arXiv:2309.03052v1 [quant-ph] 6 Sep 2023

DILATION, DISCRIMINATION AND UHLMANN’S THEOREM OF LINK PRODUCTS OF QUANTUM CHANNELS

QIANG LEI, LIUHENG CAO, ASUTOSH KUMAR, AND JUNDE WU

Abstract. The study of quantum channels is the most fundamental theoretical problem in quantum information and quantum communication theory. The link product theory of quantum channels is an important tool for studying quantum networks. In this paper, we establish the Stinespring dilation theorem of the link product of quantum channels in two different ways, discuss the discrimination of quantum channels and show that the distinguishability can be improved by self-linking each quantum channel n times as n grows. We also find that the maximum value of Uhlmann’s theorem can be achieved for diagonal channels.

1. Introduction

In quantum computation and information processing, a number of measurements and transformations are called into action depending on the specific task to be performed. A quantum network, which is an assembly or combination of a sufficient number of elementary circuits that transform or measure quantum states, can be used in a number of different ways to accomplish different tasks. Various transformations are brought about by quantum operations or quantum channels. A quantum channel is a linear map or quantum operation that is completely positive and trace-preserving. It can be imagined as a unitary interaction of a system with an environment. Quantum channels essentially describe how quantum information is transformed when it passes through physical systems, including potential sources of noise and errors.

Quantum channel dilation refers to the process of constructing a new and better quantum channel by introducing additional qubits on a noisy quantum channel. Quantum channel dilation is widely used in quantum key distribution, quantum state transmission, and quantum error correction. It can facilitate realization of efficient quantum communication and information processing [1–4]. According to the Stinespring dilation theorem, any quantum channel can be implemented as an isometric channel in a larger system.

In order to ensure the reliability and security of information transmission, it is necessary to distinguish different types of quantum channels in quantum communication. This problem has been considered by many people [5–12]. Quantum channel discrimination technology can be applied to various quantum communication protocols, such as quantum key distribution, quantum remote state preparation, and quantum algorithms.

The link product theory of quantum channels [13] is an important tool for studying quantum networks [13–18]. Link product is the operation that connects two

Key words and phrases. quantum channel, link product, Stinespring dilation theorem, discrimination of quantum channels, Uhlmann’s theorem. 1

quantum networks. In this paper, we establish the Stinespring dilation theorem of link product of quantum channels in two different ways. We discuss the discrimination of quantum channels and show that the distinguishability can be improved by considering the link product of each quantum channel n times for large n. We also find that the maximum value of Uhlmann’s theorem can be achieved for diagonal channels.

2. Stinespring dilation theorem of link product of quantum channels

2.1. Preliminaries and Notation. Let H be a finite dimensional Hilbert space and L(H) be the set of linear operators on H. L(H_0, H_1) denotes the set of linear operators from H_0 to H_1. The set of linear maps from L(H_0) to L(H_1) is denoted by L(L(H_0), L(H_1)). I_0 ≡ I_{H0} is the identity operator in H_0, I_0 ≡ I_{L(H0)} is the identity map on L(H_0), Tr_0 ≡ Tr_{H0} is the partial trace over H_0, and so on. Furthermore, M^T_{xy} denotes the transpose over H_x ⊗H_y and M^{Ty}_{xy} denotes the partial transpose over H_y.

Choi isomorphism is a one-to-one correspondence map C : L(L(H_0), L(H_1)) → L(H_1 ⊗ H_0) defined as

C : M → M_{10} := (M ⊗ I_0)(|I_0⟩⟩⟨⟨I_0|),

(2.1)

where I_0 is the identity map on L(H_0), |I_0⟩⟩⟨⟨I_0| = ∑ n,m |n⟩|m⟩⟨n|⟨m|, and {|m⟩} is a fixed orthonormal basis in H_0. M_{10} is called the Choi operator of M.

Moreover, the inverse map C^{−1} : L(H_1 ⊗ H_0) −→ L(L(H_0), L(H_1)) is decided by (2.2) M(X) = [C^{−1}(M_{10})](X) = Tr_0[(I_1 ⊗ X^T )M_{10}],

where M_{10} ∈ L(H_1 ⊗ H_0) and X ∈ L(H_0).

If a completely positive map M ∈ L((L(H_0), L(H_1)) is trace-preserving, i.e., Tr(M(X)) = Tr(X), then it is called a quantum channel. When M ∈ L((L(H_0), L(H_1)) is a quantum channel, we have Tr_1[M_{10}] = I_0. On the other hand, there exists {A_i|A_i ∈ L(H_0, H_1)} with ∑ i A^†_i A_i = I_0 such that M(X) = ∑ i A_iXA^†_i . A relevant class of channels are the isometric channels V : L(L(H_0), L(H_1)), defined as

(2.3) V(ρ) := V ρV^†

where V ∈ L(H_0, H_1) and V^†V = I_0 [19].

2.2. Stinespring dilation theorem of composition of quantum channels. The Stinespring dilation theorem states that every quantum channel can be realized as an isometric channel on a larger system.

Lemma 2.1. (Stinespring dilation theorem) [20] Let M_{10} ∈ L(H_1 ⊗ H_0) be the Choi operator associated with the quantum channel M ∈ L(L(H_0), L(H_1)), and let H_A be the Hilbert space H_A = Supp(M_{10}). Then, a minimal dilation V : H_0 −→ H_1 ⊗ H_A is given by

(2.4) V = (I_1 ⊗ (M^T_{10})^{1/2})(|I_1⟩⟩ ⊗ I_0) and (2.5) M(ρ) = Tr_A[V(ρ)] = Tr_A[V ρV^†]

where V is called the Stinespring dilation of M.

DILATION, DISCRIMINATION AND UHLMANN’S THEOREM OF LINK PRODUCTS OF QUANTUM CHANNELS3

Now we establish the Stinespring dilation of composition of quantum channels, which depends on the Stinespring dilation V_1 of M and V_2 of N . Theorem 2.2. Let M ∈ L(L(H_0), L(H_1)) and N ∈ L(L(H_1), L(H_2)) be two quantum channels and M_{10} ∈ L(H_1 ⊗ H_0), N_{21} ∈ L(H_2 ⊗ H_1) be their corresponding Choi operators. Then there exists an ancillary Hilbert space H_A and an isometry V : H_0 −→ H_2 ⊗ H_A, V^†V = I_0 such that (2.6) N ∘ M(ρ) = Tr_A[V(ρ)] = Tr_A[V ρV^†] for any ρ ∈ L(H_0).

Proof. By Lemma 2.1, there are isometry dilations V_1 : H_0 −→ H_1 ⊗ H_{A1} and V_2 : H_1 −→ H_2 ⊗ H_{A2} , (2.7) V_1 = (I_1 ⊗ (M^T_{10})^{1/2})(|I_1⟩⟩ ⊗ I_0),

(2.8) V_2 = (I_2 ⊗ (N^T_{21})^{1/2})(|I_2⟩⟩ ⊗ I_1), where H_{A1} = Supp(M_{10}) and H_{A2} = Supp(N_{21}). Furthermore, let H_A = H_{A1} ⊗ H_{A2} .

Define V : H_0 −→ H_2 ⊗ H_{A1} ⊗ H_{A2} as V := (V_2 ⊗ I_{A1} ) ∘ V_1 where I_{A1} is the identity operator on H_{A1} . Since M_{10} ≥ 0, we have M^†_{10} = M_{10}, that is, M^T_{10} = M^∗_{10}. Similarly, N^T_{21} = N^∗_{21}. Then we have V^†V = (V_2 ∘ V_1)^†(V_2 ∘ V_1) = V^†_1 V^†_2 V_2V_1 = I_0,

(2.9) and Tr_A[V ρV^†] =Tr_A[(I_2 ⊗ (N^T_{21})^{1/2})(|I_2⟩⟩ ⊗ I_1)(I_1 ⊗ (M^T_{10})^{1/2})(|I_1⟩⟩ ⊗ I_0)ρ(⟨⟨I_1 ⊗ I_0) (I_1 ⊗ (M^∗_{10})^{1/2})(⟨⟨I_2| ⊗ I_1)(I_2 ⊗ (N^∗_{21})^{1/2})] =Tr_{0,1,2}[(I_2 ⊗ (N^T_{21})^{1/2})(I_1 ⊗ (M^T_{10})^{1/2})(|I_1⟩⟩⟨⟨I_1 ⊗ ρ)(I_1 ⊗ (M^∗_{10})^{1/2}) (|I_2⟩⟩⟨⟨I_2| ⊗ I_1)(I_2 ⊗ (N^∗_{21})^{1/2})] =Tr_{0,1,2}[(I_2 ⊗ N^T_{21})(I_1 ⊗ (M^T_{10})^{1/2})(|I_1⟩⟩⟨⟨I_1 ⊗ ρ)(I_1 ⊗ (M^∗_{10})^{1/2}) (|I_2⟩⟩⟨⟨I_2| ⊗ I_1)] =Tr_{1,2}[(I_2 ⊗ (N^T_{21})M(ρ)^T) × |I_1⟩⟩⟨⟨I_1| × (|I_2⟩⟩⟨⟨I_2| ⊗ I_1)] =Tr_2[I_2 ⊗ Tr_1[N^T_{21}(I_2 ⊗ M(ρ))] × |I_2⟩⟩⟨⟨I_2|] =Tr_2[I_2 ⊗ (N ∘ M(ρ))^T] × |I_2⟩⟩⟨⟨I_2|] =N ∘ M(ρ) where Tr_{0,1,2} denotes the partial trace over the Hilbert spaces H_0, H_1 and H_2, respectively. □ This construction of the Stinespring dilation of composition of quantum channels is simple to manipulate. However, the ancilla dimension is not minimum. Below we give another dilation of N ∘ M such that the ancillary space has the minimum dimension.

Theorem 2.3. Let M ∈ L(L(H_0), L(H_1)) and N ∈ L(L(H_1), L(H_2)) be two quantum channels and M_{10} ∈ L(H_1 ⊗ H_0), N_{21} ∈ L(H_2 ⊗ H_1) be their corresponding Choi operators. Let H_A = Supp(C(N ∘ M)). Then there is a minimal isometry dilation V : H_0 −→ H_2 ⊗ H_A is given by

V = Tr_1[(N 1 2 T 21 ⊗ I_0)(I_2 ⊗ M 1 2 T^0

10 )(|I_2⟩⟩ ⊗ I_1 ⊗ I_0)]

(2.10)

such that N ∘ M(ρ) = Tr_A[V ρV^†].

Proof.

V^†V = Tr_1[(⟨⟨I_2| ⊗ I_1 ⊗ I_0)(I_2 ⊗ M 1 2 T^0

10 )(N 1 2 T 21 ⊗ I_0)(N 1 2 T 21 ⊗ I_0)(I_2 ⊗ M 1 2 T^0

10 )(|I_2⟩⟩ ⊗ I_1 ⊗ I_0)]

= Tr_{1,2}[(I_2 ⊗ M 1 2 T^0

10 )(N^T_{21} ⊗ I_0)(I_2 ⊗ M 1 2 T^0

10 )]

= Tr_{1.2}[(N^T_{21} ⊗ I_0)(I_2 ⊗ M^{T0}_{10} )]

= Tr_2[(C(N ∘ M))^T ] = I_0

(2.11)

and

Tr_A[V ρV^†] =Tr_{0,1,2}[(N 1 2 T 21 ⊗ I_0)(I_2 ⊗ M 1 2 T^0

10 )(|I_2⟩⟩ ⊗ I_1 ⊗ I_0)ρ(⟨⟨I_2| ⊗ I_1 ⊗ I_0)(I_2 ⊗ M 1 2 T^0

10 ) (N 1 2 T 21 ⊗ I_0)]

=Tr_{0,2}[Tr_1[(N^T_{21} ⊗ I_0)(I_2 ⊗ M^{T0}_{10} )](|I_2⟩⟩⟨⟨I_2| ⊗ ρ)]

=Tr_{0,2}[(I_2 ⊗ C(N ∘ M)^T )(|I_2⟩⟩⟨⟨I_2| ⊗ ρ)]

=Tr_2[(I_2 ⊗ Tr_0[(I_2 ⊗ ρ)(C(N ∘ M))^T ]) × (|I_2⟩⟩⟨⟨I_2|)]

=Tr_2[(I_2 ⊗ (N ∘ M(ρ))^T )|I_2⟩⟩⟨⟨I_2|] =N ∘ M(ρ).

(2.12)

□ Remark 2.4. The above two approaches have their own merits and demerits. The dilation method in Theorem 2.2 corresponds to indirect composition dilation and is easier to implement. But it may cause waste of resource. The way in Theorem 2.3 is a direct composition dilation. Similar to the proof in [17], the isometric dilation given in Theorem 2.3 has a minimum ancilla dimension. It can minimize resource waste but requires more computational and communication resources. For example, suppose rank(M) = rank(N ) = 16. In the case of indirect composition dilation, dim(H_{A1} ) = 16, dim(H_{A2} ) = 16. Although the required space resource H_A has a dimension of 256, it belongs to two systems and only 16-dimensional calculations are required. On the other hand, in the case of direct composition dilation, dim(H_A) = rank(N ∘ M) ≤ 256. The dilated space belongs to only one system, and the computational dimension can reach up to 256. Therefore, in specific applications, we need to choose the appropriate dilation method according to the actual situation to achieve the optimal effect.

DILATION, DISCRIMINATION AND UHLMANN’S THEOREM OF LINK PRODUCTS OF QUANTUM CHANNELS5

2.3. Stinespring dilation theorem of link product of quantum channels. If we consider quantum channels such that their input and output spaces are the tensor product of Hilbert spaces, it is possible to compose these channels only through inserting or pasting some of these spaces or identity channels. At this time, the composition of two quantum channels M and N is denoted by N ⋆ M, and is said to be the link product of M and N ; it is an important tool of studying the quantum network theory [17].

It then follows that using Theorem 2.2 and Theorem 2.3, we can get the following Stinespring dilation theorems of link product of two quantum channels.

Theorem 2.5. Let M ∈ L(L(H_0 ⊗H_2), L(H_1 ⊗H_3)) and N ∈ L(L(H_3 ⊗H_5), L(H_4 ⊗ H_6)) be two quantum channels, and M ≡ M_{3120} ∈ L(H_3 ⊗ H_1 ⊗ H_2 ⊗ H_0 and N ≡ N_{6435} ∈ L(H_6 ⊗ H_4 ⊗ H_3 ⊗ H_5) be the corresponding Choi operators of M and N , respectively. We define V_1 : H_0 ⊗ H_2 −→ H_1 ⊗ H_3 ⊗ H_{A1} , V_2 : H_3 ⊗ H_5 −→ H_4 ⊗ H_6 ⊗ H_{A2} as

V_1 = (I_{13} ⊗ (M^T )^{1/2})(|I_{13}⟩⟩ ⊗ I_{02}),

(2.13)

V_2 = (I_{46} ⊗ (N^T )^{1/2})(|I_{46}⟩⟩ ⊗ I_{35})

(2.14) and V = (I_1 ⊗ V_2 ⊗ I_{A1} ) ∘ (V_1 ⊗ I_5), H_A = H_{A1} ⊗ H_{A2} .

Then we have

(2.15) N ⋆ M(ρ) = (I_1 ⊗ N ) ∘ (M ⊗ I_5)(ρ) = Tr_{A1 A2} [V ρV^†],

where I_{A1} is the identity map on H_{A1} , I_1 is the identity map on H_1 and V^†V = I_{025}.

Theorem 2.6. Let M ∈ L(L(H_0 ⊗H_2), L(H_1 ⊗H_3)) and N ∈ L(L(H_3 ⊗H_5), L(H_4 ⊗ H_6)) be two quantum channels. We have N ⋆ M := (I_1 ⊗ N ) ∘ (M ⊗ I_5), where (M ⊗ I_5) ∈ L(L(H_0 ⊗ H_2 ⊗ H_5), L(H_1 ⊗ H_3 ⊗ H_5)) and (I_1 ⊗ N ) ∈ L(L(H_1 ⊗ H_3 ⊗ H_5), L(H_1⊗H_4⊗H_6)). M ∈ L(H_1⊗H_3⊗H_0⊗H_2) and N ∈ L(H_4⊗H_6⊗H_3⊗H_5) be their corresponding Choi operators. Then we have M ∈ L(L(H_0 ⊗H_2 ⊗H_5), L(H_1 ⊗ H_3 ⊗H_5)), N ∈ L(L(H_1 ⊗H_3⊗H_5), L(H_1 ⊗H_4 ⊗H_6)), N ⋆M := (I_1 ⊗N )∘(M⊗I_5), and the Choi operator of N ⋆ M is N ∗ M = Tr[(I_{456} ⊗ M^{T3} )(N ⊗ I_{012})]. Define V : H_0 ⊗ H_2 ⊗ H_5 −→ H_1 ⊗ H_4 ⊗ H_6 ⊗ H_A as

(2.16) V = (I_{146} ⊗ (N ∗ M)^{T /2})(|I_{146}⟩⟩ ⊗ I_{025}).

such that

(2.17) V^†V = I_{025},

(2.18) N ⋆ M(ρ) = Tr[V ρV^†].

3. Discrimination of quantum channels

Given two density operators ρ and σ, the fidelity

F (ρ, σ) = Tr √√ ρσ √ ρ quantifies the extent to which ρ and σ can be distinguished from one another [5]. It is obvious that 0 ≤ F (ρ, σ) ≤ 1, F (ρ, σ) = 1 if and only if ρ = σ (ρ and σ are indistinguishable) and F (ρ, σ) = 0 if and only if ρ ⊥ σ (ρ and σ are completely distinguishable).

For quantum channels, the fidelity is defined by the Choi operators. Let M, N ∈ L(L(H_0), L(H_1)) and M, N ∈ L(H_1 ⊗ H_0) be their corresponding Choi operators. The fidelity of M and N is defined by F(M, N ) = F ( M d_0 , N d_0 ) , (3.1)

where d_0 = dim(H_0) [5]. Similar to the fidelity of density operators, when M and N are orthonormal, that is F(M, N ) = 0, M and N can be completely distinguished; while when M is not orthogonal to N , then 0 < F(M, N ) < 1, M and N cannot be fully distinguished.

Now we show that the distinguishability of quantum channels M and N can be improved by considering link product of each quantum channel n times, as n grows. For that we first take into account the following two lemmas.

Lemma 3.1. Let M, N ∈ L(L(H_0), L(H_1)) be two quantum channels and M, N be their corresponding Choi operators. Then M ⊗ N is the Choi operator of M ⊗ N .

Proof. Let T be the Choi operator of M ⊗ N . According to the Choi operator definition, we have T = M ⊗ N ⊗ I_{00}(|I_{00}⟩⟩⟨⟨I_{00})| = ((M ⊗ I_0)(|I_0⟩⟩⟨⟨I_0|)) ⊗ ((N ⊗ I_0)(|I_0⟩⟩⟨⟨I_0|)) = M ⊗ N. (3.2) □ Lemma 3.2. Let M ∈ L(L(H_0), L(H_1)) be a quantum channel and M be its corresponding Choi operator. Then M ⋆ M = M^{⊗2}.

Proof. We have M ⋆ M = (M ⊗ I_1) ∘ (I_0 ⊗ M), where (M ⊗ I_1) ∈ L(L(H_0 ⊗ H_1), L(H_1 ⊗ H_1)), (I_0 ⊗ M) ∈ L(L(H_0 ⊗ H_0), L(H_0 ⊗ H_1)) and M ⋆ M ∈ L(L(H^{⊗2}_0 ), L(H^{⊗2}_1 )). And C(M⋆M) = (M⊗I_1)(I_0 ⊗M)(|Φ^+⟩⟨Φ^+|), where |Φ^+⟩ ∈ H^{⊗2}_0 ⊗ H^{⊗2}_0 is a maximally entangled state given by |Φ^+⟩ = ∑_{d0} i=1 |e_i⟩|e_i⟩ ⊗ |e_i⟩|e_i⟩, with {|e_i⟩}^{d0}_{i=1} being an orthonormal basis for H_0.

The Choi operator of M ⋆ M is given as C(M ⋆ M) = (M ⊗ I_1)(I_0 ⊗ M)(|Φ^+⟩⟨Φ^+|)

= (M ⊗ I_1)(|Ψ^+⟩⟨Ψ^+| ⊗ M) = M ⊗ M, where |Ψ^+⟩ = ∑_{d0} i=1 |e_i⟩|e_i⟩. Also, by Lemma 3.1, the Choi operator of M^{⊗2} is M ⊗ M. As the Choi representation is isomorphic, we immediately have M ⋆ M = M^{⊗2}. □ Remark 3.3. The above is an obvious conclusion for finite dimension but it is not necessarily true for infinite dimension. Because in infinite dimension (A ⊗ C)(B ⊗ D) is not necessarily equal to AB ⊗ CD. But for M ∈ L(L(H_0), L(H_1)) where dim(H_0) = ∞, dim(H_1) = ∞ and M is a compact operator, we can prove that the above result is correct. That is, M^{⋆n} = M ⋆ M ⋆ · · · ⋆ M n = M^{⊗n}.

DILATION, DISCRIMINATION AND UHLMANN’S THEOREM OF LINK PRODUCTS OF QUANTUM CHANNELS7

Theorem 3.4. (Distinguishability of quantum channels) Let M, N ∈ L(L(H_0), L(H_1)) be two quantum channels. Suppose M ≠ N . Then lim_{n→∞} F(M^{⋆n}, N^{⋆n}) = 0. Proof. According to Lemma 3.2, we have F(M^{⋆n}, N^{⋆n}) = F(M^{⊗n}, N^{⊗n}) = F(M, N )^n. Because 0 < F(M, N ) < 1, we have 1 > F(M, N ) > F(M, N )^2 > . . . < F(M, N )^n > 0. (3.3)

Thus F(M^{⋆n}, N^{⋆n}) decreases gradually and strictly. Therefore, we have

lim_{n→∞} F(M^{⋆n}, N^{⋆n}) = lim_{n→∞} F(M, N )^n = 0.

For ∀ε > 0, ∃n (a natural number) and Ñ = [log_{F(M,N )}ε], such that when n > Ñ, 0 < F(M^{⋆n}, N^{⋆n}) < ε. Thus the distinguishability of M and N is improved gradually as n grows. □

4. Uhlmann’s theorem for the fidelity of diagonal channels Let M ∈ L(L(H_0), L(H_1)) be a quantum channel. Suppose dim(H_0) = dim(H_1) = 2. We consider an orthonormal basis of the Hermitian matrix [21, 22], β = { σ_0 √ 2 , σ_1 √ 2 , σ_2 √ 2 , σ_3 √ 2 }, where σ_i are the Pauli matrices,

σ_0 = I, σ_1 = ( 0 1 1 0 ) , σ_2 = ( 0 −i i 0 ) , σ_3 = ( 1 0 0 −1 ) . If the representation of the quantum channel M with respect to the basis β is diagonal, i.e., M = diag(1, a_1, a_2, a_3), then M is called a diagonal channel [22]. There are four important families of two-dimensional diagonal channels:

1. C = diag(1, p, p, p), where − 1 3 ≤ p ≤ 1; 2. D = diag(1, p, −p, p), where − 1 ≤ p ≤ 1 3 ; 3. R = diag(1, −p, −p, p), where − 1 3 ≤ p ≤ 1; 4. S = diag(1, p, −p, p), where − 1 ≤ p ≤ 1 3 .

Quantum channels C, D, R, and S are called depolarizing, transpose depolarizing, hybrid depolarizing classical, and hybrid transpose depolarizing classical, respectively. They are among the most widely used channels in science and technology [21, 23–26].

Let C, D, R and S be the Choi operators of C, D, R and S, respectively. According to the calculation method of Choi operator in [22], we can obtain

C = 1+p 2 0 0 p 0^{1−p}_2 0 0 0 0^{1−p}_2 0 p 0 0^{1+p}_2 , D = 1+p 2 0 0 0 0^{1−p}_2 P 0 0 P^{1−p}_2 0 0 0 0^{1+p}_2 ,

R = 1+p 2 0 0 −p 0^{1−p}_2 0 0 0 0^{1−p}_2 0 −p 0 0^{1+p}_2 , S = 1+p 2 0 0 0 0^{1−p}_2 −P 0 0 −P^{1−p}_2 0 0 0 0^{1+p}_2 . Also, we have

√ C =

√ 1−p 2 √ 2 +^{√3p+1}_2^√_2 0 0 −^{√1−p}_2^√_2 +^{√3p+1}_2^√_2 0 √_{1−p} 2 0 0 0 0 √_{1−p} 2 0 −^{√1−p}_2^√_2 +^{√3p+1}_2^√_2 0 0^{√1−p}_2^√_2 +^{√3p+1}_2^√_2 ,

and √ CD √ C = (p+1)^2

4 0 0^{p(p+1)}_2 0^{(1−p)2}_4^{p(1−p)}_2 0 0^{p(1−p)}_2^{(1−p)2}_4 0 p(p+1) 2 0 0^{(p+1)2}_4 .

We note that √ CD √ C = CD = √ C √ CD. When C is reversible, it is obvious that D √ C = √ CD. When C is irreversible, since C ≥ 0, for ∀ε > 0 we have √ C + εI > 0 and ( √ C + εI)D( √ C + εI) = √ CD √ C + ε √ CD + εD √ C + εD, ( √ C + εI)( √ C + εI)D = √ C √ CD + ε √ CD + εD √ C + εD, so that ( √ C + εI)D( √ C + εI) = ( √ C + εI)( √ C + εI)D. On the left multiplication by ( √ C + εI)^{−1}, we have D( √ C + εI) = ( √ C + εI)D, D √ C = √ CD. This proves that √ C and hence C can be interchanged with D. Similarly, we find that MN = NM, where M, N ∈ {C, D, R, S}. That is C, D, R and S are all interchangeable.

Using the above results, we can get the following theorem easily.

Theorem 4.1. For any two channels M, N ∈ {C, D, R, S}, F(M, N ) = 1 2 4∑ i=1 √ α_iβ_i, (4.1)

where α_i, β_i, i = 1, 2, 3, 4 are the eigenvalues of M, N respectively and M, N are Choi operators of M, N .

DILATION, DISCRIMINATION AND UHLMANN’S THEOREM OF LINK PRODUCTS OF QUANTUM CHANNELS9

Uhlmann’s theorem for the fidelity of quantum channels [5] is stated as (4.2) F(M, N ) = 1 2 max_{V,W} |Tr(V^†W )|, where V and W are isometries H_0 −→ H_1 ⊗ H_A that define Stinespring dilations of M and N .

For the diagonal channels, we find that the maximum value of Uhlmann’s theorem is achievable.

Theorem 4.2. Let M, N ∈ {C, D, R, S}. There exist V_0 and W_0 such that F(M^{⋆n}, N^{⋆n}) = 1 2^n

|Tr(V^†_0 W_0)|^n,

(4.3) where V_0 and W_0 are isometries that define Stinespring dilations of M and N respectively.

Proof. Let V_0, W_0 : H_0 −→ H_1 ⊗ H_A as V_0 = (I_1 ⊗ (M^T )^{12} )(|I_1⟩⟩ ⊗ I_0),

(4.4) W_0 = (I_1 ⊗ (N^T )^{12} )(|I_1⟩⟩ ⊗ I_0),

(4.5) where M and N are the Choi operators of M and N respectively, and H_A = Supp(M) or Supp(N). Thus, we have V^†_0 W_0 = (I_1 ⊗ (M^T )^{12} )(|I_1⟩⟩ ⊗ I_0)^†(I_1 ⊗ (N^T )^{12} )(|I_1⟩⟩ ⊗ I_0) = (⟨⟨I_1| ⊗ I_0)(I_1 ⊗ (M^T )^{12} )(|I_1⟩⟩ ⊗ I_0)^†(I_1 ⊗ (N^T )^{12} ) = Tr_1[(M^T N^T )^{12} ], and 1 2 Tr(V^†_0 W_0) = 1 2 Tr[(M^T N^T )^{12} ] = 1 2 Tr[(MN)^{12} ] = F(M, N ).

Thus, for any M, N ∈ {C, D, R, S}, we have (4.6) F(M, N ) = 1 2 |Tr(V^†_0 W_0)| and (4.7) F(M^{⋆n}, N^{⋆n}) = F(M, N )^n = 1 2^n |Tr(V^†_0 W_0)|^{n n→∞}−−−−→ 0. □ 5. Conclusion In summary, we have established the Stinespring dilation theorem of the link product of quantum channels in two different ways and discussed the discrimination of quantum channels. We have shown that the distinguishability can be improved by self-linking each quantum channel n times as n grows. We also found that the maximum value of Uhlmann’s theorem can be achieved for diagonal channels.

Acknowledgement. This project is supported by National Natural Science Foundation of China (Grants No. 61877054, 12031004, and 12271474).

References

1. W. F. Stinespring. Positive functions on C*-algebras. Proc. Am. Math. Soc., 6, 211–216 (1955).

2. D. Kretschmann, D. Schlingemann and R. F. Werner. A continuity theorem for Stinespring’s dilation. J. Funct. Anal., 255, 1889–1902 (2008).

3. M. G. Jabbour and N. J. Cerf. Fock majorization in bosonic quantum channels with a passive environment. J. Phys. A-Math. Theor., 52, 1–16 (2019).

4. M. E. Shirokov. Strong convergence of quantum channels: Continuity of the Stinespring dilation and discontinuity of the unitary dilation. J. Math. Phys., 61, 082204-1–082204-14 (2020).

5. M. Raginsky. A fidelity measure for quantum channels. Phys. Lett. A, 290, 11–18 (2001). 6. G. Chiribella, G. M. D’Ariano and P. Perinotti. Memory effects in quantum channel discrimination. Phys. Rev. Lett., 101,180501-1–180501-4 (2008).

7. A. Jencova. Base norms and discrimination of generalized quantum channels J. Math. Phys., 55,022201-1–022201-17 (2014).

8. A. Jencova and M. Plavala. Conditions for optimal input states for discrimination of quantum channels. J. Math. Phys., 57, 122203-1–122203-20 (2016).

9. M. Caiaffa and M. Piani. Channel discrimination power of bipartite quantum states. Phy. Rev.

A, 97, 032334-1–032334-10 (2018).

10. M. M. Wilde. Coherent quantum channel discrimination 2020 IEEE International Symposium on Information Theory. 1915-1920 (2020).

11. A. S. Kardashin, A. V. Vlasova, A. A. Pervishko, D. Yudin and J. D. Biamonte. Quantummachine-learning channel discrimination. Phy. Rev. A, 106,032409-1–032409-10 (2022).

12. A. Kumar, S. S. Roy, A. K. Pal, R. Prabhu, A. Sen(De) and U. Sen. Conclusive identification of quantum channels by monogamy of quantum correlations. Phys. Lett. A, 380(43), 3588– 3594 (2016).

13. G. Chiribella, G. M. D’Ariano and P. Perinotti. Theoretical framework for quantum networks.

Phy. Rev. A, 80, 022339-1–0223391-20 (2009).

14. G. Chiribella, G. M. D’Ariano and P. Perinotti. Optimal Cloning of Unitary Transformation.

Phys. Rev. Lett., (101), 180504-1–180504-4 (2008).

15. G. Chiribella, G. M. D’Ariano and P. Perinotti. Quantum Circuit Architecture. Phys. Rev.

Lett.,101, 060401-1–060401-4 (2008).

16. A. Bisio, G. Chiribella, G. M. D’Ariano, S. Facchini, and P. Perinotti. Optimal Quantum Tomography of States, Measurements, and Transformations. Phys. Rev. Lett., 102, 010404-1– 010404-4 (2009).

17. A. Bisio, G. Chiribella, G. M. D’Ariano and P. Perinotti. Quantum networks: General theory and applications. Acta Phys. Slovaca, 61, 273-390 (2011).

18. Y. L. Xiao, Y. X. Yang, X. M. Wang, Q. Liu and M. L. Gu. Quantum Uncertainty Principles for Measurements with Interventions. Phys. Rev. Lett., 130, 240201-1–240201-7 (2023).

19. J. Watrous. The theory of quantum information. Cambridge University Press, 2018. 20. G. Chiribella, G. M. D’Ariano and P. Perinotti. Realization schemes for quantum instruments in finite dimensions. J. Math. Phys., 50, 042101-1–042101-19 (2009).

21. I. Sergeev. Generalizations of 2-dimensional diagonal quantum channels with constant Frobenius norm. Rep. Math. Phys.,83, 349–372 (2019).

22. A. R. Arab. On diagonal quantum channels. Rep. Math. Phys., 88, 58–71 (2021). 23. C. King. The capacity of the quantum depolarizing channel. IEEE T. Inform. Theory., 49, 221–229 (2003).

24. G. G. Amosov. Remark on the additivity conjecture for a quantum depolarizing channel.

Probl. Informa. Transm. 42, 69–76 (2006).

25. N. Datta, A. Holevo and Y. Suhov. Additivity for transpose depolarizing channels. Int. J.

Quantum. Inf., 4, 85–98 (2006).

26. C. B. Mendl and M. M. Wolf. Unital quantum channels-convex structure and revivals of Birkhoff’s theorem. Commun. Math. Phys., 289, 1057–1096 (2009).

DILATION, DISCRIMINATION AND UHLMANN’S THEOREM OF LINK PRODUCTS OF QUANTUM CHANNELS11

Qiang Lei. School of Mathematics Sciences, Harbin Institute of Technology, Harbin 150001, China.

Email address: leiqiang@hit.edu.cn

Liuheng Cao. School of Mathematics Sciences, Harbin Institute of Technology, Harbin 150001, China.

Email address: 2826142155@qq.com

Asutosh Kumar. Department of Physics, Gaya College, Magadh University, Rampur, Gaya 823001, India

Asutosh Kumar. Vaidic and Modern Physics Research Centre, Bhagal Bhim, Bhinmal, Jalore 343029, India Email address: asutoshk.phys@gmail.com

Junde Wu. School of Mathematics Sciences, Zhejiang University, Hangzhou 310027, China.

Email address: wjd@zju.edu.cn