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W e show how to quantify the optim al tradeo between the am ount of lnfom ation retrieved by
a quantum m easurem ent in estin ating an unknown spin coherent state and the disturbance on the
state itself, and how to derive the corresponding m inim um -disturbing m easurem ent.
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I. NTRODUCTION

The tradeo between Inform ation retrieved from a
quantum m easurem ent and the disturbance caused on
the state of a quantum system is a fundam ental concept
ofquantum m echanics and has received a lot of attention
n the lterature 0, 12,15,14,15,16,13,18,19,110,111,112, 153,
14,115,116,117%,118,119,120]. Such an issue is studied for
both foundations and is enomm ous relevance in practice,
In the realn of quantum key distrbution and quantum
cryptography 21,122].

Q uantitative derivations of such a tradeo have been
obtained in the scenario of quantum state estin ation
23,124]. The optin al tradeo has been derived in the
follow ing cases: In estin ating a single copy of an un-—
know n pure state [1], m any copies of ddentically prepared
pure qubits [@] and qudits [14], a single copy of a pure
state generated by independent phase-shifts [L3], an un—
known m axin ally entangled state [L8], an unknown co—
herent state [L7] and G aussian state [L9]. E xperin ental
realization ofm inin akdisturbing m easurem entshasbeen
also reported [15,/17]. Recently, the optin altradeo has
been also derived for quantum state discrin nation [RQ].

The problem is typically the follow ing. O ne perform s
a measuram ent on a quantum state picked (random ly,
or according to an assigned a priori distribution) from a
known set, and evaluates the retrieved nform ation along
w ith the disturbance caused on the state. To quantify
the tradeo between informm ation and disturbance, one
can adopt twomean delities [1]: the estin ation delity
G, which evaluates on average the best guess we can do
of the origial state on the basis of the m easurem ent
outcom e, and the operation delity F, which m easures
the average resam blance of the state of the system after
the m easurem ent to the originalone.

In this paper, we study the optin al tradeo between
estin ation and operation delities when the state is a
com pletely unknown spin coherent state.

Our resuls will be obtained by exploiting the group
sim m etry of the problem , which allow s us to restrict our
analysis on covariant m easurem ent instrum ents. In fact,
the property of covariance generally leads to a striking

URL:http://www.qubit.it

sim pli cation ofproblem sthatm ay look intractable, and
has been thoroughly used in the context of state and
param eter estim ation R3,124].

T he derivation ofthe optim altradeo for soin coherent
state estim ation m ight nd application in the problem of
how to achieve a secure distribution of a private shared
directional reference fram e 25, [126]. This task can be
achieved by setting up a secure classical key using reg—
ular quantum key distribution, and then converting this
Into a private shared reference fram e using the technique
of Ref. R€]. However, i is conceivable that there m ay
be som ebene t to using a di erent, m ore direct protocol
wherein one sends the system s by encoding the direc—
tional infom ation over the public channel and m onitors
for eavesdropping upon them . If the signal states were
SU (2) coherent states, then the question of how much
security can be achieved depends on the nature of the
inform ation gain| disturbance tradeo .

T he paper is organized as follow s. In Sec. Iwebrie y
review the conoept of spin coherent states. In Sec. IIT
we show that the tradeo between estim ation and dis-
turbance can be studied without loss of generality by
considering m easurem ent instrum ents w ith a covariant
symm etry with respect to the rotation group. In Sec.
IV we show how to quantify the optin al inform ation—
disturbance tradeo and to obtain the corresponding
m inin um disturbing m easurem ent. W e close the paper
In Sec. V wih concluding rem arks.

II. SPIN COHERENT STATES

In the n nie dim ensional space of the ham onic os-
cillator states we can construct the creation and annii-
lation operators, a¥;a, ocbeying the boson com m utation
relation |;a¥]= 1. The coherent states of such a system
(ham onic oscillator coherent states) are eigenvectors of
the annihilation operator aj i = J i and can be ob-
tained as displacem ents of the ground state i:

ji=D ()Pi;
An in portant property of such coherent states is that
they satisfy the lower bound on product of the disper-
sions of the position and m om entum operators (or the

quadrature operators) required by the H eisenberg uncer-
tainty relation.

D ()= exp(a¥ a): 1)
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T he concept of coherent states is not restricted to the
In nite din ensional space. In a nite din ensional space
one can Introduce di erent kinds of coherent states 27].
In this paper we shall concentrate on so called spin co—
herent states (SU (2) coherent states), which we de ne
below .

Let us consider the H ibert space of spin states w ith
total spin j, hence wih dimension d= 23+ 1. By dn i,
m = Js 1;7, we denote the basis con—
sisting of the eigenvectors of J, operator. Spin coherent
states are de ned as rotations ofthe \ground" state j ji
by unitary operators from the irreducible SU ) repre—
sentation in the 27+ 1 din ensional space:

i (Jx sin

j; i=R;Jj ju R, =e Jyeos ). )
The operatorR ; correspondsto a rotation by the angle

around the axisn = [sh ; oos ;0]. For j= 1=2 the
din ension ofthe space isd= 2 (qubit). In this case spin
coherent states are actually all the pure states in the
space (every pure state can be descrbed by a direction
on the Bloch sphere). In higher dim ensions, however,
soin coherent states constitute only a subset in the set of
all states of a given H ibert space, and, m oreover, they
approach ham onic oscillator coherent states when the
din ension ofthe space tends to in niy [2€].

O ne can decom pose a spin coherent state j ; i in the
J,—elgenvectors basis as follow s [27]
. 1=2
mi; i 2 @)
J+m Jj m
sin — cos— e 0rm)
2 2

A spin coherent state in a Hibert space H, wih
dim @) = 2j+ 1 willbe wrtten as j gi = Ug] Ji,
where Uy is a unitary irreducible representation of the
SU ) group In din ension d 29]. W hen perform ing av—
erages on group param eters, for convenience we w ill take
the porm alized nvariant H aarm easure dg overthe group,
ie. SU @) dg= 1,and wewillalso om i SU 2) from the
sym bolof Integral.

III. COVARIANT INSTRUMENTS FOR THE
ROTATION GROUP

A measurem ent process on a quantum state w ith
outcom es frg is described by an instrum ent [30], nam ely
a set of trace-decreasing com pletely positive (CP) m aps
fE,g. Each map is a superoperator that provides the
state after the m easurem ent

Ec[]

Y OTHE. [ g @
along w ith the probability of outcom e
Pr= TrfE, [ ]g : 5)

T he set of positive operators £ , = Ef [Ilg, where _ de-
notesthe dualm ap satisfying TrfE- R ]1Bg= TrfAEB g
for all A and B, is known as positive operatorvalied
measure POVM ),Pand nom alization requires the com —
pleteness relation prEr = I. This is equivalent to re—
quire that themap | E, istracepreserving. In the ol
Iow ingwew illdenotea SU (2) unitary m ap asUy, nam ely
Ugl 1= Uy UY.Notice that Uy = U .
The operation delity F evaluates on average how

m uch the state after them easurem ent resem bles the orig—
nalone, n tem s of the squared m odulus of the scalar
product. Hence, or a m easurem ent of an unknown spin
coherent state, one has

Z x
F= dg h 3y

r

E GO 3ih jig3 3i;  6)

By adopting a guess function f, for each m easurem ent

outcom e r one guesses a spin coherent states Jj ¢ ()1, and

the corresponding average estim ation delity is given by
Z

G = dg

r

h e3P0

X

TrfE, G0 Jih Jig

Jih 33 £t 7

W e are interested In the optin altradeo between F and
G, and w tthout loss of generality we can restrict our at—
tention to covariant instrum ents, that satisfy

U; B U=EFEg i @®)
In fact, or any nstrum ent fE, g and guess function f, it

tums out that the covarant instrum ent

X
g = Un

r

Uy B Gy W ©)

w ih continuous outcome h 2 SU (d), along wih the
guess j pi, provides the sam e values of F and G as the
original instrum ent fE,g. M oreover, for covariant instru-
m entsthe optin alguess function autom atically tumsout
to be the dentity function.

Tt isusefiilnow to consider the Jam iolkow skirepresen—
tation [31, 132], that gives a one-to-one correspondence
between a CP map E from H;, to H oyt and a positive
operatorR on H o+ H iy through the equations

E()= Thn [(Tout R1;
R=E In)jih J; 10)

where j i represents the (unnom alized) m axim ally en-—
tangled state of Hij, H iy, and  denotes the transpo—
sition on the xed basis. W hen E is trace preserving,
correspondingly one has Tyt R]1 = I, . For covariant
instrum ents B4 as in Eq. [§), the operator R4 acts on
H 2, and has the om
Ry = Uyqg

U RoUY U ; 1)



Where denotescom plex conjugation) with Ry, 0, and
the trace-preserving condition
Z
dgTn Rgl= 1: 12)

From Eq. [[) and the identity (Schur's kemm a for irre—
ducble group representations [33])

7
TriX ]

Trfl]

dgUyX UY = I; 3)

it ©llow s that condition [I2) is equivalent to
TrRol= 23+ 1: (14)

Iv. OPTIMAL INFORMATION-DISTURBANCE
TRADEOFF

For covariant instrum ents, the expressions of the -
delitiesF and G In Egs. [6) and [@) can be rew ritten as
follow s

z Z
F = dg dhh jP; B GO 3Jih jJj 31
z
= dgh j¥E;0 3Jth jI3 Ii; 15)
z Z
G = dg dhTrfE, GF jih jig
h 3Py &0 Jih 333 3
= dgTrfEg[J Jih Jig
h 3¥,0 3ih 333 3i; 1e)

where the covariance property [8) and the invariance
of the Haar m easure have been used. M oreover, us—
ing the isom orphisn [I0), we can write F and G as

F = TrRFRo]andG = TrRGRo], WheIeRF and Rg
are the follow Ing positive operators
z
Rr = dgUg Uy, 3 3Fh jj°uf U, ; an
Z
Rg = dgh 393 3iFfT ©,3 3ih 33U,)
= I Tnl@ 3jih jj DRrel: 18)

U sing Schur’s lemm a for reducible group representations
33], one can evaliate the group integralin Eq. [I7) from

the dentity
b4
dgUy U, YUY U,
z
= dgU, UgY UJ UJ
= * Trl Pyt ; @9
TP,

w here denotes the partial transpose on the second
H ibert space, and P; representsthe pro fctoron the sub-

space ofH H wih totalspin 1. Then, one has
Ry = ! P,.; (20)
F 49+ 1 37
R ! I TnlG Jjih jj I)Pasl (21)
= b i1
G 45+ 1 1130 3 J3 23

The optim al tradeo between F and G can be found
by looking for a positive operator Ry that satis es the
tracepreserving condition [I4) and m axim izes a convex
com bination
PG+ (1 p)F = TrfpRe + @ PpPRr Rog; (22)

where p 2 [0;1] controls the tradeo between the qual-
ity ofthe state estim ation and the quality of the output
replica of the state. Then, Ry will provide a covariant
Instrum ent that achieves the optim al tradeo . In fact,
we are Interested in m axin izing the operation delity
F = TrRrRy], Pra xed value of the estin ation -
delity G = TrRgRg]. This is equivalent to m axin izing
the convex com bination [22)). Thdeed, suppose that for a
given value of p, we nd R, that maxin izes R2). It is
clear that for G = TrRgRo] thism ap yilds m axin um
possble F , because any higher F would increase [22).

Tt tums out that for any p the eigenvector correspond—
ng to the m aximum eigenvalue of C (p) PR + (1
P)Rr isnon degenerate and of the form [34]

X3
anp nini; (23)

n= J

ji=

w ith suitable positive fa, g. Upon takingR ( proportional
to j ih jand satisfying [14), the corresponding covariant
Instrum ent w ill then be optim al.

N otice that one has
F 23+ 1 1; 24)
T4+l !
G ! G 23+ 1 G ; (25)
29+ 1 45+ 1 meax

where G, 5 isthe optim alestin ation delity w ith corre-
soonding operation delity Fp, i, and G i, corresponds
to the value of G for a random guess of the unknown
state. ThevaluesGy, ax, Fn in fOrthe optin alestin ation
are obtained orRy = 23+ 1)j jih 33 ?, corresponding
to a quantum m easurem ent descrbed by spin coherent
state POVM , ie.
Eg( )= @3+ 1)Jgih gJ Jgih 43: (6)
O n the other hand, the vah,rl)esF =land G = Gy iy are
cbtained rRo = @j+ 1) .. _ ;;nim;m jwhich
corresponds to the identity operation.
O nce one recognizes that the eigenvector j i is of the
form as in Eq. [23), the optim ization problem can be



rew ritten as
1 X7
= — m ax anamcfnn 7)
4j+ 1 fa,g . !
nm= 3
w ith the constraints
1 X , X3 ,
yEw] ald, ;=G ; aZ =23+ 1; (8)
J n= j n= j

where G,;; denotes C lebsch-6 ordan coe cients c
hj;n;Jj;m j27j);n + m i. Notice that from the property

hj;n;him in+ mi=

( )2 Ingm;hnin+ mi 29)

it ©llow s that them atrix (G, ) is symm etric. O ne can
solved num erically such a constrained m axin ization, thus
obtaining the optin altradeo between the operation and
the estin ation delities, along w ith the corresponding
optin alm easurem ent nstrum ent

Eq ()= Ug Ug Uy Ug; (30)

. P o
with = [ _ 5an himi.

Forexam ple, in thehistogram ofF ig. 1, weplot the op—
tin alcoe cients fa , g for the m inin um disturbing m ea—
surem ent ofa soin coherent statew ith j= 2 and xed es—
tin ation delity G = 1=2, forwhich the m aximum value
of the operation delity F 7 0:795 is achieved.
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FIG.1l: Optim al coe cients fa , g that provide through Eqg.
[30) them inim um -disturbing m easurem ent or the estin ation

of a spin coherent state wih j = 2 and xed estim ation -

delity G = 1=2, forwhich them axin um value ofthe operation
delity F ’ 0:795 is achieved.

W e can introduce two nom alized quantities that can
be Interpreted as the average nfomm ation I retrieved
from the quantum m easurem ent and the average distur-
bance D a ecting the origihalquantum state as ollow s:

G Gp i
I= ———==—; 31)
Gmax ij.n
and
1 F
D= ———: (32)
1 Fuin

Clarly,onehas0 I

FIG .2: O ptin al nform ation-disturbance tradeo in estim at—
ing an unknown spin coherent state for j = 1 (solid line),
and a ham onic oscillator coherent state (dotted line), where
I and D are de ned through Egs. (3Il) and [32) in tem s of
the estin ation and operation delities G and F , respectively.
For given valie of the retrieved infom ation I, the curveD (I)
are a lower bound for the disturbance of any m easurem ent
Instrum ent.

In Fig. 2 (solid line) we plot the optim al nform ation—
disturbance tradeo , or 3 = 1. The curve D (I) rep-—
resents a lower bound for the disturbance of any m ea—
surem ent instrum ent that gathers inform ation I. The
bound is achieved by a covariant instrum ent as in Eq.
[30). The optinal tradeo D (I) depends very slighly
on the value of the spin j. In fact, it is known that
forj ! 1 , spin coherent states approach the standard
coherent states of ham onic oscillator R8]. From Eg.
(5) of Ref. [17], for ham onic oscillator coherent states
one can obtain the follow ng expression for the optin al
Inform ation-disturbance tradeo

r_
D@OM=1 M ; (33)
2 17
which hasbeen plotted in dotted line in ];E)Jg 2.

W e can consider the quantity Tr[ ]= ;_ ,a, asa
global quantity that characterizes the m easurem ent in-—
strum ent of Eq. [30) achieving the optin altradeo . In
fact, using Jensen’s inequality, one has

p2j+1 Tr[ ] 23+ 1; (34)
w here the lower and upper bound correspond to the op—
tin al estin ation map [28) and the identity map @ ith
no Infom ation neither disturbance), respectively. No—
tice that Tr[ ] is related to the proction of the optin al
bjpart]i:i;e.vector Ry on the m axin ally entalibg]ed vector
ji= . ; 7ipiby the relation Tr[ 1= h R oJi.
In Fig. 3, we plt the value of Tr[ ] for the m Inin um -
disturbing m easurem ent versus the inform ation, for spin

i= 1.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In conclusion, we have shown how to derive the optin al
tradeo between the quality ofestim ation ofan unknow n
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FIG . 3: The quantity Tr[ ] for the m easurem ent instrum ent
ofEqg. [B0) that achieves the optin alinfom ation-disturbance
tradeo versus the Infom ation I, or spin j= 1.

spin coherent state and the degree the initial state hasto
be changed by this operation. T he optin altradeo can
be achieved by a covariant m easurem ent Instrum ent as
in Eq. [30). By suitable nom alization of the estin ation
and operation delities, the optin altradeo is shown to
be alm ost independent of the value of the spin j.

In the case of estim ation of an unknown pure state
[1] or m axin ally entangled state [L8], the m ininum —
disturbing m easurem ent is sin ply the \coherent super-
position" of the m easurem ent instrum ent for optim ales-
tin ation and the identity m ap, nam ely the K raus op—

erators achieving the optin al Infom ation-disturbance
tradeo are just the sum ofthose corresponding to m ax—
Inum nform ation extraction and m Inim um disturbance.
For soin coherent state, the solution is m ore com plex.
T his is due to the fact that the derivation of the tradeo
In a covariant estin ation problem involvesthe evaluation
ofgroup integralsasin R and Rg . G enerally, such inte—
gralsgivea sum ofN operators,whereN isthenumberof
invariant subspacesofthe representation Uy Uy, and the
optim alK raus operators are the sum ofN corresponding
tem s. For pure states or m axim ally entangled states,
Uy 2 SU (d) in dimension d, and N = 2 (the symm etric
and antisym m etric subspaces) . For soin coherent states,
Uy isa unitary irreducible representation ofSU (2) in di-
mension 2j+ 1, and the Invariant subspaces ofUg Uy
areN = 23+ 1. Correspondingly, the K raus operators
of the m InIn um disturbing m easurem ent are given by a
sum of27j+ 1 operators.

A cknow ledgm ents

Stin ulating discussions wih G . Chirbella and P.
Perinotti are acknow ledged. This work has been spon—
sored by M inistero taliano dell’U niversita e della R icerca
M IUR) through FIRB (2001) and PRIN 2005.

[L1W .Heisenberg, Zeitsch.Phys. 43, 172 (1927).
R1 K .W odkiew icz, Phys. Lett. A 124, 207 (1987).
BIM .0 .Scully,B - .Englert,and H .W alther, Nature 351,
111 (1991).
A] S.Stenholm , Ann.Phys. 218, 233 (1992).
B] B 6 .Englert, Phys.Rev. Lett. 77, 2154 (1996).
6] C.A .Fuchsand A .Peres, Phys.Rev.A 53,2038 (1996).
[71 K .Banaszek, Phys.Rev.Lett. 86, 1366 (2001).
B] C.A .Fuchs and K. Jacobs, Phys. Rev. A 63, 062305
(2001).
P] K . Banaszek and I.Devetak, Phys. Rev.A 64, 052307
(2001).
[10] H . Bamum , quantph/0205155.
111G .M .D 'A riano, Fortschr.Phys. 51, 318 (2003).
2] M .0 zawa, Ann.Phys.311, 350 (2004).
3] L.M ista Jr., J.F urasek, and R .Filip, Phys.Rev.A 72,
012311 (2005).
4] L. M ista Jr. and J. Fiurasek, Phys. Rev. A 74, 022316
(2005) .
[L5] F. Sciarrino, M . Ricci, F.De M artini, R. Filp, and L.
M ista Jr., Phys.Rev.Lett. 96, 020408 (2006).
[16] L.M accone, Phys.Rev.A 73, 042307 (2006).
171U .L.Andersen, M . Sabuncu, R . Filip, and G . Leuchs,
Phys.Rev.Lett. 96, 020409 (2006).
[l8] M .F.Sacchi, Phys.Rev.Lett. 96, 220502 (2006).
9IM .G.Genoniand M . G.A . Paris, Phys. Rev.A 74,
012301 (2006).
RO] F.Buscem iand M . F. Sacchi, Phys.Rev.A 74, 052320
(2006) .
R1]1C.H.Bennett and G . Brassard, in P roceedings of the
IEEE Intemational Conference on Com puters, System s,

and Signal P rocessing, Bangalore, India (IEEE, New
York, 1984), p. 175; C. H. Bennett, Phys. Rev. Lett.
68,3121 (1992); N .G isih,G .Rbordy, W .T ittel, and H .
Zbinden, Rev.M od.Phys. 74, 145 (2002).

R2]1 A .K . Ekert, Phys. Rev. Lett. 67, 661 (1991); Nature
358,14 (1992).

R31A . S. Holvo, P rokabilistic and Statistical A spects of
Quantum Theory (N orth Holland, Am sterdam , 1982).

R4]1 S. M assar and S. Popescu, Phys. Rev. Lett. 74, 1259
(1995); R .Derka,V .Buzek, and A .K .Ekert, Phys.Rev.
Lett. 80, 1571 (1998); J. I. Latorre, P.Pascual, and R .
Tarrach, Phys. Rev. Lett. 81, 1351 (1998); G .V dal, J.
I. Latorre, P. Pascual, and R . Tarrach, Phys. Rev. A
60, 126 (1999); A.Ac n, J. I. Latorre, and P. Pascual,
Phys.Rev.A 61, 022113 (2000); G . Chirbella, G .M .
D 'A riano, P . Perinotti, and M . F . Sacchi, Phys.Rev. A
70, 062105 (2004); G . Chirbella, G.M . D 'Arano, P.
Perinotti, and M .F .Sacchi Phys.Rev.Lett. 93, 180503
(2004); G .Chirbella, G .M .D A rano, and M .F . Sacchi,
Phys.Rev.A 72, 042338 (2005).

R5] S.D .Bartlkett, T . Rudolph, and R .W . Spekkens, P hys.
Rev.A 70,032307 (2004).

6] G. Chirbella, L. M accone, and P. Perinotti, eprint
quant-ph/0608042|.

R7]1 A . Perelom ov, Generalized Coherent States and T heir
A pplications (SpringerVerlag, Berlin, 1986).

R8]F.T .Arecchi, E.Courtens, R .G ilm ore, and H . Thom as,
Phys.Rev.A 6, 2211 (1972).

R9] M ore precisely, a soin coherent state corresponds to a
point of the two-din ensional sphere s? = SU (2)=U @),
w here the quotient group SU (2)=U (1) takes into account


http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0205155
http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0608042

the stability group U (1) corresoonding to the rotations
around the J, -axis, which leave the state j Jji invariant,
a part from irrelevant phase factor.

BOJE.B.Daviesand J.T Lewis,Commun.M ath.Phys.17,
239 (1970); K. Kraus, States, E ects, and O perations
(SpringerVerlhg, Berln, 1983); M . Ozawa, J. M ath.
Phys.25, 79 (1984).

B1] A . Jam iokow ski, Rep.M ath.Phys. 3, 275 (1972).

B2]M .F.Sacchi, Phys.Rev.A 63, 054104 (2001).

B3] D .P.Zhelobenko, C om pact Lie G roups and T heir R epre—
sentations (A m erican M athem atical Society, P rovidence,
R1I, 1973).

[34] Such a resul can be checked, for exam ple, by m eans of
the powerm ethod [35].

B5] E . Isaacson and H .B K eller, Analysis of num ericalm eth—
ods Dover,N.Y ., 1994).



