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Quantum inform ation becom es classical w hen distributed to m any users
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A ny physical transform ation that equally distrbutes quantum inform ation over a large num berM
of users can be approxin ated by a classical broadcasting of m easurem ent outcom es. T he accuracy

of the approxim ation is at least of the order O M

1y, In particular, quantum cloning of pure and

m ixed states can be approxim ated via quantum state estim ation. A s an exam ple, for optim alqubit
cloning with 10 output copies, a single user has error probability perr > 0:45 in distinguishing
classical from quantum output| a value close to the error probability of the random guess.

PACS numbers: 03.67Hk, 03.65.Ta

D1ierently from classical inform ation, which can be
perfectly read out and copied, quantum inform ation can—
not, since nonorthogonal quantum states can be neither
perfectly distinguished [L], nor perfectly copied R2]. Since
ideal distribution of quantum inform ation is in possble,
one is then interested in the perform ance lim is of op-—
tin al distribution, and such interest has focused m uch
attention in the literature to the problem of optinal
cloning [3]. O ptim alcloning consists in nding the physi-
caltransform ation that convertsN copiesofa pure state,
random Iy drawn from a given set, Into the best possble
approxin ation ofM > N copiesofthe sam e state. M ore
recently, the analogous problem for m ixed states (opti-
m albroadcasting) hasbeen considered #]. In both cases
ofpure and m ixed states, the optin altransform ation re—
quires a coherent Interaction ofthe input system sw ith a
set of ancillae. O n the other hand, classical incoherent
schem es, such as them easure—and—prepare| where the N
Initialcopiesarem easured and M copies ofan estim ated
state are prepared| are suboptim al forany niteM .

W hen cloning pure states, the m easure-and-prepare
schem e becom esoptim alin the asym ptoticlm tM ! 1
In all known kinds of cloning. This lads to confcture
that pure state cloning is asym ptotically equivalent to
quantum state estim ation [b, 6], a congcture recently
proved in Ref. [7]. E ssentially, the line of proof is that a
symm etric cloning transform ationwithM = 1 ,when re-
stricted to single clones, m ust be an entanglem ent break—
ing channel, whence i can be realized by the m easure-
and-prepare scheme [B]. Such an argum ent, however,
does not provide any estin ate ofthe goodness ofthe clas—
sical schem e for nite number M of output copies, the
situation of Interest for applications and experin ents.

In this ltter we analyze the general class of quan-
tum channels that equally distribute quantum inform a—
tion to M users, producing output states that are in-
variant under pem utations. T his class contains cloning
as a special case. W e will show that forM su ciently
large any channel of the class can be e ciently approx—
In ated by a classical m easure-and-prepare channel. In—
deed, we will show that from the point of view of sin—
gk users the states produced by the quantum and by

the classical channels are alm ost indistinguishable, w ith
probability of error approaching the random guess value
1=2 at rate at least =M , constant. M ore generally,
for any group ofk users, the coherent and the incoherent
schem es produce the sam e reduced state w ithin an accu—
racy k =M . Thisalso In pliesthat entanglem ent betw een
the output copies asym ptotically disappears at any given
orderk: for largeM only the k-partite entanglem entw ith
k= 0 M ) can survive. The scalingM ! isa generalup-
per bound holding for all physical transform ations that
equally distrbute quantum inform ation am ongM users,
Incliding pure state cloning and m ixed state broadcast—
Ing. O f course for speci ¢ transform ations the actual
scaling can be even faster.

T he m athem atical description of a quantum channel
that transform s states on the Hibert space H i, Into
states on the H ibert space H ,yt+ is provided by a com —
plktely positive tracepreserving map E. Since here we
focus on channels that distribute quantum nform ation
to M users, we have Hoye = H M, with H denoting
the single user’s H ibert space. M oreover, since we re—
quire the Inform ation to be equally distribbuted am ong
all users, for any input state on Hj, the state E( )
m ust be Invariant under pem utations of the M output
spaces. Invariance under pem utations in plies that any
group of k users w ill receive the sam e state
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T1, denoting partialtrace overn output spaces, nom at—
terw hich ones. In particular, each single user receives the
smestate L\ =T 1 E()]. I the blowing, we will
nam e a channelw ith the above properties a channel for
sym m etric distrdbution of inform ation (SD I-channel, for
short). O urgoalw illbe to approxin ate any SD I-channel
E with a classical channel B, corresponding to m easure

the Input and broadcast the m easurem ent outcom e, w ith

each user preparing locally the sam e state accordingly.
Such channels have the special form

X

B()= TrP; 1,7 ; @)
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w here the operators fP;g represent the quanbg,m mea—
surem ent perform ed on the input ®; > 0; ;Pi =
1i,), and ; is the state prepared conditionally to the
outcom e i. The accuracy of the approxin ation is given

. (1) (1) . . (1)
by the tracenom distance j ;¢ ~acd = TrJoue

ét)tj between the single user output states. The trace-
nom distance govems the distinguishability of states [1],
namely the m ninum error probability perr In distin-
guishing between two equally probable states ; and -
is given by
1 1.
2 2 J1
and for am all distances i approaches the random guess

value perr = 1=2. In our case, a snall distance j ét)t

ét)tj m eans that a single user has little chance ofdistin—
guishing between the outputs of the two channels E and
£ by any m easurem ent on his Iocal state. Tn addition, to

discuss the m ultipartite entanglem ent in the state )

out’
. . . . (k k)
we wﬂloons:der the distance j éu)t éu)tl .

state ~ t com ing from & in Eq.(2) is separabl, a sn all
dJstanoe m eans that any group of k users has a little
chance of detecting entanglem ent.

T he key idea of this letter is to get the approxin ation
of SD I-channels exploiting the invariance of their out—
put states under pem utations. In fact, perm utationally
Invariant states have been thoroughly studied in the re—
search about quantum de F inetti theorem [P], where the
goal is to approxin ate any such state  ongH M wjth
a m xture of identically prepared states ~= | ps .1
In particular, as we w ill see In the follow ing, the recent
techniques ofRef. [L0]provide a very usefiiltoolto prove
our results. For sim plicity, we will rst start by consid—
ering the special case of SD I-<channelw ith output states
in the totally symm etric subspace H , ™ H M ,which
is the case, for exam ple, of the optin al cloning of pure
states. Then, all resuls w ill be extended to the general
case of arbitrary SD I<channels.

In order to approxin ate channels we use the ollow Ing

nite version of quantum de F inetti theorem , which is
proved w ith the sam e techniques ofR ef.[10], w ith a slight
In provem ent of the bound given therein [11]:

Perr = 23 s 3)

Since the

Lemm a 1 For any state H M, consider

the separabk state
Z

on H,

~= d p()3ih " ; @
where the probability distriution p(
1; =d, 3ih3%; ©
where d denotes the nom alized H aar m easure over the
pure states j 12 H, and d;, = dim ®," ). Then, one
has

) is given by

p( )= Tr|

S

: dy
3% 95645y x5 sua=1 d;k; ®)

) denoting the reduced state ) = Ty [ 1.

P roof. The dentity in the totally sym m etric subspace
H," H " can bewritten as

z

1, =d, d Pa(); )
where P, () = jih j©° UsingpEq.(7) with n =
M k, we can write ® = d! * 4 (), where
k() = Tm « 1% By () On the other

hang, the reduced state ~®) can be written as ~% =

d;y d Px() x()Px(). Then, the di erence be-
tween ® and ~*), denoted by &), is given by
Z n d;:[ #
&) _ g
= dy d k() - () x ()P ()
* SV
Notice that the integrand on the rh.s. has the
gjnnA BAB, with A () = () and B () =
dy =d, , Px ( ).Using the relation
A BAB=A@ B)+ (I B)A oL B)A@ B) B)
we obtain
W=qg L, c+c¥ D ; ©)
where
Z
c = d A()@ B()]; (10)
Z
D = d @I B()IA()@X B()I: A1)

T he operator C is easily calculated using the relation

7 7
d x()Px()= d Tm x[ Pu ()]
Tm [ ] (k).
d, a

which ollows from Eq. (7) withn=M . In thisway we
obtain C = sy x=d, , * . Sinoce C is nonnegative,
wehave £ = TrC]= sy x=d, ,. M oreover, due
to de niion (11) also D is nonnegative, then we have
P i = Trb]l= TrC + CY], as ollows by taking the
trace on both sides of Eg.(9). Thus, the nom ofD is
P G = 21 j . Finally, taking the nom on both sides of
Eqg. (9), and using triangular nequality we get § %' §6
4d; , ¥ 4 = 4su x, that isbound (6).

Since the din ension ofthe totaJJy symmetnc subspace

H," isgvenby d} = ¥ ' ;d= dm @), brM
kd the ratio d; ,=d; tendsto 1 %.Thereﬁ)re,
Lemma 1 yields
2d 1k
g wge 29 Doy G a2

M



ie. the distance between
~&) yanishes as k=M .

W ih the above lemm a, we are ready to prove the ap—
proxin ation theorem for SD I-channelsw ith output in the
totally sym m etric subspace:

&) and the separable state

Theorem 1 Any SD I-channel E with output states in

tkletotaJJysyrnmettjcsubspaceH+M H ™ can be ap-
proxim ated by a classical channel
Z
B()= d TrP 13in 3% ; 13)
yhere P is a quantum measurement ® > 0 and
d P = 1j,). For hrge M , the accuracy of the ap—
proxim ation is
. . 2@ 1k
G e eed 6 —w M kd: (14)

P roof. Consider the channelE in the H eisenberg pic—
ture, de ned by the relation TrPE( )] = TrE ©) 1
for any state on Hi, and for any operator O on

H out. Sihce the channel E is tracepreserving, E is
dentity-preserving, namely E (Loyt) = ILin. Apply-
ng Legpma 1 to the output state oyt = E( ), we get
~ut= d Tr[ E()]Jih 3" .ShoeTr[ E()]=

TrE ( ) l,byde nngP =E ( ),we immediately
obtain that ~out = B( ), with 8 asin Eq. (13). The op—
erators fP g represent a quantum m easurem enton H i, ,
since they are obtained by applying a com pletely positive
dentity-preserving m ap to , which is a m easurem ent
on H oyt. Finally, the bound (14) then ollow s from Eg.
12).
T he above theorem proves that for largeM the quan-—
tum inform ation distributed to a single user can be ef-
ciently replaced by the classical inform ation about the
m easurem ent outcom e . In fact, the single user output
states of the channelsE and B becom e closer and closer]|
and therefore less distinguishable| asM increases. For
large M , the error probability In distinguishing between

(it)t d ~((>11J)t has to satisfy the bound
S 1 d 1 . as)
Perr 2 oM H

nam ely it approaches 1=2 at rateM !.Forexam pl, for
qubisEq. (15) givesalreadywith M = 10 an errorprob—
ability perr > 045, quite close to the error probability of
a purely random guess. M ore generally, the bound (14)
In plies that for any group of k users there is aln ost no
entanglem ent in the state g];)t, since it is close to a com —
plktely separable state. A s the number of users grow s,
m ultipartite entanglem ent vanishes at any nite order:
only k-partite entanglementwih k= O M ) can survive.

A pplying our approxin ation theorem to the particular
case of pure state cloning, we obtain a com plete proofof
its asym ptotic equivalence w ith state estin ation. In fact,

taking E as an optin alpure state cloning, the channel &
yields an approxim ation of E based on state estim ation
(the m easurem ent outcom es ofP  are in one to one cor-
respondence w ith the pure stateson H ). On one hand,
when applied to a pure state j i, the optim al cloning
gives delity Fepn = h j4J i. On the other hand,
sihce the measurement P gives a possible estin ation
strategy, the delity of the optim al estim ation F st can—
not be am aller than h j~c(ﬂlJ)tj i. Therefore, the di erence
between the two delities can be bounded as

2d 1)
« (1) 1) .
Fest 6 J out But 6 T

06 Fcion ;M d;
16)
nam ely it approaches zero at rate 1=M . A part from a
constant, this is the optin alrate one can obtain in a gen-—
eralfashion holding for any kind ofpure state cloning. In
fact, 12M istheexact rate in the case ofuniversalcloning,
where F oion o (see [12] orthe sihgleclone
delity) . In addition, from Eqg. (16) i Inm ediately fol-
low s that any quantum cloning m ap for large num bers
N of nput copies is approxim ated by state estin ation,
sihce Por cloning one hasM > N , and M is necessarily
large. In this way we proved the asym totic equivalence
beteween cloning and state estin ation for any kind of
cloning (see also the ollow ng Theorem 2 for the gen-
eralcase ofH oy 6 H, " ), Preither lJarge N or large M
(see open problem s in Ref. [6]). W e em phasize that the
M = 1 result ofRef. [/] cannot be used to prove the
large N asym ptotics.

A 1l results cbtained for SD I-channels w ith output In
the totally sym m etric subspace can be easily extended
to arbitrary SD I<channels, exploiting the fact that any
pem utationally invariant state can be puri ed to a to-
tally sym m etric one [10]:

Fest =

Lemm a 2 Any pem utationally invariant state on
H ™ can ke puri ed to a state 512 K, " KM,
whereK = H 2.

Once the state has been puri ed, we can apply
Lemma 1 to the state j i, thus approxin ating its re—
duced states. T he reduced states of are then obtained
by taking the partial trace over the ancillhe used In the
purd cation. T his in plies the follow Ing

Lem m a 3 For any pem utationally invariant state on
H M, puriedto 312 K,"™ ,K = H 2, consider the
separabk state

~= d p() () ™" a7

where d is the nom alized Haar measure over the
pure states ji 2 K, () is the r=duced state

() = Try [ih J, and p( ) is the prokability dis-
tribution given by p() = Tr[ Jih j, wih =



+

Dy jihj ™,D) =din ®," ). Then, one has
S
"
“ “ : M k
Jkn 'R;A:ﬂ.6 4Sy Kk Swm k= 1 D+ 18)
M

P roof. ARpp]yjng Lemma 1l to = jih j we get the
state~= d p()Jjihj M .The state ~ is then ob-
tained by tracing out the ancillae used in the puri cation,
namely i is given by Eq.(17). Since partial traces can
only decrease the distance, the bound (18) inm ediately
follow s from the bound (©).

Tt is then In m ediate to obtain the follow Ing:

Theorem 2 Any SD I-channelE can ke approxim ated by
a clhssical channel

Z
B()= d TeP 1 () " ; 9)
wherg P is a quantum measurement, namely P > 0
and d P = 1j,. For arge M , the accuracy of the
approxin ation is
] . 2@ DLk
35 Hi6 — M ko : 20)

T histheorem extendsT heorem 1 and allits consequences
to the case of arbitrary SD Ichannels. In particular, it
proves that asym ptotically the optin alcloning ofm ixed
state can be e ciently sinulated via m ixed states esti-
mation. The results of the measurement P are indeed
In correspondence w ith pure stateson H H , and, there—
fore, w ith m ixed stateson H . A coordingly, the know ledge
ofthe classicalresult isenough to reproduce e ciently
the output of the optim al cloning m achine.

N otice the dependence on the din ension of the single
user’s H ibert space in both Theorem s 1 and 2: Increas—
Ing d m akes the bounds (14) and (20) looser, leaving
m ore room to cloning/broadcasting of genuine quantum
nature. R ather surprisingly, lnstead, the e ciency ofour
approxin ations does not depend on the din ension of the
full nput H ibert space, e. g. it doesn’t depend on the
numberN ofthe input copies of a broadcasting channel.
Nomatter how large is the physical system carrying the
nhput inform ation, if there are m any users at the output
there is no advantage of quantum over classical inform a—
tion processing. A cocordingly, our results can be applied
to channels from H ¥ toH ™ ,evenwih M < N .As
long asM kd? any such channelcan be e ciently re-
placed by a classical one. In particular, this argum ent
holds also for the purdi cation of quantum inform ation
[13,14]: ifM is enough large, any strategy for quantum
puri cation can be approxin ated by a classicalm easure—
and-prepare scheme. Only or snallM one can have a
really quantum puri cation.

In conclusion, we have considered the general class
of quantum channels that equally distrbute inform a—
tion among M users, showing that for large M any

such channel can be e ciently approxim ated by a clas-
sical one, 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. T he approxi-
m ating channel can be regarded as the concatenation of
a quantum -to-classical channel (the m easurem ent), ol
lowed by a classicatto-quantum channel (the localprepa—
ration). Actually, the latter channel is needed only for
the sake of com parison w ith the original quantum trans—
form ation to be approxin ated, since, due to the data
processing nequality, this additional stage can only de—
crease the am ount of inform ation contained in the clas-
sical probability distribution of m easurem ent outcom es.
T herefore, asym ptotically, there is no broadcasting of
quantum inform ation, but just an announcem ent of the
classical Inform ation extracted by a measurement. In
synthesis, we cannot distrdbute m ore Inform ation than
what we are able to read out.
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