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1. Introduction

F isher inform ation ont only plays a centralrole in statisical nference, but also coincides
w ith a natural nner product In a distrbution fam ily. & is de ned as
Z

do (1)
I o= LYp)dl; 1ihp ()= ®
for a probability distrdoution fam iy fp j 2 Rg wih a probability space

However, the quantum version of F isher inform ation cannot be uniquely detem ined.
In general, there is a serious arbitrariness conceming the order am ong non-com m utative
cbservables In the quantization of products of several variabls. The problem of the
arbirarity of the quantum version of Fisher infom ation is due to the sam e reason.
The geom etrical properties of its quantum analogues have been discussed by m any
authorsfll1g13141.

O ne quantum analogue is the KuboM oriBogoljilbov KM B) F isher lnform ation

J de ned by
Zl Zl d

J = Tr ' ! I dy [ IEYe | p— @)
0 0 d

foraquantum statefamilyf 2 SH )j 2 g,whereS H ) isthe sst ofdensity m atrixes
on H and the H ibert space H corresponds to the physical system of interest[[1[1F1B]-
As proven In Rppendix B|, i can be characterized as the lin i of quantum relative
entropy, which plays an inportant role in several topics of quantum nfom ation
theory, for exam pl, quantum channel coding [{1[§], quantum source coding [{1@1[d] and
quantum hypothesis testing [[J]f[]]. M oreover, as m entioned in section [, this inner
product is closely related to the canonical correlation of the Ilinear response theory nn
statistical m echanicsfld]. A s mentioned in Rppendix 3], it appears to be the most
natural quantum extension from an nfom ation geom etrical viewpoint. Thus, one
m ight expect that it is signi cant in quantum estin ation, but its estin ation-theoretical
characterization has not been su ciently clari ed.

Another quantum analogue is symm etric logarithm ic derivative (SLD ) Fisher
Inform ation

J = TrL? ; e 4 L)=—; <)

2 d

where I is called the symm etric Jogarithm ic derivative[Ll3]. Tt is closely related to the
achievabl lowerbound ofm ean square error M SE) not only forthe oneparam eter case
L31E41[3), but also or the multiparam eter case L4IL7ILF] in quantum estin ation.
The di erence between the two can be regarded as the di erence in the order of the
operators, and re ects the two ways of de ning F isher Inform ation for a probability
distribbution fam ily.

Currently, the fom er is closely related to the quantum nfom ation theory whik
the latter is related to the quantum estin ation theory. These two Inner products have
been discussed only in ssparate contexts. In this paper, to clarify the di erence between
them , we Introduce a large deviation viewpoint of quantum estin ation as a uni ed
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viewpoint, whose classical version was initiated by Bahadurfl31RJ1P]]. This m ethod
m ay not be conventional In m athem atical statistics, but seem s a suitabl setting fora
com parison between two quantum analogues from an estin ation viewpoint. This type
of com parison was initiated by N agacka P31R3], and isdiscussed in furtherdepth in this
paper. Such a large deviation evaluation of quantum estin ation is closely related to the
exponent of the over ow probability of quantum universal variable-length coding B4].

T his paper is structured as follow s: Before we state them ain results, we review the
classical estin ation theory including B ahadur’s large deviation theory, which has been
done In section |2 . A fler this review , we brie y outline them ain results In section E, ie.,
the di erence is characterized from three contexts. To sin plify the notations, even if
we need the G auss notation [ ], we om it it when this does not cause confusion. Som e
proofs are very com plicated and are presented in the appendixes.

2. Review of classical estim ation theory

W e review the relationshp between the param eter estin ation for the probabiliy

distrbution fam iy fp j 2 Rg wih a probability space and is Fisher

Inform ation. The de nidon of Fisher nfomm ation is given not only by (), but

ﬁ]so by the lm it of the mwhtive entropy Kulback-Lebler diergence) D (kq) =
ogp(!) Ilogg(!))p(t)d! as

2
J :=hm0—2D P+ kp): @)

These two de nitions (EI) and ) coincide under som e reqularity conditions for a fam ily.

Next,weconsideramap £ from to °. Sinilarly to other inform ation quantities,
(for exam plk K ulback divergence etc) the nequaliy

Jg J° ()
holds, where J° is F isher inform ation ofthe am ily fp  £1'3 2 g. hequaliy ) is
called the m onotonicity. A cocording to Cencov R3], any inform ation quantities satisfying
@) coincide w ith a constant tim es F isher inform ation J .

For an estin ator that isde ned asam ap from the data set to the param eter sst
, We som etin %s consider the unbiasedness condition :

T(!)p (!)dl= ; 8 2 : 6)

TheM SE ofany unbiased estim ator T is evaluated by the follow ing inequality (C ram er-
R ao nequaliy),
Z

1
T(¢)  Fp (Hd! i (7)

which b]]owg from Schwartz inequality with respect to W xt. the Inner product
;Yi = X MY (Np (1)d! for varabls X ;Y. W hen the number of data
o= (Y1705 ,), which obeys the unknown probability p , is su ciently large, we

discuss a sequence fT,g of estim ators T, (*,). If fT,g is suitabl as a ssquence of
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estin ators, we can expect that it converges to the true param eter in probability, ie.,
it satis es the weak consistency condition:

Iim p" £, j> g=0; 8 > 0;8 2 : 8)

nt 1

Usually, the perform ance of a sequence fT,g of estin ators is m easured by the
soeed of its convergence. A s one criterion, we focus on the speed of the convergence
in M SE . If a sequence fT,g of estim ators satis es the weak consistency condition and
som e regularity oond%tjons, the asym ptotic version of C ram erR ac inequality,

. 2_n l.
nJ!Jmln (T 1) yp (1)d! 5 )

holds. If it satis es only the weak consistency condition, it is possible that it surpasses
the bound of () at a specic subset. Such a sequence of estin ators is called
supere cient. W e can reduce its error to any am ount at a speci c subset with the
m easure 0 under the weak consistency condition (g).

A s another crterion, we evaluate the decreasing rate of the tail probability:

.1 N .
(ETng; )FnllllnTbgp £, j> gt (10)

This method was initiated by Bahadurfl31PQIP1], and was a much discussed topic
am ong m athem atical statisticians In the 1970’s. From the monotoniciy of the
divergence, we can prove the inequality

(fTng; 5 ) mifD . kp );D  kp)g 11)
for any weakly consistent sequence fT,g of estin ators. Its proof is essentially given In
our proof of Theorem [J. Since it isdi cult to analyze (fT ,g; ; ) except In the case of
an exponential fam ily, we ocuson anotherquantity (fT,g; ) = lin | o= ETag; ; ).
For an exponential fam ily, see . Taking the limit ! +0, we cbtain the
nequality

J
Tngi ) E: 12)

If T, is the maxinum lkelhood estin ator M LE), the equality of {[3) holds under
som e regularity conditions for the fam ily PJ]1 B4]. This type of discussion is di erent
from the M SE type of discussion in deriving {J) from only the weak oconsistency
condition. Therefore, there is no consistent supere cient estin ator w xrit. the large
deviation evaluation.

Indeed, we can relate the above large deviation type of discussion In the estin ation
to Stein’s Jemm a in sin ple hypothesis testing as follow s. In sin pl hypothesis testing,
we decide whether the null hypothesis should be accepted or reected from the data
o= (Yy;:::5 ) which obeys an unknown probability. For the decision, we must
de ne an acceptance region A, as a subset of . If the null hypothesis is p and the
altemative is g, the rst error (though the true distrdoution is p, we regct the null
hypothesis) probability 1, A,) and the second error (though the true distrbution is
g, we acoept the null hypothesis) probability ,,, A,) are given by

l;n(An):: 1 pn(An); Zm(An)::qn(An):
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Regarding the decreasing rate of the second error probabiliy under the constant
constraint of the rst ervor probability, the equation
1
]'-h}_ ?bgmmf 2m (An)j 1mn (An) g= D (PkCI)r' >0 (13)
holds (Stein’s lemm a). Tnequality ([1) can be derived from this mma. W e can regard
the large deviation type of evaluation in the estim ation to be Stein’s Jemm a In the case
where the null hypothesis is close to the altemative one.

3. O0Outline ofm ain results

Let us retum to the quantum case. In a quantum setting, we focus two quantum
analogues of Fisher infomm ation, KM B Fisher information J and SLD Fisher
Inform ation J . Indeed, if the state is nondegenerate, SLD L is not uniguely
determ ined. H owever, as isproven in A ppendix C|, SLD F isher nfom ation J isuniquely
determ ined, ie., it is Independent of the choice ofthe SLD L .

O n the other hand, according to Chap. 7 In Am ariand N agaoka [}, I" has another
form

dlog

= 3 : 14)

As is proven by usihg ormula {@4) in Rppendix Bl, KM B Fisher nfom ation J
can be characterized as the lin i of the the quantum relative entropy D ( k ) =
Tr (log log ) in the follow hg way
2
J=1In =D ( +k ): 15)

M oreover, In the linear response theory of statistical physics, given an equilbrium state

,when a variabke A uctuateswih a snallvalie , anothervariabl B also is thought
to uctuatew ith a constanttines [[2]. tscoe cient is called the canonical correlation
and given by

Z 4

Tr*@ Tr A)' @B Tr B)dt: (16)
0

Thus, KM B Fisher Inform ation J° is thought to be m ore natural from a viewpoint of
statistical physics.

A s another quantum analogue, right logarithm ic derivative ®RLD) Fisher
Inform ation J :
d
a
isknown. W hen does not comm ute dd— and > 0,the RLD L isnot selfadpint.
Since it isnot usefiil n the oneparam eter case, we do not discuss it in this paper. Since

J =Tr L L ; L =

the di erence in de nitions can be regarded as the di erence In the order of operators,
these quantum analogues coincide when all states of the fam ily are com m utative w ith
each other. H owever, in the generalcass, they do not coincide and the mequality 7 J
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holds, asexem pli ed In section 4. C onceming som e Infom ation-geom etrical properties,
s Eppendi A

In the follow ng, we consider how the roles these quantum analogues of F isher
Inform ation play in the param eter estin ation for the state fam ily. A s is discussed In
detail in section [, the estim ator is descrdbed by the pair of positive operator valued
measure POVM ) M (Which corresponds to the m easurem ent and is de ned in section
B) and them ap from the data set to the param eter space . Sin ilarly to the classical
case, we can de ne an unbiased estin ator. For any unbiased estin ator E , the SLD
C ram erR ao Inequality

V E) ! a7
J

holds, where V E ) isthe m ean square ervror M SE) ofthe estin atorE .

In an asym ptotic setting, as a quantum analogue of the n—-iid. condition, we treat
the quantum n-iid. condition, ie., we consider the case where the number of system s
independently prepared in the sam e unknown state is su ciently large, In section §] In
thiscase, them easurem ent isdenoted by aPOVM M " on the com posite system H " and
the state is described by the tensorproduct density m atrix " . O focourse, such POVM s
Incluide a POVM that requires quantum correlations between the respective quantum
system s In the m easuram ent apparatus. Sin ilarly to the classical case, for a sequence
E = fE"g of estin ators, we can de ne the weak consistency condition given in @1)).
In m athem atical statistics, the square root n consistency, local asym ptotic m Inin ax
theoram s and Bayesian theorem are im portant topics as the asym ptotic theory, but it
seem stoo di cul to link these quantum settingsand KM B Fisher nformm ation J . Thus,
in this paper, In order to com pare two quantum analogues from a uni ed fram ework,
we adopt Bahadur’s large deviation theory as ollows. A s is discussed in section [f, we
can sin ibrly de ne the quantities &; ; ); E; ). Sinilarly to [1]) [I2), under the
weak consistency W C) condition, the nequalities

E; ;) mmfb(,k );D( k )g
1
E; ) EJ 18)

hold. From these discussions, the bound in the large deviation type of evaluation
seam s di erent from the one n the M SE case. However, as m entioned in section ,

the Inequality

E; ) lJ (19)
! 2

holds if the sequence E' satis es the strong consistency (SC) condition introduced in
section [d as a stronger condition. A's is mentioned in section [], these bounds can be
attained in their regpective senses. T herefore, roughly speaking, the di erence between
the two quantum analogues can be regarded as the di erence in consistency conditions
and can be characterized as

sup Ji,noi2 €; ;) =%J

E:SC
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1 1

sap Im - & )=-J:
W C -

Even if we restrict our estin ators to strongly consistent ones, the di erence between

tw o appears as

1 J
sap lim nf— ; ; )=3 0)
wsc 'O
1 J
Im nf— sap 0T )=3; @1)

M :SC
where, for a precise statem ent, as expressed in section [§, we need m ore com plicated
de nitions.

H owever, we should consider that the bound % ism orem eaningfiil for the follow ing
two reasons. The rst reason isthe fact that we can construct the sequence ofestin ators
attaining the bound % at all points, which is proven in section []. On the other hand,
there is a sequence of estim ators attaining the bound % at one point , but it cannot
attain the bound at all points. The other reason is the naturahess of the conditions
for deriving the bound - . In other words, an estin ator attaining % is natural, but an
estin ator attaining % is very irregular. Such a sequence of estin ators can be regarded
as a oconsistent supere cient estin ator and does not satisfy reqularity conditions other
than the weak consistency condition. This type of discussion of the supere ciency is
di erent from theM SE type ofdiscussion in that any consistent supere cient estin ator
is bounded by nequality L§).

To consider the di erencebetween the two quantum analogues ofF isher inform ation
In m ore details, we m ust analyze how we can achieve the bound % . It is Im portant in
this analysis to consider the relationship between the above discussion and the quantum
version of Stein’s Jemm a in sin ple hypothesis testing. Sin ilarly to the classical cass,
when the null hypothesis is the state and the altemative is the state , we evaluate
the decreasing rate of the seocond error probability under the constant constraint > 0
ofthe rst error probability. A swas proven In quantum Stein’s Jemm a, its exponential
com ponent isgiven by the quantum relativeentropyD ( k ) forany > 0.HiaiandPetz
[IJ] constructed a sequence of tests to attain the optinalrate D ( k ), by constructing
the sequence fM "g of POVM s such that

I %D e" kP ")=D (k ): @2)
O gawa and N agaoka [[]]proved that there isno test exceeding theboundD ( k ). kwas
proven by Hayashi P7] that by using the group representation theory, we can construct
the POVM satisfying @7) independently of . For the reader’s convenience, we give a
review of this in R ppendix J. As discussed in section [7J, this type of construction is
usefi1l for the construction of an estim ator attaining the bound % at one point. Sinhce
the proper bound ofthe large deviation is % , We cannot regard the quantum estin ation
as the Iim it of the quantum Stein’s Jemm a.

In order to consider the properties of estin ators attaining the bound % at one
point from another view point, we consider the restriction that m akes such a construction
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In possible. W e ntroduce a class ofestinm atorswhose POVM s do not require a quantum
correlation in the quantum apparatus in section [§. In this class, we assum e that the
POVM on the Ith system is chosen from 1 1 data. W e call such an estin ator an
adaptive estin ator. W hen an adaptive estin ator E satis es the weak oconsistency
condition, the inequality

E; ) }J @3)

2

holds (See section ) . Sin ilarly, we can de ne a class of estin ators that use quantum
correlations up tom system s. W e call such an estin ator an m -adaptive estin ator. For
any m -adaptive weakly consistent estin ator E', nequality £3) holds. Therefore, it is
In possible to construct a ssquence of estim ators attaining the bound % ifwe x the
num ber of system s .n which we use quantum correlations. A smentioned In section f,
takinglmitm ! 1 ,we cbtamn

Im Im sup — M ;)=—/—; (24)

where m -AW C denotes an m -adaptive weakly consistent estin ator. However, as the
third characterization ofthe di erence between the two quantum analogues, as precisely
m entioned in section [g, the equation

1
In M osp M= @5)
holds, where m -A SC denotes an m -adaptive strongly consistent estin ator. A more
narrow class of estin ators is treated In equation @3) than i equation @J). Equations
€4) and @3) indicate that the order of lim its lim,, ; ; and lin , o ism ore crucial than
the di erence between two types of consistencies.

Rem ark 1 In the estin ation only of the spectrum of a density m atrix in a uniary-
Invariant fam ily, the natural Inner product In the param eter space is unigue and
equals F isher inner product in the distrbution fam ily whose elem ent is the probability
distroution corresponding to eigenvalues ofa density m atrix. In addition, the achievable
bound is derived by K eyland W emer P§], and coincides w ith the bound uniquely given
by the above Inner product. For detail, see .

4. Review of non-asym ptotic setting in quantum estim ation

In a quantum system , in order to discuss the probability distribbution which the data
cbeys, wemust de neaPOVM .

A POVM M isde ned asamap from Borel ssts of the data sst  to the st of
bounded, sslfadpint and positive sam ide nite operators, which satis es

X
MG)=0 M ()= T M B;)=M ([B;) ordispnt sets:

If the state on the quantum system H is a density operator and we perform a
m easuram ent correspondingtoaPOVM M on the system , the data obeys the probability
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distrbutionP® B) = Tr M ®B). IfaPOVM M satis esM B ) =M (B) forany Borel
st B,M iscalled a progctionvalied m easure PVM ). The soectralm easure of a self-
adpint operatorX isaPVM ,and isdenoted by E X ).Forl > > 0OandanyPOVM s
M; andM , taking valuesin ,thePOVM BT M B)+ (1 M , B ) is called the
random combination ofM ; and M , in theratio :1 . Even ifM ;’sdata sst | is
di erent from M ,’sdata seff ,,M; and M ; can be regarded as POVM s taking values
In the dispint union st o= (1 flg)[ ( 2 £f29). In thiscase,we can de ne
a random combination ofM ; and M, asa POVM taking values n ; » and call
it the dispint random combination. In this paper, we sin plify the probability P*  and
the relative entropies D ( ,k ,) and D (PMOkPMl) to P" ,D (ok 1) and D™ ( ok 1),
resoectively.

In the oneparam eter quantum estin ation, the estin ator is described by a pair
com prising a POVM and amap from its data set to the realnumber sst R . Since the
POVM M T ! takes values in the realnumber set R, we can regard any estin ator as
a POVM taking values in the realnumber set R . In order to evaluate M SE, H elstrom
13, [L4] derived the SLD Cram erRao inequality as a quantum counterpart of C ram er-
Rao jnequa]ityZ@). Ifan estinatorM satis es

0

xTr M (dx)= ; 8 2 ; (206)
R
it is called unbiased. If o Is su cilently anall, we can obtain the follow ng
approxin ation In the neighborhood of g :
Z Z e !
xTr M (dx)+ XTr@— M (dx) ( )= ot ( 0):
R R =5

Tt i plies the follow ing two conditions:
Z

Il
'_\

XTI% M (dx) @7)

M (dx) = o 28)

Ifan estinator M satis es @7) and @9), i is called locally unbiased at . For any
locally unbiased estin atorM (at ), the nequality, which iscalled the SLD C ram erR ao
inequality,
5 1
x yTr M (dx) — 29)
R J
holds. Sim ilarly to the classical case, this inequality is derived from the Schwartz
inequality w ith respect to SLD Fisher inform ation hX ¥ i = Tr **% [[3] [4] [3].
T he equality of £9) holdsw hen the estin ator is given by the spectraldecom position
E (+ )of-+ ,wherelL istheSLD at and isde ned by [3). This inplies that
SLD FJ.?her Inform ation J)0 coincides w ith F isher infomm ation at o of the probability
E (J70+ 0)

famiy P ° 2 . The m onotonicity of quantum relative entropy P91 BQ]
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( )

L
E (J—O+ 0)

gives the follow Ing evaluation of the probability fam ily P 0 2
L
E L+
D 0 (ko) D (kyp):
Takingthelmi ! (,wehave
J J: 30)

In this paper, we discuss nequality (3() from the view point of the large deviation type
of evaluation of the quantum estin ation. The ollow Ing fam ilies are treated as sinple
exam ples of the oneparam eter quantum state fam ily, in the latter.

Exam ple 1 [0 neparam eter equatorial spin 1/2 system state fam ily]:
( ! )

1 1+ roos rsin
S, = = - ) 0 <2
2 rsin 1 roos
In this fam ily, we calculate
r 1+ r
D( ko)== oos )Iog
2 1 r
_rbgl+r
2 1 r

J = r’:

Sihce the relations J = 1 and J = 1 hold in the case of r = 1, the two quantum
analogues are com plktely di erent.

Exam ple 2 [0 neparam eter quantum G aussian state fam ily and halfline

gquantum G aussian state fam ily]: W e de ne the boson ooherent vector j i =
. .2 P n

ez izoia':]jqi,where i is the number vector on L? R). The quantum G aussian
n.:

state is de ned as 9

1 A B
— Jjih e ¥ d&; 8 2C:
C
We call £ j 2 Rg the oneparameter quantum Gaussian state fam ily, and call
f 0( 2 R = D;1 ))g the halfline quantum G aussian state fam ily. In this

fam ily, we can calculate

-—

1
D(k =g 1+= 3 oF;
N
1
JF=2bg 1+ = ;
N
2
J:

N
.o

N +
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5. The bound under the weak consistency condition

W e introduce the quantum independent-identical density (idd. condition in order to
treat an asym ptotic sstting. Suppose that n-ndependent physical system s are prepared
in the sam e state . Then, the quantum state of the com posite systam is described by

n

T —f—)

on H ;

where the tensor product space H " isde ned by

H H

= I]i_{z_}:

W e callthis condition the quantum iid.ocondition, which isa quantum analogue ofthe
Independent-identical distribution condition. In this setting, any estin ator is described
by a POVM M ™ on H ", whose data set isR. In this paper, we simplify P* |, and
D P".kP" ) toP"" and D™ " (¢k ;). Thenotation M  n denotes the POVM in
whidlowepelrfbnn the POVM M forthe regpective n system s.

De nition 1 W eak consistency condition]: A sequence of estinators M =
M "gl_, is called weakly consistent if
n o

Iim P*° 7 4> =10; 8 2 ;8 > 0; 31)

n! 1

where ” is the estin ated value.

This de nition means that the estin ated value = converges to the true value n
probability, and can be regarded as the quantum extension of ().

Now , we focus on the exponential com ponent of the tail probability as follow s:
n o

) 1 n A .
M;;)::Jlnsup—n]ogPM 3 9>
n! 1

W e usually discuss the follow ng value instead of ™' ; ; )
) 1
;) = Imsup— M ;) (32)
1o
because i is too di cult to discuss (M’ ; ; ). The Pollow ing theoram can be proven
from the m onotonicity of the quantum relative entropy.

Theorem 2 (N agackaPd,R3]) If a POVM M™ on H " satis es the weakly
consistent condition (31), the inequalities

0

™M; ;) IffD (k ) j< g (33)
o™; ) i (34)
! 2

hoX.
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Even if the param eter set  is not open (eg. the closed halflneR ¥ = ;1 )), this
theorem holds.
Proof: Them onotonicity of the quantum relative entropy yields the nequality

n n pn,-O l pn,.o
D( ok ) Pn;0olog + @ py;0)log———;
Bn; 1 py;

n )

A

Prany °satisfylng j° j> , where we denote the probability B j> by
Pn; . Using the nequalty (1 py;0)log @ p,;) 0,wehave
n o

M D A .
bgP J I bgp,, D (& k ™)+ hip, o)
- ; (35)
n n npn,.o

where h is the binary entropy de ned by hx) = xlogx 1 x)log@l x).Snhce
the assum ption gquarantees that p,; o ! 1, the nequality

;7 ) D (k) 36)
holds, where we use the additivity of quantum relative entropy:
D( ok ")=nD ( ok ):

Thus, we cbtain 33). Takingthelmit ! 0 in hequality [3F), we cbtain [B4). [ |
A s another proof, we can prove this inequality as a corollary of the quantum Stein’s

lemma [I4, 1.

6. The bound under the strong consistency condition

A s discussed in section [4, the SLD Cram erRao inequality guarantees that the lower
bound of M SE is given by SLD F isher Infomm ation. T herefore, it is expected that the
bound is connected w ith SLD F isher nfom ation for lJarge deviation. In order to discuss
the relationship between SLD F isher nform ation and the bound for lJarge deviation, we
need another characterization w ith respect to the lim it of the tail probability. W e thus

de ne
n o

A

1 n
M; ;)= ln inf— ogP" 3>
— n! 1 n
1
0 ) = Iminfs T ): 37)

In the following, we attempt to link the quantity (M ; ) wih SLD Fisher
Inform ation. For this purposs, it is suitable to Hocus on an infom ation quantity that

satis es the additivity and the m onotoniciy, as In the proof ofél“ heorem 1. Tts lim it

should be SLD Fisherinform ation. TheBuresdistanceb( ; ) = 2(1 Trjp_p_j:

d

mjnUmjtaryTr(p_ p_U)(p_ p_U) is known to be an infom ation quantity
whose Iin it is SLD F isher Informm ation, asm entioned iIn Lemm a E O foourse, it can be
regarded asa quantum analogue ofthe H ellinger distance, and satis esthem onotonicity.



Two quantum analogues of F isher inform ation 13

Lemma 3 (Uhln ann [33]], M atsum oto [32]) If there exists an SLD L satisfying
@), then the equation

lJ_]jme(;Jr) 38
0 T T (38)

holds.

A proof of Lemma f} is given .n R ppendix C|]. A s discussed In the latter, the Bures
distance satis es the m onotonicity. Unfortunately, the Bures distance does not satisfy
the additivity.

However,thequantum a nityI( k ) = 8lgTr PP—_ 8lg 1 3b(; ¥
satis es the additivity:

I( "k ")=nI(k): 39)
Tts classical version is called a nity in the follow ing form [§3]:
|

X
P_p_
IpEkg = 8lg pi @& (40)

A s a trivial deform ation of @) , the equation

Ik L)
T ) _ 5 41)

[ 2
holds. The quantum a nity satis esthem onotonicity w rt.anymeasurementM (Jozsa
B3], Fuchs B3)):
X d P
I(k) 1pP"Y P" = 8lg PM (1) PM (1) : 42)

The m ost sin pke proof of {3) is given by Fuchs B3] who directly proved that

d——— X 94 P

Tr P-P- PM (1) PM (1) 43)

For the reader’s convenience, a proofof {3) isgiven in Rppendix D|. From {39), @1) and

#3), we can expect that SLD F isher nfom ation is, in a sense, cosely related to a large

deviation type of bound. From the additivity and the m onotonicity of the quantum
a niy, we can show the follow ing lemm a.

Lemm a 4 The inequality

4 inf ‘o oss)+ ‘o o+ ;@ s)) I(k o4 (44)
fsil s O0g — -
holds, where we de ne_O(M”; ; ) = Iim, +0_(M“; ; ).

A proof of Lemma [4 is given in Rppendix E|. However, Lenma [ cannot yield an
inequality w rt. (M ; ) under the weak consistency condition, unlke inequality [36).
T herefore, we consider a stronger condition, which is given in the follow ing.
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D e nition 5 [Strong consistency condition]: A sequence of estimators M° =

fM "gl_, is called strongly consistent if the convergence of @71 is uniom for the
parameter and if ™M ; ) is conthhuous for . A sequence of estin ators is called
strongly consistent at  if there exists a neighborhood U of such that it is strongly
consistent n U .

T he square root n consistency is fam iliar in the eld ofm athem aticalstatistics. H ow ever,
In the large deviation setting, this strong consistency seem s m ore suitable than the

square root n consistency.
Asa corollary of Lenm a 4, we have the ©llow ing theorem .

Theorem 6 Assume that there exists the SLD L satisfying ). If a sequence of
estim atorsM™ = fM “grllzl is strongly consistent at  , then the inequality

J
_or; ) > 45)
holds.
Proof: From the above assum ption, forany real > 0 and any element 2 , there
existsa su ciently snallreal > 0 such that (_(M; ) )* e 9 e+
;9 Pr8 %< . Therere, nequaliy [44) yields the relations
20015 ) )P=4C0; ) ) nf &%+ @ s’
fsil s Og
4 nf ;s )+ "My o+ ;@ ) ) I(k L) @6)
fsjl s 0g — -
Leanmaf and @9) guarantee #3) or8 2 . |

R em ark 2 Inequality {#3) can be regarded as a special case of the m onotonicity w rit.
any tracepreserving CP  (com pltely positive) map C :S H 1) ! S H,):
b p—P — 2
Tr P “ Tr c() c() @7)
which is proven by Jozsa B4]because themap 7 P" can be regarded as a trace—
preserving CP map from theC algebra ofbounded operatorson H to the com m utative
C algebra C ( ), where isthe data st.

7. A ttainabilities of the bounds

N ext, we discuss the attainabilies of the two bounds J° and J in their regpective senses.
In this section, we discuss the attainabilies n two cases: the st case is the one-
param eter quantum G aussian state fam ik, and the second case is an arbirary one—
param eter nite-din ensional quantum state fam ily that satis es som e assum ptions.

7.1. Oneparam eter quantum G aussian state fam ily

In this subsection, we discuss the attainabilies in the oneparam eter quantum G aussian
state fam ily.
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Theorem 7 In the oneparam eter quantum G aussian state fam ily, the sequence of
estin ators M”s = fM Smngl (de ned in the following) satis es the strong consistency
condition and the relations

Ms; )=_WM5; )=

(48)

g1
2 N +

N
.

[C onstruction of M"s]: W e perform the POVM E Q) forallsystem s, where Q is the
position operatoron L2 R ). The estin ated value , is determ fned to be the m ean value

ofn data. |
Proof: Since the equation
r__
2 2
E Q) 42 %)
Pl (dx) = e dx
holds, we have the equation 7
1 3 5
E@Q) _ E Q) - EQ) S 2
P (dx)= P (dx) N Py (dx)e d
s
2 2 )2
= e 2N + 1 dX:
@2N + 1)

T hus, we obtain the equation
S
on 2 2(n_ )2
P" " (dy)= —————e @rin d;
2N + 1)n

which In plies that
2

1 s;n . .
os; o >=Jin71ogPM fijn 3> g= 49)

N + 1
T herefore, the sequence ofestin atorsM™® = fM S"gl_, attainsthebound % and satis es
the strong consistency condition. |

P roposition 8 In the halfline quantum Gaussian state fam iy, the sequence of
estim ators M™% = fM W'ng}l:O (de ned in the following) satis es the weak consistency
condition and the strong consistency condition at R* n £f0g and the relations

Jp 1

_M;00)= MVY;0)= —=g 1+ = ; (50)
2 N
J 1 .

MYy )= MY )= o= = ;7 8 2R nf0g: (51)
2 N+ 3

T his proposition indicates the signi cance of the unifom ity of the convergence of 7).
T his proposition is proven in B ppendix GJ.
[C onstruction of M ]: W e perform the ollow ng uniary evolution:

n 0 1),
T Pn :

For detail, see Rppendix F|. W e perform the number m easurement E (N ) of the rst
system whose state is P; , and Xt k be its data, where the number operatorN is

P
de ned asN = ,nhimj. The estin ated value T, is determ ned by T, = % |
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Theorem 9 In the onearam eter quantum G aussian state fam ily, for any 2 R, the

sequence of estim ators M™ = M ""'g._, (de ned in the Dlbowing) satis es the weak

consistency condition and the relations
MYy )= MY 1) =

1 1

J 1

—=1og 1+ = : (52)
2 N

[C onstruction of M™ ]: W e divide n system s Into two groups. One consists ofpﬁ
system s and the other, ofn pﬁ system s. W eperform thePVM E Q) Porevery system
in the rst group. Let Py be the mean valie in the rst group, ie. we perform the
PVM M s & forthe st system . At the second step, we perform the follow Ing unitary
evolution for the second group.

o Fm 7 (nlpm

pP_
For details, sse AppendX F]. W e perform the POVM M "™ " for the system whose
state is  © ) ; the data is written as T, P-. Then, we decide the nal estin ated
valie " as

"= i+ sn(P; )T, Px:

[ |

Proof: Since

yum D o o

P 1 ' 1> = Pl\é Tn pﬁ > ’
we have
Wnn O
oM™ 1) = lin — ogP  * 12
n
P_
., n n 1 Mum °F
= Im Pp— logP, T, Pz > = M™MVv;0):
n n n
Asis shown In A ppendix G|, we have
5 1
;0= “bg 1+ = ;
N
which inplies (7). Next, we prove the consistency in the case where > ;. In this
casep,itjssu cient to discuss the case where 1> > 0. Sincethe rstm easuram ent
M % * and the second oneM "™ " are perform ed independently, we obtain
Mw;nn A © W ;n p; s;pF

P > p" T, P»  ( 1) > +p" P 1 0

P roposition [§ guarantees that the rst term goes to 0, and Theorem [] guarantees that
the second tem goes to 0. Thus, we obtain the consistency ofM™ . Sim ilarly, we can
prove the weak consistency the casewhere < ;. |
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72. Finite dim ensional fam ily

In this subsection, we treat the case where the dim ension of the H ibert space H is k
( nie). As for the attahability of the RHS of nequality @9), we have the follow ing
Jemm a.

Lemma 10 Let e xedin . UnderA ssumptions1 and 2, the sequence ofestim ators
M SO (de ned in the lowing) satis es the strong consistency condition aty (de ned in
Def. ) and the relation
s — s — JO
095 0) = 0095 o) = (53)
A ssum ption 1]: Themap 7 isctand > 0.

A ssum ption 2]: Themap 7T Tr I;—O is Inective ie., oneto-one.
0

[C onstruction ofMNSO]:W eperform thePOVM E (T;—;’) for all system s. T he estin ated
value is determ ined to be the m ean value plus 4. |
Proofof Lemma [[J: From A ssumption 2, the weak consistency is satis ed. Let > 0
be a su ciently an allnumber. D e ne the function

©) T L, Tr L, 54)
.. (s) = Tr S — :
7 e}ip JO JO
Since I:T—O <1 and Tr I;—O TrJLO = 0, we have
0 0 0
2
T ;o (8) l=}Tr L, Tr L,
s! 0 s? 2 J J

0
W hen k ok issu ciently small, thefunction x ! sup ;(xs log ;, (s)) iscontinuous

in ( ; ).Ushg Cramer’s theorem [Bp], we have
s;nn O

1 M A , .
nﬁqugP ° 0J > =mih sp(s bg ;,6));sup( & g ,,6))
! s 50
for < .Takingthelmi ! 0,wehave
l Ms;n N
Iim Iim 2—P 0 fj Oj> g
! On! 1 n °
g gy SPs(s g "O(S));Jin sups (s g ;,(9)) =}c.l
[N 2 Lo 2 io
where
2
L Tr L
c,, =Tr e e
JO JO
because
oy ;.6 b0+ c,,s) o,f= Sn -
S .. ()= s -c,,8)= s =—-c,,s°= s —
L AP AL 2= 2 c., 2,
T he above convergence is uniform for the neighborhood of . Takingthelmi ! o,
we have
2 2
L Tr L L Tr L
m Tr — ——°% =J%'=7Tr | S
[ J 0 J J

0

Thus, we can check (E3) and the strong consistency i the neighborhood of | . |
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However, this sequence of estim ators M™° depends on the true parameter . W e
should construct a sequence ofestin ators that satis es the strong consistency condition
and attains the bound JTO at all points . Since such a construction is too di cult,
we Introduce another strong consistency condition that is weaker than the above and
under which inequality (43) holds. W e construct a sequence of estin ators that satis es
this strong consistency condition and attains the bound given in {43) orall in aweak
sense.

[Second strong consistency condition]: A sequence of estimators M = fM "g is
called second strongly consistent ifthere exists a sequence of fiinctions f_m ™ ; ; )(i _1

such that

1
Iin lim — M™'; ; )=_M; ).
m!1l !0 2-m
1
Jl_‘r%—z_m ™M; ;) _M; )holds. ks LHS converges locally uniform Iy to
8m ;9 >Os.t._M“; ;) _m(M”; ; );for > 8 > 0.

Sin flarly to Theorem 2, we can prove hequality (3) underthe second strong consistency
condition.

U nder these preparations, we state a theoram w ith respect to the attamnability of
thebound J . T he Hllow ing theorem can be regarded as a specialcase of Theoram 8 of
B
Theorem 11 UnderA ssumptions 1 and 3, the sequence ofestim atorsM™" s = fM *"'g._,
(de ned In the Pllowing) satis es the second strong consistency condition and the
relations

J
oME; )=_M; )=« >§: (55)
T he sequence of estim ators M” ¢ is independent of the unknown param eter . Every M °
is an adaptive estim ator and willbe de ned in section[B.
Tts proof is given in Eppendix H.
A ssum ption83]: T he follow ing set is com pact.
|
S —
< L Tr L ° L 2 =
;Tr —
J

Tr —
J J

J 7

If the state fam ily is Included by a bounded closed st consisting of positive de nite
operators, A ssum ption 3 is satis ed.
[C onstruction of M"°]: W e perform a faithfulPOVM M ¢ (de ned in the follow ing)

(15::5;! 1) by . Next, we perform the measurement E (I ) de ned by the spectral
measure of L, for other (1 )n systems. Then, we have data (! ,+15:::5',). We
decide the nalestimated value T" as
1 X0
TY oL, = ——— e
a m

i= n+1
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|
De nition 12 A POVM M iscalled faithfi], ifthemap 2 S®H )7 P" isoneto-one.

AnexampkoffaithmilPOVM ,which isaPOVM taking values In the set ofpure stateson

H,isgivenbyMy,(d ) =k (d),wher istheinvarant w rit.theaction ofSU # ))
probability m easure on the sst of pure stateson H . A sanotherexam ple, ifLi;:::Ly2 4

is a basis of the space of selfad pint traceless operators, a dispint random com bination

Of PVM SE (L1);:::E Ly ;) is ithful. Note that a dispint random combination is
de ned i section f.

Rem ark 3 By dividing n systensjntopﬁ andn °n system s, G illand M assar [L§]
constructed an estin ator which asym ptotically attains the optim albound w xrt.M SE,
and H ayashiand M atsum oto [B§] constructed a sim ilar estin ator by dividing them into
b, andn L, system s, where Iim % = 0. However, In our proof, it is di cul to show
the attaiability ofthebound {@5) in such a division. Perhaps, therem ay exist a fam ily
in which such an estin ator does not attain the bound @) . At Jeast, it is essential in
our proof that the num ber of the st group b, satisfy I % > 0.

Conversly, as ism entioned in Theorem s[§ and [13, by dividing n system s into P
and n P n system s, we can construct an estin ator attaining the bound BB4) at one
point.

W emust use quantum ocorrelations In the quantum apparatus to achieve the bound
% . The ollow Ing theoram can be easily extended to the m ultiparam eter case.

Theorem 13 W e assume Assumption 1 and thatD ( ok ,) < 1 for8 ;8 °2
Then, orany ; 2 , the ssquence of estimators M™ = fM ""qg._, satis es the weak
consistency condition (31), and the equations

MG )= WG )= DED (k). 5> g (56)

— 1

MMy = MY )= o7)

- 1
T he sequence ofestim atorsM™ depends on the unknown param eter ; butnoton > 0.

Tts proofis given in [A ppendix . In the ollow ing construction, M wl’n is constructed from
the PVM E" , which is de ned from a group-theoretical viewpoint in D e nition P9 n
A ppendix J3.

C onstruction of M "™]: W e divide the n system s Into two groups. W e perform a

obey the probability P"‘. Welkt betheMLE ofthe data (!1;:::;!'P2) under the
P

probability fm ily fP 9§ 2 g. Next, we perform the correlational PVM E T for

the com posite system which oonsjEEs of the other group ofn iﬁ System s. pTﬁhen, the

n n En n n n
data ! obeystheprobability P * . If&"® » TFP O K pr 2 )y p ot (1), the
estin ated value T, isdecided tobe ,where , = L. Ifnot, T, isdecided tobe . H
ns
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The ollow Ing kmm a proven in plys an in portant roke in the proof of
T heorem [13.

Lemm a 14 For three param eters ; ; and , and > 0, the inequalities

ED

I —]ogP 1(' + Tr ,log ,
exp n OSLipl( Tr ,log ,)t t(k+l)ig(n+l) ogTr , , £ (58)
PEOnl ]ogP 1(' Tr ,lg ,
exp n %up( +Tr ,log ,)t lgTr , (59)
t
hoHd.

W e obtain the follow Ing theoram as a review of the above discussion.

Theorem 15 From Theorem s[d, [§ and [I] and Lemm a [1(, we have the equations

1 1 J
sip Imsp— M ;) = sip Iminf-5 0 )=—  (60)
MW C Lo vw:WC '
1 J
sip - Im nf—o 1 )=~ (61)
w:SC at

as an operational com parison of J7 and J under A ssumptions 1, 2 and 3. W e can
rphee '; ; )wih N'; ; ) in equations|[(ED).

W e can also prove (3() as a consequence of equations (6() and (6]).

8. A daptive estin ators

In this section, we assum e that the dim ension of the Hibert space H is nie. We
consider estin ators whose POVM is adaptively chosen from the data. W e choose the
Ith POVM M;(*; ;) onH from 1 1ldata+t+;; = (!4;:::5!'11). sPOVM M " is
described by

M"@¢,) =M(l) Ma(M;!o) ML i) (62)

In this setting, the estin ator is written as the pairE, = ™ ";T,) ofthe POVM M "
satisfying (64) and the finction T, : ® 7 . Such an estin atorE , is called an adaptive
estin ator. A s a larger class of POVM s, the ssparable POVM iswellknown.A POVM
M " onH " iscalled ssparable if it is w ritten as

Mn:fMl(!) nM)g!Z

on H ", where M ;(!) is a positive sam ide nite operator on H . For any ssparable
estin ator M ";T,), the relations
Q
; X r D Tr M (!
DM (k9= Tr Myp(')logQ=1t 1)
=

12 19=1 1Tr OMl(!)
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X 7 Xt Tr M,(!)
= Tr Mop(!) g———
12 1°=1 =1 Tr oM. ()
XX a (1)Tr M(!)

= a (1)Tr M,(!)bg
=112
xXn

a . (1)Tr M ()

DM 1( k9% n sup DY (k9 (63)
=1 M POVM onu

hold, where the POVM M on H isde ned by

Y
M () =a(!)M (M), aat)= Tr Mp(!)
06 1

Theorem 16 If a sequence of separabk estimators M = fE,g= fM ";T,)g satis es
the weak consistency condition, the inequalities

M; ;) inf sup D" (ki) (64)
3 1¥ 4y POVM ont=

Jl
o ;o) - (65)
2
hold.
Proof: Similarly to (89), the m onotonicity of quantum relative entropy yields
bgP" £, (,) 13> g DY (ki) +h@,)

14

n nkb,
where P, = P £, (*,) 17> g. From the weak consistency, we have P, ! 1.
Thus, we cbtain (64) from (63). SinceH is nitedim ensional, the set of extrem alpoints
of POVM s is com pact. Therefore, the convergence lin o=DY (1 + ki) isunifom
w rt.M . This In plies that

1 " 1y J,
]J.mo_z sup D" (1+ kiy)= sup ]JFH—ZD (1+ kl):71(66)
"9 "y POVM ons M POVM onu ' °

The last equation is derived from £9). [ |

T he preceding theorem holds for any adaptive estin ator. A s a sin ple extension, we can
de ne an m -adaptive estin ator that satis es ) when every M ;(+1 ;) isaPOVM on
H™ .Asa corollary of T heorem @, we have the follow Ing.

Corollary 17 Ifa sequence ofm -adaptive estim atorsM” = fE,g= fM ";T,)g satis es
the weak consistency condition, then the inequalities

M; ;)  inf sup —D" (k1) 67)
I 1” vy POVM ona » M

o) I 68)
r 1 2

hoXH.
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Now , we obtain the equation
Im lim L M ) J
sap - MGG )=
mPlotoLAwe T 2
The part of holdsbecause an adaptive estin ator attaining the bound is constructed
in Theorem [L1], and the part of fllows from (67) and the equation

(©9)

. 1 M
]:Im sup ——D " (++ ki)
"% POVM onau
. l M J1
= Sup Im ——D" (14 kl):7;
M POVM ong » '° M

which isproven In a sin flarm anner as (64).

9.D 1 erence in order am ong lim its and suprem um s

T heoram yields another operational com parison as

1 J

sup  lin inf— M )=? (70)
w:SC at '

1 J

m — sup M ;) :?: (71)
0%y .sc at

Equation (70) equals (1) and equation (71)) llows from Theorem [I§. Therefore, the

J

di erence between = and % can be regarded as the di erence In the order of Iim inf |

and sup,, . g¢ - This com parison was naively discussed by Nagacka 3, [3].

Theorem 18 W e adoptA ssumption 1 in Theorem [I] andD ( ¢k ,) < 1 for8 °2
For any > 0, there exists a ssquenceM "’ = fM "’ g of m -adaptive estim ators
satisfying the strong consistency condition and the inequality
1 VN
n! 1 nm 0

1 )k 1)bgm + 1)
- :
However, using Theorem [[§, we obtain a stronger equation than (71):

@ )IEED ( ko)JJ 0J> g

I lm sup iz M) =—i (72)
M nmn-ASC at
wherem -ASC at denotesm -adaptive and is strongly consistent at . T his equation is
in contrast with (69). O foourse, the part of for (77) Plows from (F]) . The part of
for (73) is derived from the above theorem .
The ©llow ing two Jemm as are essential ©or our proof of Theorem [L§.

Lemma 19 Fortwo param eters ; and g, the inequality
mD (¢k1) &k 1lbgm+1) D (gki) mD (ki) (73)
holds, where the PVM E™ on H ™ isde ned in[Appendix JB. It is independent of .
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This lenm a was proven by Hayashi 7] and can be regarded as an in provem ent ofH iai
and Petz’s result @]. However, Hiai and Petz’s origihal version is su cient for our
proof of T heorem [1§. For the reader’s convenience, the proof is presented in B ppendiy
F3.

Lemma 20 Let Y ke a curved exponential fam ily and X be an exoonential fam ily
Including Y . For a curved exoonential fam ily and an exponential fam ily, see Chap 4
in Am ari and N agaoka ] or Bamdor -N ielsen @]. In this setting, for n-i.id. datg,
the MLE T, (!*) for the exponential fam ily X is a su clent statistic for the curved
exponential fam ity Y, where 4+, = (!1;:::;!,). Usingthemap T :X ! Y, we can
de neanestinatorT {7, and for an estimator Ty, there existsamap T :X ! Y
suchthat Ty = T T/ . We can identify amap T from X to Y with a sequence of
estin ators T ﬁ_jj t,).Wede nethemapT, :X ! Y as

T, = argmzj?fD &k )P (ko) D &k o)g: (74)

W hen Y is an exponential fam ily (ie., abt), T, coincides wih the profction to Y .
Then, the sequence of estim ators corresponding to the map T , satis es the strong
consistency at ¢ and the equation

. 1 :
i ?]ogpnofkT , Lo @.) k> g= nfD (ko)k  ok> g (75)
holds

Proof: Tt iswellknown that forany subset X © X , the equation

. } n M L i 0 _ '
Im n]o<_:ijfTXm(.n)2Xg— nfD Xk o) (76)

n! 1 x2X 0

holds. For the reader’s convenience, we present a proof of (74) i . Thus,
equation (79) Pllows from (74) and (7§). IfY is an exponential fam ily, then the
estinator T, T’ coicides with the MLE and satis es the strong consistency.
O themw ise, we choose a neighborhood U of  so that we can approxin ate the
neighborhood U by the tangent space. The estinator T, T can be approxin ated
by the M LE and satis es the strong consistency at U . Thus, it also satis es the strong
consistency at . |
Proof of Theorem [[§: LetM = fM ;gbea faithfilPOVM de ned in section [1J such
that the number of operators M ; is nite. Forany m and any > 0, we de ne the
POVM M " to be the dispint random combination ofM m and E” with the ratio

! . Note that a dispint random combination is de ned i section[l. From the
de nition ofM ", the nequality

@ I o(k) D o(k) (77)

m

M
holds. Sihcethemap 7 P" isoneto-one, themap 7T P ° isalso oneto-one. Since

m

M
M andE" are niteresolutionsofthe dentity, the oneparameterfamily fP °j 2 g
is a subset of m utinom naldistrbutions X , which is an exponential fam ily. Applying
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Lemm a P, we have

m

l M n
Im — ogP ° £, T ¢i) o> g

n! 1 nm
1, M : .
= — ffD "~ o ( k o)kJ 0J> g
M 2
1 n o
© ne 0Tk 3 o3>
m
: . . @ )k 1)ogm + 1)
a ) nffD ( ko)JJ 0J> g o ;
where the rst nequality ollow s from  (77) and the second inequality ollow s from  (73).

|
Rem ark 4 Tn the case of the oneparam eter equatorial spin 1/2 system state fam ily,

m

E
themap 7T P ° isnotoneto-one. The::eﬁ)re,wemust:treatnotEmO but M mo .

C onclusions

Tt hasbeen clar ed that SLD Fisher nformm ation J gives the essential lJarge deviation
bound In the quantum estim ation and KM B Fisher nfom ation J gives the large
deviation bound of consistent supere cient estin ators. Since estin ators attaining
the bound % are unnatural, the bound J? is more important from the viewpoint
of quantum estin ation than the bound % . On the other hand, as is m entioned
in Rppendix A], conceming a quantum analogue of inform ation geom etry from the
view poInt of econnections, KM B is the m ost natural am ong the quantum versions
of Ficher inform ation. The interpretation of these two facts which seem to contradict
each other, rem ains a problam . Sin ilarly, it isa future problem to explain geom etrically
the relationship between the change of the orders of lin its and the di erence between
the two quantum analogues of F isher inform ation.
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A ppendix A .Brief review of inform ation-geom etrical properties of J ;J
and J

The quantum analogues of Fisher nform ation J ;J and J are obtained from the the

Inner products J ,J and J on the linear space consisting of selfad pint operators:
Z 1
J A;B) = TrATly; Ty ' “dt=B
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J @A;B)

N

1
TrALg; E(LB + Ig)=B
J A;B) = TrALg; B = Lg

in the ollow ing way:

J =4J

d d
d "4
d d
F=J ——
d "d
d d
J=J —;—
d "d

In the mulidim ensional case, these are regarded as m etrics as ollow s. For exam pl,
we can de ne a m etrics

@

€

ei'es

on the tangent space at , and the RHS of [A]) is called SLD F isherm atrix.
In quantum setting, any inform ation precessing is described by a tracepressrving

e @si= J @ 1)

CP (complktely positive) map C :SH) ! S HY. These iner product satisfy the
m onotonicity:
J d_d_ J dac ( ).dC( )
d "d R TR
;o4 d ac () dc ()
d " d S TR
, 4.4 L) )
d "d R TR
for a oneparam etric density family £ 2 SH)J 2 Rg[[l. These inequalities

can be regarded as the quantum versions of (). An Iner product satisfying the above
is called a m onotone inner product. A ccording Petz J], the nner product J is the
m axinum one am ong nomm alized m onotone inner products, and the innerproduct J is
them Inimum one.

In the nfom ation geom etry comm unity, we usually discuss the torsion. As is
known wihin this communiy, -connection is a generalization of e-connection. The
torsion of -connection conceming F isher inner product vanishes in any distribution
fam ily fll]. Th quantum setting, we can de ne the e-connections w ith respect to several
quantum F isher nner products. O ne m ay expect that In a quantum setting, its torsion
vanishes in any density fam ily. H owever, for only the Inner product J°, the torsion ofe—
connection vanishes in any density fam ily fll]. Thus, KM B F isher nform ation seem s the
m ost naturalquantum analogue ofF isher nform ation, from an inform ation-geom etrical
view polnt.
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Appendix B .P roof of (15)

From (14), we can cakulate as

D ( k )= Tr( (o bg ) =T +d dlog +1d2]og 5
= r = r [ —
’ R d d 2 d?2
d 1 d?
=Tr I + Tr —I" + =Tr g z ® 1)
d 2 d?
N ext, we calculate the above coe cients
Zl
~ t~ 1 t d
Tr rr = Tr L dt= Tr ? = 0: B 2)
0
Using B Q) and (4), we have
d? d db d d
Tr & = — Tr el Tr —— g
d? d d d d
T d Iy T B 3)
= r — = :
d
From Bd), B3) and B 3), we obtain
D( .,k )= lJ“ 2
+ = 2 .
Appendix C .ProofofLemm a
W e de ne the uniary operatorU as
p—p_— - P- - P-
B(; ,)=2Q0 Tr] 9= 1cf u)f U)
Lettihg W ( )bep + U ,then we have
K(; +)=Tr@ O W (N@W O W ())
T T o) T o) T T g 2
= Tr —— —_— = Tr— 0)— :
d d d d
A s isproven in the follow ing discussion, the SLD L satis es
il 0) = lLW 0): CJ)
d 2 )
T herefore, we have
2 1 2 1 2
b ; +)=TrZLW Ow ©) L =ZTrL
W e obtain 89). It issu cient to show ¢ IJ.
From the de nition of the Bures distance, we have
. — P — P
F(; +)= min Trl o) TU)
U uniary
=2 m ax Trp_p L U +Up +p_
U unitary

p_p ., P P
2 Trj +Jt 3

J
2 e P Tu)y+u(F P,
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which implies that ©" P 7TUu () = U(F 7P . Therbre, W OW () =

W ()W (0) . Taking the derivative, we have

aw _dw
W (O)T 0 = a Ow ©) ;
which n plies that there exists a selfadpint operator L such that
dw 1 .
e ©) = ELW ©):
Since , =W ()W (),wehave
%( )=% @Cw Ow ©0) +w Ow ) L):

T hus, the operator L. coincides w ith the SLD .

Appendix D . P roof of ({@3))

LetM = fM ;g be an arbitrary POVM .W e choose the uniary U satisfying

rp—
1=2 1=2 = =
U = 1=2 1 2:

U sing the Schwartz inequaliy, we have
r

: pM (1 )p PM (1)= Tr M, ° 172U M2 12y Tr M~ =2 M |7 1=
Tr M IZI.=2 1=2U M IZI.=2 1=2 = TrU l=2M! 1=2
T herefore,
X g D X X
PM (1) PM (1) Tru M, Tru M,
. \ . 1

= Try 2 172 - 7y 12 1-2.

Appendix E.ProofofLemm a [4

Let m and be an arbirary positive Integer and an aroitrary positive real num ber,
respectively. T here exists a su ciently lJarge integer N such that

1 R

— ogP" > —i M; o —i o+

n m - m

1 M A , , .
—bgP", J (+ )J>—m I M; + ;7—@m 1) +
n m - m

fori= 0;:::;m and 8n N . From the monotonicity {47) and the additiviy B9) of
quantum a nity, we perform the follow ing evaluation:

n 1
gI( k +)= gI( "k f)
l'lA O% l'lA O n O

M " M " M " M
Iog P P, + P + < P, + <

NI
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)@1 n Y % n AN %
+ p" +—@3 1)< +—i PY, +—@3 1)< +—i
1 m m m m

n O% n O%

og P 7 (+ ) +p*° 7 >

Xn n A % n A %
+ p" > — @1 1) P, (+ ) —@m 1

i=1 m

1 n 01
g PY) 7 (+ )> —@m 1) + pM >
m

)@1 n AN % n AN %
+ p" > —@d 1) pY, (+ )>—m i 1)

. m m

i=1

n n
bg exp A MI ;_(m 1) +eXP A M; + ’
2 — m 2 —

X n . n .
+ exp M; ;—@ 1) = M; + 7—@ 1 1)

1 2 m 2 — m

n
logm + 2)exp — min M,; ;—@d 1) + M; + ;—m i 1) 2
20 im — m - m

n
= ogm + 2) 2 m in M; ;—@ 1) + M“;+;r7(m i 1) 2

0 im— m —

where we assume that ' ; ;a) = 0 forany negative realnumber a. Taking the lim it
n! 1 afterdividing by n, we have

1 1

-I(k +) —min M; ;—@E 1) + M; + —m i 1) 2
8 20 im — m - m

Since > 0 is arbitrary, the nequality

1 1

-I(k +) —min M; ;—@E 1) + M; + —m i 1)

8 20 im — m - m

holds. Taking the linitm ! 1 ,we cbtain (49).

A ppendix F.Unitary evolutions on the boson coherent system

In the system H = LZCR),theunitary operator U, ( ) = exp( a a) acts on the
ooherent state as

Up()ji=73J i;
where and are complex numbers and a is the annihilation operator. Thus, we can

verify that

Now, we gt a; be the anniilation operator on the ith system . The unitary operator
Un()= _,exp( &+ &) actsonthesystem H " as

Up () "Un() = 7
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In thetwomode systeam H H ,theunitary V, (t) = expt( a,a; + a,;a,) actsas
\2 (t)j 1j. j 2i: :l 1 cost+ ZSIIU. :l 1Sjrlt+ ZCOStj.:
T hus, we can verify that

Vi ()

1 2V1 © = L cost+ ,sint ; sint+ , cost+

Q
Therefore, the unitary V,, = ., expti( a,a; + a,a;) satis es

1
v, Ny = po O(rl );

n n
q - q
where cost; = l—il;sjnti=

bl |
.

A ppendix G .P roof of P roposition

For a proof of P roposition f, we need the ollow ing kemm a.

Lemma 21 Letg, (!);£, (!) be functons on . Assum e that the functions ;1 (!) =
Iin,, 1 —logf, (!)and ,(!) = lin,, ;1 — logg, (!) are continuous. If the inequality

g, (!) 1holds forany element! 2 and any positive integer n, and if there exists a
subset K such that
1
Im — log . M)dl >mi ((0)+ 2(1));
n!'l n X 12
the relation .
1
J,-"thbg £ (Mg () dl =r't121'n(1(!)+ 2 (1))
holds.

Sin ilarly to Lemm a [, Lenm a P] is proven.

Now, we will prove P roposition [§. From the de nition of M "™ and the equation
P T x

_ 1 N : :
0= T x i1 *ihkj we have
R k R 2
o X N N n
IogP, fT, > g= Iog = = lbg = ;
won2 N1 N +1

where [ ] is a G auss notation. T herefore, we cbtain
5 1
M30; )= "bg 1+ = ;
N
which i plies §0).

N ext, we prove the strong consistency condition and (1)) . W e perform the ollow ing
calculation:

; X 2 1 3 Pa #
Mw,n N N N . — 2 .
P an > g= hkj —ﬁj ih r N d :kl
]2>(+ #n ¢
Pr—
n 2 X 21k o
_ _ﬁe n3 J (njk:'f) e nijdz (G .l)
c .
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T he equation
1 pﬁ i % 3 5
Im —]Og—_e N = —— (G .2)
n! 1 n N N
holds. A Iso, asjsprovenjnthoe latter, the equations
X L 22k
Tm _lbg@ Lf)e nj ¥4
n! 1 n k!
k> (+ ¥n
( j
= (+ Jbg if o+ F o1+ 5 39 G 3)
0 ¥
X L 22k
n! 1 n k'
k< ( #n
( oo .
= fog———+3F ( Fo1 F+39 G 4)
jF
ho]d,wherel(x)jsde(ned as
1) = 1 x O
0 x < 0:
Forany > 0, there existsa realnumber K such that
Z p— .
. 1 n j 5 K
l'[n, —]Og —_exp n——— dX = — >
n! 1 n j 9> K N N N
Now,we can apply Leanma Pl to G J).From @G J) and G_J3), the relations
. 1 Mw;n
lin — logP T, > g
n! 1 n
] 3 (+ F . .
=min ——=+ (+ fog——+3F (+ F 10+ F 3P
2C N jF
] 3 (+ F . .
= min ——+ (+ Fog——+3Ff (+ F 1((+ § 3%
2R N 37
s? +
=mih =+ ( + ibg(—gﬂ sf (+ F 1+ §F o sP)
2R N ( sy
hold. If issu cintly smallfor , we have the follow ing approxin ation:
I S 1+ N Nl 2
Im — ogP fT, > g=min—— S — + — :
n!'l n s N 1+ 2N N + 2
T hus,
o 1 - 1
Im Im — logP fT, > g==——m7: G 5)
N + 2

1 on! 1 n 2
The second convergence of the LHS of G J) is unifomm i a su ciently snall

neighborhood U | of arbitrary 2 R™ n £0g.
Sin flarly to G J), from (G 4), we can prove
1
G .6)

1 w ;n
Im lim — logP" " fT, < g=
1 0n! 1 n 2

N
.o

N +
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A Iso, the second convergence of the LHS of (G .4) is uniform at a su ciently snall
neighborhood U , of artbitrary o 2 R* n £0g. Thus, §J) and the strong consistency
condition are proven.

Next, we prove G 3) and G 4). Using the Stirling form ula, we have

LR n

h‘m—lbgwe“jf: bg—+ 33 % 1 J9: G
n!'l n [ n]! j 7
Since the rlations

s 2y(( fnl 1 X s 23k s 2y([( Fnl 1
03 )0 ST @3 1) sz 3 F)« s

TEZYE] PY T e e
hod, G 4) Plowsfrom G.).IE( + § J F,theequation
X . 2k
Tim _l]og Me nif — G 8)
n!l n k!

k> (+ fn

holds. k inplies G J) nthecaseof ( + § 3 F.
Next weprove G J) mthecassof ( + § > J F. In this case, we have

X . 2\k - n Fye+ fnl .
Me nj ¥ n L ( + f)Le nj ¥ G 9)
k! ( + ¥nl!
Ln>k> (+ Fn
- - k L n- (k+ 1) P .
because %ennz = %enjf =%.IEL and N are su ciently large
or j ¥, we have
X 1 214\k o X e nL
03I nss e k= G 10)
k! 1 et
k Ln k Ln

because G .]) inplies that
: 2y[n]
03 F) enif o InlL

[ n]!
Since the relations
(nj :?)[(+ )zn]e njj2 X (nj f)ke njj2
[+ ?n]! k> (+ ¥n ke
3 HET s e ™
n@o 2 [( + ¥n]! +1 el
hold, we have
+
( + Flog—; §+jj2 (+ ¥
0 jF
X o
Tin _lbg@ Me nj ¥
n! 1 n k'
k> (+ fn
m in (+§]og(;j?;}+jj2 (+ ¥ ;L
J

Ifwe ket L be a su ciently Jarge realnum ber, we have ¢ 3].
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A ppendix H .P roof of T heorem
In this proof, we use the function . (s) de ned In € ). F irst, we prove the ollow ing
four facts.
() The 2ithfullPOVM M ¢ satis es the inequalities
Me; 7 )>0; Me; ) > 0O
(i) The relation

L Tr L
Jm Tr — =J; 8 2
I J J
holds.
(iil) The equation
© 11 L Tr L ° H )
_ = r _
s! 0 s? 2 J J

holds. The LH S converges uniform Iy w xrt. ;

(Iv) For any realnumber , > 0, there exists a su ciently snall realnumber > 0
such that if yTr L Tr oL j @ ) and j j<p_,then 39 j<
Fact (i) is easily proven from the de nition ofM ¢. Fact (iil) is proven by the relation

L Tr L

al RS
.pJ J

<1°:

’

Fact (i) is, also, proven by the relations

L Tr L * Tr L2 Tr L)
Tr — = 5 5 ' J “as !
J J J J

Fact (i) follow s from the relation

@QTr L
—— ! las ! ;
@
which follow s from fact @d).
N ext, we prove the theoram from the preceding four facts. T he Inequality

p" ’fA%U;g
p"* "f"2Ur-g sip P° ©

20 p-

"£h 22U ,g+rpP f T 2UPg ® 2)

holds. A s isproven In the latter, the nequality

1 n
Im nf — log sup pt ¢

T" 20U ,
n! 1 n 20U P-
0 / | 1
1 L tr 1 % 21 )2
1 @ 2q 22 Ty LI\ 3
( )g ( 2) > 7 7 ; > H 3)
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holds, where the function g (x;y) isde ned asgx;y) = x log(l+ % + vy). Therefore,

we have
s . ) l MSP A
_M HEH )=JI'anf—]ogP f 2U0Pg
b.l n | 1
1 L Tr 1 % @ 2q )2
min @ n€ g L2 Tr = ———— B ;
( ) ( 2)2 r J J I 2 ’
P-
c (fM¢ ng; ; ) : ® 4)
From facts (i) and (i), the equations
1
]:'Im—ZCRHSof(HA))
ro 2, ' 1
1 L Tr 1L 2
=_—@Qunqa ‘a 2 Tr @ — 1 2 A
> ! ( 1) ( 2) 3 3 ( 2)" 3
l 2 2 2
=5 @ )@ 2)J x 273 H 5)

hold. The RHS of { ) converges locally uniform Iy w rt. . Let ®'°; ; ) bethe
RHS of @ 4) nthecaseof ,= ;= mi.ThereJ‘bre,wehave

. .1 s 1
Im Im — M7 ; )=——J;
m!1 10 2-—m 2
which in plies that
o) T
— ’ 2 .
If the converse nequality
s 1
o=y ) —Jd H .6)

2
holds, we can in m ediately derive relations (55) and show that the sequence ofestin ators
M’ ® satis es the second strong consistency condition.
In the ©llow ing, the relations { .4) and @ J) are proven. First, we prove {H_4).
W e can evahatetheprobabﬂitg p" " £72U .g as

ogP” £°2U.,g= Dbg P"° "@)p" ¢ Mfrrzu g
Z
P"* "(d)bg p® © Mfrr2u g
Z
DL & m( 4+ k)+h®, )
PMf n(d) - + ;n;
P,

wherePL+ =p" “ Mer.o 22U .9, and sin ibrly to ), we can prove the last

m° + m

nequality. Forany 4 > 0, we have

1 s
Iim sup —]ogPM fT, 20U g
n

n! 1
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Z

. M n , @ D+ k)
Imsup P (d )@ ) mIn I
n! 1 R =1 4; @ ) @ )P+ .
. L 1
= (1 ) m in D~ ( + k)= J :
=1 4 @ a) 2

T he Jast equation is derived from Lebesgue’s convergence theoram and the fact that the
probability PL+ ntends to 1 unifom Iy w rt. , as follows from A ssum ptions 1 and 3.
The reason for the applicability of Lebesgue’s convergence theoram is given as

follow s. SjnoePL+ mtendstolunjﬁ)nnlyw.r.t. , there exists N ;R > 0 such that

L

P >Ri;8 2 ;n N .Thus, we have

+ m

D' ® M(+ k)+hE R
pt 1

+ m

(@ D ( + k)+2)<1:

T herefore, we can apply Lebesgue’s convergence theoram . T hus, the relations

1 s
O °; )= lin suplin sup FJogpM fT, 2U ,g
o n! 1
. 1 . L
@ ) Iim Sup— m in D~ ( + k)
10 =1 4; @ 4
51
=1 )L 4) EJ

hold. Since 4 > 0 is arbitrary, the nequality {H .§) holds.
N ext, we prove the nequality {H J). A ssum e that j j and de ne

(7 5 )= sap( og . ()):

2R

T hen, the inequalities

p* Y "f 2u.g P Y MErr.L Tr L3 Q@ ) g M 7)

2exp (1 )nmin (1 2) i) @ 2 )ESB)

hold, where {.]) isderived from fact (iv), and {I 8) isderived from M arkov’s nequality.
T hus,

1

Iim —Ilog sup pt ¢ "¢ ZU .g

n! 1 n 2U,.P*

1 ) mf min ((Q 2) 75 ) @ o) ;) H .9)
2U P -

Welkt > 0beasu ciently smallrealnumber forarbitrary 3 > 0 and de ne by
|

2 1

L Tr L

= @1 5 Tr

T hen, the inequalities
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21 L Tr L
ST TR TR T

11

AA

35

# 10)

hold, where {{ I() ©llows from fact (iii). The unifom iy of {J]) (the fact(iii)) and
the boundedness of RHS of {H J) @ ssumption 3) guarantee that the choice of
is independent of ; . From [H39) and [H 1)), we obtain [H 4) because the function

x7T gx;y)wherey;x 0.

Appendix I.P roof of Theorem [3

Ifthe true state is |, the nequalities

MW
P ' fT,2U,,g

- p— p_
p7 n n n n n n
M E _ E E
P ° "f 2U,,g sup P * g o FERkp ) <p 2
2U
1 sup en(l a PE)D (k1)
2U
hold. Since (1 , P3) ! 1,wehave

' fT,2U ,,g= inf D ( kq):

n! 1 %Ul'

1 M
Im —IogP |
n

Thus, equation {5§) is proven. Then, it inplies 7).

Next, we show the weak consistency ofM™ . A ssum e that the true state

, - Then, we have
W n
1

M
P

fT, 20U ;. g
M ¢ Pa
P f 20U, g
M PH ED P - o b (K1) " Pa E"
+ P f 2U0,,9 sup P ! e n T 1Pl1 (! p *
2Uin
where |, = ~ D (k1) n. Shhce , = -, the convergence p"
2Trd—(log log 1) ns
U ,;,g! Oholds.Also, therelationU ; U, »_ holds. Ifwe can prove
E" n E" E" ©
sup P * &0 R UKIp sy o) L o0;

20 ,

in

we obtain

in

M"Y
P ! fT, 22U , g! O:

()

P —

> 0

is not

"f

(1)

=

(I.3)

This condition ([.3) is stronger than the weak consistency condition. Thus, it issu cient

to show (Jd).
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From Lemm a [[4, the relations

PEnlnen(l n)D(k1)PEn1 (|) PEnl (!)O
E" 1 E® E"
=P ! o ogP " (!)+ ogP (') +D (ki) D (ki)
E" 1 E" E"
=P ' — logP l(!)+JogP11(!) + Tr (log g )
n
D (k)4 Tr( ) (log g )
ED 1 ED
P ' —DbgP '()+Tr Ibg WD (ki) + Tr( )log g )
ED 1 E"
+P ' “hgP (1) Tr by , D (ki)+ Tx( Jlog g )
n

exp nsup D (kq)+ Tx( ) (log bg ) Tr g t
0t 1

+ 1)logn+ 1
t(k ) Iog ) o Tr .

n
tep  nsp oD (ki)+ Tx( Jlog g )+ Tr bg , t bgTr
t
(T4)
D (ki) L, We

n.Sihee , = <
2Tr—— (log g )

hold. In the follow Ing, we assum e that j 3
2D (k1) o+ O (7). Substituting

can derive D ( k 1)+ Tx( ) (log g )

t= s ,,we have

n sup (D ( kqi)+ Tx( ) Jog Ibbg ) Tr g )t

2U;nnn 0t 1
+ Dlogn + 1
t<k ) Iog (n ) byTr N
n
1 1 k+ 1gn+ 1)
sip — (D (ki) a+0(F) Tr bg )s, si
20 ,, n 2 n
l 2 2 2 2 3
+Tr g s, Ecrr g ) (Tr g )9)s" ;+0(,)
1 1 k+ 1)oghn+ 1)
sup — —D(kl)s§+0(§) S n
2U n 2 n

!}D(kl)s %Tr log )* Tr g )* s (asn! 1)
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N D (k) ]
8Cr (og )2 @Tr g )?)
T hus, we have

1
Im sup — n sup (D ( kq)+ Tr( ) (log g ,) Tr g )t
n! 1 2U;nnn 0t 1
+ 1) Io + 1
JJrDbgar ) L
n
D ( kq)?
i K 5y > O (L5)
8Tr (og ) Tr log )?)
A lso, we obtain
1
sip —5 nsup (D ((kq)+ Tr( ) Jlog og )+ Tr g )t bgTr
2U;nnn 0t
1 1 5
up — (ED(kl)n+O(n)+Tr bg )s, Tr lg s,
20 ,, n
1 2 2\ 2 2 3
E(Ir og ) Tr g ,))s" ;+0(])
1 1
= sup — “D(kis = Tr (g ,)* @Tr bg ,)* s Z+0())
2U n 2
| } _ 2 2\ 2 |
2D(k1)s Tr (@(og ) (Tr g ,))s" (asn! 1)
T herefore,
1
Im sip — nsup (D ( ki)+ Tr( ) (log og )+ Tr bg ,)t bgTr
n! 2U;nnn 0t
D ( ki)

> 0:

8Cr (og ,)? (@Tr g ,)?)
Sincen 2! 1 ,relation ([J) dlows from {€4), ) and €4 .

A ppendix J.P inching m ap and group theoretical view point

Appendix J.1. Pinchingm ap in non-asym ptotic setting

In the Pllow ing, we prove Lenm a[14 and construct thePVM E ™ after som e discussions
conceming the pinching m ap in the non-asym ptotic sstting and group representation
theory. In this subsection, we present som e de nitions and discussions of the non-
asym ptotic sstting.

A state iscalled commutativewith aPVM E & fE;g)on H if E;= E; forany
index i. ForPVM sE (= fE;gi1);F & fFigy5),thenotationE  F m eanﬁthatﬁ)rany
ndex i2 I there existsa subset F=E ); ofthe ndex s=t J such thatE; = 2 @ E nFj .
Fora state ,wedenoteby E ( ) the spectralm easure of which can be regarded as a
PVM .Thepjnchjngmaf Eg wih repect to a PVM E isde ned as

EE : 7 Ei El; (J-l)

(I.6)
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which is an a ne map from the set of states to itself. Note that the state Eg ()
iscommutative with a PVM E . Ifa PVM F = fFig5;s is commutative wih a PVM
E = fEigpr,wecande nethePVM F E = fF3E 94521 g,Whith satis esF  E E
andF E F.Forany PVM E, the supramum ofthe din ension ofE ; is denoted by
wE).

Lemma 22 LetE beaPVM suchthatw E) < 1 . Ifsmtes and are comm utative

with the PVM E, and ifa PVM F satis esE F;E () F,then we have

D(k) lgw®) D& ()kk ()) D(k):
This mm a ©llow s from Lemm a 23 and Lemm a 24 below .
Lemma 23 Let and ke states. IfaPVM F satis eskE () F, then

D(k )=D & ()kE ())+D ( ki ()): J2)
Proof: Since E () F and F iscommutative with , we have TrEr ( ) logk: () =
Tr Iog . Sihce is commutative wih log , we have Trk ( )log = Tr lg
T herefore, we obtain the follow Ing:
DE ()kEe () D (k)= Trk ( )(@ogEk () gk ()) Tr (og g )

= TrEr () (ogkr () log ):

This proves (T7J). |

Lemma 24 LetE andF b= PVM s such that E F . Ifa sate is comm utative with
E , we have

D (kE ()) Ilogw E): J3)
P
Prof: _Let a; = JrE; E; and ; = 1E; E;. Then, we have = & j
Er ()= ,aifr (1), ;a;= 1. Therefre,
X X
D (kkE ()= TrE; (og gk ()= TrE; E;E:;bbg E; E;lbgEr ()E;)
X i i
= a;D (kEp (5))  supD (skEp (3)) = sup Tr ;log 5 TrEp () bgEe (3))
sup TrEr ( 5) logEr (3) suplogdin E; = logw € ):
Thus, we cbtain inequaliy (3. |

Let us consider another type of nequality.

Lemma 25 LetE beaPVM suchthatw E) < 1 . Ifthe smte is comm utative with
E,and ifaPVM M satis esthatM E , we have

Ey ()W E) J4)
OBy () wWE) S ads)

orl t O.
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Proof: It issu cient for (J4) to show
KEy (); (J6)

forany state andanyPVM M on a k-din ensionalH ibert spaceH . Now, it issu cient

to prove {J.4) in the pure state case. Forany ; 2 H,wehave

XK XK 2

h kEy Jih ) Jih Pyi=k h M;jih Miji h Mji 0:
=1 =1
The last hequality Pllows from Schwartz inequality for vectors fh M ;j igf ; and
flgt . T iswellknown that the function u 7 u® (0 t 1) is an operator
m onotone function fQl. Thus, 4) mples §J). |

Lemma 26 IfaPVM M iscommutativewith a smate andw M )= 1, we have

pM ]ogPM (') a exp sup at logTr £ J.7)
0 t

for any state
Proof: From M arkov’s inequality, we have
pfX ag ep Xip;ja) J8)
K ipja) = at g ¥ %'p(d!):
Sihcew M ) = 1, the re]a‘donP , P" (1)PY (1)*= TrEy ( )Ey ( )" holds. kyils
«(ogP" ;P" ja)= at IgTrEy ( )Es ()°=at bgTr ©:
Thus, we cbtain {J.]). [ |

Lemma 27 Assume that E andM arr PVMssuchthatw E) < 1 ;w®™ )= 1 and
M E . Ifthe states and °are comm utative with E , we have

t

pM ]ogPMo 'y a exp sup @ logw E))t logTr 0 J.9)
0 t 1
Proof: If0 t 1,wehave
«( logP";P" ;a)=at logTrEy ( )Es (% “=at lgTr E, (%) °
at logw €)'Tr °° (J10)
@ bgwE)t bgTr °F5; (711)

where {JI10) ollows from Lemm aPj. Therefore, from (7.§) and {g11), we cbtain §J9).
|
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Appendix J.2. G roup representation and its irreducible decom position

In this subsection, we consider the relation between irreducble representations and
PVM s for the purpose of constructing the PVM E® and a proof of Lenma [14. Let
V be a nitedin ensional vector space over the complex numbersC. A map from a
group G to the generalized lnear group of a vector space V is called a representation
on V if the map is hom om orphic, ie., (@) @) = @); 891792 2 G. The
subspace W of V is called invariant w ith respect to a representation  if the vector

(@)w belongs to the subspace W forany vectorw 2 W and any element g2 G. The
representation  is called irreducibk if there is no proper nonzero invariant subspace
of V wih regpect to . Let ; and , be representations of a group G on V; and
V., regpectively. The tensored representation , 0fG onV; V, isde ned as
(1 2)@= 1@ 2),and thedirect sum representation ; , ofG onV; V,
isalsode ned as ( ; 2)@) = 10) 2 @).

In the follow Ing, we treat a representation ofa group G on a nitedin ensional
Hibert space H . The follow ng fact is crucial in later argum ents. There exists an
Irreducible decom position H = H; 1 Hich that the irreducible com ponents are
orthogonalto one another if for any element g 2 G there existsan element g 2 G such
that (@) = (@), where (g) denotes the adpint ofthe Inearmap (). W e can
regard the irreducible decom position H = H; 1 Bsthe PVM fPy .gi ,, where
Py, denotes the profction to H ;. Iftwo representations ; and , satisfy the preceding
condition, the tensored representation » also satis es it. Note that In general, an
irreducible decom position of a representation satisfying the preceding condition is not
unigque. In otherwords, we cannot uniquely de nethe PVM from such a representation.

Appendix J.3. Construction of PVM E " and the tensored representation

In this subsection, we construct the PVM E" after the discussion of the tensored
representation. Let the dim ension ofthe H ibert space H be k. Conceming the natural
representation g1 g, of the special linear group SL H ) on H, we consider its n-th
tensored representation SL“(H) = |SL ) iz SL(Hi on the tensor product space
H ".Forany element g2 SL #H ), the Ie]atIOl?l sta) @) = spm) @) hodswhere the
element g 2 SL #H ) denotes the ad pint m atrix of the m atrix g. C onsequently, there
exists an irreducible decom position of SL“(H , regarded asa PVM and we denote the set
ofsuch PVM sby Ir ".

From W eylsdim ension ormula ((71.8) or (7117) n W eyl ]and G oodm an and
W allach f3]), the n-th symm etric tensor product space is the m axin um -din ensional
soace in the irreduchble subspaces with respect to the n-th tensored representation

n

Tts din ension equals the repeated combination H, evaliated by H, =

SL®H)*
n;;kll = n+: S Y : S (n+ 1)* *.Thus, any element E™ 2 Ir * satis es:

wE? O+ 1) Ja2)
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Lemma 28 A PVM E" 2 Ir " is comm utative with the n-th tensor product state "
ofany state on H .

Proof: Ifdet 6 0,this lmma istrivialbased on the fact thatdet( ) ' 2 SLH ). If

det =0,thereexjstsasequenoefigli=l such that det ;6 0and ;! asi! 1.
Wehave " ! "asi! 1 .BecauseaPVM E" 2 Ir " iscommutativewith ",
it isalso commutative with . |

De nition 29 We can de nethe PVM E* E ( ") forany PVM E" 2 Ir ". Now
wede nethePVM E® satisfyingw ")= 1,E® E" E( ")foraPVM E" 2 Ir ".
Note that the E” is not unique.

Proof of Lemma [[4: From Lemmasq and 27, {J13) and the de nition of E", we

obtain Lemm a[14. |
Proofoflemmafld: From Lemmal2d, §19) and thede nition ofE " ,weobtain Lemm a
9. |

A ppendix K . Large deviation theory for an exponential fam ily

In this section, we review the large deviation theory for an exponential fam ily. A d-—
din ensional probability fam ily is called an exponential fam ily if there exist linearly

the probability space sudch that the fam ily consists of the probability distrdbution
|

Xd
p (d!) = exp i) () p(dl)
=1 |
Z xd . .
()=lg exp Fi(l) p(dl):
=1
In this fam ily, the param etric space isgiven by = f 2 R94;< () < 1 g, the
param eter iscalled the naturalparam eter and the function ( ) iscalled the potential.
W e de ne the dualpotential ( ) and the dualparam eter ( ), called the expectation
param eter, as
Z
@ ()
i()=——F=1g Fi(l)p (d!)
e !
Xd ’
() =max a0y ()
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given by i(A(! ))=Fi(!). TheKL divergence D ( ko) = D ( kp,) is calculated by
Z

X

| . .
p(')p(d!>= (" DFiM+ (o) ()p (d!)

p, ()

D (ko= g

Il
=
"
—
-
—
o
<
+
—
o
=
om
"
—
-

(% Hi() g exp (Y DF:i(t) p (d!):

i i

I
5
&

Next, we discuss the n-iid. extension of the family fp § 2 g. For the data
o= (Yy5::5500) 27, the probability distrdoution p" *,) = p (1) :::p (1) Is

given by |

X .
pn ('Ln) = &Xp n an;i(+n) n ( ) pn (d'Ln)
P (dty) = p(d!y) rrp(d!y)
1%
Fn;i(+n) -

N

Fi(ly):
n
k=1

Since the expectation param eter of the probability fam ily fp"j 2 gisgiwvenbyn ;( ),

theM LE An (*4) isgiven by

n (" #n)) = nF,; () ® 1)
Applying C ram er’s T heoram @]totherandom variablesF; :::;F 4 and the distribution
p,, Prany subset S R we have
1
X a 0 1
inf sup (1 E,F) o () Jin—]ogpnofE”n2Sg
2S o0pRrd . n!'l n
L ]
X a 0
inf sup (:+ E,EFL)) o ()
2 intS 0o Rd i
where 7
E Fi)) = F;(M)p (dl)
|
Z X |
()= exp Fi(l) p (dl)
E‘Vn ('Ln) = (Fn;l (%'n);..:;Fn;d('!'n));
and IntS denotes the interior of S, which is consistent w ith (S°)°. Since
1 I
X a 0 X a 0
sup (:+ E,F1)) o, () = sup (1 1(C0)) () + (0)=D (ky)
02Rrd : opRrd
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and themap 7T D ( ko) is continuous, i ollows from K J) that

1 A
lIm — bogp® £, 2 ‘g= ;EfD ( k)
n!'l n 2 0

Prany subset ° , which isequivalent to (J6}. C onversely, ifan estim ator fT , (*,)g
satis es the weak consistency

]ir}pnfan('.Ln) k> g! 0; 8 >0;8 2 ;
n!
then, sin ilarly to @3), we can prove

1
Im — ogp’ fTo )2 g DED (ko):

n! 1
T herefore, we can conclude that the M LE is optim al in the large deviation sense for
exponential fam ilies.

A ppendix L.Estin ation of spectrum for unitary invariant fam ily

Suppose that a m ultiparam etric quantum state fam ily S satis es
U U 25; Pbr8 235,
and that thevectorp ( ) = @ ( );::;m( ) satisespi( ) Pir1( ), where d is the
dim ension ofH . Keyland W emer’s estin atorM'x y = fM ;g satis es
1 n
lm — bgP 5" f6 2 Rg= nfD (kp ()); @ 1)
n P2R
where R is a subset consisting of d-nom ial distributionsPg]. Conversely, if a ssquence
of estim atorsM” = fM "g satis es
P"l fkp p()k> g! 0; 8 > 0;8 25S;
then we can show

1 .
lim sup — IogP” .fp 2 Rg inf D (k) @ 2)
n p()2R

by a sin ilarway to 33). Since

min DU Uk)=D@()kp());
U uniary

the RHS of L J) equals the RHS of {L ). Therefore, Keyl and W emer’s estin ator
Mk w isoptin alin the sense of large deviation. N ow , we consider a param etric subspace

fp J 2 gofdmomialdistrbutions. Assamethatp ( ) = p ,, then
1 1
Im — inf D k =—-—mmJ 4 47 3
1o 2x I;k> ® kp o) 2 kg A €3

where J ,;;5 is Fisher nform ation matrix of fp j 2 g. Since the convergence of the
LHS of L J) isunifom and theRHS of {L J) is continuous for , thebound ofthe weak
consistency coincides w ith the bound of the strong consistency.
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