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In thesim plequantum hypothesistestingproblem ,upperbound with asym m etricsettingisshown

by using a quite usefulinequality by Audenaert et al[1],quant-ph/0610027,which was originally

invented for sym m etric setting. Using this upper bound,we obtain the Hoe�ding bound,which

are identicalwith the classicalcounterpartifthe hypotheses,com posed oftwo density operators,

are m utually com m utative.O urupperbound im provesthe bound by O gawa-Hayashi[17],and also

providesa sim plerproofofthedirectpartofthequantum Stein’slem m a.Further,using thisbound,

we obtain a better exponentialupper bound ofthe average error probability ofclassical-quantum

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

O ne ofthe m ain di�cultiesappearing in quantum in-
form ation theory liesin the non-com m utativity. Hence,
forfurtherdevelopm entofquantum inform ation theory,
it is needed to accum ulate the m ethods to resolve such
di�culties. Sim ple quantum hypothesis testing is the
sim plest problem describing this kind ofdi�culty[2,3]
because this problem is discrim inating two quantum
states (the nullhypothesis and the alternative hypoth-
esis) as the candidates ofthe true state. This problem
isalso the fundam entaltoolforotherproblem sin quan-
tum inform ation theory.Forexam ple,classical-quantum
channelcoding [4,5],classical-quantum wire-tap chan-
nelcoding [6],and quantum �xed-length source coding
(Schum acher coding[7]) [8,9]can be analyzed through
sim ple quantum hypothesis testing In the single-copy
case,sim plequantum hypothesistesting hasbeen solved
byusingquantum Neym an-PearsonLem m ain Holevo[10]
and Helstrom [11].However,when thenum bern ofsam -
plesislarge,theasym ptoticbehavioroftheperform ance
ofthisproblem hasbeen partially solved. Severalprob-
lem shavebeen stillopen.

In the asym ptotic fram ework, Cherno� bound[12],
Stein’s lem m a, Hoe�ding bound[13], Han-K obayashi
bound[14]areknown astheboundsoftheclassicalsim ple
hypothesistesting.W eusually focuson thetwo kindsof
errorprobabilities,i.e.,the�rstkind oferrorprobability
(the nullhypothesisisrejected despite ofbeing correct)
and the second kind oferrorprobability (the alternative
hypothesisisrejected despiteofbeing correct).Cherno�
bound gives the optim aldecreasing rate ofthe average
ofthese errorprobabilitiesin the sym m etric setting. In
Stein’s lem m a,we focus on the optim aldecreasing rate
ofthe second errorprobability under the constantcon-
straintforthe�rsterrorprobability.In Hoe�dingbound,

wetreatthe sam eoptim aldecreasing rateunderthe ex-
ponentialconstraintforthe �rsterrorprobability.That
is,in this case,we treat the discrim inating problem in
theasym m etricsetting.In fact,Hoe�ding bound ism ore
usefulthan Stein’sLem m a forthe approxim ation in the
�nite-sam ple case. W hen the exponentialconstraintfor
the �rsterrorprobability istoo strong,the second error
probability goes to 1. That is,the 1 m inus the second
errorprobability goes0.Han-K obayashibound givesthe
m inim um decreasing rate ofthis value. This exponent
is often called the strong converse exponent. Further,
inform ation spectrum approach isknown asan e�ective
m ethod forgeneralsequenceofinform ation sources.The
treatm ent ofthe di�culty due to non-com m utativity is
necessary forthe quantum extensionsoftheseresults.

Now, we trace the history of this research area.
First,the quantum extension ofStein’slem m a hasbeen
solved by Hiai-Petz[2]and O gawa-Nagaoka[3]. The up-
per bound ofthe quantum extension ofHan-K obayashi
bound hasbeen obtained O gawa-Nagaoka[3].Theirproof
wasextensively sim pli�ed by Nagaoka[15]. Hayashiim -
proved their bound and obtained the tight strong con-
verse exponent in the quantum setting in Chapter 3 of
[6].Thequantum extension ofinform ation spectrum ap-
proach wa obtained by Nagaoka-Hayashi[8].Concerning
thesym m etricsetting,Hayashiobtained quantum Cher-
no� bound in Chapter3 of[6]when two hypothesisare
unitarilyequivalentwith each other.Nussbaum & Szko la
[16]obtained itslowerbound.Q uiterecently,Audenaert
etal[1]showed thatthe bound by Nussbaum & Szko la
[16]can beattained.In theirproof,they derived a quite
usefulinequality (Lem m a 2 in thispaper).

However,concerningthequantum extension ofHoe�d-
ing bound, only a lower bound has been obtained by
O gawa-Hayashi[17]. Theirapproach isvalid only in the
�nitedim ensionalcase.Also,theirbound doesnotwork
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e�ectively in the pure states case. They also suggested
the existence ofa tighter lower bound. Hence,tighter
lower bounds of these problem s has been desired. In
thispaper,we obtain tighterlowerboundsofHoe�ding
bound by using an extrem ely powerfulinequality by Au-
denaertetal[1].Thism ethod isvalid even in thein�nite-
dim ensionalcase.Asa byproduct,a sim plerproofofthe
quantum Stein’slem m a isalso given.
Fortunately,such an asym m etrictreatm entofhypoth-

esistesting isclosely related to classical-quantum chan-
nelcoding,i.e.,the problem oftransm itting classicalin-
form ation via quantum channel. In this problem , the
asym ptotic transm itting rate isobtained by Holevo [18]
and Schum acher-W estm oreland [19]. However,there is
no good upper bound oferror probability with a good
�nite-length code. Hayashi-Nagaoka [4]derived a good
relation between thisproblem and theasym m etrictreat-
m entofhypothesistesting. In thispaper,we apply this
relation toourresultand obtain agood errorexponentof
the averageerrorprobability ofclassical-quantum chan-
nelcoding,and obtain a betterand m ore naturalexpo-
nentialdecreasingrateoferrorprobability than Hayashi-
Nagaoka [4]’srate.
In thefollowing,weoutlinebrie
y signi�cantresultsin

classicalhypothesis testing for probability distributions
pn(� ) versus qn(� ), where pn(� ) and qn(� ) are indepen-
dently and identically distributed (i.i.d.) extensions of
som e probability distributions p(� ) and q(� ) on a �nite
setX .In the classicalcase,the asym ptotic behaviorsof
the �rst kind errorprobability �n and the second kind
error probability �n for the optim altest were studied
thoroughly asfollows.
First,when we focus on the average errorconcerning

thesetwo errorprobabilitiesin thesym m etric setting,it
isnaturalto focuson Cherno�[12]’scharacterization:

lim
n! 1

� 1

n
logm in

�n + �n

2
= m ax

0� s� 1
� �(s);

where �(s) is de�ned as �(s)
def
=

P

x2X
p(x)1� sq(x)s.

Its quantum extension has been done by Nussbaum &
Szko la [16]and Audenaertetal[1].However,in orderto
treatthe asym m etric setting,we need anotherform ula-
tion. W hen �n satis�esthe constantconstraint�n � �

(� > 0),the errorexponentof�n forthe optim altestis
written asym ptotically as

lim
n! 1

� 1

n
logm inf�nj�n � �g= D (pjjq) (1)

for any �,where D (pjjq) is the K ullback-Leibler diver-
gence.The equality (1)iscalled Stein’slem m a (see e.g.
[20],p.115).W hen �n satis�estheexponentialconstraint
�n � e� nr (r > 0),the errorexponentof�n forthe op-
tim altestisasym ptotically determ ined by theHoe�ding
bound [13]:

lim
n! 1

� 1

n
log�n = m ax

0< s� 1

� �(s)� (1� s)r

s
:

In this paper,we treattheir quantum extension. After
discussing this topic, we proceed to its application to
classical-quantum channelcoding.

FO R M U LA T IO N A N D M A IN R ESU LT S

LetH be a Hilbertspace which representsa physical
system in interest.W estudy the sim plehypothesistest-
ing problem forthe nullhypothesisH 0 :�
 n versusthe
alternativehypothesisH 1 :�
 n,where�
 n and �
 n are
thenth tensorpowersofarbitrarily given density opera-
tors� and � on H .
The problem is to decide which hypothesis is true

based on the data drawn from a quantum m easure-
m ent,which is described by a positive operator valued
m easure (POVM ) on H 
 n,i.e.,a resolution ofidentity
P

i
M n;i = In by nonnegative operators M n = fM n;ig

on H 
 n. Ifa POVM consistsofprojectionson H 
 n,it
iscalled a projection valued m easure(PVM ).In the hy-
pothesistesting problem ,however,itissu�cientto treat
a two-valued POVM fM 0;M 1g,where the subscripts 0
and 1 indicate the acceptance of H 0 and H 1, respec-
tively. Thus,a herm itian m atrix Tn satisfying inequali-
ties 0 � Tn � I is called a test in the sequel,since Tn
is identi�ed with the POVM fTn;T

c
ng. For a test Tn,

the error probabilities ofthe �rst kind and the second
kind are,respectively,givenbyTr[�
 nT c

n]and Tr[�

 nTn],

whereT c := I� T.
Next, we consider this problem in an asym m etric

fram ework.Letusde�netheoptim alvalueforTr[�
 nT c
n]

underthe constantconstrainton Tr[�
 nTn]:

�
�
n(�)

def
= m in

�
Tr[�
 nT c

n

�
�A n :test;Tr[�


 n
Tn]� �

	
;

and let

D (�k�)
def
= Tr[�(log� � log�)];

which is called the quantum relative entropy. Then we
have the following theorem ,which is obtained by Hiai-
Petz[2]and O gawa-Nagaoka[3].

P roposition 1 (T he quantum Stein’s lem m a) For

0< 8� < 1,itholds that

lim
n! 1

1

n
log��n(�)= � D (�k�): (2)

Thislem m a can beproved by com posing oftwo inequal-
ities,the direct part and the converse part. The direct
partisgiven by B (�k�)� D (�k�),and theconversepart
isgiven by B y(�k�)� D (�k�),where

B (�k�)
def
= sup

fTn g

�

lim
n! 1

� logTr�
 nTn
n

�
�
�
�
lim
n! 1

Tr�
 nT c
n = 0

�

;

B
y(�k�)

def
= sup

fTn g

�

lim
n! 1

� logTr�
 nTn
n

�
�
�
�
lim
n! 1

Tr�
 nTn > 0

�

:
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For a further analysisofthe direct part,we focus on
the decreasing exponent ofthe error probability ofthe
�rst kind under an exponentialconstraint for the error
probability ofthe second kind.Forthispurpose,we de-
�ne

B (rj�k�)

def
= sup

fTn g

�

lim
n! 1

� logTr�
 nT c
n

n

�
�
�
�
lim
n! 1

� logTr�
 nTn � r

n

�

;

where �(sj�k�)
def
= logTr�1� s�s. Then,we obtain the

following theorem .

T heorem 1 The inequality

B (rj�k�)� sup
0� s� 1

� sr� �(sj�k�)

1� s
(3)

holds.

In fact,O gawa-Hayashi[17]obtained thefollowing lower
bound ofB (rj�k�):

B (rj�k�)� m ax
0� s� 1

� sr� ~�(sj�k�)

1� s
; (4)

where

~�(sj�k�)
def
= Tr��s=2�� s�s=2: (5)

Asisshown in Section V ofO gawa-Hayashi[17]ourlower

bound m ax0� s� 1
� sr� �(sj�k�)

1� s
isgreaterthan theirbound

m ax0� s� 1
� sr� ~�(sj�k�)

1� s
.Theinequality(3)wastreated as

an open problem in theirpaper.

P R O O F O F M A IN T H EO R EM S

In the following we abbreviate �(sj�k�) to �(s). In
orderto proveTheorem 1,weusethe following lem m a.

Lem m a 1 For any two positive-sem ide�nite operators

X ;Y and a realnum ber 0 � s� 1=2,we de�ne the pro-
jection P asthe projection on therange ofX 1� s� Y 1� s.

Then,

TrX s
Y
1� s

� TrfX 1� s
� Y

1� s
� 0gY

+ TrfX 1� s
� Y

1� s
< 0gX ;

whereforanyHerm item atrixC wedenotetheprojection
P

ci� 0
E i (

P

ci< 0
E i ) by fC � 0g (fC < 0g) with the

spectraldecom position C =
P

i
ciE i.

O nly the case ofs = 1=2 hasbeen proved in Chapter3
ofHayashi[6].

Substituting �
 n and �
 ne� na to Y and X in
this lem m a, the projection Tn;s := f(�
 ne� na)1� s �
(�
 n)1� s < 0g satis�es

Tr�
 nTn;s = TrX Tn;se
na

�TrX s
Y
1� s

e
na = e

n(1� s)a
e
n�(s) (6)

Tr�
 n(I� Tn;s)= TrY (I� Tn;s)

�TrX s
Y
1� s = e

� nsa
e
n�(s) (7)

for0 � s� 1=2.For1=2 � t� 1,the projection Tn;t :=
f(�
 ne� na)t� (�
 n)t < 0g satis�es

Tr�
 nTn;t � e
n(1� t)a

e
n�(t) (8)

Tr�
 n(I� Tn;t)� e
� nta

e
n�(t)

; (9)

where we substitute 1� t,�
 n,and �
 ne� na into s,X ,
and Y .
Hence,wecan easily provethedirectpartofquantum

Stein’s lem m a,i.e.,B (�k�) � D (�k�) from Lem m a1.
Putting a = � D (�k�)+ �,weobtain � sa+ �(s)�= � �s<

0 and (1� s)a+ �(s)< � (D (�k�)� �)(1� s).Hence,by
choosing s to be su�ciently sm all,we obtain B (�k�)�
D (�k�).

W e also choose sr
def
= arg m ax0� s� 1

� sr� �(sj�k�)

1� s
.

Then,wehave

r= (sr � 1)�0(sr)� �(sr)

m ax
1� s0� 0

� s0r� �(s0)

1� s0
= sr�

0(sr)� �(sr):

Thus,choosing a to be �0(sr),(6)-(9)im ply

Tr�
 nTn;s � e
� nr

Tr�
 n(I� Tn;s)� e
� n m ax0� s� 1

� sr� � (sj� k� )

1� s :

Therefore,weobtain

B (rj�k�)� m ax
0� s� 1

� sr� �(sj�k�)

1� s
:

Let now m ove on to prove Lem m a 1. Note that the
proofthat we present here goes through in in�nite di-
m ensions.Theproofrelieson thefollowing quitepower-
fullem m a.

Lem m a 2 (A udenaert et al[1]) For any two

positive-sem ide�nite operators A;B and a realnum ber

0� t� 1,we obtain

TrfA � B � 0gB (A t
� B

t)� 0:

ProofofLem m a 1.| W e apply Lem m a 2 to the case
t = s=(1 � s), A = X 1� s and B = Y 1� s, where a;b

are positive operators and 0 � s � 1=2. W ith P the
projectoron the rangeof(X 1� s � Y 1� s)+ ,thisyields

TrfX 1� s
� Y

1� s
� 0gY 1� s(X s

� Y
s)� 0:
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Subtracting both sidesfrom TrfX 1� s � Y 1� s � 0g(X �

Y )then yields

TrX s
fX

1� s
� Y

1� s
� 0g(X 1� s

� Y
1� s)

� TrfX 1� s
� Y

1� s
� 0g(X � Y ):

Since fX 1� s � Y 1� s � 0g(X 1� s � Y 1� s) � (X 1� s �

Y 1� s),wehave

TrX � TrX s
Y
1� s = TrX s(X 1� s

� Y
1� s)

� TrX s
fX

1� s
� Y

1� s
� 0g(X 1� s

� Y
1� s)

� TrfX 1� s
� Y

1� s
� 0g(X � Y ):

Using the relation I � fX 1� s � Y 1� s � 0g = fX 1� s �

Y 1� s < 0g,weobtain

Tr(I� fX
1� s

� Y
1� s

� 0g)X + TrfX 1� s
� Y

1� s
� 0gY

� TrX s
Y
1� s

:

A P P LIC A T IO N T O C LA SSIC A L-Q U A N T U M

C H A N N EL C O D IN G

As is m entioned in Hayashi-Nagaoka[4],the errorex-
ponent in classical-quantum channelcoding are derived
from the error exponent in sim ple quantum hypothesis
testing. Now,we considerthe n-th stationary m em ory-
less channelofthe classical-quantum channelx 7! �x.
De�ne the densitiesR,Sp and �p fora distribution p,

R
def
=

0

B
@

p(x1)�x1 0

0

...
p(xk)�xk

1

C
A ;

Sp
def
=

0

B
@

p(x1)�p 0

0

...
p(xk)�p

1

C
A ; �p

def
=

X

x

p(x)�x:

In the channelcoding,we usually treatthe trade-o� be-
tween the average error probability Pe(�(n)) and the
num berN oftransm itted m assages.Thatis,thereceiver
should choosethe recovered m essageam ong N elem ents
via the received quantum state. This num ber is called
the size.
Then,the inequality (44)in Hayashi-Nagaoka[4]m en-

tioned thatforanydistribution pand anytestT (n),there
exists a code �(n) with the size N whose average error
probability Pe(�(n))satis�es

Pe(�
(n))� 2(1� TrR 
 n

T
(n))+ 4N TrS
 nT (n)

: (10)

This kind of relation between hypothesis testing and
channelcoding wasobtained by Verd�u and Han [21],and
itwasresearched by Han [22]m oredeeply[24].
W hen N = ena,applying Lem m a 1 to the two cases:

X = SpN ;Y = R and Y = SpN ;X = R,weobtain

Pe(�
(n))� 4e� n(sa� ’ p(s)) (11)

for0� s� 1,where

’p(s)
def
= logTrR 1� s

S
s
p = log

X

x

pxTr�
1� s
x �

s
p: (12)

Thisgivestheexponentialdecreasing rateoferrorprob-
ability. This upper bound im proves the bound given
in Hayashi-Nagaoka[4], which was obtained by using
O gawa-Hayashi[17]’s Hoe�ding bound. Also,it can be
regardedasthegeneralizationBurnashev-Holevo[23]’sre-
sult,which gives the the exponentialdecreasing rate of
errorprobability in the purestatescase.

D ISC U SSIO N S

In thispaper,weapplied Audenaertetal[1]’sinequal-
ity to the Asym m etric setting of quantum hypothesis
testing,and obtained a quantum extension ofHoe�ding
bound m ax0� s� 1

� sr� �(sj�k�)

1� s
, which im proves O gawa-

Hayashi[17]’s bound. W e can expect thatthis bound is
tight because the tightness ofa sim ilar bound in sym -
m etricsettinghasbeen showed byNussbaum -Szko la[16].
Further,weapplied thisresulttoclassical-quantum chan-
nelcoding and obtained a bettererrorexponent.
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