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W estudy theentanglem entcostofthestatesin theantisym m etricspace,which consistsof(d� 1)

d-dim ensionalsystem s.The costisalwayslog
2
(d� 1)ebitswhen the state isdivided into bipartite

C
d 
 (C

d
)
d� 2

.Com bined with theargum entsin [6],additivity ofchannelcapacity ofsom equantum

channelsisalso shown.

Theconceptofentanglem entisthekey forquantum com m unication,quantum com putingand quantum inform ation

processing. O ne candidate to quantify entanglem ent is entanglem ent of form ation. In [2], it is shown that the

entanglem ent cost E c to create som e state can be asym ptotically calculated from the entanglem ent ofform ation.

In this sense,the entanglem ent cost has an im portant physicalm eaning and is signi�cant quantity. The known

resultsare,neverthelessnotso m uch [1,5,6],becauseitconsistsofm inim ization.In thispaper,wepay attention to

antisym m etricstatesthatareeasy todealwith.Also,Holevocapacity ofquantum channelsinduced by antisym m etric

spacesisdiscussed.

Asforantisym m etric states,the following thingsare known,forexam ple. The entanglem entofform ation fortwo

states in S
�
C
3
�

�
is additive[3],where C3

� is de�ned later. Furtherm ore,the lower bound to entanglem ent cost of

density m atricesin d-levelantisym m etricspace,obtained in [4],islog2
d

d� 1
ebit.Recently,one ofthe authorshowed

thattheentanglem entcostofthree-levelantisym m etricstatesin S
�
C
3
�

�
isexactly oneebit[1].In thispaper,weshow

thatthe entanglem entcoston S(Cd
�)isequalto log2(d� 1),which includes[1]asa specialcase.

LetCd bespan
C
fj1i;j2i;:::;jdigand d � 3.W e�rstde�netheantisym m etricstateswhich consistofd� 1particles

with SU (d)sym m etry asfollows:

C
d
� := span

C
fj1ia;j2ia;:::;jdiag� C

d
 (d� 1)
;

where ji1ia := 1p
(d� 1)!

P

i2;� � � ;id
�i1i2:::id ji2i
 � � � 
 jidi,1 � i1;i2;:::;id � d and � is totally antisym m etric tensor.

W hen d = 4,forexam ple,j1ia = (j234i� j243i+ j342i� j324i+ j423i� j432i)=
p
6.Suppose U 2 SU (d)actson Cd

asU jii=
P

j
U i
jjji,then on C

d
�,

U ji1ia =
1

p
(d� 1)!

X

i2;� � � ;id

U

 (d� 1)

�i1:::idji2 :::idi=
1

p
(d� 1)!

X

j1;� � � ;jd

(U
y
)
j1
i1
�j1:::jd jj2 :::jdi

=
X

j1

(U
y
)
j1
i1
jj1ia; (1)

where we have used the factthatthe totally antisym m etric tensor�j1:::jd are invariantunder U 
 d. The Herm itian

conjugate ofU in right-hand side suggests that Cd
� is the dual(contragredient)space ofCd[7]. The corresponding

Young diagram sare

d = ; d� =
.
..

9
>>>=

>>>;

d� 1:

Noticethatthedim ension ofthesespacesisdim Cd = dim Cd
� = d,though Cd

� isa m ultiparticlespace.Here,letus�x

the space ofAlice and Bob asCd
� = A 
 B; A := C

d;B := C
d
 (d� 2),and considerthe entanglem entbetween Alice

and Bob.Theentanglem entofform ation E f isde�ned asfollows:

E f(�)= inf
X

j

pjS(trBj iih ij); (2)
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where pj and j jiare decom positionssuch that� =
P

j
pjj jih jj. Let�d be a ’partialtrace channel’,orCP m ap

from S(Cd
�)to S(C

d)with �d(�)= trB�.Eq.(1)im pliesthe channel�d iscontravariant,

�d

0

@
X

k;l

(U
y
)
k
ijkiaahljU

l
j

1

A = U �d(jiiaahjj)U
y

.

Furtherm ore,sim plecalculationsshow,

�d(jiiaahjj)=

�
1

d� 1
(1d � jiihij) (i= j)
� 1

d� 1
jjihij (i6= j)

: (3)

Because dim C
d
� = d,forany j i2 C

d
� there existsan elem entU ofSU (d)with j i=

P

k
(U y)kijkia. Hence,due to

contravariancy ofthe channel�d,we have

S(�d(j ih j))= S(U �d(jiiaahij)U
y
)= S(�d(jiiaahij))= S

�
1

d� 1
(1d � jiihij)

�

= log2(d� 1): (4)

P roposition 1

Let� 2 S(Cd�).Then,E f(�)= log2(d� 1).

P roofE f(�)= inf
P

i
piS(�d(j iih ij))= inf

P

i
pilog2(d� 1)= log2(d� 1) �

The subadditivity ofE f iswellknown[5].

E f

 
nO

i= 1

�
(i)

!

�

nX

i= 1

E f

�

�
(i)
�

;

where�(i) aredensity m atriceson A 
 B,i.e.,bipartite states.Using the proposition 1,we obtain the following:

C orollary 1

Forany �(i) 2 S(Cdi
� ),E f

�



n
i= 1�

(i)
�

�

nX

i= 1

log2(di� 1).

To provethe inequality ofthe oppositedirection,we usethe following lem m a.

Lem m a 1 (see also [1])

LetX be a positivesem ide�nite operatorsuch thatTrX = 1.Then Tr[� X logX ]� � log(TrX 2).

P roofSupposef(x):= � logx overR+ .Itfollowsfrom theconvexity ofthefunction f thatf(
P

i
pixi)�

P

i
pif(xi),

where
P

i
pi = 1,pi � 0 and xi > 0.By setting xi = pi(8i),we have�

P

i
xilogxi � � log

�P

i
x2i

�
.Thisinequality

holdseven forsom exi areequalto zero underthe convention 0log0= 0. �

In the followings,wedenote the identity m ap from S(K)to S(K)by IK ,and
P

jX ijj
2 by kX k2.

Lem m a 2

Foran arbitrary state� in S(K 
 C
d
�),wehavekIK 
 �d(�)k

2 = 1

(d� 1)2

�
(d� 2)ktrCd

�
�k2 + k�k2

	
:Here,thedim ension

ofK isarbitrary.

P roofDecom pose� 2 S(K 
 C
d
�)into thesum

P

i;j
jiiaahjj
 �ij,where�ij areoperatorsin K.Dueto theequations

(3),wehave

kIK 
 �d(�)k
2
=














1

d� 1

X

i

X

j6= i

jiihij
 �jj �
1

d� 1

X

i;j6= i

jiihjj
 �ji














2

=
1

(d� 1)2

8
><

>:

X

k














X

i6= k

�ii














2

+
X

i6= j

k�ijk
2

9
>=

>;
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The �rstterm ofthe lastside ofthe equation isrewritten asfollows.

X

k














X

i6= k

�ii














2

=
X

k

X

i6= k;j6= k

tr�ii�jj = (d� 1)
X

i

k�iik
2
+ (d� 2)

X

i6= j

tr�ii�jj

= (d� 2)












X

i

�ii












2

+
X

i

k�iik
2

Hence,afterallwe have,

kIK 
 �d(�)k
2
=

1

(d� 1)2

8
<

:
(d� 2)












X

i

�ii












2

+
X

i;j

k�ijk
2

9
=

;
=

1

(d� 1)2

n

(d� 2)



trCd

�
�



2 + k�k

2

o

;

and the lem m a isproven. �

Lem m a 3

Forany � 2 S
�
K 


N n

i= 1
C
di
�

�
,kIK 


N n

i= 1
�di(�)k

2
�
Q n

i= 1
1

di� 1
,wherethe dim ension ofK isarbitrary.

P roofInduction isused fortheproof.First,forn = 1,theassersion followsdirectly from lem m a 2,becausek�k � 1

holdsforany density m atrix �.Second,letusassum ethe assersion istrueforn � 1.Then,the lem m a 2 im plies,











IK 


nO

i= 1

�di(�)












2

=
1

(dn � 1)2

8
<

:
(dn � 2)











IK 


n� 1O

i= 1

�di(trCdn
�
�)












2

+











I
K 
 C

dn
�



n� 1O

i= 1

�di(�)












2
9
=

;

�
1

(dn � 1)2

(

(dn � 2)

n� 1Y

i= 1

1

di� 1
+

n� 1Y

i= 1

1

di� 1

)

=

nY

i= 1

1

di� 1
;

wherethe inequality in the second line com esfrom the assum ption ofinduction.Thus,the lem m a isproven. �

The following lem m a is a bit weaker version of’strong subadditivity’[6]. Hereafter,the reduced dencity m atrix

tr
C
d1
� 
 � � � 
 C

di�1
� 
 C

di+ 1

� 
 � � � 
 C
dn
�
� isdenoted by �j

C
di
�
.

P roposition 2

Forany � 2 S
�N n

i= 1
C
di
�

�
,E f (�)�

P n

i= 1
log2(di� 1)=

P n

i= 1
E f(�j

C
di
�
).

P roof

E f (�)= inf
X

i

piS

0

@

nO

j= 1

�dj(j jih jj)

1

A � � inf
X

i

pilog2














nO

j= 1

�dj(j iih ij)














2

� � inf
X

i

pilog2

nY

j= 1

1

dj � 1
=

nX

j= 1

log2(dj � 1):

The �rstand the second inequality com efrom lem m a 1 and lem m a 3,respectively. �

T heorem 1

Forany �(i) 2 S
�
C
di
�

�
,E f isadditive,E f

�

 n
i= 1�

(i)
�
=
P n

i= 1
log2(di� 1)=

P n

i= 1
E f(�

(i)).
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P roofFrom the corollary 1 and proposition 2,thistheorem holds. �

Asa corollary ofthistheorem ,we�nally obtain the �rstm ain result:

C orollary 2 (M ain R esult(1))

E f (�

 n)= nlog2(d� 1)forany � 2 S

�
C
d
�

�
.Therefore,weobtain

E c(�):= lim
n! 1

1

n
E f

�
�

 n
�
= log2(d� 1):

E f and Holovo capacity C (�d)arerelated with each other[6],

C (�d):= sup
fpi;�ig

(

S

 

�d(
X

i

pi�i)

!

�
X

i

piS(�d(�i))

)

= sup
�2S(Cd

�)

fS(�)� Ef(�)g:

Com bined with proposition 1,wehave,

C (�d)= sup
�2S(Cd

�)

S(�)� log2(d� 1)= log2
d

d� 1
:

The following corollary,which is our second m ain result,is derived from proposition 2 using alm ost the sam e

argum entasin the appendix ofref.[6]

C orollary 3

Q uantum channels�di areadditive,C (
N n

i= 1
�di)=

P n

i= 1
C (�di)=

P n

i= 1
log2

di
di� 1

.

P roof

C

 
nO

i= 1

�di

!

= sup

�2S(
N

n

i= 1
C
di
� )

fS(�)� Ef(�)g � sup

�2S(
N

n

i= 1
C
di
� )

(

S(�)�

nX

i= 1

E f(�j
C
di
�
)

)

� sup

�2S(
N

n
i= 1

C
di
� )

nX

i= 1

n

S(�j
C
di
�
)� E f(�j

C
di
�
)

o

�

nX

i= 1

C (�di):

Here, the �rst inequaltiy com es from ’strong subadditivity’, proposition 2, and the second inequality is due to

superadditivity of joint entropy, S(�) �
P n

i= 1
S(�j

C
di
�
). Com bined with well-known superadditivity of Holevo

capacity C (
N n

i= 1
�di)�

P n

i= 1
C (�di),the assertion isproven. �
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