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In the sim ple quantum hypothesis testing problem , upperbound w ith asym m etric setting is shown
by using a quite usefil nequality by A udenaert et alll], quantph/0610027, which was orighally
nvented for sym m etric setting. U sing this upper bound, we obtain the Hoe ding bound, which
are identical w ith the classical counter part if the hypotheses, com posed of two density operators,
are m utually com m utative. O ur upper bound in proves the bound by O gaw a-H ayashi[l7], and also
provides a sin pler proof ofthe direct part ofthe quantum Stein’s lem m a. Further, using thisbound,
we obtain a better exponential upper bound of the average error probability of classicalquantum

channel coding.

PACS numbers: 03.67.4,03.65.Ta,03.67Hk,03.65W j

INTRODUCTION

One ofthem ain di culties appearing in quantum in-
form ation theory lies In the non-com m utativity. Hence,
for further developm ent of quantum inform ation theory,
it is needed to accum ulate the m ethods to resole such
di culties. Sinple quantum hypothesis testing is the
sin plest problem describing this kind of di culy [12, [3]
because this problem is discrim inating two quantum
states (the null hypothesis and the altemative hypoth—
esis) as the candidates of the true state. This problm
is also the findam ental tool for other problem s n quan-—
tum Inform ation theory. For exam ple, classicalquantum
channel coding [, |5], classicalquantum w iretap chan-
nel coding [€], and quantum xed-length source coding
(Schum acher coding[7]) €, 9] can be analyzed through
sin ple quantum hypothesis testing In the sihgle-copy
case, sin ple quantum hypothesis testing hasbeen solved
by using quantum Neym an-P earson Lemm a in H olevo[L(]
and Helstrom [L1]. H owever, whhen the num bern of sam —
ples is large, the asym ptotic behavior of the perform ance
of this problem has been partially soked. Several prob—
Jem s have been still open.

In the asymptotic fram ework, Chemo bound[1Z],
Stein’s lemma, Hoe ding bound[13], Han-K obayashi
bound[l4] are known astheboundsofthe classicalsin ple
hypothesis testing. W e usually focus on the two kinds of
error probabilities, ie., the st kind of error probability
(the null hypothesis is refected despite of being correct)
and the second kind of error probability (the altemative
hypothesis is reected despite ofbeing correct) . Chemo
bound gives the optim al decreasing rate of the average
of these error probabilities in the symm etric setting. In
Stein’s lemm a, we focus on the optin al decreasing rate
of the second error probability under the constant con-—
straint forthe rsterrorprobability. In H oe dingbound,

w e treat the sam e optim al decreasing rate under the ex—
ponential constraint for the st error probability. T hat
is, In this case, we treat the discrin inating problem In
the asym m etric setting. In fact, H oe ding bound ism ore
usefiil than Stein’s Lemm a for the approxin ation in the
nite-sam ple case. W hen the exponential constraint for
the st error probability is too strong, the second error
probability goes to 1. That is, the 1 m inus the second
error probability goes 0. H an-K cbayashibound gives the
mInimum decreasing rate of this value. This exponent
is often called the strong converse exponent. Further,
Infom ation spectrum approach is known as an e ective
m ethod for general sequence of inform ation sources. T he
treatm ent of the di culty due to non-com m utativity is
necessary for the quantum extensions of these resuls.

Now, we trace the history of this research area.
F irst, the quantum extension of Stein’s lemm a has been
soled by HiaiPetz[Z] and O gawa-N agaoka[3]. T he up—
per bound of the quantum extension of H an-K obayashi
bound hasbeen obtained O gaw a-N agacka [3]. T heirproof
was extensively sin pli ed by Nagaoka[lS]. Hayashiin —
proved their bound and obtained the tight strong con—
verse exponent in the quantum setting in Chapter 3 of
[€]. The quantum extension of nform ation spectrum ap-—
proach wa obtained by N agaocka-H ayashilf]. C onceming
the sym m etric setting, H ayashiobtained quantum Cher-
no bound in Chapter 3 of [6] when two hypothesis are
uniaril equivalent w ith each other. Nusdbaum & Szkola
[L6] obtained is lowerbound. Q uie recently, A udenaert
et al [1] showed that the bound by Nussaum & Szkola
[L6] can be attained. In their proof, they derived a quite
usefiil inequality (Lemm a[@ in this paper).

H ow ever, conceming the quantum extension ofH oe d—
Ing bound, only a lower bound has been obtained by
O gawa-H ayashifl7]. Their approach is valid only in the

nite dim ensional case. A 1so, their bound does not work
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e ectively in the pure states case. T hey also suggested
the existence of a tighter lower bound. Hence, tighter
Iower bounds of these problem s has been desired. In
this paper, we obtain tighter lower bounds of Hoe ding
bound by using an extrem ely pow erfiil inequality by Au-—
denaertetalll]. Thism ethod isvalid even in the In nite—
din ensionalcase. A s a byproduct, a sin pler proofofthe
quantum Stein’s lemm a is also given.

Fortunately, such an asym m etric treatm ent ofhypoth—
esis testing is closely related to classicalquantum chan-—
nel coding, ie., the problem of tranam itting classical in—
formm ation via quantum channel. In this problem , the
asym ptotic tranam itting rate is obtained by Holevo [LE]
and Schum acherW estm oreland [19]. However, there is
no good upper bound of error probability with a good

nitedength code. HayashiN agaoka [4] derived a good
relation between thisproblem and the asym m etric treat—
m ent of hypothesis testing. In this paper, we apply this
relation to our result and obtain a good error exponent of
the average error probability of classicalquantum chan—
nel coding, and obtain a better and m ore natural expo—
nentialdecreasing rate of error probability than H ayashi-
N agaoka M]'s rate.

In the llow ing, we outline brie y signi cant resutsin
classical hypothesis testing for probability distributions
pP* () versus &( ), where B( ) and g( ) are indepen-—
dently and identically distributed (iid. extensions of
som e probability distributions p( ) and g(
set X . In the classical case, the asym ptotic behaviors of
the st kind error probability , and the second kind
error probability , for the optin al test were studied
thoroughly as follow s.

F irst, when we focus on the average error conceming
these tw o error probabilities in the sym m etric setting, it
is naturalto focus on Chemo [12]'s characterization:

1 +
lm — logmih —— =
n! 1 n 2
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where (s) isde ned as (s) = w2x PE)T ax)®.
Tts quantum extension has been done by Nusdbaum &
Szkola [L6] and A udenaert et al [II]. H owever, in order to
treat the asym m etric setting, we need another form ula—
tion. W hen [ satis es the constant constraint ,

( > 0), the error exponent of , for the optin altest is

w ritten asym ptotically as

Lim —l]ogmjnf nin g=D i @)

n! 1 n

for any , where D (JH) is the K ulback-Leblr diver-

gence. The equality [I) is called Stein’s emm a (see eg.
0], p115). W hen , satis estheexponentialconstraint
n e " (&> 0), the error exponent of , for the op—

tin altest is asym ptotically determ ined by the H oe ding

bound [13]:

) on a nite

In this paper, we treat their quantum extension. A fter
discussing this topic, we proceed to its application to
classicalquantum channel coding.

FORMULATION AND MAIN RESULTS

Let H be a H ibert space which represents a physical
system In interest. W e study the sim ple hypothesis test—
ing problem for the nullhypothesisHo : " versus the
altemative hypothesisH; : ", where and " are
the nth tensor pow ers of arbitrarily given densiy opera—
tors and onH.

The problem is to decide which hypothesis is true
based on the data drawn from a quantum m easure-
ment, which is describbed by a positive operator valued
p easure POVM ) on H ", ie. a resolution of identity

;M ;i = I, by nonnegative operators M , = fM ;19
onH ".IfaPOVM oonsists ofprogctionson H ", it
is called a pro fction valued m easure PVM ). In the hy—
pothesis testing problem , however, i is su cient to treat
a twovaluied POVM fM ;M 19, where the subscripts 0
and 1 indicate the acceptance of Hy and H i, respec—
tively. Thus, a hem iian m atrix T, satisfying inequali-
ties 0 Ty I is called a test in the sequel, shce Ty,
is identi ed wih the POVM fT,;TSg. For a test Ty,
the error probabilities of the rst kind and the second
kind are, respectively, given by Tr[ "TSlandTr[ "T,],
whereT® =1 T.

Next, we consider this problem in an asymm etric

n

fram ework . Let usde netheoptin alvalie forTr[ "TS]
under the constant constraint on Tr[ " T, 1:
def
()= min Tr[ °TS A, :test; Tr[ T, ;
and let
def
D(k )= Tr[ log log )J;

which is called the quantum relative entropy. Then we
have the follow ing theorem , which is obtained by Hiai-
Petz[Z] and O gaw a-N agaoka[3].

P roposition 1 (The quantum Stein’s lem m a) For
0< 8 < 1, it hods that

1
Im —og ()=
n

n! 1

D (k): )

This lemm a can be proved by com posing of two nequal-
ities, the direct part and the converse part. The direct
partisgwvenby B ( k ) D ( k ), and the converse part

isgwvenbyBY(k ) D (k ),where
logTr

de n Th

B(k)E sup Iim ——— "% 1m Tr “TS=0
fTng n! 1 n nt 1
IogTr "T
BY(k )& aup  1m ——2 = ln Tr “T,> 0

fT,g n! 1 n n! 1



For a further analysis of the direct part, we focus on
the decreasing exponent of the error probability of the
rst kind under an exponential constraint for the error
probability of the second kind. For this purpose, we de—
ne

B((@ik)

def wp  In IogTr "TfS ™ logTr "T, «r
fT,g n! 1 n n! 1 n

where (sik ) =" bgTr ! ° °. Then, we cbtain the

follow ing theorem .

Theorem 1 The inequality

. st (s k)
B (rjk) sup ————— 3)
00s 1 1 s

holds.

In fact, O gawa-H ayashi[L7] ocbtained the follow ing lower
bound ofB (xrj k ):

. st “(sjk )
B@rjk ) max ——; @)
0 s 1 1 s
where
“ejk )EfTr 2 s 52, 5)

A sisshown in Section V ofO gawa-H ayashi[l7] our lower
boundmaxg s 1 %‘;‘Jk) is greaterthan theirbound

maxgy s 1%‘?“.Thejnequa]jty B) wastreated as

an open problem in their paper.

PROOF OF MAIN THEOREM S

In the follow ing we abbreviate (sjk ) to (s). In
order to prove T heorem [, we use the follow ing lemm a.

Lemm a 1 For any two positive-sem ide nite operators
X;Y and a malnumber 0 s 1=2, we de ne the pro—
jFction P as the projction on the range of X ' 5 Y1 s,
Then,

TrEx b S
+ Trfx 1t s

TrX Sy?! © vyt s ogy

Yl S< 0gX;
ighere for apy Hem ite m atrix C we denote the profction

o 0B ( cl<OEi)byf§ Og (fC < 0g) with the
spectral decom position C = ;GE;.

Only the case of s = 1=2 has been proved In Chapter 3
ofHayashi [@].

n

Substituting " and e™ to Y and X I
this lemma, the profction T,,s = f( "e ")t s
( ™)' < 0gsatis es

Tr "Th;s= TX Tp,s€°

Tyx Sy 1 sgha — o (x S)aen (s) 6)
Tr " @I Tn;s) = TY @ Tnjs)
TrX sYl s = g nsagn (s) (7)

for0 s 1=2.Forl=2 t
f( ne na)t (

1, the profction Ty, =
")t < Og satis es

Tr n.:[.n . en 1 t)aen (t) (8)
Tr " Tax) e "% 95 €)
wherewe substitute 1l t, ",and "e "® Intos, X,

and Y .

Hence, we can easily prove the direct part of quantum
Stein’s }emma, ie., B ( k ) D (k) from Lemmafll.
Puttinga= D (k )+ ,wecbtain sa+ (s)= s<
Oand I s)a+ (s)< O (k) )1 s).Hence, by
choosing s to be su ciently small, we ocbtain B ( k )

D (k).

We alo choose s; = argmax, . 1%‘?“
Then, we have
r= (s 1) %) ()
0 0
s'r (s”)
=5 %6) (se):

m ax
1 s 0 1 <
T hus, choosihg a to be %(s;), [@)-[9) mply

Tr "T,,, e °F

nmax st (s3 k)
00s 1T T 5 .
Tn;s) e tos

Tr "
T herefore, we obtain

. sr (sjk )
Bxjk ) max ———
0 s 1 1 s
Let now move on to prove Lemm a[ll. Note that the
proof that we present here goes through In in nite di-
m ensions. T he proof relies on the follow Ing quite pow er-

fullemm a.

Lemm a 2 (Audenaert et al [1]) For any two
positive-sam ide nite operators A;B and a real number
0 t 1,weocbtain

TefA B 0gB @ BY) 0:

Proofof Lenmalll. | W e apply Lemm ald to the case
t=s=1 s),A = X'!%andB = Y! %, where a;b
are positive operators and 0 s 1=2. W ith P the
profctoron the rangeof X * 5 Y?! ®),, thisyields
Ogy! sx*s YS) O

Tefx !t s y?! s



Subtracting both sides from Trfx* 5 Y! 5  0g®
Y ) then yields
TrXstls Yls Og(xls Yl s)
Teex P 5 Y!' S 0g  Y):
Sjl'l@fxls YlS Ogo(ls Yl S) (Xls
y! $), we have
TrX TrXsYl S=T]’_‘Xs(xls Yl s)
T_‘@(sﬂ(ls Y1s Og(Xls Y1 s)
Trex ! 5 v! S 0ogxX  Y):
Using the relation I £fX*!' s Y?! s (0g= fx?! s
Y! S< 0g,we obtain
Tr@ £X' 5 y' S 0g)X + Teex® s y!' S o0gy
TrX Sy?® S:

APPLICATION TO CLASSICALQUANTUM
CHANNEL CODING

A s ismentioned in HayashiN agaokal[d], the error ex—
ponent In classicalquantum channel coding are derived
from the error exponent in sin pl quantum hypothesis
testing. Now , we consider the n-th stationary m em ory—
less channel of the classicalquantum channelx 7 .
De nethedensitiesR, S, and  fora distrdbution p,

0 1
p(xl) X1 0
R &R %
0
P Xx)
0 o) ]
P X1 P
0 X
s, £ £ 25 b -
0 PG ) x

In the channel coding, we usually treat the tradeo be-
tween the average error probability P.( ®’) and the
numberN oftransm itted m assages. T hat is, the receiver
should choose the recovered m essage am ong N elem ents
via the received quantum state. This number is called
the size.

T hen, the inequality (44) in HayashiN agaokad]m en—
tioned that rany distriution p and any test T @), there
exists a code @) with the size N whose average error
probability P ( ®)) satis es

Po( @)y 2@ TR "T®)+4NTrs "T®: (0)

This kind of relation between hypothesis testing and
channel coding w as obtained by Verdu and Han 21], and
it was researched by Han 2] m ore deeply R4].

W hen N = &2, applying Lemm a[Il to the two cases:
X = S,N;¥Y =R and Y = SN ;X = R, we obtain

4e ™ (sa ' (s))

Po( ™) 1)

for0 s 1,where

’ def 1 sas X
p(8) = IogTmR Sp = log

S

P Tr & (12)

S,
bt
T his gives the exponential decreasing rate of error prob—
ability. This upper bound in proves the bound given
In HayashiNagaokald], which was obtained by usihg
O gaw a-H ayashifl7])'s Hoe ding bound. A lso, i can be
regarded asthe generalization Bumashev-H olevo23]'s re—
sul, which gives the the exponential decreasing rate of
error probability in the pure states case.

D ISCUSSION S

In this paper, we applied A udenaert et allll’s inequal-
ity to the Asymm etric setting of quantum hypothesis
testing, and obtained a quantum extension of Hoe ding
bound maxy s 1 %‘:jk), which in proves O gawa—
Hayashifl7]'s bound. W e can expect that this bound is
tight because the tightness of a sim ilar bound in sym —
m etric setting hasbeen showed by N ussaum -Szkola [LE].
Further, we applied this result to classicalquantum chan-—
nel coding and cbtained a better error exponent.
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