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W e construct an optim alquantum universalvariable-length code that achieves the adm issible

m inim um rate,i.e.,our code is used for any probability distribution ofquantum states. Itsprob-

ability ofexceeding the adm issible m inim um rate exponentially goes to 0. O ur code is optim alin

the sense ofitsexponent.In addition,itsaverage errorasym ptotically tendsto 0.

PACS num bers:03.67-a,03.67.H k

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

As was proven by Schum acher [1], and Jozsa and Schum acher [2], we can com press the unknown

source state into the length nH (�p)with a su� ciently sm allerrorwhen the source state on n quantum

system sobeysthen-i.i.d.distribution oftheknown probability p,where�p :=
P

�
p(�)� and H (�)isthe

von Neum ann entropy � Tr�log�. Jozsa and Schum acher’sprotocoldepends on the m ixture state �p.

Concerning the quantum source coding,there are two settings: blind coding,in which the inputisthe

unknown quantum state,and visiblecoding,in which theinputisclassicalinform ation which determ ines

thequantum statethatwewantto send,i.e.,theencoderknowstheinputquantum state.In thispaper,

wetreatonly blind coding.In oursetting,weallow m ixed statesasinputstates.

In blind coding,K oashiand Im oto [3]proved thateven ifweallow m ixed statesasinputstateswithout

trivialredundancies,the m inim um adm issible length is nH (�p). Depending only on the coding length

nR,Jozsaetal.[4]constructed acodewhich isindependentofthedistribution which theinputobeys.In

theirprotocol,ifand only ifthem inim um adm issiblelength ofthedistribution p islessthan nR,wecan

decode with a su� ciently sm allerror. Thiskind code iscalled a quantum universal� xed-length source

code.

In the classicalsystem ,depending on the input state,the encoder can determ ine the coding length.

Such a code is called a variable-length code. Using this type code,we can com press any inform ation

withouterror.W hen we suitably choose a variable-length code forthe probability distribution p ofthe

input,the coding length islessthan nH (p),exceptfora sm allenough probability.In particular,Lynch

[5]and Davisson [6]proposed a variable-length codewith no error,in which thecoding length islessthan

nH (p)exceptfora sm allenough probability underthe distribution p.Such a code iscalled a universal

variable-length source code. Today,theircode can be regarded asthe following two-stage code: atthe

� rststep,wesend the em piricaldistribution (i.e.,the type)which indicatesa subsetofdata,and in the

second step,we send inform ation which indicatesevery sequencebelonging to the subset[7].

Thispaperdealswith quantum data com pression in which the encoderdeterm inesthe coding length,

according to the input state. In order to m ake this decision, he m ust m easure the input quantum

system . After thism easurem ent,depending on the data,the encodercom pressesthe � nalstate ofthis

m easurem entand sendsitsdata and the com pressed state.Thistype codeiscalled a quantum variable-

length source code. However,in general,the encoder knows only that the input state is written as a

separablestate�x1 
 �x2 
 � � � 
 �xn .Therefore,itisim possibleto determ inethe coding length without

destruction ofthe inputstate.

In particular,independently ofthe probability distribution p,we construct the code satisfying the

following conditions:theaverageerrorconcerning to Buresdistancetendsto 0.Theprobability thatthe

coding length is greaterthan nH (�p),tends to 0. Such a code is called a quantum universalvariable-

length source code. In ourconstruction,sim ilarly to K eyland W erner[8],an essentialrole isplayed by

the representation theory ofthe specialunitary group and the sym m etric group on the tensored space.
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In ourcode,the encoderperform sa quantum m easurem entclosely related to irreducible decom position

ofthe two groups,and itsresulting data can beapproxim ately regarded asa quantum analogueoftype.

Thus,ourcode can be regarded asa quantum analogueofLynch-Davisson code [5],[6].O fcourse,ifwe

can estim ate the entropy H (�p),we can com pressthe coding rate to the adm issible rate H (�p)with a

probability closeto 1.However,when weperform a naivem easurem entfortheestim ation ofH (�p),the

inputstateisdestroyed.Therefore,in ourcode,itisthem ain problem to treatthetrade-o� between the

estim ation ofH (�p)and the non-dem olition ofthe inputstate.

O nem ightconsiderthattheuniversalvariablecodecan beeasily realized asfollows.First,usethen�,

where � issm all,statesforthe estim ation ofH (�p). Second,apply Jozsa et. al. protocol[4]by setting

R = H (�p)+ �,and apply to n(1� �)states.Ifwe considerindividualerror(24),thiscode successfully

com pressthesource.However,in ourpaper,likeJozsaet.al.[4],weconsiderthetotalBuresdistance(1)

between the inputstate and the outputstate. In thiscriterion,‘naive estim ate and com press’strategy

destroystheinputstatea lot.Thedetailwillbediscussed in section 6.(Notealso thatourcriterion (1)

isdi� erentfrom K rattenthanlerand Slater’scriterion [9]and Schum acherand W estm oreland’scriterion

[10].)

In thispaper,wediscusstheuniversality fortheprobability fam ily P consisting ofpredicted probabili-

tieson S(H ).Forany probability fam ily P on S(H ),wede� neuniversality ofa quantum variable-length

sourcecodeand evaluatetheexponentoftheprobability thatthecoding length isgreaterthan them ini-

m um adm issiblelength,which iscalled theover ow probability.However,unfortunately,in ourapproach,

itisdi� culttoconstructaquantum universalvariable-length sourcecodewhoseerrorexponentiallytends

to 0 in the blind setting. In the visible coding case,itispossible to constructsuch a code. Thistopic

willbe discussed in anotherpaper.

W e sum m arize quantum � xed-length source coding in section II. After this sum m ary,we state our

m athem aticalsetting and the m ain results in section III. O urproofsand ourconstruction ofcode are

given in sections V and IV. M oreover,as is dem onstrated in section VI,in the 2-dim ensionalcase,a

naivecode destroysthe stateand isnotused asa quantum universalvariable-length sourcecode.

II. SU M M A R Y O F Q U A N T U M FIX ED -LEN G T H SO U R C E C O D IN G

Let H be a � nite-dim ensionalHilbert space that represents the physicalsystem ofinterest and let

S(H )bethesetofdensity operatorson H .Considera sourceofquantum statewhich producesthestate

~�n := �1 
 �2 
 � � � 
 �n with probability the i.i.d. distribution pn ofthe probability p on S(H ). In

�xed-length source coding,a sequence ofstates ~�n iscom pressed to the state in a sm allerHilbertspace

H n � H 
 n,whosedim ension isenR .Here,the encoderand thedecoderisa trace-preserving com pletely

positive(TP-CP)m ap E n and D n,respectively.The averageofthe totalerrorisgiven by

�n;p(E
n
;D

n
):=

X

~�n 2S(H 
 n )

p
n
(~�n)b

2
(~�n;D

n � E
n
(~�n)); (1)

whereBuresdistance isde� ned as

b(�;�):=

q

1� Tr
�
�
p
�
p
�
�
�:

Notethatthesupportofpdoesnotnecessarilyconsistofpurestates.In thissetting,wefocusthein� m um

ofthe rate with which the average errorgoes to zero. The in� m um is called the m inim um adm issible

rateR p ofp,and isde� ned by

R p := inf

�

lim sup
1

n
logdim H n

�
�
�
�9f(H n;E

n
;D

n
)g; �n;p(E

n
;D

n
)! 0

�

:

The num ber nR p is called m inim um adm issible length. W hen the source hasno trivialredundancy in

the sensefollowing,itiscalculated as

R p = H (�p):= � Tr�p log�p;

where �p :=
P

�2S(H )
p(�)�. The directpartwasproven by Schum acher[1],and Jozsa and Schum acher

[2],and the converse partwasproven by Barnum etal. [14]in the pure state case. In the m ixed case,

K oashiand Im oto [3]discussed this problem asfollows. Indeed,ifthe source has trivialredundancies,

we can com pressup to m ore than the rate H (�p). W e considerthe source to have trivialredundancy if
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the supportS(p) ofp satis� es the following. The Hilbert space H is decom posed as (2) satisfying the

conditions(i)and (ii):

H =
M

l

H J;l
 H K ;l (2)

(i) Any elem ent � 2 S(p) is com m utative with Pl,where Pl denotes the projection to the subspace

H J;l
 H K ;l.

(ii)Thestate
TrH J;l

Pl�Pl

TrPl�
isindependentof� 2 S(p).

Precisely,we should state that the conditions (i) and (ii) hold alm ost everywhere for p. In this case,

without loss of inform ation, we can transform � to
P

l
TrH K ;l

Pl�Pl. W hen the encoder sends the

state
P

l
TrH K ;l

Pl�Pl instead of�,the decodercan recoverthe state � from the state
P

l
TrH K ;l

Pl�Pl.

This fact im plies that we can com press up to the rate H

�P

�
p(�)

P

l
TrH K ;l

Pl�Pl

�

, i.e. R p �

H

�P

�
p(�)

P

l
TrH K ;l

Pl�Pl

�

. K oashiand Im oto also proved the opposite inequality,i.e. proved the

equation

R p = H

 
X

�

p(�)
X

l

TrH K ;l
Pl�Pl

!

; (3)

wherethe RHS of(3)isgiven by the � nestdecom position satisfying (i) and (ii).Following theirproof,

wecan understand thatiflim sup 1

n
logdim H n < R p,

lim inf�n;p(E
n
;D

n) > 0; (4)

which iscalled theweakconverse.W hen thesupportofpconsistsofpurestates,iflim sup 1

n
logdim H n <

R p = H (�p),weobtain

lim �n;p(E
n
;D

n
)= 1; (5)

which iscalled thestrong converse,and wasproven by W inter[15]in the� rsttim e.A m oresim pleproof

wasgiven by Hayashi[16]. However,the strong converse in the m ixed statescase is an open problem .

M oreover,in the pure statescase,the optim alexponentofaverageerrorwastreated by Hayashi[16].

III. Q U A N T U M U N IV ER SA L VA R IA B LE-LEN G T H SO U R C E C O D IN G

In the variable-length case,we need describe a quantum m easurem entwith state evolution,by using

an instrum entconsisting ofa decom position E
0
= fE 0

!g!2
 ,by CP m apsfrom S(H )to S(H )underthe

condition
P

!2

TrE 0

!(�) = 1; 8� 2 S(H ). W hen we perform the instrum ent E0 = fE 0
!g!2
 for an

initialstate �,we getthe data ! and the � nalstate
E
0

! (�)

TrE 0

! (�)
with the probability TrE 0

!(�).A quantum

variable-length encoderE isgiven by a m easurem entprocessE 0and encoding processE 00
! depending the

data !,which isa TP-CP m ap from S(H )to S(H !),where the Hilbertspace H ! dependson the data

!,as

E ! = E
00
! � E

0
!:

Therefore,any quantum variable-length encoder E consists ofa decom position E = fE !g!2
 ,by CP

m aps from S(H ) to S(H !) under the condition
P

!2

TrE !(�)= 1; 8� 2 S(H ). Fora detailabout

instrum ents,seeO zawa [11,12,13].

The decoder is given by a set ofTP-CP m aps D = fD !g!2
 ,which presents the decoding process

depending the data !. A pair ofan encoder E = fE !g!2
 and a decoder D = fD !g!2
 is called a

quantum variable-length source codeon H .Thecoding length isdescribed by logj
 j+ logdim H !,which

isa random variable obeying the probability PE
� (!):= TrE !(�) when the input state is �. O fcourse,

any quantum variable-length source code can be regarded asa quantum � xed-length sourcecode whose

length isthe m axim um oflogj
 j+ logdim H !.
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W hen the state ~�n on H 
 n obeysthe i.i.d. distribution pn ofthe probability p on S(H ),the errorof

decoding fora variable-length code (E n;D n)on H 
 n isevaluated by Buresdistanceas

X

!n 2
 n

TrE n
!n
(~�n)b

2

�

~�n;D !n

�
E n
!n
(~�n)

TrE n
!n
(~�n)

��

;

and the averageerrorisgiven by

�n;p(E
n
;D

n
):=

X

~�n 2S(H

 n )

p
n
(~�n)

X

!n 2
 n

TrE
n
!n
(~�n)b

2

�

~�n;D !n

�
E n
!n
(~�n)

TrE n
!n
(~�n)

��

: (6)

In thiscase,the data !n obeysthe probability:

PE
n

pn (!n):=
X

~�n 2S(H

 n )

p
n(~�n)TrE

n
!n
(~�n)= TrE n

!n
(�
 np ): (7)

A sequencef(E n;D n)gofquantum variable-length sourcecodeiscalled universalforaprobability fam ily

P on S(H )if

�n;p(E
n
;D

n)! 0

forany probability p 2 P .

As guaranteed by Theorem 1,we can reduce the coding rate to the adm issible rate H (�p) with a

su� ciently sm allerrorand a probability in� nitely closeto 1,asym ptotically,i.e.thereexistsa quantum

universalvariable-length sourcecode f(E n;D n)g satisfying that

lim PE
n

pn

�
1

n
(logj
nj+ logdim H !n

)� H (�p)+ �

�

= 0; 8� > 0;8p2 P : (8)

Conversely,ifa quantum variable-length sourcecodef(E n;D n)g isuniversalfora fam ily P and

lim PE
n

pn

�
1

n
(logj
nj+ logdim H !n

)� R

�

= 0; (9)

then R � R p becausetheinequality (9)im pliestheexistenceofa� xed-length codewith therateR and an

asym ptotically sm allerror.W hen two probabilitiesp;q2 P satisfy that�p = �q,equation (7)guarantees

that PE
n

pn = PE
n

qn . Thus,any quantum universalvariable-length source code f(E n;D n)g satis� es the

inequality

inf

�

R

�
�
�
�lim PE

n

pn

�
1

n
(logj
nj+ logdim H !n

)� R

�

= 0

�

� sup
q2P :�p= �q

R q:

Therefore,the inequalities

H (�p)� sup
f(E n ;D n )g:univ.for P

inf

�

R

�
�
�
�lim PE

n

pn

�
1

n
(logj
nj+ logdim H !n

)� R

�

= 0

�

� sup
q2P :�p= �q

R q (10)

hold.W hen thesupportofp consistsofpurestates,sincetheadm issiblerateR p equalsH (�p),theRHS

of(10)equalsH (�p)i.e.ourcode isoptim al.However,in the m ixed statescase,the adm issiblerate R p

ofa probability p israrely lessthan H (�p).(See equation (3).) In thisrarecase,ourcode cannotup to

the adm issible rate R p. W hen forany � 2 S(H )there existsa probability q 2 P such that�q = � and

R q = H (�q),the RHS of(10)equalsH (�p),although the adm issible rate R p islessthan H (�p).In this

case,ourcode isoptim alforany probability p 2 P .

Next,wediscussthe exponentofthe over ow probability:PE
n

pn

�
1

n
(logj
nj+ logdim H !n

)� R
	
.

T heorem 1 For any fam ily P ,there exists a quantum variable-length source code f(E n;D n)g on H 
 n

which satis�esthe condition that�n;p(E
n;D n)tendsto 0 uniform ly for p 2 P and that

lim
� 1

n
logP

E
n

pn

�
1

n
(logj
nj+ logdim H !n

)� R

�

= inf
q2P :H (�q)� R

m in
V :unitary

D (�qkV �pV
�
); (11)

where D (�k�)isquantum relative entropy Tr�(log� � log�).
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O fcourse,when the setS := f�pjp 2 P g isunitary invariant,the RHS equalsinfq2P :H (�q)� R

D (�qk�p).

W econstructaquantum variable-lengthsourcecodesatisfying(11)in section IV.Indeed,asisguaranteed

by the following theorem ,ourcode isoptim alin the sense ofthe exponentofthe decreasing rate ofthe

over ow probability when infq2P :H (�q)� R
m inV :unitary D (�qkV �pV

�)= infq2P :R q > R D (�qk�p).

T heorem 2 Ifa sequence f(E n;D n)g ofquantum variable-length source codes on H 
 n is universalfor

a fam ily P ,then

lim sup
� 1

n
logPE

n

pn

�
1

n
(logj
nj+ logdim H !n

)� R

�

� inf
q2P :R q > R

D (�qk�p): (12)

O fcourse,when the fam ily consistsofallprobabilitieson S(H ),the RHS of(11)and the RHS of(12)

coincide,i.e.ourcodeisoptim alin the senseofthe exponentofthe over ow probability.

IV . C O N ST R U C T IO N O F A Q U A N T U M VA R IA B LE-LEN G T H SO U R C E C O D E

First,weconstructa universalquantum variable-length sourcecodethatachievestheoptim alrate(11)

forthe fam ily ofallprobabilitieson S(H ). Thisfam ily iscovariantforthe actionsofthe d-dim ensional

specialunitary group SU(d), and any n-i.i.d. distribution pn is invariant for the action ofthe n-th

sym m etric group Sn on the tensored space H 
 n. Thus,ourcode should satisfy the invariance forthese

actionson H 
 n.

Now,wefocuson theirreducibledecom position ofthetensored spaceH 
 n concerning therepresenta-

tionsofSn and SU(d),and de� ne the Young index n as,

n := (n1;:::;nd);

dX

i= 1

ni = n;ni � ni+ 1;

and denote the set ofYoung indices n by Yn. Young index n uniquely corresponds to the irreducible

unitary representation ofSn and the oneofSU(d).Now,wedenote the representation spaceoftheirre-

ducible unitary representation ofSn (SU(d))corresponding to n by Vn (Un),respectively.In particular,

regardinga unitary representation ofSU(d),Young index n givesthehighestweightofthecorresponding

representation.Then,the tensored spaceH 
 n isdecom posed asfollows;i.e.H 
 n isequivalentwith the

following directsum spaceunderthe representation ofSn and SU(d).

H 
 n =
M

n

W n; W n := Un 
 Vn:

For details,see W eyl[18],G oodm an and W allach [19],and Iwahori[20]. The e� ciency ofthis repre-

sentation m ethod was discussed from severalviewpoints. Regarding � xed-length source coding,it was

discussed by Jozsa et. al. [4]. Regarding quantum relative entropy,it was by Hayashi[21]. Regarding

quantum hypothesis testing,it wsa by Hayashi[22]. Regarding estim ation ofspectrum ,itwas by K eyl

and W ener[8].

In thefollowing,foran intuitiveexplanation ofourconstruction,wenaively constructa good variable-

length codein thecaseH = C
2.Forthisconstruction,we� xed astrictly increasingsequence~a := faig

l+ 1
i= 1

ofrealnum berssuch that 1

2
= a1 < a2 < :::< al < al+ 1 = 1.W e de� ne the encoderE~a;n whose data

setf1;:::;lg by

H
~a;n

i := � n

n
:
n 1
n
2[ai;ai+ 1)

W n i= 1:::l� 1

H
~a;n

l
:= � n

n
:
n 1
n
2[al;al+ 1]

W n

E
~a;n

i (�n):= P
~a;n

i �nP
~a;n

i ; �n 2 S(H ):

and de� nethedecoderD
~a;n

i astheem bedding from H
~a;n

i toH 
 n,wherewedenotetheprojection toH
~a;n

i

by P
~a;n

i .W hen thelargereigenvalueofthem ixture�p belongsto theinterval[ai;ai+ 1),asisguaranteed

by Lem m a 5 in Appendix A,ifthe largereigenvalue ofthe m ixture �p doesnotlie on the boundary on

the interval[ai;ai+ 1),the probability Tr�

 n
p P

~a;n

i tendsto 1. Thus,we can prove �n;p(E
~a;n;D ~a;n)! 0.

Itsspeed dependson the divergence between the probability and the boundary.O fcourse,ifwe choose

ai+ 1 � ai to besu� ciently sm all,thecoding length iscloseto theentropy H (�p)with alm ostprobability
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1.However,when thelargereigenvaluelieson theboundary,thestateisdem olished,asiscaused by the

sam ereason ofLem m a 2.In thiscase,sim ilarly to Lem m a 2,wecan prove

lim �n;p(E
~a;n

;D
~a;n

) > 0:

Now,we assum e that the intervalai+ 1 � ai (i= 2;:::;l� 1) is � and that a2 � a1;al+ 1 � al < �.

Then,our code is uniquely de� ned by the choice ofa2 2 (1
2
;1
2
+ �). For the non-dem olition ofinitial

states,we constructa variable-length code,by choosing a2 2 fk
n
jk
n
2 (1

2
;1
2
+ �);k 2 Zg atrandom . In

thisprotocol,wecan expectthatthe averageerrortendsto 0 forany probability p on S(C2).Notethat

thesetfk
n
jk
n
2 (1

2
;1
2
+ �);k 2 Zg correspondsto the data set
n.In orderto achievethe rateH (�p),we

need to choosethe set
n so that 1

n
logj
nj! 0.Itisessentialforourcode to restricta2 to thislattice

fk
n
jk 2 Zg.

M oreover,for a � xed num ber n,when � is large,the dem olition ofinitialstate seem s sm alland the

coding length seem slong.Therefore,roughly speaking,in thiscodefora � nitenum bern,by choosing �,

wecan treatthe tradeo� between the coding length and the non-dem olition ofthe inputstate.

Next,wegeneralizethe abovecode to thed-dim ensionalcase,and evaluateitsaverageerror.In order

to satisfy the universality and the condition (11),weneed choose� depending on n,m orecarefully.For

� > 0 we de� nea subsetY�;n ofZ
d as

Y�;n :=

(

k 2 Z
d

�
�
�
�
�

dX

i= 1

ki = n;9n 2 Yn \ Uk;n�

)

;

and de� ne an operatorM
�;n

k
forany elem entk 2 Y�;n as

M
�;n

k
:=

1

C1;d(n�)
P
�;n

k

P
�;n

k
:=

X

n2Yn \U k ;n �

Pn

Up;� :=
�
q 2 R

d
�
�kp � qk � �

	

C1;d(x):= #

(

k 2 Z
d

�
�
�
�
�
kkk� x;

dX

i= 1

ki = 0

)

;

wherePn denotesthe projection to W n.

The num ber#

n

k 2 Z
d \ Un;n�

�
�
�
P d

i= 1
ki = n

o

isindependentforn 2 Yn and equalsC1;d(n�). Thus,

wehavethe relations

Pn

X

k2Y�;n

M
�;n

k
Pn =

# fk 2 Y�;njn 2 Yn \ Uk;n�g

C1;d(n�)
Pn = Pn;

which im pliesthe condition

X

k2Y�;n

M
�;n

k
= I:

TheencoderE �;n whosedata setisY�;n isde� ned by

H
�;n

k
:=

M

n2Yn :kn� kk� n�

W n

E
�;n

k
(�n):=

q

M
�;n

k
�n

q

M
�;n

k
; 8�n 2 S(H 
 n);

and the decoderD
�;n

k
isde� ned asthe em bedding from H

�;n

k
to H 
 n.

As is proven in Appendixes B and C,the quantum variable-length source code (E �;n;D �;n) on H 
 n
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satis� es

�n;p(E
�;n
;D

�;n)� inf
�1:0< �1 < �

1�
C2;d(n�1)

C1;d(n�)

�

1� (n + d)4d exp
�
� nC3;d(� � �1)

2
�� 3

2

; (13)

� 1

n
logPE

�;n

pn

�
1

n

�

logjY�;nj+ logdim H
�;n

k

�

� R

�

�
� 5d

n
log(n + d)+ inf

q2R
d;1

+
:H (q)� R � 4d

n
log(n+ d)

inf
q02R

d;1

+
:kq� q0k� 2�

D (q0kp); (14)

where

C2;d(x):= m in
p2Rd:

P

i
pi= 0

#

(

k 2 Z
d

�
�
�
�
�
kk � pk � x;

dX

i= 1

ki = 0

)

;

C3;d := m in
q;p2R

d;1

+

D (qkp)

kp � qk2
; (15)

R+ := fx 2 Rjx � 0g; R
d;1

+ :=

(

p 2 R
d
+

�
�
�
�
�

X

i

pi = 1

)

;

and p 2 R
d;1

+ denotestheprobability (p1;p2;:::;pd),wherepi iseigenvalueof�p and p1 � p2 � :::� pd.

In thispaper,weusean italicalphabetpfordenotingaprobabilityon S(H )whileweuseabold alphabetp

fordenoting a probability (p1;� � � ;pd)on f1;� � � ;dg.NotethattheRHS of(13)isindependentofp.O ur

m ain point is sim ultaneously reducing �n;p(E
�;n;D �;n) and PE

�;n

pn

n
1

n

�

logjY�;nj+ logdim H
�;n

k

�

� R

o

.

The RHS of (14) decreases as � increases while the relation between the RHS of (13) and � is not

necessarily sim ple.However,letting � := n� 1=4 and �1 := n� 1=4 � n� 1=3,we can check thatthe RHS of

(13)tendsto 0,and thatthe RHS of(14)tendsto the RHS of(11). Thus,we obtain Theorem 1 when

P consistsofallprobabilitieson S(H ).

Ifweadoptanothercriterion:

�
00
n;p(E

n
;D

n
):=

X

~�n 2S(H 
 n )

p
n
(~�n)

X

!n 2
 n

TrE
n
!n
(~�n)

 

1�

�

Tr

�
�
�
�~�nD !n

�
E n
!n
(~�n)

TrE n
!n
(~�n)

��
�
�
�

� 2
!

;

wehavethe following inequality instead of(13):

�
00
n;p(E

�;n
;D

�;n)� inf
�1:0< �1 < �

1�
C2;d(n�1)

C1;d(n�)

�

1� (n + d)4d exp
�
� nC3;d(� � �1)

2
��2

; (16)

which isproven in Appendix C.

Next,deform ing the code (E �;n;D �;n),we constructa universalquantum variable-length source code

thatachievestheoptim alratein thegeneralcasewith no trivialredundancy.De� nethesetY�;�1;n(S)as

Y�;�1;n(S):=

�

k 2 Y�;n

�
�
�
�9� 2 S;




p(�)�

k

n




 � �1

�

;

where p(�)consistseigenvaluesof� such thatp1(�)� :::� pd(�). In particular,p = p(�p). Note that

S isde� ned afterTheorem 1,and isdi� erentfrom S(p).W hen thedata k belongsto Y�;�1;n(S),wesend

the state
E
�;n

k
(~�n )

TrE
�;n

k
(~�n )

. O therwise,we send only the classicalinform ation 0,except for Y�;�1;n(S). Then,

the data setofthe encoderisY�;�1;n;+ (S):= Y�;�1;n(S)[ f0g.Thedecoderisde� ned as

D
�;�1;n;S

k
:= D

�;n

k
; 8k 2 Y�;�1;n(S):

As is proven in Appendixes B and C,the quantum variable-length source code (E �;�1;n;SD �;�1;n;S) on
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H 
 n satis� es

�n;p(E
�;�1;n;S;D

�;�1;n;S)� 1�
C2;d(n�1)

C1;d(n�)

�

1� (n + d)
4d
exp

�
� nC3;d(� � �1)

2
�� 3

2

(17)

� 1

n
logPE

�;�1;n ;S

pn

�
1

n
(logjY�;�1;n;+ (S)j+ logdim H k;n;�)� R

�

�
� 5d

n
log(n + d)

+ m in
q2R

d;1

+
:H (q)� R � 4d

n
log(n+ d)9�2S;kq� p(�)k� �1

 

m in
q02R

d;1

+
:kq� q0k� 2�

D (q0kp)

!

; (18)

for8p 2 P .Note thatD (p(�)kp(�))= m inV :unitary D (�kV
��V ). Letting � := n� 1=4 and �1 := n� 1=4 �

n� 1=3,wecan show thattheRHS of(17)tendsto 0,and thattheRHS of(18)tendsto theRHS of(11).

V . O P T IM A LIT Y O F T H E EX P O N EN T O F T H E O V ER FLO W P R O B A B ILIT Y

Next,we prove Theorem 2. W hen the supportofany elem entp ofP consistsofpure states,i.e. the

purestatescase,wecan proveTheorem 2 by using them onotonicity ofquantum relativeentropy because

thestrong converse(5)holdsin quantum � xed-length purestatesourcecoding,asisexplained in section

II.However,in them ixed statescase,wecannotusethisstrategy,and weneed thefollowinglem m acalled

thestrong conversepartofquantum Stein’slem m a in quantum hypothesistesting proven by O gawa and

Nagaoka [23]asan alternative.Itsanotherproofwasgiven by Hayashi[22].

Lem m a 1 Let � and � be density operators on H . Ifany sequence of operators ~T = fTng on H 
 n

satis�esthat0 � Tn � I and thatlim infTr�
 nTn > 0,then the inequality

lim sup
� 1

n
logTr�


 n
Tn � D (�k�)

holds.

Sincethem onotonicity ofquantum relativeentropy correspondsto theweak conversepartofquantum

Stein’slem m a,theform erstrategy can beregarded asthecom bination ofthestrong conversepart(5)of

quantum � xed-length purestatesourcecodingand theweakconversepartofquantum Stein’slem m a,and

thelatterproofcan beregarded asthecom bination oftheweak conversepart(4)ofquantum � xed-length

sourcecoding and the strong conversepartofquantum Stein’slem m a.

First,for the reader’s convenience,we give the form er proofwhich is sim pler than the latter but is

applied only in the pure states case. After this proof,we give a m ore sound proofwhich can be used

in the generalcase. Let p and q be an arbitrary elem ents ofP ,and R be arbitrary realnum ber such

thatR islessthan the m inim um adm issible rate ofq,i.e.,R < R q. In particular,we assum e thatthe

supportofq consistsofpure states.Fora quantum variable-length sourcecode f(E n;D n)g fora fam ily

P ,deform ing thecode(E n;D n),wede� nethe� xed-length code(ER ;n;D R ;n)asfollows.W hen thedata

!n satis� es

logj
nj+ logdim H !n
� nR; (19)

we send classicalinform ation which indicates condition (19). O therwise,we send the data !n and the

state
E
n

! n
(~�n )

TrE n
! n

(~�n )
.In thedecoding process,ifwereceivetheclassicalinform ation which indicatescondition

(19),we regard a quantum state �R out ofthe originalspace H 
 n as the decoded state. Note that

b(�R ;�) � 1 for any state � 2 S(H 
 n). O therwise,we perform the operation D n
!n

as the decoding

process.Since the m axim um ofthiscode islessthan nR,we can regard itasa � xed-length code whose

length isnR.

From the construction ofthe � xed-length code (ER ;n;D R ;n),wecan easily check that

�n;q(E
R ;n

;D
R ;n)

�PE
n

qn

�
1

n
(logj
nj+ logdim H !n

) < R

�

�n;q

�

E
n
;D

n

�
�
�
�

1

n
(logj
nj+ logdim H !n

) < R

�

+ PE
n

qn

�
1

n
(logj
nj+ logdim H !n

)� R

�

;
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where �n;q

�
E n;D n

�
�1
n
(logj
nj+ logdim H !n

) < R
�
denotes the conditionalaverage ofthe totalerror

underthe condition 1

n
(logj
nj+ logdim H !n

) < R.Thus,wehavethe inequality

�n;q(E
R ;n

;D
R ;n)� �n;q(E

n
;D

n)

�PE
n

qn

�
1

n
(logj
nj+ logdim H !n

)� R

� �

1� �n;q

�

E
n
;D

n

�
�
�
�

1

n
(logj
nj+ logdim H !n

)� R

� �

�PE
n

qn

�
1

n
(logj
nj+ logdim H !n

)� R

�

= PE
n

�

 n
q

�
1

n
(logj
nj+ logdim H !n

)� R

�

: (20)

Sincethe supportofq consistsofpure statesand H (�q)= R q > R,weobtain the relation:

�n;q(E
R ;n

;D
R ;n

)! 1

which iscalled the strong conversepartofthe quantum � xed-length pure state sourcecoding[15].Since

the universality guaranteesthe relation

�n;q(E
n
;D

n)! 0; (21)

wehave

Pn;q := PE
n

�

 n
q

�
1

n
(logj
nj+ logdim H !n

)� R

�

! 1: (22)

Using the m onotonicity ofquantum relativeentropy,wehave

nD (�qk�p)= D (�

 n
q k�
 np )� Pn;qlog

Pn;q

Pn;p

+ (1� Pn;q)log
1� Pn;q

1� Pn;p

;

wherewede� ne Pn;p sim ilarly to (22).Since � (1� Pn;q)log(1� Pn;p)� 0,

�
logPn;p

n
�
nD (�qk�p)+ h(Pn;q)

nPn;q

! D (�qk�p);

whereh(x)isthebinary entropy � xlogx� (1� x)log(1� x).Now,weobtain inequality (12)in thepure

statescase.

Next,weproceed the generalcase.Itfollowsfrom (4)and the inequality R < R q thatwehave

lim inf�n;q(E
R ;n

;D
R ;n) > 0: (23)

From (20)and (21),therelation lim infPn;q > 0 holds.Thereexistsa POVM M n = fM n
!n
g!n

such that

Tr�nM
n
!n

= TrE n
!n
(�n); 8�n 2 S(H 
 n):

Letting

Tn :=
X

!n :
1

n
(log j
 n j+ logdim H ! n )� R

M
n
!n
;

wehavePn;q = Tr�
 nq Tn and Pn;p = Tr�
 np Tn.Thus,Lem m a 1 guaranteesthat

lim sup�
1

n
logPn;p � D (�qk�p):

Now,the proofiscom pleted.

V I. D ISC U SSIO N

In ourcode,thenonzeronum ber� isessential.O nem ayexpectthatthequantum variable-lengthsource

codef(E 0;n;D 0;n)g isuniversal.However,thiscodedestroystheinputstateby a quantum m easurem ent

asfollows.
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Lem m a 2 Assum e that d = 2 and fje1i;je2ig is a CONS of C2. If the support of p is pure states

fje1ihe1j;je2ihe2jg,the average error �n;p(E
0;n;D 0;n)doesnottendsto 0.

Asis understood from ourproofofTheorem 1,bound (11)cannotbe achieved unless � tends to 0. It

seem sessentialto approxim atethe nonzero num ber� > 0 to 0.

Ifwediscussquantum universalcoding underanothererror�0n;p(E
n;D n)instead of�n;p(E

n;D n)(c.f.

(6)):

�
0
n;p(E

n
;D

n
):=

X

~�n 2S(H )

p
n
(~�n)

1

n

nX

i= 1

X

!n 2
 n

TrE
n
!n
(~�n)b

2
�
�i;E

n
!n
(~�n)i)

�
(24)

~�n = �1 
 � � � 
 �n

E
n
!n
(~�n)i = TrH 1
 � � � 
 Hi� 1
 H i+ 1
 � � � 
 Hn E

n
!n
(~�n);

wecan useseveralstrategiesforquantum universalcoding.Forexam ple,ifweusen� statesonly forthe

estim ation ofH (�p),wecan reducetheerror�
0
n;p to zero,asym ptotically,by useofJozsa et.al.protocol

[4].However,in thisstrategy,wecannotreducetheerror�n;p becausethedem olition ofthe� rstn� states

iscrucialforthiscriterion.

Next,we discusshow rapidly the average error�n;p tends to 0 in ourcode. Assum e thatd = 2 and

fje1i;je2ig isa CO NS ofC
2.Unless�n > 0 satis� esj�nj< 1,thecoding length alwaysequals2n.Then,

wecan assum ethatj�nj< 1.

Lem m a 3 Ifthe supportofp ispure statesfje1ihe1j;je2ihe2jg,the relation

lim
� 1

n
log�n;p(E

�n ;n;D
�n ;n)= 0; (25)

holds for any sequence f�ng satisfying j�nj< 1.

Therefore,itseem sim possibleto constructa universalcodewhoseaverageerror�n;p exponentially tends

to 0.

In general,even ifR p = H (�p)for8p 2 P ,theRHS of(11)doesnotnecessarily coincidewith theRHS

of(12).Forexam ple,when

P = fptjt2 (0;1=2)g; H (�pt)= R pt;

�pt =

�
tcos2 �(t)+ (1� t)sin

2
�(t) (1� 2t)cos�(t)sin�(t)

(1� 2t)cos�(t)sin�(t) (1� t)cos2 �(t)+ tsin
2
�(t)

�

and � iscontinuousand one-to-one,theboth sidesof(10)coincidewith H (�pt)whiletheRHS of(11)is

strictly sm allerthan the RHS of(12)asfollows.Fort1;t0 2 (0;1=2),wecan calculateas:

inf
t2(0;1=2):H (�pt

)� h(t1)
m in

V :unitary
D (�ptkV �pt0

V
�
)= d(t1;t0)

inf
t2(0;1=2):R pt

> h(t1)
D (�ptk�pt0

)= cos2(�(t)� �(t))d(t1;t0)

+ sin
2
(�(t)� �(t))d(t1;1� t0):

where

h(t):= � tlogt� (1� t)log(1� t)

d(t;t
0
):= tlog

t

t0
+ (1� t)log

1� t

1� t0
:

Thus,itsdi� erenceequalssin
2
(�(t)� �(t))(d(t1;1� t0)� d(t1;t0)) > 0.Thisgap isclosely related to the

am biguity ofthe large deviation-type boundsin quantum estim ation [17]. Itseem svery hard to m atch

theupperbound and thelowerbound concerning theexponentoftheover ow probability in thegeneral

case.

V II. C O N C LU SIO N

W econstructa quantum variable-length codesatisfying equation (11).Thisisoptim alin the senseof

Theorem 2 when the fam ily P consistsofprobabilitieson S(H )with no trivialredundancies.However,

in ourcode the average errordoesnotexponentially vanish. The construction ofsuch a code seem sto

be di� cult.
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A ppendix

A . R EP R ESEN TA T IO N T H EO R ET IC A L T Y P E M ET H O D

Forourproof,we need the following two lem m as.

Lem m a 4 The relation

dim Vn � C (n)(n + d)2d � (n + d)2d exp

�

nH

�
n

n

��

(26)

# fnjn 2 Yng� (n + 1)d (27)

dim Un � (n + 1)
d

(28)

holds,where C (n)isde�ned as

C (n):=
n!

n1!n2!:::nd!
:

Proof: Inequality (27)istrivial.Using Young index n,the basisofUn isdescribed by fen0gn02Y n ,

whereY n isde� ned as

Y
n :=

8
>><

>>:

n
0= fn0ig2 Z

d

�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�

P

i
n0i =

P

i
ni;P m

i= 1
n0
s(i)

�
P m

i= 1
ni;

1 � 8m � d� 1;

s isany perm utation

9
>>=

>>;

:

Thus,we obtain (28). Note thatthe correspondence n0 and en0 dependson the choice ofCartan subal-

gebra,i.e.the choiceofbasisofH .

According to W eyl[18],Iwahori[20],the following equation holds,and itisevaluated as

dim Vn =
n!

(n1 + d� 1)!(n2 + d� 2)!:::nd!

Y

j> i

(ni� nj � i+ j)

�
n!

n1!n2!:::nd!

Y

j> i

(ni� nj � i+ j)� C (n)(n + d)
2d

� (n + d)2d exp

�

nH

�
n

n

��

:

The following isessentially equivalentto K eyland W erner’sresult[8].Forthe reader’sconvenience,we

givea sim plerproof.

Lem m a 5 Assum e thatp is the spectrum of� such thatp1 � p2 � :::� pd.The following relations

TrPn�

 n � (n + d)

3d
exp

�

� nD

�
n

n



p

��

(29)

X

n

n
=2R

TrPn�

 n � (n + d)4d exp

�

� nm in
q=2 R

D (qkp)

�

(30)

hold for a subsetR ofR
d;1

+ .

Proof: LetU0
n be an irreducible representation ofSU (d) in H 
 n,which is equivalentto Un. W e

denote itsprojection by P 0
n. Now,we choose the basisfen0gn02Y n ofU0

n depending the basisfeig ofH .
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Thebase en0 isthe eigenvectorof�
 n with the eigenvalue
Q d

i= 1
a
n
0

i

i .Since n0 ism ajorized by n,we can

calculatethe operatornorm by


P

0
n�


 n
P
0
n


 =

dY

i= 1

a
ni

i
; (31)

wherekX k:= supx2H kX xk.from (26),(28)and (31),the relations

TrPn�

 n

= dim Vn � TrP
0
n�


 n � (n + d)
3d
C (n)

dY

i= 1

a
ni

i

= (n + d)
3d
M ul(a;n)

hold,where we denote the m ultinom ialdistribution ofa by M ul(a;� ).Thus,we obtain (29).Inequality

(27)guarantees

X

n

n
=2R

TrPn�

 n � (n + d)4d exp

�

� n inf
q =2R

D (qkp)

�

:

B . P R O O F O F (14) A N D (18)

First,weproveinequality (14).Fora su� ciently largeintegern,the relations

jY�;nj� # fk 2 Z
djki � 0g� (n + 1)

d

hold.Since dim Un � (n + d)d,forany k 2 Y�;n,wehave

logjY�;nj+ logdim H
�;n

k
� dlog(n + 1)+ m ax

n2Y�;n \U k ;n �

logdim Un + logdim Vn

� 4dlog(n + d)+ m ax
n2Y�;n \U k ;n �

nH

�
n

n

�

:

From (30),wehave

TrM
�;n

k
�

 n
p �

jY�;nj

C1;d(n�)
(n + d)

3d
m ax

n02Yn \U k ;n �

exp

�

� nD

�
n0

n




p

��

� (n + d)4d m ax
n02Yn \U k ;n �

exp

�

� nD

�
n0

n




p

��

� (n + d)
4d

m ax
q2U k

n
;�
\R

d;1

+

exp(� nD (qkp)):

Thus,

P
E
n

�

 n
p

�
1

n

�

logjY�;nj+ logdim H
�;n

k

�

� R

�

�
X

k2Y�;n : m ax
n2Yn \U k ;n �

H (n
n
)� R � 4d

n
log(n+ d)

TrM
�;n

k
�

 n
p

� jY�;nj(n + d)4d m ax
n2Yn :H (n

n
)� R � 4d

n
log(n+ d)

m ax
n02Yn :kn� n

0k� 2�n
exp

�

� nD

�
n0

n




p

��

� (n + d)5d m ax
q2R

d;1

+
:H (q)� R � 4d

n
log(n+ d)

m ax
q02R

d;1

+
:kq� q0k� 2�

exp(� nD (q0kp)):

Then,we obtain (14).
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Next,weproceed to (18).Since jY�;�1;n;+ (S)j� jY�;nj,wehave

PE
n

�

 n
p

�
1

n

�

logjY�;�1;n;+ (S)j+ logdim H
�;n

k

�

� R

�

�
X

k2Y�;�1 ;n ;+ (S): m ax
n2Yn \U k ;n �

H (n
n
)� R � 4d

n
log(n+ d)

TrM
�;n

k
�

 n
p

� jY�;nj(n + d)4d m ax
n2Yn :H (n

n
)� R � 4d

n
log(n+ d);9�2S;k n

n
� p(�)k� �1

m ax
n02Yn :kn� n0k� 2�n

exp

�

� nD

�
n0

n




p

��

� (n + d)5d m ax
q2R

d;1

+
:H (q)� R � 4d

n
log(n+ d)9�2S;kq� p(�)k� �1

m ax
q02R

d;1

+
:kq� q0k� 2�

exp(� nD (q0kp)):

Then,we obtain (18).

C . P R O O F O F (13),(16) A N D (17)

W e can evaluatethe averageerroras

�n;p(E
�;n
;D

�;n
)

=
X

~�n 2S(H 
 n )

p
n
(~�n)

X

k2Y�;n

TrM
�;n

k
~�n

0

B
@ 1� Tr

�
�
�
�
�
�
�

p
~�n

v
u
u
t

q

M
�;n

k
~�n

q

M
�;n

k

TrM
�;n

k
~�n

�
�
�
�
�
�
�

1

C
A

= 1�
X

~�n 2S(H

 n )

p
n(~�n)

X

k2Y�;n

q

TrM
�;n

k
~�n Tr

r
p
~�n

q

M
�;n

k
~�n

q

M
�;n

k

p
~�n

= 1�
X

~�n 2S(H 
 n )

p
n
(~�n)

X

k2Y�;n

q

TrM
�;n

k
~�n Tr

p
~�n

q

M
�;n

k

p
~�n

= 1�
X

k2Y�;n

1

C1;d(n�)

X

~�n 2S(H 
 n )

p
n(~�n)

�

TrP
�;n

k
~�n

� 3

2

� 1�
X

k2Y�;n

1

C1;d(n�)

0

@
X

~�n 2S(H

 n )

p
n(~�n)TrP

�;n

k
~�n

1

A

3

2

(32)

= 1�
X

k2Y�;n

1

C1;d(n�)

�

Tr�
 np P
�;n

k

� 3

2

; (33)

whereinequality (32)followsfrom Jensen’sinequality concerning the convex function x 7! x3=2.

Therelations

C2;d(n�1)� # (Y�;n \ Unp;n�1); 0 < �1 < � (34)

P
�;n

k
�

X

n2Yn \U n p ;n (�� �1)

Pn; 8k 2 Y�;n \ Unp;n�1 (35)

hold.Using Lem m a 5,and equations(35)and (15),wehave

TrP
�;n

k
�

 n
p � 1� (n + d)4d exp

�

� n m in
q=2U p ;�� �1

D (qkp)

�

� 1� (n + d)
4d
exp

�
� nC3;d(� � �1)

2
�
: (36)

Itfollowsfrom (34)and (36)that

X

k2Y�;n

1

C1;d(n�)

�

Tr�

 n
p P

�;n

k

� 3

2

�
1

C1;d(n�)

X

k2Y�;n \U n p ;n �1

�

Tr�

 n
p P

�;n

k

� 3

2

�
C2;d(n�1)

C1;d(n�)

�

1� (n + d)4d exp
�
� nC3;d(� � �1)

2
�� 3

2

: (37)
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Inequality (13)followsfrom (33)and (37).

Sim ilarly to (33),we can prove

�
00
n;p(E

�;n
;D

�;n)� 1�
X

k2Y�;n

1

C1;d(n�)

�

Tr�
 np P
�;n

k

�2
;

which im plies(16).

In the generalcase,sim ilarly to (33),wecan provethat

�n;p(E
�;n
;D

�;n)� 1�
X

k2Y�;�1 ;n (S)

1

C1;d(n�)

�

Tr�
 np P
�;n

k

� 3

2

: (38)

SinceY�;�1;n;+ (S)\ Unp;n�1 = Y�;n \ Unp;n�1,wecan provethat

X

k2Y�;�1 ;n ;+ (S)

1

C1;d(n�)

�

Tr�

 n
p P

�;n

k

� 3

2

�
1

C1;d(n�)

X

k2Y�;n \U n p ;n �1

�

Tr�

 n
p P

�;n

k

� 3

2

�
C2;d(n�1)

C1;d(n�)

�

1� (n + d)4d exp
�
� nC3;d(� � �1)

2
�� 3

2

: (39)

Inequality (17)followsfrom (38)and (39).

D . P R O O F O F LEM M A 2

In thiscase,the averageerroriscalculated as

�n;p(E
0;n
;D

0;n)= 1�
X

n2Yn

X

~en

p(~en)(h~enjPnj~eni)
3

2

= 1�
X

~en

p(~en)
X

n2Yn

(h~enjPnj~eni)
3

2 ;

where~en := ei1 
 ei2 
 � � � 
 ein 2 H 
 n.W e de� ne n(~en):= (n1(~en);n2(~en))by

ni(~en):= # fj2 [1;n]jeij = eig: (40)

Now, we focus a typicalelem ent ~en, i.e.
ni(~en )

n
�= pi. The num ber satisfying (40) is

�
n(~en )

n2(~en )

�
, and

dim Vn0 =

��
n

n2(~en )

�
�
�

n

n2(~en )� 1

��

,wheren(~en)= (n1(~en);n2(~en))2 Yn.Then,

h~enjPn(~en )j~eni=

�
n

n2(~en)

� � 1 ��
n

n2(~en)

�

�

�
n

n2(~en)� 1

��

= 1�
n2(~en)

n1(~en)+ 1
=

n1(~en )

n
+ 1

n
�

n2(~en )

n

n1(~en )

n
+ 1

n

�=
p1 � p2

p1
:

Sincex
3

2 + y
3

2 � (x + y)
3

2 for0 < x;y < 1,we can evaluate

X

n2Yn

(h~enjPnj~eni)
3

2 �

0

@
X

n2Yn nfn0g

h~enjPnj~eni

1

A

3

2

+ (h~enjP
0
nj~eni)

3

2

�=

�

1�
p1 � p2

p1

� 3

2

+

�
p1 � p2

p1

� 3

2

=

�
p2

p1

� 3

2

+

�
p1 � p2

p1

� 3

2

< 1:
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Therefore,

lim �n;p(E
0;n
;D

0;n)� 1�

 �
p2

p1

� 3

2

+

�
p1 � p2

p1

� 3

2

!

> 0:

E. P R O O F O F LEM M A 3

For any n 2 Yn;�n > 0,we denote ([n1 �
1p
2
�n];n � [n1 �

1p
2
�n]) 2 Y�;n by k(n;�n),where [x]is

de� ned asthe m axim um integern satisfying n � x.The elem entk(n;�n)satis� es

n = (n1;n2)2 Uk(n;�n );�n

(n1 + 1;n2 � 1)=2 Uk(n;�n );�n :

Forany � > 0,wehave

�n;p(E
�;n
;D

�;n)

=
X

~en

p
n(~en)

0

@ 1�
X

k2Y�;n

1

C1;d(n�)
(TrP

�;n

k
~�n)

3

2

1

A

�
X

~en

p
n(~en)

0

@ 1�
X

k6= k(n;�n )2Y�;n

1

C1;d(n�)
(TrP

�;n

k
~�n)�

1

C1;d(n�)
(TrP

�;n

k(n;�n )
~�n)

3

2

1

A

=
X

~en

p
n(~en)

�
1

C1;d(n�)
(TrP

�;n

k(n;�n )
~�n)�

1

C1;d(n�)
(TrP

�;n

k(n;�n )
~�n)

3

2

�

=
X

~en

p
n(~en)

1

C1;d(n�)

�

TrP
�;n

k(n;�n )
~�n � (TrP

�;n

k(n;�n )
~�n)

3

2

�

�
X

~en :
n i(~en )

n
�= pi

p
n(~en)

1

C1;d(n�)

�

TrP
�;n

k(n;�n )
~�n � (TrP

�;n

k(n;�n )
~�n)

3

2

�

�=
X

~en :
n i(~en )

n
�= pi

p
n(~en)

1

C1;d(n�)

 

p1 � p2

p1
�

�
p1 � p2

p1

� 3

2

!

�=
1

C1;d(n�)

 

p1 � p2

p1
�

�
p1 � p2

p1

� 3

2

!

�
1

2jYnj

 

p1 � p2

p1
�

�
p1 � p2

p1

� 3

2

!

:

Notethatthe RHS isindependentof� > 0.Thus,

� 1

n
log�n;p(E

�;n
;D

�;n)�
� 1

n

 

log
1

2jYnj
+ log

 

p1 � p2

p1
�

�
p1 � p2

p1

� 3

2

! !

�
1

n

 

log2(n + 1)2 � log

 

p1 � p2

p1
�

�
p1 � p2

p1

� 3

2

! !

! 0:

Therefore,weobtain (25).
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