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1. Introduction

Fisherinform ation ontonly playsacentralrolein statisicalinference,butalsocoincides

with a naturalinnerproductin a distribution fam ily.Itisde�ned as

J� :=

Z




l�(!)
2
p�(!)d!; l�(!)p�(!)=

dp�(!)

d�
(1)

for a probability distribution fam ily fp�j� 2 � � Rg with a probability space 
.

However,the quantum version ofFisher inform ation cannot be uniquely determ ined.

In general,thereisaseriousarbitrarinessconcerningtheorderam ongnon-com m utative

observables in the quantization ofproducts ofseveralvariables. The problem ofthe

arbitrarity ofthe quantum version ofFisher inform ation is due to the sam e reason.

The geom etricalproperties of its quantum analogues have been discussed by m any

authors[1][2][3][4].

One quantum analogue is the Kubo-M ori-Bogoljubov (KM B) Fisher inform ation

~J� de�ned by

~J� :=

Z
1

0

Tr�t�
~L��

1� t

�
~L�dt;

Z
1

0

�
t
�
~L��

1� t

�
dt=

d��

d�
(2)

foraquantum statefam ilyf�� 2 S(H )j� 2 �g,whereS(H )isthesetofdensitym atrixes

on H and theHilbertspaceH correspondsto thephysicalsystem ofinterest[1][2][3][4].

As proven in Appendix B,it can be characterized as the lim it ofquantum relative

entropy, which plays an im portant role in several topics of quantum inform ation

theory,forexam ple,quantum channelcoding[5][6],quantum sourcecoding [7][8][9]and

quantum hypothesis testing [10][11]. M oreover,as m entioned in section 3,this inner

productisclosely related to the canonicalcorrelation ofthe linearresponse theory in

statisticalm echanics[12]. As m entioned in Appendix A, it appears to be the m ost

naturalquantum extension from an inform ation geom etrical viewpoint. Thus, one

m ightexpectthatitissigni�cantin quantum estim ation,butitsestim ation-theoretical

characterization hasnotbeen su�ciently clari�ed.

Another quantum analogue is sym m etric logarithm ic derivative (SLD) Fisher

inform ation

J� := TrL2
���;

1

2
(L��� + ��L�)=

d��

d�
; (3)

where L� iscalled thesym m etric logarithm icderivative[13].Itisclosely related to the

achievablelowerbound ofm ean squareerror(M SE)notonly fortheone-param etercase

[13][14][15],but also for the m ulti-param eter case [16][17][18]in quantum estim ation.

The di�erence between the two can be regarded as the di�erence in the order ofthe

operators,and reects the two ways ofde�ning Fisher inform ation for a probability

distribution fam ily.

Currently,the form eris closely related to the quantum inform ation theory while

the latterisrelated to the quantum estim ation theory.These two innerproductshave

been discussed only in separatecontexts.In thispaper,toclarify thedi�erencebetween

them , we introduce a large deviation viewpoint ofquantum estim ation as a uni�ed
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viewpoint,whose classicalversion was initiated by Bahadur[19][20][21]. This m ethod

m ay notbe conventionalin m athem aticalstatistics,butseem sa suitable setting fora

com parison between two quantum analoguesfrom an estim ation viewpoint. Thistype

ofcom parison wasinitiated by Nagaoka[22][23],and isdiscussed in furtherdepth in this

paper.Such a largedeviation evaluation ofquantum estim ation isclosely related to the

exponentoftheoverow probability ofquantum universalvariable-length coding[24].

Thispaperisstructured asfollows:Beforewestatethem ain results,wereview the

classicalestim ation theory including Bahadur’slarge deviation theory,which hasbeen

donein section 2.Afterthisreview,webriey outlinethem ain resultsin section 3,i.e.,

the di�erence is characterized from three contexts. To sim plify the notations,even if

we need the Gaussnotation [],we om ititwhen thisdoesnotcause confusion. Som e

proofsarevery com plicated and arepresented in theappendixes.

2. R eview ofclassicalestim ation theory

W e review the relationship between the param eter estim ation for the probability

distribution fam ily fp�j� 2 � � Rg with a probability space 
 and its Fisher

inform ation. The de�nition of Fisher inform ation is given not only by (1), but

also by the lim it of the relative entropy (Kullback-Leibler divergence) D (pkq) :=R


(logp(!)� logq(!))p(!)d! as

J� := lim
�! 0

2

�2
D (p�+ �kp�): (4)

Thesetwo de�nitions(1)and (4)coincideundersom eregularity conditionsforafam ily.

Next,weconsidera m ap f from 
 to 
 0.Sim ilarly to otherinform ation quantities,

(forexam pleKullback divergence etc)theinequality

J� � J
0
� (5)

holds,where J0� isFisherinform ation ofthe fam ily fp� � f� 1j� 2 �g. Inequality (5)is

called them onotonicity.According to �Cencov[25],any inform ation quantitiessatisfying

(5)coincidewith a constanttim esFisherinform ation J�.

Foran estim atorthatisde�ned asa m ap from thedata set
 to theparam eterset

�,wesom etim esconsidertheunbiasednesscondition:
Z




T(!)p�(!)d! = �; 8� 2 �: (6)

TheM SE ofany unbiased estim atorT isevaluated by thefollowinginequality (Cram �er-

Rao inequality),
Z




(T(!)� �)2p�(!)d! �
1

J�
; (7)

which follows from Schwartz inequality with respect to (w.r.t.) the inner product

hX ;Y i :=
R


X (!)Y(!)p�(!)d! for variables X ;Y . W hen the num ber of data

~!n := (!1;:::;!n),which obeys the unknown probability p�,is su�ciently large,we

discuss a sequence fTng ofestim ators Tn(~!n). If fTng is suitable as a sequence of
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estim ators,wecan expectthatitconvergesto thetrueparam eter� in probability,i.e.,

itsatis�estheweak consistency condition:

lim
n! 1

p
n
�fjTn � �j> �g = 0; 8� > 0;8� 2 �: (8)

Usually, the perform ance of a sequence fTng of estim ators is m easured by the

speed ofits convergence. As one criterion,we focus on the speed ofthe convergence

in M SE.Ifa sequence fTng ofestim atorssatis�esthe weak consistency condition and

som eregularity conditions,theasym ptoticversion ofCram �er-Rao inequality,

lim
n! 1

n

Z




(Tn(~!n)� �)2pn�(!)d! �
1

J�
; (9)

holds.Ifitsatis�esonly theweak consistency condition,itispossiblethatitsurpasses

the bound of (9) at a speci�c subset. Such a sequence of estim ators is called

supere�cient. W e can reduce its error to any am ount at a speci�c subset with the

m easure0 undertheweak consistency condition (8).

Asanothercriterion,weevaluatethedecreasing rateofthetailprobability:

�(fTng;�;�):= lim
n! 1

�1

n
logpn�fjTn � �j> �g: (10)

This m ethod was initiated by Bahadur[19][20][21], and was a m uch discussed topic

am ong m athem atical statisticians in the 1970’s. From the m onotonicity of the

divergence,wecan provetheinequality

�(fTng;�;�)� m infD (p�+ �kp�);D (p�� �kp�)g (11)

forany weakly consistentsequence fTng ofestim ators. Itsproofisessentially given in

ourproofofTheorem 2.Sinceitisdi�culttoanalyze�(fT ng;�;�)exceptin thecaseof

an exponentialfam ily,wefocuson anotherquantity �(fTng;�):= lim�! 0
1

�2
�(fTng;�;�).

Foran exponentialfam ily,see Appendix K. Taking the lim it � ! +0,we obtain the

inequality

�(fTng;�)�
J�

2
: (12)

IfTn is the m axim um likelihood estim ator (M LE),the equality of(12) holds under

som e regularity conditionsforthe fam ily [21][26]. Thistype ofdiscussion isdi�erent

from the M SE type of discussion in deriving (12) from only the weak consistency

condition. Therefore, there is no consistent supere�cient estim ator w.r.t.the large

deviation evaluation.

Indeed,wecan relatetheabovelargedeviation typeofdiscussion in theestim ation

to Stein’slem m a in sim ple hypothesistesting asfollows. In sim ple hypothesistesting,

we decide whether the nullhypothesis should be accepted or rejected from the data

~!n := (!1;:::;!n) which obeys an unknown probability. For the decision,we m ust

de�ne an acceptance region A n asa subset of
n. Ifthe nullhypothesis isp and the

alternative is q,the �rst error (though the true distribution is p,we reject the null

hypothesis)probability �1;n(A n)and the second error(though the true distribution is

q,weacceptthenullhypothesis)probability �2;n(A n)aregiven by

�1;n(A n):= 1� p
n(A n); �2;n(A n):= q

n(A n):
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Regarding the decreasing rate of the second error probability under the constant

constraintofthe�rsterrorprobability,theequation

lim
n! 1

�1

n
logm inf�2;n(A n)j�1;n(A n)� �g = D (pkq); � > 0 (13)

holds(Stein’slem m a).Inequality (11)can bederived from thislem m a.W ecan regard

thelargedeviation typeofevaluation in theestim ation to beStein’slem m a in thecase

wherethenullhypothesisiscloseto thealternativeone.

3. O utline ofm ain results

Let us return to the quantum case. In a quantum setting, we focus two quantum

analogues of Fisher inform ation, KM B Fisher inform ation ~J� and SLD Fisher

inform ation J�. Indeed, if the state �� is nondegenerate, SLD L� is not uniquely

determ ined.However,asisproven inAppendixC,SLD Fisherinform ationJ� isuniquely

determ ined,i.e.,itisindependentofthechoiceoftheSLD L�.

On theotherhand,accordingtoChap.7in Am ariand Nagaoka[1], ~L� hasanother

form

~L� =
dlog��

d�
: (14)

As is proven by using form ula (14) in Appendix B, KM B Fisher inform ation ~J�

can be characterized as the lim it of the the quantum relative entropy D (�k�) :=

Tr�(log� � log�)in thefollowing way

~J� = lim
�! 0

2

�2
D (��+ �k��): (15)

M oreover,in thelinearresponsetheory ofstatisticalphysics,given an equilibrium state

�,when a variableA uctuateswith a sm allvalue�,anothervariableB also isthought

touctuatewith aconstanttim es� [12].Itscoe�cientiscalled thecanonicalcorrelation

and given by
Z

1

0

Tr�t�(A � Tr�A)�1� t
�

(B � Tr�B )dt: (16)

Thus,KM B Fisherinform ation ~J� isthoughtto be m ore naturalfrom a viewpoint of

statisticalphysics.

As another quantum analogue, right logarithm ic derivative (RLD) Fisher

inform ation �J�:

�J� := Tr���L�
�L�
�; ��

�L� =
d��

d�

isknown.W hen �� doesnotcom m ute
d��
d�

and �� > 0,theRLD �L� isnotself-adjoint.

Sinceitisnotusefulin theone-param etercase,wedonotdiscussitin thispaper.Since

thedi�erence in de�nitionscan beregarded asthedi�erence in theorderofoperators,

these quantum analoguescoincide when allstatesofthe fam ily are com m utative with

each other.However,in thegeneralcase,theydonotcoincideand theinequality ~J� � J�
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holds,asexem pli�ed in section 4.Concerning som einform ation-geom etricalproperties,

seeAppendix A.

In the following, we consider how the roles these quantum analogues ofFisher

inform ation play in the param eter estim ation forthe state fam ily. As is discussed in

detailin section 4,the estim ator is described by the pair ofpositive operatorvalued

m easure (POVM )M (which correspondsto them easurem entand isde�ned in section

4)and the m ap from the data setto the param eterspace �.Sim ilarly to the classical

case,we can de�ne an unbiased estim ator. For any unbiased estim ator E ,the SLD

Cram �er-Rao inequality

V (E )�
1

J�
(17)

holds,whereV (E )isthem ean squareerror(M SE)oftheestim atorE .

In an asym ptoticsetting,asa quantum analogueofthen-i.i.d.condition,wetreat

the quantum n-i.i.d.condition,i.e.,we considerthe case where the num berofsystem s

independently prepared in thesam eunknown stateissu�ciently large,in section 5.In

thiscase,them easurem entisdenoted byaPOVM M n onthecom positesystem H 
 n and

thestateisdescribed bythetensorproductdensity m atrix�
 n.Ofcourse,such POVM s

include a POVM thatrequires quantum correlations between the respective quantum

system sin the m easurem entapparatus. Sim ilarly to the classicalcase,fora sequence

~E = fE ng ofestim ators,we can de�ne the weak consistency condition given in (31).

In m athem aticalstatistics,the square root n consistency, localasym ptotic m inim ax

theorem sand Bayesian theorem are im portanttopicsasthe asym ptotic theory,butit

seem stoodi�culttolinkthesequantum settingsandKM B Fisherinform ation ~J�.Thus,

in thispaper,in orderto com pare two quantum analoguesfrom a uni�ed fram ework,

we adoptBahadur’slarge deviation theory asfollows. Asisdiscussed in section 5,we

can sim ilarly de�ne the quantities �(~E ;�;�);�(~E;�). Sim ilarly to (11)(12),underthe

weak consistency (W C)condition,theinequalities

�(~E;�;�)� m infD (��+ �k��);D (��� �k��)g

�(~E;�) �
1

2
~J� (18)

hold. From these discussions, the bound in the large deviation type of evaluation

seem s di�erent from the one in the M SE case. However,as m entioned in section 6,

theinequality

�(~E;�)�
1

2
J� (19)

holds ifthe sequence ~E satis�es the strong consistency (SC) condition introduced in

section 6 as a stronger condition. As is m entioned in section 7,these bounds can be

attained in theirrespectivesenses.Therefore,roughly speaking,thedi�erencebetween

thetwo quantum analoguescan beregarded asthedi�erencein consistency conditions

and can becharacterized as

sup
~E :SC

lim
�! 0

1

�2
�(~E;�;�) =

1

2
J�
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sup
~E :W C

lim
�! 0

1

�2
�(~E ;�;�)=

1

2
~J�:

Even ifwe restrict our estim ators to strongly consistent ones,the di�erence between

two appearsas

sup
~M :SC

lim inf
�! 0

1

�2
�(~M ;�;�)=

J�

2
(20)

lim inf
�! 0

1

�2
sup
~M :SC

�(~M ;�;�)=
~J�

2
; (21)

where,for a precise statem ent,as expressed in section 9,we need m ore com plicated

de�nitions.

However,weshould considerthatthebound J�
2
ism orem eaningfulforthefollowing

tworeasons.The�rstreason isthefactthatwecan constructthesequenceofestim ators

attaining the bound J�
2
atallpoints,which isproven in section 7.On the otherhand,

there isa sequence ofestim atorsattaining the bound
~J�
2
atone point�,butitcannot

attain the bound atallpoints. The other reason is the naturalness ofthe conditions

forderiving thebound J�
2
.In otherwords,an estim atorattaining J�

2
isnatural,butan

estim atorattaining
~J�
2
isvery irregular.Such a sequence ofestim atorscan beregarded

asa consistentsupere�cientestim atorand doesnotsatisfy regularity conditionsother

than the weak consistency condition. Thistype ofdiscussion ofthe supere�ciency is

di�erentfrom theM SE typeofdiscussion in thatany consistentsupere�cientestim ator

isbounded by inequality (18).

Toconsiderthedi�erencebetween thetwoquantum analoguesofFisherinform ation

in m oredetails,we m ustanalyze how we can achieve thebound
~J�
2
.Itisim portantin

thisanalysistoconsidertherelationship between theabovediscussion and thequantum

version ofStein’s lem m a in sim ple hypothesis testing. Sim ilarly to the classicalcase,

when the nullhypothesisisthe state � and the alternative isthe state �,we evaluate

thedecreasing rateofthesecond errorprobability undertheconstantconstraint� > 0

ofthe�rsterrorprobability.Aswasproven in quantum Stein’slem m a,itsexponential

com ponentisgivenbythequantum relativeentropyD (�k�)forany� > 0.HiaiandPetz

[10]constructed a sequence ofteststo attain theoptim alrateD (�k�),by constructing

thesequence fM ng ofPOVM ssuch that

lim
n! 1

1

n
D (PM n

� kPM n

� )= D (�k�): (22)

OgawaandNagaoka[11]proved thatthereisnotestexceedingtheboundD (�k�).Itwas

proven by Hayashi[27]thatby using thegroup representation theory,wecan construct

the POVM satisfying (22)independently of�. Forthe reader’sconvenience,we give a

review ofthisin Appendix J. Asdiscussed in section 7.2,thistype ofconstruction is

usefulforthe construction ofan estim atorattaining the bound
~J�
2
atone point. Since

theproperbound ofthelargedeviation is J�
2
,wecannotregard thequantum estim ation

asthelim itofthequantum Stein’slem m a.

In order to consider the properties ofestim ators attaining the bound
~J�
2
at one

pointfrom anotherviewpoint,weconsidertherestriction thatm akessuch aconstruction
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im possible.W eintroduceaclassofestim atorswhosePOVM sdonotrequireaquantum

correlation in the quantum apparatusin section 8. In this class,we assum e that the

POVM on the l-th system is chosen from l� 1 data. W e callsuch an estim ator an

adaptive estim ator. W hen an adaptive estim ator ~E satis�es the weak consistency

condition,theinequality

�(~E;�)�
1

2
J� (23)

holds(See section 6). Sim ilarly,we can de�ne a classofestim atorsthatuse quantum

correlationsup to m system s.W ecallsuch an estim atoran m -adaptiveestim ator.For

any m -adaptive weakly consistent estim ator ~E ,inequality (23)holds. Therefore,itis

im possible to construct a sequence ofestim ators attaining the bound
~J�
2
ifwe �x the

num berofsystem s in which we use quantum correlations. Asm entioned in section 8,

taking lim itm ! 1 ,weobtain

lim
m ! 1

lim
�! 0

sup
~M :m -AW C

1

�2
�(~M ;�;�)=

J�

2
; (24)

where m -AW C denotes an m -adaptive weakly consistent estim ator. However,as the

third characterization ofthedi�erencebetween thetwoquantum analogues,asprecisely

m entioned in section 9,theequation

lim
�! 0

lim
m ! 1

sup
~M :m -ASC

1

�2
�(~M ;�;�)=

~J�

2
(25)

holds, where m -ASC denotes an m -adaptive strongly consistent estim ator. A m ore

narrow classofestim atorsistreated in equation (25)than in equation (21).Equations

(24)and (25)indicatethattheorderoflim itslim m ! 1 and lim �! 0 ism orecrucialthan

thedi�erencebetween two typesofconsistencies.

R em ark 1 In the estim ation only ofthe spectrum ofa density m atrix in a unitary-

invariant fam ily, the natural inner product in the param eter space is unique and

equalsFisherinnerproductin thedistribution fam ily whoseelem entistheprobability

distribution correspondingtoeigenvaluesofadensitym atrix.In addition,theachievable

bound isderived by Keyland W erner[28],and coincideswith thebound uniquely given

by theaboveinnerproduct.Fordetail,seeAppendix L.

4. R eview ofnon-asym ptotic setting in quantum estim ation

In a quantum system ,in orderto discuss the probability distribution which the data

obeys,wem ustde�nea POVM .

A POVM M isde�ned as a m ap from Borelsets ofthe data set 
 to the set of

bounded,self-adjointand positivesem i-de�niteoperators,which satis�es

M (;)= 0; M (
)= I;
X

i

M (B i)= M ([B i)fordisjointsets:

If the state on the quantum system H is a density operator � and we perform a

m easurem entcorrespondingtoaPOVM M onthesystem ,thedataobeystheprobability
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distribution PM
� (B ):= Tr�M (B ).IfaPOVM M satis�esM (B )2 = M (B )foranyBorel

setB ,M iscalled a projection-valued m easure(PVM ).Thespectralm easureofa self-

adjointoperatorX isaPVM ,and isdenoted by E (X ).For1 > � > 0and any POVM s

M 1 and M 2 taking valuesin 
,thePOVM B 7! �M 1(B )+ (1� �)M 2(B )iscalled the

random com bination ofM 1 and M 2 in the ratio � :1� �. Even ifM 1’sdata set
1 is

di�erentfrom M 2’sdata set
2,M 1 and M 2 can be regarded asPOVM staking values

in thedisjointunion set
1

‘

2 := (
1� f1g)[ (
2 � f2g).In thiscase,wecan de�ne

a random com bination ofM 1 and M 2 as a POVM taking values in 
1

‘

2 and call

itthedisjointrandom com bination.In thispaper,we sim plify the probability PM
��
and

the relative entropies D (��0k��1) and D (PM
��0
kPM

��1
) to PM

� ,D (�0k�1) and D M (�0k�1),

respectively.

In the one-param eter quantum estim ation,the estim ator is described by a pair

com prising a POVM and a m ap from itsdata setto the realnum bersetR. Since the

POVM M � T� 1 takesvaluesin therealnum bersetR,wecan regard any estim atoras

a POVM taking valuesin the realnum bersetR. In orderto evaluate M SE,Helstrom

[13,14]derived the SLD Cram �er-Rao inequality asa quantum counterpartofCram �er-

Rao inequality (29).Ifan estim atorM satis�es
Z

R

xTr��M (dx)= �; 8� 2 �; (26)

it is called unbiased. If � � �0 is su�ciently sm all, we can obtain the following

approxim ation in theneighborhood of�0:

Z

R

xTr��0M (dx)+

 Z

R

xTr
@��

@�

�
�
�
�
�= �0

M (dx)

!

(� � �0)�= �0 + (� � �0):

Itim pliesthefollowing two conditions:
Z

R

xTr
@��

@�

�
�
�
�
�= �0

M (dx)= 1 (27)

Z

R

xTr��0M (dx) = �0: (28)

Ifan estim ator M satis�es (27)and (28),itis called locally unbiased at�0. Forany

locallyunbiased estim atorM (at�),theinequality,which iscalled theSLD Cram �er-Rao

inequality,
Z

R

(x� �)2Tr��M (dx)�
1

J�
(29)

holds. Sim ilarly to the classical case, this inequality is derived from the Schwartz

inequality with respectto SLD Fisherinform ation hX jY i:= Tr��
X Y + Y X

2
[13][14][15].

Theequalityof(29)holdswhen theestim atorisgiven bythespectraldecom position

E (L�

J�
+ �)ofL�

J�
+ �,whereL� istheSLD at� and isde�ned by (3).Thisim pliesthat

SLD Fisherinform ation J�0 coincides with Fisherinform ation at�0 ofthe probability

fam ily

(

P
E (

L �0
J�0

+ �0)

�

�
�
�
�
�
� 2 �

)

. The m onotonicity ofquantum relative entropy [29][30]
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givesthefollowing evaluation oftheprobability fam ily

(

P
E (

L �0
J�0

+ �0)

�

�
�
�
�
�
� 2 �

)

:

D
E

�
L �0
J�0

+ �0

�

(�k�0)� D (�k�0):

Taking thelim it� ! �0,wehave

J� � ~J�: (30)

In thispaper,wediscussinequality (30)from theviewpointofthelargedeviation type

ofevaluation ofthe quantum estim ation. The following fam iliesare treated assim ple

exam plesoftheone-param eterquantum statefam ily,in thelatter.

Exam ple 1 [O ne-param eter equatorialspin 1/2 system state fam ily]:

Sr :=

(

�� :=
1

2

 
1+ rcos� rsin�

rsin� 1� rcos�

! �
�
�
�
�
0� � < 2�

)

In thisfam ily,wecalculate

D (��k�0)=
r

2
(1� cos�)log

1+ r

1� r

~J� =
r

2
log

1+ r

1� r

J� = r
2
:

Since the relations ~J� = 1 and J� = 1 hold in the case ofr = 1,the two quantum

analoguesarecom pletely di�erent.

Exam ple 2 [O ne-param eter quantum G aussian state fam ily and half-line

quantum G aussian state fam ily]: W e de�ne the boson coherent vector j�i :=

e�
j�j

2

2

P 1

n= 0

�np
n!
jni,where jniisthe num bervectoron L2(R). The quantum Gaussian

stateisde�ned as

�� :=
1

�N

Z

C

j�ih�je
�

j�� �j
2

N d
2
�; 8� 2 C:

W e call f��j� 2 Rg the one-param eter quantum Gaussian state fam ily, and call

f��j� � 0(� 2 R
+ = [0;1 ))g the half-line quantum Gaussian state fam ily. In this

fam ily,wecan calculate

D (��k��0)= log

�

1+
1

N

�

j� � �0j
2
;

~J� = 2log

�

1+
1

N

�

;

J� =
2

N + 1

2

:
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5. T he bound under the w eak consistency condition

W e introduce the quantum independent-identicaldensity (i.i.d.) condition in orderto

treatan asym ptoticsetting.Supposethatn-independentphysicalsystem sareprepared

in thesam estate�.Then,thequantum stateofthecom positesystem isdescribed by

�

 n := � 
 � � � 
 �

| {z }
n

on H 
 n
;

wherethetensorproductspaceH 
 n isde�ned by

H

 n := H 
 � � � 
 H| {z }

n

:

W ecallthiscondition thequantum i.i.d.condition,which isa quantum analogueofthe

independent-identicaldistribution condition.In thissetting,any estim atorisdescribed

by a POVM M n on H 
 n,whose data set is R. In this paper,we sim plify PM n

�

 n

�

and

D (PM n

�

 n

�0

kPM n

�

 n

�1

) to PM n

� and D M n

(�0k�1). The notation M � n denotes the POVM in

which weperform thePOVM M fortherespective n system s.

D e�nition 1 [W eak consistency condition]: A sequence of estim ators ~M :=

fM ng1n= 1 iscalled weakly consistentif

lim
n! 1

PM n

�

n
ĵ� � �j> �

o
= 0; 8� 2 �;8� > 0; (31)

where �̂ istheestim ated value.

This de�nition m eans that the estim ated value �̂ converges to the true value � in

probability,and can beregarded asthequantum extension of(8).

Now,wefocuson theexponentialcom ponentofthetailprobability asfollows:

�(~M ;�;�):= lim sup
n! 1

�1

n
logPM n

�

n
ĵ� � �j> �

o
:

W eusually discussthefollowing valueinstead of�(~M ;�;�)

�(~M ;�):= lim sup
�! 0

1

�2
�(~M ;�;�) (32)

because itis too di�cult to discuss �( ~M ;�;�). The following theorem can be proven

from them onotonicity ofthequantum relativeentropy.

T heorem 2 (N agaoka[22,23]) If a POVM M n on H 
 n satis� es the weakly

consistentcondition (31),the inequalities

�(~M ;�;�)� inffD (��0k��)jj� � �
0
j< �g (33)

�(~M ;�) �
~J�

2
(34)

hold.



Two quantum analoguesofFisherinform ation 12

Even ifthe param eterset� isnotopen (e.g.,the closed half-line R + := [0;1 )),this

theorem holds.

Proof: Them onotonicity ofthequantum relativeentropy yieldstheinequality

D (�
 n
�0
k�


 n

�
)� pn;�0log

pn;�0

pn;�
+ (1� pn;�0)log

1� pn;�0

1� pn;�
;

forany �0satisfying j�0� �j> �,wherewedenotetheprobability PM
n

�00

n
ĵ� � �j> �

o
by

pn;�00.Using theinequality � (1� pn;�0)log(1� pn;�)� 0,wehave

�

logPM n

�

n
ĵ� � �j> �

o

n
= �

logpn;�

n
�
D (�
 n

�0
k�


 n

�
)+ h(pn;�0)

npn;�0
; (35)

where h isthe binary entropy de�ned by h(x):= �xlogx � (1� x)log(1� x). Since

theassum ption guaranteesthatpn;�0 ! 1,theinequality

�(~M ;�;�)� D (��0k��) (36)

holds,whereweusetheadditivity ofquantum relativeentropy:

D (�
 n
�0
k�


 n

�
)= nD (��0k��):

Thus,weobtain (33).Taking thelim it� ! 0 in inequality (36),weobtain (34).

As another proof,we can prove this inequality as a corollary ofthe quantum Stein’s

lem m a [10,11].

6. T he bound under the strong consistency condition

As discussed in section 4,the SLD Cram �er-Rao inequality guarantees that the lower

bound ofM SE isgiven by SLD Fisherinform ation. Therefore,itisexpected thatthe

bound isconnected with SLD Fisherinform ation forlargedeviation.In ordertodiscuss

therelationship between SLD Fisherinform ation and thebound forlargedeviation,we

need anothercharacterization with respectto thelim itofthetailprobability.W ethus

de�ne

�(~M ;�;�):= lim inf
n! 1

�1

n
logPM n

�

n
ĵ� � �j> �

o

�(~M ;�) := lim inf
�! 0

1

�2
�(~M ;�;�): (37)

In the following, we attem pt to link the quantity �(~M ;�) with SLD Fisher

inform ation. Forthispurpose,itissuitable to focuson an inform ation quantity that

satis�es the additivity and the m onotonicity,as in the proofofTheorem 1. Its lim it

should beSLD Fisherinform ation.TheBuresdistanceb(�;�):=

q
2(1� Trj

p
�
p
�j)=

q
m inU :unitary Tr(

p
� �

p
�U)(

p
� �

p
�U)� is known to be an inform ation quantity

whoselim itisSLD Fisherinform ation,asm entioned in Lem m a 3.Ofcourse,itcan be

regarded asaquantum analogueoftheHellingerdistance,andsatis�esthem onotonicity.
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Lem m a 3 (U hlm ann [31],M atsum oto [32]) Ifthere exists an SLD L� satisfying

(3),then the equation

1

4
J� = lim

�! 0

b2(��;��+ �)

�2
(38)

holds.

A proofofLem m a 3 is given in Appendix C. As discussed in the latter,the Bures

distance satis�esthe m onotonicity. Unfortunately,the Buresdistance doesnotsatisfy

theadditivity.

However,thequantum a�nityI(�k�):= �8logTr
�
�p �

p
�
�
�= �8log

�
1� 1

2
b(�;�)2

�

satis�estheadditivity:

I(�
 nk�
 n)= nI(�k�): (39)

Itsclassicalversion iscalled a�nity in thefollowing form [33]:

I(pkq)= �8log

 
X

i

p
pi
p
qi

!

: (40)

Asa trivialdeform ation of(38),theequation

lim
�! 0

I(��k��+ �)

�2
= J� (41)

holds.Thequantum a�nitysatis�esthem onotonicityw.r.t.anym easurem entM (Jozsa

[34],Fuchs[35]):

I(�k�)� I
�
PM
�


PM

�

�
= �8log

X

!

�q
PM
� (!)

p
PM
� (!)

�
: (42)

Them ostsim pleproofof(42)isgiven by Fuchs[35]who directly proved that

Tr

q
p
��
p
� �

X

!

�q
PM
� (!)

p
PM
� (!)

�
: (43)

Forthereader’sconvenience,aproofof(43)isgiven in Appendix D.From (39),(41)and

(42),wecan expectthatSLD Fisherinform ation is,in asense,closely related to alarge

deviation type ofbound. From the additivity and the m onotonicity ofthe quantum

a�nity,wecan show thefollowing lem m a.

Lem m a 4 The inequality

4 inf
fsj1� s� 0g

�
�
0
(~M ;�;s�)+ �

0
(~M ;� + �;(1� s)�)

�
� I(��k��+ �) (44)

holds,where we de� ne �
0
(~M ;�;�):= lim�! + 0�(~M ;�;� � �).

A proofofLem m a 4 is given in Appendix E. However, Lem m a 4 cannot yield an

inequality w.r.t.�(~M ;�)underthe weak consistency condition,unlike inequality (36).

Therefore,weconsidera strongercondition,which isgiven in thefollowing.
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D e�nition 5 [Strong consistency condition]: A sequence of estim ators ~M =

fM ng1n= 1 is called strongly consistent if the convergence of (37) is uniform for the

param eter � and if�(~M ;�) is continuous for �. A sequence ofestim ators is called

strongly consistentat� ifthere exists a neighborhood U of� such that it is strongly

consistentin U.

Thesquarerootn consistencyisfam iliarinthe�eldofm athem aticalstatistics.However,

in the large deviation setting,this strong consistency seem s m ore suitable than the

squarerootn consistency.

Asa corollary ofLem m a 4,wehavethefollowing theorem .

T heorem 6 Assum e that there exists the SLD L� satisfying (3). If a sequence of

estim ators ~M = fM ng1n= 1 isstrongly consistentat�,then the inequality

�(~M ;�)�
J�

2
(45)

holds.

Proof: From the above assum ption,forany real� > 0 and any elem ent� 2 �,there

existsa su�ciently sm allreal� > 0 such that(�( ~M ;�)� �)�0
2
� �

0
(~M ;�;�0);�

0
(~M ;� +

�;�0)for8�0 < �.Therefore,inequality (44)yieldstherelations

2(�(~M ;�)� �)�2 = 4(�(~M ;�)� �) inf
fsj1� s� 0g

�
s
2
�
2 + (1� s)2�2

�

� 4 inf
fsj1� s� 0g

�
�
0
(~M ;�;s�)+ �

0
(~M ;� + �;(1� s)�)

�
� I(��k��+ �): (46)

Lem m a 3 and (46)guarantee(45)for8� 2 �.

R em ark 2 Inequality (43)can beregarded asa specialcaseofthem onotonicity w.r.t.

any trace-preserving CP (com pletely positive)m ap C :S(H 1)! S(H 2):

�
Tr
�
�p �

p
�
�
�
�2
�

�
Tr

�
�
�
p
C(�)

p
C(�)

�
�
�
�2

(47)

which is proven by Jozsa [34]because the m ap � 7! PM� can be regarded as a trace-

preserving CP m ap from theC � algebraofbounded operatorson H tothecom m utative

C � algebra C(
),where
 isthedata set.

7. A ttainabilities ofthe bounds

Next,wediscusstheattainabiliesofthetwobounds ~J� and J� in theirrespectivesenses.

In this section, we discuss the attainabilies in two cases: the �rst case is the one-

param eter quantum Gaussian state fam ily,and the second case is an arbitrary one-

param eter�nite-dim ensionalquantum statefam ily thatsatis�essom eassum ptions.

7.1.One-param eterquantum Gaussian state fam ily

In thissubsection,wediscusstheattainabiliesin theone-param eterquantum Gaussian

statefam ily.
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T heorem 7 In the one-param eter quantum Gaussian state fam ily, the sequence of

estim ators ~M s = fM s;ng1n= 1 (de� ned in the following) satis� es the strong consistency

condition and the relations

�( ~M s;�)= �(~M s;�)=
J�

2
=

1

N + 1

2

: (48)

[C onstruction of ~M s]:W eperform the POVM E (Q)forallsystem s,where Q isthe

position operatoron L2(R).Theestim ated value�n isdeterm ined to bethem ean value

ofn data.

Proof: Sincetheequation

P
E (Q )

j�ih�j
(dx)=

r
2

�
e
� 2(x� �x)

2

dx

holds,wehavetheequation

P
E (Q )

�
(dx)=

�
PE (Q )
��

(dx)
�
=

1

�N

Z

C

P
E (Q )

j�ih�j
(dx)e�

j�� �j
2

N d
2
�

=

s
2

�(2N + 1)
e
�

2(x� �)
2

2N + 1 dx:

Thus,weobtain theequation

PM s;n

� (d�n)=

s
2

�(2N + 1)n
e
�

2(�n � �)
2

(2N + 1)n d�n;

which im pliesthat

�(~M s;�;�)= lim
�1

n
logPM s;n

� fj�n � �j> �g =
�2

N + 1

2

: (49)

Therefore,thesequenceofestim ators ~M s = fM s;ng1n= 1 attainsthebound
J�
2
andsatis�es

thestrong consistency condition.

Proposition 8 In the half-line quantum Gaussian state fam ily, the sequence of

estim ators ~M w = fM w ;ng1n= 0 (de� ned in the following) satis� es the weak consistency

condition and the strong consistency condition atR + nf0g and the relations

�( ~M w ;0)= �( ~M w;0)=
~J0

2
= log

�

1+
1

N

�

; (50)

�( ~M w ;�)= �( ~M w;�)=
J�

2
=

1

N + 1

2

; 8� 2 R
+
nf0g: (51)

Thisproposition indicatesthesigni�canceoftheuniform ity oftheconvergenceof(37).

Thisproposition isproven in Appendix G.

[C onstruction of ~M w]:W eperform thefollowing unitary evolution:

�

 n

�
7! �p n� 
 �


 (n� 1)

0 :

For detail,see Appendix F. W e perform the num ber m easurem ent E (N ) ofthe �rst

system whose state is �p n�,and let k be its data,where the num ber operator N is

de�ned asN :=
P

n
njnihnj.Theestim ated valueTn isdeterm ined by Tn :=

q
k

n
.
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T heorem 9 In the one-param eterquantum Gaussian state fam ily,for any � 2 R,the

sequence ofestim ators ~M w
�1
= fM

w ;n

�1
g1n= 1 (de� ned in the following) satis� es the weak

consistency condition and the relations

�( ~M w
�1
;�1)= �( ~M w

�1
;�1)=

~J�

2
= log

�

1+
1

N

�

: (52)

[C onstruction of ~M w
�1
]: W e divide n system s into two groups. One consists of

p
n

system sand theother,ofn�
p
n system s.W eperform thePVM E (Q)forevery system

in the �rst group. Let�p n be the m ean value in the �rst group,i.e.,we perform the

PVM M s;
p
n forthe�rstsystem .Atthesecond step,weperform thefollowing unitary

evolution forthesecond group.

�

 (n�

p
n)

�
7! �


 (n�
p
n)

�� �1

Fordetails,see Appendix F. W e perform the POVM M w ;n�
p
n forthe system whose

state is �

 (n�

p
n)

�� �1
;the data is written as Tn�

p
n. Then,we decide the �nalestim ated

value �̂ as

�̂ := �1 + sgn(�p n � �1)Tn�
p
n:

Proof: Since

P
M

w ;n

�1

�1

n�
�
�̂� � �1

�
�
� > �

o
= PM w ;n�

p
n

0

��
�Tn� p n

�
�> �

	
;

wehave

�( ~M w
�1
;�1)= lim

�1

n
logP

M
w ;n

�1

�1

n�
�
�̂� � �1

�
�
� > �

o

= lim
n �

p
n

n

�1

n �
p
n
logPM w ;n�

p
n

0

��
�Tn� p n

�
� > �

	
= �( ~M w;0):

Asisshown in Appendix G,wehave

�( ~M w;0)= �
2log

�

1+
1

N

�

;

which im plies(52). Next,we prove the consistency in the case where � > �1. In this

case,itissu�cienttodiscussthecasewhere�� �1 > � > 0.Sincethe�rstm easurem ent

M s;
p
n and thesecond oneM w ;n�

p
n areperform ed independently,weobtain

P
M

w ;n

�1

�

n�
�
�̂� � �1

�
�
�> �

o
� PM w ;n�

p
n

�

��
�Tn� p n � (� � �1)

�
� > �

	
+ PM s;

p
n

�

�
�p n � �1 � 0

	
:

Proposition 8 guaranteesthatthe�rstterm goesto 0,and Theorem 7 guaranteesthat

the second term goesto 0. Thus,we obtain the consistency of ~M w
�1
. Sim ilarly,we can

provetheweak consistency thecasewhere� < �1.
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7.2.Finite dim ensionalfam ily

In thissubsection,we treatthe case where the dim ension ofthe Hilbertspace H isk

(�nite). Asforthe attainability ofthe RHS ofinequality (45),we have the following

lem m a.

Lem m a 10 Let�0 be� xedin �.UnderAssum ptions1and2,thesequenceofestim ators

~M s
�0
(de� ned in thefollowing)satis� esthestrongconsistency condition at�0 (de� ned in

Def.5)and the relation

�( ~M s
�0
;�0)= �( ~M s

�0
;�0)=

J�0

2
: (53)

[A ssum ption 1]:Them ap � 7! �� isC
1 and �� > 0.

[A ssum ption 2]:Them ap � 7! Tr��
L�0

J�0
isinjective i.e.,one-to-one.

[C onstruction of ~M s
�0
]:W eperform thePOVM E (

L�0

J�0
)forallsystem s.Theestim ated

valueisdeterm ined to bethem ean valueplus�0.

ProofofLem m a 10: From Assum ption 2,theweak consistency issatis�ed.Let� > 0

bea su�ciently sm allnum ber.De�nethefunction

��;�0(s):= Tr��exp

�

s

�
L�0

J�0
�
Tr��L�0

J�0

��

: (54)

Since




L�0

J�0



 < 1 and Tr��

�
L�0

J�0
�

Tr��L�0

J�0

�
= 0,wehave

lim
s! 0

��;�0(s)� 1

s2
=
1

2
Tr��

�
L�0

J�0
�
Tr��L�0

J�0

� 2

:

W hen k�� �0kissu�ciently sm all,thefunction x ! sup s(xs� log��;�0(s))iscontinuous

in (��;�).Using Cram �er’stheorem [36],wehave

lim
n! 1

�1

n
logP

M
s;n

�0

�

n
ĵ� � �0j> �

o
= m in

�

sup
s

(�s� log��;�0(s));sup
s0
(��s0� log��;�0(s

0))

�

for� < �.Taking thelim it� ! 0,wehave

lim
�! 0

lim
n! 1

�1

�2n
P
M

s;n

�0

�0
fĵ� � �0j> �g

= m in

�

lim
�! 0

sups(�s� log��;�0(s))

�2
;lim
�! 0

sups(��s� log��;�0(s))

�2

�

=
1

2
c
� 1

�;�0
;

where

c�;�0 := Tr��

�
L�0

J�0
�
Tr��L�0

J�0

� 2

because

�s� log��;�0(s)
�= �s� log(1+

1

2
c�;�0s

2)�= �s�
1

2
c�;�0s

2 = �
c�;�0

2

�

s�
�

c�;�0

�

+
�2

2c�;�0
:

Theaboveconvergenceisuniform fortheneighborhood of�0.Taking thelim it� ! �0,

wehave

lim
�! �0

Tr��

�
L�0

J�0
�
Tr��L�0

J�0

� 2

= J
� 1

�0
= Tr��0

�
L�0

J�0
�
Tr��0L�0

J�0

� 2

:

Thus,wecan check (53)and thestrong consistency in theneighborhood of�0.
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However,this sequence ofestim ators ~M s
�
depends on the true param eter �0. W e

should constructasequenceofestim atorsthatsatis�esthestrong consistency condition

and attains the bound
J�0
2

atallpoints �0. Since such a construction is too di�cult,

we introduce anotherstrong consistency condition thatisweaker than the above and

underwhich inequality (45)holds.W econstructa sequence ofestim atorsthatsatis�es

thisstrong consistency condition and attainsthebound given in (45)forall� in a weak

sense.

[Second strong consistency condition]: A sequence ofestim ators ~M = fM ng is

called second stronglyconsistentifthereexistsasequenceoffunctionsf�
m
(~M ;�;�)g1m = 1

such that

� lim
m ! 1

lim
�! 0

1

�2
�
m
(~M ;�;�)= �(~M ;�).

� lim
�! 0

1

�2
�
m
(~M ;�;�)� �(~M ;�)holds.ItsLHS convergeslocally uniform ly to �.

� 8m ;9� > 0 s.t.�(~M ;�;�)� �
m
(~M ;�;�);for� > 8� > 0.

Sim ilarlytoTheorem 2,wecanproveinequality(45)underthesecond strongconsistency

condition.

Underthese preparations,we state a theorem with respectto the attainability of

thebound J�.Thefollowing theorem can beregarded asa specialcaseofTheorem 8 of

[37].

T heorem 11 UnderAssum ptions1 and 3,thesequenceofestim ators ~M s
�
= fM

s;n

�
g1n= 1

(de� ned in the following) satis� es the second strong consistency condition and the

relations

�( ~M s
�
;�)= �(~M s

�
;�)= (1� �)

J�

2
: (55)

Thesequenceofestim ators ~M s
�
isindependentoftheunknown param eter�.Every M

s;n

�

isan adaptive estim atorand willbe de� ned in section 8.

Itsproofisgiven in Appendix H.

[A ssum ption 3]:Thefollowing setiscom pact.
8
<

:

 

Tr��

�
L ��

J��
�
Tr��L ��

J��

� 2
! � 1

;Tr��

�
L ��

J��
�
Tr��L ��

J��

� 2

�
�
�
�
�
�
8�;�� 2 �

9
=

;

Ifthe state fam ily is included by a bounded closed set consisting ofpositive de�nite

operators,Assum ption 3 issatis�ed.

[C onstruction of ~M s
�
]: W e perform a faithfulPOVM M f (de�ned in the following)

for the �rst �n system s. Then, the data (!1;:::;!�n) obey the probability fam ily

fP
M f

�
j� 2 �g. W e denote the m axim um likelihood estim ator (M LE) w.r.t.the data

(!1;:::;!�n)by ��. Next,we perform the m easurem ent E (L��)de�ned by the spectral

m easure ofL �� for other (1 � �)n system s. Then,we have data (!�n+ 1;:::;!n). W e

decidethe�nalestim ated valueT n
��
as

Tr�T n
��

L �� =
1

(1� �)n

nX

i= �n+ 1

!i:
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D e�nition 12 A POVM M iscalled faithful,ifthem ap � 2 S(H )7! PM� isone-to-one.

Anexam pleoffaithfulPOVM ,whichisaPOVM takingvaluesinthesetofpurestateson

H ,isgiven byM h(d�):= k��(d�),where� istheinvariant(w.r.t.theaction ofSU(H ))

probability m easureon thesetofpurestateson H .Asanotherexam ple,ifL1;:::Lk2� 1

isa basisofthespaceofself-adjointtracelessoperators,a disjointrandom com bination

ofPVM s E (L1);:::E (Lk2� 1) is faithful. Note that a disjoint random com bination is

de�ned in section 4.

R em ark 3 By dividing n system sinto
p
n and n �

p
n system s,Gilland M assar[16]

constructed an estim atorwhich asym ptotically attainsthe optim albound w.r.t.M SE,

and Hayashiand M atsum oto [38]constructed a sim ilarestim atorby dividing them into

bn and n � bn system s,where lim
bn
n
= 0. However,in ourproof,itisdi�cultto show

theattainability ofthebound (45)in such adivision.Perhaps,therem ay exista fam ily

in which such an estim atordoesnotattain the bound (45). Atleast,itisessentialin

ourproofthatthenum berofthe�rstgroup bn satisfy lim
bn
n
> 0.

Conversely,asism entioned in Theorem s9 and 13,by dividing n system sinto
p
n

and n �
p
n system s,we can construct an estim ator attaining the bound (34)atone

point.

W em ustusequantum correlationsin thequantum apparatustoachievethebound
~J�
2
.Thefollowing theorem can beeasily extended to them ulti-param etercase.

T heorem 13 W e assum e Assum ption 1 and thatD (��0k��1) < 1 for 8�1;8�
0 2 �.

Then,for any �1 2 �,the sequence ofestim ators ~M w
�1
= fM

w ;n

�1
g1n= 1 satis� esthe weak

consistency condition (31),and the equations

�( ~M w
�1
;�1;�)= �(~M w

�1
;�1;�)= inf

�02�
fD (��0k��1)jj�1 � �

0
j> �g; (56)

�( ~M w
�1
;�1) = �( ~M w

�1
;�1)=

~J�1

2
: (57)

Thesequenceofestim ators ~M w
�1
dependson theunknown param eter�1 butnoton � > 0.

Itsproofisgiven in Appendix I.In thefollowingconstruction,M
w ;n

�1
isconstructed from

the PVM E n
�1
,which isde�ned from a group-theoreticalviewpointin De�nition 29 in

Appendix J.3.

[C onstruction of M
w ;n

�1
]: W e divide the n system s into two groups. W e perform a

faithfulPOVM M f for the �rst group of
p
n system s. Then,the data (!1;:::;!

p
n)

obey the probability P
M f

�
. W e let �� be the M LE ofthe data (!1;:::;!

p
n)under the

probability fam ily fP
M f

�
j� 2 �g. Next,we perform the correlationalPVM E

n�
p
n

�1
for

the com posite system which consistsoftheothergroup ofn �
p
n system s. Then,the

data ! obeystheprobability P
E
n�

p
n

�1

�
.Ifen(1� �n�

p
n )D (���k��1

)P
E
n�

p
n

�1

�1
(!)� P

E
n�

p
n

�1

��
(!),the

estim ated valueTn isdecided to be�1,where�n :=
1

n
1
5

.Ifnot,Tn isdecided to be ��.
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Thefollowing lem m a proven in Appendix J playsan im portantrolein theproofof

Theorem 13.

Lem m a 14 Forthree param eters�0;�1 and �2 and � > 0,the inequalities

P
E n
�1

�0

�

�
1

n
logP

E n
�1

�2
(!)+ Tr��0 log��2 � �

�

� exp�n

�

sup
0� t� 1

(� � Tr��0 log��2)t� t
(k+ 1)log(n + 1)

n
� logTr��0��2

� t

�

(58)

P
E n
�1

�0

�
1

n
logP

E n
�1

�1
(!)� Tr��0 log��1 � �

�

� exp�n

�

sup
0� t

(� + Tr��0 log��1)t� logTr��0�
t
�1

�

(59)

hold.

W eobtain thefollowing theorem asa review oftheabovediscussion.

T heorem 15 From Theorem s2,6 and 11 and Lem m a 10,we have the equations

sup
~M :W C

lim sup
�! 0

1

�2
�(~M ;�;�) = sup

~M :W C

lim inf
�! 0

1

�2
�(~M ;�;�)=

~J�

2
(60)

sup
~M :SC at�

lim inf
�! 0

1

�2
�(~M ;�;�)=

J�

2
(61)

as an operationalcom parison of ~J� and J� under Assum ptions 1, 2 and 3. W e can

replace �(~M ;�;�)with �(~M ;�;�)in equations(60).

W ecan also prove(30)asa consequence ofequations(60)and (61).

8. A daptive estim ators

In this section,we assum e that the dim ension ofthe Hilbert space H is �nite. W e

considerestim atorswhose POVM isadaptively chosen from the data. W e choose the

l-th POVM M l(~!l� 1) on H from l� 1 data ~!l� 1 := (!1;:::;!l� 1). Its POVM M n is

described by

M
n(~!n):= M 1(!1)
 M 2(~!1;!2)
 � � � 
 Mn(~!n� 1;!n): (62)

In this setting,the estim atoris written asthe pairEn = (M n;Tn)ofthe POVM M n

satisfying(62)and thefunction Tn :

n 7! �.Such an estim atorE n iscalled an adaptive

estim ator.Asa largerclassofPOVM s,theseparablePOVM iswellknown.A POVM

M n on H 
 n iscalled separableifitiswritten as

M
n = fM 1(!)
 � � � 
 Mn(!)g!2


on H 
 n,where M i(!) is a positive sem i-de�nite operator on H . For any separable

estim ator(M n;Tn),therelations

D
M n

(�k�0)=
X

!2


nY

l0= 1

Tr��M l0(!)log

Q n

l= 1
Tr��M l(!)Q

n

l= 1
Tr��0M l(!)
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=
X

!2


nY

l0= 1

Tr��M l0(!)

nX

l= 1

log
Tr��M l(!)

Tr��0M l(!)

=

nX

l= 1

X

!2


a�;l(!)Tr��M l(!)log
a�;l(!)Tr��M l(!)

a�;l(!)Tr��0M l(!)

=

nX

l= 1

D
M �;l(�k�0)� n sup

M :POVM on H

D
M (�k�0) (63)

hold,wherethePOVM M �;lon H isde�ned by

M �;l(!):= a�;l(!)M l(!); a�;l(!):=

 
Y

l06= l

Tr��M l0(!)

!

:

T heorem 16 Ifa sequence ofseparable estim ators ~M = fEng = f(M n;Tn)g satis� es

the weak consistency condition,the inequalities

�(~M ;�1;�)� inf
j�� �1j> �

sup
M :POVM on H

D
M (�k�1) (64)

�(~M ;�1) �
J�1

2
(65)

hold.

Proof: Sim ilarly to (35),them onotonicity ofquantum relativeentropy yields

�
logPM n

�1
fjTn(~!n)� �1j> �g

n
�
D M n

(�k�1)+ h(Pn)

nPn
;

where Pn := PM n

� fjTn(~!n)� �1j > �g. From the weak consistency,we have Pn ! 1.

Thus,weobtain (64)from (63).SinceH is�nite-dim ensional,thesetofextrem alpoints

ofPOVM siscom pact. Therefore,the convergence lim �! 0
1

�2
D M (�1 + �k�1)isuniform

w.r.t.M .Thisim pliesthat

lim
�! 0

1

�2
sup

M :POVM on H

D
M (�1 + �k�1)= sup

M :POVM on H

lim
�! 0

1

�2
D

M (�1 + �k�1)=
J�1

2
:(66)

Thelastequation isderived from (29).

Thepreceding theorem holdsforany adaptiveestim ator.Asasim pleextension,wecan

de�ne an m -adaptive estim atorthatsatis�es(62)when every M l(~!l� 1)isa POVM on

H m .Asa corollary ofTheorem 16,wehavethefollowing.

C orollary 17 Ifa sequenceofm -adaptiveestim ators ~M = fEng = f(M n;Tn)g satis� es

the weak consistency condition,then the inequalities

�(~M ;�1;�)� inf
j�� �1j> �

sup
M :POVM on H 
 m

1

m
D

M (�k�1) (67)

�(~M ;�1) �
J�1

2
(68)

hold.
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Now,weobtain theequation

lim
m ! 1

lim
�! 0

sup
~M :m -AW C

1

�2
� ~M ;�;�)=

J�

2
: (69)

The partof� holdsbecause an adaptive estim atorattaining thebound isconstructed

in Theorem 11,and thepartof� followsfrom (67)and theequation

lim
�! 0

sup
M :POVM on H 
 m

1

�2m
D

M (�1 + �k�1)

= sup
M :POVM on H 
 m

lim
�! 0

1

�2m
D

M (�1 + �k�1)=
J�1

2
;

which isproven in a sim ilarm anneras(66).

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

Theorem 15 yieldsanotheroperationalcom parison as

sup
~M :SC at�

lim inf
�! 0

1

�2
�(~M ;�;�)=

J�

2
(70)

lim
�! 0

1

�2
sup

~M :SC at�

�(~M ;�;�) =
~J�

2
: (71)

Equation (70)equals(61)and equation (71)followsfrom Theorem 18. Therefore,the

di�erencebetween
J�
2
and

~J�
2
can beregarded asthedi�erencein theorderoflim inf�! 0

and sup ~M :SC.Thiscom parison wasnaively discussed by Nagaoka [22,23].

T heorem 18 W eadoptAssum ption 1in Theorem 11andD (��0k��1) < 1 for8�02 �.

For any � > 0, there exists a sequence ~M
m ;�

�0
= fM

m ;�;n

�0
g ofm -adaptive estim ators

satisfying the strong consistency condition and the inequality

lim
n! 1

�1

nm
logP

M
m ;�;n

�0

�0
fĵ� � �0j> �g

� (1� �)inffD (�k�0)jj� � �0j> �g�
(1� �)(k� 1)log(m + 1)

m
:

However,using Theorem 18,weobtain a strongerequation than (71):

lim
�! 0

lim
m ! 1

sup
~M :m -ASC at�

1

�2
�(~M ;�;�)=

~J�

2
; (72)

wherem -ASC at� denotesm -adaptiveand isstrongly consistentat�.Thisequation is

in contrastwith (69).Ofcourse,the partof� for(72)followsfrom (67).The partof

� for(72)isderived from theabovetheorem .

Thefollowing two lem m asareessentialforourproofofTheorem 18.

Lem m a 19 Fortwo param eters�1 and �0,the inequality

m D (�0k�1)� (k� 1)log(m + 1)� D
E m
�1(�0k�1)� m D (�0k�1) (73)

holds,where the PVM E m
�1
on H 
 m isde� ned in Appendix J.3.Itisindependentof�0.



Two quantum analoguesofFisherinform ation 23

Thislem m a wasproven by Hayashi[27]and can beregarded asan im provem entofHiai

and Petz’s result [10]. However,Hiaiand Petz’s originalversion is su�cient for our

proofofTheorem 18.Forthereader’sconvenience,theproofispresented in Appendix

J.3.

Lem m a 20 Let Y be a curved exponentialfam ily and X be an exponentialfam ily

including Y . For a curved exponentialfam ily and an exponentialfam ily,see Chap 4

in Am ariand Nagaoka [1]or Barndor� -Nielsen [39]. In this setting,for n-i.i.d.data,

the M LE TM L
X ;n (!

n)for the exponentialfam ily X is a su� cientstatistic for the curved

exponentialfam ily Y ,where ~!n := (!1;:::;!n). Using the m ap T :X ! Y ,we can

de� ne an estim atorT � TM L
X ;n ,and for an estim atorTY ,there existsa m ap T :X ! Y

such thatTY = T � TM L
X ;n . W e can identify a m ap T from X to Y with a sequence of

estim atorsT � TM L
X ;n (~!n).W e de� ne the m ap T�0 :X ! Y as

T�0 := argm in
�2Y

fD (xk�)jD (�k�0)� D (xk�0)g: (74)

W hen Y is an exponentialfam ily (i.e., at),T�0 coincides with the projection to Y .

Then, the sequence of estim ators corresponding to the m ap T�0 satis� es the strong

consistency at�0 and the equation

lim
n! 1

�1

n
logpn�0fkT�0 � T

M L
X ;n (~!n)� �0k > �g = inf

�2Y
fD (�k�0)jk� � �0k > �g (75)

holds

Proof: Itiswellknown thatforany subsetX 0� X ,theequation

lim
n! 1

�
1

n
logpn�0fT

M L
X ;n (~!n)2 X

0
g = inf

x2X 0
D (xk�0) (76)

holds. Forthe reader’sconvenience,we presenta proofof(76)in Appendix K. Thus,

equation (75) follows from (74) and (76). If Y is an exponential fam ily, then the

estim ator T�0 � TM L
X ;n coincides with the M LE and satis�es the strong consistency.

Otherwise, we choose a neighborhood U of �0 so that we can approxim ate the

neighborhood U by the tangentspace. The estim atorT�0 � TM L
X ;n can be approxim ated

by theM LE and satis�esthestrong consistency atU.Thus,italso satis�esthestrong

consistency at�0.

ProofofTheorem 18: LetM = fM ig bea faithfulPOVM de�ned in section 7.2 such

that the num ber ofoperators M i is �nite. Forany m and any � > 0,we de�ne the

POVM M m
�0
to be the disjointrandom com bination ofM � m and E m

�0
with the ratio

� :1� �. Note thata disjointrandom com bination isde�ned in section 4. From the

de�nition ofM m
�0
,theinequality

(1� �)D
E m
�0(�k�)� D

M m
�0(�k�) (77)

holds.Sincethem ap � 7! PM� isone-to-one,them ap � 7! P
M m

�0

�
isalsoone-to-one.Since

M and E m
�0
are�nite-resolutionsoftheidentity,theone-param eterfam ily fP

M m
�0

�
j� 2 �g

isa subsetofm ulti-nom inaldistributionsX ,which isan exponentialfam ily.Applying
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Lem m a 20,wehave

lim
n! 1

�1

nm
logP

M m
�0
� n

�0
fjT�0 � T

M L
X ;n (~!n)� �0j> �g

=
1

M
inf
�2�

fD
M m

�0(�k�0)kj� � �0j> �g

�
(1� �)

m
inf

n
D

E m
�0(�k�0)

�
�
�j� � �0j> �

o

� (1� �)inffD (�k�0)jj� � �0j> �g�
(1� �)(k� 1)log(m + 1)

m
;

wherethe�rstinequality followsfrom (77)and thesecond inequality followsfrom (73).

R em ark 4 In the case ofthe one-param eterequatorialspin 1/2 system state fam ily,

them ap � 7! P
E m
�0

�
isnotone-to-one.Therefore,wem usttreatnotE m

�0
butM m

�0
.

C onclusions

Ithasbeen clari�ed thatSLD Fisherinform ation J� givesthe essentiallargedeviation

bound in the quantum estim ation and KM B Fisher inform ation ~J� gives the large

deviation bound of consistent supere�cient estim ators. Since estim ators attaining

the bound
~J�
2
are unnatural, the bound

J�
2
is m ore im portant from the viewpoint

of quantum estim ation than the bound
~J�
2
. On the other hand, as is m entioned

in Appendix A, concerning a quantum analogue of inform ation geom etry from the

viewpoint ofe-connections, KM B is the m ost naturalam ong the quantum versions

ofFisherinform ation. The interpretation ofthese two factswhich seem to contradict

each other,rem ainsaproblem .Sim ilarly,itisafutureproblem toexplain geom etrically

the relationship between the change ofthe ordersoflim itsand the di�erence between

thetwo quantum analoguesofFisherinform ation.
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A ppendix A .B riefreview ofinform ation-geom etricalproperties ofJ�;~J�

and �J�

The quantum analoguesofFisherinform ation J�;~J� and �J� are obtained from the the

innerproductsJ�, ~J� and �J� on thelinearspaceconsisting ofself-adjointoperators:

~J�(A;B ):= TrA ~LB ;

Z 1

0

�
t~LB �

1� t
dt= B
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J�(A;B ):= TrALB ;
1

2
(LB � + �LB )= B

�J�(A;B ):= TrA �LB ; B = ��LB

in thefollowing way:

J� = J��

�
d��

d�
;
d��

d�

�

~J� = ~J��

�
d��

d�
;
d��

d�

�

�J� = �J��

�
d��

d�
;
d��

d�

�

:

In the m ulti-dim ensionalcase,these are regarded asm etricsasfollows. Forexam ple,

wecan de�nea m etrics

h@i;@ji= J��

�
@��

@�i
;
@��

@�j

�

(A.1)

on thetangentspaceat�,and theRHS of(A.1)iscalled SLD Fisherm atrix.

In quantum setting,any inform ation precessing isdescribed by a trace-preserving

CP (com pletely positive) m ap C :S(H ) ! S(H 0). These inner product satisfy the

m onotonicity:

J��

�
d��

d�
;
d��

d�

�

� JC (��)

�
dC(��)

d�
;
dC(��)

d�

�

~J��

�
d��

d�
;
d��

d�

�

� ~JC (��)

�
dC(��)

d�
;
dC(��)

d�

�

�J��

�
d��

d�
;
d��

d�

�

� �JC (��)

�
dC(��)

d�
;
dC(��)

d�

�

for a one-param etric density fam ily f�� 2 S(H )j� 2 � � Rg[1]. These inequalities

can beregarded asthequantum versionsof(5).An innerproductsatisfying theabove

is called a m onotone inner product. According Petz [2],the inner product �J� is the

m axim um oneam ong norm alized m onotoneinnerproducts,and theinnerproductJ� is

them inim um one.

In the inform ation geom etry com m unity, we usually discuss the torsion. As is

known within this com m unity,�-connection is a generalization ofe-connection. The

torsion of�-connection concerning Fisher inner product vanishes in any distribution

fam ily[1]. In quantum setting,we can de�ne the e-connectionswith respectto several

quantum Fisherinnerproducts.Onem ay expectthatin a quantum setting,itstorsion

vanishesin any density fam ily.However,foronly theinnerproduct ~J�,thetorsion ofe-

connection vanishesin any density fam ily[1].Thus,KM B Fisherinform ation seem sthe

m ostnaturalquantum analogueofFisherinform ation,from an inform ation-geom etrical

viewpoint.
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A ppendix B .Proofof(15)

From (14),wecan calculateas

D (��+ �k��)= Tr(��+ �(log��+ �� log��))
�= Tr

�

�� +
d��

d�
�

� �
dlog��

d�
� +

1

2

d2log��

d�2
�
2

�

= Tr

�
�� ~L�

�
� +

�

Tr

�
d��

d�
~L�

�

+
1

2
Tr

�

��
d2log��

d�2

��

�
2
: (B.1)

Next,wecalculatetheabovecoe�cients

Tr

�
�� ~L�

�
=

Z 1

0

Tr

�
�
t
�
~L��

1� t

�

�
dt= Tr

�
d��

d�

�

= 0: (B.2)

Using (B.2)and (14),wehave

Tr

�

��
d2log��

d�2

�

=
d

d�

�

Tr

�

��
dlog��

d�

��

� Tr

�
d��

d�

dlog��

d�

�

= � Tr

�
d��

d�
~L�

�

= � ~J�: (B.3)

From (B.1),(B.2)and (B.3),weobtain

D (��+ �k��)�=
1

2
~J��

2
:

A ppendix C .ProofofLem m a 3

W ede�netheunitary operatorU� as

b
2(��;��+ �)= 2(1� Trj

p
��
p
��+ �j)= Tr(

p
� �

p
�U�)(

p
� �

p
�U�)

�
:

Letting W (�)be
p
��+ �U�,then wehave

b
2(��;��+ �)= Tr(W (0)� W (�))(W (0)� W (�))�

�= Tr

�

�
dW

d�
(0)�

� �

�
dW

d�
(0)�

� �

�= Tr
dW

d�
(0)

dW

d�
(0)��2:

Asisproven in thefollowing discussion,theSLD L satis�es

dW

d�
(0)=

1

2
LW (0): (C.1)

Therefore,wehave

b
2(��;��+ �)

�= Tr
1

4
LW (0)W (0)�L�2 =

1

4
TrL2

���:

W eobtain (38).Itissu�cientto show (C.1).

From thede�nition oftheBuresdistance,wehave

b
2(��;��+ �)= m in

U :unitary
Tr(

p
�� �

p
��+ �U)(

p
�� �

p
��+ �U)

�

= 2� m ax
U :unitary

Tr
p
��
p
��+ �U

� + U
p
��+ �

p
��

= 2� Trj
p
��
p
��+ �j+ j

p
��+ �

p
��j

= 2� Tr(
p
��
p
��+ �U(�)

� + U(�)
p
��+ �

p
��);
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which im plies that
p
��
p
��+ �U(�)

� = U(�)
p
��+ �

p
��. Therefore, W (0)W (�)� =

W (�)W (0)�.Taking thederivative,wehave

W (0)
dW

d�
(0)� =

dW

d�
(0)W (0)�;

which im pliesthatthereexistsa self-adjointoperatorL such that

dW

d�
(0)=

1

2
LW (0):

Since��+ �= W (�)W (�)�,wehave

d�

d�
(�)=

1

2
(LW (0)W (0)� + W (0)W (0)�L):

Thus,theoperatorL coincideswith theSLD.

A ppendix D .Proofof(43)

LetM = fM ig bean arbitrary POVM .W echoosetheunitary U satisfying

U�
1=2
�
1=2 =

p
�1=2��1=2:

Using theSchwartz inequality,wehave

q
PM
� (!)

p
PM
� (!)=

r

Tr

�
M

1=2
! �1=2U �

���
M

1=2
! �1=2U �

�r

Tr

�
M

1=2
! �1=2

���
M

1=2
! �1=2

�

� Tr
�
M

1=2
! �

1=2
U
�
���

M
1=2
! �

1=2
�
=
�
�TrU�1=2M !�

1=2
�
�:

Therefore,

X

!

q
PM
� (!)

p
PM
� (!)�

X

!

�
�TrU�1=2M !�

1=2
�
��

�
�
�
�
�

X

!

TrU�1=2M !�
1=2

�
�
�
�
�

=
�
�TrU�1=2�1=2

�
�= Tr

p
�1=2��1=2:

A ppendix E.ProofofLem m a 4

Let m and � be an arbitrary positive integer and an arbitrary positive realnum ber,

respectively.Thereexistsa su�ciently largeintegerN such that

1

n
logPM n

�

�

ĵ� � �j>
�

m
i

�

� ��

�
~M ;�;

�

m
i

�

+ �

1

n
logPM n

�+ �

�

ĵ� � (� + �)j>
�

m
(m � i)

�

� ��

�
~M ;� + �;

�

m
(m � i)

�

+ �

fori= 0;:::;m and 8n � N . From the m onotonicity (42)and the additivity (39)of

quantum a�nity,weperform thefollowing evaluation:

�
n

8
I(��k��+ �)= �

1

8
I(�
 n

�
k�


 n

�+ �
)

� log

�

PM n

�

n
�̂ � �

o 1

2

PM n

�+ �

n
�̂ � �

o 1

2

+ PM n

�

n
� + � < �̂

o 1

2

PM n

�+ �

n
� + � < �̂

o 1

2
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+

mX

i= 1

PM n

�

�

� +
�

m
(i� 1) < �̂ � � +

�

m
i

� 1

2

PM n

�+ �

�

� +
�

m
(i� 1) < �̂ � � +

�

m
i

� 1

2

�

� log

�

PM n

�+ �

n�
�
�̂� � (� + �)

�
�
�� �

o 1

2

+ PM n

�

n�
�
�̂� � �

�
�
� > �

o 1

2

+

mX

i= 1

PM n

�

��
�
�̂� � �

�
�
�>

�

m
(i� 1)

� 1

2

PM n

�+ �

��
�
�̂� � (� + �)

�
�
��

�

m
(m � i)

� 1

2

�

� log

�

PM n

�+ �

��
�
�̂� � (� + �)

�
�
�>

�

m
(m � 1)�

� 1

2

+ PM n

�

n�
�
�̂� � �

�
�
�> �

o 1

2

+

mX

i= 1

PM n

�

��
�
�̂� � �

�
�
�>

�

m
(i� 1)

� 1

2

PM n

�+ �

��
�
�̂� � (� + �)

�
�
�>

�

m
(m � i� 1)

� 1

2

�

� log

�

exp

�

�
n

2

�

�

�
~M ;�;

�

m
(m � 1)

�

� �

��

+ exp

�
�
n

2

�
�

�
~M ;� + �;�

�
� �

��

+

mX

i= 1

exp

�

�
n

2

�

�

�
~M ;�;

�

m
(i� 1)

�

� �

�

�
n

2

�

�

�
~M ;� + �;

�

m
(m � i� 1)

�

� �

���

� log(m + 2)exp

�

�
n

2
m in
0� i� m

�

�

�
~M ;�;

�

m
(i� 1)

�

+ �

�
~M ;� + �;

�

m
(m � i� 1)

�

� 2�

��

= log(m + 2)�
n

2

�

m in
0� i� m

�

�
~M ;�;

�

m
(i� 1)

�

+ �

�
~M ;� + �;

�

m
(m � i� 1)

�

� 2�

�

;

where weassum e that�(~M ;�;a)= 0 forany negative realnum bera.Taking thelim it

n ! 1 afterdividing by n,wehave

1

8
I(��k��+ �)�

1

2
m in
0� i� m

�

�

�
~M ;�;

�

m
(i� 1)

�

+ �

�
~M ;� + �;

�

m
(m � i� 1)

�

� 2�

�

:

Since� > 0 isarbitrary,theinequality

1

8
I(��k��+ �)�

1

2
m in
0� i� m

�

�

�
~M ;�;

�

m
(i� 1)

�

+ �

�
~M ;� + �;

�

m
(m � i� 1)

��

holds.Taking thelim itm ! 1 ,weobtain (44).

A ppendix F.U nitary evolutions on the boson coherent system

In the system H = L2(R),the unitary operatorU1(�):= exp(�a� � ��a)actson the

coherentstateas

U1(�)j�i= j� � �i;

where � and � are com plex num bersand a isthe annihilation operator.Thus,we can

verify that

U1(�)��U1(�)
� = ��� �:

Now,we letai be the annihilation operatoron the i-th system . The unitary operator

Un(�):=
Q

n

i= 1
exp(��a�i + ��ai)actson thesystem H 
 n as

Un(�)�

 n

�
Un(�)

� = �

 n

�� �
:
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In thetwo-m odesystem H 
 H ,theunitary V2(t):= expt(�a�2a1 + a�1a2)actsas

V1(t)j�1i
 j�2i= j�1cost+ �2sinti
 j� �1sint+ �2costi:

Thus,wecan verify that

V1(t)��1 
 ��2V1(t)
� = ��1 cost+ �2 sint
 �� �1 sint+ �2 cost:

Therefore,theunitary Vn :=
Q

n

i= 1
expti(�a

�
ia1 + a�1ai)satis�es

Vn�

 n

�
V
�
n = �p n� 
 �


 (n� 1)

0 ;

wherecosti=

q
i� 1

i
;sinti=

q
1

i
.

A ppendix G .ProofofProposition 8

Fora proofofProposition 8,weneed thefollowing lem m a.

Lem m a 21 Letgn(!);fn(!) be functions on 
. Assum e thatthe functions � 1(!):=

lim n! 1
� 1

n
logfn(!)and �2(!):= lim n! 1

� 1

n
loggn(!)are continuous.Ifthe inequality

gn(!)� 1 holdsforany elem ent! 2 
 and any positive integern,and ifthere existsa

subsetK � 
 such that

lim
n! 1

�1

n
log

�Z

K

fn(!)d!

�

> m in
!2


(�1(!)+ �2(!));

the relation

lim
n! 1

�1

n
log

�Z




fn(!)gn(!)d!

�

= m in
!2


(�1(!)+ �2(!))

holds.

Sim ilarly to Lem m a 4,Lem m a 21 isproven.

Now,we willprove Proposition 8. From the de�nition ofM w ;n and the equation

�0 =
1

N + 1

P
k

�
N

N + 1

�k
jkihkj,wehave

logPM s;n

0 fTn > �g = log
X

k> n�2

�
N

N + 1

� k

= log

�
N

N + 1

� [n�2]

;

where[]isa Gaussnotation.Therefore,weobtain

�( ~M w;0;�)= �
2log

�

1+
1

N

�

;

which im plies(50).

Next,weprovethestrongconsistency condition and (51).W eperform thefollowing

calculation:

PM w ;n

� fTn � � > �g =
X

k> (�+ �)2n

hkj

Z

C

1

�N
j�ih�je

�
j��

p
n �j

2

N d
2
�jki

=

Z

C

p
n

�N
e
� n

j�� �j2

N

X

k> (�� �)2n

(nj�j2)k

k!
e
� nj�j2

d
2
�: (G.1)
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Theequation

lim
n! 1

�1

n
log

p
n

�N
e
� n

j�� �j
2

N =
j� � �j2

N
(G.2)

holds.Also,asisproven in thelatter,theequations

lim
n! 1

�1

n
log

0

@
X

k> (�+ �)2n

(nj�j2)k

k!
e
� nj�j2

1

A

=

�

(� + �)2log
(� + �)2

j�j2
+ j�j

2
� (� + �)2

�

1((� + �)2 � j�j
2) (G.3)

lim
n! 1

�1

n
log

0

@
X

k< (�� �)2n

(nj�j2)k

k!
e
� nj�j2

1

A

=

�

(� � �)2log
(� � �)2

j�j2
+ j�j

2
� (� � �)2

�

1(�(� � �)2 + j�j
2) (G.4)

hold,where1(x)isde�ned as

1(x)=

(
1 x � 0

0 x < 0:

Forany � > 0,thereexistsa realnum berK such that

lim
n! 1

�
1

n
log

�Z

j�j> K

p
n

�N
exp

�

�n
j� � �j2

N

�

dx

�

=
K � �

N
> �:

Now,wecan apply Lem m a 21 to (G.1).From (G.2)and (G.3),therelations

lim
n! 1

�1

n
logPM w ;n

� fTn � � > �g

= m in
�2C

�
j� � �j2

N
+

�

(� + �)2log
(� + �)2

j�j2
+ j�j

2
� (� + �)2

�

1((� + �)2 � j�j
2)

�

= m in
�2R

�
j� � �j2

N
+

�

(� + �)2log
(� + �)2

j�j2
+ j�j

2
� (� + �)2

�

1((� + �)2 � j�j
2)

�

= m in
s2R

�
s2

N
+

�

(� + �)2log
(� + �)2

(� � s)2
+ (� � s)2 � (� + �)2

�

1((� + �)2 � (� � s)2)

�

hold.If� issu�ciently sm allfor�,wehavethefollowing approxim ation:

lim
n! 1

�1

n
logPM w ;n

� fTn � � > �g�= m in
s

1+ 2N

N

�

s�
2N

1+ 2N
�

� 2

+
�2

N + 1

2

:

Thus,

lim
�! 0

lim
n! 1

�1

n�2
logPM w ;n

� fTn � � > �g=
1

N + 1

2

: (G.5)

The second convergence of the LHS of (G.5) is uniform in a su�ciently sm all

neighborhood U�0 ofarbitrary �0 2 R
+ nf0g.

Sim ilarly to (G.5),from (G.4),wecan prove

lim
�! 0

lim
n! 1

�1

n�2
logPM w ;n

� fTn � � < ��g =
1

N + 1

2

: (G.6)
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Also,the second convergence ofthe LHS of(G.6) is uniform at a su�ciently sm all

neighborhood U�0 ofarbitrary �0 2 R
+ nf0g. Thus,(51)and the strong consistency

condition areproven.

Next,weprove(G.3)and (G.4).Using theStirling form ula,wehave

lim
n! 1

�1

n
log

(nj�j2)[�n]

[�n]!
e
� nj�j2 =

�

� log
�

j�j2
+ j�j� �

2

�

1(� � j�j
2): (G.7)

Sincetherelations

(nj�j2)([(�� �)
2n]� 1)

([(� � �)2n]� 1)!
e
� nj�j2

�
X

k< (�� �)2n

(nj�j2)k

k!
e
� nj�j2

� [(� � �)2n]
(nj�j2)([(�� �)

2n]� 1)

([(� � �)2n]� 1)!
e
� nj�j2

hold,(G.4)followsfrom (G.7).If(� + �)2 � j�j2,theequation

lim
n! 1

�1

n
log

X

k> (�+ �)2n

(nj�j2)k

k!
e
� nj�j2 = 0 (G.8)

holds.Itim plies(G.3)in thecaseof(� + �)2 � j�j2.

Nextweprove(G.3)in thecaseof(� + �)2 > j�j2.In thiscase,wehave

X

Ln > k> (�+ �)2n

(nj�j2)k

k!
e
� nj�j2

� n(L � (� + �)2)
(nj�j2)[(�+ �)

2n]

[(� + �)2n]!
e
� nj�j2 (G.9)

because

�
(nj�j2)k

k!
e� nj�j

2

�
=

�
(nj�j2)(k+ 1)

(k+ 1)!
e� nj�j

2

�
= k+ 1

nj�j2
. IfL and N are su�ciently large

forj�j2,wehave

X

k� Ln

(nj�j2)k

k!
e
� nj�j2

�
X

k� Ln

e
� k =

e� nL

1� e� 1
(G.10)

because(G.7)im pliesthat

(nj�j2)[�n]

[�n]!
e
� nj�j2

� e
� [�n]

; 8� � L;8n � N :

Sincetherelations

(nj�j2)[(�+ �)
2n]

[(� + �)2n]!
e
� nj�j2

�
X

k> (�+ �)2n

(nj�j2)k

k!
e
� nj�j2

� n(L � (� + �)2)
(nj�j2)[(�+ �)
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[(� + �)2n]!
e
� nj�j2 +

e� nL

1� e� 1

hold,wehave
�

(� + �)2log
(� + �)2

j�j2
+ j�j

2
� (� + �)2

�

� lim
n! 1

�1

n
log

0

@
X

k> (�+ �)2n

(nj�j2)k

k!
e
� nj�j2

1

A

� m in

��

(� + �)2log
(� + �)2

j�j2
+ j�j

2
� (� + �)2

�

;L

�

:

IfweletL bea su�ciently largerealnum ber,wehave(G.3).
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A ppendix H .ProofofT heorem 11

In thisproof,weusethefunction ��;��(s)de�ned in (K.1).First,weprovethefollowing

fourfacts.

(i) ThefaithfulPOVM M f satis�estheinequalities

�(~M f;�;�) > 0; �(~M f;�) > 0:

(ii) Therelation

lim
��! �

 

Tr��

�
L ��

J��
�
Tr��L ��

J��

� 2
! � 1

= J�; 8� 2 �

holds.

(iii) Theequation

lim
s! 0

��;��(s)� 1

s2
=
1

2
Tr��

�
L ��

J��
�
Tr��L ��

J��

� 2

(H.1)

holds.TheLHS convergesuniform ly w.r.t.�;��.

(iv) Forany realnum ber �2 > 0,there exists a su�ciently sm allrealnum ber � > 0

such thatifjTr��L �� � Tr��0L ��j� �(1� �2)and j�� � �j<
p
�,then j�0� �j< �.

Fact(i)iseasily proven from thede�nition ofM f.Fact(iii)isproven by therelation

sup
��;�





L ��

J��
�
Tr��L ��

J��




 < 1 :

Fact(ii)is,also,proven by therelations

Tr��

�
L ��

J��
�
Tr��L ��

J��

� 2

=
Tr��

�
L2
��

�

J2��

�
(Tr��L ��)

2

J2��

! J
� 1

�
as �� ! �:

Fact(iv)followsfrom therelation

@Tr��L ��

@�
! 1 as �� ! �;

which followsfrom fact(i).

Next,weprovethetheorem from thepreceding fourfacts.Theinequality

P
M

s;n

�

�
f�̂ =2 U�;�g

� P
M f� �n

�
f�̂ 2 U�;

p
�g sup

��2U�;
p
�

P
L ��

� (1� �)n

�
f�̂ =2 U�;�g+ P

M f� �n

�
f�̂ =2 U�;

p
�g (H.2)

holds.Asisproven in thelatter,theinequality

lim inf
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�
1

n
log sup

��2U�;
p
�

P
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� (1� �)n

�

�
T
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=2 U�;�

	

� (1� �)g

0

@ �2(1� �2)
21

2
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�
L ��
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�
Tr��L ��

J��

� 2
! � 1

;
�2(1� �2)

2

2
�

1

A (H.3)
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holds,wherethefunction g(x;y)isde�ned asg(x;y):= x � log(1+ x

2
+ y).Therefore,

wehave

�(~M s
�;�;�)= lim inf

n! 1
�
1

n
logP

M
s;n

�

�
f�̂ =2 U�;

p
�g

� m in

�

(1� �)h

0

@ �2(1� �2)
2
1

2
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�
L ��

J��
�
Tr��L ��

J��

� 2
! � 1

;
�2(1� �2)

2

2
�

1

A ;

c�(fM f � �ng;�;
p
�)

�

: (H.4)

From facts(i)and (ii),theequations

lim
�! 0

1

�2
(RHS of(H.4))

=
1� �

2

0

@ lim
��! �

(1� �1)
2(1� �2)
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�
L ��
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�
Tr��L ��
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� 2
! � 1

� (1� �2)
2
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1

A

=
1� �

2

�
(1� �1)

2(1� �2)
2
J� � (1� �2)

2
�3
�

(H.5)

hold. The RHS of(H.5)converges locally uniform ly w.r.t.�. Let�
m
(~M s

�;�;�)be the

RHS of(H.4)in thecaseof�2 = �3 =
1

m
.Therefore,wehave

lim
m ! 1

lim
�! 0

1

�2
�
m
(~M s

�;�;�)=
1� �

2
J�;

which im pliesthat

�(~M s
�;�)�

1� �

2
J�:

Iftheconverse inequality

�(~M s
�;�)�

1� �

2
J� (H.6)

holds,wecan im m ediatelyderiverelations(55)and show thatthesequenceofestim ators

~M s
� satis�esthesecond strong consistency condition.

In the following,the relations(H.6)and (H.3)are proven. First,we prove (H.6).

W ecan evaluatetheprobability P
M

s;n

�

�
f�̂ 2 U�;�g as

� logP
M

s;n

�

�
f�̂ 2 U�;�g= � log

Z

P
M f� �n

�
(d��)P
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� (1� �)n

�
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n
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=2 U�;�g

� �

Z

P
M f� �n

�
(d��)log

�
P
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� (1� �)n

�
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n
��
=2 U�;�g

�

� �

Z

P
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�
(d��)

D L ��
� (1� �)n(� + ��k�)+ h(P

L ��

�+ ��;n
)

P
L ��

�+ ��;n

;

where P
L ��

�+ ��;n
:= P

L ��
� (1� �)n

�+ ��;n
fT��n =2 U�;�g,and sim ilarly to (35),we can prove the last

inequality.Forany �4 > 0,wehave

lim sup
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�
1

n
logP

~M s
�

�
fTn =2 U�;�g
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� lim sup
n! 1

Z

R

P
M f� �n

�
(d��)(1� �) m in

�= 1� �4;� (1� �4)

(1� �)DL ��(� + ��k�)+
h(P

L ��
�+ ��;n

)

n

(1� �)P
L ��

�+ ��;n

= (1� �) m in
�= 1� �4;� (1� �4)

D
L ��(� + ��k�)=

1� �

2
J�:

Thelastequation isderived from Lebesgue’sconvergencetheorem and thefactthatthe

probability P
L ��

�+ ��;n
tendsto 1 uniform ly w.r.t.��,asfollowsfrom Assum ptions1 and 3.

The reason for the applicability of Lebesgue’s convergence theorem is given as

follows. Since P
L ��

�+ ��;n
tends to 1 uniform ly w.r.t.��,there exists N ;R > 0 such that

P
L ��

�+ ��;n
> 1

R
;8�� 2 �;n � N .Thus,wehave

D L ��
� (1� �)n(� + ��k�)+ h(P

L ��

�+ ��;n
)

P
L ��

�+ ��;n

�
R

1� �
((1� �)D (� + ��k�)+ 2) < 1 :

Therefore,wecan apply Lebesgue’sconvergence theorem .Thus,therelations

�(~M s
�;�)= lim sup

�! 0

lim sup
n! 1

�
1

n�2
logP

~M s
�

�
fTn =2 U�;�g

� (1� �)lim sup
�! 0

1

�2
m in

�= 1� �4;� (1� �4)
D

L ��(� + ��k�)

= (1� �)(1� �4)
21

2
J�

hold.Since�4 > 0 isarbitrary,theinequality (H.6)holds.

Next,weprovetheinequality (H.3).Assum ethatj�� � �j� � and de�ne

�(�;��;�):= sup
�2R

(�� � log��;��(�)):

Then,theinequalities

P
L ��

� (1� �)n

�
f�� =2 U�;�g � P

L ��
� (1� �)n

�
fjTr�

�̂
L �� � Tr��L ��j� (1� �2)�g (H.7)

� 2exp
�
�(1� �)nm in

�
�((1� �2)�;��;�);�(�(1� �2)�;��;�)

	�
(H.8)

hold,where(H.7)isderived from fact(iv),and(H.8)isderived from M arkov’sinequality.

Thus,

lim
n! 1

�
1

n
log sup

��2U�;
p
�

P
L ��

� (1� �)n

�
f�� =2 U�;�g

� (1� �) inf
��2U�;

p
�

m in
�
�((1� �2)�;��;�);�(�(1� �2)�;��;�)

	
: (H.9)

W elet� > 0 bea su�ciently sm allrealnum berforarbitrary �3 > 0 and de�ne� by

� := �(1� �2)

 

Tr��

�
L ��

J��
�
Tr��L ��

J��

� 2
! � 1

:

Then,theinequalities

�(�(1� �2)�;��;�)

� � (1� �2)�(��)� log��;��(��)
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� �
2(1� �)2

 

Tr��

�
L ��

J��
�
Tr��L ��

J��

� 2
! � 1

� log

0

@ 1+
�2(1� �)2

2

0

@

 

Tr��

�
L ��

J��
�
Tr��L ��

J��

� 2
! � 1

+ �3

1

A

1

A (H.10)

hold,where (H.10)follows from fact (iii). The uniform ity of(H.1)(the fact(iii))and

the boundedness ofRHS of(H.1)(Assum ption 3)guarantee thatthe choice of� > 0

is independent of�;��. From (H.9) and (H.10),we obtain (H.4) because the function

x 7! g(x;y)wherey;x � 0.

A ppendix I.ProofofT heorem 13

Ifthetruestateis��1,theinequalities

P
M

w ;n

�1

�1
fTn =2 U�1;�g

� P
M f�

p
n

�1
f�� =2 U�1;�g sup

��=2U�1;�

P
E
n�

p
n

�1

�1

�

e
n(1� �n�

p
n )D (��k�1)P

E
n�

p
n

�1

�1
(!) < P

E
n�

p
n

�1

��
(!)

�

� 1� sup
��=2U�1;�

e
� n(1� �n�

p
n )D (��k�1)

hold.Since(1� �n�
p
n)! 1,wehave

lim
n! 1

�
1

n
logP

M
w ;n

�1

�1
fTn =2 U�1;�g= inf

��=2U�1;�

D (��k�1):

Thus,equation (56)isproven.Then,itim plies(57).

Next,we show the weak consistency of ~M w
�1
. Assum e thatthe true state �� isnot

��1.Then,wehave

P
M

w ;n

�1

�
fTn =2 U�;�ng

� P
M f�

p
n

�
f�� =2 U�;�ng

+ P
M f�

p
n

�
f�� 2 U�;�ng sup

��2U�;�n

P
E
n�

p
n

�1

�

�

e
n(1� �n�

p
n )D (��k�1)P

E
n�

p
n

�1

�1
(!)� P

E
n�

p
n

�1

��
(!)

�

;(I.1)

where �n :=
D (�k�1)

2

�
�
�Tr

d��
d�

(log��� log��1
)

�
�
�
�n. Since �n = 1

n
1
5

, the convergence P
M f�

p
n

�
f�� =2

U�;�ng! 0 holds.Also,therelation U�;�n � U�;�n�
p
n
holds.Ifwecan prove

sup
��2U�;�n

P
E n
�1

�

n
e
n(1� �n )D (��k�1)P

E n
�1

�1
(!)� P

E n
�1

��
(!)

o
! 0; (I.2)

weobtain

P
M

w ;n

�1

�
fTn =2 U�;�ng! 0: (I.3)

Thiscondition (I.3)isstrongerthantheweakconsistencycondition.Thus,itissu�cient

to show (I.2).
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From Lem m a 14,therelations

P
E n
�1

�

n
e
n(1� �n )D (��k�1)P

E n
�1

�1
(!)� P

E n
�1

��
(!)

o

= P
E n
�1

�

�
1

n

�
� logP

E n
�1

��
(!)+ logP

E n
�1

�1
(!)

�
+ D (��k�1)� �nD (��k�1)

�

= P
E n
�1

�

�
1

n

�
� logP

E n
�1

��
(!)+ logP

E n
�1

�1
(!)

�
+ Tr��(log��� � log��1)

� �nD (��k�1)+ Tr(�� � ���)(log��� � log��1)

�

� P
E n
�1

�

�

�
1

n
logP

E n
�1

��
(!)+ Tr��log��� � �nD (��k�1)+ Tr(�� � ���)(log��� � log��1)

�

+ P
E n
�1

�

�
1

n
logP

E n
�1

�1
(!)� Tr��log��1 � �nD (��k�1)+ Tr(�� � ���)(log��� � log��1)

�

� exp�

�

n sup
0� t� 1

�
�nD (��k�1)+ Tr(�� � ���)(log��� � log��1)� Tr��log���

�
t

� t
(k+ 1)log(n + 1)

n
� logTr���

� t
��

�

+ exp�

�

nsup
0� t

�
�nD (��k�1)+ Tr(�� � ���)(log��� � log��1)+ Tr��log��1

�
t� logTr���

t
�1

�

(I.4)

hold.In thefollowing,weassum ethatj�� ��j� �n.Since�n =
D (�k�1)

2

�
�
�Tr

d��
d�

(log��� log��1
)

�
�
�
�n,we

can derive�nD (��k�1)+ Tr(��� ���)(log���� log��1)�
1

2
D (�k�1)�n + O (�2n).Substituting

t= s�n,wehave

sup
��2U�;�n

1

n�2n

�

n sup
0� t� 1

(�nD (��k�1)+ Tr(�� � ���)(log��� � log��1)� Tr��log���)t

� t
(k+ 1)log(n + 1)

n
� logTr���

� t
��

�

� sup
��2U�;�n

1

�2n

�

(
1

2
D (�k�1)�n + O (�2n)� Tr��log���)s�n � s�n

(k+ 1)log(n + 1)

n

+ Tr��log���s�n �
1

2
(Tr��(log���)

2
� (Tr��log���)

2)s2�2n + O (�3n)

�

� sup
��2U�;�n

1

�2n

�
1

2
D (�k�1)s�

2
n + O (�3n)� s�n

(k+ 1)log(n + 1)

n

�
1

2
(Tr��(log���)

2
� (Tr��log���)

2)s2�2n + O (�3n)

�

!
1

2
D (�k�1)s�

1

2

�
Tr��(log��)

2
� (Tr��log��)

2
�
s
2 (asn ! 1 )

= �
1

2

�
Tr��(log��)

2
� (Tr��log��)

2
�
�

s�
D (�k�1)

2(Tr��(log��)
2 � (Tr��log��)

2)

� 2
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+
D (�k�1)

2

8(Tr��(log��)
2 � (Tr��log��)

2)
:

Thus,wehave

lim
n! 1

sup
��2U�;�n

1

n�2n

�

n sup
0� t� 1

(�nD (��k�1)+ Tr(�� � ���)(log��� � log��1)� Tr��log���)t

� t
(k+ 1)log(n + 1)

n
� logTr���

� t
��

�

�
D (�k�1)

2

8(Tr��(log��)
2 � (Tr��log��)

2)
> 0: (I.5)

Also,weobtain

sup
��2U�;�n

1

n�2n

�

nsup
0� t

(�nD (��k�1)+ Tr(�� � ���)(log��� � log��1)+ Tr��log��1)t� logTr���
t
�1

�

� sup
��2U�;�n

1

�2n

�

(
1

2
D (�k�1)�n + O (�2n)+ Tr��log��1)s�n � Tr��log��1s�n

�
1

2
(Tr��(log��1)

2
� (Tr��log��1)

2)s2�2n + O (�3n)

�

= sup
��2U�;�n

1

�2n

��
1

2
D (�k�1)s�

1

2

�
Tr��(log��1)

2
� (Tr��log��1)

2
�
s
2

�

�
2
n + O (�3n)

�

!
1

2
D (�k�1)s�

1

2
(Tr��(log��1)

2
� (Tr��log��1)

2)s2 (asn ! 1 ):

Therefore,

lim
n! 1

sup
��2U�;�n

1

n�2n

�

nsup
0� t

(�nD (��k�1)+ Tr(�� � ���)(log��� � log��1)+ Tr��log��1)t� logTr���
t
�1

�

�
D (�k�1)

2

8(Tr��(log��1)
2 � (Tr��log��1)

2)
> 0: (I.6)

Sincen�2n ! 1 ,relation (I.2)followsfrom (I.4),(I.5)and (I.6).

A ppendix J.Pinching m ap and group theoreticalview point

Appendix J.1.Pinching m ap in non-asym ptotic setting

In thefollowing,weproveLem m a 14 and constructthePVM E n
� aftersom ediscussions

concerning the pinching m ap in the non-asym ptotic setting and group representation

theory. In this subsection, we present som e de�nitions and discussions ofthe non-

asym ptoticsetting.

A state� iscalled com m utativewith a PVM E (= fEig)on H if�Ei= E i� forany

indexi.ForPVM sE (= fE igi2I);F(= fFjgj2J),thenotation E � F m eansthatforany

index i2 I thereexistsa subset(F=E )i oftheindex setJ such thatE i=
P

j2(F=E )i
Fj.

Fora state�,wedenoteby E (�)thespectralm easureof� which can beregarded asa

PVM .Thepinching m ap EE with respectto a PVM E isde�ned as

EE :� 7!
X

i

E i�Ei; (J.1)
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which is an a�ne m ap from the set of states to itself. Note that the state E E (�)

iscom m utative with a PVM E . Ifa PVM F = fFjgj2J iscom m utative with a PVM

E = fE igi2I,wecan de�nethePVM F � E = fFjE ig(i;j)2I� J,which satis�esF � E � E

and F � E � F.Forany PVM E ,thesuprem um ofthedim ension ofE i isdenoted by

w(E ).

Lem m a 22 LetE be a PVM such thatw(E ) < 1 .Ifstates� and � are com m utative

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

D (�k�)� logw(E )� D (EF (�)kEF (�))� D (�k�):

Thislem m a followsfrom Lem m a 23 and Lem m a 24 below.

Lem m a 23 Let� and � be states.Ifa PVM F satis� esE (�)� F,then

D (�k�)= D (EF (�)kEF (�))+ D (�kEF (�)): (J.2)

Proof: Since E (�)� F and F iscom m utative with �,we have TrEF (�)logEF (�)=

Tr�log�. Since � is com m utative with log�, we have TrEF (�)log� = Tr�log�.

Therefore,weobtain thefollowing:

D (EF (�)kEF (�))� D (�k�)= TrEF (�)(logEF (�)� logEF (�))� Tr�(log� � log�)

= TrEF (�)(logEF (�)� log�):

Thisproves(J.2).

Lem m a 24 LetE and F be PVM ssuch thatE � F.Ifa state � iscom m utative with

E ,we have

D (�kEF (�))� logw(E ): (J.3)

Proof: Let ai := TrE i�Ei and �i := 1

ai
E i�Ei. Then, we have � =

P
i
ai�i,

EF (�)=
P

i
aiEF (�i),

P
i
ai= 1.Therefore,

D (�kEF (�))=
X

i

TrE i�(log� � logEF (�))=
X

i

TrE i�Ei(E ilog�Ei� E ilogEF (�)Ei)

=
X

i

aiD (�ikEF (�i))� sup
i

D (�ikEF (�i))= sup
i

(Tr�ilog�i� TrEF (�i)logEF (�i))

� � sup
i

TrEF (�i)logEF (�i)� sup
i

logdim E i= logw(E ):

Thus,weobtain inequality (J.3).

Letusconsideranothertypeofinequality.

Lem m a 25 LetE be a PVM such thatw(E ) < 1 .Ifthe state � iscom m utative with

E ,and ifa PVM M satis� esthatM � E ,we have

� � EM (�)w(E ) (J.4)

�
� t
� EM (�)

� t
w(E )� t (J.5)

for1� t� 0.
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Proof: Itissu�cientfor(J.4)to show

� � kEM (�); (J.6)

foranystate� and anyPVM M on ak-dim ensionalHilbertspaceH .Now,itissu�cient

to prove(J.6)in thepurestatecase.Forany �; 2 H ,wehave

h jkEM (j�ih�j)� j�ih�jj i= k

kX

i= 1

h jM ij�ih�jM ij i�

�
�
�
�
�

kX

i= 1

h jM ij�i

�
�
�
�
�

2

� 0:

The last inequality follows from Schwartz inequality for vectors fh jM ij�ig
k
i= 1 and

f1gki= 1. It is wellknown that the function u 7! �u� t (0 � t � 1) is an operator

m onotonefunction [40].Thus,(J.4)im plies(J.5).

Lem m a 26 Ifa PVM M iscom m utative with a state � and w(M )= 1,we have

PM
�

�
logPM

� (!)� a
	
� exp

�

� sup
0� t

�
at� logTr��t

�
�

(J.7)

forany state �.

Proof: From M arkov’sinequality,wehave

pfX � ag � exp��t(X ;p;a) (J.8)

�t(X ;p;a):= at� log

Z

e
tX (!)

p(d!):

Sincew(M )= 1,therelation
P

!
PM
� (!)P

M
� (!)

t= TrEM (�)EM (�)
t holds.Ityields

�t(logP
M
� ;P

M
� ;a)= at� logTrEM (�)EM (�)

t= at� logTr��t:

Thus,weobtain (J.7).

Lem m a 27 Assum e thatE and M are PVM s such thatw(E ) < 1 ;w(M )= 1 and

M � E .Ifthe states� and �0 are com m utative with E ,we have

PM
�

�
� logPM

�0(!)� a
	
� exp

�

� sup
0� t� 1

�
(a� logw(E ))t� logTr��0

� t
��

: (J.9)

Proof: If0� t� 1,wehave

�t(� logPM
�0;P

M
� ;a)= at� logTrEM (�)EM (�

0)� t= at� logTr�EM (�
0)� t

� at� logw(E )tTr��0
� t

(J.10)

� (a� logw(E ))t� logTr��0
� t
; (J.11)

where(J.10)followsfrom Lem m a 25.Therefore,from (J.8)and (J.11),weobtain (J.9).
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Appendix J.2.Group representation and itsirreducible decom position

In this subsection, we consider the relation between irreducible representations and

PVM s for the purpose ofconstructing the PVM E n
� and a proofofLem m a 14. Let

V be a �nite-dim ensionalvectorspace overthe com plex num bersC. A m ap � from a

group G to the generalized lineargroup ofa vectorspace V iscalled a representation

on V ifthe m ap � is hom om orphic, i.e., �(g1)�(g2) = �(g1g2); 8g1;g2 2 G. The

subspace W ofV is called invariantwith respect to a representation � ifthe vector

�(g)w belongsto the subspace W forany vectorw 2 W and any elem entg 2 G.The

representation � is called irreducible ifthere is no proper nonzero invariant subspace

ofV with respect to �. Let �1 and �2 be representations ofa group G on V1 and

V2,respectively. The tensored representation �1 
 �2 ofG on V1 
 V2 is de�ned as

(�1 
 �2)(g)= �1(g)
 �2(g),and thedirectsum representation �1 � �2 ofG on V1 � V2

isalso de�ned as(�1 � �2)(g)= �1(g)� �2(g).

In the following,we treata representation � ofa group G on a �nite-dim ensional

Hilbert space H . The following fact is crucialin later argum ents. There exists an

irreducibledecom position H = H 1 � � � � � Hl such thattheirreduciblecom ponentsare

orthogonalto oneanotherifforany elem entg 2 G thereexistsan elem entg� 2 G such

that�(g)� = �(g�),where �(g)� denotes the adjoint ofthe linear m ap �(g). W e can

regard the irreducible decom position H = H 1 � � � � � Hl asthe PVM fPH i
gli= 1,where

PH i
denotestheprojection to H i.Iftwo representations�1 and �2 satisfy thepreceding

condition,thetensored representation �1 
 �2 also satis�esit.Notethatin general,an

irreducible decom position ofa representation satisfying the preceding condition isnot

unique.In otherwords,wecannotuniquely de�nethePVM from such arepresentation.

Appendix J.3.Construction ofPVM E n
� and the tensored representation

In this subsection, we construct the PVM E n
� after the discussion of the tensored

representation.Letthedim ension oftheHilbertspaceH bek.Concerning thenatural

representation �SL(H ) of the speciallinear group SL(H ) on H , we consider its n-th

tensored representation �

 n

SL(H )
:= �SL(H )
 � � � 
 �SL(H )| {z }

n

on the tensor product space

H 
 n.Forany elem entg 2 SL(H ),therelation �SL(H )(g)
� = �SL(H )(g

�)holdswhere the

elem ent g� 2 SL(H )denotes the adjointm atrix ofthe m atrix g. Consequently,there

existsan irreducibledecom position of�
 n
SL(H )

regarded asa PVM and wedenotetheset

ofsuch PVM sby Ir
 n.

From W eyl’sdim ension form ula ((7.1.8)or(7.1.17)in W eyl[41]and Goodm an and

W allach [42]),the n-th sym m etric tensor product space is the m axim um -dim ensional

space in the irreducible subspaces with respect to the n-th tensored representation

�

 n

SL(H )
. Its dim ension equals the repeated com bination kH n evaluated by kH n =

�
n+ k� 1

k� 1

�
=
�
n+ k� 1

n

�
= n+ 1H k� 1 � (n + 1)k� 1.Thus,any elem entE n 2 Ir
 n satis�es:

w(E n)� (n + 1)k� 1: (J.12)
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Lem m a 28 A PVM E n 2 Ir
 n iscom m utative with the n-th tensorproductstate �
 n

ofany state � on H .

Proof: Ifdet� 6= 0,thislem m a istrivialbased on thefactthatdet(�)� 1� 2 SL(H ).If

det� = 0,there existsa sequence f�ig
1
i= 1 such thatdet�i 6= 0 and �i ! � asi! 1 .

W e have �
 ni ! �
 n asi! 1 . Because a PVM E n 2 Ir
 n iscom m utative with �

 n
i ,

itisalso com m utative with �
 n.

D e�nition 29 W e can de� ne the PVM En � E (�
 n)for any PVM E n 2 Ir
 n. Now

wede� nethePVM En� satisfyingw(E
n
�)= 1,E n

� � E n � E (�
 n
�
)fora PVM E n 2 Ir
 n.

Note thatthe E n
� isnotunique.

ProofofLem m a 14: From Lem m as 26 and 27,(J.12) and the de�nition ofE n
�,we

obtain Lem m a 14.

ProofofLem m a19: From Lem m a22,(J.12)andthede�nitionofE n
�,weobtainLem m a

19.

A ppendix K .Large deviation theory for an exponentialfam ily

In this section,we review the large deviation theory for an exponentialfam ily. A d-

dim ensionalprobability fam ily is called an exponentialfam ily ifthere exist linearly

independentreal-valued random variablesF1;:::;Fd and aprobability distribution pon

theprobability space
 such thatthefam ily consistsoftheprobability distribution

p�(d!):= exp

 
dX

i= 1

�
i
Fi(!)�  (�)

!

p(d!)

 (�):= log

Z




exp

 
dX

i= 1

�
i
Fi(!)

!

p(d!):

In this fam ily,the param etric space is given by � := f� 2 R
dj0;<  (�) < 1 g,the

param eter� iscalled thenaturalparam eterand thefunction  (�)iscalled thepotential.

W e de�ne the dualpotential�(�)and the dualparam eter�(�),called the expectation

param eter,as

�i(�):=
@ (�)

@�i
= log

Z




Fi(!)p�(d!)

�(�):= m ax
�0

 
dX

i= 1

�
0i
�i(�)�  (�0)

!

:

From (K.1),wehave

�(�)=

dX

i= 1

�
i
�i(�)�  (�):
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In thisfam ily,the su�cientstatisticsaregiven by F 1(!);:::;Fd(!).The M LE �̂(!)is

given by �i(̂�(!))= Fi(!).TheKL divergence D (�k�0):= D (p�kp�0)iscalculated by

D (�k�0)=

Z




log
p�(!)

p�0(!)
p�(d!)=

Z




X

i

(�i� �
i
0)Fi(!)+  (�0)�  (�)p�(d!)

=
X

i

(�i� �
i
0)�i(!)+  (�0)�  (�)= �(�)+  (�0)�

X

i

�
i
0�i(!)

= m ax
�0

 
X

i

�
0i
�i(�)�  (�0)

!

+  (�0)�
X

i

�
i
0�i(�)

= m ax
�0

X

i

(�0i� �
0i
0)�i(�)� log

Z




exp

 
X

i

(�i� �
i
0)Fi(!)

!

p�(d!):

Next,we discuss the n-i.i.d.extension ofthe fam ily fp�j� 2 �g. For the data

~!n := (!1;:::;!n) 2 
n, the probability distribution pn�(~!n) := p�(!1):::p�(!n) is

given by

p
n
�(~!n)= exp

 

n
X

i

�
i
Fn;i(~!n)� n (�)

!

p
n(d~!n)

p
n(d~!n):= p(d!1):::p(d!n)

Fn;i(~!n):=
1

n

nX

k= 1

Fi(!k):

Sincetheexpectation param eteroftheprobability fam ily fpn�j� 2 �gisgiven by n�i(�),

theM LE �̂n(~!n)isgiven by

n�i(̂�n(~!n))= nFn;i(~!n): (K.1)

ApplyingCram �er’sTheorem [36]totherandom variablesF1;:::;Fd and thedistribution

p�0,forany subsetS � R
d wehave

inf
�2S

sup
�02Rd

 
X

i

�
0i(�i� E�0(Fi))�  �0(�

0)

!

� lim
n! 1

�1

n
logpn�0f

~Fn 2 Sg

� inf
�2intS

sup
�02Rd

 
X

i

�
0i(�i� E�0(Fi))�  �0(�

0)

!

;

where

E�0(Fi)):=

Z




Fi(!)p�(d!)

 �0(�):=

Z




exp

 
X

i

�
i
Fi(!)

!

p�(d!)

~Fn(~!n):= (Fn;1(~!n);:::;Fn;d(~!n));

and intS denotestheinteriorofS,which isconsistentwith (Sc)c.Since

sup
�02Rd

 
X

i

�
0i(�i� E�0(Fi))�  �0(�

0)

!

= sup
�02Rd

 
X

i

�
0i(�i� �i(�0))�  (�0)

!

+  (�0)= D (�k�0)
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and them ap � 7! D (�k�0)iscontinuous,itfollowsfrom (K.1)that

lim
n! 1

�1

n
logpn�0f�̂n 2 � 0

g= inf
�2�0

D (�k�0)

forany subset� 0� �,which isequivalentto(76).Conversely,ifan estim atorfT n(~!n)g

satis�estheweak consistency

lim
n! 1

p
n
�fkTn(~!n)� �k > �g ! 0; 8� > 0;8� 2 �;

then,sim ilarly to (33),wecan prove

lim
n! 1

�1

n
logpn�0fTn(~!n)2 � 0

g� inf
�2�0

D (�k�0):

Therefore,we can conclude that the M LE is optim alin the large deviation sense for

exponentialfam ilies.

A ppendix L.Estim ation ofspectrum for unitary invariant fam ily

Supposethata m ulti-param etricquantum statefam ily S satis�es

U�U
�
2 S;for8� 2 S;

and thatthe vector p(�) = (p1(�);:::;pd(�)) satis�es pi(�) � pi+ 1(�),where d is the

dim ension ofH .Keyland W erner’sestim ator ~M K W = fM n
K Lg satis�es

lim
�1

n
logP

M n
K W

�
 n fp̂ 2 R g = inf
p2R

D (pkp(�)); (L.1)

where R isa subsetconsisting ofd-nom ialdistributions[28]. Conversely,ifa sequence

ofestim ators ~M = fM ng satis�es

PM n

�
 n fkp̂ � p(�)k > �g ! 0; 8� > 0;8� 2 S;

then wecan show

lim sup
�1

n
logPM n

�
 nfp̂ 2 R g � inf
p(�)2R

D (�k�) (L.2)

by a sim ilarway to (33).Since

m in
U :unitary

D (U�U �
k�)= D (p(�)kp(�));

the RHS of(L.2) equals the RHS of(L.1). Therefore,Keyland W erner’s estim ator

~M K W isoptim alin thesenseoflargedeviation.Now,weconsideraparam etricsubspace

fp�j� 2 �g ofd-nom ialdistributions.Assum ethatp(�)= p�0,then

lim
�! 0

1

�2
inf

k�� �0k> �
D (p�kp�0)=

1

2
m in
k�k= 1

J�;i;j�i�j; (L.3)

where J�;i;j isFisherinform ation m atrix offp�j� 2 �g. Since the convergence ofthe

LHS of(L.3)isuniform and theRHS of(L.3)iscontinuousfor�,thebound oftheweak

consistency coincideswith thebound ofthestrong consistency.
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