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Abstract

The auxiliary function of a classical channel appears in fwodamental quantities that upper and lower
bound the error probability, respectively. A crucial prageof the auxiliary function is its concavity, which leads
to several important results in finite block length analysisthis paper, we prove that the auxiliary function of
a classical-quantum channel also enjoys the same concaperpy, extending an earlier partial result to its full
generality. The key component in our proof is a beautifulltesf geometric means of operators.

. INTRODUCTION

Denote byP(X') the set of probability distributions on a finite s&t= {1,2,...,|X|}. For any fixed
P e P(X) ands > 0, theauxiliary function Ey(s, P) of a classical communication chanr@{y|x) with
the output sefy = {1,2,...,|Y|} is defined as

1+s
Ey(s, P) 2 —log Z (ZP Q(y|x) 1+s> . Q)

yeY \zekX

This function appears in two fundamental quantities ingitzd information theory: for any > 0,

_A —
E/(R) = Hax {P%a(}){() Ey(s, P) sR} , (2)
and
_A J—
Esy(R) = Sslzl%) {P%)at);) Eo(s, P) sR} , (3)

where E,(R) is called therandom coding exponerand E,(R) is called thesphere-packing exponent
of the classical chann&). These two quantities are critical since, for any block tang and any rate
R >0, the error probabilityP.(n, R), minimized over all possible coding strategies, satisfigs [

2—TLESP(R) S Pe(n7 R) S 2—TLEr(R). (4)

Consequently, properties of the auxiliary functiéh(s, P) reveal important functional behaviour of the
two exponents, and lead to a deeper understanding of the mobability of a given classical channel
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Q. It is well-known (and easy to show])]f Vs > 0,

8E0(8,P) .
0 Eo(S,P>
T 0. (7)

It turns out thatEy (s, P) is concave ins > 0. In addition to other important contributions in finite bloc
length analysis, this fact also provides an alternativ@pto Shannon’s noiseless channel coding theorem
[2].

In recent years, much attention has been paid to unders@ribde error probability of a quantum
channel. In this scenario, it suffices to consideclassical-quantum channelvhich is a mappindg/V :
r e X — W, € S(H) from the finite setY to S(H), i.e., the set of density operators (positive semi-
definite operators with unit trace) on a fixed Hilbert spateGiven a classical-quantum chann&l and
a distributionP on the inputX’, we can similarly define thauxiliary function Ey(s, P)* [3, 4]: Vs > 0,

1+s
Fols, P) 2 —log T (Zp(x)-wﬁs> . ®)
zeX

This quantity is a quantum generalization of Ef), (and recovers Eqlj when all {WW,},.c» commute.

The auxiliary functionEy(s, P) in Eg. @) also appears in the random coding expongntR) and
the sphere-packing exponeh},(R) of a classical-quantum chann@l, which can be similarly defined
as that in Egs.4d) and @), respectively. However, the relations between these twmpmeents and the
error probability of the underlining classical-quantunachellV are much harder to obtain. The random
coding exponentv,(R) is shown to be an upper bound to the error probability of asatas-quantum
channell’ when even#iV,, is pure (i.e. the density operattr, is a rank-one matrix) in Ref3], and it is
conjectured to hold for general quantum states. Furthezjribe sphere-packing bound that lower bounds
the error probability ofil” was recently proved in Ref5]?. These results are highly nontrivial due to the
non-commutative nature of the density operators involvettheir definitions. Many important questions in
guantum information theory are still left open. Notablyisitstill unknown whether the auxiliary function
Ey(s, P) in Eq. @) is concave for alls > 0. This might be one reason that the error probability of any
finite block lengthn is less understood in the quantum regime. Note fgdts, P) has been shown to
be concave i) < s <1 in Ref. [6]. Its proof relies on arad-hocoperator inequality in order to show
that the second-order derivative & (s, P) is non-positive fors € [0, 1]. However, this method seems
impossible to work for alls > 0.

In this paper, we are able to prove thai(s, P) of a classical-quantum chann@l is concave for all
s > 0. Our proof culminates the latest development of operaielak; in particular, the beautiful theory
of a general geometric mean of operatork Pur proof can be viewed as a direct generalization of its
classical proof in Ref.1, Theorem 5.6.3].

The paper is organized as follows. Sepresents the main technical tool, i.e., theieighted geometric
mean”. The main result is presented in Sk¢ and our conclusion is given in Sé¢.

[I. TECHNICAL TOOLS

Denote byM; and M/ ™ the set of positive semi-definite matrices and positive defimatrices,
respectively. For twal x d Hermitian matricesA and B, we denote byA = B if A— B € M. Let

IHere, we slightly abuse the notation since it should be diean the context the underlining channel is quantum or atas
2However, this bound only works in the asymptotic regime- oo, unlike the classical case in Egf)(that holds for anyn € IN and
R >0.



A, B € M;". Then the $-weighted geometric mean” of and B is defined as
A4 B & AV (AV2BATY2)" AV, (9)
The geometric mean enjoys following properti€sq] (see also 10, Chapter 6] and]1, Section 4]).

Proposition 1 (Properties of Geometric Meand)et A, B,C, D € M;" and s € R. Then

(a) Commutativity:A#,B = A'=*B* for AB = BA;

(b) Joint homogeneity(aA)#,(bB) = a*~*b*(A#,B) for a,b > 0;

(c) Monotonicity: A#;B < C#,D for A<C, B=<D ands € [0,1];

(d) Congruence invarianc€or every non-singular matrid/, M (A#,B)M" = (MAM?") #, (MBM?);
(e) Self-duality:A#,B = B#,_,A, and (A#,B)" = A"'#,B";

() Concavity:

(AA+ (1 = N)B) 4, (\C + (1 — \)D)

10
= M(A#,0) + (1- X) (B#.D) 1o
for all \,s € [0,1];
(g) HM-GM-AM inequality: (1 — s)A™' 4+ sB~1) "' < A#,B < (1 —s)A+ sB for s € [0, 1].
(h) Continuity: A#,B is continuous inA and B.
Let z £ (21,...,24) € R? be ad-dimensional vector. Denote byt £ (21,...,z") the decreasing
arrangementof z, i.e. 27 > --- > 2. We say that: is weak majorizedby y, denoted byr <., y, if
k k
ijgz:yj-, 1<k <d. (11)
j=1 j=1

The weak log-majorizations = <o v is defined wherog z <oq logy. It is well-known thatlog z <|oq
logy impliesz <, y [12, Example 11.3.5]. For two Hermitian matrice$ and B, if A\(A) <, A\(B), then
A < |IIB||| for any unitarily-invariant norrj|| - ||| [13, Theorem 6.18].

In the following, we collect a few lemmas that will be used lre tmain proof.

Lemma 2 (Matharu & Aujla [14, Theorem 2.10])For any A, B € M} ", and0 < s < 1. Then
A(A#,B) <iog A (A'*B?).. (12)

Lemma 3 ([12, Theorem 1X.2.10]) Let A, B € M}. Then for every unitarily-invariant nornfj| - |||, we
have

IB*AB"|[| < [I(BAB)'||l, for0<t<1, (13)
IB*A'B"|[| = [I(BAB)'|||, fort > 1. (14)
(15)

Lemma 4 ([12, Example 11.3.5]) Let z,y € R? (the set ofd-dimensional vectors of non-negative real
numbers). Then

x <, y impliesz’ <, ¢ (16)
forall t > 1.
Lemma 5 (See, e.g. 15, Section 2.2]) Let f be a convex function on real lines. Thén=< B implies
Tr[f(A)] < Tr[f(B)]. 17)



Lemma 6 (Matrix Holder’s Inequality 2, Corollary IV.2.6]) Let A, B € M}. Then
11\ 0 1 1-6
Tr[AB] < (Tr [Ag]) (Tr [Bﬂ]) (18)

forall 0 < <1.

[1l. M AIN RESULT

We first recall a few notations. Let = {1,2, ..., |X|} be a finite alphabet. Denote B(X) the set of
probability distributions onX'. Fix a (separable) Hilbert spaéé. The set of density operators (i.e. positive
semi-definite operators with unit trace) @his defined asS(7). Denote the set of all classical-quantum
(c-q) channeldV from X to S(H) by W(X).

Theorem 7. Given a classical-quantum channiél € W(X') and a distributionP € P(X), the auxiliary
function Ey (s, P) is concave ins > 0.

Proof. We first present the proof that only works when @iV, }.c» are full rank. The proof can then be
relaxed to include the non-invertible case.

Let X be a random variable with distributioR, and denote byt the expectation with respect t®.
Then it suffices to prove the convexity of the map:

Ftes logTr {(]E Wxﬂ (19)

for all ¢t > 1.
Before starting the proof, we first prepare the following teenthat is crucial in our derivations.

Lemma 8. Let A, B € M/ ™. Then, for every > 1 and0 < A <1, we have

Tr [(A#4,B)'] < Tr [A'-N B (20)

Proof. From Lemma2, we have
Tr [A#,B] < Tr [A?BAA%} (1)
< [(atpate) ], @2)

where the last inequality follows from Lemn®a Next, applying Lemmal on the above inequality yields

((AWBMAW)%)t] , (23)

which completes the proof. O

Tr [(A#)\B)t} < Tr

We now begin the proof of Theorem These steps follow closely with those in Ref, [Theorem
5.6.3]. Letl,r, andd be arbitrary numbers <[ <r, 0 <6 <1, and define

t=0l+ (1—0)r. (24)
Lett =1+ s > 1. Then we prove the convexity of the mgpi.e.
f@&) <O0f(1)+ 1 —0)f(r). (25)
Define the numben by
A:?; 1—A:T(1;9). (26)



Then it follows that
1 6 1—-6 X 1-—=\

P 27)
The convexity of the geometric means (see item (f) in Prajoosil) implies that
E WY =B [ww =/ (28)
= E [WVl w7 (29)
< E WY #,,E [Wr]. (30)

Now let A= E [W''] andB = E [W'/]. Sincex — z' for ¢t > 1 is a convex function, Lemma leads
to

T [(B [1711])'] < T [(A#1aB)' (31)
< Tr [APBOY] (32)
— Tr (A B9 (33)

where Eq. 82) follows from Eq. @). Finally, applying matrix Holder's inequality, Lemm@ on the
right-hand side of Eq.33), we have

T [(B[w)] < (T [aT)’ (e [B7) (34)

- (e (1)) (xe (1)) ™ @

Taking logarithm on the above inequality arrivesfat) < 6f(1) + (1 — 0) f(r). This completes the proof
for the special case of invertible channel outputs.

The above proof assumes that every realization of the deapératoriVx is positive definite. Hence,
each density operatd’f/:?/ "WV can be expressed as a geometric mﬁdﬁl#swy ". However, if iV,
is not invertible for somer € X, then consider a sequence of positive definite operatgrs= W, + e/
that approximatéV,, i.e., lim. o W, . = W,. The geometric mean (Wa}/l and ng/r is defined as

W W 2 i W W (36)
by the continuity of the geometric means (see item (h) in &sdjon 1). Note that the concavity of the
geometric means, and Lemm2snd 8 still hold if we use the definition in Eq.3¢). We can thus obtain

a complete proof.
]

IV. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we proved an open question that was originallyed in fi]. A partial result to this
question was obtained ]} however, we can extend the concavity of the auxiliary tiorc £y (s, P) for
all s > 0. Consequently, the definition of auxiliary functioB) (of a classical-quantum channel exactly
recovers its classical counterpatf,[a quantity that plays a crucial role in classical inforraattheory.
We hope that this concave property will also allow us to ettearacterize the error probability of a
classical-quantum channel in the finite regime.
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