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Abstract

We extend our previous results on local asymptotic normality (LAN) for qubits [18] [I5] to
quantum systems of arbitrary finite dimension d. LAN means that the quantum statistical
model consisting of n identically prepared d-dimensional systems with joint state p®™ converges
as n — oo to a statistical model consisting of classical and quantum Gaussian variables with
fixed and known covariance matrix, and unknown means related to the parameters of the density
matrix p. Remarkably, the limit model splits into a product of a classical Gaussian with mean
equal to the diagonal parameters, and independent harmonic oscillators prepared in thermal
equilibrium states displaced by an amount proportional to the off-diagonal elements.

As in the qubits case [15], LAN is the main ingredient in devising a general two step adaptive
procedure for the optimal estimation of completely unknown d-dimensional quantum states.

This measurement strategy shall be described in a forthcoming paper [17].
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1 Introduction

Quantum statistics deals with problems of statistical inference arising in quantum mechanics. The
first significant results in this area appeared in the seventies and tackled issues such as quantum
Cramér-Rao bounds for unbiased estimators, optimal estimation for families of states possessing
a group symmetry, estimation of Gaussian states, optimal discrimination between non-commuting
states. It is impossible to list all contributions but the following references may give the flavour of
these developments [26] (48] [47) [7, [8, [28]. The more recent theoretical advances [22] 23| [35] [6] [2, [3]
are closely related to the rapid development of quantum information and quantum engineering, and

are often accompanied by practical implementations [Tl 19 [40, [39].

An important topic in quantum statistics is that of optimal estimation of an unknown state using
the results of measurements performed on n identically prepared quantum systems [32] [, [45] T3]
30, [l 25] 24, B, [12]. In the case of two dimensional systems, or qubits, the problem has been solved
explicitly in the Bayesian set-up, in the particular case of an invariant prior and figure of merit
based on the fidelity distance between states [5]. However the method used there does not work for
more general priors, loss functions, or higher dimensions. In the pointwise approach, Hayashi and
Matsumoto [25] showed that the Holevo bound [28] for the variance of locally unbiased estimators
can be achieved asymptotically, and provided a sequence of measurements with this property. Their
results, building on earlier work [21] [20], indicate for the first time the emergence of a Gaussian
limit in the problem of optimal state estimation for qubits. The extension to d-dimensional case is

analysed by Matsumoto in [33].

In [18, [15] we performed a detailed analysis of this phenomenon (again for qubits), and showed that
we deal with the quantum generalization of an important concept in mathematical statistics called
local asymptotic normality. As a corollary, we devised a two steps adaptive measurement strategy
for state estimation which is asymptotically optimal for a large class of loss functions and priors, and
could be practically implemented using continuous-time measurements. In ‘classical statistics’, the
idea of approximating a sequence of statistical models by a family of Gaussian distributions appeared
in [46], and was fully developed by Le Cam [31] who coined the term “local asymptotic normality”.
Among the many applications we mention its role in asymptotic optimality theory and in proving
the asymptotic normality of certain estimators such as the maximum likelihood estimator. The aim
of this paper is to extend the results of [I8] [15] to systems of arbitrary dimension d < oo, and thus
provide the main tool for solving the open problem of optimal state estimation for d-dimensional

quantum systems [I7].

Before stating the main result of the paper we will explain briefly the meaning of local asymptotic
normality for two dimensional systems [I8, [I5]. We are given n qubits identically prepared in
an unknown state p. Asymptotic normality means that for large n we can encode the statistical
information contained in the state p®" into a Gaussian model consisting of a classical random
variable with distribution N(u,I~!), and a quantum harmonic oscillator prepared in a (Gaussian)
displaced thermal state ®.. The term local refers to how p is related to the parameters 6 = (u, (),

as explained below.



For a more precise formulation let us parametrise the qubit states by their Bloch vectors p(?) =
21+ T) where & = (0,,0,,0.) are the Pauli matrices. The neighborhood of the state py with
T = (0,0,2u—1) and 1/2 < pu < 1, is a three-dimensional ball parametrised by the deviation u € R
of diagonal elements and ¢ € C of the off-diagonal ones

P O . 6=(u,() eRxC. (1.1)
¢ l—p—u

Note that pg is to be considered fixed and known but otherwise arbitrary, and can be taken to be

diagonal without any loss of generality. Consider now n identically prepared qubits whose individual

states are in a neighborhood of pg of size 1/4/n, so that their joint state is pj := [pg/ﬁ} E™ for some

unknown 6. We would like to understand the structure of the family (statistical experiment)
Q= {pg : 10l < C}, (1.2)
as a whole, more precisely what is its asymptotic behavior as n — oo 7

For this we consider a quantum harmonic oscillator with position and momentum operators satisfying
the commutation relations [Q,P] = i1. We denote by {|n),n > 0} the eigenbasis of the number

operator and define the thermal equilibrium state

AN _ 1—p
d=1-e")Y e k(K| e P="1
= z

which has centered Gaussian distributions for both Q and P with variance 1/(4p —2) > 1/2. We

define a family of displaced thermal equilibrium states

B¢ = D(P) == W(C/\/ 2 — 1) PW(C//2u — 1), (1.3)

where W(({) := exp(Ca* — Ca) is the unitary displacement operator with ¢ € C. Additionally we
consider a classical Gaussian shift model consisting of the family of normal distributions N (u, (1 —
1)) with unknown center u and fixed known variance. The classical-quantum statistical experiment

to which we alluded above is
R = {9 := N(u,u(1 - p)) ® & : 0] < C} (1.4)
where the unknown parameters 6 = (u, () € R x C are the same as those of Q,,.

Theorem 1.1. [18,[75] Let Q,, be the quantum statistical experiment [(L2)) and let R be the classical-
quantum experiment (L4). Then for each n there exist quantum channels (normalized completely
positive maps)

T, : M((C*)®") = L'(R)® T(L*(R)),

Sn + L'(R)® T(L*(R)) — M ((C*)®"),
with T(L*(R)) the trace-class operators, such that

lim sup |[®o— T (py) |1 =0,

nTee el<c

lim  sup |lpg = Sn (Po) |1 = 0,

nTee el<c



for an arbitrary constant C > 0.

The theorem shows that from a statistical point of view the joint qubits states are asymptotically
indistinguishable from the limit Gaussian system. At the first sight one might object that the local
nature of the result prevents us from drawing any conclusions for the original model of a completely
unknown state p. However this is not a limitation, but reflects the correct normalisation of the
parameters with n — co. Indeed as n grows we have more information about the state which can
be pinned down to a region of size slightly larger that 1/4/n by performing rough measurements
on a small proportion of the systems. After this ‘localisation’ step, we can use more sophisticated
techniques to better estimate the state within the local neighborhood of the first step estimator, and
it is here where we use the local asymptotic normality result. Indeed, since locally the states are
uniformly close to displaced Gaussian states we can pull back the optimal (heterodyne) measurement
for estimating the latter to get an asymptotically optimal measurement for the former. Based on
this insight we have proposed a realistic measurement set-up for this purpose using an atom-field

interaction and continuous measurements in the field [15].

This paper deals with the extension of the previous result to d-dimensional systems. Like in the
two-dimensional case we parametrise the neighbourhood of a fixed (diagonal) state py by a vector
i € R of diagonal parameters and d(d — 1)/2 complex parameters 5: (Cjk = § < k), one for each
off-diagonal matrix element (cf. (2) and [@4)). We consider the same 1//n—scaling and look at
the family

0 = {9yl ™" 0= (@,0) € O, CRIT U112}

where O,, is a ball of local parameters whose size is allowed to grow slowly with n.

As in the 2-dimensional case, the limit model is the product of a classical statistical model depending
on the parameters ¢ and a quantum model depending on 5 . Moreover the quantum part splits into
a tensor product of displaced thermal states of quantum oscillators, one for each off-diagonal matrix
element (;; with j < k. Thus

9 R ¢ Lo
o =N, I,") o QOr,  0=(ud.).
i<k
Here, I,,, is the Fisher information matrix of the multinomial model with parameters (u1, ..., ftq)
described in Example 3.5 and @gjk’“ is the displaced thermal equilibrium state defined in (£38]) with

inverse temperature 8 = In(u; /).

Theorem [£.3]is the main result of the paper and shows the convergence of Q,, to the Gaussian model
Ry ={®’:0€ 0, cRI @i/l

in the spirit of Theorem [[LJ1 On the technical side, the uniform convergence holds over local
neighbourhoods ©,, which are allowed to grow with n rather that being fixed balls. This is essential
for constructing the two stage optimal measurement: first localise within a neighbourhood ©,,, and
then apply the optimal Gaussian measurement. The details of this construction are similar to the

two dimensional case and will be given in a subsequent paper [17].



Despite the similarity to the two dimensional case, the proof of the d-dimensional result has ad-
ditional features which may be responsible for the fact that the optimal estimation problem has

remained unsolved until now. The proof is based on the following observations:

e the n systems space (C%)®" decomposes into a direct sum of irreducible representations of
SU(d), each representation being labelled by a Young diagram A (cf. Theorem [.]);

e the joint state p?/" m has the block diagonal form ([ZJ]), the block weights A — p‘?\’" depend
only on the diagonal parameters @ and are closely related to the multinomial distribution of
Example This classical statistical model converges to the (d — 1)-dimensional Gaussian

shift model N (i, ');

> 7 po

e there exists an isometry V) mapping basis vectors |m, A) of the irreducible representation #
almost into number vectors |m) of the multimode Fock space, where m = {m; : j < k} is

the collection of number eigenvalues for all oscillators.

,n

e given a typical A, the conditional block-state pi can be mapped with V) into a multimode
state which is close (in trace norm) to the Gaussian product state ® ;< @gjl’:. This can be done
uniformly over the typical diagrams whose normalised shapes have 1/+/n fluctuations around

(1, 2, - - -, ptd), and over parameters 6 € O,,.

The first item is the well known Weyl duality which is extensively used in quantum statistics for
i.i.d. states. The probability distribution of the second point has also been analysed the context of
large deviations [30] for the estimation of the state eigenvalues. The third point shows that the basis
|m, A) is almost orthogonal for indices m which are not too big. This basis is obtained by projecting
tensors of the form fa 1= fu1) ® -+ ® fo(n) onto a subspace of (C4)®™ which is isomorphic to H, (cf.
Theorem [5.2)). Let us place the indices {a(i) : 4 = 1...n} in the boxes of the diagram A along rows,
starting from the left end of the first row, to obtain a tableau t,. It turns out that we only need
to consider f, for which ¢, is a semistandard tableau (nondecreasing along rows, increasing along
columns). Then the label m := {m; ; : j > i} is the collection of integers m; ; equal to the number
of j's on the row 4, and is in one to one correspondence with a. The following is an example of such
semistandard tableau

1[1]1 1[1]2]2]2[3]3]

tm=121212121213 , with mi2 =3,m13=2,ma3=1.

31313

—_
—_
—_

The relatively large number of ¢’s in the row ¢ is intentional, since it turns out that the ‘relevant’
vectors, i.e. those carrying the states pi’", have indices m; ; small compared with the length of the
rows (A; = nu; for typical representations A). More precisely, in section we prove the following
quasi-orthogonality result which allows us to carry the block states over to the oscillator space: if
m # 1 and |l] < |m| < n” then
|(m, AL, \)| = O(nOn=2Im-1/12y 4 for n < 2/9.
n—oo

The proof of the fourth point involves a detailed analysis of the state pi’" through its coefficients
in the basis |m, ) of H. When 6 = 0 the state is diagonal and its coefficients approach uniformly



those of the multidimensional thermal state ®° = ®;j<k®;x as shown in Lemma The next step
is to apply SU(d) rotations and obtain the states pi’". In Lemmas and it is shown that the
unitary operations Ad[U,(¢/+/n)] act on pg’" in the same way as the displacement operator D€ acts
on the thermal state ®%. A remarkable fact is that in the limit the different off-diagonal parameters
‘separate’ into a product of shift experiments for quantum oscillators, one for each off-diagonal index
(j < k). This could be guessed from the Quantum Central Limit Theorem [£.4] which is related to
the restriction of our result to § = 0.

Due to the apparent intricacy of the main result, the paper is organised according to the ‘onion
peeling’ principle. We start in section 2l with general classical statistical notions which motivate our
investigation in quantum statistics. In particular we explain the relevance of the Le Cam distance
between statistical models as a statistically meaningful way to describe convergence. Section

presents the classical version of local asymptotic normality with the multinomial model as example.

In section [4] we introduce the quantum statistical model consisting of n identical quantum systems
with joint state p?™ described by diagonal and rotation parameters. We also introduce the multimode

Gaussian states appearing in the limit. With this we can formulate the main result, Theorem 4.3l

In section [fl we introduce the basis jm, \) and the isometry V) allowing us to define the channels T},
and S, connecting the two statistical models.

In section [6] we break the proof of the main theorem into manageable lemmas, essentially by using
triangle inequalities. Each lemma deals with a different aspect of the convergence and has an interest

in its own.

Finally, the technical proofs are collected in section [l Notably, subsection [ZI] and Lemma [7.]

contain the combinatorial substance of the paper.

Our investigation relies on the theory of representations of SU(d). We refer to [10} [14) [IT] for proofs
of standard results and more details.

As in the two-dimensional case [I5], local asymptotic normality provides a two stage adaptive mea-
surement strategy which is asymptotically optimal for both Bayesian and pointwise viewpoints, and

for a large range of ‘distances’ on the state space [17].

2 Classical and quantum statistical experiments

In this section we introduce some basic notions from classical statistics with the aim of defining
the Le Cam distance between statistical models and local asymptotic normality. In parallel, we
will define the quantum analogues and point out their relevance in quantum statistics. The reader
may find the conceptual framework helpful in understanding the quantum version of the result, but
otherwise the section can be skipped at the first reading.

Let X be a random variable with values in the measure space (X,Xx), and let us assume that its
probability distribution P belongs to some family {P, : § € ©} where the parameter 8 is unknown.

Statistical inference deals with the question of how to use the available data X in order to draw



conclusions about some property of 6. We shall call the family
E:={Py:0€ 0}, (2.1)

a statistical experiment or statistical model over (X, X y) [31].

In quantum statistics the data is replaced by a quantum system prepared in a state ¢ which belongs
to a family {¢g : 0 € O} of states over an algebra of observables. In order to make a statistical
inference about 8 one first has to measure the system, and then apply statistical techniques to draw
conclusions from the data consisting of the measurement outcomes. An important difference with
the classical case is that the experimenter has the possibility to choose the measurement set-up M,
and each set-up will lead to a different classical model {PG(M) : 0 € ©}, where PG(M) is the distribution

of outcomes when performing the measurement M on the system prepared in state ¢yg.

The guiding idea of this paper is to investigate the structure of the family of quantum states
Q:={¢y:0c 0O},

which will be called a quantum statistical experiment. We shall show that in an important asymp-
totic set-up, namely that of a large number of identically prepared systems, the joint state can be
approximated by a multidimensional quantum Gaussian state, for all possible preparations of the
individual systems. This will bring a drastic simplification in the problem of optimal estimation for

d-dimensional quantum systems, which can then be solved in the asymptotic framework [17].

2.1 Classical and quantum randomizations

Any statistical decision (e.g. estimator, test) can be seen as data processing using a Markov kernel.
Suppose we are given a random variable X taking values in (X,Xx) and we want to produce a
‘decision’” y € ) based on the data X. The space ) may be for example the parameter space ©
in the case of estimation, or just the set {0,1} in the case of testing between two hypotheses. For
every value € X we choose y randomly with probability distribution given by K,(dy). Assuming
that K : X x ¥y — [0,1] is measurable with respect to = for all fixed A € 3y, we can regard K as
a map from probability distributions over (X, X y) to probability distributions over (), ¥y) with

K(P)(A) = /KI(A)P(d:c), Aesy. (2.2)

A statistic S : X — Y is a particular example of such a procedure, where K, is simply the delta

measure at S(z).

Besides statistical decisions, there is another important reason why one would like to apply such
treatment to the data, namely to summarize it in a more convenient and informative way for fu-
ture purposes as illustrated in the following simple example. Consider n independent identically
distributed random variables X1, ..., X, with values in {0, 1} and distribution Py := (1 — 6, ) with
6 € © :=(0,1). The associated statistical experiment is

En={Py:0c0O}.



It is easy to see that X,, = % >, X, is an unbiased estimator of # and moreover it is a sufficient

statistic for &,, i.e. the conditional distribution P}'(-| X, = #) does not depend on 6! In other words
the dependence on 6 of the total sample (X1, Xo, ..., X,,) is completely captured by the statistic X,
which can be used as such for any statistical decision problem concerning &,. If we denote by P}
the distribution of X,, then the experiment

E,={P}:0¢c 0},

is statistically equivalent to &,. To convince ourselves that X,, does contain the same statistical
information as (Xi,...,X,), we show that we can obtain the latter from the former by means of a

randomized statistic. Indeed for every fixed value Z of X,, there exists a measurable function
fz:10,1] = {0,1}",
such that the distribution of fz(U) is P}(-| X, = Z). In other words
Moy, xn)) = P (@, . 20| X = T),

where X is the Lebesgue measure on [0,1]. Then F(X,,U) := fg (U), has distribution P}’. To
summarize, statistics, randomized statistics and Markov kernels, are ways to transform the available
data for a specific purpose. The Markov kernel K defined in (Z2]) maps the experiment £ of equation
(1) into the experiment

F:={Qp: 0 € 0},

over (Y,3y) with Qp = K(Py). For mathematical convenience it is useful to represent such trans-

formations in terms of linear maps between linear spaces.

Definition 2.1. A positive linear map
T* : Ll(XaEX;P) - Ll(yvzva)
is called a stochastic operator or transition if |Tx(g)||1 = ||gll1 for every g € LL(X).

Definition 2.2. A positive linear map
T:L*(),Xy,Q) > L®(X,Xx,P)

is called a Markov operator if T1 = 1, and if for any f, 4 0 in L*°(Y) we have T f,, | 0.

A pair (T, T) as above is called a dual pair if

[ r@ir = [ 15940,

for all f € LY (X, 3, P) and g € L*®(), Xy, Q). It is a theorem that for any stochastic operator T

there exists a unique dual Markov operator T" and vice versa.

What is the relation between Markov operators and Markov kernels ? Roughly speaking, any Markov

kernel defines a Markov operator when we restrict to families of dominated probability measures. Let

10



us assume that all distributions Py of the experiment £ defined in (2.1]) are absolutely continuous with
respect to a fixed probability distribution P, such that there exist densities pp := dPy/dP : X — R,.
Such an experiment is called dominated and in concrete situations this condition is usually satisfied.
Let K,(dy) be a Markov kernel (Z2) such that Qg = K(Fp), then we define associated Markov

operator (T'(f))(z) := [ f(y)ks(dy) and have

Qo=PyoT, V0. (2.3)

When the probability distributions of two experiments are related to each other as in ([23]), we
say that F is a randomization of £. From the duality between T and T, we obtain an equivalent
characterization in terms of the stochastic operator Ty : LY (X, Xy, P) — L*(),Xy, Q) such that

T.(dPy/dP) = dQy/dQ, V0.

The concept of randomization is weaker than that of Markov kernel transformation, but under the
additional condition that (), Xy) is locally compact space with countable base and Borel o-field, it
can be shown that any randomization can be implemented by a Markov kernel [41].

What is the analogue of randomizations in the quantum case 7 In the language of operator algebras
L*>®(X,Yx, P) is a commutative von Neumann algebra and L!'(X,Yx, P) is the space of (densities
of) normal linear functionals on it. The stochastic operator T is the classical version of quantum

channel, i.e. a completely positive normalized (trace-preserving) map
T, : A, — B.

where A,, B, are the spaces of normal states on the von Neumann algebra A and respectively B.
Any normal state ¢ on A has a density p with respect to the trace such that ¢(A4) = Tr(pA) for all
A € A. The dual of T, is

T:B— A,

which is a unital completely positive map and has the property that Ty (¢)(b) = ¢(T(b)) for all b € B
and ¢ € A,. We interpret such quantum channels as possible physical transformations from input
to output states.

A particular class of channels is that of measurements. In this case the input is the state of a
quantum system described by an algebra A, and the output is a probability distribution over the
space of outcomes (X, X y). Any measurement is described by a positive linear map

M : L®(X,Sx, P) = A,

which is completely specified by the image of characteristic functions of measurable sets, also called

positive operator valued measure (POVM). This map M : ¥y — A has following properties

1. Positive: M(A) > 0, VAe Xy ;
2. Countably additive: Y oo, M(A;) = M(U;A;), A;iNA;=0,i# j;

3. Normalized: M(X) = 1.

11



The corresponding channel acting on states is a positive map M, : A, — L'(X,Xx, P) given by
M(¢)(A) = ¢(M(A)) = Tr(pM(A)),

where p is the density matrix of ¢. By applying the channel M to the quantum statistical experiment
consisting of the family of states @ = (¢ : § € ©) on A we obtain a classical statistical experiment

On = {M((bg) 10 e @},
over the outcomes space (X, X y).

As in the classical case, quantum channels can be seen as ways to compare quantum experiments.
The first steps in this direction were made by Petz [36] 38| [34] who developed the theory of quantum
sufficiency dealing with the problem of characterizing when a sub-algebra of observables contains
the same statistical information about a family of states, as the original algebra. More generally,
two experiments Q := {A, ¢y : 0 € O} and R := {B, vy : 0 € O} are called statistically equivalent if
there exist channels T: A — B and S : B — A such that

1/)90T:¢9 and (bgOS:l/)g vo.

As consequence, for any measurement M : L=°(X, Xy, P) — A there exists a measurement T o M :
L>®(X,Xx,P) — B such that the resulting classical experiments coincide Qp = Rpopsr. Thus for
any statistical problem, and any procedure concerning the experiment Q there exists a procedure

for R with the same risk (average cost), and vice versa.

2.2 The Le Cam distance and its statistical meaning

We have seen that two experiments are statistically equivalent when they can be transformed into
each other be means of quantum channels. When this cannot be done exactly, we would like to have
a measure of how close the two experiments are when we allow any channel transformation. We
define the deficiency of R with respect to Q as

(R, Q) =ir%fsgp|\¢e — g oT| (2.4)

where the infimum is taken over all channels T': A — B. The norm distance between two states on
A is defined as
|61 = ol := sup{[p1(a) — ¢2(a)| : a € A, la]| <1},

and for A = B(H) it is equal to ||p1 — p2|l1 := Tr(]p1 — p2|), where p; is the density matrix of
the state ¢;. When (R, Q) = 0 we say that R is more informative than Q. Note that §(R, Q)
is not symmetric but satisfies a triangle inequality of the form §(R, Q) + 6(Q,T) > 6(R,T). By
symmetrizing we obtain a proper distance over the space of equivalence classes of experiments, called
Le Cam’s distance [31]

A(Q,R) :=max (§(Q,R), §(R, Q). (2.5)

What is the statistical meaning of the Le Cam distance ? We shall show that if 6(R, Q) < € then

for any statistical decision problem with loss function between 0 and 1, any measurement procedure

12



for @ can be matched by a measurement procedure for R whose risk will be at most € larger than

the previous one.

A decision problem is specified by a decision space (X,Xx) and a loss function Wy : X — [0, 1] for
each 6 € ©. We are given a quantum system prepared in the state ¢y € A, with unknown parameter
f € © and would like to perform a measurement with outcomes in X such that the expected value
of the loss function Wy is small. Let

M : L®(X,Sx, P) = A,

be such a measurement, and PG(M) = ¢9 o M, then the risk at 6 is

R(M, ) := /X W (z) P (da).

Since the point # is unknown one would like to obtain a small risk over all possible realizations

Rynaz(M) = sup R(M, 0).
6cO

The minimaz risk is then Riinmaz := Infpr Rmaz(M). In the Bayesian framework one considers a

prior distribution 7 over © and then averages the risk with respect to 7
Re(M) = / R(M, 0)r(df).
e

The optimal risk in this case is R, := infy; R, (M).

Coming back to the experiments Q and R we shall compare their achievable risks for a given decision
problem as above. Consider the measurement N : L (X, X, P) — B given by N = T o M where
T : A — B is the channel which achieves the infimum in (2.4). Then

R(N,0) — / W (8, ) PN (dr) = o (T o M(WWy))
X
< g o T — ¢ol| + ¢ (M(Wy)) < 6(R, Q) + R(M,0),
where we have used the fact that 0 < Wy < 1.

Lemma 2.3. For every achievable risk R(M, 0) for Q there exists a measurement N : L (X, Xy, P) —
B for R such that
R(N,0) < R(M,0) + 6(R, Q).

In consequence

Rminmam (R) S Rmznmam(g) + 5(R7 Q)

3 Local asymptotic normality in statistics

In this section we describe the notion of local asymptotic normality and its significance in statistics

[31, [42] [41] [43]. Suppose that we observe X7, ..., X,, where X; take values in a measurable space

13



(X, Xx) and are are independent, identically distributed with distribution Py indexed by a parameter
0 belonging to an open subset © C R™. The full sample is a single observation from the product
P} of n copies of Py on the sample space (2", X™). Local asymptotic normality means that for
large n such statistical experiments can be approximated by Gaussian experiments after a suitable
reparametrisation. Let 6y be a fixed point and define a local parameter u = /n(#—60y) characterizing
points in a small neighbourhood of 6y, and rewrite Py as P;; oy SECN AS A distribution depending

on the parameter u. Local asymptotic normality means that for large n the experiments
-1
{Prupymiue®R™}and  {N(u 1)) s ue R,

have the same statistical properties when the models 6 — P, are sufficiently ‘smooth’. The point of
this result is that while the original experiment may be difficult to analyse, the limit one is a tractable
Gaussian shift experiment in which we observe a single sample from the normal distribution with

unknown mean v and fixed variance matrix I, 0o ! Here
[Loo];; = oo [Coo,il00,5] »

is the Fisher information matrix at 6, with fg; := Jdlogpy/00; the score function and py is the
density of Py with respect to a reference probability distribution P.

There exist two formulations of the result depending on the notion of convergence which one uses.
In this paper we only discuss the strong version based on convergence with respect to the Le Cam
distance, and we refer to [43] for another formulation using the so called weak convergence (conver-
gence in distribution of finite dimensional marginals of the likelihood ratio process), and to [16] for

its generalization to quantum statistical experiments.

Before formulating the theorem, we explain what sufficiently smooth means. The least restrictive
condition is that pg is differentiable in quadratic mean, i.e. there exists a measurable function
fg : X — R such that as u — 0

2
/ [p;fu — p;/2 — utfgp;ﬂ dP — 0.

Note that ¢y must still be interpreted as score function since under some regularity conditions we
have Bp;ﬂ/(%‘i = %(8 logpg/(%‘i)p;/z.

Theorem 3.1. Let £ := {Py : 0 € O} be a statistical experiment with © C R? and Py < P such
that the map 6 — pg is differentiable in quadratic mean. Define

En={Py il <CY F={N(uI}):|lul <C},

with Ip, the Fisher information matriz of £ at point 0y, and C a positive constant. Then A(E,, F) —

0. In other words, there exist sequences of randomizations T, and S, such that:

ILm sup ‘ Tn(Péf)+u/\/ﬁ) — N(u,[‘;)l)" =0,
e (17 1<)
lim  sup prxntu/\/ﬁ - S"(N(U’I;ol))H =0.

T <0
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Remark 3.2. Note that the statement of the Theorem is not of Central Limit type which typically
involves convergence in distribution to a Gaussian distribution at a single point 6y. Local asymptotic
normality states that the convergence is uniform around the point 6y, and moreover the variance of
the limit Gaussian is fixed whereas the variance obtained from the Central Limit Theorem depends on
the point #. Additionally, the randomization transforming the data (X1,...,X,) into the Gaussian

variable is the same for all § = 6y + u/y/n and thus does not require a priori the knowledge of 6.

Remark 3.3. Local asymptotic normality is the basis of many important results in asymptotic
optimality theory and explains the asymptotic normality of certain estimators such as the maximum
likelihood estimator. The quantum version introduced in the next section plays a similar role for the
case of quantum statistical model. An asymptotically optimal estimation strategy based on local

asymptotic normality was derived in [I5] for two-dimensional systems.
Remark 3.4. Let us define the real Hilbert space L?(6p) = (R™, (-,-)g,) with inner product
(ua v)ﬁo = UTIGOU'

By multiplying with Iy, we see that limit experiment can be equivalently chosen to be N (Ip,u, Iy,).
The characteristic function of X ~ N (I u, Ip,) is

F,(w) := Eg, [exp(iw” X)] = exp <—%|w||§0 + i (w, u)90> . (3.1)

A similar expression will be encountered in section [ for the case of quantum Gaussian shift experi-

ment.

Example 3.5. Let P, = (f11,. .., pa) be a probability distribution with unknown parameters (p1, .. ., fta—1) €
Ri_l satisfying p; > 0 and Zigd—l i < 1. The Fisher information at a point p is

d-1 -1 d-1
I(w)ig = pk(Giwpt " Onpey ) + (L= )™ =6ipt + (1= ), (3.2)

and its inverse is

V()ij o= [L(1) ™ ig = bijpi — pafss. (3.3)
Thus the limit experiment in this case is F := (N(u, V(1)) : u € R4 [lu| < O).
This experiment will appear again in Theorem 3] as the classical part of the limit Gaussian shift

experiment.

4 Local asymptotic normality in quantum statistics

In this section we present the main result of the paper. Local asymptotic normality for d-dimensional
quantum systems means roughly the following: the sequence Q,, of experiments consisting of joint
states p®" of n identical quantum systems prepared independently in the same state p, converges

to a limit experiment R which is a quantum-classical Gaussian model involving displaced thermal
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equilibrium states of d(d —1)/2 oscillators and a (d — 1)-dimensional classical Gaussian shift model.
As in the classical case, the result has a local nature reflecting the 1/y/n rate of convergence of
state estimation. A neighbourhood of a fixed diagonal state py = Diag(u1,. .., pq) is parametrised
by (changes in the) diagonal parameters @ € R?~! and off-diagonal parameters 5 € CUd=1/2 The
latter can be implemented by small unitary rotations. The limit Gaussian model has a classical
part N (@, V(u)) with fixed known variance V(u), and a quantum part ®j<k<1>§f;f with each @gjk’“
being a thermal equilibrium state with 8, = In(u;/ux), displaced in phase space by an amount

proportional to (; .

The reason for choosing the above parametrisation is twofold. Firstly, it unveils the important
separation between ’classical’ and 'quantum’ parameters, and the further separation among the
different off-diagonal parameters. Secondly, it is very convenient for the proof. However as we will
see in 777, the limit experiment can be formulated in a ‘coordinate-free’ way in terms of quasifree
states on CC R-algebra. Although it is not needed in the main theorem, we include this formulation
linking our result to the Quantum Central Limit Theorem. We stress again that local asymptotic
normality is not a consequence of the Central Limit Theorem, indeed the latter is not even an
ingredient in the proof but gives an indication as to what is the limit state when all parameters are

Zero.

4.1 The n-tuple of d-dimensional systems

As explained in section [ for the classical case, our theory will be local in nature, so we will be
interested in a (shrinking) neighbourhood of an arbitrary but fixed faithful state

I 7 S )
po=| with g > po >+ > pg >0, (4.1)
Do 0
0 0 Hd

which for technical reasons is chosen to have different eigenvalues. A sufficiently small neighbourhood

—

of py in the state space can be parametrised by 6 := (4, () as follows

M1+ ur (T2 Cla
. G2 petus ;
Do = ' ' ' , u; €R, (r €C. (4.2)
: ’ Cl}k—ld,dl
(1,4 . Cd—1,d  Hd — D 41 Ui

Indeed, note that if 6 is small enough then gy is a density matrix.

Let 6 := infi<;<q ps — pti+1, with pg41 = 0, be the separation between the eigenvalues. In the first
order in #/+/6, the family py is obtained by first perturbing the diagonal elements of py with # and

then performing a small unitary transformation with

~ . Z Re(Cjx) Ty + Im(Cjp) Tk, (4.3)

U(¢) := exp —
1<j<k<d Kj = Pk
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where T ;; are generators of the Lie algebra of SU(d) defined in (T.2)). The advantage of the latter
parametrisation is that we can fully exploit the machinery of irreducible group representations. For

this reason, in all subsequent computations we will work with the ‘unitary’ family

w0 0
- 0 : o
p=U@) | D T U*0), weR, (ueC. (4.4)
: . 0
0 0 ud_z?;ll Usg

but we keep in mind the relationship with ({2]).

As in the classical case, the parameter 6 will be scaled by the factor 1/,/n meaning that we zoom in
around po with the rate equal to the typical estimation rate based on n samples. Let p?" := p(?/" o
and let Q,, be the sequence of statistical experiments

Q, = {p‘g’" 10 €0,}, (4.5)

consisting of n systems, each one prepared in a state py,, 4 situated in a local neighborhood of po.
_>
The local parameter 6 = (7, ¢') belongs to a neighborhood ©,, of the origin of R4~1 x C(d-1)/2

which is allowed to grow slowly with n in a way that will be made precise later.

One of the principal tools in our result is the representation theory of the special unitary group
SU(d). Due to lack of space we shall not include any proofs and refer to [10} 14l [TT] for details. In
particular we will be working with the well known tensor representation which will be analysed in
increasing depth across the following sections.

The space (C?)®™ carries two commuting group representations: that of SU(d) given by
T (U) : [1) @ - @ [hn) = Ulr) @ -~ @ Uly), U € SU(d), (4.6)

and that of the permutation group S(n) given by

Ta(7) : [1) @ -+ @ [Yn) = |thr—1(1)) @+ @ [Pr-1()), T € S(n). (4.7)

Since the two group representations commute with each other, the representation space decomposes
into a direct sum of tensor products of irreducible representations. It turns out that the irreducible
representations of SU(d) and S(n) are indexed by Young diagrams with d rows for the former and n
boxes for the latter. A Young diagram is defined by a tuple of ordered integers A = (A; > Ay - -+ > Ag)

with A; the number of boxes on row i (see Figure[ll). As we shall see later this pictorial representation

Figure 1: Young diagram with A = (5,3,3,2).

will be very useful in understanding the structure of the irreducible representations (Hy,my) of
SU(d).
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The following theorem called Schur- Weyl duality shows that the only tensor products appearing in
the above mentioned direct sum are those of irreducible representations indexed by the same A, and

in particular the algebras generated by 7, (u) and respectively 74(7) are each other’s commutant!

Theorem 4.1. Let 7, and 7q be the representations of SU(d) and respectively S(n) on (C4)®".
Then the representation space decomposes into a direct sum of tensor products of irreducible repre-

sentations of SU(d) and S(n) indexed by Young diagrams with d lines and n bozes:

€Her = PHIRK),
B

@F,\ ® 1k,,
A

Tqg = @17@@%»
A

Tn

In particular p?" = p(?/" R and 74(7) commute for all 7. Hence we have the block diagonal form for

the joint states

1
6,n n O.n Ka

, ’ MR , 4.8
P - Py Py Z\{n(/\) ( )

where M, ()) is the dimension of Ky, pi’" is a probability distribution over the Young diagrams,
and pi’" is a density matrix on Hy. From ([@4]) and the Schur-Weyl duality, we get the expression
of the block states

P = UN(C/v/m) oy UA(C/ V). (4.9)

We interpret the decomposition (@8] as follows: by doing a ‘which block’ measurement we obtain
information about 6 through the probability density pi’". In fact it is easy to see that p?\’n does not
depend on (, so it only gives information about the diagonal parameters u. Later on we shall see
that the model p?" has the same limit as the classical multinomial model described in Example 3.5
Once this information has been obtained, one still possesses a conditional quantum state pf\’n. It
turns out that this state carries information about the rotation parameters 5, and we will show that
the statistical model described by the conditional state converges to a ‘purely quantum’ Gaussian

shift experiment.

4.2 Displaced thermal equilibrium states of a harmonic oscillator

The ground state of a quantum harmonic oscillator or the laser state of a monochromatic light pulse
are well known examples of quantum Gaussian states. Both physical systems are described by the
same algebra of observables generated by the canonical ‘position’ and ‘momentum’ observables Q

and P satisfying the Heisenberg commutation relation

QP — PQ = il. (4.10)

These observables can be represented on the Hilbert space L?(R) as

Q@) =2b(e),  (PU)@) = i), vel’(R) (4.11)
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The space L?(R) has a special orthonormal basis {|0),[1),...} with the vector |m) given by

Hy(2)e 12/ (/m2mml) /2,

where H,, are the Hermite polynomials. These are the eigenvectors of the number operator N :=
1(Q? + P? — 1) counting the number of ‘excitations’ of the oscillator or the number of photons in
the case of the light beam, such that N |m) = m |m).

The creation and annihilation operators
a*=(Q—-iP)/V2, a=(Q+iP)/V2
satisfy [a,a*] = 1 and act as ‘ladder’ operators on the basis 1y:
alm)=vmim—1), a|m)=vm+1lm+1).
In particular the following identity holds: N = a*a.

It can be easily checked that both Q and P have Gaussian distribution with respect to the vacuum
state |0). In fact they are ‘jointly Gaussian’

(0] exp(iuQ + ivP)| |0) = exp (—%(uQ + v2)) .
We will often use the complex form of the unitary Weyl operators
W (z) := exp(za* — za) = exp(ipoQ — iqoP), 2= (qo + ipo)/V2 € C,
which satisfy the Weyl relations
W ()W (2" )W (z) = exp (2iIm(2'2)) W (Z').

The coherent (vector) states |z) are obtained by displacing the vacuum state with Weyl operators
[o ] Zm

2) == W(2) |0) = exp(—|z|?/2 — |m). 4.12

|2) (2)[0) p(||/),,;)m|> (4.12)

They are Gaussian states with the same variance as the vacuum, and means (2| Q|z) = v2Re(z)

and (z| P |z) = v2Im(2):
(z|W(2')|2) = exp <—%|z -2+ 2iIm(2’z)) .

Besides, coherent states, an important role in our discussion will be played by the thermal equilibrium

states. For every 8 > 0 we define the Gaussian state

¢p(W(z)) = exp (—ﬁbm) : (4.13)

Its density matrix consisting of a mixture of k-photon states with geometrical weights

op=1—-e")> e k) (k (4.14)
k=0
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and can also be obtained by ’smearing’ the coherent states with a Gaussian kernel:

el —1

Op = /(Cexp (=(e” = 1)|2%) |2) (2| d=. (4.15)

s

The thermal equilibrium states can be shifted in ‘phase space’ by means of displacement operations
D# which act by adjoining with unitaries W (z), i.e.

D*() = AW (2)]()) = W(z)" - W(2).
The result is a Gaussian state ¢3 with the same variance as ¢3 and the same means as |z):
|2

~2tanh(8/2) T 2““1(2’2)) . = D (®g) = W(2)"®sW(2).  (4.16)

SV () =

4.3 The multimode Fock space and the limit Gaussian shift experiment

We now consider d(d — 1)/2 commuting harmonic oscillators, with a joint state consisting of inde-

pendent Gaussian states. Let us define the multimode Fock space
Fi= ) L*R),
1<j<k<d
in which we identify the number basis
m) =) m;r), m={mxeN:j<k}. (4.17)
i<k

For each of the oscillators we define the thermal equilibrium state

D= Pg, ., Bj = In(p;/p), (4.18)

where {p1,...,uq} are the eigenvalues of the density matrix po (cf. (ZI)). We now use the Weyl
operators to displace these states by an amount proportional to the off-diagonal elements (;  of p?

(cf. (E2) and @4))

Gk Gk " Gk
O>F =W <7) D, W <7> .
ok 2 — k) 2/l = K
We now define the joint state ¢5 of the oscillators with density matrix

o< = Q)85 € Ti(F), (4.19)
i<k

where 77 (F) is the space of trace-class operators on F.

The states ®¢ form the quantum part of the limit Gaussian experiment. The classical part is identical
to the (d—1)-dimensional Gaussian shift model N (@, V(1)) of Example BE where p = {u1, ..., pa}-

Definition 4.2. On the algebra L=(R?~!) ® B(F) we define normal state ¢° with density
o = N(,V(p) ® ¢ € LYR ) @ T (F), (4.20)

where N (w0, V (1)) is the Gaussian density of Example[3A The quantum-classical Gaussian experi-
ment R is defined by

—

R={8%:0=(4,{) e R x CM41/?},
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4.4 The main theorem

We are now ready to formulate the main result of the paper. In view of subsequent application to
optimal state estimation, it is essential to consider (slowly) growing domains of the local parameters.
For given 3,y > 0 we define

On = {1+ [Clloe < 07, il <7}

Recall that § is the separation between the eigenvalues of pg given by equation ([@I]). Though we use
parametrisation ([£4]) for density matrices pg, recall that in the first order this is approximated by gg
defined in (£.2)). In fact it can be shown that the same theorem holds for the latter parametrisation.

Theorem 4.3. Let § >0, let 8 < 1/9 and v < 1/4. Let the quantum experiments
Q,={p"":0€0,5,}, R,={2":0€0,5,},

where p?" = p(?/"ﬁ is the state on M (((Cd)®") given by equation &), and ®° is given by ([E20).

Then, there exist channels (completely positive, normalised maps)

T, : M(CH®" - LY R @ 71 (F) (4.21)
S, : LYR¥Y)® T (F)— M(CHe" (4.22)

with T1(F) is the space of trace-class operators on F, such that

sup Hfbe - Tn(pe’")H1 =0(n~¢/d), (4.23)
0€O, 5,

sup HSn(fbe) - pe’"H1 =0(n~¢/d), (4.24)
0€O0, 5,

where € > 0 depends only on §, B and . In particular we have

lim A(Q,,Ry,) =0,

n—oo

where A(-,-) is the Le Cam distance defined in (2.3]).

In other words, we get polynomial speed of convergence of the approximation, which is enough to
build two-step evaluation strategies in the finite experiments globally asymptotically equivalent to

strategies in the limit experiment [17].

4.5 The relation between LAN and CLT

One way to think of local asymptotic normality is the following: we would like to understand
the asymptotic behaviour of the collective (fluctuation) observables ([{.21) with respect to a whole

neighborhood of the state p, how the limit distribution changes as we change the reference state p=™.

The quantum Central Limit Theorem describes the asymptotic behaviour of the same observables

with respect to a fized state, and is one of the ingredients in the proof of a different version of LAN
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based on weak convergence [16]. However, in the case of strong convergence, which is the object of
this paper, CLT does not play any role since we are interested in convergence in norm rather than

in distribution, and uniformly over a range of parameters.

The purpose of the section is to derive a ‘coordinate free’ version of the limit Gaussian experiment
using the Central Limit Theorem and the notion of symmetric logarithmic derivative. The reader

interested in the proof of main theorem can skip the following pages and continue with section

4.5.1 Quantum Central Limit Theorem

Let p be a fixed faithful state on M(C?). To p we associate an algebra of canonical commutation
relations carrying a Gaussian state ¢. The Quantum Central Limit Theorem [37] says that ¢ is the

limit distribution of certain multi-particle observables with respect to of product states p®™.

Let
(A,B)p = Tr(pAoB)v WhererB = L—;Bflv

be a positive inner product on the real linear space of selfadjoint operators M(C?%),,. We define the

Hilbert space with inner product (-, -),.

L%(p) = {A € M(C%,, : Tr(Ap) = 0}.
Let o be the symplectic form on L?(p)
o(4, B) = STr(p|A, B)).

The C*-algebra of canonical commutation relations CCR(L?(p), o) is generated by the Weyl oper-
ators W (A) satisfying the relations

W(A)* =W(-A), W(AYW (B) = W(A+ B)exp(—io(A, B)), A,B¢c L*p).

On CCOR(L?(p),o) we define the Gaussian (quasifree) state
1
o) =esp (~51A12). A1 = (4,4), (4.25)

The state ¢ is regular, i.e. there exists a representation (m,H) of the algebra CCR(L?(p), o) such
that the one parameter family ¢ — 7(W(tA)) is weakly continuous and ¢ is a normal state on the
von Neumann algebra generated by 7(CCR(L?(p),o)). This means that there exist selfadjoint field
operators’ B(A) such that 7(W(tA)) = exp(itB(A)), and there exists a density matrix ®, € T1(H)
such that

BV (A)) = Tr (exp(iB(A)®;), A€ L¥(p).

The representation (7, ) can be obtained through the GNS construction, or by ‘diagonalising’ the
CCR algebra as we will see in a moment. From ([£:25]) we deduce that the distribution of B(A) with
respect to ¢ is a centred normal distribution with variance [|A[|2. From the Weyl relations it follows

that the fields satisfy the following canonical commutation relations

[B(A), B(C)] = 2i0(A,C)1,  A,C € L2(p).
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Consider now the tensor product @, _, M (C?) which is generated by elements of the form
A(k):1(g>...<g>14<g>...<g>17 (4.26)

with A acting on the k-th position of the tensor product. We are interested in the asymptotics as

n — oo of the joint distribution under the state p®", of ‘luctuation’ elements of the form

S

Fo(A) = 1n S A®), (4.27)
k=1

Theorem 4.4. [Quantum CLT] Let Ay,..., A5 € L*(p). Then the following holds

nh_)ngo Tr <p®" <H Fn(Al)>> =¢ (H (B(Al)>> )
=1

=1

Jim Tr <p®" <H exp(iFn(Az))>> =¢ (H W(Az)> :
=1

=1

Although the algebra CCR(L?(p), o) may look rather abstract, its structure can be easily understood
by ‘diagonalising’ it. Let us assume that p is a diagonal matrix pg = Diag(u1, ..., utq). The Hilbert

space L?(py) decomposes as direct sum of orthogonal subspaces H,, & Hffo where
Hp, :=Lin{A: [A, po] =0, Tr(Apo) =0}, and H, = Lin{Tj,j # k}, (4.28)

with T}, the generators of the su(d) algebra defined in (7.2)).

The elements W(A) with A € #H,, generate the center of the algebra which is isomorphic to the
algebra of bounded continuous functions C,(R9~1). Explicitly, we identify the coordinates in R4~?
with the basis {d; = —pl+E;; :i=1,...d — 1} of H,,, (see (L2) for the definition of E; ;). Then
the covariance matrix for the basis vectors is

(di, dj)py = Tr(podid;) = bijpi — pipr; = [V ()i g,
where V), is the covariance matrix (3.3).

Moreover
tiw =Tiu/\/2(1j — p),  J#k, (4.29)

form an orthogonal and symplectic basis of ’Hf;o, ie.
o(tjr te;)=—1/2, j<k, ando(tjk tim)=0 for{jk}#{l,m}.

which means that {¢; x,tx ;} generate isomorphic algebras of quantum harmonic oscillator which we

denote by CCR(C). From
K+ Hk

2(pj — p)
and [@I3) we conclude that each of the oscillators is prepared independently in the thermal equi-
librium state ¢; . = ¢, , with B x = In(u;/px).

1t5.kll5, = Tr(pots i) =
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Based on the discussion of sections and [L3] we can choose H := L?(R¢71) @ F and define
the regular representation 7 of CCR(L?(pg), o) on this space in a straightforward way and its von
Neumann completion is L>°(R%~!) ® B(F). The state ¢ decomposes as

¢ = N(0,V,) @ (R) 6.1 (4.30)
i<k

- -,

which is precisely the state ¢¢ for § = (@, () = (0,0), defined in E20).

4.5.2 The quantum Gaussian shift experiment through Fisher information

We complete the family of states ¢? of the experiment R by shifting ¢° with the help of symmetric
logarithmic derivatives. As in the classical case, this will be a family of Gaussian states with the
same covariance, and mean proportional to the local parameter §. The covariance is related to the
Fisher information matrix as described in Remark 3.4l Thus we will start by defining the quantum

analogues of the score functions and the Fisher information matrix for the full quantum model pg.
Let us define the symmetric logarithmic derivatives [27, 28] as the solutions in L?(pg) of

dpe

dpy £m) dpe ,
8ui 0—0

= s . o] pO fr— s
OReCjk 5o Jok OImj k|4

£ 0 po tiopo =

Then with Hj x, E; ; defined in (7.2))

L9 = Hyj /(g + i), L8 = Hin(n + i), 0 = Bii/ i — Eaa/pa,

and the quantum Fisher information matrix consists of a ‘classical block’ that coincides with that

of the classical multinomial model in (B2
polis := (lis i)po = U (W),  1<ij<d—1,
and a ‘purely quantum’ block given by the diagonal matrix
H,, = Diag (1512, 1Lx4112, 5 < k) = Diag ((u; + pa) ™", (g +pa) ' 15 < k).
Lemma 4.5. Let

£(0) = Y (Re(Gu) ) + Im(G o)L ) + 3 wiki, 0= (0.0,

i<k
Consider the representation (m,H) of CCR(L*(po), o) and the normal state ¢ on L (RI~1) @ B(F)
as defined in the previous section (cf. [J-30). Let ¢° be the state defined by

S () = exp (=S4, Al + 1A LOD, ) A€ L) (1.31)

Then ¢° is normal with respect to the representation (m,H) and coincides with ¢° (cf. [@E20)).

Remark 4.6. The expression [@3]]) is clearly the quantum analogue of the characteristic function
of the classical Gaussian shift experiment ([B.I). Note in particular that the distribution of B(A)
with respect to ¢ is the normal with variance [|A[|%  centred at (A, £(6)),,-
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Proof. From [@28) - ([@31]), and by expressing A in the symplectic basis (£.29])

A= Z ’U,J]gt ]{;—"_U]J(}tk] +sz iy

i<k
we get
i+ Mk
A2 = I, w+ u?, +0? L, 4.32
|| ”po pPo -sz( .k g,k)2('uj _,uk) ( )
R I
(A LO)y = w'Lyus Y A * il (4.33)
i<k 2(#] lu’k)
which implies that the following decomposition holds
67 2 N(Lpyu, Ip,) © R) 655" = N(Ipyu, L) © &€ (4.34)

i<k

where we used the following expression for the displaces thermal equilibrium states ¢§j ko= oy defined

in (@LI6), with 8 = In u;/pk, 2 = Gk

Cik i(uQ+vP)\ _ (a2 2y HMj +:uk URG(Ck) —|—’UIIIl(<‘7k)
D5k (6 - ) = exp( (u* +v )4(/; m— +1i ”2% — J . (4.35)

O

5 Explicit form of the channels and first steps of the proof

5.1 Second look at the irreducible representations of SU(d)

Before explaining the steps involved in the proof, let us take a closer look at the block states ([£9).
Recall that we have the decomposition of Theorem [£1] over Young diagrams with n boxes and

1
0,n O,n I
no_ " _
p - p)\ Mn (A)
Let {f1,..., fa} be the eigenvectors of pg, i.e. the standard basis vectors of C%. Then the eigenvectors

of p?" = po’" are tensor products

Ja = fa) ® fa@2) @+ @ fa(n),

and the eigenvalues [ ], Aq(x) do not depend on the order of the vectors in the product.

5.1.1 Projecting onto a copy of H,.

Our aim is to ‘project’ to an irreducible representation H, and obtain an explicit expression for the

eigenvectors of the block components pi’". Such a projection is not unique, in fact for any rank
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Figure 2: Left: a standard Young tableaux. Right: a semi-standard Young tableau for d = 3

one operator |v){u| € B(Ky) with (uv) =1 we can define a (not necessarily orthogonal) projection

y = y? on a copy of Hy
ya(u,v) == 13y, @ [0){u] : (CHE™ = Hy @ |v).

However the action of yy(u,v) on basis vectors fa depends on a particular identification between
(C4H2™ and the direct sum in Theorem EIl Therefore we need a direct way of defining such a
projection and the key observation is that yy(u,v) is a minimal projection in the algebra Alg(74(7) :
7 € S(n)), i.e. it cannot be decomposed into a sum of non-zero projections, and vice-versa any
minimal projection is of this form. The following recipe (given without proof) shows how to construct
minimal projections in the S(n) group algebra. We recall that the group *-algebra A(S(n)) is the
linear space spanned by the group elements endowed with a product stemming from the group

product

a= Z a(t)r, b= Z b(p)o = ab= Z a(T)b(o)To = Z Z a(os™Hb(s) | o,
TES(N) €S (n) 7,0€5(n) oceS(n) \seS(n)

and with adjoint a* =3 g, a(t)r1

Let A be a Young diagram with n boxes consider the (standard) Young tableau ¢ in which the boxes
are filled with the numbers {1,...,n} in increasing order from left to right along rows, starting with
the top row and ending with the bottom row, as shown in the left-side tableau of Figure

Define the group algebra elements
Pr=3 0 Q=) se(n)m,
TER TECH

where R is the S(n)-subgroup of permutation leaving the rows of ¢ invariant, and Cy is the subgroup
of permutations leaving the columns of ¢ invariant. Note that Py and Q) are self-adjoint elements

of the S(n) group algebra satisfying

d

d
PPy = [RalPy = (J[ADP, @@x=lcV[@x = ([T )@x. (5.1)
i=1

i=1
The Young symmetriser is defined as

Y)\ = Q)\P)\.

Theorem 5.1. Up to a scalar normalising factor, the Young symmetriser Yy is minimal projection
in A(S(n)) and yx := @pr = 7a(Qx)7a(Py) projects onto a copy of Hy C (CH)®n.

The action of the Young symmetriser yy on basis vectors fo € (C4)®" follows easily from the
definition of Y). For each f, we fill the boxes of A with the indices a(k) going along rows from left
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to right, starting with the top row and finishing with the bottom one. For example, if A = Bﬂj
and fa = fo® fo® f1 ® fo ® f1 then ty = B!, S(n) has an obvious action on the set of tableaux
by permuting the content of the boxes which are numbered from 1 to n in the standard way as in
Figure[2l The action of the Young symmetriser yx = gapx on fa is deduced from the action on the
tableau t, : one first symmetrises with respect to components which are in the same row, and then

antisymmetrises with respect to components in the same column. For example if A = Hj then

@ [@f)=L0ARfB+MRL®fi—[30/1®fi—f3®f® fi.

5.1.2 Finding a basis in H,

By the previous Theorem the vectors y fa span Hy, but are not linearly independent. We show now
how to select a basis ( subset of linearly independent vectors spanning Hy). A semistandard Young
tableau is a diagram filled with numbers in {1,...,d} such that the entries are non-decreasing along
rows from left to right and increasing along columns from top to bottom, as in the right-side of
Figure

Theorem 5.2. The vectors yyfa for which ta is a semistandard Young tableauw form a (non-

orthogonal) basis of the irreducible representation (wx, Hy).

Since the values in the rows are nondecreasing, there is a one-to-one correspondence between Young
tableaux t, and vectors m = (m; j)i<i<j<q Where m; ; is the number of j’s appearing in line 7 of

the Young tableau t,. Note that we need only consider m; ; for j > ¢, as there is no j in line 4 if
J < i (the columns are increasing), and the number of ¢ in line 7 is A\; — Z?:i n

.
if t, = then m = {m172 = 1,m173 = 2,m273 = 1}

1 M4 ;. For example,

By a slight abuse of notation we shall denote the corresponding vectors by y fm and the normalised
vectors

|m, A) := N(m, Ny fm, (5.2)
where N'(m, ) = 1/|lyafm| - This constant is in general not easy to compute but we will describe

its asymptotic properties in section [7.3

Using (B.1) we have

d
(yrfalyafo) = (aapafalarpafo) = (pafalidpafe) = ([ ) (oa falyafo). (5.3)
=1

In order to get further simplifications, we examine some special vector states, that we shall call by

analogy with the Fock spaces finite-dimensional coherent states.

The first is the special vector |0, \), the highest weight vector of the representation (7w, H,), which
later on will play the role of the finite-dimensional vacuum. This vector, as we have seen, corresponds
to the semi-standard Young tableau where all the entries in row ¢ are . An immediate consequence
is that

d
palfo) = (H)\i!)|fo>- (5.4)

27



Moreover {fo|grfo) = 1 since any column permutation produces a vector orthogonal to fo. Thus

the normalised vector is: )

Hg:l )\i!\/my)\|f0

The finite-dimensional coherent states are defined as 7 (U)|0,) for U € SU(d). From [py, mx(U)] =0
and (B4), we get pama(U)]|0y)) = (H'Z:1 ANU0y), thus

|07)‘> =

). (5.5)

d

[T+ pafmlarma(U) o) (5.6)

=1

<y)\fm|7r>\(U)|0a /\> =

The latter expression holds for any linear combination of fy, on the left-hand side, in particular
A (V) fo for another unitary operator V. In Lemma [T we shall examine asymptotics of (B.6]) for
specific sequences of unitaries U when n — co. One of the main tools will be formula (726).

The following expressions of the dimensions of Ky and H) are given without proof.

Let g; m be the hook length of the box (I,m), defined as one plus the number of boxes under plus the

number of boxes to the right. For example the diagram (5,3, 3) has the hook lengths : Z g g 2l 1|.
32[1
The dimension M, (\) of Ky is
n!
M,(\) = =—,
[Liyg gm
and can be rewritten in the following form which is more adapted to our needs:
n N—Ap+ k=1
M,(\) = _ 5.7
) (Al,...,/\d> _H N+ k=1 (5:7)
k=I+1...d
The dimension D(A) of Hy is:
d_i
D) = jre-t (5.8)
i=1...d 9i.i
J=1l...x;

To summarise, we have defined a non-orthonormal basis {|m, A\)} of H, such that |m, \) are eigen-

vectors of pﬁ’ﬁ’" for all A, with eigenvalues:

d d a@,n\ Mid
0,,n [TRIAOW My
(m, A" % m, ) = [ ™™ ] ( J) : (5.9)

i=1 j=i+1 i

where " = ;i +ui//n for 1 <i < (d—1) and g™ = pg — (X, i)/ /7.

The next step is to take into account the action of the unitary U(¢). We define the automorphism
of the n-particles algebra

AST L M(T®") = M(TH®)

by B
A ASn(A) = Ad[U(C,n)|(A) = U(C/v/m)®m AU*(/v/m)®m, (5.10)
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In particular we have pf’ﬁ’" = Af’"(pﬁ’ﬁ’"). By Theorem [.T] and using the decomposition ([L8]), we

get the blockwise action on irreducible components

AS™ (o) = D A" (pa) © 1,
A

where Ai’" = Ad[Ux(C,n)]. In particular we have

L, ﬂ,n 0,i,n
P = AL (). (5.11)

With these notations, we can set about building the channels 7,.

5.2 Description of 7},
We look for channels
Tn: M((CH®") - LYR©Y) @ Ti(F)

of the form:

T g S Pl ® (VAp?\’"V,\*) . (5.12)

A

Here, V) is an isometry from Hy to F, i.e. VVy = 14,. On the classical side, 7} is a probability
law on R?~!. We may view 7" as a Markov kernel (Z.2) from the set of diagrams X to R4~1.

The channel T}, can be described by the following sequence of operations. We first performs a ‘which
block’ measurement over the irreducible representations and get a result A\. Then, on the one hand,
we apply a classical randomization to A, and on the other hand we apply a channel depending on

our result A to the conditional state pj.
The underlying ideas are the following.

1). The probability distribution pi’" is essentially a multinomial depending only on u, as it can be
deduced from ([B9) and ([B7). As we have seen in Example B.5] this converges (in Le Cam sense) to
a classical Gaussian shift experiment. Here, in order to obtain the strong norm convergence we need
to smooth the discrete distribution into a continuous one with respect to the Lebesgue measure.
We choose a particular smoothing distribution which will insure the uniform L' convergence to the
Gaussian model (Lemma [6.T]).

Definition 5.3. Let 73 be the probability density on R~ defined for all X such that Y \; =n, by:
(dz) = 2 (z)de = den' @1/ 2y (Ay ), (5.13)
where Ay, = {r € RI1: |n 2z + nps — N| < 1/2,1<i<d—1}. We further denote
b?\,n 0,n_n

:p)\ T)\v

depending on 6 only through .
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2). For the quantum part, we map the ‘finite-dimensional vacuum’ |0, \) to the Fock space vacuum
|0), and the basis vectors |m, ) of H ‘near’ the basis vectors |m) of the Fock space F (cf. defi-
nitions (.2]) and respectively ([@I7)). Here we need to tackle the problem that {|m,\)} is not an

orthonormal basis but only becomes so asymptotically. The following lemma provides the isometry
Vi appearing in (G.12)).

Lemma 5.4. Let n < 2/9. Suppose that \; — N\iy1 > on for all 1 < i < d, with the convention
Ad+1 = 0. Then for n > ng(n,0,d) there exists an isometry Vy : Hy — F such that, V]0,\) = |0)

and for |m| < n',
1

\/1 + (én)(9n72)/12/51/3

(m|Vy = (m, Al

where C = C(n, d) is a particular constant. More precisely, ng can be taken of the form (C(d)/§2)Y/ (=3,

Proof. See section The main tool is Lemma [7.3]
([l

For Young diagrams which do not satisfy the assumption of the previous Lemma, the isometry V)
can be defined arbitrarily. The reason is that fact that those blocks have vanishing collective weight
and can be neglected altogether (cf. Lemma [6.2)).

From this operational description we conclude that T, is a proper channel since 7" is a Markov
kernel and V) is an isometry. We then want to prove that T(py 0.3 ™) is close to ®° and that the

finite-dimensional operations Af\ " have almost the same action as the displacement operators D¢ of
the Fock space, cf. (£I6]). Finite-dimensional coherent states and formula [£.15] will be the stepping

stone to those results.

6 Main steps of the proof

6.1 Why 7, does the work

We shall break (£23) in small manageable pieces. The result and brief explanatory remarks, repeat-

ing those in the derivation, are given from (3] on.

We introduce first a few shorthand notations: the restriction of T}, to the block A is
0,n O,nyrx
Ty :py = Vapy VY,
so that

9”|—>Zp " Th(p ) Zbi’"@(bi’n

A

We also define 75 : ¢ — Vy¢Vy. and note that T3y = Idy, .
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We expand (B.12) as
T, = Y B 6"
A
@) o - (M) - ) o Y (6 ot).
A A

Proving (4.23)) then amounts to proving

(a3 S (ot
A

A

< Cn~/9.
1

sup
0eQ,,

We now use the triangle inequality to upper bound this norm by a sum of “elementary” terms to be

treated separately in the following sections.

(a0 -t oo ot (-t <
A A 1
(-5t o] 45t (£-ot))
A 1 A

#,

o =a7)

‘1 < 2. Similarly 37, |63 = 1

’1'

(N(ﬁ, AR bi*”)
A

il
1 A

Since [|6¢l = V(@ Vi)l = l63"1l = 1, we have ||(¢¢ - ¢3")
because ||b§’"|\1 = pi’". We split the sum over A in two parts, one for which it is expected that
f 0,n

P° — oy
the set of typical Young diagrams

is small, and the other on which the sum of all |[b5"; is small. Specifically, define

Ao i={A: | N —npl <n® 1 <4 <d}, for a > 1/2, (6.1)

then

HN(ﬁ, ARSI

A

L) = N, V) © 6| <

O,n
e (6.2)

AEAn o

+ sup o€ - f"
AEA, o

The first term corresponds to the convergence of the classical experiment in the Le Cam sense. If
the second term is small, then on A,, o, the (purely quantum) family pi’" is near the family ¢¢. The
last term corresponds to the other representations. If it is small, it means that there is concentration
of pi’" around the representations with shape A; = nu;. In other words, the only representations
that matter are those in A,, o, there is almost no mass on the other representations.

The hardest term to dominate (notice that the two others are classical) is the second. We transform
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it until we reach tractable fragments.

66— ot

¢S — To(p}™) )

= [P - mag T ()|

1

= [[D(6°) = DT + DUTART™) — AT T ™) |

0,7
A
DE(¢0) = DTN (™M), + (1D = BaAS TR (0™ - o)

IN

+[|Ipf = magr T

0,a, 0 ﬂ om0
<3| B} ™ - ||+ (10 - mag e
where in the last inequality we used the fact that the displacement operators are isometries.

Note that the first term does not depend on f and the second term is small if the displacement
operators Ag’" and D¢ have ‘similar action’ on an appropriate domain. Using the integral formula
([@I3) for gaussian states ¢g and the fact that #9, is a tensor product of such states (cf. (@34) we
bound the second term by

|t -marmued| < [ r@ ¢ -magien @

1

’d?
1

where

. fhi = fh i = 1y
f@ =1 e (_%Wﬂr‘)) -
J

™
i<j Hi

and |2) (Z] = D?(|0) (0|) is the multimode coherent state, so

D¢ = TS (1) (2]) = [DED7 — Ty T3 DF)((0) (0)).

Now, f is a probability density, and the norm in the integrand is dominated by two. By splitting
the integral we obtain

ID°D* — 1,5 T3 D7 ((0) (0]

L .

[iof -l <2 [ r@ass s

1Zl1>n? ZlI<n?
By adding and subtracting additional terms
DED? — T\AS T DT =D — Ty ATy
+ AT - TNAST AL
+ TVAST AT — VAT D,
we deduce that

D¢ - TS T2 (1)

| <D = magEr ) o))
+[|asm - agmagmge. Ao A

+ |5 - D70y (o)) |
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where the last two terms on the right side have been simplified using properties of T, T ,Af\’".
Notice that the first and third norms are essentially the same and the three terms are small if the

action of Af\ is mapped into that of the displacement operators De.

Putting all this together, our ‘expanded’ form for (.23 is

swp [ Tu(p”™) = o€ @ N (@ V)| (6.3)
0€Q,, 5.4

< sup (|[ V(@@ VL) =D b (6.4)
0€Q, 5, X L

+2 sup Y "L (6.5)

00 5.y AgA,,

+3 sup sup ’ ¥ — T,\(pg’ﬁ’") (6.6)

0€Q gy AEAR o

1

+ s s swp |[[DFF - AT (o) o)) (6.7
||2||Sn5 eeﬂn,ﬂ,w )\GAn,a 1

+ s swp swp (D7~ TATMTR(J0) (o)) (6.:8)
[|1Z]|[<nPf 0€Qn 5,4 AEAL o 1

+ sup  sup  sup |[[AFFFT = ASTAT([0,N) <O,)\|)H (6.9)
[|Z]|<nB 0€Qn 5, AEAR o 1

+2/|2|Znﬁ f(2)dz. (6.10)

The last Gaussian tail term is less than Cexp(—én??) where C' depends only on the dimension d.
Under the hypothesis n?? > 2/§, this can be bounded again by O(n~27).

The following lemmas provide upper bounds for each of the terms. Before each lemma we remind
the reader what is the significance of the bound. The proofs are gathered in section [7

The classical part of the channel is a Markov kernel 7 (see definition [5.3)) mapping the ‘which block’
distribution p?\’n into the density bi’" on R%~1 which is approaches uniformly the gaussian shift
experiment (6.4). Recall that b?\’n depends only on # and not on 5 , so that we have the same
parameter set for the two classical experiments.

Lemma 6.1. With the above definitions, for any €, we have

sup
0€Qn g,y

= O (n=V2+e /5 n= 147 5)
o)

N, V) = b
A

The next lemma deals with (6.0 by showing concentration around Young diagrams A in the ‘typical

subset’ (6]). This allows we to restrict to this set of diagrams in further estimates.

Lemma 6.2. Let « — v —1/2> 0. Then, with the above definitions we have

sup > (65" = O (n” exp(—n®71/2))

0€Q. b4 \an

with the O(-) term converging to zero.
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The term (G.6]) shows that when the rotation parameter is zero, the block states pg’ﬁ’n are essentially
thermal equilibrium states, as one would expect from the quantum Central Limit Theorem [4.4]
However the convergence here is in norm rather than in distribution, and uniform over the various
parameters.

Lemma 6.3. With the above definitions, we have

— O(n71/2+7+”/6, n(9n72)/24/61/6)'

sup  sup ‘

] 0,i,
¢ — T (pA “ n)
0EQn 5.4 AEAL o 1

The terms ([6.7)) and (6.8]) show that the ‘finite dimensional coherent states’ obtained by performing
small rotations on the ‘finite-dimensional vacuum’ are uniformly close to their infinite dimensional

counterparts, thus justifying the coherent state terminology.
Lemma 6.4. Let € > 0 be such that 26 +€ <n < 2/9.

Then,

sup sup sup  sup H[DGZ - TAA§\+Z’E’nTA*](|O> <O|)H R(n)

[ZII<n? &l <n—1/2+28 5 0€Qn 5,y AEAR o 1
with
R(TL)2 -0 (n(9n72)/12571/3, n71+26+n5717 n71/2+35+2€573/2, n71+a+26571,

poittetng=l pmisng=l n=h)  (6.11)

For estimating the terms (6.7, [6.8), the case when E: 0 is sufficient. This more general form is
useful for the proof of LemmalG.3. The unitary operation is defined as Ai’g’" = Ad[U, (5, &, n)| with
U(C,&,n)) the general SU(d) element of (Z1).

Finally (6.9]) shows that the ‘finite-dimensional’ displacement operators multiply as the correspond-

ing displacement operators when acting on the vacuum.

Lemma 6.5. With the above definitions, under the same hypotheses as in Lemma[6.4], we have

sup sup  sup H[A§+5’" — A$mAZ(o, /\><O,>\|)H1 — R(n)

[1ZII<n? 0€Q0 5,y A€AR o
with R(n) given by equation (G.1I]).
From the last three lemmas, together with the bound on the remainder integral (GI0) we obtain the
following lemma which can be plugged into the bound ([G.2)):

Lemma 6.6. With the above notations under the same hypotheses as in Lemma[6-4), we have

sup  sup (|68 — 64| = R(n) + O(n~ /2740 /5 4 n(91-2)/24 /51/6)
0€Q, 8,y AEAR o

with R(n) given by equation (G.11)).
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Gathering all these results yield the following theorem which provides the bound (£.23).

Theorem 6.7. For any § >0,1>a>1/2,n1<2/9,e>0, 8< (n+¢€)/2, v<1/4, the sequence

of channels T, satisfies

geizup HTn(Pe’n) . (le _ O(n71/2+ﬁ+n/2571/2 4o VARB/25-1/4 4 =1/24a/240/25-1/2
n,B,y

nT ARG g g mBI2 g g TR g (0= 2)/2451/6) - (6.12)

With any explicit o, 8,7,0, we get an explicit polynomial rate.

6.2 Definition of S,, and proof of its efficiency

The channel S, is essentially the inverse of T}, and as we shall see, ([{.24)) can be deduced from [@23)).

On the classical side we need a Markov kernel completing the equivalence between the family pf’"
and N (a,V,,). Let o™ be defined by

oz e R 5y, (6.13)

x

where A, is the Young diagram such that E‘li i = n, and |[n'/2z; + np — N| < 1/2, for 2 < i < d.

No such diagram exists, we set A\, to any admissible value, for example (n,0,...,0). Notice that
with (BI3), 0™ o 7 0 0™ = ¢™. Moreover any probability on the A such that Zf Ai = n is in the
image of o™, so that ¢ o 7" (pe’") =por.

Lemma 6.8. With the above definitions, for any e, we have

sup Ho’"]\/(ﬁ, VM) _pﬁvnul —<CO (n—1/2-i-e/67 n_1/4+V/5) '

llz]| <n

Proof. See end of section [T.5l
O

The channel S, is given by the following sequence of operations acting on the two spaces of the
product L'(R?1) @ 7;(F). Given a sample from the probability distribution N(i,V},), we use the
Markov kernel o™ to produce a Young diagram A. Conditional on A we send the quantum part

through the channel
1k,
My(X)

S)\:d)'—)S’A((b)@

with
Sx ¢ T+ (1= Te(T5(6)))[0, 1)(0, Al.

The second term is rather arbitrary and insures that S, is trace preserving map. What is important
is that for any density operator py on the block A, the operator Sy reverts the action of Th:

SaTx(pa) = TxTa(pa) + (1 = Te(T5Ta(p2)))]0, A)(0, Al
=px+ (1 - Tl“(pk))|0, )‘><07 )‘l
= Px-
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Now

S V) @ 66) = @l M@ V)56 © 3%
A n

and with the notation 6" N{ := [0"N (i, V,,))](\) and qf’n := min(o™ f,pf’") we have
$u(¢° @ N (il, V,)) = o
@ G 4 N nara Uyn\ & ' a,n a,n n 1’C,\
= D {a" G0~ A" + 0N =I5~ 03" - @ 3o
A

M,

Taking L' norms, and using that all ¢’s and p’s have trace 1 and that channels (such as S \) are

trace preserving, we get the bound:

[EXCER ANV DBl "REENCOE oNY - pi"
<2 Z q/\ "4 sup HS)‘ pA’ ”N(ﬁ,V#)—pﬁ’"Hl
A¢An o
<2 > i+ swp [of =S|+ o N@ Vi) - ™
N XEAR o

Now the first term is smaller than the remainder term of the gaussian outside a ball whose radius
is n®. Hence this term is going to zero faster than any polynomial, independently on ¢ and u for
||@|| < n?. The second term is treated in Lemma [5.8 (recalling that ¢ = Ty (p%™)), and the third

term is treated in Lemma [6.8]

This ends the proof of (£.24).

7 Technical proofs

7.1 Combinatorial and representation theoretical tools

Here we continue the analysis of the SU(d) irreducible representations (my, H, ) started in section (511
The purpose of this section is to provide good estimates of quantities of the type (m, A | 75 (U) | 1, \)
which will be needed in the proofs of Lemmas and [6.4]

We shall use the following form of a general SU(d) element and the shorthand notations

d—1

U(é: _’) = €exp ) Zng + Z R‘e CJ k) 7,k + Im(@ k)Tk,] 7
=1 1<j<k<d Hj = Mk
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where H; and T; ; are the generators of SU(d) defined by

H;j = Ej;—FEjpj+1  forj<d-1;
Tj,k = ’L'Ejﬁk — Z'Ekﬁj for 1 <i< k< d;
Tw; = Ejr+Eg; forl <j<k<d. (7.2)

with E; ; the matrix with entry (¢,7) equal to 1, and all others equal to 0.

We first introduce some new notations and remind the reader about the already existing ones.

1) We write I(c) for the length of the column ¢ in the Young diagram A. There are then \; — \; 11

columns such that I(¢) = i. An alternative definition is I(c¢) = inf{i : A\; > c}.

2) Recall that we denote by fa the basis vectors fq1) @ - ® fq(n), and to each vector we associate a
Young tableau t, where the indices a(i) fill the boxes of a diagram X in a particular way. We denote
by t¢ the column c of t,, i.e. the function ¢ : {1,...,1(c)} — {1,...,d} that associates to the row
number r the value of the entry of that Young tableau in column ¢, row r. For example, if ¢, =

we get the values:

ta(1) =2, ta(2) = 2, (1) =2, a2 =1, fa(l) = 1.
We shall often be interested in the image t5({1,...,1(c)}) as unordered set, or compare t& to Id°,
the identity function on the integers {1,...,1(c)}.

3) Recall also that H is spanned by the vectors yy fa for which ¢, is a semistandard Young tableau,
and yx = ¢apy is the Young symmetriser (cf. Theorem [12)). If ¢, is semistandard then we can use
the alternative notation fm for fa since a is in one-to-one correspondence with m = {m; ; : 1 < i <

j < d}, where m; ; is the number of j’s in the row ¢ of ¢ta. The normalised vectors are
m, A) := yx fra/[|Yr fral]-

4) Let Ox(m) be the orbit of fy, under the subgroup Ry of row permutations. This consists of
vectors fy, which have exactly m; ; boxes with j in row 7, and the rest are 7. In particular, row ¢ has

no entries smaller than ¢. Since the action of permutations is transitive, we have

p)\fm = Z faocr = Z ﬂfb (73)

oERN fbEOA(m) #0)‘ (m)

5) Since we antisymmetrize with ¢y, we are only interested in the ¢, (not necessarily semistandard)
which do not have two equal entries in the same column. Such tableaux t, (or vectors f,) shall be

called admissible and their set is denoted V.

6) For any fa € Ox(m) we define
[(fa) = m| = #{1 <c <A oty #1d°,
and denote by V''(m) the set of vectors fa € Ox(m) )V with I'(f,) ='. Then we have

Ox(m) ﬂV = U V' (m).

reN
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Note that I'(fa) > 0 and is zero if and only if each column t¢ is either Id° or of the form ¢5(r) =
JOr—i + 10y2; for some ¢ <I(c) < j. A tS of this form will be called an (3, j)-substitution.

The following ‘algorithm’ shows how to build all the possible f, € VI'(m), thus enabling us to

estimate the size of V' (m).

Algorithm

Let (m, \) be fixed but otherwise arbitrary. In order to generate a particular admissible f, € Oy (m)
we need to select the m; ; boxes on row ¢ which are filled with j, for all i < j. The rest of the boxes
are filled automatically with ¢’s. The constraint is that no column should have two boxes filled with

the same number.

Generating a diagram can be described intuitively as follows. We start with the ‘vacuum’ vector
(tableau) fo := fm=o (row i is filled exclusively with i’s), and with a set of |m| bricks containing
m;,; identical bricks labelled (i, 7), for each pair ¢ < j. To change the content of a box from 4 into j
we place an (7, j)-brick in that box. This procedure is repeated until all bricks have been used, each

box being modified at most once.

At this stage each column ¢ may contain several bricks placed in the appropriate boxes, so that its
configuration is uniquely defined by the set of bricks x which shall be called a column-modifier. For

example if & = {(i,7), (f,1)} then the column has entries

7 ifk=q;
to(k) = Il ifk=f;
k otherwise.

Note that a column-modifier is not an arbitrary collection of bricks but one that can be used to
produce a column with different entries. In the previous example, if ¢ < f this means either (j # f
and 7,1 > Il(c)) or (j = f and I > I(c)). The elementary one-brick column-modifier denoted «(3, j)

can only be used in a column with ¢ < [(c) < j, otherwise the entry j would appear twice.

Now, since the length of a column is at most d and all entries must be different, there are less than
d! different types of column-modifiers. Another important remark is that a column-modifier always
increases the value of the modified cells, so that in this case tS({1,...,l(c)}) #{1,...,1l(c)}.

Alternatively to the above scenario where the bricks are inserted sequentially, we can first cluster
them into |m|—T column-modifiers, and then apply each column-modifier to a particular column. A
given collection of column-modifiers is uniquely determined by {m, : K} where m, is the multiplicity

of k. This procedure is detailed in the following 3 stages:

I. Choose I" bricks among our |m|. As we have d(d — 1)/2 different types of bricks (recall that
i > j), and we do not distinguish between identical bricks, there are at most [d(d — 1)/2]"

possibilities. For I' = 0, we have only one choice.

II. Consider the remaining bricks as a set of elementary column-modifiers. Starting from these,
we sequentially add each of the I' bricks selected in the first stage, to one of these elementary
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column-modifiers to form non-elementary ones. At each step we have at most d! different types
of column modifiers to which we can attach the new brick. Note that we do not distinguish
between column modifiers of the same type, but rather consider them as an unordered set.
Hence, we have less that (d!)' possibilities.

Note that at the end of stage IT at least max{0, |m| — 2T'} of the column-modifiers are elemen-

tary, and that m; ;) < m; ;.

ITI. Apply the column-modifiers to the columns of fg, so that no two modifiers are applied to the
same column and the resulting fa € Ox(m) is admissible. By construction I'(f,) = I" and all

admissible tableaux can be generated in this way.

For counting the number of possibilities for the third stage we apply the column modifiers sequen-
tially, but since some of them may be identical we need to divide by the combinatorial factor [, m.!,

where m, is the number of column modifiers of type «.

We distinguish between elementary column modifiers of type (i, j) and composite ones. There are
less than n possibilities of inserting a composite column-modifier k. An elementary one of type
k(i,7) can only be inserted in a column with at least ¢ rows, and since the resulting vector has to be
admissible, the column cannot contain another j, so its length is smaller than j. There are A\; — \;
such columns. Hence the number of possibilities at stage three of the algorithm is upper bounded
by

nme
II |

wtning)

TI (i = X)) (7.4)

N
i<j Mk (i)

When I' = 0, for each elementary column modifier x(i, j) the number of available columns is at least
(A — Aj — m])4 := max{0, \; — A\; — |m|}. Thus we have the following lower bound

[ Qo= b )

m; ;!
i<j J

Notice that the upper bound (Z4) depends on the set of multiplicities {m,;}.
We now return to our list of notations and definitions.

7) To each column of ¢, we associated a column modifier which completely determines its content. If
m2 is the number of columns with column-modifer x, we collect all multiplicities in E := {m2 : x}.

In particular T is a function of £

D(fa) = lm| = Y m2.

Vectors for which I'(fa) = 0 have the same multiplicity set E° where My(i,5) = Mi,; for all i < j and
the other m,, = 0. Similarly to V' (m), we denote by VE(m) the set of tableaux in Oy (m) (| V with
E(fa) = E, in particular
V' (m) = JV¥(m)
E
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8) To each column ¢ of t, we associate two disjoint sets: the added entries {t5(1),...,t$(I(c))} \
{1,...,l(c)} and the deleted entries {1,...,1(c)} \ {ts(1),...,t5(I(c))}. This data is placed into a
single set by attaching a + sign to each entry, indicating if it is added or deleted. It is easy to
verify that if ¢, is admissible, the set of added and deleted entries is uniquely determined by the
column-modifer x associated to ¢, and hence shall be denoted by S(x). For example S(k(i,5)) =
{(i,-), (J,+)} and for & = {(4, 7), (4, k) } we have S(x) = {(i,—), (k, +)}. We define the multiplicities
mg =3, s(m=s M and F(fa) := {m% : S} . To summarise, we have defined the maps

far— E(fa) — F(fa).

We now state our estimates. The first point of the following lemma is an exact formula serving as

the main tool to prove some of the bounds below.

Lemma 7.1.

1. For any unitary operator U € M(C?), for any basis vectors fa and f,, we have

(falanU®" fo) = ] det(U'="), (7.6)

1<e<Ay

where Ula's is the I(c) x I(c) minor of U given by [Uta's]; ; = Ute (i) 12 (5) -

Under the assumptions

lm| <n", (7.7)
A€ A,
irilf i — pig1] =6,
fd > 6,
Il <cn®,  B<1/2
Il < n=V2420 s,

o\ 1/(-a)

we have the following estimates with remainder terms uniform in the eigenvalues pie:

2. The number of admissible fa € Ox(m) with I'(fa) =0 is
#V(m) =[] wu + O(n~21/6)). (7.8)

5>i M-

3. Let E :={m, : k} with T'(E) =T. The number of admissible fa € Ox(m) with E(fa) = E is
bounded by:
HVE(m) < T ms—ma) T (Ai = )™=

7>

(7.9)
M (i)
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. The number of admissible fa € Ox(m) with I'(fa) =T is bounded by:

#V (m) < CTn T2 m|*" H (i — /\J? - , (7.10)
5>i M-
for a constant C' = C(d).
. Let fa € V' (1), and consider V'’ (m) C Ox(m) for some fized T®. Then:
0 if T # |m| — [1] 4+ T@

a < , 7.11
<f Q)\f 6;( )fb> _{ (C’|m|)Fb otherwise (7.11)

b m

with C = C(d).
. If fa € V(m), then

Y fb>=1. (7.12)

fo€O(m)

[

. If fa € VO(m) so that its set of elementary column-modifiers is E° = {m; ;) = mq;}, then

P E o N®npy 143 Gij e
(falarU(C, & n)®" fo) = exp <Z¢ 9 2) g (m) r(n), (7.13)

with the phase and error factor
d—1
¢ =vn> (1 — piy1)é,
i=1
r(n) =1+0 (n—1+2,8+n5—17n—1/2+2ﬂ5—1, n—1+2,8+a5—1) '

. If fa € VE(m), so that its set of column-modifiers is E = {m,, : k} and T'(E) =T, then

|(FaltrU (CEm)®" o)
= >\ T2 (M =mie(i ) _—
I<lz  ( Clcll ( Ci ) ~(ir)
se Ty Y R r(n) (7.14
=P < 2 vné E NN = (n) ( )
with C' = C(d) a constant and r(n) as in point [7 above.

. Under the further hypotheses that ||Z]| < n®, m; ; < 2|¢;j + 2 j|n®+e for some € > 0, we have:

< AN z,an>fo>
faeok(m)
; 7|2 0,7 23,5 n 7 j i
= exp <i¢ — 1S ‘;Z|2> g ((Cm + J)(;/n;\,/!u HJ)) r(n), (7.15)

with

r(n) =1+0 (n_1+26+"(5_1, polH2+ag—1 142051 —ltatn g1 6—3/2n—1/2+35+2e) '
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10. Under the further hypotheses that 1| < |m| and n'=3" > 2C/§2, where C = C(d),

<Zfa

ml— Ai— N\ L /CONI2m Ihin(1m)
o 3 ) e A (W

fae(/)k(l) beOA(m) i<j
with
I1—m|+ 3|l — 3m
ool > (7SN, 717)
11. We have
(Ni = Aj)Mid _
< Z fa ax Z fb> :HTJ'(l—FO(n&’ 1/5)) (718)
fa€Ox(m) foEO (m) i<j “I
Proof.

Proof of ([T8). We first express (fa|U®" f,) as a product of matrix entries of U:

II Il (eolUfge)

1<e<A1 1<r<i(c)

II II Yeosge

1<e<A1 1<r<Ii(c)

(falU®" fo)

Since the subgroup of column permutations Cy is the product of the permutation groups of each
column, each o € Cy is 0 = s1...s), with s, a permutation of column ¢ which transforms ¢§ (r) into
t¢ (s¢(r)). Then

(falaU®" fo) = (fal U arfo) = > el0) [ I Ueeagiseo

oeCy 1<e<A1 1<r<i(c)

IIT > o) IT Ukispiseon

1<c<A1 5:€8. 1<r<lI(c)

= [ det(U'afs).

1<c<Ay

Proof of (L8). The number of admissible f, such that T'(fa) = 0 is given by the products of the
possibilities at each stage of the algorithm. For the first two stages, there is exactly one possibility
when I' = 0. Hence #V° is the number of possibilities at the third stage. Here the upper bound
(C.4) reads as J[;.;(Ai — Aj)™"7 /m;;l. On the other hand, we may use (T.5) as a lower bound,
recalling that A; — A; > 0n/2 and |m| < n” (cf. (Z1)). This yields the result (7.8]).

Proof of (T.9). The number of f, in V¥ is given by the third stage of the algorithm (the two first
stages yield a particular E). We then obtain (9] by applying ([7.4)) and neglecting the m,! factors,
while noticing that ) _m, = |m|—T.
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Proof of (TI0). The set V' is the union of all V¥ with I'(E) = I'. Now the first two stages of the
algorithm imply that there are at most C' different E with the latter property, with C' = C(d).

Now we use (Z9) to upper-bound V¥ as follows. Since > M) > |m| — 2T, we may write

I1. M) > HKJ. m; ;!sup; ; m;fr Moreover A\; — A; > én/2. By putting together we obtain

#VE <n T m ] (Ai = Ag)mes

m; ;!
J>i v

. VE with (E) =T.

Multiplying by the number of possible F yields the result.

Proof of ([TI1]). We applying (Z.6) with U = 1. Since both f, and f}, are product of basis vectors,
the scalar product (fa | ¢rfb) is equal to —1 or 1 if t5([1,1(c)]) = t£ ([1,1(c)]) for all columns, and 0
otherwise. Here we denote by t5([1,1(c)]) the set of entries {t5(1),...,t5(l(c))}.

Now, since a modified column cannot satisfy t5([1,1(c)]) = [1,1(c)] (and the same for b), the vectors
fa and fp, are orthogonal unless they have the same number of modified columns. Finally, that
number is 1| — '* for f, and |m| — '’ for f,. This yields the first line of (ZIT)).

We now concentrate on the case when I'* = |m| — || + T Since |(fa | oxfb)| < 1, we can
bound the sum of scalar products by the number of non-zero inner products. The question is
how many diagrams f, have the same content (seen as an unordered set) in each column as fa:

t([1,1(c)]) = t5 ([1,1(c)]), or equivalently S(k5) = S(kg).

For building the relevant fi,, we can follow the algorithm with the further condition that, at stage
three, all the column-modifiers are applied in such a way that the unordered column content is
identical to that of f,.

The first two stages of the algorithm are the same so they yield a C™" factor. We now have a
collection {m,} of column modifiers which have to be placed such that they match the column
content of fu. For each S we identify the column modifiers 1, ..., f.(s) such that S(x;) = S for all
1 <4 <r(S5). The total number of such objects is ms := 37, g) 7, and the number of ways in

which they can be inserted to produce distinct diagrams is

ms
Mgy - Mg, )

Recall that the number of elementary column-modifiers 7, ; Mus(i,g) Is at least |m|—2I'*. Moreover,
each elementary column-modifier (4, j) corresponds to a different S(x(4, 7)) = {(¢,—), (4,+)}. Thus

m|—2I° <Y m; < max .
| | ; (©.9) ; k:S(Kk)=S

Since

> s = Y 1,
S K
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we obtain

Z <m5 — max m,.€> < re.
Kk:S(Kk)=S

S

I, = < m|".
Mgy - Mg, (s

S

This implies

Multiplying by the C™" of the first stages, we get ([CIT)).

Proof of (TI2). As shown above the only non-zero contributions come from fi, € V° C Oy (m).

Since T'® = 0, the constant from the two first stages of the algorithm is 1, mg = mij = My, for
all S corresponding to an elementary column-modifier, and 0 otherwise. So the combinatorial factor

is again one: we do not have any choice in our placement of column-modifiers. In other words, the
only fp such that (fa | gxfb) # 0 is fa. Finally, (fa | ¢xfa) = 1.

Proof of [({13). From (Z.8) we deduce

(falaUEn)® o) = [ det(U='), U =U &n).

1<e<A1

We will use the Taylor expansion of the unitary U (f , 5, n) to estimate the above determinants.

Entry-wise, for all 1 <1¢ < d on the first line, and all 1 <4 < j < d on the second and third lines:

- é} i#d — §i—10i#1 |Cw|
Uii ’ S = 1 T on
(G Em) — Z m

O(I¢IPn*"5~ 3/27HCIIII€IIH’15 1/r"vllgl\%fl);

- o 1 : . L L

UisCEm) = = et OG5, It
T J

Ua(Cim) = e O] 87 |0 )

7

If { = O(n?), ||€]| < n~/2%28/5 and B < 1/2, the remainder terms are O(n~3/2+38§-3/2) for the
first line and O(n~17286~1) for the last two lines.

Therefore, when our parameters are in this range, we can give precise enough evaluations of the

determinants. The idea is to find the dominating terms in the expansion of the determinant
det A = Z H e(o)A
o 1

Note that we can use the above Taylor expansions inside the determinant since the number of terms

in the product is at most d.
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Since fa € VO, all t¢ are either 1d°, or an (i, j)-substitution. If t& = Id°, the summands with more
than two non-diagonal terms are of the same order as the remainder term, so that only the identity
and the transpositions count in ) _[], ;- Let [ = I(c), then

“n &1 Gl o os/arons-

1) := det(U'd-1d =1 & 1 J O(n—3/2+3685-3/2

o ) e ( (C,ﬁ,n)) +Z\/ﬁ o 1<Zi<l P + (n )
1+1<5<d

Note that for | = d, we get the usual determinant of U(f, g, n) which is 1.

Consider now the case t§ # Id°. Since t5(r) > r for all r, there exists a whole column of Uta:1d®
whose entries are smaller in modulus than O(||C]|/v/nd) = O(n=/2+8§=1). In particular if ¢ is an
(i, 7)-substitution, then the only summand that is of this order comes from the identity. So that

i) = to1de (7 & _ Gij —1428 51
v(i, j) = det(U'"7 (¢, €, n)) \/ﬁm—FO(n 6. (7.19)

Note that this approximation does not depend on I(c), but only on i and j.

We now put together the estimated determinants in the product (7.€). For each i < j there are m; ;
columns of the type (i, j)-substitution. Out of the A\; — A\j11 columns of length [ = I(c) there are
Al — Ai41 — Ry of the type 1d°, with 0 < R; < |m)|.
Hence:

d
UalarxU(CEm ™ fo) = [T @@ T (wii )™

=1 1<i<j<d

(v(1))~ . (7.20)

zm

~

1

Now v(l) = 1+ O(n~'*2%571) and R; < |m| < n", so the last product is 1 + O(n~1+2A+15-1),
Similarly, since A € A, o we have A — N1 = n(p — 1) + O(n®), and we can use Lemma

given at the end of this section to estimate the first product as follows

d d
1 —
[Tv@ e =TTesp [itn—5 3 16 P )
1=1 1=1 2 S Hi = Hy
I+1<5<d
~112
= exp <i¢ - —|<2||2> r(n),
with
,,;(n) = 14 O(n—1+a+265—1, ,,1—1/2-1-265—1)7

&
|

Sizav/nlp — )&,

d—1
¢ = V> (m—pi)é
=1

We now turn our attention to the middle product on the right side of (Z.20)

45



where we have used that |m| < n.

Inserting into (Z.20)) yields (ZI3).
Note that (falgaU(C, &, n)®" fo) = 0 if there exist i < j such that Cij=0and m;; #0 .

Proof of ([{14). We may write, much like in (720,

d d
(falaaU(C. €)% fo) = [T @)™+ T (i)™ T (w(0))~ "

=1 K =1

~

where 0 < R; < |m| — T and v(k) is the determinant of the minor of U corresponding to having
applied the column-modifier k. We can further split the column-modifers into elementary ones x(i, j)

and non-elementary ones «/'.

Then (falg\U(C,€,1n)®" fo) can be written as

Em.

d
O T i, g) ™= TT@) =5 I )™
=1

=1 i<j

w!

The first three products on the right side can be treated as above. For the fourth product we give
a rough upper bound based on the following observation. If the entries in the column have been
modified in an admissible way, then t5 (i) = j > I(c) for some i, so that |v(k)| < C||C|l/v/nd for any
K, with some constant C = C(d).

Thus by using the previous point

(FalarU(C.Em)™" fo) | <

= — Z My o
o [ M2 (el )™ (M)mﬁ(m)’rn
ep< 5 )( _m;) ]1 NN (n). (7.21)

We obtain (Z.I4) by noting that the number of non-elementary modifiers is

Z My = —1'+ Z(mm — Mye(ig))-

1<J

Proof of ([TIH). Note that only admissible vectors in Oy (m) can bring non-zero contributions. We
shall split the sum into sub-sums using O (m) (V = J, V¥ (m), and compare each sub-sum against
the benchmark V0 = VE°

From the bounds on ¢ and Z we obtain || + Z|| = O(n?), so we can apply the previous points with
5—|— Z instead of 5

Using (8) and (TI3) and recalling that A € A, o, we get:

<Zfa

fa€VO

NI )
1

mi,j

2

QU (C + Zaé?,n)®"fo> = exp (i¢ e EH%) H (s + 79)

1<j
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with error factor

rin)=1+0 (n_1+26+"5_1, n_1/2+265_1,n_1+26+0‘5_1, np~itg—t n_1+0‘+"5_1) .

For E # E° we combine (7.14) and (7.3)) to obtain

QAU(5+575")f0> : <Z fa

fa€VO
Mgy =i > i\ T M (i, 5) ~Mij

<7’L_FH ()\i—)\j) (4,9) J mi,j! H<+2H H \/6n|Ci,j+Zi,j| T(n)

< n Myt \ Von i< \ M+ 2llVnyii = p;

M (i,5) —Mi,j
<omTarzsr2 ] <|Cz',j + Zi,jb//%'— 14
¢+ 7

%U@+zémn>

i<j3m¢1j¢0 mZ)]|

< O((25—3/2n71/2+35+2e)r),
with O(-) uniform in T'. In the second inequality we used

M, j—Mg(i,5)
miﬁj!/mn(m)! <my ’ 7 g (mﬁ(i)j) —m;;) > —2T, AEA, o
i<j

and in the third inequality we used

mi < 2|<i,j + Zi,j|nﬂ+6, |<17J Zz,JLv :u: Hj < 1.
mi ¢+ 2]l

Furthermore, for a given I', there are at most CT different E such that I'(E) = I, corresponding to
the possible choices in the first two stages of the algorithm, where C' = C(d). Hence, if n is large
enough such that 205 —3/2p~1/2+38+2¢ < 1 we have:

< ' fa

faeok(m)

%U@+A5ME>—§:<§:A

' \faeV?l

qAU(5+z,5n)fo>

— (1 + 0(6_3/2n_1/2+3ﬂ+2e)) exp <i¢ g+ le%) 1 (C+ Z)z',j(\/ﬁ\/—/'h' — 1)) r(n)

2 m;
i<j J

= exp (i¢ e Z|%> H (€4 i/ /'M —i) ra(n)

2 m -
i<j J

where the sum over I' was bounded using a geometric series and

ra(n) =1+ O (n71+2ﬁ+n571, pltetB 5= 1t 2ng—1 = ltatn g1 573/2n71/2+35+2e) '

This is exactly (I3).
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Proof of ([T16). We choose I'* and T'® satisfying the condition I'® — I'* = |m| — 1] under which the
inner products in (ZI]) are non-zero. By multiplying (ZI0) and (Z.IT]), we see that:

b S WA 7 2\ I'*
< Yo falon Y fb> S(C|m|)FH(Az _/_\'J) (i|;|2) (7.22)
(m)

VT (1 rb i<j li gt
fa€ o eV J

L 2 r<
_ jmj— 7T (Ai = A" (CJ1*|m]
= (C|ml]) II o 3 :

i<j

It remains to sum up the upper bounds over all relevant pairs (I'*,I'?). If n'=37 > 2C/6%, the
dominating term in the sum of bounds is that corresponding to the smallest possible I'*. The

question is, what is the smallest possible value of I'* leading to non-zero inner products?

A necessary condition for f, not to be orthogonal to fp is that for each set S of suppressed and

added values, the two vectors have the same multiplicities m% = mg.

The following argument provides a lower bound for I'(fa)+T'(fb). The idea is to count the minimum
number of ‘horizontal box shuffling’ operations necessary in order to transform a Young tableau
tar € Ox(m) into the tableau t,. Since j[m| < n” and Ay > dn+ O(n®), the tableau ¢t can be chosen
to have at most one modified box per column (thus I'(far) = 0), and such that each of the modified

columns of t, are also modified in t5,. We also choose t,/ in a similar fashion.

Now at each step we horizontally move one elementary column modifier (i, j) of tas (or tp/) into an

already modified column, with the aim of constructing ¢, (or tp).

Each such operation increases I'(fa') + I'(fp’) by one. On the other hand the operation has the
following effect on the m% (or m®'): the multiplicities my(,—),j,+)} and mg, decrease by one, and
Mgo+{(i,—),(j,+)} increases by one. Here Sp is the signature of the column to which the box (i, j) is
moved. Hence the distance > ¢ |mg/ — mg/| decreases by at most three. Since initially this quantity
was equal to D, |lij —m; j|, we need at least 3, . |l j —m;,;|/3 such operations before reaching
our goal m% = mB. This means that I'(fa) + I'(fp) > |1 — m|/3.

Together with T'® — T' = |m| — [1|, this result yields T'* > (|1 — m| + 31| — 3|/m])/6. Moreover I'* is

non-negative.

Replacing in the above equation yields (Z.16)).

Proof of ([I8). Since 1 = m, equations (Z.8) and (I2) prove that the bound (22)) is saturated
when I'* = 0, up to the error factor (1+ O(n~'727/4)). Hence the remainder term due to the other

3
I' consist in a geometric series with factor (Cr‘:;‘ ) = O(n'=31/52).

O

The only part of the proof we have still postponed is the following technical lemma:

Lemma 7.2. If z, = O(n'/?>7¢), then



Proof. For simplicity we will ignore the dependence on n and write x = x,,.

For any y such that |y| < 1, for any n € N |, we have the Taylor expansion:

n __ - n k
e =3 (1)
k=1
Now (n—k)¥/k! < () < n¥/k! for n > k. If k < n/27¢/2 then (n — k)F = n*(1+ O(n=°)). If
k> n'/?27¢/2 then n¥/k! = O(n(1/2+</2k) So that if y = x/n = O(n~1/27¢),

nl/2—e/2 &

n —€ z €
ey =0+0m) Y Tt Y 0@tk )
k=0 ' k>nl/2—e/2

— 1+ 0m N exp@) + S (OISR gk k) (/)

k>nl/2—e/2
= (1+0(n ) exp(z) + O™~
= (1+0(n™°)) exp(x),

as exp(z) > Cexp(—n'/27¢)) for some constant C' > 0. O

7.2 Proof of Lemma [5.4]l and non-orthogonality issues

Lemma 7.3. Let (m, ) and (1, \) be semistandard Young tableauxr with diagram X and define

| = 30, mij and | —m| = Y, [l — mil.

If
domig =y mii# Y i =Y b
§>i j<i §>i j<i
for some 1 < i <d, then
(m, AL, \) = 0.

Otherwise, we derive an upper bound under the following conditions. We assume that A\; — Xiy1 > dn
forall1<i<d—1 and \g > on, for some § > 0. Furthermore we assume |I| < |m| < n" for some
n < 1/3 and that Cn®771/§% < 1 where C = C(d) is a constant.

Then:
[(m, AL, A)| < (C'n)~1UmI=ID/4 (@7 ) (On=2)fm=11/12 s(Iml =D /2=Im=1/3 (1 4 O(n =137 /5)). (7.23)

where C' = C'(d,n) and the constant in the remainder term depends only on d. The right side is of

9n—2)|m—1|/12

order less than n! and converges to zero for n < 2/9 when n — oo.

Proof. We know that |m, \) is a linear combination of n-tensor product vectors in which the basis
vector f; appears exactly A;— i i +> j<i™Mj,i times. As two tensor basis vectors are orthogonal

if they do not have the same number of f; in the decomposition, we get that (m, A, A) = 0 if
Ej>i mm- + Ej<i mjﬁi 75 Ej>i liﬁj + Ej<i ljﬁi fOI‘ any 1 S 7 S d

49



In the general case,

(@A fmlaxpr fr) '
VA{aapafmlaxpa fm) (@pa filaapa fi)

(m, A1, \) = (7.24)

We use the fact that ¢, is a projection, up to a constant factor (cf. (5.1I)),(E3)), and erase the gy at
the left of each scalar product, and we decompose py fm and py fi on orbits as in ([Z3). Since the
multiplicity of the elements in the orbits are the same in numerator and denominator, we end up
with:

<Zfa€(9,\(m) fa|q>\ E.fbeo)\(l) fb>

(m, A[L,A) = (7.25)
<Zfae(’)k(m) fa|Q>\ Zfa,eok(m) fa’><z‘f’b€(’)>\(1) fb|q>\ Zsze(%(l) fb’>
We use (ZI]) for the denominator:
< Yo falan D) fa’>< S hlo Y, fb’>
fa€Ox(m) far €Ox(m) fo€OA(1) Jer €0A(1)
i — A (mi,i+1i,5)/2
= 1 Yot ),
mi ;5!
1<i<j<d 0,50 b
and the numerator is bounded as in (ZI6). Then, under the assumption |[m| > || we have
im|—p1 ((Clm[® Fmin (Uesmmi )2 | Miy! -
|(m, AL, A)| < (C|ml) 2 IOw = Ayt T (14 (0(n*1/8))),
i<j 05

where Tyin = (|1 — m| + 3[1| — 3|m])/6) A 0.

The factorials can be bounded as

.|
H m_yl < [m|Zmis=lis)+/2 = || (m=1i+ml=[1)/4,

i<j Bl

Since |m| < n” and Cn®771/§% < 1, we have

Clm[®\ "7 _ (G (1= imi
%n =\ 82 '

Since A; — A; > né we have

H (i — )\j)(li,j*mi,j)/Q < (ng)=ImD/2,

1<i<j<d

The constant C' = C(d) can be replaced by another constant C' = C’(d,n) such that all powers of
n appear in the form (C'n)?. Putting the bounds together we get

|(m, AL \)| < (5(\m\—\ll)/2—\m—1|/3(C/n)—n(\m\—\ll)/4(C/n)(9n—2)|m—l\/l2(1 + O(n=1+3/5))

A consequence of this lemma is the following.
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Corollary 7.4. Let n < 2/9 and let (m, \) be such that |m| < n". Assume as in Lemma[7.3 that
Ni — Xix1 > 6n forall1 <i<d—1 and \g > dn, for some § > 0, and that Cn31~1/§2 < 1 where
C = C(d)isaconstant.

Then there exists a constant C" = C"(d,n) such that
> [(m AL )| < (Cn) @2 25713, (7.26)

[1j<n”
1#m

Proof. We break the sum into two parts (]1] < |m| and |l > |m]|), and by triangle inequality it

suffices to prove the statement under the additional condition [1] < |m)|.

We use (.23)) neglecting the terms containing |m| — |1 in the exponent which are less than 1. Then
the expression on the left side of ([.26]) is bounded from above by

23" N(k) [(C'n)<9ﬂ—2>/125—1/3]k
k>1
where N (k) is the number of I’s for which jm — 1| = k.
Since there are d(d — 1)/2 pairs 1 < i < j < d, there are at most (k + 1)4=1/2 different choices
for the values {|l; j — mq | : i < j} satisfying 3" |l;; — mi ;| = k. Moreover, there are 24(?=1)/2 gign
choices which fix 1 = {I; ;} completely. Thus N (k) < (2(k + 1))?4=1/2 < ¢* for some constant c

which can be incorporated in the geometric series starting at k¥ = 1, hence the desired estimate.

O

We use this quasi-orthogonality to build an isometry Vy : Hy — F which maps the relevant finite-

dimensional vectors |m, A) ‘close’ to their Fock counterparts jm). This is the aim of Lemma [541

Lemma 7.5. Let A be a contraction (i.e. A*A < 1) from a finite space H to an infinite space K.
Then there is an R : H — K such that A+ R is an isometry and Range(A) L Range(R).

As a consequence, for any unit vector ¢, we have |Ro||? =1 — || Ad||?.

Proof. As K is infinite-dimensional, we may consider a subspace H’ of K, orthogonal to Range(A),

and the same dimension as H, so that we can find an isomorphism I from H to H’'. We then take
R=1y1—- A*A.
O

Proof of Lemma[5.4 Let Ay : Hx — F be defined by

1
Ay = 1) (1, Al
V1 + (Cn)O=2)/12 /5173 1|§Znn

Then,

N 1
A= T oo s “; [LA) (LA

< 1y,
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where the last inequality follows from Corollary [7.4] and the following argument. It is enough to
show that all eigenvalues of A5 Ay are smaller than 1. Let ) ¢m |m, A) be an eigenvector of A5 Ajy,
and a the corresponding eigenvalue. Then by the linear independence of |m, \) we get that for each 1

1
11 (Cn)®n=2)/12 /5173 > (LA, A) em = acr.

jm|<n

If 1y is an index for which |¢j] is maximum, then by taking absolute values on both sides we obtain

1
o e X Al <

[ <n

Now we may apply Lemma [(.5] and find an Ry such that Ay + R is an isometry, and Range(R)) L
Range(A), so that (m| Ry = 0. We define V) := A + Rx. Then

(m|Vy = (m|(Ax+ Ry)
= (m| Ay
1
= (m] 1) (1, Al
V1+ (Cn)On=2/12/§1/3 |1§w
= ! (m, A|.

\/1 + (Cn)(9"*2)/12/51/3

7.3 Proof of Lemma on mapping rotations into displacements

We first recall a few definitions and notations. We denote by D? the displacement operation (super-

operator) acting on observables in the multimode Fock space F as
D*(W () := Ad[W (2)] (W(§)) = ¥ TAW (7 +7),  §,7eCd D2
The operation acts as displacement on coherent states, in particular
DEE(J0)(0]) = [T+ 2)(+ 21

Similarly, on the finite dimensional space ((Cd)®n we have the action (cf. ([Z])

- -

ASE(A) = AU (S Em)(A) = U(C/Vi, E/vm)®" AU/ v/, &/ vm)™",
whose restriction to the block X is Ag’g’" = Ad[UL(C, € n)].

The isometric embedding T)(+) := Vi - Vi and its ‘adjoint’ T5(-) := V¥ - V) satisty
TAASTET(10) {0]) = VAIC+ 2.6 0 4+ 2, E VR

where |+ Z,€, \) := Ur(C + Z,€,n) |0, \) are the “finite dimensional coherent states’.
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According to Lemma [5.4] the coordinates of V,\|§? +z,€, A) in the Fock basis are described by:

- (00, UG+ 7€ 1)[0, ) (1 -+ O(n#1-2/126-1/3)) if || <
m[VA[C+Z,{N) = (7.27)
something not important if m| > n".

Using the relation ||[¢) (] — [0 )4 ||l1 = 24/1 — [{(¥|¢")|?, which holds for unital vectors 1, 1)’, the

statement of the lemma is equivalent to

—

(Z+ A+ 2,6, 0| = R(n)?, (7.28)

sup  sup sup sup 1—
Zll<nf Cco, g ||€]|<n—1/2+26/5 AC€An.a

with R(n) the original remainder term.

We shall prove formula (28] by decomposing these vectors in the Fock basis, that is
[+ ANIC+ZEN =D (C+ Zm)(m[Vi|{ + 7,6 ). (7.29)

m
The estimates are based on the following observations.

1) The coherent states have significant coefficients (¢ + Zjm) only for ‘small’ m’s, i.e. those in the
set

M= {mmy; < |(C+ 2)iy e, i<} (7.30)
In particular, since 25 + € < n we have M C {m : jm| < n"}.
2) The coefficients (m|V,|C + Z, &, A) are uniformly close to exp(i¢)(C + Zjm) where ¢ is a fixed real

phase, in particular uniformly over m € M.

3) If am and by, are the two sets of coefficients, such that > |am|* = Y., [bm|? = 1, then

1= > ambm| <1=| Y ambm|+| Y Gmbm §2<1— > ambm>. (7.31)
m meM m¢M meM
The precise statement in point 1) is
3+ Zm)P? < d*n P (7.32)

mgM
Indeed, the inner products can be written as a product over the (i, ) oscillators and we have the
bound .

STHCHZm)? < exp(—ziy) > ﬁa i =({+ 2l

mgM i<y k>a; jne
Each of the terms in the sum is a tail of Poisson distribution and is bounded by n=<"" if x5 > 1
and by n=? if x5 < L.

We turn now to point 2). From the third line of (Z27) we get

>z (YrSmlyaU (C + Z,€,n)| fo)
WU + 2, ¢, 07)\ =
iR+ 26 m)I0 ) V {yafolyafo) v/ (Y faly fm)

_ <p>\fm|Q)\U(5+ gaén)f0>(1+O(n(9n—2)/125—1/3))

<p)\fm|q)\p)\fm>

(1 + O(n(gn—Q)/l25—l/3))
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where we have used (53] and (G.6).
We recall that Oy (m) is the orbit in (C4)®" of fy, under Ry and that we have the decomposition
#R
nhn= D o
fa€Ox(m)
Then, by employing formulas (T.I5) and (I8]), we can write

Efaeox(m)<fa|Q>\U(z+ Z,&,n) fo)
\/Z.fmfbeo,\(m <fa|Q>\fb>

-

i IC47 (CH2)57 (nlui — )\
_ it lIE+213 /2H . < Bt ) r(n).
i j

i<j My, j:

(m|VaUx(C + 2,€.n)[0,\) = (1 4+ OnOn=2/125=1/3y  (7.33)

The corresponding remainder term is

r(n) =140 (n(9n72)/12571/3 plH2B4ng—1 | —1/24384+2¢5-3/2 p—l+at+285-1 ,—l+atns—1 n71+3n571)

and the phase is:

¢= \/_Z = Hi+1)§

o\ M /2
Since A € A, and the eigenvalues are separated by ¢ we have ("()\‘ZI_)\“_J)) =14+0(n>"111/8)

J
and the error can be absorbed in r(n).

In conclusion, for m satisfying (30), we have:

(m|VAU (¢ + 2.€,n)[0, A) = exp(ie) (m|{ + 2)r(n).
Inserting this result into (Z29), and using (Z31) and (T32), we get

1—

EF+NUCHZENI0N] = O[1=rn), Y [(m|{+2)]* | = Rs(n),
mgM

with
RQ (n) -0 (71(97772)/12571/37 n71+2ﬁ+n571, n71/2+3ﬁ+25573/2, n*l+0¢+255717

p-itatng—1 n_1+3”5—1,n_'[3) .
Through expression (7.28), noticing that Ra(n) = R(n)?, we see that we have proved the lemma.
(|

7.4 Proof of Lemma on typical Young diagrams

Recall that the state p?" := pg/" U has the decomposition over ‘blocks’ A given by ([@8). The

probability distribution over Young diagrams pg’ﬁ’" depends only on the diagonal parameters 4 and
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is given by

N d d Hﬁm i

mei=1 j=i+1 \Hi

with

A n ﬁ)‘l!HZ:lH(}\l—)\k—l—k—l)
T\ A2 A (N +d—1)! '

The above formula can be understood as follows. By invariance under rotations we can take 5 =0and
the state is diagonal in the standard basis basis ((Cd)®n formed by the vector f,. Each eigenprojector
carries a weight Hle(/ﬁ’")mi where m; is the multiplicity of the vector f; in the tensor product
fa. Thus, we only need to add all multiplicities over vectors that are ‘inside’ the block A. Since the

irreducible representation has basis fm labelled by semistandard Young tableaux, we get a factor

d d d g
[T =TTwE™™ 11 ( g,n> .

i=1 i=1 j=it+1 \Hi

The additional factor ¢\ is the dimension of Ky, on which the state is proportional to the identity.

Recall that " = p; 4+ ui/v/n for 1 <i < (d—1) and p" = pg — (X, wi)/v/n. 16 > 2dno~1 >
2dn"~1/2 then uﬁ"/uﬁ" <1 for all ||| < n?. Moreover m; ; < n for all (i,7), so the total number

of m’s is smaller than n?® . Thus

S ( )mg

m <j z

On the other hand m = 0 is always in the set of possible m, so that

SH(%) =

m (<j i

One can easily verify that

NI = A+ k=) N 1

1>
= N +d—1)! = n+d)®

=1

The remaining factor is the multinomial law. We now show that this is the dominating part. Let us

write (Y1,...,Yqy) for the multinomial random variable. Then we have
a,n 2$2
PlY; —nu""| > 2] < 2exp [ —— | . (7.34)
n

Indeed each Y; is a sum of independent Bernoulli variables Xy, ..., X, with P(X; =1) = uf’" and
P(X,=0)=1- uf’", and by Hoeffding’s inequality [44]

2
ZXk— [X3]| > 2] < 2exp <—i)
n
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By definition, for any A ¢ A, o there exists an i such that | \;—ny;| > n®, which implies |A;—np™"| >
n® —dn"t/2. With n®=7~1/2 > 24, the upper bound is simply n®/2 and we have

d
ST = PN E Aol < 0% S P - npl| > 02
AgAn, o i=1

< 2dn® exp(—n?*1/2).

O
7.5 Proof of Lemma and Lemma on classical LAN
We shall use multinomials as an intermediate step. Recalling that bi’" = p?\’nrf, we can write:
e 0,n 6,n n — _ n n
HN(u, V) -S| < Hp Mo ol HNE@V) =D Ml o (N, (7.35)
A 1 A 1
where M:}M 2. 18 the d-multinomial with coefficients ,uf"
1 ook

Concisely, what we really prove in this lemma is the equivalence of the following classical experiments,

together with an explicit rate:

Pn = {pﬁﬂl’ Hﬁ” < nV} )

My = { M ol <0}
Ky sy

Gn = {N (@, Vy), ldl] <n7}.
Recall that p?™ does not depend on 5 and is denoted p®". We shall use the shorthand notation
M™M= M

ny"

We first bound the first term on the left side of (T35]) as follows:

. . 71/24» —1
sup |[p™" — M), < o T At

]| <n 6 (7.36)

To show this, we rewrite:

[p™m = M| = 37 P — M)

[A|=n
< >0 -+ DD P+ M)
AE€An o AZAR o«

Lemma [6.2] and (7.34]) imply that for all ||@]| < n?, and n > (2d/5)ﬁ + (2d)a*71*1/2,

pY" 4+ M™T(N) < Cy exp(—(Can®* 7)),
AZAR
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with C; and C5 depending only on the dimension. We end the proof of (730 by recalling that

d ﬁn
.7

i,n )‘l!HZ l+1()‘l )‘k+k_l e n.Q
=11 (N +d—1D) 2 11 o M-

=1 mei<j

Now, for all ||| < nY and all A € A,, 4, the right hand side without the multinomial is

(50w ) S

<k meXi<j

mi,j

If \; = \is1 > (d—1)n'/? then X contains all the multiplicities m in the ‘cube’ {0,1,...,n!/2}dd=1)/2,
Since p; — pi+1 > 6, the condition holds for all A € A,, o, with n satisfying nd > 2dn®. Thus

1— (& 4+ O(n=Y/2+7 /5)m?

H : _MZ_J T O Z H (N; +O0(n 1/2+7/5)) ! < H s —|—O )"

1<j mei<j i<j

Putting together yields

d d L\ ™
A Temgga M= A+ K — n~1/2+Y 4 opo-l
— <(C——.
5 SN £ C——

=1 me\i<j My

We have thus proved (Z.36]).

The second term in (35]) can be treated by ‘classical’ (albeit technical) methods and we refer to
[29] for the details of the proof. The result is

sup [N (a@,V,)— M™0||; < C(n~YA4e =127 /6,

la<n

for n=1/?+7 > C§/2 with C = C(d). Together with (T36), and noticing that a — 1 > ¢ — 1/2 for
small enough €, we get the desired rate of convergence for Lemma

From here, proving Lemma [6.8] (that is the inverse direction) is easy enough. Indeed, recall that

o"r"p? ™ = p? ™ and that o” is a contraction. Then

1 ‘

< V@ v - 7t

HO’nN(ﬁ, V#) _ p5;ﬁ7n 0.71./\/'(1?7 V#) _ O'nTan’ﬁ’n

1

So that we have the same speed and conditions as those of Lemma [6.T]

7.6 Proof of Lemma on convergence to the thermal equilibrium state

We recall that the state ® on CCR(L?(p), o) was defined in (£30) and is the product of a classical
Gaussian distribution and d(d — 1)/2 Gaussian states ®; ; of quantum harmonic oscillators, one for
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each pair i < j. ®;; are thermal equilibrium states with inverse temperature 8 = In(p;/p;) (cf
@I5)). The joint state ®° := @,_; i is then displaced to obtain ®¢ but Lemma [6.3 is only

concerned with ®9.

It is well known that thermal equilibrium states are diagonal in the number basis and in our case

o= A () (7.37)

meNd(d—1)/2 i<j

As shown in (59, a similar formula holds for the finite dimensional block states pg’ﬁ’n'

(m, A[p} ™" m, A) = CF H( ) : (7.38)
1<J
where C¥ is a normalisation constant, u?’n = p; +u;/y/nforl <i<(d—1)and ug’" = lg —

(D2 wi)/V/n.

However there is a caveat: although |m,\) are eigenvectors of pO &

, they are not orthogonal to
each other so we cannot directly use |m, \) (m, \| as eigenprojectors in the spectral decomposition.

However, Lemma [5.4] gives us an estimate of the error that we incur by doing just that.

0,a,n

Not first that the eigenvalues of p,"™" are labelled by the total multiplicities m; of the index 7 in the

semistandard Young tableaux :
m; = N\, — Zmi,j + ij,i-
g>i j<i
Let us denote by H({m;}) and P({m;}) the corresponding eigenspace and respectively eigenprojec-
tion. Then

A5 = 0f X 10 ™ Piima).
{m;}i=1
As in Lemma [5.4] we have

P({mi}) = !

1+ CnOn—2)/125-1/3

where the sum runs over those m with total multiplicities {m;}. The (positive) reminder has trace

norm

Te(E({mi})) = O(n®1=2/12571/3) - dim(H({mi})).

By summing over all {m;} we get

d
1 " _
Ouni ~0,@,n a Ty —A; _
P 1+ Cn@ro/izg sl “ {Z} .Ul(ui ) B,

where ﬁg’ﬁ’" is the approximate state

~Ou"' C)\ZH u"ml Ai Z [m, A) (m, )| .

{m;} i=1 m:{m;}
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The error term has trace norm of the order

d
O(n(Qn—2)/126—1/3) . C;\l’ Z H(u?’")ml_’\ldlm(?{({ml})) — O(n(Qn—2)/126—1/3)7
{m;}i=1

where we have used the normalisation of the block state pg’ﬁ’"

In conclusion
HpOun ﬁ()J\unHl _ O(n(gn—Q)/125—1/3)' (739)

~Oun

The next step is to show that the block states py " are mapped by T close to 9. Using (59)), we

can write

TR = CAZH(ﬂ ) 7 (fm, ) m. ), (7.40)

mei<j

If no=1 < §/2 and a > 1/2 > 7, we know that all m such that |m| < n” ‘fit into’ .

Since p™ = p; + O(n~Y/2+7), when |m| < n",

<uén> _<&) (1O ), (7.41)

Hi

i
For the normalisation constant we can write:

-2aGE) -z )

jm|<nni<j

If 2dn"~1/2 < §/2 then the second part is less than n? (1 —/2)"" which is negligible compared to
the other error terms. Hence:

= X (%) ko)

Im|<nni<j

T TI(E) ot

meNd(d—1)/2 <5

- H mu + O(n= Y270 /5)). (7.42)

We then recall that for unit vectors, we have ||[¥){¢)| — |¢){(d]|l1 = 24/1 — [(¥|¢)]?>. So that, using
Lemma 54 we get that for jm| < n”

I (e, A) (m, Af) = [m) (o[l = [[Vam, A)(m, AV = [m) (|||, = O(n®772/24/51/%). (7.43)
Putting the estimates (A1), (C42), (43) back into formula (740), we obtain T (ﬁg’ﬁ’"), so that

@t = > 17 (“) ) (m| + O(n =240 5,10/ 511%), - (7.44)

meENd(d—1)/2 i<j

Comparing with ([(37), and using (39) we get the desired result.
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7.7 Proof of Lemma on local linearity of SU(d)

The key is to notice that, as we are dealing with a group, there is a r such that

— - =

U+ 2,0,n)U(C0,n)U(Z,0,n) = U(-C — 7,0,n)U(C,0,n)U(Z,0,n) = U(F, 5,n),

and similarly for the operation A. We shall prove below that under the condition that both 5 and
7 are smaller than nf, then ||7]| + ||5]] = O(n=/2%28/§). Let us call this the domination hypothesis
for further reference.

Now, as the actions are unitary, we may rewrite the norm in Lemma as
A= la5m - agmazr(o.n @A) |
= [ax A= - agraimigo. 0. A) |
= |2 - a7 100, 0 0, | -

As T} is an isometry, we may also let it act the left and 75 on the right and get:

A = ||7a(0.3) 0, A) - TATF T3 (0) (o)) |
< 110) {01 — 17 (71, + ][I (71— T AF5 75 10} (0| + 1710, 4 (0, X))~ [0) (0] .
By the domination hypothesis, the norm of 7 is smaller than n~/2%¥28/§, hence (#]0) = 1 —

O(n="+48/§2). Using ||[¢) (0] — |¢) (|1 = 2+/1 — [(¥|$)]? we get that the first term on the right
side of the inequality is O(n~'/2t2#/5). Notice that this is dominated by R(n) given in equation

(E11)) since n > 20.

For the second term, we apply Lemma [64] with 2 = 0. By the domination hypothesis, ||s]] <
n~1/2%28 /5, so we may apply Lemma [6.4], and the remainder is given by R(n) in equation (G.11).

The last term is O(n(972)/24/§1/6) as shown in (ZZ3) which is dominated by R(n).

We finish the proof of the lemma, and simultaneously that of Theorem[43] by proving the domination

hypothesis. Recall that an arbitrary element in SU(d) can be written in the exponential form

d—1
. Re(rx) Tk + Im(r; £) Tk ;
U(7,5) :==exp |4 ZsiHi—i— Z L, L ! ,
i=1 1<j<k<d VHG T Pk

where (7, 5) € CH4=1)/2 x R4~ and T; ;, H; are the generators of SU(d) defined in (Z2). A special
case of this is U(7) := U(7,0). In general, the map (7, 3) — U(F,5) is not injective but becomes so
if we restrict to a small enough neighbourhood C of the origin (0,0) € C4?=1/2 x R?=1 On this

neighbourhood it makes sense to define the inverse as a sort of ‘logarithm’

log U(F, 5) = (7, 3),

which is a C*° function.
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By continuity of the product, if &, 7 € C*4=1/2 are small enough, then U(—# — #)U(Z)U (%) € C.
Since ||C]| + |21l /v/7 < nP~1/2/8, we can apply this to Z = (//n,§ = Z/y/n for n > (C/6) 72 with
the constant C' depending only on the dimension, and get

(7/V/n, 5/v/n) = f(C/vVn, Z/v/n) = log |U(~(C + 2)/v/n)U((/Vr)U(Z/Vn)| -

Since f is a C*° function we can expand in Taylor series and it is easy to show that f(0,0) = 0,

the first order partial derivatives are zero as well, and the second order derivatives are uniformly
bounded in a neighbourhood of the origin. Thus we get

|12 112
F— JRO ( HZZJH HC’L,JH ) _ O(n71/2+25/5).

n(p; — ) n(pi — py)
O
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