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Inform ation-disturbance tradeo� for spin coherent state estim ation
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W e show how to quantify the optim altradeo� between the am ount ofinform ation retrieved by

a quantum m easurem entin estim ating an unknown spin coherentstate and thedisturbance on the

state itself,and how to derive the corresponding m inim um -disturbing m easurem ent.

PACS num bers:03.67.-a

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

The tradeo� between inform ation retrieved from a
quantum m easurem ent and the disturbance caused on
the stateofa quantum system isa fundam entalconcept
ofquantum m echanicsand hasreceived alotofattention
in the literature [1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11,12,13,
14,15,16,17,18,19,20]. Such an issue is studied for
both foundationsand itsenorm ousrelevancein practice,
in the realm ofquantum key distribution and quantum
cryptography [21,22].
Q uantitative derivations ofsuch a tradeo� have been

obtained in the scenario of quantum state estim ation
[23,24]. The optim altradeo� has been derived in the
following cases: in estim ating a single copy of an un-
known purestate[7],m any copiesofidentically prepared
pure qubits [9]and qudits [14],a single copy ofa pure
state generated by independentphase-shifts[13],an un-
known m axim ally entangled state [18],an unknown co-
herentstate [17]and G aussian state [19]. Experim ental
realization ofm inim al-disturbingm easurem entshasbeen
also reported [15,17].Recently,theoptim altradeo� has
been also derived forquantum statediscrim ination [20].
The problem istypically the following. O ne perform s

a m easurem ent on a quantum state picked (random ly,
oraccording to an assigned a prioridistribution)from a
known set,and evaluatestheretrieved inform ation along
with the disturbance caused on the state. To quantify
the tradeo� between inform ation and disturbance,one
can adopttwo m ean �delities[7]:the estim ation �delity
G ,which evaluateson averagethe bestguesswe can do
of the originalstate on the basis of the m easurem ent
outcom e,and the operation �delity F ,which m easures
the averageresem blance ofthe state ofthe system after
the m easurem entto the originalone.
In this paper,we study the optim altradeo� between

estim ation and operation �delities when the state is a
com pletely unknown spin coherentstate.
O ur results willbe obtained by exploiting the group

sim m etry oftheproblem ,which allowsusto restrictour
analysison covariantm easurem entinstrum ents.In fact,
the property ofcovariance generally leads to a striking

�
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sim pli�cation ofproblem sthatm ay look intractable,and
has been thoroughly used in the context of state and
param eterestim ation [23,24].
Thederivation oftheoptim altradeo�forspin coherent

stateestim ation m ight�nd application in theproblem of
how to achieve a secure distribution ofa private shared
directionalreference fram e [25, 26]. This task can be
achieved by setting up a secure classicalkey using reg-
ularquantum key distribution,and then converting this
into a privateshared referencefram eusing thetechnique
ofRef. [26]. However,it is conceivable that there m ay
besom ebene�tto using a di�erent,m oredirectprotocol
wherein one sends the system s by encoding the direc-
tionalinform ation overthe public channeland m onitors
for eavesdropping upon them . Ifthe signalstates were
SU (2) coherent states,then the question ofhow m uch
security can be achieved depends on the nature ofthe
inform ation gain| disturbancetradeo�.
Thepaperisorganized asfollows.In Sec.IIwebrie
y

review the concept ofspin coherent states. In Sec. III
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 with a covariant
sym m etry with respect to the rotation group. In Sec.
IV we show how to quantify the optim alinform ation-
disturbance tradeo� and to obtain the corresponding
m inim um -disturbing m easurem ent. W e close the paper
in Sec.V with concluding rem arks.

II. SP IN C O H ER EN T STA T ES

In the in�nite dim ensionalspace ofthe harm onic os-
cillatorstateswe can constructthe creation and annihi-
lation operators,ay;a,obeying the boson com m utation
relation [a;ay]= 1.Thecoherentstatesofsuch a system
(harm onic oscillatorcoherentstates)are eigenvectorsof
the annihilation operator aj�i = �j�i and can be ob-
tained asdisplacem entsofthe ground statej0i:

j�i= D (�)j0i; D (�)= exp(�ay � �
�
a): (1)

An im portant property ofsuch coherent states is that
they satisfy the lower bound on product ofthe disper-
sions ofthe position and m om entum operators (or the
quadratureoperators)required by theHeisenberg uncer-
tainty relation.

http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0610246v2
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The conceptofcoherentstatesisnotrestricted to the
in�nite dim ensionalspace.In a �nite dim ensionalspace
one can introduce di�erentkindsofcoherentstates[27].
In this paper we shallconcentrate on so called spin co-
herent states (SU (2) coherent states),which we de�ne
below.
Let us consider the Hilbert space ofspin states with

totalspin j,hence with dim ension d = 2j+ 1. By jm i,
m = � j;� j+ 1;:::;j� 1;j,we denote the basis con-
sisting ofthe eigenvectorsofJz operator.Spin coherent
statesarede�ned asrotationsofthe\ground"statej� ji
by unitary operators from the irreducible SU (2) repre-
sentation in the 2j+ 1 dim ensionalspace:

j�;�i= R�;�j� ji; R �;� = e
i�(Jx sin �� Jy cos�): (2)

TheoperatorR �;� correspondsto arotation by theangle
� around the axis~n = [sin�;� cos�;0].Forj= 1=2 the
dim ension ofthespaceisd = 2 (qubit).In thiscasespin
coherent states are actually allthe pure states in the
space (every pure state can be described by a direction
on the Bloch sphere). In higher dim ensions,however,
spin coherentstatesconstituteonly a subsetin thesetof
allstates ofa given Hilbert space,and,m oreover,they
approach harm onic oscillator coherent states when the
dim ension ofthe spacetendsto in�nity [28].
O ne can decom pose a spin coherentstate j�;�iin the

Jz-eigenvectorsbasisasfollows[27]

hm j�;�i =

�
2j

j+ m

� 1=2

(3)

�

�

� sin
�

2

� j+ m �

cos
�

2

� j� m

e
� i(j+ m )�

;

A spin coherent state in a Hilbert space H , with
dim (H ) = 2j + 1 willbe written as j gi = Ugj� ji,
where Ug is a unitary irreducible representation ofthe
SU (2)group in dim ension d [29]. W hen perform ing av-
erageson group param eters,forconveniencewewilltake
thenorm alizedinvariantHaarm easuredgoverthegroup,
i.e.

R

SU (2)
dg = 1,and we willalso om itSU (2)from the

sym bolofintegral.

III. C O VA R IA N T IN ST R U M EN T S FO R T H E

R O TA T IO N G R O U P

A m easurem ent process on a quantum state � with
outcom esfrg isdescribed by an instrum ent[30],nam ely
a setoftrace-decreasing com pletely positive (CP)m aps
fErg. Each m ap is a superoperator that provides the
stateafterthe m easurem ent

�r =
Er[�]

TrfEr[�]g
; (4)

along with the probability ofoutcom e

pr = TrfEr[�]g : (5)

The setofpositive operatorsf� r = E_r [I]g,where _ de-
notesthedualm ap satisfyingTrfE_[A]B g = TrfA E[B ]g
for allA and B , is known as positive operator-valued
m easure (POVM ),and norm alization requiresthe com -
pleteness relation

P

r
E_r = I. This is equivalent to re-

quirethatthem ap
P

r
Er istrace-preserving.In thefol-

lowingwewilldenoteaSU (2)unitarym ap asUg,nam ely
Ug[�]= Ug�U

y
g.NoticethatU

_
g = Ug� 1.

The operation �delity F evaluates on average how
m uch thestateafterthem easurem entresem blestheorig-
inalone,in term s ofthe squared m odulus ofthe scalar
product.Hence,fora m easurem entofan unknown spin
coherentstate,onehas

F =

Z

dg
X

r

h� jjU
_
g � Er � Ug[j� jih� jj]j� ji; (6)

By adopting a guess function f,for each m easurem ent
outcom eroneguessesa spin coherentstatesj f(r)i,and
thecorresponding averageestim ation �delity isgiven by

G =

Z

dg
X

r

TrfEr � Ug[j� jih� jj]g

� h f(r)jUg[j� jih� jj]j f(r)i: (7)

W eareinterested in theoptim altradeo� between F and
G ,and withoutlossofgenerality we can restrictourat-
tention to covariantinstrum ents,thatsatisfy

U
_
g � Eh � Ug = Eg� 1h : (8)

In fact,forany instrum entfErg and guessfunction f,it
turnsoutthatthe covariantinstrum ent

eEh =
X

r

Uh � U
_
f(r)� Er � Uf(r)� U

_
h (9)

with continuous outcom e h 2 SU (d), along with the
guessj hi,providesthe sam e valuesofF and G asthe
originalinstrum entfErg.M oreover,forcovariantinstru-
m entstheoptim alguessfunction autom aticallyturnsout
to be the identity function.
Itisusefulnow to considertheJam io lkowskirepresen-

tation [31,32],that gives a one-to-one correspondence
between a CP m ap E from H in to H out and a positive
operatorR on H out
 H in through the equations

E(�)= Trin[(Iout
 �
�)R];

R = (E 
 Iin)j�ih�j; (10)

where j�i representsthe (unnorm alized)m axim ally en-
tangled state ofH in 
 H in,and � denotesthe transpo-
sition on the �xed basis. W hen E is trace preserving,
correspondingly one has Trout[R]= Iin. For covariant
instrum ents Eg as in Eq. (8),the operator R g acts on
H 
 2,and hasthe form

R g = Ug 
 U
�
gR 0U

y
g 
 U

�
g ; (11)
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(where� denotescom plex conjugation)with R0 � 0,and
the trace-preserving condition

Z

dgTr2[R g]= I : (12)

From Eq.(11)and the identity (Schur’slem m a forirre-
ducible group representations[33])

Z

dgUgX U
y
g =

Tr[X ]

Tr[I]
I ; (13)

itfollowsthatcondition (12)isequivalentto

Tr[R 0]= 2j+ 1: (14)

IV . O P T IM A L IN FO R M A T IO N -D IST U R B A N C E

T R A D EO FF

For covariant instrum ents, the expressions of the �-
delitiesF and G in Eqs.(6)and (7)can berewritten as
follows

F =

Z

dg

Z

dhh� jjU
_
g � Eh � Ug[j� jih� jj]j� ji

=

Z

dgh� jjEg[j� jih� jj]j� ji; (15)

G =

Z

dg

Z

dhTrfEh � Ug[j� jih� jj]g

� h� jjU
_
h � Ug[j� jih� jj]j� ji

=

Z

dgTrfEg[j� jih� jj]g

� h� jjUg[j� jih� jj]j� ji; (16)

where the covariance property (8) and the invariance
of the Haar m easure have been used. M oreover, us-
ing the isom orphism (10), we can write F and G as
F = Tr[R F R 0]and G = Tr[R G R 0],where R F and R G

arethe following positiveoperators

R F =

Z

dgUg 
 U
�
g j� jih� jj


 2
U
y
g 
 U

�
g ; (17)

R G =

Z

dgjh� jjUgj� jij
2
I
 (U �

g j� jih� jjU
�
g )

= I
 Tr1[(j� jih� jj
 I)R F ]: (18)

Using Schur’slem m a forreduciblegroup representations
[33],onecan evaluatethegroup integralin Eq.(17)from
the identity

Z

dgUg 
 U
�
g Y U

y
g 
 U

�
g

=

�Z

dgUg 
 Ug Y
�
U
y
g 
 U

y
g

� �

=
2jX

l= 0

Tr[Y �
Pl]

P �
l

TrPl
; (19)

where � denotes the partial transpose on the second
Hilbertspace,and Plrepresentstheprojectoron thesub-
spaceofH 
 H with totalspin l.Then,onehas

R F =
1

4j+ 1
P
�
2j ; (20)

R G =
1

4j+ 1
I
 Tr1[(j� jih� jj
 I)P2j]: (21)

The optim altradeo� between F and G can be found
by looking for a positive operator R 0 that satis�es the
trace-preserving condition (14)and m axim izesa convex
com bination

pG + (1� p)F = Trf[pR G + (1� p)R F ]R 0g; (22)

where p 2 [0;1]controlsthe tradeo� between the qual-
ity ofthe state estim ation and the quality ofthe output
replica ofthe state. Then,R 0 willprovide a covariant
instrum ent that achieves the optim altradeo�. In fact,
we are interested in m axim izing the operation �delity
F = Tr[R F R 0], for a �xed value ofthe estim ation �-
delity G = Tr[R G R 0]. Thisisequivalentto m axim izing
theconvex com bination (22).Indeed,supposethatfora
given value ofp,we �nd R 0 that m axim izes (22). It is
clearthat forG = Tr[R G R 0]this m ap yieldsm axim um
possibleF ,becauseany higherF would increase(22).
Itturnsoutthatforany p theeigenvectorcorrespond-

ing to the m axim um eigenvalue ofC (p) � pR G + (1 �
p)R F isnon degenerateand ofthe form [34]

j�i=
jX

n= � j

anjnijni; (23)

with suitablepositivefang.Upon takingR 0 proportional
toj�ih�jand satisfying(14),thecorrespondingcovariant
instrum entwillthen be optim al.
Noticethatonehas

Fm in �
2j+ 1

4j+ 1
� F � 1 ; (24)

G m in �
1

2j+ 1
� G �

2j+ 1

4j+ 1
� G m ax ; (25)

whereG m ax istheoptim alestim ation �delity with corre-
sponding operation �delity Fm in,and G m in corresponds
to the value ofG for a random guess ofthe unknown
state.ThevaluesG m ax,Fm in fortheoptim alestim ation
areobtained forR 0 = (2j+ 1)j� jih� jj
 2,corresponding
to a quantum m easurem ent described by spin coherent
statePOVM ,i.e.

Eg(�)= (2j+ 1)j gih gj�j gih gj: (26)

O n the otherhand,the valuesF = 1 and G = G m in are
obtained forR 0 = (2j+ 1)

P j

n;m = � j
jn;nihm ;m j,which

correspondsto the identity operation.
O nce one recognizesthatthe eigenvectorj�iisofthe

form as in Eq. (23),the optim ization problem can be
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rewritten as

F =
1

4j+ 1
m ax
fan g

jX

n;m = � j

anam c
2

n;m (27)

with the constraints

1

4j+ 1

jX

n= � j

a
2

nc
2

n;� j = G ;

jX

n= � j

a
2

n = 2j+ 1;(28)

where cn;m denotes Clebsch-G ordan coe�cients c n;m =
hj;n;j;m j(2j);n + m i.Noticethatfrom the property

hj1;n;j2;m jj;n + m i=

(� 1)j1+ j2� jhj2;m ;j1;njj;n + m i (29)

itfollowsthatthe m atrix (cn;m )issym m etric. O ne can
solvednum ericallysuch aconstrainedm axim ization,thus
obtainingtheoptim altradeo�between theoperation and
the estim ation �delities, along with the corresponding
optim alm easurem entinstrum ent

Eg(�)= Ug�U
y
g �Ug�U

y
g ; (30)

with � =
P j

n= � j
anjnihnj.

Forexam ple,in thehistogram ofFig.1,weplottheop-
tim alcoe�cientsfa ng forthem inim um -disturbing m ea-
surem entofaspin coherentstatewith j= 2and �xed es-
tim ation �delity G = 1=2,forwhich the m axim um value
ofthe operation �delity F ’ 0:795 isachieved.

-2 -1 0 1 2
n

0.5

1

1.5

2
an

FIG .1: O ptim alcoe�cients fa ng that provide through Eq.

(30)them inim um -disturbingm easurem entfortheestim ation

ofa spin coherent state with j = 2 and �xed estim ation �-

delity G = 1=2,forwhich them axim um valueoftheoperation

�delity F ’ 0:795 isachieved.

W e can introduce two norm alized quantitiesthatcan
be interpreted as the average inform ation I retrieved
from the quantum m easurem entand the averagedistur-
banceD a�ecting the originalquantum stateasfollows:

I =
G � G m in

G m ax � G m in

; (31)

and

D =
1� F

1� Fm in

: (32)

Clearly,onehas0� I � 1,and 0 � D � 1.

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
I

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1
DHIL

FIG .2:O ptim alinform ation-disturbancetradeo� in estim at-

ing an unknown spin coherent state for j = 1 (solid line),

and a harm onic oscillatorcoherentstate (dotted line),where

I and D are de�ned through Eqs. (31)and (32) in term sof

theestim ation and operation �delitiesG and F ,respectively.

Forgiven valueoftheretrieved inform ation I,thecurveD (I)

are a lower bound for the disturbance ofany m easurem ent

instrum ent.

In Fig.2 (solid line)we plotthe optim alinform ation-
disturbance tradeo�, for j = 1. The curve D (I) rep-
resents a lower bound for the disturbance ofany 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 optim altradeo� D (I) depends very slighly
on the value of the spin j. In fact, it is known that
forj ! 1 ,spin coherentstates approach the standard
coherent states of harm onic oscillator [28]. From Eq.
(5) ofRef. [17],for harm onic oscillator coherent states
one can obtain the following expression forthe optim al
inform ation-disturbancetradeo�

D (I)= 1�

r
2(1� I)

2� I
; (33)

which hasbeen plotted in dotted line in Fig.2.
W e can considerthe quantity Tr[�]=

P j

n= � j
an asa

globalquantity that characterizes the m easurem ent in-
strum entofEq. (30)achieving the optim altradeo�. In
fact,using Jensen’sinequality,onehas

p
2j+ 1 � Tr[�]� 2j+ 1 ; (34)

wherethe lowerand upperbound correspond to the op-
tim alestim ation m ap (26) and the identity m ap (with
no inform ation neither disturbance),respectively. No-
ticethatTr[�]isrelated to the projection oftheoptim al
bipartite vector R 0 on the m axim ally entangled vector
j�i=

P j

n= � j
jnijniby the relation Tr[�]=

p
h�jR 0j�i.

In Fig. 3,we plot the value ofTr[�]for the m inim um -
disturbing m easurem entversusthe inform ation,forspin
j= 1.

V . C O N C LU SIO N S

In conclusion,wehaveshown how toderivetheoptim al
tradeo�between thequality ofestim ation ofan unknown
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Tr@ΞD

FIG .3: The quantity Tr[�]for the m easurem ent instrum ent

ofEq.(30)thatachievestheoptim alinform ation-disturbance

tradeo� versusthe inform ation I,forspin j= 1.

spin coherentstateand thedegreetheinitialstatehasto
be changed by thisoperation. The optim altradeo� can
be achieved by a covariant m easurem ent instrum ent as
in Eq.(30).By suitablenorm alization ofthe estim ation
and operation �delities,theoptim altradeo� isshown to
be alm ostindependentofthe valueofthe spin j.
In the case ofestim ation of an unknown pure state

[7] or m axim ally entangled state [18], the m inim um -
disturbing m easurem ent is sim ply the \coherent super-
position" ofthem easurem entinstrum entforoptim ales-
tim ation and the identity m ap, nam ely the K raus op-

erators achieving the optim al inform ation-disturbance
tradeo� arejustthesum ofthosecorresponding to m ax-
im um inform ation extraction and m inim um disturbance.
For spin coherent state,the solution is m ore com plex.
Thisisdueto thefactthatthederivation ofthetradeo�
in acovariantestim ation problem involvestheevaluation
ofgroup integralsasin R F and R G .G enerally,such inte-
gralsgiveasum ofN operators,whereN isthenum berof
invariantsubspacesoftherepresentationUg
 U

�
g,and the

optim alK rausoperatorsarethesum ofN corresponding
term s. For pure states or m axim ally entangled states,
Ug 2 SU (d)in dim ension d,and N = 2 (the sym m etric
and antisym m etricsubspaces).Forspin coherentstates,
Ug isa unitary irreduciblerepresentation ofSU (2)in di-
m ension 2j+ 1,and the invariantsubspacesofUg 
 U �

g

are N = 2j+ 1. Correspondingly,the K raus operators
ofthe m inim um -disturbing m easurem entare given by a
sum of2j+ 1 operators.
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