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Statistical graphical models are frameworks that use graphs to represent dependen-

cies among a large number of random variables. Such frameworks have been proven

useful for developing analytical/algorithmic methods in characterizing the behavior of

systems involving a large number of variables. Among these frameworks, the factor

graphs are a popular variant. A factor graph represents a factorization of a multi-

variate function, and in many practical examples, a factorization of some probability

function. It is a recurring problem in physics and engineering to compute the marginals

(or partition sums) of a given multivariate function. With the factor graph represen-

tation, such marginals (or partition sums) can be computed/estimated via a class of

algorithms known as belief-propagation algorithms.

In recent years, quantum computing and quantum communications have received

increasing attention. In these applications, information is represented and processed

by suitable quantum systems. Quantum theory, which is a generalization of probabil-

ity theory, describes the uncertainty of quantum systems. Classical graphical models,

which are based on probability theory, can no longer efficiently describe the dependen-

cies among such systems.

In this thesis, we are interested in generalizing factor graphs and the relevant meth-

ods toward describing quantum systems. Two generalizations of classical graphical

models are investigated, namely double-edge factor graphs (DeFGs) and quantum fac-

tor graphs (QFGs). Conventionally, a factor in a factor graph represents a nonnegative

real-valued local functions. Two different approaches to generalize factors in classi-

cal factor graphs yield DeFGs and QFGs, respectively. We proposed/re-proposed and

analyzed generalized versions of belief-propagation algorithms for DeFGs/QFGs. As

a particular application of the DeFGs, we investigate the information rate and their

upper/lower bounds of classical communications over quantum channels with memory.

In this study, we also propose a data-driven method for optimizing the upper/lower

bounds on information rate.

i



標標標題題題如如如下下下之之之論論論文文文之之之摘摘摘要要要

用於量子信息處理的因子圖方法的探討

提提提交交交者者者 曹 軒
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統計圖形模型是使用圖形表示大量隨機變量之間的依存關係的框架。在研究涉

及大量變量的系統的行為時，此類框架有助開發相關的分析手段和計算方法。在這

類框架中，因子圖（factor graph）是一種流行的方法。因子圖用圖表示因式分解。

而在許多實例中，它往往用於表示某些概率函數的分解。計算給定因式分解的邊際

（marginal）或配分和（partition sum）是物理學和工程學中常見的問題。利用因子

圖，這樣的邊際或配分和可用置信傳播算法（belief-propagation algorithm）（估）算

出。

近年來，量子計算和量子通信領域所受關注愈增。在這些應用中，訊息由量子系統

（的狀態）表示。量子論（quantum theory）是描述量子系統不確定性的理論，它是

概率論的延伸。由於前述圖模型上的方法均基於概率論，它們難以高效地描述此類系

統之間的依賴性。

在本文中，我們關注因子圖和相關方法的拓展，以期用於描述量子系統。本研究涉

及了兩個拓展模型：雙邊因子圖（DeFGs）和量子因子圖（QFGs）。傳統上，因子圖

中的因子表示的是非負實值局部函數。而DeFG和QFG分別對應了兩種對經典因子圖

中的因子的拓展。本文分別提出/重新提出並分析了針對DeFG/QFG而拓展的置信傳

播算法。我們還研究了量子記憶信道（quantum channel with memory）的經典通信率

及其上下界。該研究使用了DeFG來表示量子系統。在本研究中，我們提出了一種基於

數據來優化信息速率的上下界的方法。
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Preface

Factor graphs [KFL01; Loe04; WJ08, Section 2.1] are a type of graphical models

that uses bipartite graphs (or some equivalence) to describe factorizations of multivari-

ate functions, where a factorization of a function is a decomposition of itself into the

product of a several sub-functions (see (1.1)). Though the method itself does not impose

any constraints on the functions to be factorized, it is often used to represent the fac-

torizations of probability functions and thus can be used to illustrate the dependencies

among the involved random variables. Many interesting computer science and physics

problems can be modeled as computing the marginals of certain functions with some

knowledge of its factorization structure. Examples include problems in coding theory

(e.g., decoding of low-density parity-check (LDPC) codes [Gal62]) and problems in sta-

tistical mechanics (e.g., the Ising models (see, e.g., [ML13])). Besides visualizing such

factorizations, factor graphs also provide an efficient approach to compute or estimate

the aforementioned marginals using a class of algorithms known as belief-propagation

(BA) algorithms.

In recent years, quantum computing and quantum communications have recieved

increasing attention. Though technically speaking, such systems can be described by

probability theory, it is hugely inefficient to do so since a discrete quantum system’s

state space is continuous. For example, in a quantum system of n-qubits, the states

of the system can be
∑
xn1∈Fn2

αxn1 |x
n
1 〉 for any complex numbers {αxn1 }xn1∈Fn2 such that∑

xn1∈Fn2

∣∣αxn1 ∣∣2 = 1. In this case, describing the system using probability theory would

require a (2n+1 − 1)-dimensional (real) continuous random variable. On the other

hand, due to the physical nature of observations (as we understand them so far), it is

equivalent to describe the same system using a 2n-by-2n density matrix (operator). The

latter description is the key to quantum theory, a generalization of probability theory

(see Section 1.2). Thus, solving the interference problem on a system involving quantum
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components using the traditional method of factor graphs and probability theory would

be extremely inefficient. This has motivated us to consider generalizations of the model

and the methods of factor graphs for quantum theory.

Problems and Contributions

As introduced below, we consider three particular topics/problems in this thesis.

The first two topics are two different generalizations of the method of factor graphs

with quantum theory in mind. The last topic solves a specific problem in quantum

information theory and demonstrates how factor graphs could be helpful in these prob-

lems.

Double-Edge Factor Graphs

In Chapter 2, we focus on a generalized class of factor graphs called double-edge

factor graphs (DeFGs). A DeFG represents a factorization of the form g(s, s̃;x) =∏
a∈F fa(s∂a, s̃∂a;xδa), where fa is complex-valued for each a and where the matrix

associated with fa, i.e., [fa(xδa)]s∂a,s̃∂a , fa(s∂a, s̃∂a;xδa), is PSD for each xδa. This

class of graphical models is closely related to the factor graphs for quantum probabil-

ities introduced in [LV12; LV17] and is helpful in representing quantum systems. In

particular, the results of quantum dynamics can be expressed as marginals of some

global functions represented by suitable DeFGs.

In our work, we are interested in the problem of computing the marginals and

partition sums of DeFGs. We generalize the “closing-the-box” operations to DeFGs,

and show that the marginals/partition sum of an acyclic DeFG can be computed using

a sequence of “closing-the-box” operations. We also generalize the belief-propagation

(BP) algorithm to DeFGs. In particular, we define the holographic transformation of

DeFGs, and derive a loop calculus expansion for DeFGs. We study multiple numerical

examples in which BP algorithms for DeFGs show promising results.

Parts of the contents of Chapter 2 have been published in [CV17a].

Quantum Factor Graphs

In Chapter 3, we focus on a graphical model called quantum factor graphs (QFGs)

[LP08]. The graphical model is a direct generalization of the bifactor networks proposed
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in the same paper, in which the authors considered a “factorization” in the form of ρ ,

?a∈F ρa where ? is a commutative and associative binary operator of linear operators

(matrices). The target is to compute the (partial) trace of ρ. The major results

in [LP08] are based on additional commutativity assumptions.

In our work, we consider a different setup without commutativity assumptions,

but with the local operators being “close” to identity operators. We establish an ap-

proximated distributivity of ? over (partial) trace functions under such a setup and

generalize the “closing-the-box” operations to QFGs. We also show that the trace of

an acyclic QFG can always be approximated via a sequence of “closing-the-box” oper-

ations. The belief-propagation algorithm for QFGs, which coincides with the quantum

belief-propagation algorithm in [LP08], is then a natural and heuristic generalization

of the “closing-the-box” based method to QFGs with cycles. We generalize the Bethe

approximation to QFGs and define Helmholtz, Gibbs, and the Bethe free energies for

this new setup. We show that, provided that all local operators are close to I, the fixed

points of the belief-propagation algorithm for QFGs approximately correspond to the

stationary points of the Bethe free energy. A numerical demonstration is also included

at the end of that chapter.

Parts of the contents of Chapter 3 have been published in [CV16].

Bounding and Estimating the Classical Information Rate of Quantum

Channels with Memory

In Chapter 4, we focus on the information rate of classical communications over a

finite-dimensional quantum channel with memory. A quantum channel with memory

is a CPTP map (see Definition 1.41) from HA ⊗HS to HB ⊗HS′ where A and B are,

respectively, the input and output systems and where S and S′ are, respectively, the

memory systems before and after the channel use (see Definition 4.2). In particular, we

are interested in computing and bounding the information rate of classical communi-

cations over a quantum channel with memory using only separable-state ensemble and

local measurements. This restriction is equivalent to the scenario where no quantum

computing device is present at the sending or receiving end or where our manipulation

of the channel is limited to a single-channel use. The difficulty of the problem lies

with the presence of quantum memory. In the most straightforward situation, where
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the memory system exhibits classical properties under certain ensembles and measure-

ments, the classical communication setup is equivalent to a finite-state-machine channel

(FSMC) [Gal68]. Though the evaluation of the information rate of an FSMC is nontriv-

ial in general, efficient stochastic methods for estimating and bounding this quantity

have been developed [ALV+06; SVS09].

Our work is inspired by [ALV+06], where the authors proposed an efficient stochas-

tic method in estimating the information rate of indecomposable FSMCs, and [SVS09],

where the authors proposed upper and lower bounds of the information rate of FSMCs

based on auxiliary FSMCs and efficient methods for optimizing the bounds. We pro-

pose algorithms for estimating the information rate of such communication setups,

along with algorithms for bounding the information rate based on so-called auxiliary

channels. Some of the algorithms are generalized versions of the methods in [ALV+06;

SVS09]. We also discuss suitable graphical models for doing the relevant computations.

We emphasize that the auxiliary channels are learned in a data-driven approach, i.e.,

only input/output sequences of the actual channel are needed, but not the channel

model of the actual channel.

Chapter 4 is adapted from [CV20], with the majority of its contents published

in [CV17b; CV19; CV20].

Structure of this Thesis

The rest of this thesis consists of the four main chapters, followed by a summary,

appendices, bibliography, and an index of terms. Chapter 1 provides an introduction

to some preliminary knowledge regarding factor graphs and basic quantum information

theory. Readers may skip this chapter if they are already familiar with these topics.

Chapters 2 and 3 discuss double-edge factor graphs and quantum factor graphs, respec-

tively. Chapter 4 studies classical information rate of quantum channels with memory.

These three chapters are relatively independent of each other, and readers may read

them in any desired order.

vi



Acknowledgment

I want to thank my supervisor Prof. Pascal VONTOBEL for his patient guidance

in the past few years, and my co-supervisor, Prof. Chandra NAIR, for his suggestions

and help. I also want to thank Dr. Joseph RENES for hosting my internship during

the winter of 2019 and enlightening discussions.

I also want to thank the thesis committee members, Prof. Chandra NAIR, Prof.

Angela ZHANG, Prof. Changhong ZHAO, Prof. Cheuk-Ting LI, and Prof. Henry

PFISTER, for their time in reading this thesis and for their helpful comments.

Finally, I want to thank my wife, July, for providing continuous joy and support to

my life.

The work in this thesis was supported in part by the Research Grants Council of

the Hong Kong Special Administrative Region, China, under Project CUHK 14209317

and Project CUHK 14207518.

vii



Notations

Sets

X a set

A t B union of disjoint sets A and B

B \ A the relative complement of A with respect to B

B \ a equivalent to B \ {a}

Z,Z>0,Z<0,Z>0 the sets of integers, positive integers, negative integers, non-

negative integers, respectively

Q,Q>0,Q<0,Q>0 the sets of rationals, positive rationals, negative rationals,

non-negative rationals, respectively

R,R>0,R<0,R>0 the sets of real numbers, positive real numbers, negative real

numbers, non-negative real numbers, respectively

C the sets of complex numbers

Probability and Quantum Theory

X a random variable

PX probability mass function (PMF) or probability density func-

tion (PDF) w.r.t. X

〈X〉 expectation of the random variable X

〈f(X)〉b expectation of f(X), where the PMF of X is b

Xn1 a list of random variables, i.e., (X1, . . . ,Xn)

P(X ) the set of all PMFs or PDFs over the set X

S a quantum system

HS state space associated with system S, which is a Hilbert

space1

ρS a density operator associated with system S

viii



Sn0 a list of quantum systems, i.e., (S1, . . . ,Sn)

L(H) the set of all linear operators (i.e., linear transformations)

on H

L+(H) the set of all positive operators on H

L++(H) the set of all strictly positive operators on H

D(H) the set of all density operators on H

Linear Algebra and Matrices

x a vector

xn1 a vector of length n, i.e., xn1 = (x1, x2, . . . , xn)

xi i-th entry of the vector x

‖v‖p `p-norm of the real vector x, i.e., ‖v‖p , (
∑n

i=1 |vi|
p)

1
p

A a matrix

A > 0 a PD matrix, i.e., A ∈ Cn×n for some positive integer n and

v†Av > 0 for all v ∈ Cn

A > 0 a PSD matrix, i.e., A ∈ Cn×n for some positive integer n

and v†Av > 0 for all v ∈ Cn

[T ] a matrix representation of the linear transformation T

Ai,j (i, j)-th entry of the matrix A

vec(A) vectorization of an n × m matrix A, i.e., Ai,j =

vec(A)i+n·(j−1)

tr(A),tr(T ),tr(ρ) trace of the matrix A, of the transformation T , of the oper-

ator ρ, respectively

|φ〉 a column vector

〈φ| a row vector adjoint to |φ〉, equivalently 〈φ| is the linear

transformation |ψ〉 7→ 〈φ|ψ〉

〈φ|ψ〉 inner product between the vectors |φ〉 and |ψ〉

〈φA|ψAB〉 equivalent to (〈φA| ⊗ IB)(|ψAB〉)

expA matrix exponential of the matrix A

logA matrix logarithm of the matrix A

⊗ tensor product between two vector spaces or two operators

1All Hilbert spaces involved in this thesis are finite-dimensional, unless stated otherwise.
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� Hadamard product between two matrices or vectors

⊥ perpendicular (v ⊥ u ⇐⇒ 〈v|u〉 = 0)

Classical and Quantum Information Theory

H(X),H(p) Shannon entropy of the random variable X and the PMF p,

respectively

H(A),H(ρ) von Neumann entropy of the quantum system A and the

density operator ρ, respectively

I(X : Y) mutual information between the random variables X and Y

I(A : B) quantum mutual information between the systems A and B

D(p‖q) relative entropy between the PMFs p and q

D(ρ‖σ) quantum relative entropy between the density operators ρ

and σ

Graph Theory

G = (V, E , R) a graph: V is called the vertex set, E is called the edge set,

and R : E → V × V is called the relationship function2 of G

G = (V1,V2, E) a bipartite graph, i.e., G = (V1 t V2, E ⊆ V1 ×V2, R : e 7→ e)

deg(v) the degree of the vertex v

∂v the set of neighbors of v

(v1 − · · · − vn) a backtrackless walk in a graph: requiring vi 6= vi+1 and vi

connected to vi+1

Others

? star product between two Hermitian operators (see Eqs. (3.3)

and (3.4))

2All graphs involved in this thesis are simple, finite, and undirectional.
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Acronyms

CC-QSC classical-input classical-output quantum-state channel

CPTP completely positive trace-preserving

CtB closing-the-box

DeFG double-edge factor graph

FG (classical) factor graph

FSMC finite-state-machine channel

i.i.d. independent and identically distributed

NFG normal factor graph

PD (strictly) positive definite

PDF probability density function

PMF probability mass function

PSD positive semi-definite

QFG quantum factor graph

Note that, unless stated otherwise (only in a few numerical examples), all appearances

of logarithm in this thesis should be treated as natural logarithm.
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Chapter 1

Preliminaries

The preliminaries of this thesis, as introduced in this chapter, include basic results

regarding classical factor graphs (FGs) and basic quantum information theory, each

comprising one section of the chapter. Readers may skip the correcponding section(s)

provided familiarity with the topic(s). We emphasize the reviewing nature of this

chapter; namely, the results are either known contributions, or derived rather straight-

forwardly.

1.1 Factor Graphs and Belief-Propagation Algorithms

This section reviews factor graphs, belief-propagation (BP) algorithms, and several

interpretations of BP algorithms’ outputs.

1.1.1 Factor Graphs and Normal Factor Graphs

Given a real-valued function g of multiple variables, a factorization of g is an ex-

pression in the form

g
(
(xi)i∈V

)
=
∏
a∈F

fa(x∂a), (1.1)

where V, F are some finite sets and where, for each a ∈ F , ∂a ⊆ V denotes the indices

of the arguments of fa. A factorization as in (1.1) can be represented by a bipartite

graph between V and F , with i ∈ V being a neighbor of a ∈ F if and only if i ∈ ∂a (see

Figure 1.1a); conversely, such a graph is called a factor graph (FG) representing (1.1).

1
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xi1
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xim

...
...

F={ak}k=1,...,n V={ik}k=1,...,m

...
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∂a1
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∂a2

...

}
∂an

...
∂i1

{
...∂i2
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...
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fA

fB

fC
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(b) Example 1(acyclic).

fA

fB

fC

x1
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fB

fC

x1
x2

x4

=

x
′

3

x3

x ′′3

(c) Example 1(cyclic).

Figure 1.1: Some factor graphs.

Example 1.1 (Two simple examples). The factor graph in Figure 1.1b depicts the

factorization

g(x1, x2, x3, x4) = fA(x1) · fB(x1, x2, x3) · fC(x3, x4). (1.2)

Note that in this factor graph, deg(i) 6 2 for each i ∈ V. In this case, one can simplify

the graph by drawing all the vertices in V as edges, as shown in the bottom part of the

figure. Note that vertices in V with degree 1 result in so-called half-edges. The bottom

graph is often known as a normal factor graph (NFG) [For01; AMV11].

The factor graph in Figure 1.1c depicts the factorization

g(x1, x2, x3, x4) = fA(x1, x3) · fB(x1, x2, x3) · fC(x3, x4). (1.3)

In comparison with the previous example, this factor graph is cyclic. Despite the fact

that deg(x3) > 2, we can still redraw this graph as an NFG by introducing an equality

node, as depicted in the bottom part of Figure 1.1c.

We formalize the above discussion as follows.

Definition 1.2 (Factor Graph). A factor graph (FG) is a bipartite graph G = (V,F , E ⊆

V × F) associated with a variable set V and a factor set F, where

• V = {Xi}i∈V is indexed by V, and each element of V is a set (a.k.a. alphabets);

• F = {fa}a∈F is indexed by F , and fa :×i∈∂aXi → R for each a ∈ F .
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The function g(x) ,
∏
a∈F fa(x∂a) is called the global function of G, and in this case,

G is said to be representing the factorization g(x) =
∏
a∈F fa(x∂a).

1 A factor graph is

normal if the degree of any vertex in V is at most 2.

Remark 1.3. We often redraw the vertices in V in an NFG as edges, as in Figure 1.1b.

Remark 1.4. Any factor graph can be converted into an NFG by properly introducing

equality node(s), as in the bottom part of Figure 1.1c.

1.1.2 Marginals and Partition Sums

The marginals (or partition sum) of a multivariable function are the results of

the summation over some (or all) of its arguments. Computing marginals and parti-

tion sums of factorizations is a recurring problem in physics and computer science, as

demonstrated in the following two examples.

Example 1.5 (A 2-D Ising Model [ML13]). Figure 1.2a depicts the factorization of

the configuration probability of a 2-D n× n Ising model:

p(β)(xn,n1,1 ) ∝ g(β)(xn,n1,1 ) ,
∏

i,j=1,...,n

h
(β)
i,j (xi,j) ·

∏
i,j,i′j′∈{1,...,n}
|i−i′|+|j−j′|=1

f (β)(xi,j , xi′,j′), (1.4)

where

• xi,j ∈ {−1, 1} describes the spin configuration of the particle at location (i, j);

• β ∈ (0,+∞) is the inverse temperature;

• h
(β)
i,j (xi,j) , exp

(
−β · h̃i,j · xi,j

)
, where (h̃i,j ·xi,j) is the energy contributed by

the external magnetic field on the particle at (i, j);

• f (β)(xi,j , xi′,j′) , exp
(
−β · xi,j xi′,j′

)
, where (xi,j ·xi′,j′) is the energy contributed

by the ferromagnetic interaction between the particles (i, j) and (i′, j′).

In this case, the partition function (as a function of β) of the system is given by

Z(β) =
∑
xn,n1,1

exp

(
− β ·

( ∑
i,j=1,...,n

h̃i,j · xi,j +
∑

i,j,i′j′∈{1,...,n}
|i−i′|+|j−j′|=1

xi,jxi′,j′

))
=
∑
xn,n1,1

g(β)(xn,n1,1 ), (1.5)

1Here, x , (xi)i∈V . This also applies for later appearances of “x” as an argument of global functions.
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and the Helmholtz free energy of the system is

F = −β−1 logZ(β), (1.6)

which is the maximum useful work obtainable from the system.2

We borrow the terms partition function and Helmholtz free energy from statistical

mechanics.

Definition 1.6 (Partition Sum, Free energy). Given a factor graph G describing the

factorization g(x) =
∏
a∈F fa(x∂a), the partition sum of G is defined as

Z(G) ,
∑
x

g(x) =
∑
x

∏
a∈F

fa(x∂a). (1.7)

Also, the (Helmholtz) free energy of G is defined as FH(G) , − logZ(G).

Example 1.7 (Bit-wise Decoding of an LDPC Code [Gal62]). Figure 1.2b depicts the

factorization of the conditional distribution of the inputs (X1, . . . ,Xn) given the detected

outputs (y1, . . . , yn), using a regular LDPC code and i.i.d. copies of a memoryless

channel. Namely,

PXn1 |Yn1 (xn1 |yn1 ) ∝ g(xn1 ,y
n
1 ) ,

n∏
`=1

PY|X(y`|x`) ·
d∏
a=1

f+(x∂a),

where

• the input/output alphabet are some finite sets;

• PY|X is the conditional PMF characterizing the memoryless channel in use;

• d is a positive integer smaller than n and where, for each a ∈ {1, . . . , d}, ∂a ⊆

{1, . . . , n} and |∂a| = k for some positive integer k � n;

• f+(v) ,


1
∑k

i=1 vi = 0F

0 otherwise

, ∀v ∈ Fk.

In this case, bit-wise decoding is equivalent to computing the marginals

PXi|Yn1 (xi|yn1 ) ∝
∑

x{1,...,n}\i

g(xn1 ,y
n
1 ) =

∑
x{1,...,n}\i

n∏
`=1

PY|X(y`|x`) ·
d∏
a=1

f+(x∂a)

for each i = 1, . . . , n.

2Note that the term “partition function” and “Helmholtz free energy” are established terms in

thermodynamics, and describe a physical system’s statistical properties. These two terms were later

borrowed, and defined differently in the context of statistical models and graphical methods.
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Figure 1.2: Examples of applications of factor graphs.

1.1.3 Computing the Marginals/Partition Sums of Acyclic Factor Graphs

In both examples in the last section, the quantities of interest are some marginals

(or partition sum) of the factorization involved. However, direct computation of the

marginals (or partition sum) is not scalable, as the number of configurations grows

exponentially w.r.t. the number of variables. Utilizing the distributivity of · over +,

one can compute the marginals more efficiently in some, but not all, cases (e.g., a

complete bipartite factor graph). This is particularly the case for acyclic factor graphs,

where marginals can be computed by summing over exactly one variable at each step.

For example, the marginal w.r.t. x0 of the NFG in Figure 1.3(0) can be computed in

n+ 1 steps as

p(x0) ,
∑

x1,...,xn

µ(x0) ·
n∏
`=1

p(x`|x`−1) (1.8)

= µ(x0) ·
∑
x1

p(x1|x0)
∑
x2

p(x2|x1) · · ·
∑
xn−1

(
p(xn−1|xn−2)

∑
xn

p(xn|xn−1)

)
· · ·

.
Such computations (by exploiting distributivity) can be illustrated as a sequence of

“closing-the-box” (CtB) operations, where at each step we replace the subgraph in the

box with the result of the summation over the variables inside the box (as shown in

Figure 1.3(1)–(n+1)).

Equivalently, the above process can also be described as a message-passing algo-

rithm. Namely, for an acyclic factor graph ((V,F , E), {Xi}i∈V , {fa}a∈F ), there exists a
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µ0) P P · · · P P
x0 x1 x2 xn−2 xn−1 xn

µ1) P P · · · P P
x0 x1 x2 xn−2 xn−1 xn

µ2) P P · · · P
x0 x1 x2 xn−2 xn−1

µ3) P P · · ·
x0 x1 x2 xn−2

µn)

...

P
x0 x1

· · ·

µn+1)
x0

Figure 1.3: A chain NFG, and the process to compute the marginal w.r.t. x0 as de-

scribed by (1.8).
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unique set of functions (a.k.a. messages) {mi→a,ma→i : Xi → R}(i,a)∈E such that

mi→a(xi) =
∏

c∈∂i\a

mc→i(xi) (1.9)

ma→i(xi) =
∑
x∂a\i

fa(x∂a) ·
∏

j∈∂a\i

mj→a(xj) (1.10)

for all (i, a) ∈ E , where we treat a vacuous product as constant 1. Intuitively speaking,

since the factor graph is acyclic, one can always construct a set of messages satisfy-

ing (1.9) and (1.10) from the leaves up to the root. We state and prove this result as

the following theorem.

Theorem 1.8. Consider an acyclic factor graph ((V,F , E), {Xi}i∈V , {fa}a∈F ). There

exists a unique set of messages {mi→a,ma→i : Xi → R}(i,a)∈E satisfying (1.9) and (1.10),

and

∑
xV\i

∏
a∈F

fa(x∂a) =
∏
c∈∂i

mc→i(xi) ∀xi, ∀i ∈ V, (1.11)

∑
xV\∂a

∏
c∈F

fc(x∂c) = fa(x∂a) ·
∏
i∈∂a

mi→a(xi) ∀x∂a, ∀a ∈ F . (1.12)

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume the graph (V,F , E) to be connected.

Existence: Since the bipartite graph (V,F , E) is acyclic, by removing any edge

(i, a) ∈ E , the graph is split into two disjoint bipartite graphs (Vai ,Fai , Eai ) and (V ia,F ia, E ia)

where i ∈ Vai , a ∈ F ia, and (V,F , E) = (Vai t V ia,Fai t F ia, Eai t {(i, a)} t E ia). For each

(i, a) ∈ E , we define

mi→a(xi) ,
∑

xj : j∈Vai \i

∏
c∈Fai

fc(x∂c),

ma→i(xi) ,
∑

xj : j∈Via

∏
c∈Fia

fc(x∂c).

Because the bipartite graph (V,F , E) is acyclic, we observe:

1. For each (i, a) ∈ E , (Vai ,Fai , Eai ) = ({i} ∪
⊔
c∈∂i\a V ic,

⊔
c∈∂i\aF ic,

⊔
c∈∂i\a E ic),

2. For each (i, a) ∈ E , (V ia,F ia, E ia) = (
⊔
j∈∂a\i Vaj , {a} ∪

⊔
j∈∂a\iFaj ,

⊔
j∈∂a\i Eaj ),

3. For each i ∈ V, (V,F , E) = ({i} ∪
⊔
a∈∂i V ia,

⊔
a∈∂iF ia, {(i, a)|a ∈ ∂i} ∪

⊔
a∈∂i E ia),

4. For each a ∈ F , (V,F , E) = (
⊔
i∈∂a Vai , {a}∪

⊔
i∈∂aFai , {(i, a)|i ∈ ∂a}∪

⊔
i∈∂a Eai ),
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which implies (1.9), (1.10), (1.11), and (1.12), respectively.

Uniqueness: Assume there exist two different sets of messages {mi→a,ma→i}(i,a)∈E

and {m′i→a,m′a→i}(i,a)∈E , both satisfying (1.9), (1.10), (1.11), and (1.12). Without loss

of generality, let mi0→a0 6= m′i0→a0
. By invoking (1.9) and (1.10) alternatively, one can

construct a path (as long as possible) (a0 − i0 − ai − i1 − · · · ) such that mak→ik−1
6=

m′ak→ik−1
and mik→ak 6= m′ik→ak for each k. Since (V,F , E) is finite and acyclic, such

a path must be of finite length, with the last vertex being a leaf of the graph. If the

last vertex is from V, say ilast, we have milast→alast
= 1 = milast→alast

. Otherwise, if it is

from F , say alast, we have malast→ilast−1
= falast

= m′alast→ilast−1
. In both cases, we have a

contradiction. Therefore, the set of messages satisfying (1.9), (1.10), (1.11), and (1.12)

must be unique.

1.1.4 Belief-Propagation Algorithms & BP Fixed Points

For generic factor graphs, the belief-propagation (BP) algorithms are heuristic gen-

eralizations of the message-passing algorithm described by (1.9) and (1.10). Such gen-

eralizations are made by initializing all the messages as constant functions and updating

them according to (1.9) and (1.10). Namely,

m
(t)
i→a(xi) ∝

∏
c∈∂i\a

m
(t)
c→i(xi) ∀(i, a) ∈ E , (1.13)

m
(t)
a→i(xi) ∝

∑
x∂a\i

fa(x∂a) ·
∏

j∈∂a\i

m
(t−1)
j→a (xj) ∀(i, a) ∈ E , (1.14)

where t ∈ {1, 2, . . .} and where the initial message m
(0)
i→a is some constant function for

each (i, a) ∈ E . Notice that, in the above updating rules, all new messages are computed

using the old messages from the last “batch”. Such a sequence of updates is known as

the synchronous schedule (a.k.a. flooding schedule). Though asynchronous schedules

do exist,3 and can be helpful in many specific situations (see, e.g., [SLG07; FYZ17]),

they are beyond our scope of discussion. Algorithm 1.1 lists the belief-propagation

algorithm with the flooding schedule.

We consider an instance of BP algorithms to be “completed”, if the messages {m(t)
i→a,

m
(t)
a→i}(i,a) “converge” under the updating rules (1.13) and (1.14), namely when the

changes of messages are negligible after applying the updates. In this sense, the result

3Thus, the belief-propagation algorithms are a class of algorithms instead of a single algorithm.
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Algorithm 1.1 Belief-Propagation Algorithm (Flooding Schedule with Timeout)

Input: A factor graph
(
G = (V,F , E ⊆ V × F),V = {X}i∈V ,F = {fa}a∈F

)
, ε > 0;

Output: Messages {mi→a,ma→i : Xi → R+}(i,a)∈E , FLAG ∈ {completed, timeout}.

1: for all (i, a) ∈ E do

2: m
(0)
i→a(xi)← |Xi|

−1 for each xi ∈ Xi;

3: end for

4: t← 0;

5: do

6: t← t+ 1;

7: for all (i, a) ∈ E do

8: m
(t)
a→i(xi) ∝

∑
x∂a\i

f(x∂a) ·
∏
j∈∂a\im

(t−1)
j→a (xj) for each xi ∈ Xi;

9: end for

10: for all (i, a) ∈ E do

11: m
(t)
i→a(xi) ∝

∏
c∈∂i\am

(t)
c→i(xi) for each xi ∈ Xi;

12: end for

13: while (¬timeout)∧
(
∃(i, a) ∈ E s.t.

∥∥∥m(t)
i→a −m

(t−1)
i→a

∥∥∥
2
> ε or

∥∥∥m(t)
a→i −m

(t−1)
a→i

∥∥∥
2
> ε
)

. timeout = false unless the operating time exceeds a pre-selected waiting time.

14: if timeout then

15: FLAG← timeout;

16: else

17: FLAG← completed;

18: for all (i, a) ∈ E do

19: mi→a ← m
(t)
i→a;

20: ma→i ← m
(t)
a→i;

21: end for

22: end if
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of a “completed” BP algorithm will always be (or at least be close to) a fixed point of

the update, namely a set of messages that stay unchanged w.r.t. (1.13) and (1.14). We

call such sets of messages BP fixed points (see definition below).

Definition 1.9 (BP Fixed point). A set of messages {mi→a,ma→i}i,a is said to be a

BP fixed point if

mi→a(xi) ∝
∏

c∈∂i\a

mc→i(xi) ∀(i, a) ∈ E , (1.15)

ma→i(xi) ∝
∑
x∂a\i

fa(x∂a) ·
∏

j∈∂a\i

mj→a(xj) ∀(i, a) ∈ E . (1.16)

In this case, the set {mi→a,ma→i}i,a is also called a set of fixed-point messages.

Corollary 1.10. Consider Algorithm 1.1 with acyclic input factor graph and with no

“timeout” constraint ( i.e., the pre-selected waiting time infinity). For any ε > 0, the

algorithm will always end with “ FLAG = completed” within finite time.

Proof. Let {mi→a,ma→i}(i,a)∈E be defined as in the proof of Theorem 1.8, and let

{m(t)
i→a,m

(t)
a→i}(i,a)∈E denote the messages in Algorithm 1.1 at timestamp t. For any

i, a, t such that m
(t)
a→i 6∝ ma→i, using the same construction in the “Uniqueness” part

of the proof of Theorem 1.8, one can construct a path i− a− i1 − a1 − · · · − at−1 − it

such that m
(0)
it→at−1

6∝ mit→at−1 . Since the factor graph is acyclic, the diameter of the

factor graph must be at least 2t + 1. Thus, for any t >
⌈
D
2

⌉
, m

(t)
a→i ∝ ma→i, where D

denotes the diameter of the graph. Similarly, m
(t)
i→a ∝ mi→a for all t >

⌈
D
2

⌉
. In other

words, for any ε > 0∥∥∥m(t)
i→a −m

(t−1)
i→a

∥∥∥
2
6 ε and

∥∥∥m(t)
a→i −m

(t−1)
a→i

∥∥∥
2
6 ε ∀(i, a) ∈ E ∀t >

⌈
D

2

⌉
+ 1,

namely, the algorithm will “complete” within finite time.

As a direct result of Corollary 1.10, for acyclic factor graphs, taking ε = 0, Algo-

rithm 1.1 (with no “timeout” constraint) will always produce the BP-fixed point within

finite time. For cyclic factor graphs in general, however, such results do not generalize.

On the one hand, there exist instances of BP algorithms that fail to converge. (More

interestingly, there are examples of Gaussian message passing algorithms4 (GMPAs)

4Gaussian message passing algorithms or GMPAs are a special class of BP algorithms on continuous-

alphabet factor graphs with additional constraints on its factors.
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in which the convergence depends on the update schedule [FYZ17].) On the other

hand, there also exist factor graphs with multiple BP fixed points. Though the algo-

rithm has been justified for some special classes of factor graphs, e.g., walk-summable

Gaussian graphical models [MJW06], more generic works have been focusing on various

interpretations of BP fixed points [YFW05; Von13a; CC06]. In the remainder of this

section, we review two of these interpretations of BP fixed points for factor graphs with

non-negative local functions.

1.1.5 Interpretations of BP fixed points: The Variational Approach

and Bethe’s Approximation

In this section, we review a method known as the variational approach together

with Bethe’s approximation (see, e.g., [YFW05]). The idea behind such methods has

a deep root in statistical mechanics. Note that computing the marginals is equivalent

to computing the partition sums (of some slightly modified factor graphs) and thus is

equivalent to computing the Helmholtz free energies. The idea of this method consists

of two parts: The variational approach and the Bethe free energy.

The Variational Approach

The variational approach is a method adopted from variational mechanics, in which

one considers the Helmholtz free energy as the minimal Gibbs free energy over all

possible configurations. The Gibbs free energy of a factor graph is defined as follows.

Definition 1.11 (Gibbs free energy). Given a factor graph G describing the factor-

ization g(x) =
∏
a∈F fa(x∂a) with fa > 0 for each a, the Gibbs free energy (a.k.a. the

variational free energy) of G is defined as

FG(b) , −
∑
a∈F

∑
x

b(x) log fa(x∂a) +
∑
x

b(x) log b(x) (1.17)

for each PMF b(x) on×i∈V Xi. Note that for the case where there exists some x such

that b(x) > 0 and fa(xa) = 0 for some a, we take the convention that FG(b) , +∞.

Proposition 1.12. For any PMF b on×i∈V Xi, we have

FG(b) > FH, (1.18)

with equality if and only if b(xV) ∝
∏
a∈F fa(x∂a).
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Proof. The proof is done by showing FG(b) − FH = D(b‖p), where the PMF p(x) ,

Z−1 ·
∏
a∈F fa(x∂a). We omit the details.

As a result of Proposition 1.12, the Helmholtz free energy FH can be obtained by

minimizing FG(b). However, such a minimization problem is generally intractable since

the problem’s dimension grows exponentially w.r.t. the number of variables. This has

motivated physicists (since the 1900s) to develop “good” yet tractable approximations

to FG. The Bethe free energy [Bet35] reviewed below is one of these approximations.

The Bethe free energy

Definition 1.13 (Bethe free energy). Given a factor graph G describing the factoriza-

tion g(x) =
∏
a∈F fa(x∂a), the Bethe free energy is the function

FB ({ba}a∈F , {bi}i∈V) ,−
∑
a∈F

∑
x∂a

ba(x) log fa(x∂a) +
∑
a∈F

ba(x∂a) log ba(x∂a)

−
∑
i∈V

(di − 1) ·
∑
xi

bi(xi) log(bi(xi)),
(1.19)

where the domain of FB is

L(G) ,


(
{ba}a∈F , {bi}i∈V

)
∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
ba ∈ P(×i∈∂aXi) ∀a ∈ F

bi ∈ P(Xi) ∀i ∈ V∑
x∂a\i

ba(x∂a) = bi(xi) ∀xi ∀(i, a) ∈ E


and where di , deg(i) is the degree of the vertex i for each i ∈ V.

The set L(G) is often known as the local marginal polytope. The marginals of a global

PMF always compose an element in L(G). However, the converse is not necessarily true.

Namely, if we define the set M(G) (often known as the marginal polytope) as

M(G) ,


(
{ba}a∈F , {bi}i∈V

)
∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
∃b ∈ P(×i∈V Xi) s.t.

ba(x∂a) =
∑
xV\∂a

b(x) ∀x∂a ∀a ∈ F

bi(xi) =
∑
xV\i

b(x) ∀xi ∀i ∈ V

,
then M(G) ⊆ L(G), but there do exist G such that M(G) ( L(G). For acyclic factor

graphs, however, these two sets are the same.

Lemma 1.14 (see, e.g., [WJ08, Proposition 4.1]). Given an acyclic factor graph G, for

any set of PMFs ({ba}a∈F , {bi}i∈V) ∈ L(G), the function

b(x) ,

∏
a∈F ba(x∂a)∏

i∈V
(
bi(xi)

)(di−1)
(1.20)
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is a PMF over×i∈V Xi. Notably, in this case, it holds that L(G) =M(G).

Proof. Since it is obvious that b(x) > 0 for all x, it suffices to check that
∑
x b(x) = 1.

This is proven by exploiting the acyclic structure of the factor graph. We omit the

details.

For acyclic factor graphs, Lemma 1.14 enables us to write

FG(b) = FB ({ba}a∈F , {bi}i∈V) ∀ ({ba}a∈F , {bi}i∈V) ∈ L(G), (1.21)

where the PMF b is defined based on ({ba}a∈F , {bi}i∈V) as in (1.20). By showing that

the minimizer of FG can always be expressed in a form as in (1.20), one can show

that the Bethe free energy and the variational free energy share the same minimum.

Therefore, for acyclic factor graphs, the Helmholtz free energy FH can be obtained by

minimizing the Bethe free energy (see Theorem 1.15).

Theorem 1.15. For acyclic factor graphs, it holds that

min
({ba}a∈F ,{bi}i∈V )∈L(G)

FB({ba}a∈F , {bi}i∈V) = min
b∈P(×i∈V Xi)

FG(b) = FH. (1.22)

Proof. As mentioned before, it suffices to prove that b?(x) , Z−1 ·
∏
a∈F fa(x∂a) can

be expanded into b?(x) =
∏
a∈F ba(x∂a) ·

∏
i∈V b

(1−di)
i (xi). However, since the factor

graph is acyclic, by Theorem 1.8, we have

∏
a∈F

ba(x∂a) ·
∏
i∈V

b
(1−di)
i (xi)

(a)
∝
∏
a∈F

(
fa(x∂a) ·

∏
i∈∂a

mi→a(xi)

)
·
∏
i∈V

(∏
c∈∂i

mc→i(xi)

)(1−di)

(b)
=
∏
a∈F

fa(x∂a) ·
∏

(i,a)∈E

mi→a(xi) ·
∏

(i,a)∈E

m
(1−di)
a→i (xi)

(c)
=
∏
a∈F

fa(x∂a) ·
∏

(i,a)∈E

∏
c∈∂i\a

mc→i(xi) ·
∏

(i,a)∈E

m
(1−di)
a→i (xi)

(d)
=
∏
a∈F

fa(x∂a) ·
∏

(i,a)∈E

m
(di−1)
a→i (xi) ·

∏
(i,a)∈E

m
(1−di)
a→i (xi)

=
∏
a∈F

fa(x∂a) ∝ b?(x),

where {mi→a,ma→i : Xi → R}(i,a)∈E is the unique BP fixed point for the acyclic factor

graph. Notice that we have used Theorem 1.8 for (a) and (1.9) for (c), whereas (b)

and (d) are results of counting. Finally, by Lemma 1.14, one can prove that b?(x) =∏
a∈F ba(x∂a) ·

∏
i∈V b

(1−di)
i (xi).
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Bethe’s approximation

Motivated by the above discussion, Bethe’s approximation is defined as follows.

Definition 1.16 (Bethe’s approximation). Given a factor graph G, Bethe’s approxi-

mation (of the partition sum) is defined as

ZB(G) , exp

(
− min

({ba}a∈F ,{bi}i∈V )∈L(G)
FB ({ba}a∈F , {bi}i∈V)

)
. (1.23)

Bethe’s approximation at ({ba}a∈F , {bi}i∈V) ∈ L(G) is defined as

ZB ({ba}a∈F , {bi}i∈V) , exp (−FB ({ba}a∈F , {bi}i∈V)) . (1.24)

By Theorem 1.15, it is clear that ZB(G) = Z(G) for acyclic G’s. For cyclic factor

graphs, such “exactness” breaks down. Though some connections between ZB and Z

have been established [Von13a], except for some families of factor graphs (i.e., [Ruo12;

Von13b]), there is little we can guarantee about how accurate such approximations

are5. On the other hand, however, the study of the Bethe free energy minimization

problem reveals a deeper connection between the minimization problem of FB and the

fixed points of BP algorithms (as stated in the famous theorem below).

Theorem 1.17 (see [YFW05, Theorem 2]). Given a factor graph ((V,F , E),{Xi}i∈V ,

{fa}a∈F ) with non-negative local functions, ({ba}a∈F , {bi}i∈V) ∈ L(G) is an interior

stationary point of FB if there exists a positive BP fixed point {mi→a, ma→i : Xi →

R>0}(i,a)∈E such that

ba(x∂a) ∝ f(x∂a) ·
∏
i∈∂a

mi→a(xi), (1.25)

bi(xi) ∝
∏
a∈∂a

ma→i(xi). (1.26)

Conversely, a set of positive messages {mi→a, ma→i}(i,a)∈E is a BP fixed point if

({ba}a∈F , {bi}i∈V) defined according to (1.25) and (1.26) form an internal stationary

point of FB.

Proof. The proof uses the Lagrange multiplier theory (see [YFW05] for details).

For factor graphs with positive local functions, the above theorem allows us to

interpret BP algorithms as a process to find the stationary points of the Bethe free

5One can construct a sequence of factor graphs {Gk}k such that Z(Gk)→ 0 but ZB(Gk)→ +∞.
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energy (see [YFW05, Section IV-C]). For BP fixed points with messages containing zero

entries, it is unclear (but plausible) whether they still correspond to some stationary

points of FB (see [YFW05, Conjecture 1]).

1.1.6 Interpretations of BP fixed points: The Loop Calculus

The loop calculus [CC06; CC07; Mor15b] is another approach to characterize Bethe’s

approximation; and provides another interpretation for the BP fixed points. The major

result of the method can be summarized as the following theorem.

Theorem 1.18 (Loop calculus). Let G = ((V, E ,F), {Xi}i∈V , {fa}a∈F ) be a factor

graph with non-negative local functions. For any interior stationary point ({ba}a∈F ,

{bi}i∈V) of FB, it holds that

Z(G) = ZB ({ba}a∈F , {bi}i∈V) ·
∑

E∈L(E)

K(E), (1.27)

where the set of generalized loops L(E) is defined as

L(E) , {E ⊆ E : |{(i, a)}a∈∂i ∩ E| 6= 1 ∀i ∈ V, |{(i, a)}i∈∂a ∩ E| 6= 1 ∀a ∈ F} (1.28)

and where

K(E) ,
∏
a∈F

〈 ∏
i∈∂a,(i,a)∈E

Xi − 〈Xi〉bi
Var (Xi)

〉
ba

·
∏
i∈V

〈(
Xi − 〈Xi〉bi
Var (Xi)

)di(E)
〉
bi

(1.29)

for the case with all alphabets Xi being binary [CC06] and where

K(E) ,
∑

yE : y(i,a) 6=0

∀(i,a)∈E

∏
a∈F

〈 ∏
i∈∂a,

(i,a)∈E

∂ log bi(Xi)

∂θi,ayi,a

〉
ba

·
∏
i∈V

〈 ∏
a∈∂i,

(i,a)∈E

∂ log bi(Xi)

∂ηi,ayi,a

〉
bi

(1.30)

for non-binary alphabets [Mor15b]. Here, (θi,ay )y=1,...,|Xi|−1 and (ηi,ay )y=1,...,|Xi|−1 are

some dual coordinate systems [AN00] for log(P(Xi)) , {log p : p ∈ P(Xi)}.

Remark 1.19. Note that ∅ ∈ L(E), and for acyclic factor graphs, L(E) = {∅}.

Remark 1.20. For any factor graph, K(∅) = 1; thus for acyclic factor graphs, Z(G) =

ZB({ba}a∈F , {bi}i∈V) at interior stationary points ({ba}a∈F , {bi}i∈V).

One method to prove the theorem is to express Z(G) as (see [WJ08])

Z(G) = ZB ({ba}a∈F , {bi}i∈V) ·
∏
a∈F ba(x∂a)∏
i∈V b

(di−1)
i (xi)

(1.31)

and expanding the terms on the right-hand side (see [SW08]). Another method [CC06;

Mor15b], reviewed below, involves the Holant theorem [AM11].



16 CHAPTER 1. PRELIMINARIES

Theorem 1.21 (Holant theorem). Consider a factor graph G representing the fac-

torization g(x) =
∏
a∈F fa(x∂a), where each alphabet Xi is finite. Given any set of

invertible matrices {φi,a ∈ RXi×Yi,a}(i,a)∈E (where |Xi| = |Yi,a|), one can express the

partition sum Z(G) as

Z(G) =
∑
y

∏
a∈F

f̂a(y∂a,a) ·
∏
i∈V

ĥi(yi,∂i), (1.32)

where

f̂(y∂a,a) ,
∑
x∂a

fa(x∂a)
∏
i∈∂a

φ̂i,a(yi,a, xi), (1.33)

ĥi(yi,∂i) ,
∑
xi

∏
a∈∂i

φi,a(xi, yi,a). (1.34)

Here, φ̂i,a is the inverse matrix of φi,a; and φi,a(x, y) and φ̂i,a(y, x) denote the (x, y)-th

and the (y, x)-th entry of φi,a and φ̂i,a, respectively.

Proof. This is a direct result of elementary linear algebra. We omit the details.

Using the elements from the theorem above, we consider the factorization

g̃(yE) ,
∏
a∈F

f̂a(y∂a,a) ·
∏
i∈V

ĥi(yi,∂i). (1.35)

The corresponding factor graph G̃ describing (1.35) is known as a holographic transform

of the original factor graph G (w.r.t. {φi,a, φ̂i,a}(i,a)∈E). Theorem 1.21 can then be

rephrased as “holographic transformations do not change the partition sum.” For the

sake of proving Theorem 1.18, we consider a holographic transform such that

f̂a(y∂a,a) = 0, if wt(y∂a,a) = 1 ∀a ∈ F , (1.36)

ĥi(yi,∂i) = 0, if wt(yi,∂i) = 1 ∀i ∈ V, (1.37)

where we have assumed that each alphabet Yi,a contains an elements labeled as 0. This

limits the support of g̃ to those yE ’s such that the indices of the non-zero entries of

yE form a generalized loop, i.e., Supp(g̃) ⊆ {yE |∃E ∈ L(E) s. t. yi,a= 0∀(i, a) /∈ E}.

Substituting (1.33) and (1.34) into (1.36) and (1.37), respectively, one can rewrite the

latter as ∑
x∂a\i

fa(x∂a) ·
∏

j∈∂a\i

φ̂i,a(0, xj)


xi

⊥ φ̂i,a(y, ·) ∀y 6= 0, (1.38)

 ∏
c∈∂i\a

φi,c(xi, 0)


xi

⊥ φi,a(·, y) ∀y 6= 0, (1.39)
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respectively. Since φi,a and φ̂i,a are the inverse matrix of each other, (1.38) and (1.39)

(and thus (1.36) and (1.37)) are equivalent to

φi,a(·, 0) ∝

∑
x∂a\i

fa(x∂a) ·
∏

j∈∂a\i

φ̂i,a(0, xj)


xi

, (1.40)

φ̂i,a(0, ·) ∝

 ∏
c∈∂i\a

φi,c(xi, 0)


xi

, (1.41)

respectively. Compare the above with (1.9) and (1.10). Eqs. (1.40) and (1.41) (and

thus (1.36) and (1.37)) are equivalent to the existence of some fixed-point messages

{mi→a,ma→i}(i,a) such that

φi,a(xi, 0) = ci,a ·ma→i(xi), (1.42)

φ̂i,a(0, xi) = ĉi,a ·mi→a(xi), (1.43)

where the constants ci,a, ĉi,a satisfy (ci,a · ĉi,a)−1 = Zi,a(mi→a,ma→i) ,
∑

xi
mi→a(xi) ·

ma→i(xi) for each (i, a) ∈ E . Therefore, retracing the steps above, given any pos-

itive BP fixed point {mi→a,ma→i}(i,a)∈E , we can construct a holographic transform

satisfying (1.42) and (1.43), and thus satisfying (1.36) and (1.37).

If all of the alphabets are binary (i.e., Xi = Yi,a = F2 for all i ∈ V and (i, a) ∈ E),

since φi,a · φ̂i,a = φ̂i,a · φi,a = [ 1 0
0 1 ] for each (i, a) ∈ E , it must hold that

φi,a(xi, 1) = (−1)xici,a ·mi→a(xi), (1.44)

φ̂i,a(1, xi) = (−1)xi ĉi,a ·ma→i(xi), (1.45)

where 0 , 1 and 1 , 0. The proof of (1.29) in Theorem 1.18 involves substituting (1.44)

and (1.45) into (1.32) and applying the following corollary.

Corollary 1.22. Consider a factor graph G representing the factorization g(x) =∏
a∈F fa(x∂a). For a collection of positive fixed-point messages {mi→a,ma→i}i,a, we

have

ZB ({ba}a∈F , {bi}i∈V) =

∏
a∈F Za({mi→a}i∈∂a) ·

∏
i∈V Zi({ma→i}a∈∂i)∏

(i,a)∈E Zi,a(mi→a,ma→i)
, (1.46)

where the PMFs {ba}a∈F and {bi}i∈V are defined according to (1.25) and (1.26) and
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where

Za({mi→a}i∈∂a) ,
∑
x∂a

f(x∂a) ·
∏
i∈∂a

mi→a(xi) ∀a ∈ F ,

Zi({ma→i}a∈∂i) ,
∑
xi

∏
a∈∂i

ma→i(xi) ∀i ∈ V,

Zi,a(mi→a,ma→i) ,
∑
xi

mi→a(xi) ·ma→i(xi) ∀(i, a) ∈ E .

Proof. This is a direct result of Theorem 1.17 by substituting (1.25) and (1.26) into (1.19).

We omit the details.

Proof of (1.29) [see Mor15b, Proof of Lemma 5]. Using the aforementioned holographic

transform, and by Theorem 1.21, we have

Z(G) =
∑

yE∈Supp(g̃)

∏
a∈F

f̂a(y∂a,a) ·
∏
i∈V

ĥi(yi,∂i)

=
∑

yE∈Supp(g̃)

∏
a∈F

∑
x∂a

fa(x∂a)
∏
i∈∂a

φ̂i,a(yi,a, xi) ·
∏
i∈V

∑
xi

∏
a∈∂i

φi,a(xi, yi,a)

=

(∏
a∈F

∑
x∂a

fa(x∂a)
∏
i∈∂a

ĉi,a ·mi→a(xi) ·
∏
i∈V

∑
xi

∏
a∈∂i

ci,a ·ma→i(xi)

)
·

∑
yE∈Supp(g̃)

∏
a∈F

∑
x∂a

fa(x∂a)
∏
i∈∂a φ̂i,a(yi,a, xi)∑

x∂a
fa(x∂a)

∏
i∈∂a φ̂i,a(0, xi)

∏
i∈V

∑
xi

∏
a∈∂i φi,a(xi, yi,a)∑

xi

∏
a∈∂i φi,a(xi, 0)

(a)
= ZB ({ba}a, {bi}i) ·

∑
yE∈Supp(g̃)

∏
a∈F

〈∏
i∈∂a

φ̂i,a(yi,a,Xi)

φ̂i,a(0,Xi)

〉
ba

∏
i∈V

〈∏
a∈∂i

φi,a(Xi, yi,a)

φi,a(Xi, 0)

〉
bi

(b)
= ZB ({ba}a, {bi}i) ·

∑
E∈L(E)

∏
a∈F

〈 ∏
i∈∂a,

(i,a)∈E

φ̂i,a(1,Xi)

φ̂i,a(0,Xi)

〉
ba

∏
i∈V

〈 ∏
a∈∂i,

(i,a)∈E

φi,a(Xi, 1)

φi,a(Xi, 0)

〉
bi

(c)
= ZB ({ba}a, {bi}i) ·

∑
E∈L(E)

∏
a∈F

〈 ∏
i∈∂a,

(i,a)∈E

(−1)Xima→i(Xi) ·mi→a(Xi)

mi→a(Xi) ·mi→a(Xi)

〉
ba

·
∏
i∈V

〈 ∏
a∈∂i,

(i,a)∈E

(−1)Ximi→a(Xi) ·ma→i(Xi)

ma→i(Xi) ·ma→i(Xi)

〉
bi

(d)
= ZB ({ba}a, {bi}i)·

∑
E∈L(E)

∏
a∈F

〈 ∏
i∈∂a,

(i,a)∈E

(−1)Xibi(Xi)√
bi(0)bi(1)

〉
ba

∏
i∈V

〈 ∏
a∈∂i,

(i,a)∈E

(−1)Xibi(Xi)√
bi(0)bi(1)

〉
bi

.
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Step (a) is based on Corollary 1.22, together with the observation that∑
x∂a

fa(x∂a)
∏
i∈∂a φ̂i,a(yi,a, xi)∑

x∂a
fa(x∂a)

∏
i∈∂a φ̂i,a(0, xi)

=
∑
x∂a

fa(x∂a)
∏
i∈∂a φ̂i,a(0, xi)∑

x̃∂a
fa(x̃∂a)

∏
i∈∂a φ̂i,a(0, x̃i)

·
∏
i∈∂a

φ̂i,a(yi,a, xi)

φ̂i,a(0, xi)
,∑

xi

∏
a∈∂i φi,a(xi, yi,a)∑

xi

∏
a∈∂i φi,a(xi, 0)

=
∑
xi

∏
a∈∂i φi,a(xi, 0)∑

x̃i

∏
a∈∂i φi,a(x̃i, 0)

·
∏
a∈∂i

φi,a(xi, yi,a)

φi,a(xi, 0)
.

Step (b) exploits the setup that Supp(g̃) ⊆ {yE |∃E ∈ L(E) s. t. yi,a= 0∀(i, a) /∈ E} and

the assumption that all of the alphabets are binary. Step (c) is the result of substi-

tuting (1.42), (1.43), (1.44), and (1.45). Step (d) is shown by observing (from (1.26)

and (1.15)) that Z−1
i,a · ma→i(xi) · mi→a(xi) = bi(xi) for each (i, a) ∈ E , and the fact

that mi→a(Xi)mi→a(Xi) and ma→i(Xi)ma→i(Xi) are independent of the value taken by

Xi. Namely,∏
a∈F

〈 ∏
i∈∂a,

(i,a)∈E

1

mi→a(Xi) ·mi→a(Xi)

〉
ba

∏
i∈V

〈 ∏
a∈∂i,

(i,a)∈E

1

ma→i(Xi) ·ma→i(Xi)

〉
bi

=
∏
a∈F

〈 ∏
i∈∂a,

(i,a)∈E

1

mi→a(0) ·mi→a(1)

〉
ba

∏
i∈V

〈 ∏
a∈∂i,

(i,a)∈E

1

ma→i(0) ·ma→i(1)

〉
bi

=
∏

(i,a)∈E

mi→a(0) ·mi→a(1) ·ma→i(0) ·ma→i(1) =
∏

(i,a)∈E

Z2
i,a · bi(0) · bi(1)

=
∏
a∈F

〈 ∏
i∈∂a,

(i,a)∈E

1

Zi,a ·
√
bi(0)bi(1)

〉
ba

∏
i∈V

〈 ∏
a∈∂i,

(i,a)∈E

1

Zi,a ·
√
bi(0)bi(1)

〉
bi

.

Finally, (1.29) can be shown by noticing that for any binary random variable X with

its PMF being PX, it holds that (−1)XPX(X) = X−〈X〉, and PX(0) ·PX(1) = VarX.

To prove the general case of Theorem 1.21, i.e., (1.30), observe that for satisfying

φi,a · φ̂i,a = φ̂i,a · φi,a = I given (1.42) and (1.43), it is equivalent to require〈
φi,a(Xi, y)

φi,a(Xi, 0)

〉
bi

= 0 ∀y 6= 0, (1.47)〈
φ̂i,a(y,Xi)

φ̂i,a(0,Xi)

〉
bi

= 0 ∀y 6= 0, (1.48)〈
φi,a(Xi, y)

φi,a(Xi, 0)
· φ̂i,a(y

′,Xi)

φ̂i,a(0,Xi)

〉
bi

= δy,y′ ∀y, y′ 6= 0, (1.49)

which, in turn, is equivalent to

φi,a(Xi, y) = θi,ay · φi,a(Xi, 0) for each y ∈ Yi,a \ 0 (1.50)

φ̂i,a(y,Xi) = ηi,ay · φ̂i,a(0,Xi) for each y ∈ Yi,a \ 0 (1.51)
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for some pair of dual coordinate systems {θi,ay }y∈Yi,a\0 and {ηi,ay }y∈Yi,a\0 for the (|Yi,a|−

1) = (|Xi|]−1)-dimensional manifold log(P(Xi)) , {log p : p ∈ P(Xi)} (see, e.g., [AN00,

Chapter 2]). Eq (1.30) can be proven by substituting (1.42), (1.43), (1.50), and (1.51)

into (1.32) and following the same logic as in the proof of (1.29) above. We refer

to [Mor15b, Section IV-C] for details.

1.2 Basic quantum information theory

This section provides a brief introduction to basic quantum information theory,

including quantum postulates, quantum information measures, and quantum channels.

Much of the contents of this section are based on Nielsen and Chuang [NC11].

1.2.1 Quantum Postulates

The following four postulates are based on our current understanding of physics

and provide the framework in which quantum information is considered.

Postulate 1 (State space). A quantum system is fully described by a unit vector (a.k.a.

its state vector or its state) from a complex Hilbert space (a.k.a. its state space).

Postulate 2 (Evolution). The evolution of a closed system is described by a unitary

transformation applied to its state vector.

Postulate 3 (Measurement). A quantum measurement is described by an indexed set

of operators6 {My ∈ L(HA)}y∈Y on its state space, where
∑

yM
†
yMy = I. If the state

of the system is |ψ〉 immediately before the measurement, then:

• The probability of the measurement outcome being y̌ is p(y̌) = 〈ψ|My̌
†My̌ |ψ〉;

• Provided the measurement outcome y, the state of the system immediately after

the measurement is
My |ψ〉√
〈ψ|M†yMy |ψ〉

.

Postulate 4 (Composition). The state space of a composite system is the tensor

product of the state spaces of each component system.

Example 1.23. A single-qubit system is a quantum system with 2-dimensional state

space and is often referred to as a (single) qubit. Suppose |0〉 and |1〉 form an orthonor-

mal basis of the state space. Under this basis (a.k.a. computational basis),

6As already mentioned in “Notations”, an operator is a linear transformation in this context.
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• Any state vectors can be expressed as [ ab ] , a |0〉 + b |1〉 where a, b ∈ C, and

|a|2 + |b|2 = 1.

• (Closed) Evolution on this system can be represented by a 2-by-2 unitary matrix

U , where the post-evolution state will be U · [ ab ] given initial state [ ab ].

• A quantum measurement can be described by a set of 2-by-2 matrices {My}y

such that
∑

yM
†
yMy = [ 1 0

0 1 ], where, given the pre-measurement state being [ ab ],

– the probability of the outcome being y̌ can be expressed as [ a b ] ·M †y̌My̌ · [ ab ],

– provided the outcome y, the post-measurement state is p(y)−1 ·My [ ab ].

Example 1.24. A two-qubit system is the composition of two single-qubit systems.

According to Postulate 4, a basis of its state space can be expressed as

{|00〉 , |01〉 , |10〉 , |11〉} , {|0〉 ⊗ |0〉 , |0〉 ⊗ |1〉 , |1〉 ⊗ |0〉 , |1〉 ⊗ |1〉} .

Density Operators

Like classical systems, there are cases when the state of a quantum system is not

entirely known but rather known to be in the state |ψ〉i with probability pi (for some

indices i)7. In this case, the PMF of the measurement outcome w.r.t. the measurement

{My}y can be expressed as

p(y) =
∑
i

pi · 〈ψi|M †yMy |ψi〉 = tr

(
My ·

(∑
i

pi · |ψi〉〈ψi|

)
·M †y

)
. (1.52)

Observe that (1.52) is a function of
∑

i pi · |ψi〉〈ψi|. Namely, given another ensemble

{qj , |φj〉}j , i.e., a setup that the state vector is |φ〉j with probability qj , such where∑
i pi · |ψi〉〈ψi| =

∑
j qj · |φj〉〈φj |, it is impossible to distinguish between these two

ensembles using measurements. This motivated physicists to treat ρ ,
∑

i pi · |ψi〉〈ψi|,

known as the density operator (see Definition 1.25), as a complete description of the

original system.

Definition 1.25 (Density Operator). Given a quantum system A with its state space

being HA, a density operator (of A) is a positive trace-1 linear operator on HA. The

set of all density operators on HA is denoted by D(HA).
7Notice that the state space of a quantum system is continuous. Thus, the distribution of the state

vector should also be continuous in general, in which case PDFs should be considered.
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Remark 1.26. D(HA) is the set of all possible operators such that ρ =
∑

i pi · |ψi〉〈ψi|

for some ensemble {pi, |ψi〉}i.

Using the notations of density operators, Postulates 1–3 can be rewritten as follows.

Postulate 1a. A quantum system is fully described by a density operator on a com-

plex Hilbert space (known as its state space). Each density operator on the state space

describes some valid configurations of the system.

Postulate 2a. The evolution of a closed system is described by some unitary trans-

formation U . Given the density operator of the system being ρ, the density operator

after the evolution is UρU †.

Postulate 3a. A quantum measurement is described by an indexed set of operators

{My ∈ L(HA)}y∈Y on its state space, where
∑

yM
†
yMy = I. If the density operator of

the system is ρ immediately before the measurement, then:

• The probability of the measurement outcome being y̌ is p(y̌) = tr
(
My̌ρMy̌

†);
• Provided the measurement outcome y, the density operator immediately after the

measurement will be
MyρM

†
y

tr
(
MyρM

†
y

) .

By the cyclic property of the trace operation, it suffices to know {M †yMy}y for a

measurement, if the post-measurement state/density operator is irrelevant to us. In this

case, a quantum measurement can be specified by a POVM {Ey}y (see Definition 1.27),

and the probability of measurement outcome being y̌, given the pre-measurement den-

sity operator ρ, can be expressed as p(y̌) = tr(Ey̌ρ).

Definition 1.27 (Positive-Operator-Valued Measurement (POVM)). Given a quan-

tum system A with its state space being HA, a positive-operator-valued measure-

ment (POVM) is an indexed set of positive operators {Ey ∈ L+(HA)}y such that∑
y Ey = I.

Partial Measurement and Partial-trace

Let AB be a composite system. A measurement in the form of {My ⊗ IB}y, where

{My}y is some measurement on the subsystem A, is known as a partial measurement.

In particular, {My ⊗ IB}y is the unique measurement having the same effect as {My}y

on the system A while leaving the system B intact, namely

(My ⊗ IB) · (|ψA〉 ⊗ |φB〉) = (My |ψA〉)⊗ |φB〉 ∀ |ψA〉 ∈ HA, |φB〉 ∈ HB.
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On the other hand, let ρAB be a density operator for the composite system AB. We

argue that the density operator ρA , trB(ρAB) (a.k.a. reduced operator) describes the

subsystem A, where trB is a linear map defined as

trB : |iA〉 〈jA| ⊗
∣∣i′B〉 〈j′B∣∣ 7→ |iA〉 〈jA| · tr(∣∣i′B〉 〈j′B∣∣) ∀i, j, i′, j′ (1.53)

for arbitrary8 bases {|kA〉}k and {|kB〉}k for HA and HB, respectively. In particular,

given ρAB, the reduced density operator ρA , trB(ρAB) is the unique density operator

such that

tr
(
MyρAM

†
y

)
= tr

(
(My ⊗ IB)ρAB(My ⊗ IB)†

)
(1.54)

for any measurement {My}y on A. We refer to [NC11, Box 2.6] for details.

Example 1.28. Let A, B each be a single qubit system. Suppose the state vector of

their composite system AB is |ψAB〉 = |00〉+|11〉√
2

. In this case, the matrix representations9

of ρAB and ρA are

ρAB = |ψAB〉〈ψAB| =
1

2

[
1 0 0 1
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
1 0 0 1

]
and ρA = trB(ρAB) = 1

2 [ 1 0
0 1 ] = 1

2 |0〉〈0|+
1
2 |1〉〈1|, respectively.

1.2.2 Quantum Information Measures and Some Inequalities

This section reviews some basic elements of quantum information theory, including

some of the common quantum information measures and some famous inequalities.

Definition 1.29 (von Neumann Entropy). Given a quantum system A described by

the density operator ρA, the von Neumann entropy of A or ρA is defined as

H(A) = H(ρA) , − tr (ρA · log ρA) ,

where log stands for the matrix logarithm, i.e., log ρA ,
∑∞

k=1
(−1)k+1

k (ρA − I)k.

8To check the well-defineness, one can show that the partial trace trB is the unique linear map such

that trB(σA ⊗ σB) = σA · tr(σB) for all operators σA and σB on HA and HB, respectively.
9In the remainder of this thesis, we may refer to an operator/state vector and their matrix repre-

sentations (w.r.t. certain computational basis) interchangeably.
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Remark 1.30. For a d-by-d PD matrix A = UDU †, where U is unitary, and D =

diag(λ1, λ2, . . . , λn) > 0 is diagonal, one can show that

logA = U · logD · U † = U ·

 log λ1

log λ2

. . .
log λn

 · U †, (1.55)

A · logA = U ·D logD · U † = U ·

 λ1 log λ1

λ2 log λ2

. . .
λn log λn

 · U †. (1.56)

By a continuity argument (limλ→0 λ log λ = 0), (1.56) also holds for PSD matrices A.

Theorem 1.31. Let ρ be a density operator, and suppose a spectral decomposition of

ρ is ρ =
∑

i pi |ψi〉〈ψi| , where {pi}i is some PMF and where {|ψi〉}i are orthonormal

w.r.t. each other, then H(ρ) = H(p) = −
∑

i pi log pi.

Proof. This is a direct result of Remark 1.30. We omit the details.

Corollary 1.32. Let ρ be a density operator on a d-dimensional Hilbert space. Then,

it holds that 0 6 H(ρ) 6 log d, where H(ρ) = 0 if and only if ρ is in a pure state10 and

where H(ρ) = log d if and only if ρ = I/d.

Definition 1.33 (Quantum Information Divergence). Given density operators ρ and

σ (on the same Hilbert space), the quantum information divergence between ρ and σ

is defined to be

D(ρ‖σ) , tr(ρ log ρ)− tr(ρ log σ).

Theorem 1.34 (Klein’s Inequality [Kle31]). For all ρ, σ ∈ D(H), it holds that D(ρ‖σ)) >

0, and equality holds if and only if ρ = σ.

Proof. Omitted. (See, e.g., [NC11, Theorem 11.7] for details.)

The von Neumann entropy is a continuous function, as shown by the following

inequality.

Theorem 1.35 (Fannes’ Inequality [Fan73]). Let ρ, σ ∈ D(H) be density operators on

some d-dimensional Hilbert space H. Then,

|H(ρ)−H(σ)| 6 ‖ρ− σ‖1 · log d− ‖ρ− σ‖1 log (‖ρ− σ‖1) 6 ‖ρ− σ‖1 · log d+
1

e
.

10A density operator ρ is said to be in a pure state if rank(ρ) = 1, otherwise it is said to be in a

mixed state.
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Proof. Omitted. (See, e.g., [NC11, Theorem 11.6] for details.)

Definition 1.36 (Conditional entropy, mutual information). Given a joint quantum

system AB described by the density operator ρAB, the conditional entropy of A given

B is defined as

H(A|B) , H(AB)−H(B),

and the mutual information between the systems A and B is defined as

I(A : B) , H(A) + H(B)−H(AB),

where the reduced operators ρA = trB(ρAB) and ρB = trA(ρAB) are used for H(A) and

H(B), respectively.

Remark 1.37. In the above definitions, the quantities H(A), H(A|B), and I(A : B)

depend on the density operators of the involved system(s). If the density operators are

not clear from the context, one may specify the density operators being considered by

writing H(A)[ρA], H(A|B)[ρAB], and I(A : B)[ρAB], respectively.

Example 1.38 (Quantum Conditional Entropy can be Negative). Consider a joint

quantum system AB with its density operator being ρAB = |ψAB〉〈ψAB|, where |ψAB〉 =

|00〉+|11〉√
2

(see Example 1.28). In this case, H(AB) = 0 (see Corollary 1.32), and H(A) =

H(B) = 1 bit since ρA = ρB = 1
2I. Moreover, one can verify that H(A|B) = H(B|A) =

−1 bit and that I(A : B) = 2 bits. (Note that we have used binary logarithm in this

example.)

We omit the proof of the following two inequalities (see, e.g., [NC11, Section 11.3.4,

11.4]).

Theorem 1.39 (Subadditivity). Given a joint quantum system AB, it holds that

H(A,B) 6 H(A) + H(B), (1.57)

H(A,B) > |H(A)−H(B)| . (1.58)

Theorem 1.40 (Strong subadditivity). Given a joint quantum system ABC, it holds

that

H(A,B,C) + H(B) 6 H(A,B) + H(B,C). (1.59)
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1.2.3 Quantum Channels and Their Representations

Definition 1.41 (Quantum Channel). A quantum channel from system A to system

B is a complete positive trace-preserving linear transformation from L(HA) to L(HB).

Namely, N : L(HA)→ L(HB) is a quantum channel if

• N is linear, namely N (a · ρ+ σ) = a · N (ρ) +N (σ) ∀ρ, σ ∈ L(HA) and a ∈ C;

• N is completely positive, namely for any other system R,

(IR ⊗N ) (ρRA) ∈ L+(HRB) ∀ρRA ∈ L+(HRA),

where IR is the identity map on HR;

• N is trace-preserving, namely tr(N (ρ)) = tr(ρ) for any ρ ∈ L(HA).

Additionally, N is said to be finite-dimensional if both HA and HB are of finite dimen-

sion.

For the rest of this thesis, all quantum channels involved are assumed to be finite-

dimensional, unless stated otherwise. In the following, we review two representations

of quantum channels.

Theorem 1.42 (Operator-sum representation / Kraus representation). N is a finite-

dimensional quantum channel if and only if there exist M operators {Ek : HA →

HB}Mk=1 such that

N : ρ 7→
M∑
k=1

EkρE
†
k (1.60)

and such that 1 6M 6 dim(HA) · dim(HB) and
∑M

k=1E
†
kEk = I. The set of operators

{Ek}Mk=1 is known as an operator-sum representation or a Kraus representation of the

quantum channel N .

Proof Outline (see, e.g., [NC11, Theorem 8.1] for details). It is relatively straightfor-

ward to show that the mapping ρ 7→
∑M

k=1EkρE
†
k is a quantum channel. To show any

quantum channel can be represented in this way, we introduce an auxiliary system R

with dim(HR) = dim(HA), and define

σ , (IR ⊗N )

(∑
i

|iR〉 |iA〉

)(∑
i

|iR〉 |iA〉

)† ,
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where {|iR〉}i and {|iA〉}i are some orthonormal bases for HR and HA, respectively.

Decompose σ into σ =
∑

k |kRB〉〈kRB|, where |kRB〉 ∈ HRB need not be normalized. We

claim that (1.60) can be satisfied by the operators {Ek}Mk=1 defined as

Ek |ψ〉 ,
∑
i

〈iA|ψ〉〈iR|kRB〉 ∀ |ψ〉 ∈ HA

for each k = 1, . . . ,M . (Please refer to the entry “〈φA|ψAB〉” in the notation table.)

Finally, M 6 dim(HA) · dim(HB), since the rank of σ is at most dim(HR ⊗ HB) =

dim(HR) · dim(HB) = dim(HA) · dim(HB).

Theorem 1.43 (Unitary representation/Stinespring representation). N is a finite-

dimensional quantum channel if and only if there exists some environment system env

with state space of dimension at most dim(HA) · dim(HB), and some unitary operator

U such that

N (ρ) = trenv

(
U(ρ⊗ |0〉〈0|)U †

)
∀ρ ∈ L(HA) (1.61)

for some state vector |0〉 of env.

Proof Outline (see, e.g., [NC11, Box 8.1] for details). We use Theorem 1.42. Without

loss of generality, assume dim(HA) = dim(HB). Let {|ienv〉}i be an orthonormal basis

for Henv where |0env〉 = |0〉. In this case, by letting Ek , 〈kenv|U |0env〉, we have

trenv

(
U(ρ⊗ |0〉〈0|)U †

)
=
∑
k

EkρE
†
k.

By verifying
∑

k E
†
kEk = I, we have shown that the mapping N in (1.61) is a quantum

channel. On the other hand, to show that any quantum channelN can be represented in

this way, it suffices to, given any Kraus representation {Ek}k of some quantum channel,

construct a unitary operator U such that 〈kenv|U |0env〉 = Ek. This can be done by

fixing the first column (of blocks) of [U ] to be [Ek]’s, and filling up the remaining

columns of the matrix while ensuring all columns are orthonormal w.r.t. each other.

Here, [Ek] is the matrix representation of Ek under some orthonormal basis {|iP〉}i

(for both HA and HB); and [U ] is the matrix representation of U under the basis

{|kenv〉 ⊗ |iP〉}k,i.

Corollary 1.44 (Choi–Jamio lkowski matrix). Let N : L(HA)→ L(HB) be a quantum

channel, and let {|`〉}d`=1 be an orthonormal basis for both HA and HB (where d =
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dim(HA) = dim(HB)). Let the matrix W ∈ Cd2×d2
be defined as

W(i,j),(i′j′) , 〈j| N (|i〉
〈
i′
∣∣) ∣∣j′〉 ∀i, i′, j, j′ = 1, . . . , d. (1.62)

Then the matrix W is PSD.

Proof. This is a direct result of Theorem 1.42. We omit the details.

The matrix W defined in Corollary 1.44 is often known as a Choi–Jamio lkowski

matrix of the quantum channel N (w.r.t. basis {|`〉}d`=1). In particular, it holds that

[N (ρ)]j,j′ =
∑
i,i′

W(i,j),(i′j′) · [ρ]i,i′ ∀ρ ∈ D(HA), (1.63)

where [ρ] and [N (ρ)] are the matrix representation of the corresponding operators under

the basis {|`〉}d`=1.

Example 1.45. Below is a list of examples of quantum channels.

Bit flip channel ρ 7→ E0ρE
†
0+E1ρE

†
1, E0 =

√
p [ 1 0

0 1 ], E1 =
√

1−p [ 0 1
1 0 ], p ∈ (0, 1).

Phase flip channel ρ 7→ E0ρE
†
0+E1ρE

†
1, E0 =

√
p [ 1 0

0 1 ], E1 =
√

1−p
[

1 0
0 −1

]
, p ∈ (0, 1).

Amplitude damping ρ 7→ E0ρE
†
0+E1ρE

†
1, E0 =

[
1 0
0
√

1−γ

]
, E1 =

[
0
√
γ

0 0

]
, γ ∈ (0, 1).

Depolarizing channel ρ 7→ pI
2 + (1− p)ρ, p ∈ (0, 1).

1.2.4 Communications over quantum channels

Quantum channels can be used to convey either classical or quantum information.

In this section, we focus on classical communications. Though quantum communication

is an important topic in quantum information theory, it is beyond our discussion scope.

Given (multiple copies of) a quantum channel from system A to system B, the task

of classical communication over this channel is to transmit some classical information

from Alice, who has access to the copies of system A, to Bob, who has access to the

copies of system B, namely

• Alice is able to fully manipulate the (joint) state (i.e., the density operator) of

the copies of A;

• Bob can perform any quantum measurement of his choice on the copies of B.
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Figure 1.4: Product-state setup for classical communications over a quantum channel.

For example, to transmit a message m ∈ Mn using n copies of the channel (i.e., N⊗n

will be applied): Immediately before applying the channels, Alice prepares the states

of the systems An1 such that its (joint) density operator becomes ρm1
A1
⊗ρm2

A2
⊗· · ·⊗ρmnAn

,

where (m1,m2, . . . ,mn) is some function of m.11 Upon receiving the state of the

systems Bn1 , Bob estimates the original message as a result of some physical oper-

ation on Bn1 , where, for each possible estimate m̂, the corresponding effect is de-

scribed by some POVM element Em̂. An error is said to have occurred if this es-

timate differs from m, and in this setup, this happens with probability P
(n)
e (m) =

1 − tr
(
Em · ⊗n`=1N (ρm`A`

)
)

. If there exists a sequence (indexed by n) of encoders

m 7→ ⊗n`=1 ρ
m`
A`

and POVMs {Em̂}m̂∈Mn such that limn→∞ P
(n)
e = 0, a communication

rate of R , lim infn→∞
1
n log |Mn| is said to have been achieved. If the supremum of all

achievable rates and the infimum of all unachievable rates are the same, this number is

known as the capacity. The capacity of this particular setup exists and is often referred

to as the product-state capacity of the quantum channel N (see Theorem 1.47). The

product-state capacity is denoted by C1.

Definition 1.46 (Holevo capacity). Given a quantum channel N : L(HA) → L(HB),

the non-negative real number

χ(N ) , sup
pi>0,

∑
i pi=1

ρi∈D(HA)

{
H

(
N

(∑
i

piρi

))
−
∑
i

piH (N (ρi))

}
(1.64)

is called the the Holevo capacity of N .

11Note that An1 , A1⊗ · · ·⊗An, where Ai is the copy of A at the i-th channel use. Similar statement

also applies to Bn1 .
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Theorem 1.47 (HSW Theorem [Hol73; Hol98; SW97]). The product-state capacity of

a (memoryless) quantum channel coincides with its Holevo capacity. Namely, C1(N ) ≡

χ(N ).

Proof. Omitted. (See, e.g., [NC11, Section 12.3.2].)

As a result of Theorem 1.47, computing the product-state capacity is equivalent to

maximizing the Holevo quantity χ({%i}i), where

χ({%i}i) , H

(
N

(∑
i

%i

))
−
∑
i

H (N (%i)) (1.65)

and where {%i}i is an index set of operators such that12 %i > 0 for each i, and tr(
∑

i %i) =

1. The complexity of solving this optimization problem exactly is NP-complete [BS07a].

Fortunately, given any positive tolerance (w.r.t. the distance from the exact maximizer),

an estimated optimal {%i}i can be computed efficiently in an iterative manner [Nag98].

However, knowing C1 is still steps away from finding the unrestricted capacity for

transmitting classical information (a.k.a. classical capacity). If the channel is addi-

tive (see Definition 1.48), i.e., joint manipulation of multiple input systems does not

increase capacity, it holds that classical capacity C = C1. Otherwise, the situation

is more complicated. Namely, we need to consider a relaxed setup by allowing Alice

to manipulate at most k input systems jointly, i.e., Alice encodes each message m as

ρm1

Ak1
⊗ ρm2

A2·k
k+1

⊗ · · · ⊗ ρmn
An·k

(n−1)·k
for some n ∈ Z>0. The capacity of this relaxed setup

is Ck ,
1
kC1(N⊗k). Finding the classical capacity is then equivalent to finding the

supremum of {Ck}∞k=1, i.e., C = lim supk→∞Ck(N ).

Definition 1.48 (Additivity of classical capacity). The classical capacity of a quantum

channel N is said to be additive if

C1(N ) = Ck(N ) ,
1

k
C1(N⊗k) (1.66)

for all positive integers k.

Unfortunately, classical capacities are not additive in general [Has09], despite the al-

ternative speculations [AHW00; Fuk05] in the early years of the study. This makes the

12Such a set of positive operators is sometimes referred to as an ensemble; however, more often, an

ensemble refers to an indexed set of pairs {(pi, ρi)}i where (pi)i is a PMF, and {ρi}i’s are density

operators. These two formalisms are equivalent.
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computation of classical capacities particularly difficult, since evaluating the Holevo

quantity alone would take an exponential amount of time (and storage) as the di-

mensions of the involved quantum systems grow. On the other hand, quite a num-

ber of additive channels exist, including quantum erasure channels [BDS97], unital

qubit channels [Kin02], depolarizing channels [Kin03], and transpose depolarizing chan-

nels [DHS06].

Readers must be reminded that the setup presented in this section is not the only

type of classical communication over quantum channels. Other important setups in-

clude entanglement-assist classical communications [BSST99; Hol02; Sho04] and pri-

vate (classical) communications [Dev05]. These discussions are beyond the scope of

this thesis, and we omit the details.



Chapter 2

Double-Edge Factor Graphs

In this chapter, we consider the problem of representing the dynamics of quantum

systems using concepts of factor graphs. The result is a graphical model called double-

edge factor graphs (DeFGs). The idea is based on the linear-algebraic descriptions of

factor graphs [AMV11] and can be connected to the methods proposed by Loeliger

and Vontobel for representing quantum systems [LV12; LV17]. Related studies also

include [Mor15a], in which he proposed a generalized bipartite graphical model capable

of representing quantum systems. For comparison, the global functions considered here

are in the form of

g(x, x̃;y) =
∏
a∈F

fa(x∂a, x̃∂a;yδa), (2.1)

where for any fixed yδa, the matrix
[
fyδaa

]
x∂a,x̃∂a

, fyδaa (x∂a, x̃∂a) is PSD. In contrast,

in [LV12; LV17], the functions {fa}’s are required to be decomposable, i.e.,

fa(x∂a, x̃∂a;yδa) = f̃a(x∂a;yδa)f̃a(x̃∂a;yδa) ∃f̃a ∀a. (2.2)

Therefore, the scenario we consider here is more general. We also consider the problem

of computing the partition sums of such global functions, i.e.,

Z(G) ,
∑
y

∑
x, x̃

g(x, x̃;y). (2.3)

This problem is directly related to inference problems on systems with quantum compo-

nents. For solving this problem, we propose a generalized version of the BA algorithms

for DeFGs. Some numerical results and (attempted) analysis of the algorithms are also

included in this chapter.

32
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PX(x)

=

U

U †

M

M †

=
x

s

s̃

y

PY |X (y|x)

Figure 2.1: FG describing a simple quantum system.

2.1 From Factor Graphs for Quantum Probabilities to

Double-Edge Factor Graphs

2.1.1 Factor Graphs for Quantum Probabilities

This section reviews the method proposed in [LV12; LV17], where a relaxed ver-

sion of factor graphs is used to represent “quantum probabilities”. We start with the

following example.

Example 2.1. Consider the factor graph in Figure 2.1. Here, some of the local func-

tions are specified by matrices. The dots at the end of some of the edges specify which

variable is the first index of the matrix. This setup depicts a cq-channel followed by a

unitary evolution and then a measurement. In this case, the global function is

g(s, s̃;x, y) = PX(x) · Us,xU †x,s̃ ·My,sM
†
s̃,y (2.4)

= PX(x) · U(s, x)U(s̃, x) ·M(y, s)M(y, s̃), (2.5)

where U and M are both complex unitary matrices. Note that the letters U and M

denote matrices in (2.4), but functions in (2.5).

Though we have complex-valued functions as local functions in these cases, the

marginals and the partition sum are still real and non-negative due to the symmetric

structure. For example, by closing the dashed box in Figure 2.1, the resultant function

can be expressed as

PY |X(y|x) =
∑
s

U(s, x)M(y, s) ·
∑
s̃

U(s̃, x)M(y, s̃) (2.6)

=

∣∣∣∣∑
s

U(s, x)M(y, s)

∣∣∣∣2, (2.7)

which is the conditional probability of Y given X in this setup.
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diag(PX)

Û M̂

Iy

X

X̃

S

S̃

Y

Ỹ

Y

f1 f2

Figure 2.2: Quantum NFG for an elementary quantum system.

Consider the factor graphs constructed in a symmetric manner where complex func-

tions always appear in conjugate pairs. In such cases, any factorization with local func-

tions satisfying (2.2) can be represented by some factor graph as in Example 2.1. A

variety of such representable quantum systems can be found in [LV12; LV17].

2.1.2 Double-Edge Factor Graphs (DeFGs)

Example 2.2 (Redrawing of Example 2.1). Consider the factor graph in Figure 2.2

as a redrawing of Figure 2.1, where each local function is specified by a matrix with

the variables associated with upper edges composing the first index of the matrix. The

dots in this graph are used to specify how the variables are arranged to compose the

indices of the matrices. For example, the factors labeled by the matrices Û and M̂ are

associated with the functions

Û(s, x; s̃, x̃) , Û(s,x),(s̃,x̃) = Us,x · U †x̃,s̃ = U(s, x)U(s̃, x̃), (2.8)

M̂(y, s; ỹ, s̃) , M̂(y,s),(ỹ,s̃) = My,s ·M †s̃,ỹ = M(y, s)M(ỹ, s̃), (2.9)

respectively. Thus, the global function is

g(x, s, t, x̃, s̃, ỹ) = PX(x) · Û(s, x; s̃, x̃) · M̂(y, s; ỹ, s̃) · δy,ỹ, (2.10)

which is equivalent to (2.4). In addition, the exterior functions f1, f2 corresponding to

the inner and outer boxes in Figure 2.2 can be expressed as

f1(x, y, x̃, ỹ) =
∑
s,s̃

U(s, x)U(s̃, x̃) ·M(y, s)M(ỹ, s̃) (2.11)

=
∑
s

U(s, x)M(y, s) ·
∑
s̃

U(s̃, x̃)M(ỹ, s̃) (2.12)

= [M · U ]y,x · [M · U ]†x̃,ỹ, (2.13)

f2(y) =
∑
x

PX(x) · f1(x, y, x, ỹ) =
∑
x

[M · U ]y,x · PX(x) · [M · U ]†x,ỹ (2.14)

=
[
M · U · diag(PX) · U † ·M †

]
y,y
, (2.15)
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respectively.1 One can check that f2(y) =
∑

x PX(x)·PY|X(y|x), where PY|X was defined

earlier in (2.6), i.e., f2(y) is the PMF of Y given the PMF of X being PX. One can

view f1 as a matrix generalization of PY|X. In this example, diag(f1) = PY|X.

In the above example, we have successfully described a quantum system using a

simpler graph with compatible “closing-the-box” operations. Such techniques can be

made generic, and we name such graphical models double-edge factor graphs (DeFGs).

Definition 2.3 (Double-Edge Factor Graph). A double-edge factor graph (DeFG) is

a bipartite graph G = (V1 t V2,F , E1 t E2) associated with variable sets V1, V2, and a

factor set F, where

• E1 ⊆ V1×F , E2 ⊆ V2×F ; and for each a ∈ F , we denote the sets of its neighbors

in V1 and V2 by δa and ∂a, respectively;

• V1 = {Xi}i∈V1 and V2 = {Sj}j∈V2 are indexed by V1 and V2, respectively, and

each element of V1 and V2 is a set (a.k.a. alphabets);

• F = {fa}a∈F is indexed by F , where for each a ∈ F fa :×i∈∂a S
2
j ××i∈δaXi → C

and where the matrix [fa(xδa)]s∂a,s̃∂a , fa(s∂a, s̃∂a;xδa) is PSD for each xδa.

The function g(s, s̃;x) ,
∏
a∈F fa(s∂a, s̃∂a;xδa) is called the global function of G, and in

this case, G is also said to be representing the factorization g(s, s̃;x) ,
∏
a∈F fa(s∂a, s̃∂a;

xδa). Like (classical) factor graphs, a DeFG is said to be normal if the degree of any

vertex in V1 t V2 is at most 2.

Remark 2.4. Similar to factor graphs, in a normal DeFG, we redraw the vertices in V1

as edges and the vertices in V2 as double edges, as in Figure 2.2.

Remark 2.5. Any DeFG can be converted into a normal DeFG by properly introducing

equality node(s) along with introducing suitable auxiliary variables.

In the previous example, we have converted a factor graph describing a quantum

system into a DeFG. Such conversions can be done systematically, as described in

Table 2.3.

1Note that in (2.13), we take Hermitian of a matrix first, then extract the indices. Namely, for any

complex matrix A, A†i,j = Aj,i.
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FG Description DeFG Description Remarks

U

U †

s′s

s̃′s̃
Û

s′

s̃′
s

s̃
Û((s′, s), (s̃′, s̃)) = Us′,sU

†
s̃,s̃′

=

s

s̃

or I

s

s̃

=

I

s

s̃
I(s, s̃) = δs,s̃

diag(PX)

=

s

s̃

x

diag(PX)

s

s̃ diag(PX)(s, s̃) = δs,s̃ · PX(s)

=

s′

s̃′

y

Iy

s

s̃

y
Iy(s, s̃) = δs,s̃ · δs,y

Table 2.3: Conversions between factor graphs and DeFGs

2.1.3 “Closing-the-Box” Operations on DeFGs

We define the “closing-the-box” operations on DeFGs in the same manner as for

factor graphs.

Definition 2.6 (“Closing-the-Box” Operations on DeFGs). Let G = (V1tV2,F , E1tE2)

be a DeFG as defined in Definition 2.3. Let G′ = (V ′1 tV ′2,F ′) be a subgraph of G such

that if a variable vertex is in G′, then so do all of its neighbors (all of which are in F).

(We call such a subgraph a box of G.) The “closing-the-box” operation (w.r.t. G′) is to

replace G′ in G by a factor vertex associated with the exterior function fG′ of G′, where

fG′ is the resultant function by summing the product of the local functions associated

with F ′ over the variables associated with V ′1 t V ′2. Namely, fG′ is defined as

fG′(s∪a∈F′∂a\V ′2 , s̃∪a∈F′∂a\V ′2 ;x∪a∈F′δa\V ′1) ,
∑

sV′2
,s̃V′2

,xV′1

∏
a∈F ′

fa(s∂a, s̃∂a;xδa).

An advantage of DeFGs over factor graphs for quantum probabilities is that a DeFG

remains to be DeFG after any “closing-the-box” operations.

Theorem 2.7. Given a DeFG, it remains a DeFG after a “closing-the-box” operation.
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Proof. Consider the setup in Definition 2.6. It suffices to show that the matrices asso-

ciated with the exterior function [fG′(x)]s,s̃ , fG′(s, s̃;x) are PSD. Using mathemat-

ical induction, it suffices to show that given any pair of functions fa(s∂a, s̃∂a;xδa)

and fb(s∂b, s̃∂b;xδb) such that the matrices [fa(xδa)]s∂a,s̃∂a , fa(s∂a, s̃∂a;xδa) and

[fb(xδb)]s∂b,s̃∂b , fb(s∂b, s̃∂b;xδb) are PSD, then, for each i ∈ δa ∩ δb, j ∈ ∂a ∩ ∂b,

and xδa∪δb\i ∈ ⊗`∈δa∪δb\iX`, the matrix [f(xδa∪δb\i)] with its (s∂a∪∂b\j , s̃∂a∪∂b\j)-th

entry being
∑

sj ,s̃j ,xi
fa(s∂a, s̃∂a;xδa) · fb(s∂b, s̃∂b;xδb) must also be PSD. However, no-

tice that given any complex-valued function h(s∂a∪∂b\j), it holds that

∑
s∂a∪∂b\j ,
s̃∂a∪∂b\j

h(s∂a∪∂b\j) ·

 ∑
sj ,s̃j ,xi

fa(s∂a, s̃∂a;xδa) · fb(s∂b, s̃∂b;xδb)

 · h(s̃∂a∪∂b\j) =

∑
xi

∑
s∂a∪∂b,
s̃∂a∪∂b

h(s∂a∪∂b\j)·1(sj) ·
[
fa(s∂a, s̃∂a;xδa) · fb(s∂b, s̃∂b;xδb)

]
· h(s̃∂a∪∂b\j)·1(s̃j) > 0,

since the Hadamard product of two PSD matrices is PSD.2

Similar to factor graphs, we define the partition sum of a DeFG as the result of

summing the global function over all of its variables. Namely, we have the definition

Z(G) ,
∑
s,s̃,x

g(s, s̃;x). (2.16)

Since the partition sum can be understood as the result of “closing-the-box” w.r.t. the

graph itself, we have the following corollary as a direct result of Theorem 2.7.

Corollary 2.8. The partition sum of a DeFG is real non-negative.

2.2 DeFGs and Quantum Systems: Examples

In this section, we would like to present several examples of DeFGs, especially the

DeFGs representing elementary quantum systems. Some of the examples presented

here are related to the examples in [LV17; LV12]. In particular, we would like to

illustrate the connection between the marginals of DeFGs and elements from quantum

information theory.

Example 2.9. The DeFG in Figure 2.4 describes a quantum system with n steps of

unitary evolutions followed by a projective measurement w.r.t. the computation basis.

2Here, 1 stands for the constant-1 function.
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diag(PX) Û1 Û2

· · ·

Ûn B̂ Iy

s0

s̃0

y

ρ1 ρ2 ρn

Figure 2.4: n steps of unitary evolution followed by a projective measurement w.r.t.

the computation basis.

diag(PX) Û0 Â1 Û1 Â2

=

I

s0

s̃0

s1

s̃1

s′1

s̃′1

s2

s̃2

s′2

s̃′2

y1 y2

Figure 2.5: A factor graph describing a two-measurement quantum system.

For every k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}, the exterior function of the k-th dashed box can be expressed

as3

ρk(sk, s̃k) =
∑

sk−1,s̃s−1

Ûk((sk, sk−1), (s̃k, s̃k−1)) · ρk−1(sk−1, s̃k−1). (2.17)

Here, note that Ûk((sk, sk−1), (s̃k, s̃k−1)) = Usk,sk−1
U †s̃k−1,s̃k

for some unitary matrix U .

The functions {ρk}nk=1 are the Schrödinger representation of the system. Similarly, the

exterior functions of the dotted boxes correspond to the Heisenberg representation.

Example 2.10. Figure 2.5 describes a DeFG for a quantum system with two measure-

ments, where Â1, Â2 are functions such that
∑

yk

∑
s′k=s̃′k

Ak(s
′
k, sk, s̃

′
k, s̃k; yk) = δsk,s̃k

for each k = 1, 2.

Example 2.11. The DeFG in Figure 2.6 is a special case of Example 2.10, in which

both measurements are projective measurements with one-dimensional eigenspaces.

Here, P̂k(yk, sk, ỹk, s̃k) = P
(k)
yk,skP

(k)†
s̃k.ỹk

for some projective matrix P (k) for each k =

1, 2.

Example 2.12. The DeFG in Figure 2.7 depicts a quantum system with two partial

measurements. Here, Â1, Â2 satisfy the same requirement as in Example 2.10, and Û1,

3Note that we may sometimes group the arguments of some functions (e.g., Ûk in (2.17)) using

parentheses for better readability.
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diag(PX) Û0 P̂1

Iy

P̂1 Û1 P̂2

Iy

P̂2

=

I

s0

s̃0

y1 y2

Figure 2.6: A factor graph describing a two-measurement quantum system with pro-

jective measure onto 1-dimension eigenspace.

diag(PX)
Û0

Â1

Û1

Â2

Û2

=

I

s0

s̃0

s1

s̃1

s′1

s̃′1

s2

s̃2

s′2

s̃′2
s3

s̃3
w1

w̃1

w2

w̃2

y1 y2

Figure 2.7: A quantum system with two partial measurements.

Û2, and Û3 are functions such that

Û1(s1, w1, s0, s̃1, w̃1, s̃0) = U
(1)
(s1,w1),s0

U
(1)†
s̃0,(s̃1,w̃1)

Û2(s2, w2, s
′
1, w1, s̃2, w̃2, s̃

′
1, w̃1) = U

(2)
(s2,w2),(s′1,w1)

U
(2)†
(s̃′1,w̃1),(s̃2,w̃2)

Û3(s3, s
′
2, w2, s̃3, s̃

′
2, w̃2) = U

(3)
s3,(s′2,w2)

U
(3)†
(s̃′2,w̃2),s̃3

for some unitary matrices U (1), U (2), U (3). Note that this DeFG contains cycles.

As illustrated by the above examples, the dynamics of a quantum system (see

Section 1.2.1) can be described by DeFGs systematically, as summarized in Table 2.8.

2.3 Belief-Propagation Algorithms for DeFGs

In this section, we consider the problem of computing the partition sums of DeFGs.

For acyclic cases, the problem is not so different from that on a factor graph and can

be solved by a slightly modified version of the method in Section 1.1.3. For DeFGs

with cycles, we propose and analyze a generalized version of the belief-propagation

algorithms.

Without loss of generality, we assume all the DeFGs involved in the rest of this

chapter do not have “single edges”. Namely, we only consider global functions in the
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FG Description DeFG Description Remarks

ρ

U

U†

ρ Û Û(s′, s, s̃′, s̃) = Us′,sU
†
s̃,s̃′

ρ

Ek

E†
k

k ρ N N(s′, s, s̃′, s̃) =
∑

k Es′,sE
†
s̃,s̃′

ρ

My

M†
y

Iy

y

ρ A

A(s′, s, s̃′, s̃; y) =

My(s
′, s)M †y(s̃, s̃′)

ρ

My

M†
y

Iy

y

ρ A
Same as above

ρ I ρ I -

Table 2.8: Representing quantum systems using factor graphs and DeFGs.
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Figure 2.9: Computing the partition sum of a normal acyclic DeFG.

form

g(s, s̃) =
∏
a∈F

fa(s∂a, s̃∂a). (2.18)

2.3.1 Computing the marginals/partition sum of an acyclic DeFG

Similar to the methods for acyclic factor graphs in Section 1.1.3, one can also

“shrink” an acyclic DeFG to a root factor via a sequence of “closing-the-box” operations

starting from the leaf nodes. The following example illustrates this idea.

Example 2.13. By taking a sequence of “closing-the-box” operations for each adjacent

factor, the normal DeFG in Figure 2.9 can be “shrunk” to a null graph with a single

local constant function. The roman numbers indicate the sequence of the “closing-the-

box” operations. The constant obtained in the end is the partition sum.

We summarize the method above as Algorithm 2.1. Without loss of generality, we

have assumed all the leaf vertices are from F , since we can always append a constant-1

local function to a leaf vertex from V without changing the partition sum.

In analogy to Theorem 1.8, we have the following theorem for acyclic DeFGs.

Theorem 2.14. Given an acyclic DeFG (G = (V,F , E ∈ V × F), {Sj}j∈V , {fa}a∈F ),

there exists a unique set of messages {mj→a,ma→j : S2
j → C}(j,a)∈E such that

mj→a(sj , s̃j) =
∏

c∈∂j\a

mc→j(sj , s̃j) (2.19)

ma→j(sj , s̃j) =
∑

s∂a\j ,s̃∂a\j

fa(s∂a, s̃∂a) ·
∏

k∈∂a\j

mk→a(sk, s̃k). (2.20)
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Algorithm 2.1 Belief-Propagation Algorithm for Acyclic DeFGs

Input: An acyclic DeFG (G = (V,F , E ∈ V × F),V = {Sj}j∈V ,F = {fa}a∈F ) with all

leaf vertices belonging to F , a root vertex r ∈ F

Output: The partition sum Z(G) ,
∑
s,s̃ g(s, s̃)

1: Define the bipartite graph G′ = (V ′,F ′, E ′)← G;

2: while F ′ 6= {r} do

3: for all a ∈ F ′ being a leaf and j being its parent in G′ do

4: ma→j(sj , s̃j)←
∑
s∂a\j ,s̃∂a\j

fa(s∂a, s̃∂a) ·
∏
k∈∂a\jmk→a(sk, s̃k);

5: F ′ ← F ′ \ a, E ′ ← E ′ \ (∂a× a); . Remove a from G′.

6: end for

7: for all j ∈ V ′ being a leaf and a being its parent in G′ do

8: mj→a(sj , s̃j)←
∏
c∈∂j\amc→j(sj , s̃j);

9: V ′ ← V ′ \ j, E ′ ← E ′ \ (j × ∂j); . Remove j from G′.

10: end for

11: end while

12: Z(G)←
∑
s∂r,s̃∂r

fr(s∂r, s̃∂r) ·
∏
j∈∂rmj→r(sj , s̃j);

Moreover, in this case,

∑
sV\j ,s̃V\j

∏
a∈F

fa(s∂a, s̃∂a) =
∏
c∈∂j

mc→j(sj , s̃j) ∀j ∈ V, (2.21)

∑
sV\∂a,s̃V\∂a

∏
â∈F

fâ(s∂â, s̃∂â) = fa(s∂a, s̃∂a) ·
∏
j∈∂a

mj→a(sj , s̃j) ∀a ∈ F . (2.22)

Proof. By treating (sj , s̃j) as a single variable for each j, the theorem is essentially the

same as Theorem 1.8. We omit the details.

Remark 2.15. By Theorem 2.7, the matrices corresponding to the messages defined

in (2.19) and (2.20) are PSD.

2.3.2 Belief-Propagation Algorithms for DeFG and BP Fixed Points

Similar to BP algorithms for factor graphs, we define BP algorithms as a heuristic

generalization based on the messaging-passing rules (2.19) and (2.20). Namely, we



2.3. BELIEF-PROPAGATION ALGORITHMS FOR DEFGS 43

consider an iterative method with the updating rules

m
(t)
j→a(sj , s̃j) ∝

∏
c∈∂j\a

m
(t)
c→j(sj , s̃j), (2.23)

m
(t)
a→j(sj , s̃j) ∝

∑
s∂a\j ,s̃∂a\j

fa(s∂a, s̃∂a) ·
∏

k∈∂a\j

m
(t−1)
k→a (sk, s̃k), (2.24)

where the initial messages {m(0)
j→a}(j,a)∈E are some constant functions. Same as the BP

algorithms for factor graphs, the updating sequence of the messages in (2.23) and (2.24)

(a.k.a. schedule) can be cleverly designed to suit different scenarios. In this thesis, we

choose to focus on the synchronous schedule (a.k.a. flooding schedule). Algorithm 2.2

lists BP algorithm for DeFGs with the flooding schedule.

BP fixed points of a DeFG, defined similarly below as those of a factor graph, are

of great importance for investigating the properties of the BA algorithms for DeFGs.

Definition 2.16 (BP Fixed Points of a DeFG). Applying Algorithm 2.2 to a DeFG, a

resulting set of messages {mj→a,ma→j : S2
j → C}(j,a)∈E is said to be a BP fixed point

if

mj→a(sj , s̃j) ∝
∏

c∈∂j\a

mc→j(sj , s̃j), (2.25)

ma→j(sj , s̃j) ∝
∑

s∂a\j ,s̃∂a\j

fa(s∂a, s̃∂a) ·
∏

k∈∂a\j

mk→a(sk, s̃k). (2.26)

In this case, the set {mj→a,ma→j}(j,a)∈E is also called a set of fixed-point messages.

Definition 2.17. Given a set of normalized PSD messages {mj→a,ma→j}(j,a)∈E , not

necessarily a BP fixed point, the induced partition sum (w.r.t. the messages) is defined

as

Zinduced

(
{mj→a,ma→j}(j,a)∈E

)
=

∏
a∈F Za({mj→a}j∈∂a) ·

∏
j∈V Zj({ma→j}a∈∂j)∏

(j,a)∈E Zj,a(mj→a,ma→j)
,

(2.27)

where

Za({mj→a}j∈∂a) ,
∑

s∂a,s̃∂a

fa(s∂a, s̃∂a) ·
∏
j∈∂a

mj→a(sj , s̃j) ∀a ∈ F ,

Zj({ma→j}a∈∂j) ,
∑
sj ,s̃j

∏
a∈∂j

ma→j(sj , s̃j) ∀j ∈ V,

Zj,a(mj→a,ma→j) ,
∑
sj ,s̃j

mj→a(sj , s̃j) ·ma→j(sj , s̃j) ∀(j, a) ∈ E .
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Algorithm 2.2 Belief-Propagation Algorithm for DeFGs (Flooding Schedule with

Timeout)

Input: A DeFG (G = (V,F , E ∈ V × F),V = {Sj}j∈V ,F = {fa}a∈F ), ε > 0

Output: Messages {mj→a,ma→j : S2
j → C}(j,a)∈E , FLAG ∈ {completed, timeout}.

1: for all (j, a) ∈ E do

2: mj→a(sj , s̃j)← 1/ |S|2 for each (sj , s̃j) ∈ S2
j ;

3: end for

4: t← 0;

5: do

6: t← t+ 1;

7: for all (j, a) ∈ E do

8: m
(t)
a→j(sj , s̃j) ∝

∑
s∂a\j ,s̃∂a\j

fa(s∂a, s̃∂a) ·
∏
k∈∂a\jm

(t−1)
k→a (sk, s̃k) for each

(sj , s̃j) ∈ S2
j ;

9: end for

10: for all (j, a) ∈ E do

11: m
(t)
j→a(sj , s̃j) ∝

∏
c∈∂j\am

(t)
c→j(sj , s̃j) for each (sj , s̃j) ∈ S2

j ;

12: end for

13: while (¬timeout)∧
(
∃(j, a) ∈ E s.t.

∥∥∥m(t)
j→a −m

(t−1)
j→a

∥∥∥
2
> ε or

∥∥∥m(t)
a→j −m

(t−1)
a→j

∥∥∥
2
> ε
)

. timeout = false unless the operating time exceeds a pre-selected waiting time.

14: if timeout then

15: FLAG← timeout;

16: else

17: FLAG← completed;

18: for all (j, a) ∈ E do

19: mj→a ← m
(t)
j→a;

20: ma→j ← m
(t)
a→j ;

21: end for

22: end if
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Proposition 2.18. The function Zinduced is real non-negative, and its stationary points

correspond to BP fixed points.

Proof. It suffice to show that the set of equations

d

dh

∣∣∣∣
h=0

Zinduced(mc→k + h · ηc→k) = 0 ∀ηc→k(sk, s̃k) PSD

d

dh

∣∣∣∣
h=0

Zinduced(mk→c + h · ηk→c) = 0 ∀ηk→c(sk, s̃k) PSD

∀(k, c) ∈ E (2.28)

is equivalent to the updating rules (2.25) and (2.26).

First, suppose {mj→a,ma→j}(j,a)∈E is a stationary point of Zinduced, i.e., (2.28)

holds. By definition of Zinduced, one can rewrite the upper set of (2.28) as

d

dh

∣∣∣∣
h=0

Zk,c(mc→k + h · ηc→k)/Zk,c =
d

dh

∣∣∣∣
h=0

Zk(mc→k + h · ηc→k)/Zk.

Substituting the definitions of Zk and Zk,c, the above is equivalent to∑
sk,s̃k

mk→c(sk, s̃k) · ηc→k(sk, s̃k) =
Zk,c
Zk
·
∑
sk,s̃k

m̃k→c(sk, s̃k) · ηc→k(sk, s̃k), (2.29)

where m̃k→c(sk, s̃k) ,
∏
a∈∂k\cma→k(sk, s̃k). Since this holds for all PSD functions

ηc→k, linear algebra must hold that mk→c ∝ m̃k→c, which recovers (2.25). Similarly,

the lower set of equations of (2.28) can be rewritten as

d

dh

∣∣∣∣
h=0

Zk,c(mk→c + h · ηk→c)/Zk,c =
d

dh

∣∣∣∣
h=0

Zc(mk→c + h · ηk→c)/Zc,

which is, in turn, equivalent to∑
sk,s̃k

mc→k(sk, s̃k) · ηk→c(sk, s̃k) =
Zk,c
Zc
·
∑
sk s̃k

m̃c→k(sk, s̃k) · ηk→c(sk, s̃k), (2.30)

where m̃c→k(sk, s̃k) ,
∑
s∂c\k,s̃∂c\k

fc(s∂c, s̃∂c) ·
∏
j∈∂c\kmj→c(sj , s̃j). Again, since this

also holds for all PSD functions ηk→c, we have mc→k ∝ m̃c→k, which recovers (2.26).

Second, suppose {mj→a,ma→j}(j,a)∈E is a BP fixed point, i.e., (2.25) and (2.26)

hold. To show (2.28), it suffices to verify (2.29) and (2.30). The latter can be shown

rather straightforwardly as soon as one notices that

Zk,c
Zk

=

∑
sk,s̃k

mk→c(sk, s̃k) ·mc→k(sk, s̃k)∑
sk,s̃k

(∏
a∈∂k\cma→k(sk, s̃k)

)
·mc→k(sk, s̃k)

=
mk→c(sk, s̃k)∏

a∈∂k\cma→k(sk, s̃k)

Zk,c
Zc

=

∑
sk,s̃k

mc→k(sk, s̃k) ·mk→c(sk, s̃k)∑
sk,s̃k

(∑
s∂c\k,s̃∂c\k

fc(s∂c, s̃∂c) ·
∏
j∈∂c\kmj→c(sj , s̃j)

)
·mk→c(sk, s̃k)

=
mc→k(sk, s̃k)∑

s∂c\k,s̃∂c\k
fc(s∂c, s̃∂c) ·

∏
j∈∂c\kmj→c(sj , s̃j)



46 CHAPTER 2. DOUBLE-EDGE FACTOR GRAPHS

for all sk, s̃k since mk→c is proportional to
∏
a∈∂k\cma→k, and mc→k is proportional

to
∑
s∂c\k,s̃∂c\k

fc ·
∏
j∈∂c\kmj→c.

One must note that Zinduced is conceptually different from ZB for factor graphs. In

particular, Zinduced is a function of messages, instead of some local beliefs or marginals.

More importantly, in the classical case, Zinduced = ZB for messages corresponding to the

belief minimizing FB. However, although FB can be generalized to DeFGs by analytical

continuation, it is not clear how to define a similar version of ZB based on the minimum

of FB while maintaining the connections to BP algorithms. Thus, it is currently unclear

how Zinduced is related to the partition sum Z (for general DeFGs). Nevertheless, for

acyclic DeFGs, we still have the following corollary.

Corollary 2.19. For an acyclic DeFG G, its BP fixed point is unique. Also, in this

case, Zinduced has only one stationary point, and at that point, Zinduced = Z(G).

Proof. This is a direct result of Theorem 2.14 and Proposition 2.18.

2.3.3 Holographic Transformations and Loop Calculus for DeFGs

In this section, we consider the generalization of the holographic transformation

and the loop calculus expansion from factor graphs [Mor15b; CC07] to DeFGs.

The generalization of the holographic transformation for DeFG is rather straight-

forward. The following theorem is a direct generalization of Theorem 1.21.

Theorem 2.20 (Holant Theorem for DeFGs). Let G = (V,F , E) be a DeFG repre-

senting the factorization g(s, s̃) =
∏
a∈F fa(s∂a, s̃∂a). Given the Hermitian functions4

{φ̂j,a : T 2
j,a × S2

j → C}(j,a)∈E and {φj,a : S2
j × T 2

j,a → C}(i,a)∈E such that (where the sets

Tj,a and Sj are finite)

∑
t,t̃

φj,a(s, s̃; t, t̃) · φ̂j,a(t, t̃; s′, s̃′) = δs,s′ · δs̃,s̃′ , (2.31)

the partition sum Z(G) can be expressed as

Z(G) ,
∑
s,s̃

∏
a∈F

fa(s∂a, s̃∂a) =
∑
t,t̃

∏
a∈F

f̂a(t∂a,a, t̃∂a,a)
∏
j∈V

ĥj(tj,∂j , t̃i,∂j), (2.32)

4Here, a function f : ×k
X 2
k → C is said to be Hermitian if f(x1, . . . , xk; x̃1, . . . , x̃k) =

f(x̃1, . . . , x̃k;x1, . . . , xk) for all x1, . . . , xk, x̃1, . . . , x̃k.
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where

f̂a(t∂a,a, t̃∂a,a) ,
∑

s∂a,s̃∂a

fa(s∂a, s̃∂a) ·
∏
j∈∂a

φ̂j,a(tj,a, t̃j,a; sj , s̃j), (2.33)

ĥj(tj,∂j , t̃i,∂j) ,
∑
sj ,s̃j

∏
a∈∂j

φj,a(sj , s̃j ; tj,a, t̃j,a). (2.34)

The idea behind the above theorem is the same as that of Theorem 1.21, and we

omit the proof. Similar to the case of factor graphs, the holographic transform of G

(w.r.t. {φ̂j,a, φj,a}(j,a)) is defined to be the DeFG Ĝ = (E ,F ∪ V, {(e, e1), (e, e2)|e ∈ E})

representing the factorization

ĝ(t, t̃) =
∏
a∈F

f̂a(t∂a,a, t̃∂a,a)
∏
j∈V

ĥj(tj,∂j , t̃i,∂j). (2.35)

Following the idea of the method of loop calculus (recall Section 1.1.6), we consider

a specific holographic transform such that

f̂a(t∂a,a, t̃∂a,a) = 0, if wt(t∂a,a ⊗ t̃∂a,a) = 1, (2.36)

ĥj(tj,∂j , t̃i,∂j) = 0, if wt(tj,∂j ⊗ t̃i,∂j) = 1, (2.37)

where we have assumed that each alphabet Tj,a contains an elements labeled as 0.5 In

this case, the support of ĝ is limited to those (tj,a, t̃j,a)(j,a)∈E such that the edges (j, a)

corresponding to (tj,a, t̃j,a) 6= 0 form a generalized loop (see (1.28)). Substituting (2.33)

and (2.34) into (2.36) and (2.37), respectively, we can rewrite the latter as

∑
sj ,s̃j

 ∑
s∂a\j ,s̃∂a\j

fa(s∂a, s̃∂a) ·
∏

k∈∂a\j

φ̂k,a(0, 0; sk, s̃k)

 · φ̂j,a(tj,a, t̃j,a; sj , s̃j) = 0 (2.38)

∑
sj ,s̃j

 ∏
c∈∂j\a

φj,c(sj , s̃j ; 0, 0)

 · φj,a(sj , s̃j ; tj,a, t̃j,a) = 0 (2.39)

for each (j, a) ∈ E and (tj,a, t̃j,a) 6= 0. Since all functions involved in (2.38) and (2.39)

are Hermitian, the LHS of these equations are nothing more than the Frobenius inner

product between matrices. In other words, ∑
s∂a\j ,s̃∂a\j

fa(s∂a, s̃∂a) ·
∏

k∈∂a\j

φ̂k,a(0, 0; sk, s̃k)


sj ,s̃j

⊥
[
φ̂j,a(tj,a, t̃j,a; sj , s̃j)

]
sj ,s̃j

(2.40)

 ∏
c∈∂j\a

φj,c(sj , s̃j ; 0, 0)


sj ,s̃j

⊥
[
φj,a(sj , s̃j ; tj,a, t̃j,a)

]
sj ,s̃j

(2.41)

5Note that wt(xn1 ⊗ x̃n1 ) ,
∑n
i=1 1(xi,x̃i)6=(0,0), where 1true = 1 and 1false = 0.
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for each (j, a) ∈ E and (tj,a, t̃j,a) 6= 0. Considering (2.31), we have

φj,a(·, ·; 0, 0) ∝

 ∑
s∂a\j ,s̃∂a\j

fa(s∂a, s̃∂a) ·
∏

k∈∂a\j

φ̂k,a(0, 0; sk, s̃k)


sj ,s̃j

, (2.42)

φ̂j,a(0, 0; ·, ·) ∝

 ∏
c∈∂j\a

φj,c(sj , s̃j ; 0, 0)


sj ,s̃j

. (2.43)

Compare above with Definition 2.16. Eq (2.42) and (2.43) are equivalent to the exis-

tence of some fixed-point messages {mj→a,ma→j}(i,a) such that

φj,a(sj , s̃j ·; 0, 0) = cj,a ·ma→j(sj , s̃j) (2.44)

φ̂j,a(0, 0; sj , s̃j) = ĉj,a ·mj→a(sj , s̃j) (2.45)

for some constants cj,a, ĉj,a such that cj,a · ĉj,a = Z−1
j,a (mj→a,ma→j) for each (j, a) ∈

E . Retracing the steps above, given any BP fixed point {mj→a,ma→j}(j,a)∈E of the

DeFG, one can construct a holographic transform satisfying (2.44) and (2.45); and

thus satisfying (2.36) and (2.37). Additionally, in such a case, for each a ∈ F and

j ∈ V, we have

f̂a(0,0) = Za
∏
j∈∂a

ĉj,a, ĥj(0,0) = Zj
∏
c∈∂j

cj,c, (2.46)

and thus,

Zinduced({mj→a,ma→j}(j,a)∈E) =
∏
a∈F

f̂a(0,0) ·
∏
j∈V

ĥj(0,0). (2.47)

Theorem 2.21 (Loop Calculus Expansion for DeFGs). Consider a DeFG representing

the factorization g(s, s̃) =
∏
a∈F fa(s∂a, s̃∂a). Let {mj→a,ma→j}(i,a) be a set of fixed-

point messages. Then, it holds that

Z(G) = Zinduced({mj→a,ma→j}(j,a)∈E) ·
∑

E∈L(E)

K(E), (2.48)

where the set of generalized loops L(E) has been defined in (1.28) and where K (E) is

some function of E such that K(∅) = 1.

Proof. Consider a holographic transform w.r.t. {φ̂j,a, φj,a}(j,a) as established through-

out (2.36) to (2.45). Under such a setup,

Z(G) =
∑

(t,t̃)∈Supp(ĝ)

∏
a∈F

f̂a(t∂a,a, t̃∂a,a)
∏
j∈V

ĥj(tj,∂j , t̃i,∂j),
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= Zinduced ·
∑

(t,t̃)∈Supp(ĝ)

∏
a∈F

f̂a(t∂a,a, t̃∂a,a)

f̂a(0,0)

∏
j∈V

ĥj(tj,∂j , t̃i,∂j)

ĥj(0,0)
,

= Zinduced ·
∑

(t,t̃)∈Supp(ĝ)

∏
a∈F

 ∑
s∂a,s̃∂a

ba(s∂a, s̃∂a) ·
∏
j∈∂a

φ̂j,a(tj,a, t̃j,a; sj , s̃j)

φ̂j,a(0, 0; sj , s̃j)

 ·
∏
j∈V

∑
sj ,s̃j

bj(sj , s̃j) ·
∏
a∈∂j

φj,a(sj , s̃j ; tj,a, t̃j,a)

φj,a(sj , s̃j ; 0, 0)

 ,
= Zinduced·

∑
E∈L(E)

∑
(tE ,t̃E)6=0

∏
a∈F

 ∑
s∂a,s̃∂a

ba(s∂a, s̃∂a) ·
∏

j∈∂a: (j,a)∈E

φ̂j,a(tj,a, t̃j,a; sj , s̃j)

φ̂j,a(0, 0; sj , s̃j)

 ·
∏
j∈V

∑
sj ,s̃j

bj(sj , s̃j) ·
∏

a∈∂j: (j,a)∈E

φj,a(sj , s̃j ; tj,a, t̃j,a)

φj,a(sj , s̃j ; 0, 0)

 ,
where

ba(s∂a, s̃∂a) ,
1

Za
· fa(s∂a, s̃∂a) ·

∏
j∈∂a

mj→a(sj , s̃j), (2.49)

bj(sj s̃j) ,
1

Zj
·
∏
a∈∂j

ma→j(sj , s̃j). (2.50)

Finally, by letting

K(E) ,
∑

(tE ,t̃E)6=0

∏
a∈F

 ∑
s∂a,s̃∂a

ba(s∂a, s̃∂a) ·
∏

j∈∂a: (j,a)∈E

φ̂j,a(tj,a, t̃j,a; sj , s̃j)

φ̂j,a(0, 0; sj , s̃j)

 ·
∏
j∈V

∑
sj ,s̃j

bj(sj , s̃j) ·
∏

a∈∂j: (j,a)∈E

φj,a(sj , s̃j ; tj,a, t̃j,a)

φj,a(sj , s̃j ; 0, 0)

 ,
(2.51)

Eq. (2.48) can be justified.

Unfortunately, even for the simplest case where Tj,a is binary for each (j, a) ∈

E , (2.51) is pretty complicated. However, the theorem does suggest that Zinduced at a

BP fixed point for DeFGs with a relatively smaller number of cycles tends to be closer

to the partition sum.

2.4 Numerical Examples

In this section, we discuss various examples of DeFGs. In particular, we compare

the induced partition sum Zinduced with the exact partition sum Z. (The DeFGs in this

section have a modest size so that the exact partition sums are tractable.) Moreover,

for the first example, we also make some analytical statements.
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Figure 2.10: Plots for Example 2.22.

Example 2.22. Consider a normal DeFG whose topology is an n-cycle (n > 1) and

where all variables take on values in the same finite alphabet S. (Figure 2.10a shows

such a DeFG for n = 4.) Let f be a complex-valued PD matrix of size |S|2 × |S|2

with its ((s0, s1), (s̃0, s̃1))-th entries being f(s0, s1; s̃0, s̃1). For i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , n− 1}, we

define the local function fi to be fi(si, si+1; s̃i, s̃i+1) , f(si, si+1; s̃i, s̃i+1). (All indices

are modulo n.)

To proceed, it is convenient to define the complex-valued matrix F of size |S|2×|S|2

with its ((s0, s̃0), (s1, s̃1))-th entries being f(s0, s1; s̃0, s̃1).

For i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , n − 1}, let m
(t)
i→i+1(si+1, s̃i+1) and m

(t)
i→i−1(si, s̃i) be the belief-

propagation messages from fi to fi+1 and fi−1 at time index t, respectively. Clearly,

m
(t)
i→i+1(si+1, s̃i+1) ∝

∑
si,s̃i

m
(t−1)
i−1→i(si, s̃i) · F(si,s̃i),(si+1,s̃i+1), (2.52)

m
(t)
i→i−1(si, s̃i) ∝

∑
si+1,s̃i+1

F(si,s̃i),(si+1,s̃i+1) ·m
(t)
i+1→i(si+1, s̃i+1). (2.53)

We assume m
(0)
i→i+1(si+1, s̃i+1) , δsi+1,s̃i+1 and m

(0)
i→i−1(si, s̃i) , δsi,s̃i for each i ∈

{0, 1, . . . , n− 1}.

Due to the properties of F (which are induced from that of f), the mappings

specified in (2.52) and (2.53) are completely positive. Using generalizations of Perron–

Frobenius theory (see [EH78; Sch00]), one can make the following statements:

• For each i, the messages m
(t)
i→i+1 converge to a PD matrix as t→∞.
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Figure 2.11: Plots for Example 2.23.

• For each i, the messages m
(t)
i→i−1 converge to a PD matrix as t→∞.

• The eigenvalue of F with the largest absolute value is real and is unique. Denote

it by λ0.

• When the messages converge, the induced partition sum Zinduced = λn0 .

Compare this result with the exact partition sum, which is

Z =

|S|2−1∑
k=1

λnk = λn0 ·

1 +

|S|2−1∑
k=1

(
λk
λ0

)n , (2.54)

where λ0, . . . , λ|S|2−1 are the eigenvalues of F . We see that the smaller the ratios

(λk/λ0)n for each k are, the better the approximation is.

For n = 4 and |S| = 2, Figure 2.10b plots a million instances of the values of Z and

Zinduced w.r.t. the randomly generated matrices F = U ·D ·U †, where the unitary matrix

U is randomly generated according to the Haar measure and where D is a diagonal

matrix with each of its diagonal entries drawn from the square of the standard normal

distribution in an i.i.d. fashion. We see that, very often, the ratio Zinduced/Z is rather

close to 1.

Example 2.23. Consider the DeFG in Figure 2.11a. For |S| = 2, Figure 2.11b plots

a million instances of the values of Z and Zinduced w.r.t. randomly generated local
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Figure 2.12: Plots for Example 2.24.

functions. In contrast to Example 2.22, where all local functions were the same for

every instantiation, in this example, all local functions are generated independently. We

observe that the ratio Zinduced/Z is reasonably close to 1 but typically larger than 1.

Example 2.24. Let θ be a complex-valued matrix of size n × n with its (i, j)-th en-

tries being θi,j . The permanent [Min84] of θ is defined to be perm(θ) ,
∑

σ

∏n
i=1 θi,σ(i),

where the summation is over all n! permutations of the set {1, . . . , n}. Ryser’s algo-

rithm, one of the most efficient algorithms for computing perm(θ) for general matrices

θ exactly, requires Θ(n · 2n) arithmetic operations [Rys63], and so the exact compu-

tation of the permanent is intractable, even for moderate values of n. (Note that

even the computation of the permanent of matrices containing only zeros and ones is

#P-complete [Val79].)

One can formulate an NFG whose partition sum equals perm(θ) (see, e.g., [Von13b,

Figure 1]). That factor graph is a complete bipartite graph with n factor vertices on

the left and n factor vertices on the right. Here, Figure 2.12a shows a slightly modified

version of that NFG. All variables take values in the set X = {0, 1}. Moreover, for each

i, the function fLi is defined to be

fLi ({xLi,j}nj=1) ,


1 exactly one of {xLi,j}nj=1 equals 1

0 otherwise

(2.55)
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for each j, the function fRj is defined analogously; and for each (i, j), the function fi,j

is defined to be

fi,j(x
L
i,j , x

R
i,j) , δxLi,j ,xRi,j ·


θi,j if xLi,j = 1

1 if xLi,j = 0

. (2.56)

In this example, we consider the following rather natural generalization to the DeFG

in Figure 2.12b. Assume that for each (i, j), θ̃i,j is a PSD matrix of size 2× 2 with its

(k, `)-th entries being θ̃i,j(k, `). With this, for each i, the function f̃Li is defined to be

f̃Li ({sLi,j , s̃Li,j}nj=1) , fLi ({sLi,j}nj=1) · fLi ({s̃Li,j}nj=1) (2.57)

for each j, the function f̃Rj is defined analogously; and for each (i, j), the function f̃i,j

is defined to be

f̃i,j(s
L
i,j , s

R
i,j ; s̃

L
i,j , s̃

R
i,j) , δsLi,j ,sRi,j · δs̃Li,j ,s̃Ri,j · θ̃i,j(s

L
i,j , s̃

L
i,j). (2.58)

(One can easily verify that these local functions satisfy the requirement of a DeFG.)

Finally, let Z̃ be the partition sum of this DeFG.

This DeFG definition has the following two important special cases:

• If θ̃i,j =
(

1 0
0 θi,j

)
for each (i, j), then Z̃ = perm(θ).

• If θ̃i,j =
(

1
θi,j

)
·( 1 θi,j ) =

(
1 θi,j

θi,j |θi,j |2

)
for each (i, j), then Z̃ = perm(θ)·perm(θ) =

|perm(θ)|2, where θ denotes the matrix whose entries are the complex-conjugate

values of the entries of θ. (Note that such partition sums are of interest in

quantum information processing [AA13], where θ are certain types of square

matrices over the complex numbers. We refer to[AA13] for details.)

In our simulations, we considered the following setup. Namely, for every (i, j) ∈

{1, . . . , n}2, we independently generate θ̃i,j as follows: θ̃i,j(0, 0) , 1; θ̃i,j(1, 0) is picked

uniformly from the unit circle in the complex plane; θ̃i,j(0, 1) , θ̃i,j(1, 0); θ̃i,j(1, 1) is

picked uniformly (and independently of the other entries) from the real line interval

[1.10, 11.10]. Figure 2.12c plots 5000 instances of the values of Zinduced and Z for the

case when n is 5. We observe that the ratio Zinduced/Z is concentrated around a value

smaller than 1.



Chapter 3

Quantum Factor Graphs

In this chapter, we consider a generalization of factor graphs known as quantum

factor graphs (QFGs) [LP08]. This graphical model is a direct generalization of the

bifactor networks proposed in the same paper, in which they considered generalized

“factorizations” of positive operators like

ρ , ?
a∈F

ρa = exp

(∑
a∈F

log ρa

)
, (3.1)

where, for each a ∈ F , ρa is some positive operators and where ? is some associative

and commutative binary operator on PSD matrices (see (3.3) and (3.4)). In this case,

the generalized partition sum is defined to be

Z(G) , tr(ρ) = tr

(
exp

(∑
a∈F

log ρa

))
. (3.2)

Notice that the (classical) factor graphs are a special case of QFGs where all the involved

local operators {ρa}a∈F are diagonal. In [LP08], Leifer and Poulin also proposed and

studied a generalized belief-propagation algorithm for bifactor networks.

In our study, we are interested in the scenarios without commutativity constraints

as those in [LP08]. In such cases, many vital expressions that hold precisely for factor

graphs only hold approximately for QFGs, provided the local operators are chosen

randomly according to some distributions. We give some analytical and numerical

characterizations of these approximations. In particular, we study how the “closing-

the-box” operations and Bethe’s approximation can be generalized to QFGs in an

approximate manner.

54
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3.1 The ?-Product and Quantum Factor Graphs (QFGs)

This section reviews the definition of the ?-product and quantum factor graphs. We

discuss various properties of the ?-product, particularly the (lack of) distributivity of

? over (partial) trace operations.

3.1.1 Definition of the ?-product and QFGs

As already mentioned in (3.1), for QFGs, we consider the factorization of some

positive operator into the ?-product [War05],1 of some local operators. Given (strictly)

PD operators ρ, σ ∈ L++(H), their ?-product is defined to be

ρ ? σ , exp(log ρ+ log σ), (3.3)

where exp and log stand for matrix exponential and logarithm, respectively. For PSD

operators, we consider the Lie product formula [Bha13] and rewrite (3.3) as

ρ ? σ = lim
n→∞

(
ρ

1
nσ

1
n

)n
. (3.4)

Using a continuity argument, one can generalize the ?-product to PSD operators ρ, σ ∈

L+(H). (For the proof of the convergence of the RHS of (3.4) for PSD operators ρ

and σ, see, e.g., [Bha13] and [Sim79, Theorem 1.2].) The ?-product is associative and

commutative, i.e.,

ρ1 ? ρ2 = ρ2 ? ρ1 ∀ρ1, ρ2 ∈ L+(H), (3.5)

(ρ1 ? ρ2) ? ρ3 = ρ1 ? (ρ2 ? ρ3) ∀ρ1, ρ2, ρ3 ∈ L+(H). (3.6)

As a convention, given ρ and σ acting on different Hilbert spaces, we treat the

expression ρ?σ as the ?-product of the embedded operators of ρ and σ on some smallest

common Hilbert space. For example, given ρAB ∈ L+(HA ⊗HB) and ρBC ∈ L+(HB ⊗

HC), the convention

ρAB ? ρBC , (ρAB ⊗ IC) ? (IA ⊗ ρBC) (3.7)

holds, where IC and IA are the identity operators on HA and HC, respectively; and

ρAB ? ρBC is an operator acting on HA ⊗HB ⊗HC. This convention also applies to the

expression ?a∈F ρa, where some equations similar to (3.7) are applied recursively. As

a reminder, note that log(ρ⊗ I) ≡ log ρ⊗ I.

1Note that in [War05] this operation is denoted by �. However, in this thesis, � denotes the

Hadamard product.
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Figure 3.1: QFG in Example 3.3.

Definition 3.1 (Quantum Factor Graph [LP08]). A quantum factor graph (QFG) is

a bipartite graph G = (V,F , E ∈ V × F) associated with a variable set V and a factor

set F, where

• V = {Hi}i∈V is indexed by V, and each element of V is a Hilbert space;

• F = {ρa}a∈F is indexed by F , and ρa ∈ L+(⊗i∈∂aHi) for each a ∈ F .

The operator ρ , ?a∈F ρa is called the global operator of G, and in this case, G is also

said to be representing the factorization ρ = ?a∈F ρa. Similar to factor graphs, a QFG

is said to be normal if the degree of any vertex in V is at most 2.

Note that the global operator ρ is always a PSD operator on ⊗i∈V Hi (i.e., ρ ∈

L+⊗i∈V Hi). Moreover, if all the local operators are strictly positive, i.e., ρa ∈

L++(Ha) for each a, so is ρ.

Remark 3.2. Similar to NFGs, in a normal QFG, we redraw the vertices in V as edges

(see RHS of Figure 3.1 and Figure 3.2).

Example 3.3. The LHS of Figure 3.1 depicts a QFG with a single variable vertex and

three factor vertices. Here, all local factors ρA, σA, and τA act on the same Hilbert

space HA, and the global operator is given by ρG , ρA ? σA ? τA. On the RHS of

Figure 3.1, we have a normal QFG, which is equivalent to the QFG on the left. Here,

the new-introduced variable vertices B and C are associated with the Hilbert spaces

HB and HC, each being of the same dimension as that of HA. The local operators σB

and τC are the same as σA and τA, except that they act on HB and HC, respectively.

The new-introduced operator π acts on HA ⊗HB ⊗HC and is defined as

π , exp (log σA⊗IBC + log τA⊗IBC − IA⊗log σB⊗IC − IAB⊗log τC) . (3.8)
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ρa ρb ρcA B ρa ρb ρc

Figure 3.2: QFG in Example 3.5.

In this case, the global operator of the QFG on the RHS in Figure 3.1 can be expressed

as

ρ̃ , ρA ? σB ? τC ? π

= exp (log ρA ⊗ IBC + log σA ⊗ IBC + log τA ⊗ IBC)

= ρG ⊗ IBC.

Remark 3.4. As illustrated in Example 3.3, any QFG can be converted into an equiv-

alent normal QFG by introducing additional local operators. However, in contrast to

factor graphs or DeFGs, the additional local operator introduced depends on the origi-

nal local operators (see, e.g., (3.8)). In the remaining part of this chapter, we will focus

solely on normal QFGs.

3.1.2 Approximated Distributivity of the ?-Product over (Partial)

Trace

For a factor graph or a DeFG, the “closing-the-box” operation is a handy visual-

ization of the distributive law of addition over multiplication. However, for a QFG, the

?-product does not distribute over the partial trace operations in general, as illustrated

in the example below.

Example 3.5. Consider the QFG in Figure 3.1 with the variable vertices V = {A,B},

the factor vertices F = {a, b, c}, and the local operators ρa ∈ L+(HA), ρb ∈ L+(HA ⊗

HB), and ρc ∈ L+(HB). This QFG represents the factorization ρ = ρa ? ρb ? ρc, and

the partition sum is Z = tr(ρa ? ρb ? ρc). However, in general, we cannot compute Z in

steps, i.e.,

tr(ρa ? ρb ? ρc) = trA (trB(ρa ? ρb ? ρc)) 6≡ trA (ρa ? trB(ρb ? ρc)) . (3.9)

In particular, let ρa = 1
2

[
+1 −1
−1 +1

]
, ρb = diag([0, 1, 1, 0]), and ρc = [ 1 0

0 1 ], then trA(trB(ρa?

ρb ? ρc)) = 0, but trA(ρa ? trB(ρb ? ρc)) = 1. (Here, we have used (3.4).)
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However, there do exist situations where trA(ρa?trB(ρb?ρc)) approximates trA(trB(ρa?

ρb ? ρc)) reasonably well. This subsection aims to understand when this happens so

that an approximated notion of the “closing-the-box” operations can be salvaged.

Lemma 3.6. Given ρa ∈ L++(HA), ρb ∈ L++(HA ⊗HB), and ρc ∈ L+(HB), we have

S (κ(ρa))
−1 6

trA(ρa ? trB(ρb ? ρc))

tr(ρa ? ρb ? ρc)
6 S (κ(ρa)) , (3.10)

where κ(ρa) > 1 is the condition number of the operator ρa, and S(·) is the Specht ratio

function defined as

S(r) ,
(r − 1) · r

1
r−1

e · log r
∀r > 0. (3.11)

Proof. Consider the Golden–Thompson inequality and its reverse [BS07b], i.e.,

tr
(
eV+W

)
6 tr

(
eV · eW

)
6 S(α) · tr

(
eV+W

)
, (3.12)

where V and W are Hermitian operators, and α is the condition number of eV . For

arbitrary (strict) PD operators ρ and σ, since both log ρ and log σ are Hermitian, by

substituting V = log ρ and W = log σ into (3.12), we have

tr(ρ ? σ) 6 tr(ρ · σ) 6 S(κ(ρ)) · tr(ρ ? σ) ∀ρ, σ > 0. (3.13)

To prove the first inequality in (3.10), we have

tr(ρa ? ρb ? ρc)
(a)

6 tr(ρa · (ρb ? ρc)) = trA(ρa · trB(ρb ? ρc))

(b)

6 S(κ(ρa)) · trA(ρa ? trB(ρb ? ρc)) = S(κ(ρa)) · tr(ρa ? ρb ? ρc),

where we have applied the first and second inequalities in (3.13) to step (a) and step (b),

respectively. Similarly, to show the second inequality in (3.10), we have

trA(ρa ? trB(ρb ? ρc))
(a)

6 trA(ρa · trB(ρb ? ρc)) = tr(ρa · (ρb ? ρc))
(b)

6 S(κ(ρa)) · tr(ρa ? (ρb ? ρc)) = S(κ(ρa)) · tr(ρa ? ρb ? ρc),

where, again, we have used (3.13) in step (a) and step (b).

Lemma 3.6 indicates that trA(ρa ? trB(ρb ? ρc)) is expected to approximate tr(ρa ?

ρb ?ρc) reasonably well when ρa or ρb ?ρc is proportionally close to the identity matrix.

This fact is further elaborated in the following theorem, where ρa and ρb ? ρc are close
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to the identity matrix in a linear fashion, i.e., ρa = I + tX and ρb ? ρc = I + tY for

some Hermitian matrices X and Y , and some real number t in a small neighborhood

of zero. Another approach to study such approximations is to consider ρa = etX and

ρb ? ρc = etY , again, for some Hermitian matrices X and Y , and some real number t in

a small neighborhood of zero. We present the second approach in Appendix A.

Theorem 3.7. Consider finite-dimensional Hilbert spaces HA and HB. Given X ∈

L†(HA) and Y ∈ L†(HA ⊗HB), it holds that

tr ((I + tX) ? (I + tY )) = trA ((I + tX) ? trB(I + tY )) +O(t4), (3.14)

where the real number t is in a neighborhood of 0 such that I + tX and I + tY are

always positive definite. In other words, trA ((I + tX) ? trB(I + tY )) approximates

tr ((I + tX) ? (I + tY )) when t is small, and the error is of fourth order in t.

Proof. The theorem is proven using the Taylor series expansion. Recall that, for a

Hermitian matrix V and a positive definite matrix W with spectral radius less than 1,

we have

expV = I + V +
1

2
V 2 +

1

3!
V 3 + · · ·+ 1

n!
V n + · · · ,

log (I +W ) = B − 1

2
W 2 +

1

3
W 3 − · · ·+ (−1)n−1

n
Wn + · · · .

To simplify the proof, we introduce the normalized (partial) trace functions

tr(ρ) ,
tr(ρ)

tr(I)
, trA(ρ) ,

trA(ρ)

trA(I)
.

Using the above notations, we rewrite (3.14) as

tr ((I + tX) ? (I + tY )) = trA
(
(I + tX) ? trB(I + tY )

)
+O(t4).

Let X̃ , X ⊗ I ∈ L†(HA ⊗HB), and consider the Taylor series expansion of the terms

(without O(t4)) on both sides of the above equation:

LHS = 1 + t · tr(X̃ + Y ) + t2 · tr(X̃Y + Y X̃)

2

+ t4 ·
tr
(
X̃Y X̃Y − X̃2Y 2

)
12

+O(t5),

(3.15)

RHS = 1 + t · trA(X + trB(Y )) + t2 ·
trA
(
XtrB(Y ) + trB(Y )X

)
2

+ t4 ·
trA
(
XtrB(Y )XtrB(Y )−X2trB(Y )2

)
12

+O(t5).

(3.16)
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Note that trB(X̃ · Z) = X · trB(Z) for any operator Z ∈ L†(HA ⊗HB). Thus, one can

easily check that (3.15) and (3.16) agree up to t3. (Note that the coefficients of t3 are

both 0 for (3.15) and (3.16).) In particular, we have

tr ((I + tX) ? (I + tY )) = trA
(
(I + tX) ? trB(I + tY )

)
+

trA
(
X · [tr2(Y ), X] · tr2(Y )

)
− tr

(
X̃ · [X̃, Y ] · Y

)
12

· t4 +O(t5),

where [V,W ] , VW −WV for matrices V,W .

Using the same method, we have the following approximation as well.

Proposition 3.8. Under the same setup as in Theorem 3.7, it holds that

trB ((I + tX) ? (I + tY )) = (I + tX) ? trB(I + tY ) +O(t3). (3.17)

Proof. We use the same method as that in the proof of Theorem 3.7. In particular, we

rewrite (3.17) as

trB ((I + tX) ? (I + tY )) = (I + tX) ? trB(I + tY ) +O(t3)

and expand each side (without O(t3)) of the above equation as

LHS = I + t · trB(X̃ + Y ) + t2 · trB(X̃Y + Y X̃)

2

+ t3 ·
trB

(
2X̃Y X̃ + 2Y X̃Y − X̃2Y − Y 2X̃ − X̃Y 2 − Y X̃2

)
12

+O(t4),

(3.18)

RHS = I + t · (X + trB(Y )) + t2 · XtrB(Y ) + trB(Y )X

2

+ t3 ·
(

2XtrB(Y )X −X2trB(Y )−XtrB(Y )2

12

+
2trB(Y )XtrB(Y )− trB(Y )2X − trB(Y )X2

12

)
+O(t4).

(3.19)

Comparing (3.18) with (3.19), we have

trB ((I + tX) ? (I + tY )) = (I + tX) ? trB(I + tY )+

t3 ·
2
(

trB(Y X̃Y )− trB(Y )XtrB(Y )
)

+
(
trB(Y )2 − trB(Y 2)

)
X +X

(
trB(Y )2 − trB(Y 2)

)
12

+O(t4),

which concludes the proof.



3.1. THE ?-PRODUCT AND QUANTUM FACTOR GRAPHS (QFGS) 61

ρ1 ρ2 ρ3 ρn−1 ρn· · ·

Figure 3.3: A chain QFG. (n > 3).

Remark 3.9. Theorem 3.7 and Proposition 3.8 also hold if the local operators are

proportionally close to the identity matrix. Namely, it holds that

tr (a(I + tX) ? b(I + tY )) = trA (a(I + tX) ? trB b(I + tY )) +O(t4) (3.20)

trB (a(I + tX) ? b(I + tY )) = (a(I + tX) ? trB b(I + tY )) +O(t3) (3.21)

for any real numbers a, b.

Corollary 3.10. Let n > 3. Consider a chain QFG as in Figure 3.3, where ρ1 ∈

L++(H1), ρn ∈ L++(Hn−1), and ρk ∈ L++(Hk−1 ⊗ Hk) for each k = 2, . . . , n − 1.

Suppose that for each k, ρk ∝ I + t ·Hk for some Hermitian operator Hk and some real

number t close to 0, then Theorem 3.7 implies the estimate

tr

(
n

?
k=1

ρk

)
= trn−1 (trn−2 (· · · tr1(ρ1 ? ρ2) ? · · · ? ρn−1) ? ρn) +O(t4). (3.22)

Proof. We use mathematical induction to prove (3.22). For n = 3, (3.22) is the same

as (3.14). Assume that (3.22) is true when n = m, for some arbitrary integer m > 3.

Under this hypothesis, consider the case when n = m+ 1, i.e.,

tr

(
m+1

?
k=1

ρk

)
= tr (ρ1 ? · · · ? ρm−1 ? (ρm ? ρm+1))

(a)
= trm,m−1 (trm−2 (· · · tr1(ρ1 ? ρ2) · · · ? ρm−1) ? (ρm ? ρm+1)) +O(t4)

(b)
= trm (trm−1 (trm−2 (· · · tr1(ρ1 ? ρ2) · · · ? ρm−1) ? ρm) ? ρm+1) +O(t4),

where we have used the induction hypothesis in step (a) and Theorem 3.7 in step (b).

Thus, we have shown that (3.22) holds for n = m + 1 provided the same expression

holding for n = m. By mathematical induction, the corollary is proven.

Via Theorem 3.7 and Proposition 3.8, we have established the following approximate
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Figure 3.4: Distribution of η for random positive operators ρa and ρb under different

randomization schemes.

distributive laws of the ?-product over the trace and the partial trace functions. Namely,

tr(ρa ? ρb) ≈ tr∂b\I(ρa ? trI(ρb)), (3.23)

trI(ρa ? ρb) ≈ ρa ? trI(ρb), (3.24)

where ∂a ( ∂b and where I ⊆ ∂b \ ∂a and where ρa ∈ L++⊗i∈∂aHi and ρb ∈

L++⊗i∈∂bHi are proportionally close to the identity matrix I.

It is worthwhile to make a brief numerical comparison between trA(ρa ? trB(ρb)) and

tr(ρa?ρb). In Figure 3.4, we randomly generate ρa ∈ L++(HA) and ρb ∈ L++(HA⊗HB),

where HA = HB = C2, and plot statistical distribution of the relative error as in

η ,
|trA(ρa ? trB(ρb))− tr(ρa ? ρb)|

tr(ρa ? ρb)
. (3.25)

Here, ρa , U †AΛAUA and ρb , U †ABΛABUAB, where the matrices UA and UAB are, re-

spectively, random unitary matrices in C2 and C4 generated according to the Haar

measures over unitary matrices of corresponding sizes and where ΛA and ΛAB are posi-

tive diagonal matrices with i.i.d. entries (these entries are eigenvalues of ρa and ρb). The

distributions used to generate the eigenvalues are marked in the legend. For example,

in the legend of Figure 3.4,
∣∣N (µ, σ2)

∣∣ stands for the random variable distributed ac-
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cording to the absolute value of a Gaussian random variable with mean µ and variance

σ2.

3.2 Quantum Belief-Propagation Algorithms

In this section, we propose an approximated version of the “closing-the-box” op-

erations for QFGs. The approximation is based on the approximated distributivity

discussed in the previous section. The quantum belief-propagation algorithm, which

was first proposed in [LP08], can then be understood as a natural extension of the

approximated “closing-the-box” operations. At the end of this section, we discuss the

holographic transformations of QFGs.

3.2.1 Approximated “Closing-the-Box” Operations on QFGs

Motivated by the approximated distributive law of the ?-product over partial trace

operations (see (3.24)), we define the “closing-the-box” operations on QFGs as the

process to replace the box with the result of the partial trace of the ?-product of the

local operators in the box w.r.t. the Hilbert spaces in the box.

Definition 3.11 (“Closing-the-Box” Operations on QFGs). Let G = (V,F , E) be a

QFG as defined in Definition 3.1. Let G′ = (V ′,F ′) be a subgraph of G such that if a

variable vertex is in G′, so do all of its neighbors (all of which are in F). (We call such

a subgraph a box of G.) The “closing-the-box” operation (w.r.t. G′) is to replace G′ in

G by a factor vertex associated with the exterior operator ρG′ of G′, where ρG′ is the

resultant operator by taking the partial trace of the ?-product of the local operators

associated with F ′ over the Hilbert spaces associated with V ′. Namely,

ρG′ , tri∈V ′

(
?
a∈F ′

ρa

)
.

Since the matrix exponential of Hermitian matrices is always PSD, a “closing-

the-box” operation of a QFG always ends up with another QFG. As discussed in

Corollary 3.10, for a chain QFG, its partition sum can be estimated via a sequence

of “closing-the-box” operations. This can be further generalized to all acyclic QFGs

(see Theorem 3.12 below).
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Theorem 3.12. Given an acyclic QFG (G = (V,F , E ∈ V × F),V = {Hi}i∈V ,F =

{ρa}a∈F ), there exists a sequence of “closing-the-box” operations, tracing out one Hilbert

space at each step, that shrinks the QFG to a constant2 Ẑ. If all local operators are

proportionally close to I, i.e., for each a, ρa ∝ I + t ·Ha for some Hermitian operator

Ha and some small number t, we have

Ẑ = Z(G) +O(t4). (3.26)

Proof. The first part of the theorem is a direct result of acyclicity: Pick a vertex from

V as a root of G. Since G is a tree, there must exist another vertex v ∈ V with no

descendent from V (note that G is bipartite). Closing the box encompassing v and all

of its neighbors will result in a tree with one less vertex from V. The process can be

repeated until there is only one vertex from V left in the resultant graph, which can be

then “closed” into a trivial QFG.

The second part of the theorem is a direct generalization of Corollary 3.10 and can

be justified using mathematical induction similar to that in the corollary’s proof. We

omit the details.

However, due to the approximating nature of the “closing-the-box” operations for

QFGs, we do not have similar results as in Theorem 2.14 or Theorem 1.8 for QFGs. The

process to estimate the partition sum, as mentioned in Theorem 3.12, is summarized

in Algorithm 3.1. Here, without loss of generality, we have assumed all the leaf vertices

are from F , since we can always append an identity factor vertex to a leaf vertex from

V without changing the partition sum. Note that, in Algorithm 3.1, we describe the

“closing-the-box” operations as some message-passing rules, i.e.,

mi→a , ?
c∈∂i\a

mc→i, (3.27)

ma→i , tr∂a\i

(
ρa ?⊗

k∈∂a\i
mk→a

)
, (3.28)

where for each (i, a) ∈ E , ma→i, mi→a are some PSD operators acting on Hi.

2More precisely, the word “constant” here refers to a trivial QFG representing a constant operator

on a 1-dimensional Hilbert space.
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Algorithm 3.1 Belief-Propagation Algorithm for Acyclic QFGs

Input: An acyclic QFG (G = (V,F , E ∈ V × F),V = {Hi}i∈V ,F = {ρa}a∈F ) with all

leaf vertices belonging to F , a root vertex r ∈ F ; and for each a ∈ F , ρa ∝ I+ t ·Ha

for some Hermitian operator Ha and some small number t

Output: An estimated partition sum Ẑ = Z(G) +O(t4)

1: Define the bipartite graph G′ = (V ′,F ′, E ′)← G;

2: while F ′ 6= {r} do

3: for all a ∈ F ′ being a leaf and i being its parent in G′ do

4: ma→i ← tr∂a\i

(
ρa ?⊗k∈∂a\imk→a

)
;

5: F ′ ← F ′ \ a, E ′ ← E ′ \ (∂a× a); . Remove a from G′.

6: end for

7: for all i ∈ V ′ being a leaf and a being its parent in G′ do

8: mi→a ← ?c∈∂i\amc→i;

9: V ′ ← V ′ \ i, E ′ ← E ′ \ (i× ∂j); . Remove i from G′.

10: end for

11: end while

12: Ẑ ← tr
(
ρr ?⊗i∈∂rmi→r

)
;
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3.2.2 Belief-Propagation Algorithms for QFGs

Similar to factor graphs and DeFGs, for generic QFGs, we define BP algorithms as

a heuristic generalization of the message-passing rules (3.28) and (3.27). Namely, we

consider an iterative method with the updating rules

m
(t)
i→a ∝ ?

c∈∂i\a

m
(t)
c→i, (3.29)

m
(t)
a→i ∝ tr∂a\i

(
ρa ?⊗

k∈∂a\i
m

(t−1)
k→a

)
, (3.30)

where the initial messages {m(0)
i→a}(i,a)∈E are proportional to identity operators. The

resultant BP algorithms for QFGs share a similar idea as that of the quantum belief-

propagation (QBP) algorithm [LP08]. However, the latter was derived via a different

approach and required the target QFG to be bifactor, i.e., each vertex in F has a degree

at most 2. Similar to BP algorithms for factor graphs and DeFGs, different updating

sequences of the messages in (3.29) and (3.30) (a.k.a. schedules) exist. However, as

usual, we will focus on the synchronous schedule (a.k.a. flooding schedule) in this

thesis. Algorithm 3.2 lists BP algorithm for QFGs with the flooding schedule.

We define the BP fixed points of a QFG similarly to those of a factor graph or a

DeFG.

Definition 3.13 (BP Fixed Points of a QFG). Given a QFG as provided to Algo-

rithm 3.2, a set of messages {mi→a,ma→i ∈ L+(Hi)}(i,a)∈E is said to be a BP fixed

point if

mi→a ∝ ?
c∈∂i\a

mc→i, (3.31)

ma→i ∝ tr∂a\i

(
ρa ?⊗

k∈∂a\i
mk→a

)
. (3.32)

In this case, the set {mi→a,ma→i}(i,a)∈E is also called a set of fixed-point messages.

At a BP fixed point, we estimate the partition sum using the induced partition sum

(see definition below). We will discuss an interpretation of the BP fixed points and the

corresponding induced partition sums in Section 3.3.

Definition 3.14. Given a set of normalized PSD messages {mi→a,ma→i}(i,a)∈E , not

necessarily a BP fixed point, the induced partition sum (w.r.t. the messages) is defined
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Algorithm 3.2 Belief-Propagation Algorithm for QFGs (Flooding Schedule with

Timeout)

Input: A QFG (G = (V,F , E ∈ V × F),V = {Hi}i∈V ,F = {ρa}a∈F ) with all leaf ver-

tices belonging to F , a root vertex r ∈ F ; and for each a ∈ F , ρa ∝ I + t ·Ha for

some Hermitian operator Ha and some small number t; ε > 0

Output: Messages {mi→a,ma→i ∈ L+(Hi)}(i,a)∈E , FLAG ∈ {completed, timeout}.

1: for all (i, a) ∈ E do

2: mi→a ← I; . I is the identity operator on Hi.

3: end for

4: t← 0;

5: do

6: t← t+ 1;

7: for all (i, a) ∈ E do

8: m
(t)
a→i ∝ tr∂a\i

(
ρa ?⊗k∈∂a\im

(t−1)
k→a

)
;

9: end for

10: for all (i, a) ∈ E do

11: m
(t)
i→a ∝ ?c∈∂i\am

(t)
c→i ≡ ⊗c∈∂i\am

(t)
c→i;

12: end for

13: while (¬timeout)∧
(
∃(i, a) ∈ E s.t.

∥∥∥m(t)
i→a −m

(t−1)
i→a

∥∥∥
2
> ε or

∥∥∥m(t)
a→i −m

(t−1)
a→i

∥∥∥
2
> ε
)

. timeout = false unless the operating time exceeds a pre-selected waiting time.

14: if timeout then

15: FLAG← timeout;

16: else

17: FLAG← completed;

18: for all (i, a) ∈ E do

19: mi→a ← m
(t)
i→a;

20: ma→i ← m
(t)
a→i;

21: end for

22: end if
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as

Zinduced

(
{mi→a,ma→i}(i,a)∈E

)
=

∏
a∈F Za({mi→a}i∈∂a) ·

∏
i∈V Zi({ma→i}a∈∂i)∏

(j,a)∈E Zi,a(mi→a,ma→i)
,

(3.33)

where

Za({mi→a}i∈∂a) , tr
(
ρa ?⊗

i∈∂a
mi→a

)
∀a ∈ F ,

Zi({ma→i}a∈∂i) , tr

(
?
a∈∂i

ma→i

)
∀i ∈ V,

Zi,a(mi→a,ma→i) , tr (mi→a ? ma→i) ∀(i, a) ∈ E .

3.2.3 Holographic Transformations of QFGs

The following theorem is a generalization of Theorem 1.21 for QFGs. The holo-

graphic transformations of QFGs is a direct result of this theorem.

Theorem 3.15 (Holant Theorem for QFGs). Let G = (V,F , E) be a QFG representing

the factorization ρ = ?a∈F ρa. Given Hermitian operators {φ̂i,a ∈ L†(Hi,a⊗Hi)}i,a ∈ E

and {φi,a ∈ L†(Hi ⊗Hi,a)}i,a ∈ E such that

trHi,a

(
φi,a ? φ̂i,a

)
= IHi (3.34)

for each (i, a) ∈ E, and supposing {ρa}a∈F , {φ̂i,a, φi,a}(i,a)∈E are proportionally close to

the identity operator, the partition sum Z(G) can be approximated as

Z(G) , tr

(
?
a∈F

ρa

)
≈ tr

(
⊗

a∈F
ρ̂a ?⊗

i∈V
τ̂i

)
, (3.35)

where

ρ̂a , tr∂a

(
ρa ? ?

i∈∂a
φ̂i,a

)
∈ L†

(
⊗

i∈∂a
Hi,a

)
= L†(H∂a,a), (3.36)

τ̂i = tri

(
?
a∈∂i

φi,a

)
∈ L†

(
⊗

a∈∂i
Hi,a

)
= L†(Hi,∂i). (3.37)

Proof. The proof is based on the approximated distributivity of ? over trace opera-

tion (3.23). Namely,

tr
(
⊗

a∈F
ρ̂a ?⊗

i∈V
τ̂i

)
(a)
= tr

(
?
a∈F

ρ̂a ??
i∈V

τ̂i

)



3.3. GENERALIZATION OF BETHE’S APPROXIMATION FOR QFGS 69

= tr

(
?
a∈F

tr∂a

(
ρa ? ?

i∈∂a
φ̂i,a

)
??
i∈V

tri

(
?
a∈∂i

φi,a

))

(b)
≈ tr

 ?
(i,a)∈E

(
φ̂i,a ? φi,a

)
? ?
a∈F

ρa


(c)
≈ tr

 ?
(i,a)∈E

trHi,a

(
φ̂i,a ? φi,a

)
? ?
a∈F

ρa


= tr

 ?
(i,a)∈E

IHi ? ?
a∈F

ρa


= tr

(
IHV ? ?

a∈F
ρa

)
= tr

(
?
a∈F

ρa

)
= Z(G),

where step (a) is due to the convention that ρA ? ρB ≡ ρA ⊗ ρB given ρA and τB acting

on isolated Hilbert spaces and where we have used (3.23) in step (b) and (c).

We define the holographic transform of G (w.r.t. {φ̂i,a, φi,a}(i,a)∈E) to be the QFG

Ĝ = (E ,F ∪ V, {(e, e1), (e, e2)|e ∈ E}) representing the factorization

ρ̂ =⊗
a∈F

ρ̂a ?⊗
i∈V

τ̂i = ?
a∈F

ρ̂a ??
i∈V

τ̂i. (3.38)

3.3 Generalization of Bethe’s approximation for QFGs

Bethe’s approximation (see Section 1.1.5) is a successful approach to interpret BP

algorithms for factor graphs. In this section, we generalize the method to QFGs. In

particular, we prove a generalized version of Theorem 1.17 (i.e., [YFW05, Theorem 2]).

3.3.1 From Local Density Operators to Global Density Operators

An important result following from Theorem 3.7 and Proposition 3.8 is the abil-

ity to construct the global density operators from the local operators under suitable

conditions. This is stated in the following lemma. Notice that this lemma serves as a

quantum analog of Lemma 2 in [Mor15b].

Lemma 3.16. Consider an acyclic QFG (V,F , E). Given the density operators {σa ∈

D(⊗i∈∂aHi)}a∈F and {σi ∈ D(Hi)}i∈V , all of which are proportionally close to the

identity operator, such that

σi = tr∂a\i(σa) ∀(i, a) ∈ E , (3.39)
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there exists a global density operator σ ∈ D(⊗i∈V Hi) such that

trV\∂a(σ) ≈ σa ∀a ∈ F , (3.40)

trV\i(σ) ≈ σi ∀i ∈ V, (3.41)

where the approximations “≈” in the above equations are based on (3.23).

Proof. Let σ be a density operator acting on ⊗i∈V Hi such that

σ ∝ exp

(∑
a∈F

log σa −
∑
i∈V

(di − 1) log σi

)
, (3.42)

where di = deg(i) for each i ∈ V. We claim that both (3.40) and (3.41) hold for this σ.

To verify (3.40), we have

trV\∂a(σ) ∝ trV\∂a

(
exp

(∑
a∈F

log σa −
∑
i∈V

(di − 1) log σi

))

(a)
= trV\∂a

exp

log σa +
N∑
n=0

∑
i∈∂na,
c∈∂∗ai

(log σc − log σi)




= trV\∂a

exp

log σa +
N−1∑
n=0

∑
i∈∂na,
c∈∂∗ai

(log σc − log σi)

 ? ?
i∈∂Na,
c∈∂∗ai

(
σc ? σ

−1
i

)
(b)
≈ trV\∂a

exp

log σa +

N−1∑
n=0

∑
i∈∂na,
c∈∂∗ai

(log σc − log σi)

 ? ?
i∈∂Na,
c∈∂∗ai

(
tr∂c\i(σc) ? σ

−1
i

)

= trV\∂a

exp

log σa +

N−1∑
n=0

∑
i∈∂na,
c∈∂∗ai

(log σc − log σi)




≈ · · · ≈ trV\∂a (exp (log σa)) = σa,

where ∂na denotes the set of vertices in V reachable from a ∈ F after walking through

n vertices in F (without backtracking), where ∂∗ai denotes the set of the neighbors of

i excluding the vertex through which a reaches i, and where N is the largest integer

such that ∂Na is nonempty. Step (a) is due to the tree structure. Step (b) and the “≈”

on the last line follow directly from Proposition 3.8.

We omit the verification of (3.40) since the process is very similar.
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It is worth noting that if we had defined the global density operator σ̃ as

σ̃ , exp

(∑
a∈F

log σa −
∑
i∈V

(di − 1) log σi

)
, (3.43)

we would have encountered the problem that tr(σ̃) 6= 1, despite that a similar result

holds for acyclic (classical) factor graphs, i.e.,

∑
x

∏
a∈F

ba(x∂a)∏
i∈∂a bi(xi)

∏
i∈V

bi(xi) = 1, (3.44)

given the PMFs {ba}a∈F , {bi}i∈V such that
∑
x∂a\i

ba(x∂a) = bi(xi) for all (i, a) ∈ E .

However, approximately speaking (using (3.23)), we have

tr(σ̃) = tr∂a

(
trV\∂a

(
exp

(∑
a∈F

log σa −
∑
i∈V

(di − 1) log σi

)))
≈ tr∂a(σa) = 1. (3.45)

Thus, we can treat σ̃ as an approximate global density operator.

3.3.2 Free Energies of QFGs

We define quantum analogies of the Helmholtz free energy and the Gibbs free energy

function as follows.

Definition 3.17. Given a QFG G representing the factorization ρ = ?a∈F ρa, we define

the quantum Helmholtz free energy and the quantum Gibbs free energy function w.r.t.

the density operator σ ∈ D(HV) as

FH , − logZ(G), (3.46)

FG(σ) , −
∑
a∈F

tr
(
σ · (log ρa ⊗ IHV\∂a)

)
−H(σ), (3.47)

where H(σ) is the von Neumann entropy of σ.

Theorem 3.18. FG(σ) is lower bounded by FH. In particular,

FG(σ) = FH + D(σ‖ρ̃), (3.48)

where ρ̃ , ρ/Z(G) ∝ ?a∈F ρa is a density operator.

Proof. This is a result of the direct computation, i.e.,

FG(σ)− FH = −
∑
a∈F

tr
(
σ · (log ρa ⊗ IHV\∂a)

)
−H(σ) + log(Z(G))
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= − tr

(
σ ·

(∑
a∈F

log ρa − logZ(G) · I

))
+ tr (σ · log σ)

= − tr

(
σ · log

(
exp

(∑
a∈F

log ρa − logZ(G) · I

)))
+ tr (σ · log σ)

= − tr (σ · log ρ̃) + tr (σ · log σ) = D(σ‖ρ̃).

By the Klein’s inequality, we have FG(σ) > FH, with equality if and only if σ = ρ̃.

Theorem 3.18 allows us to compute FH via minimizing FG(σ) over all possible

σ ∈ D(HV). However, such an optimization problem is, in general, not tractable due

to the enormous dimension of the density operator σ. In analogy to the Bethe free

energy (see Definition 1.13), we propose the following quantum Bethe free energy as an

approximation to FG.

Definition 3.19 (Quantum Bethe Free Energy). Given a QFG G representing the

factorization ρ = ?a∈F ρa, the quantum Bethe free energy function is the function

FB({σa}a∈F , {σi}i∈V)) ,−
∑
a∈F

tr (σa · log ρa) +
∑
a∈F

tr (σa · log σa)

−
∑
i∈V

(di − 1) · tr (σi · log σi) ,
(3.49)

where the domain of FB is

L(G) ,


(
{σa}a∈F , {σi}i∈V

)
∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
σa ∈ D(⊗i∈∂aHi) ∀a ∈ F
σi ∈ D(Hi) ∀i ∈ V

tr∂a\i σa = σi ∀(i, a) ∈ E

.
For acyclic QFGs, the quantum Bethe free energy approximates the Gibbs free

energy, as shown in the following theorem.

Theorem 3.20. Consider an acyclic QFG (V,F , E) representing the factorization ρ =

?a∈F ρa. Let σ be a global density operator, and for each a ∈ F , let σa , trV\∂a(σ),

and for each i ∈ V, let σi , trV\i(σ). Supposing {ρa}a∈F and σ are proportionally close

to the identity operators, i.e., ρa ∝ I + t · Ha and σ ∝ I + t · H for some Hermitian

operators Ha and H and some small number t, then

FG(σ) = FB({σa}a∈F , {σi}i∈V)) +O(t3). (3.50)
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Proof. By definition of partial trace, it holds that

tr
(
σ · (log ρa ⊗ IHV\∂a)

)
= tr (σa · log ρa) .

Considering the definitions of FG and FB, it suffices to show∑
a∈F

tr (σa · log σa)−
∑
i∈V

(di − 1) · tr (σi · log σi)− tr (σ · log σ) = O(t3).

By letting σ̃ , exp
(∑

a∈F log σa −
∑

i∈V(di − 1) log σi
)
, the LHS of above can be

rewritten as

tr (σ · log σ̃)− tr (σ · log σ) = tr

(
σ · log

σ̃

tr (σ̃)

)
− tr (σ · log σ) + tr (σ̃) ,

= tr

(
σ · log

σ̃

tr (σ̃)

)
− tr (σ · log σ) +O(t4),

where we have used (3.45) and Theorem 3.7 in the very last step.

Now, consider the quantum exponential family as in Example B.2 in Appendix B.

By Lemma 3.16, we know that

trV\∂a(σ)− trV\∂a

(
σ̃

tr (σ̃)

)
= σa − trV\∂a

(
σ̃

tr (σ̃)

)
= O(t3),

trV\i(σ)− trV\i

(
σ̃

tr (σ̃)

)
= σi − trV\i

(
σ̃

tr (σ̃)

)
= O(t3).

In terms of their dual parameters, this can be written as η(σ) = η( σ̃
tr(σ̃)) + t3 ·∆η +

O(t4) for some real vector ∆η (see Appendix B). Define the function f(η) : η 7→

− tr (σ · log σ(η)). In this case, we have

lim
t→0

tr
(
σ · log σ̃

tr(σ̃)

)
− tr (σ · log σ)

t3
= lim

t→0

f(η( σ̃
tr(σ̃)))− f(η(σ))

t3

= lim
t→0

f(η( σ̃
tr(σ̃)))− f(η( σ̃

tr(σ̃)) + t3 ·∆η +O(t4))

t3

= ∇fT ·∆η,

where the differentiability of f is justified in Appendix C. Since ∇fT · ∆η is a finite

number, we conclude that tr
(
σ · log σ̃

tr(σ̃)

)
− tr (σ · log σ) = O(t3). Thus, we have

tr (σ · log σ̃)− tr (σ · log σ) = O(t3), which finishes the proof.

3.3.3 Correspondence between the Stationary Points of FB and the

BP Fixed Points

Motivated by Theorem 3.20, which allows us to treat the Bethe free energy FB as

an approximation to the Gibbs free energy FG, we define the following optimization

problem as an approximated version of the Gibbs minimization problem.
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Definition 3.21 (Constrained Quantum Bethe Minimization Problem). Given a QFG

(V,F , E) representing the factorization ρ = ?a∈F ρa, the optimization problem

min FB({σa}a∈F , {σi}i∈V))

s. t. σa ∈ D(⊗
i∈∂a
Hi) ∀a ∈ F

σi ∈ D(Hi) ∀i ∈ V

tr∂a\i σa = σi ∀(i, a) ∈ E

(3.51)

is called the constrained Bethe minimization problem.

One must note that even for acyclic QFGs, FB is merely an approximation to FG

under suitable conditions. Thus, the constrained Bethe minimization problem does

not guarantee the recovery of the quantum Helmholtz free energy FH, even for acyclic

cases. In contrast, for acyclic factor graphs, FB and FG share the same minimum,

which equals the Helmholtz free energy FH. In other words, the BP algorithm for

acyclic factor graphs is exact, but BP algorithms for acyclic QFGs are not.

In the remainder of this section, we show how the quantum BP algorithms, par-

ticularly the BP fixed points, are connected to the constrained Bethe minimization

problem.

Theorem 3.22. Given a QFG ((V,F , E), {Hi}i∈V , {ρa}a∈F ) with (straightly) PD local

operators, ({σa}a∈F , {σi}i∈V) ∈ L(G) is an interior stationary point of FB if

σa ∝ ρa ? ?
i∈∂a

mi→a, (3.52)

σi ∝ ?
a∈∂a

ma→i, (3.53)

where {mi→a,ma→i ∈ D(Hi)}(i,a)∈E are (straightly) PD messages such that

mi→a ∝ ?
c∈∂i\a

mc→i, (3.54)

ma→i ∝ tr∂a\i

(
ρa ?⊗

k∈∂a
mk→a

)
? m−1

i→a. (3.55)

Conversely, (3.54) and (3.55) hold if ({σa}a∈F , {σi}i∈V) defined according to (3.52)

and (3.53) form an internal stationary point of FB.

Proof. This theorem is a quantum analogy of Theorem 1.17. Part of the ideas of this

proof originated from [YFW05].
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Suppose ({σa}a∈F , {σi}i∈V) ∈ L(G) is an interior stationary point of the constrained

Bethe minimization problem. In this case, the Lagrangian of this problem can be

expressed as

L , FB +
∑
a∈F

γa · (tr (σa)− 1) +
∑
i∈V

γi · (tr (σi)− 1) +
∑

(i,a)∈E

tr
(
λi,a ·

(
σi − tr∂a\i (σa)

))
,

where {γa ∈ R}a∈F , {γi ∈ R}i∈V , and {λi,a ∈ L(Hi)}(i,a)∈E are Lagrangian dual vari-

ables. At the stationary point, it must hold that

∂L

∂γa
= 0 ∀a ∈ F , (3.56)

∂L

∂γi
= 0 ∀i ∈ V, (3.57)

d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

L(λi,a + t ·Hi,a) = 0 ∀Hi,a ∈ L†(Hi), ∀(i, a) ∈ E , (3.58)

d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

L(σa + t ·Ha) = 0 ∀Ha ∈ L†(H∂a), ∀a ∈ F , (3.59)

d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

L(σi + t ·Hi) = 0, ∀Hi ∈ L†(Hi), ∀i ∈ V. (3.60)

Eqs. (3.56), (3.57), (3.58) are equivalent to the constraints of the problem. By Spec-

tral theorem and the first-order perturbation theory [Kat95], (3.59) and (3.60) can be

expanded as

− tr (Ha · log ρa) + tr (Ha · (I + log σa)) + tr(Ha) · γa −
∑
i∈∂a

tr
(
λi,a · tr∂a\iHa

)
= 0,

(1− di) · tr (Hi · (I + log σi)) + tr(Hi) · γi +
∑
a∈∂i

tr (Hi · λi,a) = 0.

Solving the above equations for {σa}a∈F and {σi}i∈V , respectively, we have

σa = exp

(
log ρa +

∑
i∈∂a

λi,a − (1 + γa) · I

)
∀a ∈ F , (3.61)

σi = exp

(
1

di − 1
·

(∑
a∈∂i

λi,a + (1 + γi) · I

))
∀i ∈ V. (3.62)

Eqs. (3.52) and (3.53) can be shown by making the identification that

λi,a = logmi→a =
∑
c∈∂i\a

logmc→i ∀(i, a) ∈ E . (3.63)

In this case, (3.55) can be derived from the constraints that tr∂a\i σa = σi for each

(i, a)∈ E .
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Conversely, suppose there exist some PD messages {mi→a,ma→i ∈ D(Hi)}(i,a)∈E

satisfying (3.54) and (3.55). Let ({σa}a∈F , {σi}i∈V) ∈ L(G) be defined according

to (3.52) and (3.53). By choosing {γa}a∈F , {γi}i∈V , and {λi,a}(i,a)∈E by such that (3.61),

(3.62), and (3.63) hold simultaneously, we have satisfied (3.59) and (3.60). Eqs. (3.56)

and (3.57) also hold since {σa}a∈F and {σi}i∈V are density operators. Finally, (3.58)

holds since tr∂a\i σa = σi for each (i, a)∈ E , which in turn can be derived from (3.55).

Thus, we have verified ({σa}a∈F , {σi}i∈V) to be a stationary point.

Under suitable conditions, by Proposition 3.8, (3.55) can be approximated as

ma→i ∝ tr∂a\i

(
ρa ?⊗

k∈∂a
mk→a

)
? m−1

i→a ≈ tr∂a\i

(
ρa ?⊗

k∈∂a\i
mk→a

)
, (3.64)

which is exactly the second half of the BP fixed point condition (recall Definition 3.13).

Therefore, Theorem 3.22 provides an interpretation of the quantum BP algorithm as an

iterative method for finding a stationary point of the constrained Bethe minimization

problem. Unfortunately, there is no guarantee of convergence of such an iterative

method. Moreover, even for acyclic QFGs, we have made multiple approximations to

link the BP fixed points to the partition sum (including Theorem 3.20 and Eq. (3.64)).

Despite such concerns, as illustrated in the next section, the quantum BP algorithm

still shows a rather promising performance in some numerical applications.

The following corollary generalizes Corollary 1.22 and is a direct result of Theo-

rem 3.22.

Corollary 3.23. Consider a QFG G representing the factorization ρ = ?a∈F ρa. For

a collection of positive messages {mi→a,ma→i}i,a satisfying (3.54) and (3.55), we have

ZB({σa}a∈F , {σi}i∈V) , exp (−FB({σa}a∈F , {σi}i∈V)) (3.65)

= Zinduced({mi→a,ma→i}(i,a)∈E), (3.66)

where the density operators {σa}a∈F and {σi}i∈V are defined according to (3.52) and (3.53).

3.4 Numerical Example

In this section, we consider the QFG as in Figure. 3.5, where each local operator

{ρa}a=1,...,6 is generated in the same fashion as ρa and ρb for Figure 3.4. We are

interested in comparing the induced partition sum Zinduced at BP fixed points with the
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Figure 3.5: QFG in Section 3.4.
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Figure 3.6: The partition sum Z and the induced partition sum Zinduced produced by

Algorithm 3.2. The plot consists of 10,000 instances based on the QFG in Figure 3.5,

where each local factors {ρi}6i=1 are generated independently as ρi ← U · diag(λ16
1 ) ·U ,

and where (for each ρi) U is some 16-by-16 unitary matrix (independently) randomly

generated according to Haar measure, and where each {λk}16
k=1 are independently uni-

formly distributed on [0, 1].
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Figure 3.7: The partition sum Z and the induced partition sum Zinduced produced by

Algorithm 3.2. The plot consists of 10,000 instances based on the QFG in Figure 3.5,

where each local factors {ρi}6i=1 are generated independently as ρi ← U · diag(λ16
1 ) ·U ,

and where (for each ρi) U is some 16-by-16 unitary matrix (independently) randomly

generated according to Haar measure, and where each {λk}16
k=1 are independently dis-

tributed according to |N (1, 1)|. (N (µ, σ) denotes the Gaussian distribution with mean

µ and standard variation σ.)
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actual partition sum Z(G). In particular, in Figure 3.6 and 3.7, we have plotted the

statistics of the relative error η , |(Zinduced − Z)/Z)| w.r.t. different distributions of

the eigenvalues. The plots are based on 10, 000 simulations.



Chapter 4

Bounding and Estimating the

Classical Information Rate of

Quantum Channels with Memory

In this chapter, we consider the transmission rate of classical information over a

finite-dimensional quantum channel with memory. A quantum channel with mem-

ory [BM04; KW05; CGLM14] is a quantum channel (from input system A to output

system B) equipped with a memory system S; namely it is a CPTP map from the set of

density operators on HA⊗HS to the set of density operators on HB⊗HS′ . The system

S can be understood either as a state of the channel (as illustrated in Figure 4.1a), or

as a part of the environment that does not decay between consecutive channel uses (as

illustrated in Figure 4.1b). Interesting examples of quantum channels with memory

include spin chains [Bos03] and fiber optic links [BDB04].

Classical communication over such channels is accomplished by encoding classical

data into some density operators before the transmission and applying measurements to

the outputs of the channel. In the most generic case, an ensemble and a measurement on

the joint input and output systems of multiple channels uses can be used for encoding

and decoding, respectively. The scenario involving a k-channel joint ensemble and a

k-channel joint measurement is depicted in Figure 4.2b, where

• the encoding process E is described by some ensemble {PX(x), ρ
(x)

Ak1
}x∈X on the

joint input system (A1, . . . ,Ak), with X being the input alphabet, PX(x) being

80
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(b) Memory as undecayed partial environment.

Figure 4.1: Interpretations of quantum channels with memory.

the input distribution, and ρ
(x)

Ak1
being the density operator on the input systems

Ak1 corresponding to the classical input x;

• the decoding process D is described by some positive-operator valued measure-

ment (POVM) {Λ(y)

Bk1
}y∈Y on the joint output system (B1, . . . ,Bk), with Y being

the output alphabet;

• the classical input and output are represented by some random variables X and

Y, respectively.

For comparison, Figure 4.2a shows the corresponding memoryless setup. The above

arrangement results in a (classical) channel from X to Y, whose rate of transmission is

given by

I(E ,N�k,D) = lim sup
n→∞

1

n
I(Xn1 ;Yn1 ), (4.1)

where we use the above transmission scheme n times consecutively (as depicted in

Figure 4.2c) and where

N�k ,
(
NAkSk−1→BkSk ⊗ IBk−1

1 →Bk−1
1

)
◦
(
IAk→Ak ⊗NAk−1Sk−2→Bk−1Sk−1

⊗ IBk−2
1 →Bk−2

1

)
◦ · · · ◦

(
IAk2→Ak2

⊗NA1S0→B1S1

)
.

Here, I stands for the mutual information. As a fundamental result, this quantity can be

simplified to I(X;Y) for the memoryless case [Sha48; CT06]. Optimizing I(E ,N�k,D)

over E and D (with k → ∞) yields the classical capacity of the quantum channel N ,

namely

C(N ) = lim sup
k

1

k
sup
E,D

I(E ,N�k,D). (4.2)
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(c) Generic classical communication corresponding to (4.1).

Figure 4.2: Classical communications over quantum channels.

In this chapter, we are interested in computing and bounding the information rate

as in (4.1) for finite-dimensional quantum channels with memory using only separable

input ensembles and local output measurements, i.e., the case k = 1, which is depicted

in Figure 4.3. This restriction is equivalent to the scenario where no quantum com-

puting device is present at the sending or receiving end or where our manipulation

of the channel is limited to a single-channel use. The difficulty of the problem lies

with the presence of the quantum memory. In the simplest situation, the memory sys-

tem exhibits classical properties under certain ensembles and measurements. In this

case, the resulting classical communication setup is equivalent to a finite-state-machine

channel (FSMC) [Gal68]. Though the evaluation of the information rate of an FSMC
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Figure 4.3: Classical communication over a quantum channel with memory using a

separable ensemble and local measurements.

is nontrivial in general, efficient stochastic methods for estimating and bounding this

quantity have been developed [ALV+06; SVS09].

Our work is highly inspired by [ALV+06], where the authors considered the infor-

mation rate of FSMCs. In particular, for an indecomposable FSMC [Gal68] with its

channel law described by PMF W , its information rate, which is independent of the

initial channel state, is given by

IW (Q) = lim
n→∞

1

n
I(Xn1 ;Yn1 ), (4.3)

where Xn1 = (X1, . . . ,Xn) is the channel input process characterized by some sequence

of distributions {Q(n)}n and where Yn1 = (Y1, . . . ,Yn) is the channel output process.

Although, except for very special cases, there are no single-letter or other simple ex-

pressions for information rate available, efficient stochastic techniques have been de-

veloped for estimating the information rate for stationary and ergodic input processes

{Q(n)}n [ALV+06; SS01; PSS01]. (For these techniques, under mild conditions, the

numerical estimate of the information rate converges with probability one to the true

value when the length of the channel input sequence goes to infinity.) In this chap-

ter, we extend such techniques to quantum channels with memory; in particular, we

use factor graphs for quantum probabilities [LV17] (see Section 2.1.1) for estimating

quantities of interest. These graphical models are useful for visualizing the relevant
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computations and for providing a clear comparison between the setup considered in

this chapter and its classical counterparts in [ALV+06] and [SVS09].1

Our work is also partially inspired by [SVS09], where the authors proposed upper

and lower bounds based on some so-called auxiliary FSMCs, which are often lower-

complexity approximations of the original FSMC. They also provided efficient methods

for optimizing these bounds. Such techniques have been proven useful for FSMCs with

large state spaces, when the above-mentioned information rate estimation techniques

can be overly time-consuming. Interestingly enough, the lower bounds represent achiev-

able rates under mismatched decoding, where the decoder bases its computations not

on the original FSMC but on the auxiliary FSMC [GLT00]. (See [SVS09] for a more

detailed discussion of this topic and for further references.) In this chapter, we also

consider auxiliary channels and their induced bounds. However, the auxiliary channels

of our interest are chosen from a larger set of channels called quantum-state channels,

which will be defined in Section 4.2. We also propose a method for optimizing these

bounds. In particular, our method for optimizing the lower bound is “data-driven” in

the sense that only the input/output sequences of the original channel are needed, but

not the mathematical model of the original channel.

One must note that even if we can efficiently compute or bound the information rate,

it is still a long way to go to compute the classical capacity of a quantum channel with

memory. On the one hand, maximizing I(E ,N ,D) is a difficult problem. (The analogous

classical problems have been addressed in [Ari72], [Bla72], and [VKAL08].) On the

other hand, due to the superadditivity property [Has09] of quantum channels, which

happens to be more common for quantum channels with memory [MPV04; KM06;

LM10] (compared with memoryless quantum channels), it is inevitable to consider

joint ensembles on input systems and joint measurements on output systems across

multiple channel uses.

The rest of this chapter is organized as follows. Section 4.1 reviews the method

of estimating the information rate of an FSMC. Section 4.2 models the classical com-

munication scheme over a quantum channel with memory, and defines the notion of

1Clearly, the graphical models that we use are very similar to tensor networks (see, for example, the

discussion in Appendix D A of [LV17]). A benefit of the graphical models that we use (including the

corresponding terminology), is that they are compatible with the graphical models that are being used

in classical information processing.
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quantum-state channels as an equivalent description. A graphical notation for rep-

resenting such channels is also presented in this section. Section 4.3 estimates the

information rate of such channels. Section 4.4 considers the upper and lower bounds

induced by auxiliary quantum-state channels, and presents methods for optimizing

them. Section 4.5 contains numerical examples.

4.1 Review of (Classical) Finite-State Machine Channels:

Information Rate, its Estimation, and Bounds

In this section, we review the methods developed in [ALV+06] for estimating the

information rate of a (classical) FSMC, and the auxiliary-channel-induced upper and

lower bounds studied in [SVS09]. As we will see, the development in later sections about

quantum channels will have many similarities, but also some important differences. We

emphasize that this section is a brief review of [ALV+06] and [SVS09] for the purpose

of introducing necessary tools and ideas for later sections.

4.1.1 Finite-State Machine Channels (FSMCs) and their Graphical

Representation

A (time-invariant) finite-state machine channel (FSMC) consists of an input alpha-

bet X , an output alphabet Y, a state alphabet S, all of which are finite, and a channel

law W (y, s′|x, s), where the latter equals the probability of receiving y ∈ Y and ending

up in state s′ ∈ S given the channel input x ∈ X and the previous channel state s ∈ S.

The relationship among the input, output, and state processes Xn1 ,Y
n
1 , S

n
0 of n-channel

uses can be described by the conditional PMF

W (yn1 , s
n
1 |xn1 , s0) , PYn1 ,S

n
1 |Xn1 ,S0

(yn1 , s
n
1 |xn1 , s0) =

n∏
`=1

W (y`, s`|x`, s`−1), (4.4)

where x` ∈ X , y` ∈ Y, and s` ∈ S for each `.

Example 4.1 (Gilbert–Elliott channels). A notable class of examples of FSMCs are

the Gilbert–Elliott channels [MB89], which behave like a binary symmetric channel

(BSC) with cross-over probability ps controlled by the channel state s ∈ {“b”, “g”},

where usually
∣∣pb − 1

2

∣∣ < ∣∣pg − 1
2

∣∣. The state process itself is a first-order stationary
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Figure 4.4: Channel with a classical state: closing the top box yields the input process

Q(n), closing the bottom box yields the joint channel law W (yn1 |xn1 ).

ergodic Markov process that is independent of the input process.2 (For more details,

see, e.g., the discussions in [SVS09].)

Given an input process {Q(n)}n and an initial state PMF PS0(s0), we can write

down the joint PMF of (Xn1 ,Y
n
1 , S

n
0 ) as

g(xn1 ,y
n
1 , s

n
0 ) , PXn1 ,Y

n
1 ,S

n
0
(xn1 ,y

n
1 , s

n
0 ) = PS0(s0)·Q(n)(xn1 )·

n∏
`=1

W (y`, s`|x`, s`−1). (4.5)

The factorization of g(xn1 ,y
n
1 , s

n
0 ) as shown in (4.5) can be visualized with the help of

an NFG as in Figure 4.4. In particular:

a) The part of the factor graph inside the bottom box represents W (yn1 , s
n
1 |xn1 , s0),

i.e., the probability of obtaining yn1 and sn1 given xn1 and s0. After applying the

“closing-the-box” operation (see Section 1.1.3) w.r.t. the bottom box, we obtain

the joint channel law W (yn1 |xn1 ) ,
∑
sn0

PS0(s0) ·W (yn1 , s
n
1 |xn1 , s0).

b) The part of the factor graph inside the top box represents the input process

Q(n)(xn1 ). Here, for simplicity, the input process is an i.i.d. process characterized

by the PMF Q, i.e., Q(n)(xn1 ) =
∏n
`=1Q(x`).

c) The marginal function g(xn1 ,y
n
1 ) ,

∑
sn0
g(xn1 ,y

n
1 , s

n
0 )is the marginal PMF of xn1

and yn1 . The marginal function g(sn0 ) ,
∑
xn1 ,y

n
1
g(xn1 ,y

n
1 , s

n
0 ) is the marginal

PMF of sn0 . Other marginal PMFs can be obtained similarly.

Using the “closing-the-box” operations, such factor graph representations can be useful

in computing a number of quantities of interests. For example, to prove that (4.4) is

2The independence of the state process on the input process is a particular feature of the Gilbert–

Elliott channel. In general, the state process of a finite-state channel can depend on the input process.
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indeed a valid conditional PMF, it suffices to show that

∑
sn1 ,y

n
1

W (yn1 , s
n
1 |x̌n1 , š0) = 1 ∀x̌n1 ∈ X n, š0 ∈ S, (4.6)

which can be verified via a sequence of “closing-the-box” operations as shown in Fig-

ure D.1 in the Appendix D. Such techniques are at the heart of the information-rate-

estimation methods as in [ALV+06]. The details are reviewed in the next subsection.

4.1.2 Information Rate Estimation

The approach of [ALV+06] for estimating information rate of FSMCs, as reviewed

in this section, is based on the Shannon–McMillan–Breiman theorem (see e.g., [CT06])

and suitable generalizations. We make the following assumptions.

• As already mentioned, the derivations in this chapter are for the case where the

input process X = (X1,X2, . . .) is an i.i.d. process. The results can be generalized

to other stationary ergodic input processes that can be represented by a finite-

state-machine source (FSMS). Technically, this is done by defining a new state

that combines the source state and the channel state.

• We assume that the FSMC is indecomposable, which roughly means that in the

long term the behavior of the channel is independent of the initial channel state

distribution PS0 (see [Gal68, Section 4.6] for the exact definition). For such

channels and stationary ergodic input processes, the information rate IW in (4.3)

is well defined.

Let W (yn1 |xn1 ) be the joint channel law of an FSMC satisfying the assumptions above.

As aforementioned, the information rate of such a channel using the i.i.d. input distri-

bution {Q(n) , Q⊗n}n is given by (4.3), where the input process Xn1 and the output

process Yn1 are jointly distributed according to

PXn1 ,Y
n
1
(xn1 ,y

n
1 ) =

n∏
`=1

Q(x`) ·W (yn1 |xn1 ). (4.7)

One can rewrite (4.3) as

IW (Q) = H(X) + H(Y)−H(X,Y), (4.8)
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where the entropic rates H(X), H(Y) and H(X,Y) are defined as

H(X) , lim
n→∞

1

n
H(Xn1 ), (4.9)

H(Y) , lim
n→∞

1

n
H(Yn1 ), (4.10)

H(X,Y) , lim
n→∞

1

n
H(Xn1 ,Y

n
1 ). (4.11)

We proceed as in [ALV+06]. (For more background information, see the references

in [ALV+06], in particular [EM02].) Namely, because of (4.8) and

− 1

n
log PXn1

(Xn1 )
n→∞−→ H(X) in probability, (4.12)

− 1

n
log PYn1

(Yn1 )
n→∞−→ H(Y) in probability, (4.13)

− 1

n
log PXn1 ,Y

n
1
(Xn1 ,Y

n
1 )

n→∞−→ H(X,Y) in probability, (4.14)

by choosing some large number n, we have the approximation

IW (Q) ≈ − 1

n
log PXn1

(x̌n1 )− 1

n
log PYn1

(y̌n1 ) +
1

n
log PXn1 ,Y

n
1
(x̌n1 , y̌

n
1 ) (4.15)

where x̌n1 and y̌n1 are some input and output sequences, respectively, randomly gener-

ated according to

PXn1 ,Y
n
1
(x̌n1 , y̌

n
1 ) =

∑
sn0

PS0(s0) ·Q(n)(x̌n1 ) ·W (y̌n1 , s
n
1 |x̌n1 , s0), (4.16)

where W (y̌n1 , s
n
1 |x̌n1 , s0) is defined in (4.4). Note that x̌n1 can be obtained by simulating

the input process, and y̌n1 can be obtained by simulating the channel for the given input

string x̌n1 . The latter can be done by keeping track of PY`|X`1,Y
−̀1
1

(y`|x̌`1, y̌
−̀1

1 ), which

is proportional to PY`,Y
−̀1
1 |X`1

(y`, y̌
−̀1

1 |x̌`1), and can be efficiently calculated by applying

suitable “closing-the-box” operations as in Figure D.3 in the Appendix D.

We continue by showing how the three terms appearing on the right-hand side

of (4.15) can be computed efficiently. We show it explicitly for the second term, and

then outline it for the first and the third term.

In order to efficiently compute the second term on the right-hand side of (4.15),

i.e., − 1
n log PYn1

(y̌n1 ), we consider the state metric defined in [ALV+06] as

µY` (s`) ,
∑
x`1

∑
s −̀1

0

PS0(s0) ·Q(`)(x`1) ·W (y̌`1, s
`
1|x`1, s0). (4.17)

In this case,

PYn1
(y̌n1 ) =

∑
sn

µYn(sn), (4.18)
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and the calculation of µY` (s`) can be done iteratively as

µY` (s`) =
∑
x`

∑
s −̀1

µY−̀1(s −̀1) ·Q(x`|x −̀1
1 ) ·W (y̌`, s`|x`, s −̀1) (4.19)

=
∑
x`

∑
s −̀1

µY−̀1(s −̀1) ·Q(x`) ·W (y̌`, s`|x`, s −̀1). (4.20)

Eq. (4.20) is visualized in Figure D.5 as applying suitable “closing-the-box” operations

to the NFG in Figure 4.4.

However, since the value of µY` (s`) tends to zero as ` grows, such recursive calcu-

lations are numerically inconvenient. A solution is to normalize µY` (s`) after each use

of (4.20) and to keep track of the scaling coefficients. Namely,

µ̄Y` (s`) ,
1

λY`

∑
x`

∑
s −̀1

µ̄Y−̀1(s`) ·Q(x`) ·W (y̌`, s`|x`, s −̀1), (4.21)

where the scaling factor λY` > 0 is chosen such that
∑

s`
µ̄Y` (s`) = 1. With this,

Eq. (4.18) can be rewritten as

PYn1
(y̌n1 ) =

n∏
`=1

λY` . (4.22)

Finally, we arrive at the following efficient procedure for computing − 1
n log PYn1

(yn1 ):

• For ` = 1, . . . , n, iteratively compute the normalized state metric and with that

the scaling factors λY` .

• Conclude with the result

− 1

n
log PYn1

(yn1 ) =
1

n

n∑
`=1

log(λY` ). (4.23)

The third term on the right-hand side of (4.15) can be evaluated by an analogous

procedure, where the state metric µY` (s`) is replaced by the state metric

µXY` (s`) ,
∑
s −̀1

0

PS0(s0) ·Q(`)(x̌`1) ·W (y̌`1, s
`
1|x̌`1). (4.24)

The iterative calculation of µXY` (s`) is visualized in Figure D.7.

Finally, the first term on the right-hand side of (4.15) can be trivially evaluated if X

is an i.i.d. process, and with a similar approach as above if it is described by an FSMS.

The above discussion is summarized as Algorithm 4.1. On the side, note that for

each ` = 2, . . . , n, the quantities λY` and λXY` in the algorithm are the conditional

probabilities PY`|Y −̀1
1

(y̌`|y̌ −̀1
1 ) and PX`Y`|X −̀1

1 Y −̀1
1

(x̌`, y̌`|x̌ −̀1
1 , y̌ −̀1

1 ), respectively.
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Algorithm 4.1 Estimating the Information Rate of an FSMC

Input: An indecomposable FSMC channel law W , a input distribution Q, a positive

integer n large enough.

Output: IW (Q) ≈ H(X) + Ĥ(Y)− Ĥ(X,Y).

1: Initialize the channel state distribution PS0 as a uniform distribution over S

2: Generate an input sequence x̌n1 ∼ Q⊗n

3: Generate a corresponding output sequence y̌n1

4: µ̄Y0 ← PS0

5: for each ` = 1, . . . , n do

6: µY` (s`)←
∑

x`,s −̀1
µ̄Y−̀1(s −̀1) ·Q(x`) ·W (y̌`, s`|x`, s −̀1)

7: λY` ←
∑

s`
µY` (s`);

8: µ̄Y` ← µY` /λ
Y
`

9: end for

10: Ĥ(Y)← − 1
n

∑n
`=1 log(λY` )

11: µ̄XY0 ← PS0

12: for each ` = 1, . . . , n do

13: µXY` (s`)←
∑

s −̀1
µ̄XY−̀1(s −̀1) ·Q(x̌`) ·W (y̌`, s`|x̌`, s −̀1)

14: λXY` ←
∑

s`
µXY` (s`)

15: µ̄XY` ← µXY` /λXY`

16: end for

17: Ĥ(X,Y)← − 1
n

∑n
`=1 log(λXY` )

18: H(X)← −
∑

xQ(x) logQ(x)

19: Estimate IW (Q) as H(X) + Ĥ(Y)− Ĥ(X,Y).
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4.1.3 Auxiliary Channels and Bounds on the Information Rate

As mentioned earlier in this chapter, auxiliary channels3 are introduced when the

state space of the FSMC is too large, making the calculation in Algorithm 4.1 (prac-

tically) intractable. More precisely, given an auxiliary forward FSMC (AF-FSMC)

Ŵ (y`, ŝ`|x`, ŝ −̀1) and an auxiliary backward FSMC (AB-FSMC) V̂ (x`, ŝ`|y`, ŝ −̀1), a

pair of upper and lower bounds of the information rate is given in [ALV+06; SVS09] as

Ī
(n)
W (Ŵ ) ,

1

n

∑
xn1 ,y

n
1

Q(xn1 )W (yn1 |xn1 ) log
W (yn1 |xn1 )

(QŴ )(yn1 )
, (4.25)

I
(n)
W (V̂ ) ,

1

n

∑
xn1 ,y

n
1

Q(xn1 )W (yn1 |xn1 ) log
V̂ (xn1 |yn1 )

Q(xn1 )
, (4.26)

where (QŴ )(yn1 ) ,
∑
xn1
Q(xn1 ) · Ŵ (yn1 |xn1 ). To see that (4.25) and (4.26) are, respec-

tively, upper and lower bounds, one can verify that

ĪW (Ŵ )− IW =
1

n
D
(

(QW )(Yn1 )
∥∥∥(QŴ )(yn1 )

)
, (4.27)

IW − IW (V̂ ) =
1

n

∑
yn1

(QW )(yn1 ) ·D
(
V (Xn1 |yn1 )

∥∥∥V̂ (Xn1 |yn1 )
)
, (4.28)

where the backward channel V (x|y) is defined as V (x|y) , Q(x)W (y|x)/(QW )(y). In

particular, given an AF-FSMC Ŵ , [SVS09] considered the induced AB-FSMC V̂ (x|y) ,

Q(x)Ŵ (y|x)/(QŴ )(y). In this case,

I
(n)
W (V̂ ) =

1

n

∑
xn1 ,y

n
1

Q(xn1 )W (yn1 |xn1 ) log
Ŵ (yn1 |xn1 )

(QŴ )(yn1 )
. (4.29)

The difference function ∆
(n)
W (Ŵ ) is defined as

∆
(n)
W (Ŵ ) , Ī

(n)
W (Ŵ )− I

(n)
W (V̂ )

=
1

n

∑
xn1 ,y

n
1

Q(xn1 )W (yn1 |xn1 ) log
W (yn1 |xn1 )

Ŵ (yn1 |xn1 )

=
1

n
D
(
Q(Xn1 )W (Yn1 |Xn1 )

∥∥∥Q(Xn1 )Ŵ (Yn1 |Xn1 )
)
.

(4.30)

Apparently, ∆
(n)
W (Ŵ ) > 0, and equality holds if and only if Ŵ (yn1 |xn1 ) = W (yn1 |xn1 ) for

all xn1 and yn1 with positive support w.r.t. PXn1 ,Y
n
1

as in (4.7). An efficient algorithm for

3Technically speaking, an auxiliary channel can be defined as any channel with the same in-

put/output alphabet. For example, an auxiliary channel for an FSMC can be just another FSMC

with smaller state space; in contrast, in Section 4.4, an auxiliary channel can also be a quantum-state

channel.
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finding a local minimum of the difference function was proposed in [SVS09]; we refer

to [SVS09] for further details.

4.2 Quantum Channel with Memory and their Graphical

Representation

In this section, we formalize our notations and modeling of quantum channels with

memory [BM04; KW05; CGLM14] and of classical communications over such channels.

In particular, we will define a class of channels named quantum-state channels, which is

an alternative description of the classical communications over quantum channels with

memory. In addition, we will introduce several NFGs for representing these channels

and processes.

4.2.1 Classical Communication over a Quantum Channel with Mem-

ory

As mentioned earlier in this chapter, we define a quantum channel with memory as

follows.

Definition 4.2. A quantum channel with memory is a CPTP map:

N : D(HA ⊗HS)→ D(HB ⊗HS′), (4.31)

where A is the input system, B is the output system, S and S′ are, respectively, the

memory systems before and after the channel use. The Hilbert spaces HA, HB, and

HS = HS′ are the state spaces corresponding to those systems.

We consider classical communication over such channels using some separable input

ensemble and local output measurements; namely, the encoder and decoder are, respec-

tively, some classical-to-quantum and quantum-to-classical channels involving a single

input or output system. In particular, given an ensemble {ρ(x)
A }x∈X and a measurement

{Λ(y)
B }y∈Y , we define the encoding and decoding function, respectively, as

Encoding E : PX 7→
∑
x∈X

PX(x)ρ
(x)
A ∀ PX PMF over X , (4.32)

Decoding D : σB 7→
{

tr(Λ
(y)
B · σB)

}
y∈Y

∀ σB ∈ L+(HB). (4.33)
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We emphasize that in our setup, the ensemble {ρ(x)
A }x∈X and measurements {Λ(y)

B }y∈Y

are given and fixed. Furthermore, we assume that one does not have access to the

memory systems of the channel. For the case of i.i.d. inputs, the memory system S

before each channel use shall be independent of the input system A, namely, the joint

memory-input operator shall take the form of ρA ⊗ ρS at each channel input.4

With this, the probability of receiving y ∈ Y, given that x ∈ X was sent and given

that the density operator of the memory system before the usage of the channel was

ρS, equals

PY|X;S(y|x; ρS) = tr
(

Λ
(y)
B · trS′

(
N (ρ

(x)
A ⊗ ρS)

))
, (4.34)

which can also be written as

PY|X;S(y|x; ρS) = tr
(

(Λ
(y)
B ⊗ IS) · N (ρ

(x)
A ⊗ ρS)

)
. (4.35)

Moreover, assuming that y was observed, the density operator of the memory system

after the channel use is given by

ρS′ =
trB

(
(Λ

(y)
B ⊗ IS) · N (ρ

(x)
A ⊗ ρS)

)
tr
(

(Λ
(y)
B ⊗ IS) · N (ρ

(x)
A ⊗ ρS)

) . (4.36)

Notice that the denominator in (4.36) equals the expressions in (4.34) and (4.35). One

should note that, though the input and the memory systems are independent before

each channel use (given i.i.d. inputs), the output and the memory systems after each

channel use can be correlated or even entangled. In particular, this translates to the

fact that the measurement outcome y can have an influence on the memory system as

indicated in (4.36).

Consider using the channel n times consecutively with the above scheme. The joint

channel law, namely the conditional PMF of the channel outputs Yn1 given the channel

inputs Xn1 and the initial channel state ρS0 , can be computed iteratively using (4.35)

and (4.36). In particular, the joint conditional PMF can be computed as

PYn1 |Xn1 ;S0
(yn1 |xn1 ; ρS0) =

n∏
`=1

PY`|X`;S −̀1
(y`|x`; ρS −̀1

), (4.37)

where we compute the density operators {ρS`}n`=1 iteratively using (4.36) as

ρS` =
trB

(
(Λ

(y`)
B ⊗ IS) · N (ρ

(x`)
A ⊗ ρS −̀1

)
)

tr
(

(Λ
(y`)
B ⊗ IS) · N (ρ

(x`)
A ⊗ ρS −̀1

)
) . (4.38)

4More generally, for FSMSs, this statement also holds by conditioning on all previous inputs.
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4.2.2 Quantum-State Channels

For each channel-ensemble-measurement configuration (N , {ρ(x)
A }x∈X , {Λ(y)

B }y∈Y)

as introduced above, one ends up with a joint conditional PMF, as in (4.37). However,

this relationship is not bijective. In particular, consider some unitary operators UA and

UB acting on HA and HB, respectively. The following setup induces exactly the same

joint conditional PMF:

Ñ : ρ̃AS 7→ (UB ⊗ IS) · N
(

(UA ⊗ IS)ρ̃AS(U †A ⊗ IS)
)
· (U †B ⊗ IS),

ρ̃
(x)
A , U †A · ρ

(x)
A · UA ∀x ∈ X ,

Λ̃
(y)
B , U

†
B · Λ

(y)
B · UB ∀y ∈ Y.

Such redundancy is not only tedious, but also detrimental when we try to compare

different channels; in particular, when we try to introduce proper auxiliary channels to

approximate the original communication scheme.

In this subsection, we introduce a class of channels called quantum-state channels

to eliminate such redundancies. In particular, notice that the statistical behavior of the

aforementioned communication scheme is fully specified via (4.35) and (4.36); which are

in turn determined by the set of completely positive mappings {N y|x}x∈X ,y∈Y defined

as

N y|x : ρS 7→ trB

(
(Λ

(y)
B ⊗ IS) · N (ρ

(x)
A ⊗ ρS)

)
. (4.39)

In this case, (4.35), (4.36), and (4.37) can be rewritten, respectively, as

PY|X;S(y|x; ρS) = tr
(
N y|x(ρS)

)
, (4.40)

ρS′ = N y|x(ρS)
/

tr
(
N y|x(ρS)

)
, (4.41)

PYn1 |Xn1 ;S0
(yn1 |xn1 ; ρS0 = tr

(
N yn|xn ◦ · · · ◦ N y1|x1(ρS0)

)
. (4.42)

Thus, the operators {N y|x}x∈X ,y∈Y fully specify the joint conditional PMF as in (4.42).

Moreover, such specification is also unique; namely, any two sets of channel-ensemble-

measurement configuration shall end up with the same joint channel law if and only

if the mappings defined in (4.39) are identical. This inspires us to make the following

definition.

Definition 4.3 (Quantum-State Channel). A (finite indexed) set of completely pos-

itive operators {N y|x}x∈X ,y∈Y (acting on the same Hilbert space) is said to be a
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(classical-input classical-output) quantum-state channel (CC-QSC) if
∑

y∈Y N y|x is

trace-preserving for each x ∈ X .

Given any channel-ensemble-measurement configuration as described in Section 4.2.1,

one can always define a corresponding CC-QSC by (4.39). On the other hand, as stated

in the proposition below, the converse is also true.

Proposition 4.4. For any CC-QSC {N y|x}x∈X ,y∈Y , there exists some quantum chan-

nel with memory N as in (4.31) such that (4.39) holds with the ensemble {ρ(x)
A =

|x〉〈x|}x∈X and the measurement {Λ(y)
B = |y〉〈y|}y∈Y . Here, HA and HB are defined

such that {|x〉}x and {|y〉}y are orthonormal bases of HA and HB, respectively.

Proof. It suffices to show that there exists a CPTP mapN : D(HA⊗HS)→ D(HB⊗HS)

such that for all ρS ∈ D(HS), and x ∈ X ,

N : |x〉〈x| ⊗ ρS 7→
∑
y∈Y
|y〉〈y| ⊗ N y|x(ρS).

Such an N can be constructed as

N : ρ 7→
∑
x,y,k

(
|y〉〈x| ⊗ Ey|xk

)
· ρ ·

(
|y〉〈x| ⊗ Ey|xk

)†
,

where
{
E
y|x
k

}
k

is a Kraus representation of N y|x. It remains to check if N is a CPTP,

which is indeed the case:

∑
x,y,k

(
|y〉〈x| ⊗ Ey|xk

)†
·
(
|y〉〈x| ⊗ Ey|xk

)
=
∑
x

∑
y,k

|x〉〈x| ⊗ (E
y|x
k )†E

y|x
k

=
∑
x

|x〉〈x| ⊗ I = I.

4.2.3 Visualization using Normal Factor Graphs

In this subsection, we focus on the computations of (4.40), (4.41), and (4.42) for the

situation where the involved channelN is of finite dimension. In analogy to the FSMCs,

we demonstrate how to use NFGs to facilitate and visualize the relevant computations

(see Section 2.1.1 and [LV17]).

By Proposition 4.4, let us consider a CC-QSC {N y|x}x∈X ,y∈Y acting on HS, where

d = dim(HS) is finite, and {|s〉}s∈S is an orthonormal basis of HS. (Apparently,
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|S| = d.) Since for each x and y, N y|x is a completely positive map, there must exist

finitely many (not necessarily unique) matrices {F y|xk ∈ CS×S}k such that

[
N y|x(ρS)

]
=
∑
k

F
y|x
k · [ρS] · (F y|xk )† ∀ρS ∈ D(HS), (4.43)

where
[
N y|x(ρS)

]
and [ρS] are, respectively, the matrix representation of the operator

N y|x(ρS) and ρS under {|s〉}s∈S . The reason for such matrices {F y|xk }k to exist is the

same as for the Kraus operators of CPTP maps (see Theorem 1.42). Also note that∑
y∈Y Ey|x is trace-preserving, thus it must hold that∑

y∈Y

∑
k

(F
y|x
k )†F

y|x
k = I ∀x ∈ X . (4.44)

Now, define a set of functions {W y|x}x∈X ,y∈Y as

W y|x : (s′, s, s̃′, s̃) 7→
∑
k

F
y|x
k (s′, s)F

y|x
k (s̃′, s̃), (4.45)

where s′, s, s̃′, s̃ ∈ S are indices of the corresponding matrices, namely, F
y|x
k (s′, s) is the

(s′, s)-th entry of the matrix F
y|x
k . In this case, one can rewrite (4.40), (4.41) and (4.42),

respectively, into

PY|X;S(y|x; ρS) =
∑
s′,s̃′:
s′=s̃′

∑
s,s̃

W y|x(s′, s, s̃′, s̃) · [ρS]s,s̃, (4.46)

[ρS′ ]s′,s̃′ =

∑
s,s̃W

y|x(s′, s, s̃′, s̃) · [ρS]s,s̃∑
s′,s̃′:
s′=s̃′

∑
s,s̃W

y|x(s′, s, s̃′, s̃) · [ρS]s,s̃
, (4.47)

PYn1 |Xn1 ;S0
(yn1 |xn1 ; ρS0) =

∑
sn,s̃n:
sn=s̃n

∑
sn−1

0 ,s̃n−1
0

[ρS0 ]s0,s̃0 ·
n∏
`=1

W y`|x`(s`, s −̀1, s̃`, s̃ −̀1). (4.48)

By rearranging the entries of W y|x (for each x, y) into a matrix [W y|x] ∈ CS2×S2
as

[W y|x](s′,s̃′),(s,s̃) ,W
y|x(s′, s, s̃′, s̃), (4.49)

where (s′, s̃′) ∈ S2 is the first index, and (s, s̃) ∈ S2 is the second index of [W y|x], we

can simplify (4.46), (4.47), and (4.48) as

PY|X;S(y|x; ρS) = tr([W y|x] · [ρS]), (4.50)

[ρS′ ] =
[W y|x] · [ρS]

tr([W y|x] · [ρS])
, (4.51)

PYn1 |Xn1 ;S0
(yn1 |xn1 ; ρS0) = tr

(
[W yn|xn ] · · · [W y1|x1 ] · [ρS0 ]

)
, (4.52)
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Figure 4.5: Representation of {W y|x}x,y using an NFG.
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=
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Figure 4.6: The joint channel law (4.48) and (4.52) can be visualized as the result of the

“closing of the outermost box” above, which can in turn be carried out by a sequence

of “closing-the-box” operations as indicated.

respectively. Here we treat [ρS] as a length-d2 vector indexed by (s, s̃) ∈ S2 in the

above equations.

By considering {W y|x}x,y as a function of six variables, we can represent it using a

factor vertex of degree six in an NFG as in Figure 4.5. In this case, Eqs. (4.46) and (4.50)

can be visualized as “closing the outer box” in the factor graph. Similarly, (4.47)

and (4.51) can be visualized as “closing the inner box”. The factor graph corresponding

to using the channel n times consecutively is depicted in Figure 4.6, where (4.48)

and (4.52) are visualized as closing the outermost box. Interestingly, this “closing-the-

box” operation can be carried out by a sequence of simpler “closing-the-box” operations

as shown in the figure.

A number of statistical quantities and density operators of interest can be computed

and visualized as “closing-the-box” operations on suitable NFGs similar to that of Fig-

ure 4.6. The following example highlights how quantities of this kind can be computed

in such a manner.
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⇀
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Figure 4.7: Computation of the marginal PMF PX`|Yn1 ;S0
using a sequence of “closing-

the-box” operations.

Example 4.5 (BCJR [BCJR74] decoding for CC-QSCs). For fixed y̌n1 ∈ Yn and a

given initial density operator ρS0 , the conditional probability PX`|Yn1 ;S0
(x`|y̌n1 ; ρS0) can

be computed via

PX`|Yn1 ;S0
(·|y̌n1 ; ρS0) ∝ PX`,Y

n
1 |S0

(·, y̌n1 |ρS0), (4.53)

where the right-hand side of (4.53) is a marginal PMF defined as

PX`,Y
n
1 |S0

(x`, y̌
n
1 |ρS0) =

∑
x −̀1

1 ,xn+̀1

∑
sn0 ,s̃

n
0

[ρS0 ]s0,s̃0 ·
n∏
i=1

Q(xi) ·
n∏
j=1

W y̌j |xj (sj , sj−1, s̃j , s̃j−1),

(4.54)

where we have assumed that the input process Xn1 is i.i.d. characterized by some PMF Q.

The evaluation of (4.54) can be carried out efficiently using a sequence of “closing-the-

box” operations as visualized in Figure 4.7. These operations can be roughly divided

into the following three steps:

1. Closing the left inner box: this results in an operator
⇀
σ

(y̌ −̀1
1 )

S −̀1
on HS −̀1

.

2. Closing the right inner box: this results in another operator
↼
σ

(y̌n+̀1)

S`
on HS` .

3. Applying the “closing-the-box” operation to the yellow box: the result is the

marginal PMF PX`,Y
n
1 |S0

(x`, y̌
n
1 |ρS0), from which the desired conditional probabil-

ity PX`|Yn1 ;S0
(x`|y̌n1 ; ρS0) can be easily obtained by normalization.

The operators mentioned in 1) and 2) can be computed recursively, using a sequence

of “closing-the-box” operations. Namely, one can carry out the computations in 1)

consecutively with ` = 1, 2, . . . , n; and the computations in 2) consecutively with ` =

n, n−1, . . . , 1. This provides an efficient way to evaluate PX`|Yn1 ;S0
(x`|y̌n1 ; ρS0) for each
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` = 1, . . . , n; and thus provides an efficient symbol-wise decoding algorithm. The idea

in this example is conceptually identical to that of the BCJR decoding algorithm for

an FSMC.

As shown in the above example, very often the desired functions or quantities are

based on the same partial results. The NFG framework is very helpful to visualize these

partial results and to show how they can be combined to obtain the desired functions

and quantities.

We emphasize that the functions {W y|x}x,y defined in (4.45) are unique for a given

finite-dimensional CC-QSC {N y|x}x,y; even though such uniqueness does not apply to

the Kraus operators {F y|x}k being used to define {W y|x}x,y. This can be proven by

making the identification that[
N y|x(ρS)

]
= [W y|x] · [ρS] ∀ρS ∈ D(HS) (4.55)

for all x and y. Moreover, we argue that the functions {W y|x}x,y, are an equivalent

way to specify a CC-QSC, or classical communication over a quantum channel with

memory as described at the beginning of this section. Namely, for any set of complex-

valued functions {W y|x}x,y on S4 satisfying some constraints to be clarified later, there

must exist a unique CC-QSC {N y|x}x,y such that (4.55) holds; and thus, there must

exist some corresponding channel-ensemble-measurement configuration, unique up to

its channel law. As for such constraints, we rearrange the entries of W y|x (for each

x, y) into another matrix JW y|xK ∈ CS2×S2
(a.k.a. Choi–Jamio lkowski matrix [Jam72]),

whose entries are defined as

JW y|xK(s′,s),(s̃′,s̃) ,W
y|x(s′, s, s̃′, s̃), (4.56)

where (s′, s) ∈ S2 is the first index, and (s̃′, s̃) ∈ S2 is the second index of JW y|xK.

Notice that, JW y|xK is a PSD matrix, and satisfies the equation∑
y∈Y

∑
s′,s̃′: s′=s̃′

JW y|xK(s′,s),(s̃′,s̃) = δs,s̃ ∀x ∈ X . (4.57)

In this case, the “equivalence” can be shown by the following proposition.

Proposition 4.6. Let X , Y be finite sets, and HS be a finite-dimensional Hilbert space

with an orthonormal basis {|s〉}s∈S . For any set of functions

{W y|x : S × S × S × S → C}x∈X ,y∈Y
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W y|x(s′, s, s̃′, s̃)

ρ
(x)
A N
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Λ
(y)
B

y

Figure 4.8: NFG representation of the channel-ensemble-measurement configuration

(N , {ρ(x)
A }x∈X , {Λ(y)

B }y∈Y).

such that their matrix form {JW y|xK}x,y consists of PSD matrices and satisfies (4.57),

there must exist a unique CC-QSC {N y|x}x,y acting on HS such that (4.55) holds.

Proof. The idea of the proof is to consider the eigenvalue decomposition of JW y|xK, and

reconstruct N y|x by following the equations (4.45) and (4.43) backwardly. We omit the

details here.

Let us conclude this section by pointing out that the functions {W y|x}x,y, particu-

larly the corresponding NFG, can be constructed from the channel-ensemble-measurement

configuration (N , {ρ(x)
A }x∈X , {Λ(y)

B }y∈Y) as in Figure 4.8. This can be justified by

checking (4.39) and (4.55).

4.3 Information Rate and its Estimation

In this section, we focus on the information rate of the communication scheme

described in Section 4.2. As defined in (4.1), the information rate is the limit superior

of the average mutual information 1
nI (Xn1 ;Yn1 ) between the input and output processes

Xn1 and Yn1 as n tends to infinity. We assume that Xn1 is distributed according to some

i.i.d. process5 characterized by the PMF Q, i.e., Q(n)(xn1 ) =
∏n
`=1Q(x`). In this case,

5For more general type of sources, like a finite-state-machine source (FSMS), one can consider “merg-

ing” the memory of the source into that of the channel, and thus obtaining an equivalent memoryless

input process.
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the joint distribution of (Xn1 ,Y
n
1 ) is given by

PXn1 ,Y
n
1 |S0

(xn1 ,y
n
1 |ρS0) =

n∏
`=1

Q(x`) · PYn1 |Xn1 ;S0
(yn1 |xn1 ; ρS0), (4.58)

where PYn1 |Xn1 ;S0
is specified in (4.37), (4.42), (4.48) or (4.52), depending on which

notation we use to specify the channel (see Propositions 4.4 and 4.6). It is obvious

that the value of (4.58), and thus the information rate, depends on the initial density

operator ρS0 . In this sense, we denote the information rate as a function of the input

PMF Q, the CC-QSC {N y|x}x,y describing the channel, and the initial density operator

ρS0 , namely

I(Q, {N y|x}x,y, ρS0) , lim sup
n→∞

I(n)(Q, {N y|x}x,y, ρS0), (4.59)

I(n)(Q, {N y|x}x,y, ρS0) ,
1

n
I(Xn1 ;Yn1 )(ρS0). (4.60)

Here, I(Xn1 ;Yn1 )(ρS0) is the mutual information between Xn1 and Yn1 ; and the latter are

jointly distributed according to (4.58). The argument ρS0 emphasizes the dependency

of 1
nI(Xn1 ;Yn1 ) on ρS0 .

Similar to the case of an FSMC, the dependency of the information rate on the

initial density operator usually cannot be ignored. However, as already mentioned

in Section 4.1.2, for a class of FSMCs, namely the indecomposable FSMCs, it is known

that the information rate is independent of the initial channel state [Gal68]. An inde-

composable FSMC, intuitively speaking, is an FSMC whose state distribution, given

different initial states, tends to be indistinguishable as n → ∞, independently of

the input sequence realized. A quantum analogy was proposed by Bowen, Devetak,

and Mancini [BDM05], where they defined the indecomposable quantum channels with

memory, and proved that the quantum entropic bound for such channels is independent

of the initial density operator.

In the remainder of this section we firstly define the indecomposability of CC-QSCs,

and prove the independence of the information rate as in (4.59) from the initial density

operator. Secondly, we generalize the methods in Algorithm 4.1 for estimating such

information rate efficiently.

The definition of an indecomposable CC-QSC in this chapter is similar (but differ-

ent) and closely related to that of an indecomposable (quantum) channel with memory

in [BDM05]. Namely, an indecomposable channel with memory equipped with separa-

ble input ensemble and local output measurement will always induce an indecomposable
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CC-QSC, but not necessarily vice versa. Moreover, in [BDM05] the classical capacity of

quantum channels with finite memory was considered, where the capacity is essentially

the Holevo bound and where the latter was proven to be achievable [BM04]. However,

in our work, we focus on the situation where the ensemble and the measurement are

fixed.

4.3.1 Indecomposable Quantum-State Channel

Definition 4.7. A CC-QSC {N y|x}x,y is said to be indecomposable if for any initial

density operators αS0 and βS0 , the following statement holds: for any ε > 0, there exists

some positive integer N s.t.∥∥∥α(xn1 )
Sn
− β(xn1 )

Sn

∥∥∥
1
< ε ∀n > N, ∀xn1 ∈ X n, (4.61)

where

α
(xn1 )
Sn
,
∑
yn1

N yn|xn ◦ · · · ◦ N y1|x1(αS0), (4.62)

β
(xn1 )
Sn
,
∑
yn1

N yn|xn ◦ · · · ◦ N y1|x1(βS0), (4.63)

and where ‖A‖1 is the trace distance for an operator A on HS, i.e., ‖A‖1 ,
1
2 tr
√
A†A.

Theorem 4.8.6 The information rate of an indecomposable CC-QSC with an i.i.d. in-

put process is independent of the initial density operator. Namely, if {N y|x}x,y is inde-

composable, then

I(n)(Q, {N y|x}x,y, αS0)− I(n)(Q, {N y|x}x,y, βS0)
n→∞−→ 0 (4.64)

for any initial density operators αS0, βS0 ∈ D(HS0).

In the proof below, we follow a similar idea as in [Gal68] for indecomposable FSMCs,

and as that in [BDM05] for indecomposable quantum channels with memory.

Proof. Let A and B be quantum systems described by Hilbert spaces HA and HB,

respectively, where {|x〉}x∈X and {|y〉}y∈Y are orthonormal bases of HA and HB, re-

spectively. Let An1 and Bn1 be n copies of A and B, respectively. Let ρS0 be some initial

6A similar result regarding indecomposable/forgetful quantum channel with memory can be found

in [KW05] and [BDM05].
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density operator; and let the joint density operator on the system An1B
n
1 be

ρAn1Bn1 ,
∑
xn1

Q(xn1 ) · |xn1 〉〈xn1 | ⊗
∑
yn1

tr
(
N yn1 |xn1 (ρS0)

)
· |yn1 〉〈yn1 | ,

where N yn1 |xn1 , N yn|xn ◦ · · · ◦ N y1|x1 . In this case, it is not hard to see that

I(Xn1 ;Yn1 )[ρS0 ] = I(An1 ;Bn1 )[ρS0 ].

In fact, one can easily check that

H(An1 ) = H(Xn1 ),

H(Bn1 ) = H(Yn1 ),

H(An1 ,B
n
1 ) = H(Xn1 ,Y

n
1 ).

In particular, H(An1 ) is independent of the initial density operator ρS0 . We also claim

that, for each ρS0 ∈ D(HS0) and a positive integer N < n,

I(AN1 BN1 ;AnN+1B
n
N+1) 6 2H(SN ), (4.65)

I(BN1 ;BnN+1) 6 2H(SN ), (4.66)

where the density operator for SN is defined as (depending on ρS0)

ρSN ,
∑
xN1

Q(xN1 ) ·
∑
yN1

N yN1 |xN1 (ρS0).

Proof of (4.65): We define a class of CPTP maps {Φb
a : D(HSa)→ D(HAbaB

b
a
)}a<b∈N

as

Φb
a : ρSa 7→

∑
xba

Q(xba) ·
∣∣∣xba〉〈xba∣∣∣⊗∑

yba

tr
(
N yba|xba(ρSa)

)
·
∣∣∣yba〉〈yba∣∣∣ .

Since the input process Q is i.i.d., we can rewrite ρAn1Bn1 for each positive integer N < n,

as

ρAn1Bn1 =
(
IAN1 BN1

⊗ Φn
N+1

)(
ρAN1 BN1 SN

)
,

where

ρAN1 BN1 SN
,
∑
xN1

Q(xN1 )
∣∣xN1 〉〈xN1 ∣∣⊗∑

yN1

N yN1 |xN1 (ρS0)
∣∣yN1 〉〈yN1 ∣∣ .

Hence, by data processing inequality for quantum mutual information (see e.g., [Wil17,

Theorem 11.9.4]), one must have

I(AN1 BN1 ;AnN+1B
n
N+1) 6 I(AN1 BN1 ;SN ).
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Additionally, by subadditivity of joint entropy, we have

I(AN1 BN1 ;SN ) , H(AN1 BN1 ) + H(SN )−H(AN1 BN1 SN )

6 H(AN1 BN1 ) + H(SN )−
∣∣H(AN1 BN1 )−H(SN )

∣∣
6 2H(SN ).

Combining the above two inequalities, we have proven (4.65).

Proof of (4.66): (4.66) can be shown via the same approach above by considering

another class of CPTP maps {Ψb
a : D(HSa)→ D(HBba

)}a<b∈N as

Ψb
a : ρSa 7→

∑
xba

Q(xba) ·
∑
yba

tr
(
N yba|xba(ρSa)

)
·
∣∣∣yba〉〈yba∣∣∣ .

We omit the details.

Now return to the main proof. Given the initial density operators αS0 , and βS0 , we

define αAn1B
n
1
, βAn1Bn1 and αSN , βSN in a similar fashion as we have defined ρAn1Bn1 and

ρSN based on ρS0 . In this case, one obtains

∣∣H(αAn1B
n
1
)−H(βAn1Bn1 )

∣∣− ∣∣H(αAnN+1B
n
N+1

)−H(βAnN+1B
n
N+1

)
∣∣

(a)

6

∣∣∣∣H(αAN1 BN1
)−H(βAN1 BN1

)

∣∣∣∣+∣∣∣∣I(AN1 BN1 ;AnN+1B
n
N+1)[αAn1B

n
1
]−I(AN1 BN1 ;AnN+1B

n
N+1)[βAn1Bn1 ]

∣∣∣∣
(b)

6N · log(dimHAB) + 2 ·max {H(αSN ),H(βSN )} , (4.67)

where we have used the triangle inequality in step (a), and Corollary 1.32 and (4.65)

in step (b). Similarly, using (4.66), one can prove

∣∣H(αBn1
)−H(βBn1 )

∣∣−∣∣H(αBnN+1
)−H(βBnN+1

)
∣∣ 6 N ·log(dimHB)+2·max {H(αSN ),H(βSN )} .

(4.68)

By assumption, there exists some positive integer d such that max{dimHA, dimHB, dimHS} 6

d. Thus, we have

1

n

∣∣I(Xn1 ;Yn1 )[αS0 ]− I(Xn1 ;Yn1 )[βS0 ]
∣∣

=
1

n

∣∣I(An1 ;Bn1 )[αS0 ]− I(An1 ;Bn1 )[βS0 ]
∣∣

=
1

n

∣∣(H(αBn1
)−H(αAn1B

n
1
)
)
−
(
H(βBn1 )−H(βAn1Bn1 )

)∣∣
(c)

6
1

n

∣∣H(αBn1
)−H(βBn1 )

∣∣+
1

n

∣∣H(αAn1B
n
1
)−H(βAn1Bn1 )

∣∣
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(d)

6
3N+4

n
· log d+

1

n

∣∣H(αBnN+1
)−H(βBnN+1

)
∣∣+

1

n

∣∣H(αAnN+1B
n
N+1

)−H(βAnN+1B
n
N+1

)
∣∣

=
3N+4

n
·log d+

1

n

∣∣H(Ψn
N+1(αSN ))−H(Ψn

N+1(βSN ))
∣∣+ 1

n

∣∣H(Φn
N+1(αSN ))−H(Φn

N+1(βSN ))
∣∣,

where we have used the triangle inequality in step (c), and [NC11, Theorem 11.8],

(4.67), (4.68) in step (d). Using a loose variant of Fannes’ inequality [Fan73]7, we have

∣∣H(Ψn
N+1(αSN ))−H(Ψn

N+1(βSN ))
∣∣ 6 (n−N) · log d ·

∥∥Ψn
N+1(αSN )−Ψn

N+1(βSN )
∥∥

1
+ e−1,∣∣H(Φn

N+1(αSN ))−H(Φn
N+1(βSN ))

∣∣ 6 2·(n−N) · log d ·
∥∥Φn

N+1(αSN )−Φn
N+1(βSN )

∥∥
1

+ e−1.

Moreover, by the contractivity of the trace distance, we have,

∥∥Ψn
N+1(αSN )−Ψn

N+1(βSN )
∥∥

1
6 ‖αSN − βSN ‖1 ,∥∥Φn

N+1(αSN )− Φn
N+1(βSN )

∥∥
1
6 ‖αSN − βSN ‖1 .

This allows us to bound the difference of the information rate by

1

n

∣∣I(Xn1 ;Yn1 )[αS0 ]−I(Xn1 ;Yn1 )[βS0 ]
∣∣ 6 3N+4

n
·log d+

3(n−N)

n
·log d·‖αSn − βSn‖1+

2

n · e
.

Finally, because the CC-QSC is indecomposable, for any ε > 0, we can choose N large

enough such that

‖αSN − βSN ‖1 <
ε

6 · log d

and then choose an integer M > N such that

3N + 4

M
· log d+

2

M · e
<
ε

2
.

This will ensure that for any n > M , we have

3N + 4

n
· log d+

3(n−N)

n
· log d · ‖αSn − βSn‖1 +

2

n · e
< ε,

which concludes the proof.

4.3.2 Estimation of the Information Rate

The development in this section is very similar to the development in Subsec-

tion 4.1.2. In particular, we follow the same approach as in (4.8)–(4.15). This similarity

stems from the similarity of the factor graphs in Figures 4.4 and 4.7, and highlights

7Namely, we used the inequality |H(ρ)−H(σ)| 6 log dim·‖ρ− σ‖1 +e−1. Note that tighter variants

of Fannes’ inequality exist, but the above inequality is good enough to prove the desired result.
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one of the benefits of the factor-graph approach that we take to estimate information

rate of quantum channels with memory.

We make the following assumptions.

• As already mentioned, the derivations in this chapter are for the case where the

input process Xn1 = (X1, . . . ,Xn) is an i.i.d. process. The results can be generalized

to other stationary ergodic input processes that can be represented by a finite-

state-machine source (FSMS). Technically, this is done by defining a new state

that combines the FSMS state and the channel state.

• We assume that the corresponding quantum-state channel {N y|x}x∈X ,y∈Y is finite-

dimensional and indecomposable. We also assume it can be represented by some

functions {W y|x}x,y as defined in (4.45).

The major difference compared with Section 4.1.2 is the conditional PMF PYn1 |Xn1 ;S0
,

and thus the joint PMF PYn1 ,X
n
1 |S0

as specified in (4.52) and (4.58), respectively. In this

case, in order to compute − 1
n log PYn1

(y̌n1 ) and − 1
n log PXn1Y

n
1
(x̌n1 , y̌

n
1 ) using a similar

method as in Section 4.1.2, we consider the state metrics {σY` }n`=1 and {σXY` }n`=1 (which

are operators on HS` for each `) defined w.r.t. y̌n1 and w.r.t. x̌n1 and y̌n1 , respectively,

as

σY` ,
∑
x`1

Q(`)(x`1) · N y̌n|xn ◦ · · · ◦ N y̌1|x1(ρS0), (4.69)

σXY` , N y̌n|x̌n ◦ · · · ◦ N y̌1|x̌1(ρS0). (4.70)

In this case, we have PYn1
(y̌n1 ) = tr(σYn ), and PXn1Y

n
1
(x̌n1 , y̌

n
1 ) = tr(σXYn ). Notice that

{σY` }` and {σXY` }` can be computed iteratively as

[σY` ] =
∑
x`

Q(x`) · [W y|x] · [σY`−1], (4.71)

[σXY` ] = [W y|x] · [σXY`−1], (4.72)

where we treat [σY` ] and [σXY` ] as length-d2 vectors indexed by (s, s̃) ∈ S2 in the above

two equations. (See (4.49) and (4.52) for notations.) Moreover, we can also introduce

normalizing coefficients {λY` }` and {λXY` }`, similar to (4.21), for the sake of numerical
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stability. In the latter case, we have iterative updating rules

[σ̄Y` ] =
1

λY`
·
∑
x`

Q(x`) · [W y|x] · [σ̄Y`−1], (4.73)

[σ̄XY` ] =
1

λXY`
· [W y|x] · [σ̄XY`−1], (4.74)

where the scaling factors λY` > 0 and λXY` > 0 are chosen such that tr(σ̄Y` ) = 1 and

tr(σ̄XY` ) = 1, respectively. In addition, one can verify that PYn1
(y̌n1 ) =

∏n
`=1 λ

Y
` , and

PXn1Y
n
1
(x̌n1 , y̌

n
1 ) =

∏n
`=1 λ

XY
` .

The above discussion is summarized as Algorithm 4.2. The computations corre-

sponding to Line 3, 5–9 and 12–16 are visualized in Figures D.4, D.6, and D.8 in the

Appendix D, respectively.

4.4 Information rate upper/lower bounds and their Opti-

mization

In this section, we consider auxiliary channels and their induced upper and lower

bounds on the information rate. As mentioned in the beginning of this chapter aux-

iliary channels are often introduced as a low-complexity approximation of the original

channel, which are useful in mismatch decoding. The techniques developed in this sec-

tion only require the channel input/output data, but not the channel model itself. This

is particularly useful when the channel is only made physically, but not mathemati-

cally, available. In this case, the task of minimizing the difference between the upper

and lower bound is equivalent to finding the channel model (within a specified class

of channel models) best fitting the empirical channel law. Similarly, minimizing the

upper bound corresponds to finding the channel model best fitting the empirical chan-

nel output distribution, and maximizing the lower bound corresponds to finding the

channel model best fitting the empirical reverse channel law. Motivated by the above

scenarios, we particularly consider the auxiliary channels chosen from the domain of all

CC-QSCs with the same input and output alphabet as the original channel, and acting

on a memory system of a certain dimension (which can be different from the memory

dimension of the original channel). Throughout this section, we assume the original

channel as described in Section 4.2 is indecomposable, and that all the involved Hilbert

spaces are of finite dimension, and that the alphabets X and Y are finite.
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Algorithm 4.2 Estimating the Information Rate of a CC-QSC

Input: An indecomposable CC-QSC {N y|x}x∈X ,y∈Y , which can be represented by func-

tions {W y|x}x,y, a input distribution Q, a positive integer n large enough.

Output: I(n)(Q, {N y|x}x,y) ≈ H(X) + Ĥ(Y)− Ĥ(X,Y).

1: Initialize the memory density operator ρS0 ← |0S〉〈0S|

2: Generate an input sequence x̌n1 ∼ Q⊗n

3: Generate a corresponding output sequence y̌n1

4: σ̄Y0 ← ρS0

5: for each ` = 1, . . . , n do

6: [σY` ]←
∑

x`
Q(x`) · [W y̌`|x] · [σ̄Y`−1]

7: λY` ← tr(σY` )

8: σ̄Y` ← σY` /λ
Y
`

9: end for

10: Ĥ(Y)← − 1
n

∑n
`=1 log(λY` )

11: σ̄XY0 ← ρS0

12: for each ` = 1, . . . , n do

13: [σXY` ]← [W y̌`|x̌` ] · [σ̄XY`−1]

14: λXY` ← tr(σXY` )

15: σ̄XY` ← σXY` /λXY`

16: end for

17: Ĥ(X,Y)← − 1
n

∑n
`=1 log(λXY` )

18: H(X)← −
∑

xQ(x) logQ(x)

19: Estimate I(n)(Q, {N y|x}x,y) as H(X) + Ĥ(Y)− Ĥ(X,Y).
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Suppose we have some auxiliary CC-QSC {N̂ y|x}x,y, describable by some functions

{Ŵ y|x}x,y as in (4.45). Let P̂Yn1 |Xn1 ,Ŝ0
denote its joint channel law, similar to (4.42), (4.48),

or (4.52). Namely,

P̂Yn1 |Xn1 ,Ŝ0
(yn1 |xn1 ; ρ̂S0) , tr

(
[Ŵ yn|xn ] · · · [Ŵ y1|x1 ] · [ρ̂S0 ]

)
. (4.75)

We follow a similar approach as in [ALV+06; SVS09], and define the quantities

Ī
(n)
W (Ŵ ) ,

1

n

∑
xn1 ,y

n
1

Q(n)(xn1 ) · PYn1 |Xn1 ;S0
(yn1 |xn1 ; ρS0)

· log
PYn1 |Xn1 ;S0

(yn1 |xn1 ; ρS0)∑
x̌n1
Q(n)(x̌n1 )P̂Yn1 |Xn1 ,Ŝ0

(yn1 |x̌n1 ; ρŜ0
)
,

(4.76)

I
(n)
W (Ŵ ) ,

1

n

∑
xn1 ,y

n
1

Q(n)(xn1 ) · PYn1 |Xn1 ;S0
(yn1 |xn1 ; ρS0)

· log
P̂Yn1 |Xn1 ;S0

(yn1 |xn1 ; ρS0)∑
x̌n1
Q(n)(x̌n1 )P̂Yn1 |Xn1 ,Ŝ0

(yn1 |x̌n1 ; ρŜ0
)
,

(4.77)

where PYn1 |Xn1 ;S0
is defined in (4.42), (4.48) or (4.52). By following similar arguments

like those in (4.27) and (4.28), one can verify that

I
(n)
W (Ŵ ) 6 I

(n)
W 6 Ī

(n)
W (Ŵ ), (4.78)

where the first inequality holds with equality if and only if P̂Yn1 |Xn1 ,Ŝ0
(yn1 |xn1 ; ρŜ0

) and

PYn1 |Xn1 ;S0
(yn1 |xn1 ; ρS0) coincide for all xn1 and yn1 with positive support of PYn1 |Xn1 ;S0

and

where the second inequalities holds with equality if and only if P̂Yn1 |Ŝ0
(yn1 |ρŜ0

) and

PYn1 |S0
(yn1 |ρS0) coincide for all yn1 with positive support of PYn1 |S0

. Another quantity of

interest is the difference function defined as

∆
(n)
W (Ŵ ) , Ī

(n)
W (Ŵ )− I

(n)
W (Ŵ ). (4.79)

Explicit expressions of (4.76), (4.77), and (4.79) are given by

Ī
(n)
W (Ŵ ) =

1

n

〈
log

tr
(
[WYn|Xn ] · · · [WY1|X1 ] · [ρS0 ]

)∑
xn1
Q(n)(xn1 ) · tr

(
[ŴYn|xn ] · · · [ŴY1|x1 ] · [ρŜ0

]
)〉

Xn1Y
n
1

, (4.80)

I
(n)
W (Ŵ ) =

1

n

〈
log

tr
(

[ŴYn|Xn ] · · · [ŴY1|X1 ] · [ρŜ0
]
)

∑
xn1
Q(n)(xn1 ) · tr

(
[ŴYn|xn ] · · · [ŴY1|x1 ] · [ρŜ0

]
)〉

Xn1Y
n
1

, (4.81)

∆
(n)
W (Ŵ ) =

1

n

〈
log

tr
(
[WYn|Xn ] · · · [WY1|X1 ] · [ρS0 ]

)
tr
(

[ŴYn|Xn ] · · · [ŴY1|X1 ] · [ρŜ0
]
)〉

Xn1Y
n
1

, (4.82)
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respectively, where Xn1 and Yn1 are random variables distributed according to the joint

distribution Q(n)(xn1 ) · PYn1 |Xn1 ;S0
(yn1 |xn1 ; ρS0) and where 〈·〉 stands for the expectation

function.

In the remainder of this section, we propose an algorithm based on the gradient-

descent method and the techniques described in Section 4.2.3 and 4.3 for optimizing

the quantities in (4.76), (4.77), and (4.79). In particular, we consider {Ŵ y|x}x,y to be

an interior point in the domain of CC-QSCs, namely

• The Choi–Jamio lkowski matrices JŴ y|xK, defined similarly as (4.56), are strictly

positive definite for each x and y,

• Eq. (4.57) holds by replacingW y|x with Ŵ y|x, namely
∑

y∈Y
∑

s′,s̃′: s′=s̃′JŴ
y|xK(s′,s),(s̃′,s̃) =

δs,s̃ for all x ∈ X .

For any set of functions {Hy|x : S4 → C}x,y such that JHy|xK (again, defined similarly

as (4.56)) is Hermitian for each x and y and such that

∑
y∈Y

∑
s′,s̃′: s′=s̃′

JHy|xK(s′,s),(s̃′,s̃) = 0 ∀x ∈ X , (4.83)

the functions {Ŵ y|x + t ·Hy|x}x,y describe a valid CC-QSC, for all t in some neighbor-

hood of 0. In this case, the directional derivatives of the functions I
(n)
W , Ī

(n)
W , and ∆

(n)
W

at {Ŵ y|x}x,y along {Hy|x}x,y is well defined, and can be expressed as (4.84), (4.85),

and (4.86) on next page, where we define the messages {⇀%(y̌`1)
S`
}`, {

↼
%

(y̌n+̀1)

S`
}`, {

⇀
%

(x̌`1,y̌
`
1)

S`
}`,

and {↼%(x̌n+̀1,y̌
n
+̀1)

S`
}` in a recursive manner as

[
⇀
%

(y̌`1)
S`

] ,
∑
x`1

Q(x`1) · [Ŵ y̌`|x` ] · · · [Ŵ y̌1|x1 ] · [ρS0 ], (4.87)

[
↼
%

(y̌n+̀1)

S`
] ,

∑
xn+̀1

Q(xn`+1) · [ISn ] · [Ŵ y̌n|xn ] · · · [Ŵ y̌ +̀1|x +̀1 ], (4.88)

[
⇀
%

(x̌`1,y̌
`
1)

S`
] , [Ŵ y̌`|x̌` ] · · · [Ŵ y̌1|x̌1 ] · [ρS0 ], (4.89)

[
↼
%

(x̌n+̀1,y̌
n
+̀1)

S`
] , [ISn ] · [Ŵ y̌n|x̌n ] · · · [Ŵ y̌ +̀1|x̌ +̀1 ]. (4.90)

Recall that, in above equations, [ISn ] is a row vector, and [ρS0 ] is a column vector.

By extending the domain of the functions I
(n)
W , Ī

(n)
W , and ∆

(n)
W to include all PSD

matrices JŴ y|xK, one can omit the linear constraint (4.83). Namely, the “direction”

{JHy|xK}x,y can take any Hermitian matrices. Using some linear algebra, the gradient
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d d
t∣ ∣ ∣ ∣ t=0Ī(n

)
W

(Ŵ
+
tH

)
∝
−

1 n

〈 n ∑ k
=

1

∑ x
n 1

Q
(n

) (x
n 1
)
·t

r
( [Ŵ

Y
n
|x
n
]·
··

[Ŵ
Y
k+

1
|x
k+

1
][
H

Y
k
|x
k
][
Ŵ

Y
k−

1
|x
k−

1
]·
··

[Ŵ
Y

1
|x

1
]
·[
ρ
Ŝ

0
])〉 Y

n 1

=
−

1 n

∑ x
n 1
,y
n 1

P
X
n 1
,Y
n 1
|S

0
(x

n 1
,y

n 1
|ρ

S
0
)
·∑ k

∑
s′
,s
,s̃
′ ,
s̃

⇀ %
(y
k−

1
1

)

Ŝ
k−

1
(s
,s̃

)
·H

y
k
|x
k
(s
′ ,
s,
s̃′
,s̃

)
·↼ %

(y
n k+

1
)

Ŝ
k

(s
′ ,
s̃′

)
(4

.8
4)

d d
t∣ ∣ ∣ ∣ t=0I(n

)
W

(Ŵ
+
tH

)
∝
−

1 n

〈 n ∑ k
=

1

∑ x
n 1

Q
(n

) (x
n 1
)
·t

r
( [Ŵ

Y
n
|x
n
]·
··

[Ŵ
Y
k+

1
|x
k+

1
][
H

Y
k
|x
k
][
Ŵ

Y
k−

1
|x
k−

1
]·
··

[Ŵ
Y

1
|x

1
]
·[
ρ
Ŝ

0
])〉 Y

n 1

+
1 n

〈 n ∑ k
=

1

tr
( [Ŵ

Y
n
|X
n
]·
··

[Ŵ
Y
k+

1
|X
k+

1
][
H

Y
k
|X
k
][
Ŵ

Y
k−

1
|X
k−

1
]·
··

[Ŵ
Y

1
|X

1
]
·[
ρ
Ŝ

0
])〉 X

n 1
Y
n 1

=
−

1 n

∑ x
n 1
,y
n 1

P
X
n 1
,Y
n 1
|S

0
(x

n 1
,y

n 1
|ρ

S
0
)
·∑ k

∑
s′
,s
,s̃
′ ,
s̃

⇀ %
(y
k−

1
1

)

Ŝ
k−

1
(s
,s̃

)
·H

y
k
|x
k
(s
′ ,
s,
s̃′
,s̃

)
·↼ %

(y
n k+

1
)

Ŝ
k

(s
′ ,
s̃′

)

+
1 n

∑ x
n 1
,y
n 1

P
X
n 1
,Y
n 1
|S

0
(x

n 1
,y

n 1
|ρ

S
0
)
·∑ k

∑
s′
,s
,s̃
′ ,
s̃

⇀ %
(x
k−

1
1

,y
k−

1
1

)

Ŝ
k−

1
(s
,s̃

)
·H

y
k
|x
k
(s
′ ,
s,
s̃′
,s̃

)
·↼ %

(x
n k+

1
,y
n k+

1
)

Ŝ
k

(s
′ ,
s̃′

)

(4
.8

5
)

d d
t∣ ∣ ∣ ∣ t=0∆

(n
)

W
(Ŵ

+
tH

)
∝
−

1 n

〈 n ∑ k
=

1

tr
( [Ŵ

Y
n
|X
n
]·
··

[Ŵ
Y
k+

1
|X
k+

1
][
H

Y
k
|X
k
][
Ŵ

Y
k−

1
|X
k−

1
]·
··

[Ŵ
Y

1
|X

1
]·

[ρ
Ŝ

0
])〉 X

n 1
Y
n 1

=
−

1 n

∑ x
n 1
,y
n 1

P
X
n 1
,Y
n 1
|S

0
(x

n 1
,y

n 1
|ρ

S
0
)
·∑ k

∑
s′
,s
,s̃
′ ,
s̃

⇀ %
(x
k−

1
1

,y
k−

1
1

)

Ŝ
k−

1
(s
,s̃

)
·H

y
k
|x
k
(s
′ ,
s,
s̃′
,s̃

)
·↼ %

(x
n k+

1
,y
n k+

1
)

Ŝ
k

(s
′ ,
s̃′

)
(4

.8
6)
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w.r.t. Ŵ of these functions on this extended domain can be expressed as

(
∇Ī

(n)
W,ext(Ŵ )

)y|x
∝ − 1

n

〈
n∑
k=1

δXk,x · δYk,y ·
⇀
%

(Yk−1
1 )

Ŝk−1
⊗ ↼
%

(Ynk+1)

Ŝk

〉
Xn1Y

n
1

, (4.91)

(
∇I

(n)
W,ext(Ŵ )

)y|x
∝ − 1

n

〈
n∑
k=1

δXk,x · δYk,y ·

(
⇀
%

(Yk−1
1 )

Ŝk−1
⊗ ↼
%

(Ynk+1)

Ŝk
−

⇀
%

(Xk−1
1 ,Yk−1

1 )

Ŝk−1
⊗ ↼
%

(Xnk+1,Y
n
k+1)

Ŝk

)〉
Xn1Y

n
1

,

(4.92)

(
∇∆

(n)
W,ext(Ŵ )

)y|x
∝ − 1

n

〈
n∑
k=1

δXk,x · δYk,y ·
⇀
%

(Xk−1
1 ,Yk−1

1 )

Ŝk−1
⊗ ↼
%

(Xnk+1,Y
n
k+1)

Ŝk

〉
Xn1Y

n
1

, (4.93)

respectively. For stationary and ergodic input and output processes (Xn1 ,Y
n
1 ), we can

estimate (4.91) and (4.93), respectively, as

(
∇Ī

(n)
W,ext(Ŵ )

)y|x ·∝ − 1

n

∑
k: x̌k=x

y̌k=y

⇀
%

(y̌k−1
1 )

Ŝk−1
⊗ ↼
%

(y̌nk+1)

Ŝk
, (4.94)

(
∇∆

(n)
W,ext(Ŵ )

)y|x ·∝ − 1

n

∑
k: x̌k=x

y̌k=y

⇀
%

(x̌k−1
1 ,y̌k−1

1 )

Ŝk−1
⊗ ↼
%

(x̌nk+1,y̌
n
k+1)

Ŝk
, (4.95)

where (x̌n1 , y̌
n
1 ) is a realization of the channel input/output processes generated by

the original channel model. The dot in (4.94) and (4.95) stands for “approximation”.

Notice that the messages
⇀
%

(y̌k−1
1 )

Sk−1
,
↼
%

(y̌nk+1)

Sk
,
⇀
%

(x̌k−1
1 ,y̌k−1

1 )
Sk−1

, and
↼
%

(x̌nk+1,y̌
n
k+1)

Sk
can be computed

iteratively. Thus, (4.94) and (4.95) provide efficient means to estimate the gradient.

However, due to the extension of the domain, the gradients computed above may not

satisfy constraint (4.83). This can be compensated using a projection w.r.t. the linear

constraint, which can be solved using linear programming. On the other hand, the

above gradient method may lead to a violation of the PSD condition required by CC-

QSCs. However, since the feasible domain of CC-QSCs is convex and bounded, this

can be corrected using convex programming at each step.

We summarize the above discussion as Algorithm 4.3, which is an iterative gradient-

descent method for minimizing ∆
(n)
W . Notice that the quantity λ` in this case is the

conditional probability PX`Y`|X −̀1
1 Y −̀1

1
(x̌`, y̌`|x̌ −̀1

1 , y̌ −̀1
1 ). The algorithm for minimizing

the upper and lower bounds are similar, and we omit the details.
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Algorithm 4.3 Optimizing the Difference Function ∆
(n)
W (Ŵ )

Input: An indecomposable CC-QSC, an input distribution Q, a positive integer n

large enough, an initial auxiliary CC-QSC {Ŵ y|x}x,y, step size γ > 0.

Output: {Ŵ y|x}x,y, an estimated local minimum point of ∆
(n)
W .

1: Initialize the memory density operator ρŜ0 ← |0〉〈0|

2: Generate an input sequence x̌n1 ∼ Q⊗n

3: Generate a corresponding output sequence y̌n1

4: repeat

5:
⇀
%Ŝ0
← ρŜ0

6: for each ` = 1, . . . , n do

7: [
⇀
%Ŝ` ]← [Ŵ y̌`|x̌` ] · [⇀%Ŝ −̀1

]

8: λ` ← tr(
⇀
%Ŝ`)

9:
⇀
%Ŝ` ← λ−1

` ·
⇀
%Ŝ`

10: end for

11:
↼
%Ŝn ← IŜn

12: for each ` = n, . . . , 1 do

13: [
↼
%Ŝ −̀1

]← [
↼
%Ŝ` ] · [Ŵ

y̌`|x̌` ]

14:
↼
%Ŝ −̀1

←
(

tr(
↼
%Ŝ −̀1

)
)−1
· ↼%Ŝ −̀1

15: end for

16: for each x, y, let
(
∇∆

(n)
W,ext(Ŵ )

)y|x
← 0

17: for each k = 1, . . . , n do

18:

(
∇∆

(n)
W,ext(Ŵ )

)y̌k|x̌k
+= 1

n ·
⇀
%Ŝk−1

⊗↼%Ŝk
λk·tr(

⇀
%Ŝk
·↼%Ŝk )

19: end for

20: Project {
(
∇∆

(n)
W,ext(Ŵ )

)y|x
}x,y onto the subspace satisfying (4.83); denoting the

result by

{(
∇∆

(n)
W (Ŵ )

)y|x}
x,y

21: {Ŵ y|x}x,y ← {Ŵ y|x}x,y − γ ·
{(
∇∆

(n)
W (Ŵ )

)y|x}
x,y

22: Solve the following convex program w.r.t. {W̃ y|x}x,y:

min
∑

x,y
tr
(

(JW̃ y|xK− JŴ y|xK) · (JW̃ y|xK− JŴ y|xK)†
)

s. t. JW̃ y|xK ∈ CS
2×S2

being PSD ∀x, y∑
y∈Y

∑
s′,s̃′: s′=s̃′

JW̃ y|xK(s′,s),(s̃′,s̃) = δs,s̃ ∀x

23: {Ŵ y|x} ← {W̃ y|x}

24: until {Ŵ y|x}x,y has converged.
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memory system

primary system
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S
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B

VS S′ memory system
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U |s〉

B

ṼS S′

Figure 4.9: A quantum Gilbert–Elliott channel (LHS), and a variant where the memory

system consists of multiple qubits with only one of them controlling U |s〉 (RHS).

4.5 Example: Quantum Gilbert–Elliott Channels

In this section we present some numerical results as a demonstration of the algo-

rithms introduced in this chapter. In particular, as a generalization of Example 4.1, we

consider a class of quantum channels with memory named the quantum Gilbert–Elliott

channels (QGECs), which were introduced in [CV17b], and consider their informa-

tion rate using some separable input ensemble and local output measurement. Note

that the numerical results in this section are based on binary logarithm, and thus the

information rate is measured in bits.

A QGEC is a quantum channel with memory defined by8

N : D(HS ⊗HA)→ D(HS′ ⊗HB)

ρSA 7→ (VS ⊗ IB) · ΦCBF(ρSA) · (V †S ⊗ IB),

where HA, HB, and HS = HS′ are of dimension 2, namely each of them is made up of

one qubit, and where ΦCBF is the controlled bit-flip channel defined by ΦCBF(ρSA) ,

E0ρ
SAE†0 + E1ρ

SAE†1 with

E0 ,


√

1−pg 0 0 0

0
√

1−pg 0 0

0 0
√

1−pb 0
0 0 0

√
1−pb

 , E1 ,

 0
√
pg 0 0√

pg 0 0 0

0 0 0
√
pb

0 0
√
pb 0

 ,
and where VS is some unitary operator on HS to be specified later. The controlled

bit-flip channel ΦCBF applies a quantum bit-flip channel to the system A with flipping

probability pg when the system S is in the state of |0〉, and with flipping probability

pb when the system S is in the state of |1〉. The action of a QGEC is the combined

effect of a controlled bit-flip channel and a unitary evolution on S; as depicted in the

8We put the system S ahead of A and B in this example to emphasize the role of S as a control

qubit, and also for simplicity reasons.
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following circuit diagram in Figure 4.9, where U |s〉 is a Stinespring representation of

ΦCBF:

U |0〉 ,


√

1−pg 0 0 −√pg

0
√

1−pg
√
pg 0

0 −√pg

√
1−pg 0

√
pg 0 0

√
1−pg

 , U |1〉 ,

√

1−pb 0 0 −√pb

0
√

1−pb
√
pb 0

0 −√pb
√

1−pb 0
√
pb 0 0

√
1−pb

 .
In Figure 4.10–4.13, we present some numerical information rate lower bounds es-

timated for a QGEC and a variant of a QGEC (as depicted in Figure 4.9), equipped

with “trivial” orthonormal ensemble and projective measurements. Namely, the origi-

nal channel in Figure 4.10 and 4.12 can be described by the CC-QSC

N y|x(ρS) = trB

(
(V †S VS ⊗ |y〉〈y|) · Φ

CBF(ρS ⊗ |x〉〈x|)
)
, (4.96)

whereas Figure 4.11 and 4.13 is described by

N y|x(ρS) = trB

(
(Ṽ †S ṼS ⊗ |y〉〈y|) · (I ⊗ ΦCBF)(ρS ⊗ |x〉〈x|)

)
, (4.97)

where {|x〉}x∈X and {|y〉}y∈Y are some orthonormal basis of HA and HB, respectively.

In the latter case, the memory system S is extended as HS = HS1 ⊗HS0 . More specif-

ically, in (4.97), ρS and ṼS are operators on HS, and ΦCBF acts on D(HS0 ⊗HA), and

I is the identity map on S1. For both scenarios, the input processes are binary sym-

metric i.i.d. processes, i.e., Q(n)(xn1 ) , 2−n for all xn1 ∈ {0, 1}n. The lower bounds in

those figures were obtained by minimizing the difference function ∆
(n)
W defined in (4.30)

w.r.t. different classes of auxiliary channels (subject to certain time and threshold con-

straints). For the case where the auxiliary channels are CC-QSCs, Algorithm 4.3 was

applied. For FSMC auxiliary channels, we implemented the expectation-maximization

type algorithm in [SVS09] for comparison. As already emphasized beforehand, these

lower bounds represent rates that are achievable with the help of a mismatched de-

coder [GLT00]. Figure 4.14 is an example illustrating the typical convergence time of

different methods (including our own) for minimizing the difference function. In all

of the above figures, n = 10, 000, and we have used Algorithm 4.2 to estimate the

information rate. According to our experience, the error of the estimation in this case

lies within the line-width in the figures.
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Figure 4.10: Quantum Gilbert–Elliott channel: pg = 0.05 is fixed; pb varies from 0 to

1; VS = exp(−jαH), where H is some fixed 2-by-2 Hermitian matrix and where α = 1

is fixed; n = 105.
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Figure 4.11: Variant of the quantum Gilbert–Elliott channel described in the RHS of

Figure 4.9. Parameters: pg = 0.05; pb ∈ [0, 1]; ṼS = exp(−jαH), where H is some

fixed 4-by-4 Hermitian matrix and where α = 1 is fixed; n = 105.
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Figure 4.12: Quantum Gilbert–Elliott channel: pg = 0.05 is fixed; pb = 0.95 is fixed;

VS = exp(−jαH), where H is the same 2-by-2 Hermitian matrix as in Figure 4.10 and

where α varies from 0.1 to +1.5; n = 105.

0.4 0.7 1.0 1.3

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

0.7

0.8

0.1 1.6
0.0

0.9

α

b
it

s
p

er
ch

a
n
n
el

u
se

Estimated IR

EM-type Algorithm [SVS09] with 4-state FSMC

EM-type Algorithm [SVS09] with 2-state FSMC

Algorithm 4.3 with 1-qubit QSC

Algorithm 4.3 with 2-qubit QSC

Figure 4.13: Same variant of the quantum Gilbert–Elliott channel as in Figure 4.11

with different parameters: pg = 0.05; pb = 0.95; VS = exp(−jαH), where H is the

same 4-by-4 Hermitian matrix as in Figure 4.11 and where α varies from 0.1 to +1.5;

n = 105.
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Summary and Outlook

Chapter 2 proposed a generalized factor graph model called double-edge factor

graphs (DeFGs) for representing quantum systems. Compared with the factor graph

for quantum probabilities [LV12; LV17], DeFGs provide a neat generalization of the

“closing-the-box” operations and is also more generic. We also proposed generalized

versions of the belief-propagation (BP) algorithms for DeFGs and derived the loop

calculus expansion for DeFGs (see (2.48)) at BP fixed points. However, it is still unclear

how the induced partition sum Zinduced({mj→a,ma→j}(j,a)∈E) at BP fixed points can be

related to the actual partition sum Z(G). In comparison, for factor graphs, it was shown

that the induced partition sum Zinduced coincides with the Bethe partition sum ZB at

BP fixed points (see Corollary 1.22), and how well the latter estimates Z(G) depends

on how FB estimates FG. Nevertheless, we studied several numerical examples. We

observed a promising performance of BP algorithms for DeFGs.

Chapter 3 studied a graphical model called quantum factor graphs. In particular,

we investigated how “closing-the-box” operations behave when all the local operators

are proportionally close to identity operators. Under such a setup, the “closing-the-

box” operations provide an approximation to the partition sum of a QFG, as we found

that the distributivity of the ?-product over the (partial) trace operations holds ap-

proximately. We also introduced BP algorithms for QFGs as a natural generalization

of the “closing-the-box” operations. The algorithm coincided with the quantum belief-

propagation algorithm for bifactor networks [LP08]. We were able to generalize Bethe’s

approximation to QFGs and show that the positive BP fixed points approximately cor-

respond to the quantum Bethe free energy’s interior stationary points.

Chapter 4 considered the scenario of transmitting classical information over a quan-

tum channel with finite memory using separable-state ensembles and local measure-

ments. We defined the classical-input classical-output quantum-state channel (CC-

119
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QSC) as an equivalent way to describe such communication setups and demonstrated

how normal factor graphs could be used to visualize such channels. We showed that

a CC-QSC’s information rate is independent of the initial density operator under suit-

able conditions and proposed algorithms for estimating and bounding such information

rate. The computations in such algorithms can be carried out using the corresponding

factor graphs of the CC-QSC. We emphasize that our approach for optimizing the lower

bound is data-driven and does not require the knowledge of the actual channel model.

Despite the obstacles we have encountered in analyzing the corresponding general-

ized versions of BP algorithms in Chapter 2 and Chapter 3, we have observed promis-

ing numerical results in a number of examples. This suggests potential connections

between the generalized BP-fixed points and the corresponding generalized partition

sums of DeFGs and QFGs, respectively, yet to be discovered. One of the directions is to

generalize the method of graph covers to these new factor graphs. (For some initial re-

sults, see [HV20].) Another is to consider the regional method as in [YFW05]. In some

earlier studies of (classical) factor graphs [Mor15b], some methods from information

geometry have been proven useful in analyzing the loop calculus expansion at the fixed

points. Though it is currently unclear whether (or how much) quantum information

geometry can be helpful in analyzing the loop calculus expansion for DeFGs, it is still

an interesting direction to look into.



Appendix A

Alternative Approximated

Distributivity of ? over (Partial)

Trace

In this appendix, we discuss how tr (ρA ? σAB) and trB (ρA ? σAB) can be approx-

imated by trA (ρA ? trB(σAB)) and ρA ? trB(σAB), respectively, when the operators ρA

and σAB are proportionally close to identity operator in a nonlinear manner, i.e.,

ρA ∝ exp (t ·X) (A.1)

σAB ∝ exp (t · Y ) (A.2)

for some Hermitian matrices X and Y (each of proper size) and some small t > 0. We

present some results similar to Theorem 3.7 and Proposition 3.8.

Theorem A.1. Consider finite-dimensional Hilbert spaces HA and HB. Given X ∈

L†(HA), and Y ∈ L†(HA ⊗HB), it holds that

tr
(
etX ? etY

)
= trA

(
etX ? trB(etY )

)
+O(t4), (A.3)

where the real number t > 0 is in some neighborhood of 0.

Proof. We use similar techniques in the proof of Theorem 3.7 in proving this theorem.

Using the notation of normalized trace functions, we rewrite (A.3) as

tr
(
etX ? etY

)
= trA

(
etX ? trB(etY )

)
+O(t4). (A.4)
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Let X̃ , X⊗ IB. The Taylor series expansion of each side of (A.4) (without O(t4)) can

be expressed as

LHS = 1 + t · tr(X̃ + Y ) +
1

2
t2 · tr(X̃ + Y )2

+
1

3!
t3 · tr(X̃ + Y )3 +

1

4!
t4 · tr(X̃ + Y )4 +O(t5),

(A.5)

RHS = 1 + t · trA
(
X + trB(Y )

)
+
t2

2
· trA

(
X2 +Xtr2(Y ) + tr2(Y )X + trB(Y 2)

)
+
t3

6
· trA

(
X3 + 3 ·X2 · tr2(Y ) + 3 ·X · trB(Y 2) + tr2(Y 3)

)
+O(t4).

(A.6)

Note that (A.5) and (A.6) agree up to t3, which concludes the proof.

We can also show the following proposition in a similar way.

Proposition A.2. Under the same setup as in Theorem A.1, it holds that

trB
(
etX ? etY

)
= etX ? trB(etY ) +O(t3). (A.7)

Proof. Rewrite (A.7) as

trB
(
etX ? etY

)
= etX ? trB(etY ) +O(t3), (A.8)

and note that each side of the above equation (without O(t3)) can be expressed as

LHS = I + t · trB(X̃ + Y ) +
1

2
t2 · trB(X̃ + Y )2 +

1

3!
t3 · trB(X̃ + Y )3 +O(t4), (A.9)

RHS = I + t ·
(
X + trB(Y )

)
+

1

2
t2 ·
(
X2 +XtrB(Y ) + trB(Y )X + trB(Y 2)

)
+O(t3),

(A.10)

respectively. The proposition can be justified since the above two expressions agree up

to t2.



Appendix B

Quantum Exponential Family

Definition B.1 (Quantum Exponential Family [Mor15b]). Similar to classical expo-

nential families, a quantum exponential family (of degree d) is a parametric family of

quantum operators in the form of

ρθ , exp

(
d∑

k=1

θk · Tk −Ψ(θ)

)
(B.1)

for natural parameter θ in some open subset Θ ∈ Rd, where Tk ∈ L†(H∂k) = L†(⊗i∈∂kHi)
are some given Hermitian operators (∂k ⊆ {1, . . . , N}), and conventions as in (3.7) are

applied in the summation in (B.1). Moreover, the scaler Ψ(θ) is defined as

Ψ(θ) , log

(
tr

(
exp

(
d∑

k=1

θk · Tk

)))
. (B.2)

Thus, ρθ is a density operator.

Note that if {Tk}dk=1 are linearly independent, then the mapping θ 7→ ρθ is injective.

In this appendix, we assume {Tk}dk=1 to be linearly independent. In this case, the

(strict) convexity of the function Ψ follows naturally from the (strict) convexity of the

exponential function (see, e.g., [Car10]).

Example B.2. Consider the quantum exponential family

σθ = exp

(∑
a∈F

∑
k

θ
(a)
k · T

(a)
k −Ψ(θ)

)
, (B.3)

where θ ∈ Rd and where {T (a)
k }k form a basis of L†(H∂a). The parametrization of σθ

corresponds to all the density operators σ that can be decomposed as

σ ∝ ?
a∈F

σa = exp

(∑
a∈F

log σa

)
, (B.4)
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where σa ∈ D(H∂a) for each a ∈ F .

Definition B.3 (Dual Parameters). Given a quantum exponential family as in (B.3).

We define the dual parameter (w.r.t. θ) to be η = (ηl)
d
l=1 where

ηl ,
∂

∂θl
Ψ(θ) (B.5)

for each l = 1, . . . , n.

We can re-express η as a function of ρθ, i.e.,

ηl =
∂

∂θl
Ψ(θ) =

∂

∂θl
log

(
tr

(
exp

(
d∑

k=1

θk · Tk

)))
,

= tr

(
exp

(
d∑

k=1

θkTk

))−1
∂

∂θl
tr

(
exp

(
d∑

k=1

θkTl

))
,

(a)
= tr

(
exp

(
d∑

k=1

θkTk

))−1

tr

(
exp

(
d∑

k=1

θkTk

)
· Tl

)
,

= tr (ρθ · Tl) , (B.6)

where step (a) was obtained by applying the first-order perturbation theory [Kat95].

Due to the strict convexity of Ψ, the mapping η(θ) : θ 7→ (tr (ρθ · Tl))nl=1 is injective.

On the other hand, by considering the conjugate function of Ψ defined as (which is also

strictly convex)

Φ(η) , sup
θ

{
d∑

k=1

θk · ηk −Ψ(θ)

}
, (B.7)

the inverse mapping can be expressed as

θ(η) : η 7→
(

∂

∂ηk
Φ(η)

)
k

. (B.8)

Thus, the correspondence between the natural parameters and the dual parameters is

bijective.

Example B.4. We continue Example B.2. The dual parameters can be expressed as

η
(a)
k = tr

(
σθ · T

(a)
k

)
= tr∂a

(
trV\∂a

(
σθ · T

(a)
k

))
= tr

(
σa · T (a)

k

)
, (B.9)

where σa , trV\∂a (σθ). Since
{
T

(a)
k

}
k

is a basis of L†(H∂a), (B.9) has established an

injection from σa to η(a). In other words, given some local densities operators, there

exists at most one global density operator in the quantum exponential family such that

its partial traces match these local densities operators.



Appendix C

Differentiability of − tr (σ · log ρ(η))

First, we verify the differentiability of the bijective mapping η : θ 7→ (tr (ρθ · Ti))i.

Note that,

∂ηi
∂θj

=
∂ tr (ρθ · Ti)

∂θj
=

d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

tr

(
exp

(
d∑

k=1

θk · Tk + t · Ti −Ψ(θ + t · ei)

)
· Ti

)
(C.1)

=
d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

tr
(

exp
(∑d

k=1 θk · Tk + t · Ti
)
· Ti
)

exp (Ψ(θ + t · ei))
. (C.2)

Since the denominator exp(Ψ(θ + t · ei)) is clearly differentiable, it suffice to show the

differentiability of t 7→ tr
(

exp
(∑d

k=1 θk · Tk + t · Ti
)
· Ti
)

at t = 0. By the Taylor

series expansion, we can write

tr

(
exp

(
d∑

k=1

θk · Tk + t · Ti

)
· Ti

)
− tr

(
exp

(
d∑

k=1

θk · Tk

)
· Ti

)
(C.3)

= tr

 ∞∑
n=0

(∑d
k=1 θk · Tk + t · Ti

)n
n!

· Ti

− tr

 ∞∑
n=0

(∑d
k=1 θk · Tk

)n
n!

· Ti

 (C.4)

= tr

 ∞∑
n=0

(∑d
k=1 θk · Tk + t · Ti

)n
−
(∑d

k=1 θk · Tk
)n

n!
· Ti

 (C.5)

= tr

 ∞∑
n=1

t ·
(∑n−1

`=0

(∑d
k=1 θk · Tk

)n−1−`
· Ti ·

(∑d
k=1 θk · Tk

)`)
+O(t2)

n!
· Ti

 (C.6)

= t ·
∞∑
n=1

tr

((∑d
k=1 θk · Tk

)n−1
· Ti
)

(n− 1)!
+O(t2). (C.7)
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Notice that

∞∑
n=1

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
tr

((∑d
k=1 θk · Tk

)n−1
· Ti
)

(n− 1)!

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ 6
∞∑
n=1

∥∥∥∑d
k=1 θk · Tk

∥∥∥n−1
· |tr(Ti)|

(n− 1)!
(C.8)

= exp

(∥∥∥∥∥
d∑

k=1

θk · Tk

∥∥∥∥∥
)
· |tr(Ti)| , (C.9)

where, for a matrix A, ‖A‖ stands for the absolute value of the largest-in-absolute-value

eigenvalue of A and where we have applied the inequalities

|tr(A ·B)| 6 ‖A‖ · |tr(B)| (C.10)

‖A ·B‖ 6 ‖A‖ · ‖B‖ (C.11)

in deriving (C.8). Equation (C.9) implies that the series

∞∑
n=1

tr

((∑d
k=1 θk · Tk

)n−1
· Ti
)

(n− 1)!

is absolute convergent and thus is convergent. Therefore, the limit

lim
t→0

1

t
·

(
tr

(
exp

(
d∑

k=1

θk · Tk + t · Ti

)
· Ti

)
− tr

(
exp

(
d∑

k=1

θk · Tk

)
· Ti

))
(C.12)

exists, which justifies the differentiability of t 7→ tr
(

exp
(∑d

k=1 θk · Tk + t · Ti
)
· Ti
)

at

t = 0, and of η : θ 7→ (tr (ρθ · Ti))i as well.

Second, we consider the function f̂(θ) , − tr (σ · log ρθ). Consider a small change

in θ along its i-th component. The change in f̂ can be expressed as

f̂(θ + h · ej)− f̂(θ) = h · tr (σ · Ti)− (Ψ(θ + h · ei)−Ψ(θ)). (C.13)

Clearly, f̂ is differentiable.

Finally, note that f(η) = f̂(θ(η)). Since the bijective mapping θ 7→ η is differen-

tiable, then so is its inverse mapping η 7→ θ. Therefore, the differentiability of f follows

directly from the differentiability of f̂ .



Appendix D

Additional Figures for Chapter 4
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Figure D.1: Verification of (4.6). Note that every “closing-the-box” operation yields a

function node representing the constant function 1.
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Figure D.3: Efficient simulation of the channel output at step ` given the channel input

x̌n1 and the channel output y̌`−1
1 for an FSMC.
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sequence of “closing-the-box” operations as shown above.
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sequence of “closing-the-box” operations as shown above.
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Figure D.7: The iterative computation of µXY` can be understood as a sequence of

“closing-the-box” operations as shown above.
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