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Q uantum inform ation becom es classicalw hen distributed to m any users
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Any physicaltransform ation thatequally distributesquantum inform ation overalargenum berM
ofuserscan be approxim ated by a classicalbroadcasting ofm easurem entoutcom es. The accuracy
ofthe approxim ation isatleastofthe orderO (M �1 ). In particular,quantum cloning ofpure and
m ixed statescan beapproxim ated via quantum stateestim ation.Asan exam ple,foroptim alqubit
cloning with 10 output copies, a single user has error probability perr > 0:45 in distinguishing
classicalfrom quantum output| a value close to the errorprobability ofthe random guess.

PACS num bers:03.67.H k,03.65.Ta

Di�erently from classicalinform ation, which can be
perfectly read outand copied,quantum inform ation can-
not,since nonorthogonalquantum statescan be neither
perfectly distinguished [1],norperfectly copied [2].Since
idealdistribution ofquantum inform ation isim possible,
one is then interested in the perform ance lim its ofop-
tim aldistribution,and such interest has focused m uch
attention in the literature to the problem of optim al
cloning[3].O ptim alcloningconsistsin �ndingthephysi-
caltransform ation thatconvertsN copiesofapurestate,
random ly drawn from a given set,into the bestpossible
approxim ation ofM > N copiesofthesam estate.M ore
recently,the analogous problem for m ixed states (opti-
m albroadcasting)hasbeen considered [4].In both cases
ofpureand m ixed states,theoptim altransform ation re-
quiresa coherentinteraction oftheinputsystem swith a
set ofancillae. O n the other hand,classicalincoherent
schem es,such asthem easure-and-prepare| wheretheN
initialcopiesarem easured and M copiesofan estim ated
stateareprepared| aresuboptim alforany �nite M .

W hen cloning pure states, the m easure-and-prepare
schem ebecom esoptim alin theasym ptoticlim itM ! 1

in allknown kinds ofcloning. This leads to conjecture
that pure state cloning is asym ptotically equivalent to
quantum state estim ation [5, 6], a conjecture recently
proved in Ref.[7].Essentially,the lineofproofisthata
sym m etriccloningtransform ationwith M = 1 ,whenre-
stricted to singleclones,m ustbean entanglem entbreak-
ing channel,whence it can be realized by the m easure-
and-prepare schem e [8]. Such an argum ent, however,
doesnotprovideanyestim ateofthegoodnessoftheclas-
sicalschem e for �nite num ber M ofoutput copies,the
situation ofinterestforapplicationsand experim ents.

In this letter we analyze the generalclass of quan-
tum channels that equally distribute quantum inform a-
tion to M users, producing output states that are in-
variantunderperm utations. Thisclasscontainscloning
as a specialcase. W e willshow that for M su�ciently
large any channelofthe classcan be e�ciently approx-
im ated by a classicalm easure-and-prepare channel. In-
deed,we willshow that from the point ofview ofsin-
gle users the states produced by the quantum and by

the classicalchannelsare alm ostindistinguishable,with
probability oferrorapproaching the random guessvalue
1=2 at rate at least �=M ,� constant. M ore generally,
forany group ofk users,thecoherentand theincoherent
schem esproducethesam ereduced statewithin an accu-
racyk�=M .Thisalsoim pliesthatentanglem entbetween
theoutputcopiesasym ptotically disappearsatany given
orderk:forlargeM onlythek-partiteentanglem entwith
k = O (M )can survive.ThescalingM � 1 isageneralup-
per bound holding for allphysicaltransform ationsthat
equally distributequantum inform ation am ong M users,
including pure state cloning and m ixed state broadcast-
ing. O f course for speci�c transform ations the actual
scaling can be even faster.
The m athem aticaldescription ofa quantum channel

that transform s states on the Hilbert space H in into
states on the Hilbert space H out is provided by a com -
pletely positive trace-preserving m ap E. Since here we
focus on channels that distribute quantum inform ation
to M users, we have H out = H 
 M , with H denoting
the single user’s Hilbert space. M oreover,since we re-
quire the inform ation to be equally distributed am ong
allusers,for any input state � on H in the state E(�)
m ustbe invariantunder perm utationsofthe M output
spaces. Invariance underperm utationsim pliesthatany
group ofk userswillreceivethe sam estate

�
(k)

out = TrM � k[E(�)]; (1)

Trn denoting partialtraceovern outputspaces,no m at-
terwhich ones.In particular,each singleuserreceivesthe
sam estate�(1)out = TrM � 1[E(�)].In thefollowing,wewill
nam e a channelwith the above propertiesa channelfor
sym m etric distribution ofinform ation (SDI-channel,for
short).O urgoalwillbeto approxim ateany SDI-channel

E with a classicalchanneleE,corresponding to m easure
theinputand broadcastthem easurem entoutcom e,with
each user preparing locally the sam e state accordingly.
Such channelshavethe specialform

eE(�)=
X

i

Tr[Pi�]�

 M

i
; (2)
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where the operators fPig represent the quantum m ea-
surem ent perform ed on the input (Pi > 0;

P

i
Pi =

11in),and �i is the state prepared conditionally to the
outcom e i. The accuracy ofthe approxim ation is given
by the trace-norm distance jj�(1)out � ~�(1)outjj1 = Trj�(1)out �

~�(1)outjbetween the single user output states. The trace-
norm distancegovernsthedistinguishability ofstates[1],
nam ely the m inim um error probability perr in distin-
guishing between two equally probable states�1 and �2

isgiven by

perr =
1

2
�
1

4
jj�1 � �2jj1 ; (3)

and for sm alldistancesitapproachesthe random guess
value perr = 1=2. In our case,a sm alldistance jj�(1)out �

~�(1)outjj1 m eansthatasingleuserhaslittlechanceofdistin-
guishing between the outputsofthe two channelsE and
eE by any m easurem enton hislocalstate.In addition,to
discuss the m ultipartite entanglem entin the state �(k)out,

we willconsider the distance jj�(k)out � ~�(k)outjj1. Since the

state ~�(k)out com ing from eE in Eq.(2)isseparable,a sm all
distance m eans that any group of k users has a little
chanceofdetecting entanglem ent.
Thekey idea ofthisletteristo gettheapproxim ation

of SDI-channels exploiting the invariance of their out-
putstatesunderperm utations.In fact,perm utationally
invariantstateshave been thoroughly studied in the re-
search aboutquantum deFinettitheorem [9],wherethe
goalis to approxim ate any such state � on H 
 M with
a m ixture ofidentically prepared states ~� =

P

i
pi�


 M

i
.

In particular,aswe willsee in the following,the recent
techniquesofRef.[10]provideavery usefultooltoprove
ourresults. Forsim plicity,we will�rststartby consid-
ering the specialcase ofSDI-channelwith outputstates
in the totally sym m etric subspace H 
 M

+ � H
 M ,which
is the case,for exam ple,ofthe optim alcloning ofpure
states. Then,allresultswillbe extended to the general
caseofarbitrary SDI-channels.
In orderto approxim atechannelsweusethefollowing

�nite version ofquantum de Finettitheorem ,which is
proved with thesam etechniquesofRef.[10],with aslight
im provem entofthe bound given therein [11]:

Lem m a 1 For any state � on H

 M

+ � H
 M ,consider
the separable state

~� =

Z

d p( )j ih j
 M ; (4)

where the probability distribution p( )isgiven by

p( )= Tr[�  �]; � = d
+

M
j ih j


 M
; (5)

where d denotesthe norm alized Haarm easureoverthe
pure states j i2 H ,and d

+

M
= dim (H 
 M

+ ). Then,one
has

jj�
(k)

� ~�(k)jj1 6 4sM ;k; sM ;k

:
= 1�

s

d
+

M � k

d
+

M

; (6)

�(k) denoting the reduced state �(k) = TrM � k[�].

P roof. The identity in the totally sym m etric subspace
H


 n

+ � H
 n can be written as

11+n = d
+

n

Z

d Pn( ); (7)

where Pn( ) = j ih j
 n. Using Eq.(7) with n =
M � k,we can write �(k) = d

M � k

+

R
d �k( ), where

�k( ) = TrM � k

�
� 11
 k 
 PM � k( )

�
. O n the other

hand,the reduced state ~�(k) can be written as ~�(k) =
d
+

M

R
d Pk( ) �k( ) Pk( ). Then,the di�erence be-

tween �(k) and ~�(k),denoted by � (k),isgiven by

� (k) = d
+

M � k

Z

d 

"

�k( )�
d
+

M

d
+

M � k

Pk( )�k( )Pk( )

#

:

Notice that the integrand on the r.h.s. has the
form A � B AB , with A( ) = �k( ) and B ( ) =
q

d
+

M
=d

+

M � k
Pk( ).Using therelation

A � B AB = A(11� B )+ (11� B )A � (11� B )A(11� B ) (8)

weobtain

� (k) = d
+

M � k

�
C + C

y
� D

�
; (9)

where

C =

Z

d A( )[11� B ( )] ; (10)

D =

Z

d [11� B ( )] A( ) [11� B ( )] : (11)

TheoperatorC iseasily calculated using the relation
Z

d �k( )Pk( )=

Z

d TrM � k[� PM ( )]

=
TrM � k[�]

d
+

M

=
�(k)

d
+

M

;

which followsfrom Eq.(7)with n = M .In thisway we
obtain C = sM ;k=d

+

M � k
�(k) . Since C is nonnegative,

we have jjC jj1 = Tr[C ] = sM ;k=d
+

M � k
. M oreover,due

to de�nition (11) also D is nonnegative,then we have
jjD jj1 = Tr[D ]= Tr[C + C y],as follows by taking the
trace on both sides ofEq.(9). Thus,the norm ofD is
jjD jj1 = 2jjC jj1.Finally,taking the norm on both sidesof
Eq.(9),and using triangularinequality wegetjj� (k)jj6

4d+
M � k

jjC jj1 = 4sM ;k,thatisbound (6). �
Sincethedim ension ofthetotally sym m etricsubspace

H

 n

+ is given by d+n =
�
d+ n� 1

n

�
; d

:
= dim (H ),forM �

kd the ratio d
+

M � k
=d

+

M
tends to 1� k(d� 1)

M
. Therefore,

Lem m a 1 yields

jj�
(k)

� ~�(k)jj1 6
2(d� 1)k

M
; M � kd; (12)
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i.e. the distance between �(k) and the separable state
~�(k) vanishesask=M .
W ith the abovelem m a,weareready to provethe ap-

proxim ation theorem forSDI-channelswith outputin the
totally sym m etricsubspace:

T heorem 1 Any SDI-channelE with output states in
the totally sym m etric subspace H 
 M

+ � H
 M can be ap-
proxim ated by a classicalchannel

eE(�)=

Z

d Tr[P �]j ih j

 M

; (13)

where P is a quantum m easurem ent (P > 0 andR
d P = 11in). For large M ,the accuracy ofthe ap-

proxim ation is

jj�
(k)

out� ~�(k)outjj1 6
2(d� 1)k

M
; M � kd: (14)

P roof. Considerthe channelE� in the Heisenberg pic-
ture, de�ned by the relation Tr[O E(�)] = Tr[E�(O )�]
for any state � on H in and for any operator O on
H out. Since the channel E is trace-preserving, E� is
identity-preserving, nam ely E

�(11out) = 11in. Apply-
ing Lem m a 1 to the output state �out = E(�),we get
~�out =

R
d Tr[�  E(�)]j ih j
 M .Since Tr[�  E(�)]=

Tr[E�(�  )�],by de�ning P 
:
= E

�(�  ),we im m ediately

obtain that ~�out = eE(�),with eE asin Eq.(13).The op-
eratorsfP g representa quantum m easurem enton H in,
sincethey areobtained by applyingacom pletely positive
identity-preserving m ap to �  ,which isa m easurem ent
on H out. Finally,the bound (14)then followsfrom Eq.
(12). �
Theabovetheorem provesthatforlargeM the quan-

tum inform ation distributed to a single user can be ef-
�ciently replaced by the classicalinform ation aboutthe
m easurem entoutcom e .In fact,the single useroutput
statesofthechannelsE and eE becom ecloserand closer|
and therefore less distinguishable| asM increases. For
largeM ,the errorprobability in distinguishing between
�
(1)

out and ~�(1)out hasto satisfy the bound

perr >
1

2
�
d� 1

2M
; (15)

nam ely itapproaches1=2 atrateM � 1.Forexam ple,for
qubitsEq.(15)givesalreadywith M = 10an errorprob-
ability perr > 0:45,quitecloseto theerrorprobability of
a purely random guess. M ore generally,the bound (14)
im pliesthatforany group ofk usersthere isalm ostno
entanglem entin thestate�(k)out,sinceitiscloseto a com -
pletely separable state. As the num ber ofusers grows,
m ultipartite entanglem ent vanishes at any �nite order:
only k-partiteentanglem entwith k = O (M )can survive.
Applying ourapproxim ation theorem to theparticular

caseofpurestatecloning,weobtain a com pleteproofof
itsasym ptoticequivalencewith stateestim ation.In fact,

taking E asan optim alpurestatecloning,thechanneleE
yields an approxim ation ofE based on state estim ation
(them easurem entoutcom esofP arein oneto onecor-
respondence with the pure stateson H ). O n one hand,
when applied to a pure state j�i, the optim alcloning

gives �delity Fclon = h�j�
(1)

outj�i. O n the other hand,
since the m easurem ent P gives a possible estim ation
strategy,the �delity ofthe optim alestim ation Fest can-
notbe sm allerthan h�j~�(1)outj�i.Therefore,the di�erence
between the two �delitiescan be bounded as

0 6 Fclon � Fest 6 jj�
(1)

out� ~�(1)outjj1 6
2(d� 1)

M
; M � d;

(16)
nam ely it approacheszero atrate 1=M . A partfrom a
constant,thisistheoptim alrateonecan obtain in agen-
eralfashion holdingforany kind ofpurestatecloning.In
fact,1=M istheexactratein thecaseofuniversalcloning,

whereFclon � Fest =
N (d� 1)

M (N + d)
(see[12]forthesingle-clone

�delity). In addition,from Eq. (16)itim m ediately fol-
lows that any quantum cloning m ap for large num bers
N ofinput copies is approxim ated by state estim ation,
since forcloning one has M > N ,and M is necessarily
large. In this way we proved the asym totic equivalence
beteween cloning and state estim ation for any kind of
cloning (see also the following Theorem 2 for the gen-
eralcaseofH out 6= H


 M

+ ),foreitherlargeN orlargeM
(see open problem sin Ref. [6]). W e em phasize thatthe
M = 1 result ofRef. [7]cannot be used to prove the
largeN asym ptotics.
Allresults obtained for SDI-channels with output in

the totally sym m etric subspace can be easily extended
to arbitrary SDI-channels,exploiting the fact that any
perm utationally invariantstate can be puri�ed to a to-
tally sym m etricone [10]:

Lem m a 2 Any perm utationally invariant state � on
H 
 M can be puri�ed to a state j�i 2 K


 M

+ � K
 M ,
where K = H 
 2.

O nce the state � has been puri�ed, we can apply
Lem m a 1 to the state j�i, thus approxim ating its re-
duced states.The reduced statesof� arethen obtained
by taking the partialtrace overthe ancillae used in the
puri�cation.Thisim pliesthe following

Lem m a 3 Forany perm utationally invariantstate � on
H 
 M , puri�ed to j�i 2 K


 M

+ , K = H 
 2, consider the
separable state

~� =

Z

d	 p(	)�(	) 
 M (17)

where d	 is the norm alized Haar m easure over the
pure states j	i 2 K, �(	) is the reduced state
�(	) = TrH [j	ih	j], and p(	) is the probability dis-
tribution given by p(	) = Tr[� 	 j�ih�j], with � 	 =



4

D
+

M
j	ih	j 
 M ,D +

M
= dim (K 
 M

+ ).Then,one has

jj�k;A � ~�k;A jj1 6 4SM ;k; SM ;k

:
= 1�

s

D
+

M � k

D
+

M

: (18)

P roof. Applying Lem m a 1 to � = j�ih�j,we get the
state ~� =

R
d	 p(	)j	ih	j 
 M .The state ~� isthen ob-

tained bytracingouttheancillaeused in thepuri�cation,
nam ely it is given by Eq.(17). Since partialtraces can
only decrease the distance,the bound (18)im m ediately
followsfrom the bound (6). �
Itisthen im m ediateto obtain the following:

T heorem 2 Any SDI-channelE can beapproxim ated by
a classicalchannel

eE(�)=

Z

d	 Tr[P 	 �]�(	)

 M

; (19)

where P	 is a quantum m easurem ent, nam ely P	 > 0
and

R
d	 P 	 = 11in. For large M ,the accuracy ofthe

approxim ation is

jj�
(k)

out� ~�(k)outjj1 6
2(d2 � 1)k

M
; M � kd

2
: (20)

Thistheorem extendsTheorem 1and allitsconsequences
to the case ofarbitrary SDI-channels. In particular,it
provesthatasym ptotically the optim alcloning ofm ixed
state can be e�ciently sim ulated via m ixed states esti-
m ation. The resultsofthe m easurem entP	 are indeed
in correspondencewith purestateson H 
 H ,and,there-
fore,with m ixed stateson H .Accordingly,theknowledge
oftheclassicalresult	 isenough to reproducee�ciently
the outputofthe optim alcloning m achine.
Notice the dependence on the dim ension ofthe single

user’sHilbertspace in both Theorem s1 and 2:increas-
ing d m akes the bounds (14) and (20) looser, leaving
m ore room to cloning/broadcasting ofgenuine quantum
nature.Rathersurprisingly,instead,thee�ciency ofour
approxim ationsdoesnotdepend on thedim ension ofthe
fullinputHilbertspace,e..g. itdoesn’tdepend on the
num berN oftheinputcopiesofa broadcasting channel.
No m atterhow largeisthe physicalsystem carrying the
inputinform ation,iftherearem any usersatthe output
thereisno advantageofquantum overclassicalinform a-
tion processing. Accordingly,ourresultscan be applied
to channelsfrom H 
 N to H 
 M ,even with M < N . As
long asM � kd2 any such channelcan be e�ciently re-
placed by a classicalone. In particular,this argum ent
holds also for the puri�cation ofquantum inform ation
[13,14]:ifM isenough large,any strategy forquantum
puri�cation can beapproxim ated by a classicalm easure-
and-prepare schem e. O nly for sm allM one can have a
really quantum puri�cation.
In conclusion, we have considered the general class

of quantum channels that equally distribute inform a-
tion am ong M users, showing that for large M any

such channelcan be e�ciently approxim ated by a clas-
sicalone,where the input system is m easured and the
m easurem ent outcom e is broadcast,and each user pre-
pares locally the sam e state accordingly. The approxi-
m ating channelcan be regarded asthe concatenation of
a quantum -to-classical channel(the m easurem ent),fol-
lowed by aclassical-to-quantum channel(thelocalprepa-
ration). Actually,the latter channelis needed only for
thesakeofcom parison with theoriginalquantum trans-
form ation to be approxim ated, since, due to the data
processing inequality,this additionalstage can only de-
crease the am ountofinform ation contained in the clas-
sicalprobability distribution ofm easurem entoutcom es.
Therefore, asym ptotically, there is no broadcasting of
quantum inform ation,butjustan announcem entofthe
classicalinform ation extracted by a m easurem ent. In
synthesis,we cannot distribute m ore inform ation than
whatwe areableto read out.
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