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Abstract: In this work, we study two different approaches to defining the entropy of a quantum
channel. One of these is based on the von Neumann entropy of the corresponding Choi-Jamiotkowski
state. The second one is based on the relative entropy of the output of the extended channel relative to
the output of the extended completely depolarizing channel. This entropy then needs to be optimized
over all possible input states. Our results first show that the former entropy provides an upper
bound on the latter. Next, we show that for unital qubit channels, this bound is saturated. Finally,
we conjecture and provide numerical intuitions that the bound can also be saturated for random
channels as their dimension tends to infinity.
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1. Introduction

One of the important areas of quantum information theory refers to an entropic
picture of quantum states and operations. It is well known that the entropic uncertainty
principle can be applied in quantum key distribution protocols [1,2] in order to quantify the
performance of these protocols. Another possible area where such an approach prevails is
resource theory [3]. The entropic approach in the description of quantum states can also be
useful in studies of quantum phenomena such as correlations or non-locality [4-7]. Another
essential aspect of quantum information theory is studying the time evolution of quantum
systems interacting with the environment. Entropic characterization of quantum operations
can be helpful in the investigation of decoherence induced by quantum channel [8,9]
and in the study of quantum testers [10]. There exists also numerous approaches to the
formulation of entropic uncertainty principles [11-15], which can be useful in the analysis
of quantum key distribution, quantum communication or characterization of generalized
measurements. In [8,9] entropy of quantum channel is defined as the entropy of the state
corresponding to the channel by the Jamiotkowski isomorphism.

In quantum information theory, the relative entropy D(p||c) = Tr(plogp — plogo)
plays an important role [16] and can be useful in quantifying the difference between two
quantum states. In terms of quantum distinguishability, relative entropy can be interpreted
as a distance between two quantum states. Nevertheless, it is crucial to remember that it
is not a metric as it does not fulfill the triangle inequality. It can be noticed that quantum
transformation ® cannot increase of a distinguishability between quantum states p, o
what can be written as D(p|lc) > D(®(p)||®(c)). This fact, sometimes called the data
processing inequality plays an important role in the context of hypothesis testing [17]. The
quantum relative entropy can also be useful in the quantification of quantum entanglement.
In this context, the amount of the entanglement of a quantum state p can be defined as an
optimal distinguishability of the state p from separable states e.g., gréggp D(p||o), where

minimization is performed over separable states. It can be noticed that the relative entropy
can also be used to define of von Neumann entropy of p as S(p) = logd — D(p||1/d). This
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definition shows that the entropy of a quantum state is related to its distance from the
maximally mixed state.

The first approach to defining the entropy of a quantum channel was proposed by
Zyczkowski [8], where the entropy of a quantum operation was defined as the von Neu-
mann entropy of its corresponding Choi-Jamiotkowski state. A decade later, the approach
discussed in the previous paragraphs, useful for defining the entropy of quantum states
was utilized by Gour and Wilde [18], where relative entropy of quantum channels was
introduced. According to their approach, the von Neumann entropy of the quantum
channel is given by an optimized relative entropy of the output from an extended channel
relative to the output of the extended depolarizing channel. The optimization is performed
over all possible input states. Moreover, there is also a possibility to define other infor-
mation measures, e.g., conditional entropy or manual information, in terms of relative
entropy. Recently the relative entropy of quantum channel and its generalizations are used
in resource theory [19], studies of quantum channels e.g., distinguishability [20], quantum
channel discrimination [21] or channel capacity [22,23].

2. Preliminaries

Let X, Y denote complex Euclidean spaces, let dim(X’) denote the dimension of the
space X and L(X,)) denotes a set of linear operators from X to Y. For simplicity we will
write L(X) = L(X, X). If p € L(X) is Hermitian (o = p?), positive semi-definite (o0 > 0)
and a trace-one (Trp = 1) linear operator then p is called as density operator. To keep
our expressions simple, we will write the density operator corresponding to a pure states
as lowercase Greek letters ¢ = |¢)(¢|. In order to keep track of subspaces of composite
systems we will write pap € L(X4 ® Ap).

The set of all such mapping ® : L(X') — L()) will be denoted by T(&X',)) and for
brevity, we will write T(X) = T(X, X). A mapping that is completely positive and trace-
preserving is called a quantum channel. The set of all quantum channels will be denoted
C(X,)). There exists a well-known bijection between the sets C(X',)) and L(Y ® X), the
Choi-Jamiotkowski isomorphism. It is given by the relation

Dy = (P 1)(¢") 1)

where |¢p1) = Y8 |ii) and Dy is called the dynamical matrix or Choi matrix. Normal-
ized Dg known as the Choi-Jamiotkowski state. It will be denoted as J¢ = D¢ /TrDe.
The von Neumann entropy of p € L(X) is defined by the following formula

H(p) = —Trplogp, @)

similarly to the classical Shannon entropy. This equation can be rewritten using the
notion of relative entropy, which is defined for states p and ¢ analogously to its classical
counterpart [24].

D(plle) = Tep(log p —log o). ®)
Here we use the convention that D(p||c) is finite when supp(p) C supp(c). Otherwise,
we put D(p|o) = co. Thus, we can rewrite Equation (2) as

H(p) = logdim(X') — D(pl|px), )

where p, = 1/ dim(X).
The definition of quantum relative entropy can be extended to the case of quantum
channels in the following manner [18].

D@[¥)=  sup  D((@®D)(oar) (¥ @ 1(par))- ©)
PAREL(X4®XR)
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The state por can be chosen as a pure state and the space Ak can be isomorphic to X4.
Utilizing Equation (5) we get the following definition of the entropy of a quantum channel

Definition 1 ([18]). Let ® € C(Xy, X). Then its entropy H(P)is defined as
H(®) = logdim A — D(®||R), (6)
where R € C(X4, Xp) is the depolarizing channel R : p +— (Trp) 1/ dim(Xp).

The quantum entropy was also defined in the same matter in [17]. However, there
exists an earlier definition of entropy of a quantum channel. In [8,9], the quantum channels
was characterized by the map entropy, which was defined as the entropy of corresponding
Jamiotkowski state. It reads

Definition 2 ([8]). Let ® € C(Xy4, Xp). Its entropy H(P) is given by the entropy of the
corresponding Choi-Jamiotkowski state

HX(®) = H(Jo). @)

The above entropy achieves its minimal value of zero for any unitary channel and the
maximal value of 21log dim A’p for the completely depolarizing channel. Based on these
two definition we arrive at the following observation.

Lemma 1. Let ® € C(Xy4, Xp). The two possible definitions of quantum channel entropy H(P)
and HX(®) fulfill the following relation

H(®) < HX(®) — log dim X 8)
Proof. The proof follows from a direct inspection

H(®) =logdimXs — sup D((P@1)(y)[(R1)(y)). )
[p)EXA®AR

Let us denote ogr = (P ® 1)(¢p). Now we note that (R ® 1)(¢) = 1/ dim(Xp) @ Trayp
and we use the well known identity log(1® p) = 1® logp and we have

1
H(®) =logXp — sup — H(opr) — Tropr (55—~ @ log Trap) ). (10)
) EX 10 XR ( <dlm(XB) ))

Finally we note that Tropg (1 ® log(Tray)) = TrTrgoprlog Tray and Trgopr = Trayp.
Putting this into Equation (10) along with the fact that J¢ is normalized we get the de-
sired result. [

The main focus of this work is to find instances that saturate the inequality in Lemma 1.
We will mainly focus on the study of unital qubit channels.

3. Quantum Unital Qubit Channels

In this section we will focus our attention on unital qubit channels, that is & € C(C?)
such that ®(1) = 1. Our goal here is to show that the supremum present in Equation (5)
is achieved for the maximally entangled state [¢ ). This can be formally written as the
following theorem

Theorem 1. Let ® € C(C?), such that &(1) = 1. Then

H(®) = HX(®) — log2. (11)
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We need to stress here that a non-unital quantum channel @ still might achieve
H(®) = HX(®) — logdim Xp. Let us consider as a simple example a channel which
creates an arbitrary state ¢

Dy (X) = Tr(X)o. (12)

We observe that for any input state p4p € £(X4 @ A) it holds that

D((®r @ 1)(pap)[|(R @ 1)(pas)) =

~D(c ® ppl|1/ dim(Xy) @ py) = D(o]|1/ dim(Xy)) 19

Hence, the supremum in Equation (5) is achieved for any input state. In particular, we
might choose it to be the maximally entangled state ¢, which gives us the equality. In fact,
the equality will hold when the supremum is achieved for a maximally entangled state.
The remainder of this section contains technical lemmas which combined give the
proof of Theorem 1.
A generic two-qubit state can be written as

[Yar) = U@ V(y/Pl00) + /1 —p[11)), (14)

for some qubit unitary matrices U, V. Let us note that the quantum relative entropy is
unitarily invariant D(p||c) = D(UpUT||UcU"). Moreover, we use the same the fact that
the Jamiotkowski matrix of channel @y (p) = ®(WpW") has the same spectrum as the
Jamiotkowski matrix of channel ®, where W is a unitary matrix. Thus, we can skip the
unitary operations in our further investigations. We may perform the optimization taking
into account only the parameter p which quantifies the amount of entanglement between
the input qubits. In order to further simplify notation we will write

[$ar) = v/Pl00) + /1= pl11) = |VP)) (15)

where |X)) denotes the vectorization of the matrix X and VP = diag(,/p, /1 — p) and
we define

¢p = |VP)) ((VP| (16)

In the next step we will check the symmetry of D(®|R) with respect to the parameter
p. Hence, we formulate the first lemma.

Lemma 2. Let ® € C(C?) and let ¢p be a two-qubit state as in Equation (16). Then D(®||R) is
symmetric in the parameter p.

Proof. Let us denote Q = diag(1 — p, p). It can be checked that

((0y @ 0) (1@ VP)Do(1® VP) (0y @ 0y))" = (1® v/Q)Da(1© /Q), (17)

where 0, is the Pauli matrix

This observation combined with the fact
(@®1)(¢pp) = (12 VP)De(1® VP), (18)

gives the symmetry of the entropy

H((@ 2 1)(gp)) = H((@ @ 1)(gg) ). (19)
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As for the term Tr ((<I> ®@1)(¢p)log(R @ 1) ((Pp)) observe that
log (R ®1)(¢p)) = 1®log(P/2). (20)
Finally
1 1
(v ) (log (51@ P) ) (0y @ 0y) = log (512 Q). (21)

Combining all of these observations yields the lemma. [

Subsequently, we prove in next lemma the concavity D(®||R) with respect to the
parameter p.

Lemma 3. Given a unital channel ® € C(C?) and let ¢p be a two-qubit state as in Equation (16).
Then the function f(p) = D ((dD ®@1)(¢p)||(R® 1) (4>p)) is concave.

Proof. For the purpose of this proof let us denote p(p) = (® @ 1)(¢p). Let us also denote

g(p) =Trp(p)logp(p),
I(p) =Tro(p)log(R @ 1)(¢p).

A direct calculation shows that I(p) = h(p) +log2, where h(p) = —plogp — (1 —
p)log(1 — p) is the point entropy. From this it follows that

(22)

d21 1
— = <0. (23
dp? p(1—p) )

For g(p) we calculate
Zi =Tr(p'(p) logp(p)) +Tr(p(P);;(10gP(P))>

:Tr(p’(p>10gp(P)) +Tr(p(P)p’1(P)p’(P))-

(24)

Observing that o' (p) = VJo(1® p(p))+/Jo we see that the second term in Equation (24) is
equal to zero. Hence, we have

2
j}p% —Tr (p’(p)jpaogp(m)). 25)

From Taylor expansion of derivative formulae for matrix logarithms [25] we get

Stogetr) = [ (stotr) -1 +1) W) (o) -1 +1) s o)
Thus,

32;5 —Tr (mp) [ (st = 1) +2) " () (st~ 1) + 1)_1‘“)

<Tr <p'<p>2 [ (slotp) -1 +1) 2ds>-

(27)



Entropy 2021, 23,1028 6 of 10

Now we will focus on the last integral above,

/01 (s0(p) + (1 —)1) ds = u(/o1 (sA(4)+(1-9)1) st> U=

where A(p) is a diagonal matrix with eigenvalues of p on a diagonal and U is a unitary
matrix. According to the above considerations

2
Zpé; <Te((¢'(P) "0 (p))

—Tr\/Do (19 p(p)) VDo (vDa) (16 P) " (Do) " v/Do (19 p(p)) VD

=Tr/(1@ p(p)P'o(p)) = Te(Tra))o(p)P ' p(p) = TrP~" = P<11_p)- )
29

Combining this with Equation (23) we see that f(p) is concave. [

Based on the above lemmas, it can be concluded that supremum in D(®||R), where
®(1) = 1, is obtained for p = %, which indicates it is achieved for the maximally entangled
state |¢ ™). Thus, combination of the lemmas proves Theorem 1.

4. Asymptotic Case

In this section, we will show that Equation (8) is saturated in the case of large system
size. Firstly, let us denote dim(X4) = dim(A’3) = d. Numerical investigations lead us to
formulate the following conjecture.

Conjecture 1. Let ® € C(X) and d = dim(X). Then as d — oo
1
H(®) ~ HX(®) —logd ~ logd — 5 +o(1), (30)
where ® chosen randomly according to measures introduced in [26].

To provide some intuition behind this conjecture, we first state a theorem which tells
us about the distribution of eigenvalues of the output of an extended random quantum
channel, when the input is also chosen randomly.

In order to properly state the theorem, we will utilize the notion of free multiplicative
convolution of two distributions, y and v, denoted u X v. This convolution is defined
for two independent random Hermitian matrices A and B, such that at least one of them
is invariant, under conjugation by unitaries. If limiting eigenvalue distributions of the
aforementioned matrices are y and v respectively, then free multiplicative convolution gives
us the asymptotic distribution of eigenvalues of the product AB. For a formal definition
and an algorithm for calculating y X v we refer the reader to [27].

Theorem 2. Let ® be a random channel with Jamiotkowski matrix D, we assume that the limiting
distribution of eigenvalues of D¢ is given by . Let ¢ be a random pure state with the limiting
distribution of Schmidt values given by v. We define

o= (e 1)(|9)]), (31)

then the limiting distribution of eigenvalues of o is given by u X v.
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Proof. Note that
$) = (W)} VAl i), (32)
i
where W is a random unitary matrix and {|i) } is the computational basis.
o= (@) (|9)(9]) =Y/ AA(@@ D) (W Di,i)(j, (W @ 1))
g

(33)

= ¥\ A (@w @ )i, o ),
ij

where @y (p) = ®(WpWT), note that Jamiotkowski matrix of channel ®; has the same
spectrum that the Jamiotkowski matrix of channel ®. Next we write

=Y \/?A]-(@w @ )(|2,1)(j, jl)
ij

= LA @w (i) @ i)l (34)
ij
= (1® diag(V'A)) Da,, (1 @ diag(vA)).

Now note, that the eigenvalues of ¢ are the same as eigenvalues of Dg,, (1 ® diag(A)),
which gives the result. O

Now, we have the following intuition behind our conjecture. Combining the results
from [28,29] with [26,30] we have for large d and uniform distribution of channels

HY (@) :2logd—%+o(l). (35)

Next, we have the following result. Let |¢) be a random pure state with the Schmidt
numbers chosen according to some measure v and let |¢) be free from ®. Then the output
state has its spectrum given by the free multiplicative convolution y X v, where y is the
distribution of eigenvalues of Dg.

Let us consider following optimization target

D@[R)= sup  D((@@1)(g){g))(R=1)(|9)(¢]), (36)

|$) EL(X4®AR)

where |¢) = (U ® V) ¥; v/Ajli, i) for some unitary matrices U, V. Note that optimization
result is invariant under local operations U, V on |¢), but it depends on A;. It can be
checked that

o= (@@1)(|¢)(p]) = (1® diag(v'A)) Do (1 ® diag(VA)) (37)

and

1= (RN (p)(¢]) = 1/d @ diag(A). (38)
Next consider D(®||R) = SUP|g)e1 (X, 0.4p) 110 log o — Trolog . Moreover,

Trology = TrDg - 1 ® diag ()L log 2)
X )
= TrTry Dy - diag ()\ log d) = —H(A) —logd
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The above expression reaches minimum for uniform distributed A and then is equal to
Trology = —2logd. Since ¢ has spectrum given by y X v, then

Trologo ~ —H(uXv), (40)

where X denotes the multiplicative free convolution of measures y and v [27]. Assuming
maximal entropy H(A) = log(d) implies v = §(1/d), which behaves like an identity in the
operation X. Here, §(1/d) denotes the Dirac distribution (i.e., a distribution with all of its
mass localized in 1/d). Hence, we have

H(uXv) = H(p), (41)

which gives us

D(®[R) = (42)

1
5
Now, going back to the entropy of the channel ® we have

H(®) ~log(d) — % +0(1). (43)
Let us denote by Dir(d, a) a Dirichlet distribution on a d — 1 dimensional simplex
with all parameters equal to a. Then, the intuition behind our assumption that y = 5(1/4d)
is presented in Figure 1. In it, we present the quantity D(c||y) where ¢ and vy are as in
Equations (37) and (38) respectively. The plots are presented for various distributions v of
the Schmidt numbers of the input state |¢). The red line shows the case v = Dir(d, 1), the
blue line shows the case when v = Dir(2, 1), the yellow line is the case v = Dir(d, 2) and
finally, the green line shows the case v = §(1/d). The dashed line is the quantity log(d) — 1.
As can be seen, the more non-zero Schmidt numbers and the more they are concentrated
in the center of the simplex A;_1, the closer we get to the quantity we conjecture. Finally,
when we choose a deterministic distribution in the center of the simplex, we achieve the
optimal value.

Figure 1. The quantity D(c||y) where ¢ and vy are as in Equations (37) and (38) respectively. The
plots are for v = Dir(d, 1) (red), v = Dir(2,1) (blue), v = Dir(d, 2) (yellow) and v = 6(1/d) (green).
The dashed line is the quantity log(d) — 1.

5. Conclusions

In this paper, we discuss two approaches to entropic quantification of quantum
channels. We begin our studies with a formulation of a lemma, which describes a relation
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between the entropy of quantum channels proposed by Gour and Wilde [18] and entropy
of Jamiotkowski matrix of quantum channels [8,9]. We show that both definitions give the
same value up to an additive constant in the case of the quantum unital qubit channels.
This part of our considerations uses the mathematical language of distinguishability of
quantum states and channels. Therefore we assume that obtained results can be used
to study resource theories and hypothesis testing. Yet, we need to stress that there exist
non-unital channels which saturate the inequality Equation (8), as shown in the discussion
after Theorem 1.

We also provide a conjecture backed by numerical experiments that both formulas
provide the same results up to an additive constant in the case of large system size.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, Z.P.; Formal analysis, D.K., L.P. and Z.P.; Writing—
original draft, D.K and L.P.; Writing—review & editing, L.P. and Z.P. All authors have read and
agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This research was funded by the Polish National Science Centre grant number
2016/22/E/ST6/00062.

Institutional Review Board Statement: Not applicable.
Informed Consent Statement: Not applicable.

Acknowledgments: This work was supported by the Polish National Science Centre under grant
number 2016/22/E/ST6/00062.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References

1.  Devetak, I.; Winter, A. Distillation of secret key and entanglement from quantum states. Proc. R. Soc. Lond. A 2005, 461, 207-235.
[CrossRef]

2. Berta, M,; Christandl, M.; Colbeck, R.; Renes, ].M.; Renner, R. The uncertainty principle in the presence of quantum memory.
Nat. Phys. 2010, 6, 659. [CrossRef]

3. Chitambar, E.; Gour, G. Quantum resource theories. Rev. Mod. Phys. 2019, 91, 025001. [CrossRef]

4. Giihne, O. Characterizing entanglement via uncertainty relations. Phys. Rev. Lett. 2004, 92, 117903. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

5. Oppenheim, J.; Wehner, S. The uncertainty principle determines the nonlocality of quantum mechanics. Science 2010, 330, 1072—
1074. [CrossRef]

6.  Rastegin, A.E. Separability conditions based on local fine-grained uncertainty relations. Quantum Inf. Process. 2016, 15, 2621-2638.
[CrossRef]

7.  Enriquez, M.; Puchata, Z.; Zyczkowski, K. Minimal rényi-ingarden—urbanik entropy of multipartite quantum states. Entropy
2015, 17, 5063-5084. [CrossRef]

8. Roga, W,; Zyczkowski, K.; Fannes, M. Entropic characterization of quantum operations. Int. J. Quantum Inf. 2011, 9, 1031-1045.
[CrossRef]

9. Roga, W.; Puchata, Z.; Rudnicki, L.; Zyczkowski, K. Entropic trade-off relations for quantum operations. Phys. Rev. A 2013,
87,032308. [CrossRef]

10.  Shaari, J.S.; Mancini, S. Entropic bounds for unitary testers and mutually unbiased unitary bases. Ann. Phys. 2020, 412, 168043.
[CrossRef]

11. Rudnicki, £.; Puchata, Z.; Zyczkowski, K. Strong majorization entropic uncertainty relations. Phys. Rev. A 2014, 89, 052115.
[CrossRef]

12.  Coles, PJ.; Piani, M. Improved entropic uncertainty relations and information exclusion relations. Phys. Rev. A 2014, 89, 022112.
[CrossRef]

13. Rastegin, A.E,; Zyczkowski, K. Majorization entropic uncertainty relations for quantum operations. J. Phys. A Math. Theor. 2016,
49, 355301. [CrossRef]

14. Kurzyk, D.; Pawela, L.; Puchata, Z. Conditional entropic uncertainty relations for tsallis entropies. Quantum Inf. Process. 2018,
17,1-12. [CrossRef]

15. Puchatla, Z.; Rudnicki, £..; Krawiec, A.; Zyczkowski, K. Majorization uncertainty relations for mixed quantum states. J. Phys. A
Math. Theor. 2018, 51, 175306. [CrossRef]

16. Vedral, V. The role of relative entropy in quantum information theory. Rev. Mod. Phys. 2002, 74, 197. [CrossRef]

17.  Yuan, X. Hypothesis testing and entropies of quantum channels. Phys. Rev. A 2019, 99, 032317. [CrossRef]

18. Gour, G.; Wilde, M.M. Entropy of a quantum channel. Phys. Rev. Res. 2021, 3, 023096. [CrossRef]


http://doi.org/10.1098/rspa.2004.1372
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nphys1734
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.91.025001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.92.117903
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15089173
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1192065
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11128-016-1286-z
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/e17075063
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0219749911007794
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.87.032308
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.aop.2019.168043
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.89.052115
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.89.022112
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1751-8113/49/35/355301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11128-018-1955-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1751-8121/aab66c
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.74.197
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.99.032317
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.3.023096

Entropy 2021, 23,1028 10 of 10

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.
28.

29.
30.

Liu, Z.-W.; Winter, A. Resource theories of quantum channels and the universal role of resource erasure. arXiv 2019,
arXiv:1904.04201.

Katariya, V.; Wilde, M.M. Geometric distinguishability measures limit quantum channel estimation and discrimination.
Quantum Inf. Process. 2021, 20, 1-170. [CrossRef]

Fang, K.; Fawzi, O.; Renner, R.; Sutter, D. Chain rule for the quantum relative entropy. Phys. Rev. Lett. 2020, 124, 100501.
[CrossRef]

Leditzky, F.; Kaur, E.; Datta, N.; Wilde, M.M. Approaches for approximate additivity of the holevo information of quantum
channels. Phys. Rev. A 2018, 97, 012332. [CrossRef]

Fang, K.; Fawzi, H. Geometric rényi divergence and its applications in quantum channel capacities. Commun. Math. Phys. 2021,
384, 1615-1677. [CrossRef]

Umegaki, H. Conditional expectation in an operator algebra, IV (entropy and information). In Kodai Mathematical Seminar Reports;
Department of Mathematics, Tokyo Institute of Technology: Tokyo, Japan, 1962; Volume 14, pp. 59-85.

Haber, H.E. Notes on the Matrix Exponential and Logarithm. Available online: http://scipp.ucsc.edu/~haber/webpage/
MatrixExpLog.pdf (accessed on 14 June 2021).

Nechita, I.; Puchata, Z.; Pawela, L.; Zyczkowski, K. Almost all quantum channels are equidistant. J. Math. Phys. 2018, 59, 052201.
[CrossRef]

Voiculescu, D. Multiplication of certain non-commuting random variables. J. Oper. Theory 1987, 18, 223-235.

Zyczkowski, K.; Penson, K.A.; Nechita, I.; Collins, B. Generating random density matrices. J. Math. Phys. 2011, 52, 062201.
[CrossRef]

Puchata, Z.; Pawela, L..; Zyczkowski, K. Distinguishability of generic quantum states. Phys. Rev. A 2016, 93, 062112. [CrossRef]
Kukulski, R.; Nechita, I.; Pawela, L..; Puchata, Z.; Zyczkowski, K. Generating random quantum channels. J. Math. Phys. 2021,
62, 062201. [CrossRef]


http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11128-021-02992-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.100501
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.97.012332
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00220-021-04064-4
http://scipp.ucsc.edu/~haber/webpage/MatrixExpLog.pdf
http://scipp.ucsc.edu/~haber/webpage/MatrixExpLog.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.5019322
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.3595693
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.93.062112
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/5.0038838

	Introduction
	Preliminaries
	Quantum Unital Qubit Channels
	Asymptotic Case
	Conclusions
	References

