ ⊗ Ψ) = ν_p(Φ).ν_p(Ψ). (2)

This multiplicativity was conjectured by Amosov, Holevo and Werner in [5]. In the limit p → 1, (2) implies the additivity of another natural measure of the output purity, namely the von Neumann entropy. The multiplicativity (2) has been proved explicitly for various cases. For example, it is valid for all integer values of p, when Φ and Ψ are tensor products of depolarizing channels [6]. It also holds for all p ≥ 1 when Ψ is an arbitrary quantum channel and Φ is any one of the following: (i) an entanglement breaking channel [12], (ii) a unital qubit channel [10] or (iii) a depolarizing channel in any dimension [11]. However, it is now known that the conjecture is not true in general. A counterexample to the conjecture was given in [7], for p > 4.79 in the case in which Φ and Ψ are Werner–Holevo channels, defined by (3).

The Werner–Holevo channel Φ_d of dimension d < ∞ is defined by its action on any complex d × d matrix μ as follows Φ_d(μ) = 1 d − 1 ( I Tr(μ) − μ^T ) . (3)

Here μ^T denotes the transpose of μ, and I is the d × d unit matrix. In particular, the action of the channel on any density matrix ρ is given by

Φ_d(ρ) = 1 d − 1 ( I − ρ^T ) . (4)

Werner and Holevo [7] proved that the conjecture (2) was false for p > 4.79 when Φ = Ψ = Φ_d with d = 3. The validity of the conjecture for smaller values of p for this channel was an open question. Recently it was proved [1, 2] that (2) is true for p = 2 for the above channel Φ_d with d ≥ 2. In fact, in [1] the multiplicativity (2) was proved in a more general setting, namely one in which Φ is a Werner–Holevo channel but Ψ is any arbitrary channel. Moreover, in [1] the multiplicativity (2) was conjectured to hold for all 1 ≤ p ≤ 2 for Werner–Holevo channels. This paper provides a proof of this conjecture.

The precise statement of our result is given in Theorem 1 of Section 2. We would like to note that while writing our results, we were made aware of an almost simultaneous but independent and alternative proof of the conjecture put forth in [1]. This is contained in the recently posted body of work in [2]. However, not only do we present an alternative approach to the same conjecture, but this paper also provides the result encapsulated in Lemma 3, which would be of independent interest.

2 Main result

Following the discussion in the Introduction, we write the maximal p–norms for a single Werner– Holevo channel Φ_d and the product channel Φ_{d1} ⊗ Φ_{d2} as ν_p(Φ_d) = max_{|ψ⟩∈H} ||ψ||=1 {||Φ_d(|ψ⟩⟨ψ|)||_p} , and ν_p(Φ_{d1} ⊗ Φ_{d2}) = max_{|ψ12⟩∈H1⊗H2} ||ψ12||=1 {||Φ_1 ⊗ Φ_2)(|ψ_{12}⟩⟨ψ_{12}|||_p} , (5)

respectively. In the above, H ≃ C^d and H_i ≃ C^{di} for i = 1, 2. Our main result is stated in the following theorem.

Theorem 1 Let Φ_d denote a Werner–Holevo channel of dimension d. Then the multiplicativity of the maximal p–norms ν_p(Φ_{d1} ⊗ Φ_{d2} ) = ν_p(Φ_{d1} ).ν_p(Φ_{d2} ), (6)

holds for all 1 ≤ p ≤ 2, for arbitrary dimensions d_1, d_2 ≥ 2.

To prove Theorem 1 we will make use of the method developed in [9] and of certain results proved in it. It is useful to consider the Schmidt decomposition of |ψ_{12}⟩

|ψ_{12}⟩ = d∑ α=1 √ λ_α|α; 1⟩ ⊗ |α; 2⟩. (7) Here d = min [ d_1, d_2 ] and {|α; j⟩} is an orthonormal basis in H_i, i = 1, 2. The Schmidt coefficients λ_α, α = 1, 2, . . . , d, and hence also the vector of Schmidt coefficients λ := (λ_1, . . . , λ_d), vary in the (d − 1)−dimensional simplex Σ_d, defined by the constraints

λ_α ≥ 0 ; d∑ α=1 λ_α = 1. (8)

Note that the vertices of Σ_d correspond to unentangled vectors |ψ_{12}⟩ = |ψ_1⟩ ⊗ |ψ_2⟩. To prove Theorem 1 it is sufficient to show that the maximum on the RHS of (6) is achieved for unentangled vectors. In other words, we need to prove that this maximum occurs at the vertices of the simplex Σ_d.

Using the Schmidt decomposition (7), the input to the product channel can be expressed as

|ψ_{12}⟩⟨ψ_{12}| = d∑ α,β=1 √ λ_αλ_β|α; 1⟩⟨β; 1| ⊗ |α; 2⟩⟨β; 2|. (9) The output of the channel is the density matrix given by

σ_{12}(λ) := (Φ_1 ⊗ Φ_2) (|ψ_{12}⟩⟨ψ_{12}|) = d∑ α,β=1 √ λ_αλ_βΦ_1(|α; 1⟩⟨β; 1|) ⊗ Φ_2(|α; 2⟩⟨β; 2|). (10)

We prove Theorem 1 by showing that

[ν_p(Φ_{d1} ⊗ Φ_{d2} )]^p = [ν_p(Φ_{d1} )]^p [ν_p(Φ_{d2} )]^p for any d_1, d_2 ≥ 2 and 1 < p ≤ 2.

The multiplicativity (6) holds trivially for p = 1 since Tr ~ρ = 1 for any density matrix ~ρ. Note that

[ν_p(Φ_{d1} ⊗ Φ_{d2} )]^p = max_{|ψ12⟩∈H1⊗H2} ||ψ12||=1 { ||(Φ_1 ⊗ Φ_2)(|ψ_{12}⟩⟨ψ_{12}|)||^p }

= max_{λ∈Σd}

d_1d_2∑

i=1 (E_i(λ))^p , (11)

where {E_i(λ), i = 1, 2, . . . , d_1d_2} denotes the set of eigenvalues of the channel output σ_{12}(λ). These eigenvalues were studied in detail in [9] and were found to be divided into the three classes given below. Here we assume for definiteness that d_1 ≤ d_2, so that d = d_1.

1. There are d(d − 1) eigenvalues given by

e_{αβ} := 1 (d_1 − 1)(d_2 − 1) ( 1 − λ_α − λ_β ) , α ≠ β, α, β = 1, 2, . . . , d. 2. There are d eigenvalues given by

h_α :=

(1 − λ_α) (d_1 − 1)(d_2 − 1) ; α = 1, 2, . . . , d, each of multiplicity d_2 − d_1.

3. There are d eigenvalues of the form

g_α := γ_α (d_1 − 1)(d_2 − 1) , α = 1, 2, . . . , d, (12) where γ_α are the roots of the equation d∏ α=1 (1 − 2λ_α − γ) { 1 + d∑ α^′=1 λ_α′ (1 − 2λ_α′ − γ) } = 0. (13)

Using the constraint (8) we find that ∑ 1≤α,β≤d α≠β e_{αβ} = d_1 − 2 d_2 − 1 ; d∑ α=1 h_α = 1 d_2 − 1 ,

and using the fact that the sum of all eigenvalues of σ_{12}(λ) is equal to 1 we get d∑ α=1 g_α = d_2 − d_1 d_2 − 1 .

These relations allow us to define the following sets of non–negative variables ~e_{αβ} := ( d_2 − 1 d_1 − 2 ) e_{αβ} α, β = 1, 2 . . . , d; α ≠ β, (14) ~h_α := (d_2 − 1) h_α α = 1, 2 . . . , d, (15)

~g_α := ( d_2 − 1 d_2 − d_1 ) g_α α = 1, 2 . . . , d, (16)

such that the sum of each of these sets of variables is equal to unity, i.e. ∑ 1≤α,β≤d α≠β ~e_{αβ} = 1 ; d∑ α=1 ~h_α = 1 ;^d ∑ α=1 ~g_α = 1.

Hence, we can write

||σ_{12}(λ)||^p = (E_i(λ))^p

= c_1 ∑ 1≤α,β≤d α≠β ~e_{αβ}^p + c_2 d∑ α=1 ~h_α^p + c_3^d ∑ α=1 ~g_α^p := T_1(λ) + T_2(λ) + T_3(λ), (17)

where c_1, c_2 and c_3 are constants depending on the dimensions d_1 and d_2.

The function f(x) := x^p, where 1 < p ≤ 2 is convex for x ≥ 0. Hence, T_1(λ) is a convex function of the variables ~e_{αβ} . These variables are affine functions of the Schmidt coefficients λ_1, . . . , λ_d. Hence, T_1(λ) is a convex function of λ and attains its global maximum at the vertices of the simplex Σ_d. The same argument applies to T_2(λ) since the variables ~h_α are also affine functions of the Schmidt coefficients. The function T_3(λ) is however not necessarily a convex function of λ. In spite of this, it too achieves its maximum value at the vertices of Σ_d. This follows from the following theorem.

Theorem 2 The function T_3(λ) is Schur-convex in λ ∈ Σ_d i.e., λ ≺ λ^′ =⇒ T_3 ( λ) ≤ T_3 (λ^′), where ≺ denotes the stochastic majorization (see the Appendix).

Since every λ ∈ Σ_d is majorized by the vertices of Σ_d, Theorem 2 implies that T_3(λ) also attains its maximum at the vertices. Thus ||σ_{12}(λ)||^p = T_1(λ) + T_2(λ) + T_3(λ) is maximized at the vertices of Σ_d. As was observed, this implies the multiplicativity (6).

To prove Theorem 2 we use the following lemma, which is proved in Section 3.

Lemma 3 Let f(x) := ∑_n i=1 x^p_i , where x = (x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n) with each x_i ≥ 0 and ∑_n i=1 x_i = 1.

For 1 < p < 2, f(x) is a monotonically non–increasing function of the elementary symmetric polynomials s_q(x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n) for 2 ≤ q ≤ n, where

s_k(x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n) := ∑ 1≤i_1<i_2···<i_k≤n x_{i1} x_{i2} . . . x_{ik} for k = 1, 2, 3, . . . , n. (18)

Note that T_3(λ) := c_3 ∑_d α=1 ~g_α^p, where

~g_α ≥ 0 and d∑ α=1 ~g_α = 1. The variables ~g_α are proportional to the roots γ_α of eq.(13) (see (12) and (16)), which are obviously functions of the Schmidt vector λ. Hence, by Lemma 3, T_3(λ) is a monotonically non–increasing function of the elementary symmetric polynomials

~s_k(λ) := s_k(γ_1, γ_2, . . . , γ_d), k = 0, . . . , d. (19)

Therefore, to prove Theorem 2 it suffices to show that the functions ~s_k(λ) are Schur concave in λ ∈ Σ_d. This Schur–concavity property of ~s_k(λ) was proved explicitly in [9]. The proof of Lemma 3 therefore allows us to establish Theorem 2, and hence Theorem 1, our main result. This is given in Section 3. Our proof is analogous to that of Theorem 1 of [14].

3 Proof of Lemma 3

The variables x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n, defined in Lemma 3, can be viewed as the eigenvalues of an n × n density matrix ρ_n (say), and hence as the roots of the characteristic equation det ( ρ_n − xI ) = 0.

Since the roots are the zeros of the product ∏_n i=1(x − x_i), the characteristic equation can be expressed in terms of these roots as follows: n∑ k=0 x^k (−1)^{n−k} s_{n−k}(x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n) = 0. (20)

Here the coefficient s_{n−k}(x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n) denotes the (n − k)^{th} elementary symmetric polynomial of the variables x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n (defined by (18)). We consider equation (20) to implicitly define the variables x_j ≡ x_j (s_1, s_2, . . . , s_n) as functions of the elementary symmetric polynomials. This can be done unambiguously as long as there are no multiple roots, i.e. x_i ≠ x_j for i ≠ j, i, j = 1, 2, . . . , n We restrict our attention to this case at first, and prove that in the absence of multiple roots, ∂f/∂s_i < 0 for each i ≥ 2. This will enable us, by continuity arguments, to conclude that f is indeed a monotonically non–increasing function of the elementary symmetric polynomials s_2, s_3, . . . , s_n everywhere.

Let us first prove that ∂f/∂s_i < 0 when the roots x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n are all different. In this case we can view the variables x_j to be implicitly defined by (20). Then differentiating with respect to s_m, for 2 ≤ m ≤ n, we get ∂x_j ∂s_m = (−1)^{m+1}x^{n−m}_j ∏ i≠j(xj − xi) . (21)

Using the chain rule and the definition of the function f(x) we get ∂f ∂s_m = n∑ j=1 ∂f ∂x_j ∂x_j ∂s_m = n∑ j=1 (−1)^{m+1}x^{n−m}_j px^{p−1}_j ∏ i≠j(xj − xi) . (22)

To prove that f(x) is a monotonically non–increasing function of s_m for each m = 2, 3, . . . , n, we use some standard results from Numerical Analysis [15]. It is known that there is a unique polynomial of degree (n−1) which interpolates a given function g(x) at the points x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n. The coefficient of x^{n−1} of this polynomial is given by

a_{n−1} = n∑ j=1 g(x_i) ∏ i≠j(xj − xi) ,

called the Newton Divided Difference [15] of the function g(x). The expression on the RHS of (22) implies that ∂f /∂s_m is the Newton Divided difference of the following function

g(x) ≡ g_m(x) = (−1)^{m+1}p x^{n−m+p−1}. (23)

By the Hermite Gennochi theorem [15], the Newton Divided Difference is also given by the integral of g^{(n−1)}(p_1x_1 + . . . + p_nx_n) over the probability simplex {(p_1, p_2, . . . , p_n), p_i ≥ 0, ∑_n i=1 p_i = 1}, where g^{(n−1)}(x) denotes the (n − 1)^{th} derivative of g(x).

From (23) we obtain

g^{(n−1)}_m (x) = (−1)^{m+1}p(p − m + 1)(p − m + 2) . . . (p − m + n − 1) x^{p−m+1}. (24)

It is easy to see that for all 2 ≤ m ≤ n, g^{(n−1)}m (x) < 0 for all x, since 1 < p < 2. Hence the integral over the probability simplex is negative and we get ∂f /∂s_m < 0 as required.

Therefore, ∂f/∂s_m < 0 everywhere except on the manifolds on which two or more of the roots x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n coincide. By continuity we deduce that f is a monotonically non–increasing function of the elementary symmetric polynomials s_2, s_3, . . . , s_n everywhere.

Note that in Lemma 3 we considered 1 < p < 2. For the case p = 2, proceeding analogously to the proof of the above lemma, we find the following: in the absence of multiple roots ∂f ∂s_2 < 0 whereas ∂f ∂s_m = 0 for all m = 3, 4, . . . , n. (25)

Hence by continuity, f is a monotonically non–increasing function of the elementary symmetric polynomial s_2 everywhere. The latter is however a Schur–concave function of the Schmidt vector λ [9]. Hence for the case p = 2 as well, Theorem 2 applies and the multiplicativity stated in Theorem 1 holds.

Appendix

A real–valued function Φ on R^n is said to be Schur convex (see [17]) if x ≺ y =⇒ Φ(x) ≤ Φ(y). Here the symbol x ≺ y means that x = (x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n) is majorized by y = (y_1, y_2, . . . , y_n) in the following sense: Let x^↓ be the vector obtained by rearranging the coordinates of x in decreasing order x^↓ = (x^↓_1, x^↓_2, . . . , x^↓_n) means x^↓_1 ≥ x^↓_2 ≥ . . . ≥ x^↓_n.

For x, y ∈ R^n, we say that x is majorized by y and write x ≺ y if k∑ j=1 x^↓_j ≤ k∑ j=1 y^↓_j , 1 ≤ k ≤ n, and_n ∑ j=1 x^↓_j = n∑ j=1 y^↓_j . In the simplex Σ_d, defined by the constraints (8), the minimal point is (1/d, . . . , 1/d) (the baricenter of Σ_d), and the maximal points are the permutations of (1, 0, . . . , 0) (the vertices).

4 Acknowledgements

N.D. acknowledges R.F. Werner for suggesting the problem and for offering a patient ear, to Y.M. Suhov and G. Mitchison for helpful discussions and finally to M.B. Ruskai for highlighting the recent work in [2].

References

[1] C. King and M.B. Ruskai, Comments on multiplicativity of maximal p–norms when p = 2;

preprint quant-ph/0401026.

[2] R. Alicki and M. Fannes, Note on multiple additivity of minimal entropy output of extreme SU(d)-covariant channels; preprint quant-ph/0407033.

[3] M.A. Nielson and I.L. Chang, Quantum Computation and Quantum Information (Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2000).

[4] K. Kraus, States, Effects and Operations: Fundamental Notions of Quantum Theory, Springer, Berlin 1983.

[5] G.G. Amosov, A.S. Holevo and R.F. Werner, On some additivity problems in Quantum Information Theory; Problems in Information Transmission, 36, 305–313 (2000).

[6] G.G. Amosov and A.S. Holevo, On the multiplicativity conjecture for quantum channels;

Theor. Prob. Appl. 47, 143–146 (2002); quant-ph/0103015.

[7] R.F. Werner and A.S. Holevo, Counterexample to an additivity conjecture for output purity of quantum channels, Jour. Math. Phys., 43, 2002.

[8] N. Datta, A.S. Holevo and Y.M. Suhov, A quantum channel with additive minimum entropy; quant-ph/0403072.

[9] N. Datta, A.S. Holevo and Y.M. Suhov, On a sufficient condition for additivity in quantum information theory; submitted to Problems of Information Transmission (preprint available upon request).

[10] C. King, Additivity for unital qubit channels, J. Math. Phys., 43, 4641–4653 (2002);

quant-ph/0103156.

[11] C. King, The capacity of the quantum depolarizing channel; IEEE Trans. Info. Theory, 49, 221–229, (2003); quant-ph/0204172.

[12] C. King, Maximal p–norms of entanglement breaking channels; Quantum Information and Computation, 3, 186–190, (2003); quant-ph/0212057.

[13] V. Giovannetti, S. Lloyd and M.B. Ruskai, Conditions for multiplicativity of maximal l_p–norms of channels for fixed integer p; preprint quant-ph/0408103 .

[14] G. Mitchison and R. Jozsa, Towards a geometrical interpretation of quantum information compression, quant-ph/0309177.

[15] K.E. Atkinson, An introduction to numerical analysis (Wiley, New York) 1978, pp. 107– 123.

[16] K. Zyczkowski, Rényi extrapolation of Shannon entropy; preprint quant-ph/0305062. [17] R. Bhatia, Matrix analysis, Springer–Verlag, New York, 1997.