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Superactivation of the Asymptotic Zero-Error
Classical Capacity of a Quantum Channel

Toby S. Cubitt, Jianxin Chen and Aram W. Harrow

Abstract—The zero-error classical capacity of a quantum completely characterises the channel’s usefulness fesicil
channel is the asymptotic rate at which it can be used to information transmission.
send classical bits perfectly, so that they can be decoded thi Accordingly, in quantum information theory the most im-

zero probability of error. We show that there exist pairs of - . . \ .
guantum channels, neither of which individually have any zeo- portant questions in extending Shannon’s techniques conce

error capacity whatsoever (even if arbitrarily many uses ofthe additivity (whether the capacity of two channels together is
channels are available), but such that access to even a sieglopy ~ever greater than the sum of their individual capacities) an
of .both channels allows classical information to be sent péeptly regularisation (whether the asymptotic capacity of a channel
reliably. In other words, we prove that the zero-error classcal  an pe reduced to optimising an entropic quantity over aeing
capacity can be superactivated. This result is the first exaple use of a channel). The classical and quantum capacities of a
of superactivation of aclassical capacity of a quantum channel. : . a p -
S . ~gquantum channel can be expressed in terms of the regularised
Index Terms—Additivity violation, channel coding, communi- 55y mptotic limits of theHolevo capacityd], [2] and coherent
cation channels, |nformat|on rates, quantum theory, supeactiva- information[3], [4], [5], respectively. There was an early hope
tion, zero-error capacity. » 141, [9), Tesp y- y hop
that the quantum capacity of a quantum channel might be
expressed in terms of the maximum coherent information from
|. INTRODUCTION a single use of the channel, and that the classical capacity
. , . could be similarly expressed in terms of the Holevo capacity
Shannon’s information theory has been highly successfuligf,yever, this hope proved to be unfounded. The maximum
describing classical information transmission, but o_miythe coherent information and Holevo capacity turn out not toatqu
last con._lple of decades or so has there been a major effo_fmg channel capacities. This was proved over a decade ago for
extend it to quantum chz?\nn_els, and even quantum_mformaﬂqﬁe quantum capacity [6], and only in the last year for the
that we mus'f contendlwnh in the real Worl(_j. A major Streng,taassical capacity [7] (the culmination of a series of simil
of Shannon's work is that the calculation of asymptotif,qts [g], [9] for minimum output Rényi entropies). This
capacities, although potentially requiring optimisaioover jies that entangling inputs across different channebtis
unbounded numbers of channel uses, typically reduces 1G,a;eneral necessary for optimal quantum channel coding. It
simple, and often convex, optimisation problem over a €ingls, te|is us that if single-letter formulae exist for theagtum
use of a channel (aingle-letter formula Moreover, many of 4 cjassical capacities, they will not equal the maximum
these capacities aglditive meaning that access to two Chan'coherent information or the Holevo capacity
nels together allows one to send information at a rate equa'However, these results tell us only that regularisation is

to the sum of the channels’ individual capacities. These W, essary for our existing formula, not that the quantunmcha
properties—additivity, and the reduction from the asyrtipto capacities are necessarily non-additive. The first ademo

capacity to a single-letter formula—are both crucial to thg ..o of non-additivity was given recently by Smith and
elegance of Shannon’s theory. The latter allows us to coenpyt, 4 [10], who showed that the quantum capacity is super-

capacities, and the former tells us that this single numMbgyjitve Indeed, their result proved that additivity ishated
_ _in the strongest possible sense: they exhibited two quantum
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ities mentioned so far, all measure the capacity for tratisrgi two tantalising questions. Are these remarkable propertie
information with an error probability that can be made advit of the zero-error capacity inherent to communication over
ily small, in the limit of arbitrarily many uses of the chathne quantum channels, or do they arise from the LOCC constraints
Right from the early days of his development of classicah the multi-sender/multi-receiver setting, which areaalifor
information theory, Shannon also considered #ego-error their proofs? Furthermore, are their results an artifacthef
capacity the capacity of a channel to transmit informatiomne-shot case, that would disappear in the asymptotingetti
perfectly, with zero probability of errof [14]. The zerorer Both questions are compellingly answered by our work. This
capacity is important for applications in which no error den paper is also in some sense a sequel to our earlier work in
tolerated, and also, and perhaps more importantly, wheyn oilef. [9], which demonstrated non-multiplicativity of th@e>
a limited number of uses of the channel are available, so ttsot minimum output rank of a quantum channel, and its
the low error probability for the Shannon capacity can not lextension to the asymptotic case in Réf.[[19]. (The relation
achieved. between this problem and the superactivation phenomeribn wi
Even in the case of classical channels, the zero-error ¢ee explained in SectioE]V.)
pacity turns out to be mathematically very different to the The paper is organised as follows. Secfidn Il introduces the
standard Shannon capacity. For example, it is known to hecessary notation and concepts, and Settibn 11l proves som
non-additive. (See e.g. Ref._[15] for a review of zero-errdyasic mathematical properties of composite quantum maps th
information theory.) However, it is not difficult to see thaplay a key role later. In Section v, we prove a one-shot
there can be no superactivation of the zero-error capatisy oversion of the main result. This is presented in some detail
classical channel. The main result of our paper shows that fiecause, firstly, the main result builds directly on techai
guantunchannels this is no longer true; the zero-error classicased to prove the one-shot case and, secondly, in the one-sho
capacity of a quantum channehn be superactivated: case we are able to give explicit examples which may give
Theorem 1 Letd — 16, dp = 4(2d4 — 1) = 124 and dy; — some insight into the main result. In Sectioh v, we draw on

dadp — 1984, Then there exist channefs, &, such that: techniques from algebraic geometry to prove our main result

superactivation of the asymptotic zero-error classicphciy
d d
« Each channek; ; mapsC* to C* and hasdg Kraus guantum channels. Finally, we conclude in SecE(Sn VI with

operators. . a discussion of the results and their implications.
» Each channek; ; has no zero-error capacity.
« The joint channef; ® £ doeshave non-zero zero-error Il. PRELIMINARIES

capacity. A. Quantum channels

In other words, there exist pairs of quantum channels thatThe complex conjugate of will be denotedz. The adjoint
individually cannot be used for perfect transmissionaofy £* of a map€ on the spac#(H) of bounded operators cH
classical information at all, even if infinitely many uses ofs the dual with respect to the Hilbert-Schmidt inner-praigu
the channel are available. Yet, when the two channels am the uniqgue map defined by
combined, even aingleuse of the gach of thg twq chgnnels Tr[At €(B)] = Te[€(A) B]. 1)
allows perfect, error-free transmission of classical infation.

To our knowledge, this is the first example of superactivatid\lternatively, any magf on B(#) can be written ag'(X) =
of any kind of classical capacity of standard quantum chisane>_, 4« X By. In this representatiorf*(X) = >, Al X B].

Naturally, similar results also hold for larger-dimensibn A map & on B(#) is completely positiv§CP) if it not
input and output spaces. Increasing the output dimensionORly maps all positive operators to positive operators s
trivial, since the channels do not need to make use of tREEServes positivity when applied to a subsystem of some
entire output space. To increase the input dimension withdarger system. In this case, it can be written in the Kraumfor
changing the results of the theorem, we define chanfigls €(X) = >, E X E[, and€*(X) = ¥, E[X E;. A CP map
that act as follows: on the first 16 dimensions of the inpug IS completely positive anttace-preservindCPT) if it in ad-
match the behaviour @, 5, and the remaining dimensions ardlition preserves the trace of operators. (CPT maps in quantu
mapped to a maximally mixed state on the output. mechanics play exactly the analogous role to communication

The definition of zero-error capacity is easily extended hannels in classical information theory, and we will use th
the quantum setting [16]. Beigi and Shor investigated thaco termsquantum channednd CPT map synonymously.)
putational complexity of computing the zero-error capaoft The “flip” operat?on ona bi_partite state is the compqsition
quantum channel$§ [17], showing that it is in general dificuPf the swap operation, which interchanges the two parties, a
to compute. Most notably, and one of the main inspirations f§omMplex conjugation:
this work, Duan and Shi[18] proved a “one-shot” result in the F(|4)45) = SWAP () 1) 2)

case of multi-sender/multi-receiver quantum channelsgrwh . . . .
the senders and receivers are restricted to local opesadioth (Note that the complex conjugation means the flip operation
js basis-dependent; the computational product basis ghoul

classical communication (LOCC). They exhibited exampl‘esE d wh basis i d licitv) Th ith
such channels for whichgingle uséhas no zero-error classical e assumed when no basis is stated explicitly.) Thus, wit

capacity but two uses do have non-zero zero-error Capacit}g_omplex-conjugatlon defined in the computational basis,

Duan and Shi's work hints at superactivation of the asymp- ]F(Z Cij i) a |j)B) = Zéij 1A l0)5 - (3)
totic capacity for standard quantum channels. Indeedisésa r ij



The definition of the flip operation extends to operators 3s, |4) |i), but the isomorphism holds more generally.) Intro-
F(M) = SWAP -M - SWAP. ducing the unitary basis chan@e|y;) = |x;), We can recover

Definition 2 We say that a bipartite state or operator isthe action of the mag’ from the matrixo.ap via

conjugate-symmetrin a given basis if it is invariant under
the flip operation, and similarly for a subspace invarianten E(p) = Tra [UUZI/QUAB 021/2UT pTell, (5)
the same operation.

There is a straightforward isomorphism between (unnafherec, = Trp[oap]. For the standard Choi-Jamiotkowski
malised) state$y), in a bipartite spacel?4 ® _(DdB and  matrix 545, this simplifies ta€(p) = Tra[545 - pT © 1], and
da x dp matricesM: writing |¢) in a product basis, we havethe non-standard Choi-Jamiotkowski mattix s is related to

N the standard one by rotating and rescaling theubsystem:
[W)ap =D My 1)) (@) y rotaing g y
ij

/

Gap =Uo,Poapo, Ut (6)

We will write M(|¢)) when we wish to denote the coefficient
matrix M corresponding to the stat¢). Similarly, we denote
by M(S) the matrix subspace isomorphic in this way to
a subspaces C Hy ® Hp. In terms of these coefficient
matrices, a conjugate-symmetric state is one for whitth))
is Hermitian, and a subspace is conjugate-symmetric iff the . . .
. . ) . ... The proof of our main theorem requires certain mathemat-
corresponding matrix space is spanned by a basis of Hermitia

matrices. Note that thBchmidt-ranlof the statd) is exactly ical tools from basic algebra|c_g\_e_ometry. For conv_eme_rfce 0
. the reader, we recall some definitions and results in algebra
the linear rank ofV(|v)).

geometry. For more details, we refer to [20], [21].

Definition 3 We say that a bipartite statg)), is positive- | et A" be anaffinen-space, the set of all-tuples of com-
semidefinitein a given product basis IM(|¢)) is a positive- plex numbers. Denot€ [z, z, - - ,x,] as the polynomial
semidefinite matrix. (Note that this includes the statemeyyig in » variables. A subset oA\ is an algebraic setor
that M([y)) is Hermitian.) Similarly, a positive-semidefinitea|gebraic varietyif it consists of the common zeros of a finite
subspace5 s is one that admits dasiswhose elements are set of polynomialsfi, fa, - - - , f» With f; € Cla1, 22, - - , 2]

all positive-semidefinite. for all 1 < i < r. Such an algebraic set is usually denoted

Note that it is obviouslynot the case that all elements of?Y Z(fi, f2,--- . ). By taking the open subsets to be the
a positive-semidefinite subspab®(S4z) need themselves becomplements of algebraic sets, we can define a topology on
positive-semidefinite, just that there existsneset of positive- A" called the Zariski topology. Th&ariski-closedsets are
semidefinite elements that span the space. Indeed, the effi§n Precisely the algebraic sets. (Note that in some refere
tence of even a single positivefinite element is sufficient, _the term alg_ebralc varietyis reserved for varieties that are
as we can then make any basis positive-semidefinite by addifi§ducible, in the sense that they cannot be expressedeas th
sufficient weight of this positive-definite element to everynion of two proper algebraic sets.)

basis state. A positive-semidefinite subspace is neclssari We defingoprojectiven-space denoted by, to be the set of
conjugate-symmetric, by definition. equivalence classes 0f+1)—tuples(ag, - - - ,a,) of complex

Definition 4 W . . divisiblef i numbers, not all zero, under the equivalence relation gbyen
efinition e say a map\ is conjugate-divisiblef it can (@0~ yan) ~ (Aag, - - , Aan) for all A € C, A # 0.

be decomposed a8" = £* o £ for some CPT mag.

B. Basic algebraic geometry concepts

Similarly, a subsefY” of P" is an algebraic setor pro-
(Note that a necessary condition for conjugate-divigipitif jective varietyif it consists of the common zeros of a finite
N is that the matrix representation 8f as a superoperatorset of homogeneous polynomials, fa,- - -, f» with f; €
be a positive-semidefinite matrix. This follows from thetfacC[zg, z,--- ,2,] for 1 <i <.
that, if £ is the matrix representatioi, then the matrix
representation of* o £ is ETE, which is necessarily positive-
semidefinite. However, this is not sufficient, since conjaga
divisibility carries the additional non-trivial requiremt that [1l. CONJUGATEDIVISIBLE MAPS
£ be CPT.)

It _WiII freq_uently be co_nvenient to work with the Choi- _ The composite mag* o & will turn out to play a key role in
Jamiotkowski representation of a map. Recall that the ChQify,qying the zero-error capacity of the chanfieSo we will
Jamiotkowski matrix associated with a mapis the matrix it need to establish some basic properties of such comguga

oap = Ia @ Ep(wap) obtained by applying the map yjisihie maps. The main goal is a complete characterisatio
to one half of the (unnormalised) full Schmidt-rank statgs ineir Choi-Jamiotkowski matrices.

lw) = >, Ail@i)a |Xi)g- This isomorphism holds regardless

of whether& is a CPT map or not; iff€ is CP(T), then Lemma 5 If p4p is the (standard) Choi-Jamiotkowski matrix
o/ Tr |w)(w| is a (trace 1) positive operator. (The standarfbr a channek, then the (standard) Choi-Jamiotkowski matrix
Choi-Jamiotkowski matrixs 45 is obtained by settingw) = of £* is given byF(pag) = ppa-



Proof: We have Hence

T [£° () o] = T [ £(o) (78)  Floaw) =F (Tra [pap @ Lo - La@pfy])  (149)
=T [_Z/JT Tr‘: (p?B ¢t @ 1)] (7b) =Trp {11,4 ® PBA’ - Pu ® lA/} (14b)
:Tr__]l@zp -pA/jB-sL?@]l} (7¢) . [pAB®]1A"]lA®ﬁ£Ej4’} (14c)
v [to (1evely) o] 9 - (14d)
o[ (over)) o] o S b oo smmeti so o sumcr o e
1 [t S50 ] ) e, i i

from which we identify the Choi-Jamiotkowski matrix far* .
from which we identfy L o= Y lelerl . lehas = i)y, (15)
k 7

Lemma 6 If p4p is the (standard) Choi-Jamiotkowski matrixwhere the eigenvalues and coefficients have been absorbed
for a channek, then the (standard) Choi-Jamiotkowski matrixnto the unnormalised statésy) , ; and|ipF) , (note also that

of N'= &% o £ is given by 4bF) , are not necessarily orthogonal). Then
_Tg
oan =Trp [pAB ®la-1a® pBA’] : @) 54 =Trp [pAB Q1140 pﬁ’i,,} (16a)
Proof: We have
_ BV 17 (] ..
j\/w)):TrB {pBA"TrA (pAB'ZbT@]]-B)T@]]-A/} (9a) =Trp Z};|7/’z>|l><%|<1|®]l,4 (16b)
ij
=Trp [m (pap-vT @1p) ® Las - ﬁgfi,/] (9b) 1@ |n)[oh,) (m] W]
Imn
= Tra |Trp (pap®la-1a®@pE,) - vT @14, B B
oo ) (gl) = 2 W) (0] (45 (16c)
9
from which we identify the Choi-Jamiotkowski matrix g¥ B k1T ki Tl
to be as claimed. O - %:(Z i) |1/)1->) (Z (51 wﬂ")’ (16d)
The following extension to non-standard Choi-Jamiotkawsk _ ' ’
matrices follows immediately. from which we see that
Corollary 7 If p4p is a non-standard Choi-Jamiotkowski ma- ~ Saar = supp(oaar) = Span{z ) |U_)f->}k ; (17)
trix for a channelf, related to the standard Choi-Jamiotkowski i ’
matrix by 2 o Now, as matrices
pag =Up, 2T, 10 _
h P = Uoapan s 1) M(EOW) =S bW, as)
then i i
_ . -Tp
oan =Trp |pap®La-1a® pBA’} (11) " \which are supported ospan{|«/¥)}. In particular, the matrix
can be viewed as a non-standard Choi-Jamiotkowski matBdPspacévi(54./) contains
for N = £* o £ by identifying it with the standard Choi- By k) E\ )k
Jamiotkowski matrix 4 4- for A in the following way: M(zk: [ 1 >) - zk: [ (V7] (19)

PoU6," 0an-0, 20T 05,201 (12) which has ful support on the subspagen{|yF)} and, being

With these basic properties in hand, we are now in a positi@‘nSum of (unnormalised) projectors, has positive eigemglu
to prove a necessary condition for a matrix to be the Chdjl that subspace. Thus we can choose as a basi ({6 ')
Jamiotkowski matrix of some conjugate-divisible map. the set of matrices
Proposition 8 The support of the Choi-Jamiotkowski matrix {Z (|1/Jf> (W5 + [vh) Wfl) + CZ k) (k]
of a conjugate-divisible map is positive-semidefinite ¢@en J 3k
conjugate-symmetric). .

o > (1) @l = [wh) 1) + e 3 ) (]
Proof: To establish conjugate-symmetry, l&f = £* o £ j ik

be conjugate-divisible, wher& : A — B is CPT, and denote hich are all Hermitian and. for sufficientlv lar ositive-
the (standard) Choi-Jamiotkowski matrix éf by pap. By \éverlnidefinite " ’ Hmciently farge p ”VD

Lemmalb, the Choi-Jamiotkowski matrix of is given by We now show that the necessary conditions of Propodition 8
(13) are also sufficient.

- —1
caar =Uoy

(20)

k,l

oaa = Trp Pap ® Ta -1y ®f)£‘i‘/ .



Proposition 9 For any conjugate-symmetric, positive- V. SUPERACTIVATION OF THE ONESHOT ZERGERROR

semidefinite subspaces 4- which has full support on the first CAPACITY
subsystem (i.esupp(Tra/[Saa]) = Ha), we can construct
a (in general non-standard) Choi-Jamiotkowski mateix 4/ The zero-error classical capacitpf a quantum channel is

of a conjugate-divisible map such thaipp(caa/) = Saa. the capacity to transmit classical information with zerola-
The corresponding channél has input dimensionl 4, rank bility of error (as opposed to a vanishing error probahiliy
dg = dim S4 4 and output dimensiodg = dadg. in the usual Shannon capacity; for brevity, we will drop the
) ) “classical” nomenclature from now on, and call this simply
(Here, the notationsupp(Tra/[San]) is shorthand for e ;er0 error capacity. The one-shot zero-error capacitis
Uppses, ., supp(Trar [#)(2]). The condition on the supporty,q amount of (classical) information that can be trangmitt
is necessary for a matrix to be any kind of Chm-JammlkowsWith zero probability of error by aingle use of the channel

matrix, S|mp!y by deflpmon..)- S (as opposed to the asymptotic rate per use of the channel in
Proof: SinceSa 4 is positive-semidefinite, we can cho0sgne |imit of infinitely many uses of the channel). Our aim in
a Hermitian basis{My} for M(Saa/) such thatMy, > 0. his section is to show that there exist two quantum channels
Writing M, in its spectral decomposition, which individually have zero one-shot zero-error capadityt
whose joint channaloeshave a non-zero zero-error capacity.

_ ky 1k
My, = Z o)l (21) (In Section[V, we will extend this result to the asymptotic
! capacity.)
where we have absorbed the (positive) eigenvalues into theA channel£ has non-zero (one-shot) zero-error capacity
unnormalised eigenstatés?), we have if there exist two different input states whose outputs are
- perfectly distinguishable. In other words, the one-shabze
Saa = span{z K |wf>}k (22) error capacity is non-zero iff
. T —
andH 4 = span{|z/1§>}. 3|P),lp) € Ha : Tr[E()TE(p)] = 0. (25)
Now consider the operator Note that
pap =y W) ki) (W51, kil (23) . .
2}; ATHE A TS Te[E(v) ()] = Te[r- €7 (E(¢))] = Tr[th-E* 0 E(p)]. (26)

This is Hermitian, positive-semidefinite, afdiz[p45] is full  Conversely, a channel has zero one-shot zero-error cgyficit
rank on? 4, so (up to normalisation) 4z is a (non-standard)

Choi-Jamiotkowski matrix corresponding to some CPT rfiap V), o) € Ha: Trfth- £ 0 E(p)] # 0. (27)
Observe also that the rank and local dimensions 0f are as

claimed in the statement of the proposition. By Coroll@dry 7;7hus we seek two channel§, andé&;, such that

oan =Tip [pap © 1a- 14 ® 7y (@42) Vi), le) € Ha 1 Thle - &y 0 E12(0)] £0,  (28a)
), Lo € HE? - Tr[ - (€7 0 £1) ® (€5 0 £2)(0)] = 0.
=T‘rBlZIw5>|k,i> (W5l (k,j] ® Las - (28b)
ijk (24b) _ _
14 ® Z [L,n) |t Y (1, m) W’M] For the composite map/s’u = & o 951,2 these are pr_emsely
T the conditions established in Ref][9] fo¥; . to violate
~ ~ multiplicativity of the minimum output rank! The composite
= Z(Z ) wa>) (Z (WF| Wfl) (24c) mapN = £*o€ need not be CPT evendfis, but this does not
koo J substantially affect the methods developed in Réf. [9],alvhi

is a (non-standard) Choi-Jamiotkowski matrix for the'® will reus.e here. . . i

conjugate-divisible channef* o €. Clearly, the support of _'I_'o establish necessary and sufficient conditions for the in-

this operator isS4 4/, so it fulfils the requirements of thed'vIdual maps t_o satisfy E@Sa), we follow _exactl_y the gam
arguments as in Ref_|[9]. Let; » denote Choi-Jamiotkowski

proposition. X i h X divisible maf
Propositions J8 and] 9 together imply the following ke?ﬁéﬂc?rsoﬁ]ogzs Ona)'ngvéor:a\?ecor”“gate' visible maps.

theorem, giving a complete characterisation of the Cho
Jamiotkowski matrices of conjugate-divisible maps.

V|’L/J>,|(p> €Ha:
Theorem 10 Given a subspace S44 such that 1 [Yar-Tra(or2 o @ 1ar)] = Tr[o12 - ¢ @1par] # 0.
supp(Tra/[Saa]) = Ha, there exists a conjugate-divisible ' ' (29)
map with (in general non-standard) Choi-Jamiotkowski
matrix o4 such thatsupp(oaar) = Saa iff Saa IS Note that this holds even i, , are non-standard Choi-

positive-semidefinite (hence also conjugate-symmetric).  Jamiotkowski matrices, since using Corollaty 7 any rescali



can be absorbed intp and: find subspaces simultaneously satis%wg these conditods
“1j2 12 Egs. E}L) and[E4) then by Theordm| 10 we can construct

TF[UUA @Ua, '~ -oaar- a0q) CN@NNEISE; » such that\Vi » = £f, o0 &1 » satisfy Egs.[(28a)
U;l/QUT ®521/2UT con ®¢A,} (30a) and @b) ( ote that w.l.o. g. we can neglect the condition

in Theore thatupp(Tra/[Saa’]) = Ha, since if this is
=Tr [GAA, . (021/2UT¢AU0-;1/2® not the case we can always shrifky so that it does hold.)
- - (30b) Noting that Schmidt-rank, conjugate-symmetry and pasitiv
5’21/2UT¢A/ UC_TZI/Q)} semidefiniteness are preserved under the transpose rati
= Troaa - ¢4 @ Wy]. (30¢) we can for convenience redefit® = supp(o?) in Eq. (34)

(without changing Eq. @1)) to save carrying the transpose
Therefore, ifS; 2 = supp(o1,2) denote the supports of thearound in the notation.
Choi-Jamiotkowski matrices, it is necessary and suffictent These results are summarised in the following lemma:

require that their orthogonal complements contain no pcbdu
Lemma 11 If there exist subspace$;, So C Ha ® H4 and

states:
£|1/) Vo) E€Ha : [0 |p) € Sf,z- (31) unitariesU, V' satisfying

To derive sufficient conditions for the joint map to satisfy Bl),lp) € Ha: ) @ o) € Sty (35a)
Eq. @b), we slightly generalise the argument of Ref. [9]. Sy =U®V-Si, (35b)
First, fix both stategy), |) in Eq. (28b) to be maximally F(S).2) = S1 (350)
entangled}y) = U, ®Va, [w), [¢) = Wa; ® X4y |w), where . ’ o
lw) =", |i,i) andU, V, W, X are unitary. Then M7 > 0} : M(S1,2) = span{M; "}, (35d)

0="Tr WASA& N1 @ Nz (pa,4,)] (32a) then there exist channels; » which individually have zero

. one-shot zero-error capacity, but for which the joint chahn
= Tr [hagay - Tra,a, [01 @ 02 -4, 4, ® Lasay]] (32b) £ @ & has non-zero zero-error capacity.

=Tr [01 ® oy - cpZ;lAz ® wAiAé} (32c) Although a positive-semidefinite subspace is necessarily
7 - - conjugate-symmetric, it will be convenient in what follows
=Tr[o1 @02 (U@ Vwy, U @V (32d) o treat conjugate-symmetry separately from the positive-

(W ® X waya, wte XT)] semidefinite requirement. We therefore redundantly irelud
_ _ the conjugate-symmetry requirement as well as the positive
=Tr[(UeoWa U eWhH' (Ve Xo Ve XT)] semidefinite requirement in the statement of this and subse-
(32e) quent lemmas.
=Tr [U{ (U @ V' oy Ul e V’T)} ) (32f) If a subspace is conjugate-symmetric, then so is its orthog-
onal complement, so Eq@Sb) avﬂ%c) together imply
Again, this remains true ifo; o are non-standard Choi-
Jamiotkowski matrices, since we can absorb any rescaltogin @ U®V - S1 =S5 =F(S3) =F(U @V - 51). (36)
our choice of|¢)) and |p). Writing U1720211Y/22 = Ry, for

brevity, we have Conversely, if Eq.[EG) holds for conjugate-symmegic then

clearly Eq. [@c) is satisfied. Thus, lettingg = S, S; =
Tr [aga, - N1 @ Na(@a,a,)] (33a) U®V .S+, and recalling that Schmidt-rank is invariant under
local-unitaries, Eqs@a) an@Sc) can, respectivedyrds

- Tr[ (R1® R ® Ry ® Ro) - 0,41 ® 0y, (33p) expressed as:

(Rl ® Rl ® Ry ® RQ) : 9051142 & U}A’]Aé}

- ' B) o) e Ha iy @lphe Sorst, @A)
:TI‘[O'AlA,l ®0a,ay - (B @Ry w£]A2R1®R1) F(S)=S and FU®V-S)=UV -S. B5¢)
_ L (330)
® (R2 ® R Ya,a, Ro ®R2)} We can therefore rewrite Lemnial11 in terms of a single
T , subspaces:

=Tr |:0'A1A/1 QoA P A4, @ ¢A;A;} : (33d) _
Theorem 12 If there exists a subspacg C H4 ® H4 and

Therefore, in terms of the supports » of the Choi-Jamiot- ynitaries U, V satisfying

kowski matriceso; 2, EQ. implies that a sufficient
condition for the maps to satisfy E 8b) is for the support BI),|p) € Ha : |) @ |p) € ST, (373a)
to be related by . Blv).le) € Ha:[¥) @ 1¢) €S, (37b)
ST=U®V-5; (34) B

F(S) =5, (37¢)
for some local unitarie#/, V. FUV-S)=U®V -85, (37d)
Of course, sincd/; 5 = = &y y0&1 2 are necessarily conjugate- 3{M; > 0} : M(S) = span{M;} (37€)

divisible, Theorenﬂo also applies, s§ o must also be n
positive-semidefinite (hence conjugate-symmetric). If e HM; >0} : MU ®V - 57) = span{M;}, (37f)



then there exist channelS, » which individually have zero see that the positive-semidefiniteness conditions of @)
one-shot zero-error capacity, but for which the joint chahn and @f) are satisfied, note thaf and 1 ® X - S{- both

&1 ® & has non-zero zero-error capacity. contain the identity matrix, which is positive and full rank
- . Thus we can construct a positive-semidefinite basis by gddin
Our task, then, reduces to finding a subspécalong with sufficient weight of the identity to the other basis elements

unitariesU, V' which satisfy the conditions of Theorem] 12> :
(The first two conditions are identical to those required iﬁlnally, the easiest way to prove that Eds_._l37a) @(37b)

q : : " . are satisfied is to use a computer algebra package such as
R_ef. .L“.].' The r(_amalnder arise from the addltlongl_ COnJugat'I:VIathematica, and apply the Groebner basis algorithm. (Note
divisibility requirement, which rules out the explicit exple

constructed in that paper.) Using the ideas of Réfs. [9]],[2£hat this provides a rigorous computer-aided proof, notatyer

it is not too hard to find an explicit example of a subspacselJpportIng numerical evidence.)

satisfying Theorerh 12. For example, set

U:

1, V=

1

1

=X,

(38)

and choose the matrix subspdd&.S;) to be spanned by

(The entries of the final four matrices are fairly arbitratyey

-9

8 0

(39)

V. SUPERACTIVATION OF THE ASYMPTOTIC ZERGERROR
CAPACITY

We have proven in the previous section that the one-shot
zero-error capacity can be superactivated, which hintsnat a
even more remarkable possibility: can th&/mptoticcapacity
be superactivated?

The main challenge lies in showing that a channel has zero
zero-error capacity even in the asymptotic limit. This ives
proving thatall tensor powers of the channel have zero zero-
error capacity. From the arguments of Sectioh 1V, this iepli
that the orthogonal complement of any tensor power of the
support of its Choi-Jamiotkowski matrix should contain no
product states. Thus, as in Sectlod 1V, our task is to find a
subspace that satisfies all the conditions of EIE (37), laut w
strengthen Eqs@a) an@?b) to in addition require that
no tensor powers of the subspaces contain any product.states
Given such a subspace, we can construct a pair of channels in
exactly the same way as we did in Sectioh IV, but thanks to
these stronger properties the individual channels will hewe
zero zero-error capacity even in the asymptotic limit. Tikis
summarised in the following counterpart to Theoten 12. @®nc
again, it is helpful for later to redundantly retain the aaygte-
symmetry requirement of Eqﬂlc) a@ld), even though
this is already implied by the positive-semidefinite reqaient

were essentially chosen by picking two different sets of fo@f Eds. [41k) and_(41).)
integers at random, and symmetrising.)
M(Si) is then spanned by

Theorem 13 If there exists a subspace and unitariesU, V/
satisfying

1 1
. z. vk [0) ) € HE )@ o) € (ST, (41a)
1 ’ —i vk, B10)|o) € HEN - [0) @ |o) € ((SH)F)",  (41b)
1 -1 F(S) =S, (41c)
1 1 1 FURV-S)=UxV-S, (41d)
o T 3{M; > 0} : M(S) = span{ M}, (41e)
1 1 1 IHM; >0} : MUV - St) = span{M;}, (41f)
40
01 2 0 (40) then there exist channefs , which individually have no zero-
—6 1 error capacity, but whose joint channél ® & doeshave
-8\’ 2 non-zero zero-error capacity.
0 —6 =80 Before proving that such a subspace exists, it is worth
0 -8 -6 0 outlining the general approach. We first adapt and extend
2 , -8 the algebraic-geometry arguments of Réf./[19] to show that
10 —6 5 1 0 either almost all subspaces satisfying E (41c) andl (41d)

also satisfy Eq.a), or none of them do. Then, we con-

It is straightforward to verify that this choice &, satisfies struct a particular subspace ttadessatisfy Eqs.a)c)
the conjugate-symmetry conditions of E@S?c) @](Waﬂ). and @). Whilst that particular subspace certainly doets



satisfy Eq. b), the fact that it exists shows that almdist @omplete too. Second, the composition of two proper mor-

subspaces satisfying Eq@lc) a@41d) must also satiphisms is proper again. Thirdly, projective morphisms are

Eq. ). And, by symmetry, this implies that almost all gbroper.

them also satisfy Eq b). Therefore, if we choose a sudespa For those interested in formal definitions and more detailed

satisfying Ej%éc) aﬁ%éld) at random, it will almostedyr  properties, we refer to [21]. With these basic facts, we ame n

satisfy Egs. a) an 1b). Finally, we show that there iis a position to prove our lemma.

a non-zero probabilihat sﬁa randomly chosen subspace Proof: Define the following two maps:

will also satisfy Eqs.ﬁe) and (41f), implying that a susp )

satisfying all the conditions in Theordml 13 does exist. o1 :Gra(Ha ® Hp) = Grae(Haer ® Hper)
which mapsS — S®*,

A. Strongly unextendible conjugate-symmetric subspaces a 92 :Gra(Haer @ Hpor) = Grgn g a(Haor ® Hper)
full measure which mapsS — S*. (46b)

(46a)

We first require some terminology, notation and basic resuij\je then have
relating to the first two conditions, Eqﬂhla) am41b), otE,C
d (HAv HB)

Theoren{ 13.
={SecGrg(HaH o S)YNY k1 . %]
Definition 14 A subspaceS C Ha ® Hp is k-unextendible { alFa 8)[ 920 41(5) da-tdp =t 72}

47
if (S®*)L contains no product state i er ® Hper. A _ _ o ( )
subspace istrongly unextendiblé it is k-unextendible for all whereX g _, 4« _, is the Segre variety (the projective variety
k > 1. Conversely, a subspace ksextendibleif it is not k- consisting of all product states). If we let
unextendible, an@éxtendibleif it is not strongly unextendible. T={Sec Grd’j‘dgfdk (Hasr @ Hpor) |

Grq(V) denotes the Grassmannian of a vector splce SNy 1 gr_1 # D} (48)
A "B

(the set of alld-dimensional subspaces &f). The sets of

k-extendible, extendible, and strongly unextendible sabep then E}(Ha,Hp) = (2 0 ¢1) (7). ¢1 and ¢, are both

of dimensiond will be denoted, respectively, proper morphisms, thus their composition is again a proper
morphism, which implies that the pre-imag® (Ha, Hp) =

Ef(Ha,Hp) ={S € Gra(Ha ® Hp)| S is k-extendibld, (4, 0 ¢;)~1(T) is Zariski closed ifT is Zariski closed.

(42) In the next step, we will prove the general result that
Ei(Ha,Hp) ={S € Gry(Ha ®Hp)|S is extendible, Ra(Ha, Hp)

(43) ’ 49
= {S S Grd(HA QR Hp) | SN Yda-1,dp—1 #* @} (49)

Us(Ha, Hi) = is Zariski closed, which will implyT" is Zariski closed. Let
{S € Grg(Ha @ Hp)|S is strongly unextendible (44) X ={(S,[v])|S C Ha®MHp, [v] € g, -1,45—1 andv € S}.
(50)
so that . Then X is a subset 0fGry(Ha ® Hp) X Ta,_1.d,-1. Let
Ua(Ha, Hp) = (U EQ(HA,HB)) , (45) P be the projection fromGry(Ha ® Hp) X Sa,—1.dp-1

k to Grg(Ha ® Hp), so that thatRy(Ha,Hp) = P(X).

It is not hard to check thatX is Zariski closed. Since
Yi.-1,d5—1 IS @ projective variety it is complete, and as a
result the image of projectio® on any Zariski-closed set
Lemma 15 E%(Ha,Hp) is Zariski-closed inGry(Ha ® in Grg(Ha ® Hp) X Yq,-1,d45—1 IS again Zariski closed.
Hp) = Grg(Cd4 @ C8). ThereforeR,(Ha, Hp) = P(X) is Zariski closed. O
dWe will consider the case wheli 4 = Hp = C%. In what
llows, it will be useful to represert{ y @ Hp = €% @ C%a

i.e. Uy is the complement of the union over aﬂ]j;.
We start by proving thatZ% is an algebraic set:

Before proving this lemma, we need some backgrou?

about complete varieties and proper morphisms. We wilestap

da da -
here only the necessary facts, without introducing form%? the real vector spade’ ©R"+ ©R"+. The complex Grass

. d " N
mathematical definitions. annianGr,(C*4 ® C%4) can then be mapped injectively to

1 2 dA dA 1 -
A continuous function between topological spacegriper the real Grassmannidiiraq(R° ® R* @ R°). Define: to be

. . 2 o ada oTada
if inverse images of compact subsets are compact. In ali\lpebrfsz}\“near operator acting dR* @R+ @R in the natural way,

0-—1 2 da da
geometric settings, an analogue of a compact setanaplete -€. as(l 0 )®]1dA®]ldA' Thens edGer(]g‘ ®.]R DR .)
. . : corresponds to an element Gf4(C*4 ® C*4) if and only if
variety. For our purposes, it suffices to know that eve

7 Co . . Y satisfiesiS = S.
projective variety is complete, and a variety o@eis complete L .
. L . . Now we use the fact that a Zariski-closed set in a complex
if and only if it is compact in the classical topology.

- . o vector space is also Zariski-closed in the isomorphic real
Similarly, a proper morphism between varieties is an ang-

logue of a proper map betweatassicaltopological spaces. vector space to obtain the following corollary to Lemia 15.

We will make key use of some basic properties of prop&orollary 16 EX (H.,Hp) is Zariski-closed in the real
morphisms. First, inverse images of complete varieties a@FassmanniarGrog(R? @ R4 @ R292).



We now consider the set of subspaces that satisfy @ (4Coyrollary 18 EX(Ha,Ha )N Fa(R,dy) is Zariski-closed in

and [41H) of Theorem 13. Denote this set by Fy(R,da).
Fy(C,da) = {S € Grg(C% © ©) | Any Zariski-closed subset has zero measure (in the usual

Haar measure), unless it is the full space. ThisE*, which
S=F(S), FUeV-S)=UaV- -5} (51) is a countable union of zero-measure sets, is either zero-

To better handle the conjugate-linear constraints, we willeasure or it is the full space. Conversely, sitiégis the

consider the equivalent set of real vector spaces, definedcf@nplement of this union, it is either full measure or it ig th
be empty set. Since the intersection of two Zariski-closed st

Zariski-closed, the identical argument also holds kN F,
Fy(R,d4) g Bﬁr "

(52) andUq N Fy, hence:
=15 € B o B4 @ B) Th 19 If the setUy(Ha, Ha) N Fa(R,da) # @, th
eorem e se / . then
S=iS, S=F9), FUeV-S)=U®V - S} al7ia, 1ta alR, dx

it is full measure inFy(R,da).
While F;(R,d4) and Fy(C, d 4) are isomorphic, we will find
it convenient to work with both of them at different times. B. Existence of a strongly unextendible conjugate-synimetr
As the following lemma shows, this set is also algebraic:subspace

Lemma 17 F,(IR,d,) is Zariski-closed irGryg(R2®@ R4 ® We now proceed to show thal; (4, Har) N Fa(R, da) is
Rd4). not empty. We will do this by starting with a family of strongl

_ ~unextendible subspaces and symmetrising them, so we need
Proof: We will prove a more general statement.Hfis to get a handle on how much the symmetrisation blows up

a finite-dimensional real vector space, ahtl € B(H) then the dimension of the subspace, which is the content of the
define the action o/ on Gry(H) by following lemma.

M(S) ={My):|y) € S}, (53) Lemma 20 Let F : Gry(Ha ® Ha) — Uy Fur(T,da) be
ethe map that symmetrises a subspAday alternately iterating
the mapsF;(S) = S + F(S) and F(S) = S + Fugv(S) =

S+UT®@VIFU ®V -S) until convergence. Then, for

for S € Grg(H). Then we claim that the set of subspac
invariant underM, {S € Grq(H) : M(S) = S}, is Zariski-
closed inGrg(H).

To show the lemma follows from this claim, také = 1
R?®R% @ R? and M to be in turni, F, and(U @ V) - . 1
Then use the fact that the intersection of two Zariski-abse U=1, V= = X, (56)
sets is also Zariski-closed.

To prove our claim abou{S € Gry(H) : M(S) = S}, 1
we will use the Plicker embedding _[23]. The Plucker em-
bedding: is a map fromGry(H) into P(A?H). Here A¢H  the dimensioni’ of the imageF (S) satisfiesd’ < 4d.
denotes thei'" exterior power of#, and IP indicates that Proof: Let M be an element ol(S), and consider the

we are taking the projectification of¢#. If S is spanned by action of F andFy gy onM(S). SinceX' = X andX? = 1
{J91), ..., |[va)} theny(S) is defined to beéy; )A. .. Alig). To ’

: : we have
see that is a well-defined map, observe that replacigg)
by 3¢, A; ; 1) for an invertible matrixA has the effect F(M) = M, (57)
of replacing.(S) by det(A).(S), which in projective space Frey(M)=XM'X, (58)
m"f‘rkhes no d'_ffere”‘ije- o o be writ FoF(M) = Fuey o Fugy (M) = M, (59)
< e exterior producty;) A ... A i) can also be written FoFyay (M) = Fuey o F(M) = XMX. (60)
Z (=% |y, (1) @ -+ @ [Yo(a)) (54) Thus the alternating application @ andF, converges after
0€Sy a finite number of iterations, and maps a baéig;} for

M(S) to a basis{M;, M, X M; X, X M!X} for M(F(S)).
The dimension of5 therefore increases by at most a factor of
four (with equality when{M;, M, X M; X, X M X} are all
L(M(S)) = M®*4(9). (55) linearly independent). O

The other ingredient, namely a family of strongly un-
extendible subspaces, is provided by the well-knawrex-
tendible product bases

where S, is the symmetric group od elements andgn(o)
is the sign of the permutation. In this picture we have

Thus the condition that/ (S) = S is equivalent to demanding
that«(S) = M®< ,(S). This is a linear constraint or{S), so
{1(89) = 1(S) = M®2 (S)} = {u(S) : M(S) = S} is Zariski-
closed. But is a proper morphism, spS : M (S) = S} must Definition 21 An unextendible product bas{¢JPB) is a set
also be Zariski-closed, which completes the proof. O of product stateg|+;), 5} (not necessarily orthogonal) in a
bipartite spaceH 4 ® Hp such that(span{|y;)})+ contains
no product states. Thdimensionof a UPB is the number of
product states in the set.

The following follows immediately from Corollary 16
and Lemma_17:
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Clearly, a UPB spans a-unextendible subspace. That thidhave
subspace is in fact strongly unextendible is shown by the

following lemma. (B3], (0], {(<’Y|B1 ®1p,) [y)p, B, ®

Lemma 22 If {|w})AlBl} and {[y?),,,} are unextendible ({0l 4, ® 1a,) |I>A1A2} =0 (63)
product bases i 4, ®H 5, andH 4, @H g, respectively, then
{|¢i1>|1/)]2.>}1-_,j is an unextendible product basis 4,4, ® for any j. Here, the term in square brackets is a nonzero
‘Hp, B, product state inH4, ® Hp, which is orthogonal to any
3\ g = la3), 187), - But{|7), .} is also an unex-
Proof: If {[v))4, 5, } and {|¥:¥),,,} are both orthog- (endipie product basis, which gives a contradiction as fieefo
onal unextendible product bases, this case was proved in 0

Relf. [24]. For 1non—or}hogonal unextendible prod2uct bab¥s, | emmd2b says that tensor products of unextendible product

¥i)a,s, = 105)a, 1Bi)p, for 1 <i < ki and[y3), . = pases are unextendible, which in particular implies tHaeak

|0<§>A2 |532>B2 for 1 <j <ks. sor powers of an unextendible product basis are unextendibl
Assume for contradiction thafli;) [+/3)}: ; is extendible i.e. unextendible product bases span strongly unextenslitti-

in Ha, 4, ®Hp, B, Which means there exists a product statgpaces. The following lemma giving the minimal dimension

%) 4, 4, [¥)5, 5, IN Ha,a, ® Hp, 5, which is orthogonal to of a UPB was proven in Ref, [25]:

2
any [¢;) 4, g, [V >A2Bz' We then have Lemma 23 There exists a UPB of dimensianin C%4 @ C%s

foranyda +dp — 1 <m < dadp.

Vi<i<k andl<j<ky: al,azz »1,2- =0. . . .
= = Siske: {ag,a5le) (85, 65ly) 61) We are now in a position to prove the existence of strongly

unextendible subspaces Ay (i.e. strongly unextendible
subspaces obeying the symmetry constraints of Hgsl (41c)
and ) from Theoreﬁ]lS), for sufficiently large dimension
(It turns out that 16 is “sufficiently large” enough.)

For anm x n matrix A, vec(A) is anmn—element column
vector whose firstn elements are the first column &f, the
nextm elements are the second columnAfand so on. Thus
“vec” converts the matrix into a vector. Invéc” notation, we
havevec(ABC) = (CT®A) vec(B). Applying this, we obtain Lemma 24 For U = 1, V = X, there exist strongly

unextendible subspaces € F;(C,d4) of dimensiond for
0= (o, ajl2), o, WI5L )y, (62a) any4(2ds —1) <d < dj.

=(ajl,, (14, ® <a§|A2) Proof: Let S be a subspace spanned by a UPB with the
()0 a Gl ) (1, @ 132) ) 13D (62b) minimal dimensionm = 2d4 — 1. Lemmal 2B tells us tha$
A14; WB1 B, )\ 2B 37By/ V7 1By is strongly unextendible. By Lemnlal20, its symmetrisation
:(|B_1>T ® (all, ) F(S) has dimension at mostm = 4(2d4 — 1). Also,
v/ t1A since symmetrising can never shrink the subspace, we have

Vec[(]lAl ® <a§|A2)- (62c) F(S)* C S+ soF(S) is also strongly unextendible.
_ Thus F(S) is a strongly unextendible subspace of dimen-
(12)4,4, @5, 5,) - (L, ® |532'>32)} sion at most4(2d4 — 1). The lemma follows from the fact
~ that any extensios’ O S is strongly unextendible it is. [J
= (8115, (aila, ((]131 ®185)p,)" © (L4, ® <045|A2))' Combining Theoreni 19 and Lemnhal 24, we have shown
vee([)4, 4, (715, 5, (62d) "
Corollary 25 Ford > 4(2da—1)andU = 1,V = X, the set
_ <ﬁi1|31 <O‘11|A1 (]131 2 <ﬁj2_|B2 ® 14, © <O‘§|A2) . of strongly unextendible subspadég(H .4, Ha )N Fy(C,d4)

(62e) is full measure inFy(C,da).

T
1 . . . .
(<?J|3132 ® |x>A1A2) vee(1) This leads to the main theorem of this section.

= (B}|g, (aila, [(1131 ® <ﬂ?|B2) |W)5, 5, ® Theorem 26 For d4 > 16, U = 1, V = X, and for a
, (62f) subspaceS € €% @ C% of dimensiom(2ds — 1) < d <
(Ln ® <aj|A2) |~’C>A1A2] d% — 4(2d4 — 1) chosen uniformly at random subject to the

symmetry constrainf§(S) = S andF(U®V-S) =UV-S,
For any fixed;, the term in square brackets is either the zeRPth S and S+ will almost-surely be strongly unextendible.

vector, or a product state .4, © Hp, which is orthogonal Proof: Corollary[25 implies thatS chosen in this way

to any [)y, 5, = loi)a, |B1)p,- But {[¥i)s,p,} S @0 il almost-surely be strongly unextendible. BSt- is then

unextendible product basis, so if it is non-zero for sojne 5 random subspace subject to the same symmetry constraints,

then we have a contradiction. with dimensiond(2d4—1) < d*+ = d —d < d% —4(2d,—1).
Otherwise,(1® (583]) |y)p, g, ® (1@ (a?]) |x)4, 4, = 0 for  Thus Corollary implies thatS+ will be almost-surely

any j. Let|y),, and|s), be two vectors such thd{y|; ® strongly unextendible. For there to exist a suitabdlewe

18,) [Y)p, 5, # 0 and ((8] ,, @ La,) |z),, 4, # 0. Then we require4(2ds — 1) < d% —4(2ds — 1), ordu > 16. O
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C. Positive-semidefinite conjugate-symmetric subspaces summing tod, thenIl = (I, + I ) + (I, + I, )T

Theorem 26 shows that a random subspace satisfying fH@Iects onto a subspace #i(R,d4). If Il has rankk
symmetry constraints of Eqs._(41c) a 1d) from Thedhen our choice ofl is engalent to choosing an element of
rem[18 will in fact also almost-surely satisfy the strongxine Gri(R%4/%) x Grg_g(R?4/%). _ O
tendibility requirements of Eqsmla) a 1b). It rensain Proof of Theorenl 27: To understand what it means to
to show that the positive-semidefiniteness requirements Ve non-zero measure i, (C, da), we use Lemmé 28 and
Eqs. (41le) and (4l1f) can also be satisfied simultaneously. the fact thatdim Gry (R%4/2) = (d% /2 — k)k. Thus

Theorem 27 If dy4 is even,|d/2] < d%4/2—1andU = 1, dim (Grk(]Rdi/Q) X Grd_k(ﬂ{diﬂ))
V = X, then the set 2 P2
_ [ %a A
Py(da) = {S € Fy(T,da) | o = (7—k) k(7—d+k) (d— k)
S andU ® V - S* positive semidefinite &2 [ d2
_ :k(d—k)(—A(—A—d)—k(d—k)>,
has non-zero measure if;(C,d,). 2 \ 2

In order to prove TheoremP7, we would like to demonstrathich takes its maximum value dt = d/2 (for d even)
a single S € Fy(C,d4) that is strictly positive definite, OF k& = (d & 1)/2 (for d odd). This means that all but
which would then imply that there is ball of nonzero measu® measure-zero subset ¢4;(C,d4) is contained in these
around it that is positive semidefinite. This sort of argumeMalues of k. Indeed, if & is even then the component of
can be used in manifolds such &y(#), but it is not Fa(C,da) corresponding tdGr,/s(R%4/%) x Gryys(R%4/?)
clear that it carries over to a more complicated set, such i@s measure one if;(C, d4). If k is odd then the components
F4(C,dy4). Thus, we will first need to determine the structurgorresponding tdir g 1)/2(R%4/2) x Gr(4_1)/2(R%4/?) and
of F,(C,ds) and demonstrate that (whedy is even) it Gr(y_1)/2(R%/2) x Grigy1y/2(R%/?) each have measure
decomposes into a direct sum of spaces which are simplerli2. For the rest of the proof we will take to bed/2 for d
analyze. Later we will see that this lets us apply the intniti even or(d — 1)/2 for d odd. Let F;(C, d4) denote the part

from this paragraph to prove Theorén 27. of F(TC, d4) corresponding ;@rd/z(ﬂ{di/i’) % Gr%/z(IRdi/Q)
Lemma 28 If d4 is even and/ = 1, V = X, then ifdcé is even orGr(a11)/2(R%/?) x Gr(g_1)/2(R?4/?) if d is
odd.

d 2 2 In either case, it suffices to show thB§(d4) N £ C,dy
Fy(R,da) = | | Grp(R%/%) x Gra_x(R™/?).  (65) pas positive measure iy (T, d,). To do( so), we f(irst co)n-
k=0 struct a positivedefinitesubspaces € Fd((]j, da), meaning a
The L denotes disjoint union, meaning that an element glibspaces with a positive-definite basis. We would also like
Fu(R,da) can be uniquely identified by specifying an integefl @ X)- S+ to be positive definite. Our intuition is that since
0 < k < d and elements ofiry(R%/2) and Gry_1(R%/2).  the set of positive-definite matrices is open, finding onermat
Proof of Lemmd 28 Elements Of Fy(R, da) are 2d- implies_ _the exi_st_ence of_ an open set_ (with positive measure)
dimensional real subspaces B @ R4 ® R4, As such, of positive-definite matrices around it. To rigorously exde

they can be expressed as ralikprojectors. The constraintsthis int.uition to positive-definite subspglces, we "?eef’ finde

in Eq. @) definingf; (R, d4) can be expressed as symmetrie§ continuous map : F4(C, da) — B(C*) satisfying:

of these projectors. In particulaif € F,(R,d) if and only ¢ for any ", n(5’) € 5’; and

if 1 is a rank2d projector satisfying I1:7 = II, FIIFT =11 * 7(S) is a positive-definite operator ofi*+.

and (X @ X)II(X ® X) =11 These properties will guarantee that evStye F;(TC,d4) that
Initially we will consider thei andF symmetries. Leff, is sufficiently close taS will belong to Py(d) N F4(C, d),

denote thet1 eigenspaces df. Sincell commutes withF, it  implying that this set has non-zero measure and proving the

must be the sum of a projector onto a subspacg ofand a theorem.

projector onto a subspaceBf . In other words]T =TT, +11_ We constructn by letting M, € S be a positive-definite

wherellL F = FII. = +II.. Sincei andF anticommute; matrix, and extending it to an orthonormal basis fodenoted

must mapF . to F=. ThusiIl;iT is a projector ont&®_ and {Mj, ..., My}, such thatS = My A Ma A -+ A M. Then we

il1_iT is a projector ontdf,. Combined with the fact that definen := iy, _,in,_, - i, Wherei denotes the interior

i 1147 = II we obtain that IT,.i7 = II.. We can thus assumeproduct. The definition of interior product guarantees tie t

that II = II, + iII,4" wherell, is a projector ontdF,. 7(S’) € S’ for any subspaces’, and thatn(M;) = M,

Sincell has rank2d, I, must have rankl. which we have assumed is positive definite. It follows that
Since X ® X commutes withF andII, we have thafl, # maps some neighborhood Sfto positive-definite matrices,

must also commute witlX ® X. This means we can wrifd,  and that this neighborhood is therefore a set of positivieite

asIl,, + II,_, wherell, . is a projector onto a subspacesubspaces with nonzero measure.

of the +1 eigenspace ofX ® X andIl,_ projects onto a It remains only to construct the desirefl As we have

subspace of the-1 eigenspace ok ® X. observed in PropositioE] 8, fof to be positive definite, it
Working backwards we can see thaflf, ., I, _ are arbi- is sufficient for M(S) to contain a single positive-definite

trary projectors with the appropriate supports and wittksanelement. In particular, we will choos§ to contain|w) =
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Zf;‘l |i,7). We will also require thatS be orthogonal to standard quantum channel. (Note that although the zeow-err
(1® X) |w) so that(1® X )S+ also containgw) and is positive capacity of classical channels is non-additive, superatiin
definite. Note that this only works if 4 is even, otherwis@v) is impossible classically.) It shows that this remarkablgttire
and (1 ® X) |w) are not orthogonal. of quantum channels, to allow communication when seemingly
Both |w) and (1 ® X) |w) belong to the+1 eigenspace of none should be possible, is not restricted to quantum irderm
X ® X. Thus to choos& we need only choose an additionation but also occurs for classical information.
k—1 dimensions foll; . (from a space of dimensiaf¥, /2 — How is this surprising behaviour possible? In the case of
2) as well as an arbitrary ran¢ — k) projectorIl;_ whose the quantum capacity, superactivation is achiewétiout the
support is contained within thel eigenspace oK ® X (with inputs to the two channels needing to be entangled, and the
dimensiond? /2). This is possible as long ds < d%/2 — 1 intuition behind the superactivation has more to do withaloc
andd — k < d? /2. Substituting our choice of, we find that indistinguishability of orthogonal quantum statés|[26JutB

it suffices to takeld/2| < d? /2 — 1. OO entanglemernis responsible for the superactivation of the zero-
error capacity, just as it is necessary if the standard iclass
D. Superactivation of the zero-error capacity Shannon capacity of quantum channels is to be non-additive.

. . . So the fact that superactivation of the zero-error claksica
Theoren} 26 shows that, for suitable dimensions, a subsp% %acity occurs for quantum but not for classical chanrets ¢

chosen at random subject to the symmetry constraints : : :
Egs. [41k) and (41d) from Theorém 13 will, with probability 15613?;3“;2';%;26 use of entangled inputs, which have no

satisfy_the strong unextendibility conditions of EqE{)tlla The results of Sectioh]V also resolve a number of other

and ). But Theorerh P7 shows that there is a non-z&Qestions. For one, they imply that the zero-error capafity

p:)Osli)ti/?tmt)éotnh da::iosnuscgf g ;ag; ;#bs i?)e Tvr\:!;lresfg:tgyne ﬂ}%e multi-sender/multi-receiver quantum channels of Dasath
P y as: . Shi [18] can also be superactivated (extending their om-sh

must exist at Ieastlone subsps&eaﬂsfylng.all the conditions result to the full asymptotic capacity). They also implyttha
of Theorenm _1B. Finally, we use Proposmﬂn 9 to transléte ; ; . L
ven the regularised version of the minimum output Rényi

.St
and U @ V - 5= into channels and complete the proof 0g-entropy investigated in Ref.][9] is non-additive. In and o

superactivation of the_ zero-error classical capacity (aafrq_um itﬁFIf, this is perhaps just a mathematical curiosity. Bug t
channels, as stated in TheorEn 1 (Sec[ﬁon ), the main resu -
same result for the minimum outpwbn Neumanrentropy

of this paper. L : .
“Suitgblrze dimensions” are any set of channel input an%he Renyi 1-entropy) would imply that the classical Shamn
outout dimensionsl« and d~. together with a number of capacity of quantum channels really is non-additive (hett
. 4 andag, 109 . . the capacity of two channels used together could be greater
Kraus operatord g, that simultaneously satisfy all the dimen- L e
. : than the sum of their individual capacities).
sion requirements of Theorerhs| 26 dnd 27. Note that, from . : .
o o ) . We close with an open question. Do there exist channels
Proposmor{b,dE is given by the dimension of the subspace . ; o
In fact, the upper bound on the subspace dimension frog ,&E2 with no zero-error classical capacity individually, but
Theorén@ is always satisfied if that of Theolleth 26 is AlsguCh thatf @ & has a positive zero-errgiuantumcapacity?
' "Note Added: Simultaneously with our results, Duan [27]

the requirement from Theore]27 thas be even merely kgaxtended his previous work to prove that the one-shot zero-

implies that the input dimension to the channel itself muest . ) . )
. frgor capacity can also be superactivated in the case desing
larger than an even number, since we can always embed a .

: . . . . - |nPut, single-output channels. He also proves that the-zero
channel in a higher-dimensional input space. So the minima

dimension requirements reduce to those stated in TheﬁremeTOr capacity is strongly non-additive in the followlng]se: .
a quantum channel that has no zero-error classical capacity

can boost the zero-error capacity of a second channel, which
however does have some zero-error capacity on its own. Whils
Smith and Yard's result' [10] showed that the capacitjon-additivity of the zero-error capacity occurs even lassi-
of quantum channels to communicate quantum informati@al channels, this stronger form of non-additivity is imgibte
behaves in the most surprising way conceivable: two channglassically. Both these results are implied by our stronger
with zero capacity for transmitting quantum informatiomcaresult, which proves full superactivation in the standadse
nonetheless transmit quantum information when used tegetii.e. both channels have zero capacity) for tasymptotic
(superactivatio). On the other hand, although it may wellcapacity (i.e. even infinitely many copies of the individual
be non-additive[[7], the usual classical Shannon capadity ¢hannels have zero capacity). However, interestingly Buan
quantum channels cannot behave in this extreme way.  techniques are different to ours, and also prove a similar no

However, in this work we have shown that the capacitydditivity of thequantumzero error capacity, which our paper
of a quantum channel for transmitting classical informmatiodjoes not address.

perfectly the zero-error classical capacity, exhibits the same
surprising phenomenon as the quantum capacity: two chan-
nels with zero capacity for perfect transmission of claasic
information can nonetheless transmit classical inforamati We would like to thank Andreas Winter for very useful dis-
perfectly when used together. This is, to our knowledge, tle@ssions about this work, and for pointing out the implicas
first ever proven superactivation ofdassical capacity of a of our results to non-additivity of regularised Rényi emties.
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