
ar
X

iv
:2

20
8.

05
13

3v
1 

 [
qu

an
t-

ph
] 

 1
0 

A
ug

 2
02

2

Detecting coherence with respect to general quantum measurements

Yu-Cheng Chen,1 Jiong Cheng,1 Wen-Zhao Zhang,1, ∗ and Cheng-Jie Zhang1, 2, †

1School of Physical Science and Technology, Ningbo University, Ningbo, 315211, China
2State Key Laboratory of Precision Spectroscopy, School of Physics and Electronic Science,

East China Normal University, Shanghai 200241, China
(Dated: August 11, 2022)

Quantum coherence is a crucial resource in quantum resource theory. Previous study mainly fo-
cused on standard coherence under a complete orthogonal reference basis. The standard coherence
has recently been extended to general positive-operator-valued measure (POVM)-based coherence,
including block coherence as a special case. Therefore, it is necessary to construct block coherence
and POVM-based coherence witnesses to detect them. In this work, we present witnesses for block
coherence and POVM-based coherence, and obtain the necessary and sufficient conditions for arbi-
trary block coherence and POVM-based coherence witnesses. We also discuss possible realizations of
some block coherence and POVM-based coherence witnesses in experiments, and present examples
of measuring block coherence witnesses based on real experimental data. Furthermore, an applica-
tion of block coherence witnesses has been presented in a quantum parameter estimation task with
a degenerate Hamiltonian, and one can estimate the unknown parameter by measuring our block
coherence witnesses if the input state is block coherent. Lase but not least, we prove that the quantum
Fisher information of any block incoherent state is equal to zero, which coincides with the result from
measuring block coherence witnesses.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum coherence plays a significant role in quan-
tum theory, which has a number of applications in quan-
tum optics, quantum information processing, nanoscale
thermodynamics and biological systems [1–15]. Re-
cently, it has been recognized that coherence can be
treated as one kind of quantum resources. Therefore,
detecting coherence is crucial in quantum physics.

In Ref. [16], quantitative investigations of quantum
coherence have been launched, and several coherence
measures for standard coherence, with respect to von
Neumann measurements, have been proposed. For
standard coherence, consider a d-dimensional Hilbert
space H, a state δ is incoherent under a chosen refer-

ence basis {|i〉}d
i=1 if and only if δ is diagonal under the

reference basis [16], i.e.,

δ =
d

∑
i=1

pi|i〉〈i|, (1)

with probabilities {pi}. One can define the standard de-
phasing operation ∆ as

∆(ρ) :=
d

∑
i=1

|i〉〈i|ρ|i〉〈i|. (2)

Thus, a state δ is incoherent under a chosen reference ba-
sis {|i〉}d

i=1 if and only if the following condition holds,

δ = ∆(δ), (3)

∗Electronic address: zhangwenzhao@nbu.edu.cn
†Electronic address: chengjie.zhang@gmail.com

where ∆ is defined in Eq. (2).
In Ref. [17], Åberg proposed a framework which

actually defined block coherence with respect to pro-
jective measurements. The standard coherence can be
viewed as a special case of block coherence. More-
over, Bischof et al. generalized block coherence to co-
herence with respect to the most general quantum mea-
surements [18], i.e., the positive-operator-valued mea-
sure (POVM)-based coherence. Therefore, the resource
theory of coherence was generalized by extending the
standard coherence to block coherence and even POVM-
based coherence. It is worth noticing that POVMs de-
scribe the most general type of quantum measurements,
and they may be more advantageous compared to von
Neumann measurements.

However, unlike the standard coherence, there are
only a few results reported on quantifying block coher-
ence and POVM-based coherence [18–20]. The meth-
ods to detect whether a state has nonzero block coher-
ence and POVM-based coherence are missing. For the
standard coherence, Ref. [21] first introduced the stan-
dard coherence witness W. Similar to entanglement wit-
nesses, a Hermitian operator W is a standard coherence
witness if Tr(δW) ≥ 0 holds for all incoherent states δ.
If one finds Tr(ρW) < 0 for a state ρ, then the state ρ
must be a standard coherent state. Compared with co-
herence measures, which usually need full information
of the state by using quantum state tomography, coher-
ence witnesses can be measured with much less mea-
surements since quantum state tomography requires ex-
ponentially growing measurements with the number of
qubits. Thus, it is necessary to construct block coher-
ence witnesses and POVM-based coherence witnesses
to detect them without quantum state tomography, es-
pecially for experimentally unknown states.

The purpose of this work is two-fold. On the one
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hand, we present witnesses for block coherence and
POVM-based coherence, and obtain the necessary and
sufficient conditions for arbitrary block coherence wit-
nesses and POVM-based coherence witnesses. More-
over, we discuss possible realizations of some block co-
herence and POVM-based coherence witnesses in real
experiments, and present examples to detect block co-
herence coherence by measuring block coherence wit-
nesses. On the other hand, we provide an application of
block coherence witnesses in a quantum parameter es-
timation task with a degenerate Hamiltonian, and one
can estimate the unknown parameter by measuring our
block coherence witnesses if the input state is block co-
herent. We also prove that the quantum Fisher informa-
tion of any block incoherent state is equal to zero, which
coincides with the result from measuring block coher-
ence witnesses.

II. DETECTING BLOCK COHERENCE BASED ON
BLOCK COHERENCE WITNESSES

Before embarking on our main results, let us first re-
view the definition of block incoherent states. In Refs.
[17–20, 22, 23], block incoherent state has been defined
as follows.

Given a d-dimensional Hilbert space H, which has
been divided into n (n ≤ d) subspaces, and subspace
projectors are P := {Ps}n

s=1 with ∑
n
s=1 Ps = 1 (where 1

is the identity operator). A state δ̃ is block incoherent
under the reference subspace projectors P, if and only if

δ̃ is block diagonal under the reference P, i.e,

δ̃ =
n

∑
s=1

Psδ̃Ps := ∆̃(δ̃), (4)

where we define the modified dephasing operation as

∆̃(ρ) := ∑
s

PsρPs. (5)

Similar to the witnesses for standard coherence [21, 24],
we can construct block coherence witnesses as follows.

Theorem 1. (a) For any Hermitian operator A, we can
construct a block coherence witness

W̃A = ∆̃(A)− A. (6)

(b) An arbitrary Hermitian operator W̃ is a block coher-

ence witness if and only if ∆̃(W̃) ≥ 0.

Proof.— (a) We first prove that W̃A is a block coher-

ence witness. Since A is a Hermitian operator, W̃A must
be Hermitian as well. Thus, for an arbitrary block inco-

herent state δ̃ = ∑s Psδ̃Ps, we can obtain

Tr(δ̃W̃A) = Tr[δ̃∆̃(A)]− Tr[δ̃A]

= Tr[δ̃ ∑
s

PsAPs]− Tr[δ̃A]

= Tr[∑
s

Psδ̃Ps A]− Tr[δ̃A]

= 0, (7)

which means W̃A is a block coherence witness.
(b) It is worth noticing that a Hermitian operator W is

a coherence witness for standard coherence if and only if
∆(W) ≥ 0 [21]. Similarly, we can prove that a Hermitian

operator W̃ is a block coherence witness if and only if

∆̃(W̃) ≥ 0.

Firstly, if ∆̃(W̃) ≥ 0 holds, then for any block incoher-

ent state δ̃ we can obtain that

Tr[δ̃W̃] = Tr[∆̃(δ̃)W̃]

= Tr[∆̃(W̃)δ̃]

≥ 0, (8)

i.e., W̃ is a block coherence witness.
Conversely, we prove that if for any block incoherent

state δ̃ Tr[δ̃W̃] ≥ 0 holds, then ∆̃(W̃) ≥ 0. For any quan-
tum state ρ, one can obtain

Tr[ρ∆̃(W̃)] = Tr[∆̃(ρ)W̃]

= Tr[δ̃ρW̃]

≥ 0, (9)

where δ̃ρ := ∆̃(ρ) is a block incoherent state. Thus,

∆̃(W̃) is positive-semidefinite, i.e., ∆̃(W̃) ≥ 0.

Therefore, it can be given that W̃ is block coherence

witness if and only if ∆̃(W̃) ≥ 0. �

Remark.— Based on Theorem 1(a), one can construct
a block coherence witness W̃σ by using any density ma-
trix σ as the Hermitian operator A in Eq. (6),

W̃σ = ∆̃(σ)− σ. (10)

Moreover, if σ is a pure state |φ〉, we can obtain that

W̃φ = ∆̃(|φ〉〈φ|)− |φ〉〈φ|, (11)

and

Tr[ρW̃φ] = Tr[ρ(∆̃(|φ〉〈φ|)− |φ〉〈φ|)]
= 〈φ|∆̃(ρ)|φ〉 − 〈φ|ρ|φ〉
= F(∆̃(ρ), |φ〉)− F(ρ, |φ〉), (12)

where F(ρ, |φ〉) := 〈φ|ρ|φ〉 is the fidelity between the
state ρ and the pure state |φ〉. Therefore, the expect value

of block coherence witness W̃φ is related to the two fi-
delities.
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III. COHERENCE WITNESS WITH RESPECT TO
GENERAL MEASUREMENTS

Recently, Bishof et al. introduced a generalization to a
resource theory of coherence with respect to the general
quantum measurement. The POVM-based coherence is
defined as follows [18–20].

Let E be a collection of n positive operators E :=
{Ei}n

i=1 with ∑
n
i=1 Ei = 1. The corresponding measure-

ment operator of each Ei is denoted by Ai, such that
Ei = A†

i Ai holds. Thus, a state δ̄ is called incoherent
state with respect to the general measurement E if and
only if

Eiδ̄Ei′ = 0, ∀i 6= i′. (13)

Note that it is equivalent to [18]

Ai δ̄A†
i′ = 0, ∀i 6= i′. (14)

Therefore, any POVM-based incoherent state δ̄ should
satisfy

δ̄ = ∑
i

Eiδ̄Ei := ∆̄(δ̄), (15)

where ∆̄ is defined as

∆̄(ρ) := ∑
i

EiρEi. (16)

It is worth noticing that Eq. (15) can be easily proved
from the definition of POVM-based incoherent state,
since for any POVM-based incoherent state δ̄, one can
obtain

δ̄ = (∑
i

Ei)δ̄(∑
j

Ej)

= ∑
i

Ei δ̄Ei + ∑
i 6=j

Eiδ̄Ej

= ∑
i

Ei δ̄Ei, (17)

where we have used Eiδ̄Ej = 0, ∀i 6= j.
Theorem 2. (a) For any Hermitian operator A, we can

construct a POVM-based coherence witness W̄A as fol-
lows,

W̄A = ∆̄(A)− A. (18)

(b) An arbitrary Hermitian operator W̄ is a POVM-based
coherence witness if and only if ∆̄(W̄) ≥ 0.

Proof.— (a) We provide that W̄A is a POVM-based co-
herence witness. As A is a Hermitian operator, W̄A must
be Hermitian. For any incoherent state δ̄ with respect to
{Ei}, δ̄ = ∑i Eiδ̄Ei holds and thus

Tr(δ̄W̄A) = Tr[δ̄∆̄(A)]− Tr[δ̄A]

= Tr[δ̄ ∑
i

Ei AEi]− Tr[δ̄A]

= Tr[∑
i

Eiδ̄Ei A]− Tr[δ̄A]

= 0, (19)

which means W̄A is a POVM-based coherence witness.
(b) Firstly, if ∆̄(W̄) ≥ 0 holds, then for any POVM-

based incoherent state δ̄ we can obtain that

Tr[δ̄W̄] = Tr[∆̄(δ̄)W̄]

= Tr[∆̄(W̄)δ̄]

≥ 0. (20)

Thus, W̄ is a POVM-based coherence witness.
Conversely, we prove that if Tr[δ̄W̄] ≥ 0, then ∆̄(W̄) ≥

0. For any quantum state ρ, one can obtain that

Tr[ρ∆̄(W̄)] = Tr[∆̄(ρ)W̄]

= Tr[δ̄ρW̄]

≥ 0, (21)

where δ̄ρ := ∆̄(ρ) is a POVM-based incoherent state.

Thus, ∆̄(W̄) is positive-semidefinite, i.e., ∆̄(W̄) ≥ 0.
Therefore, we proved that W̄ is a POVM-based coher-

ence witness if and only if ∆̄(W̄) ≥ 0. �

Remark.— Based on Theorem 2(a), we can also con-
struct a POVM-based coherence witness W̄σ by choosing
any density matrix σ as the Hermitian operator A,

W̄σ = ∆̄(σ)− σ. (22)

Moreover, if σ is a pure state |φ〉, one can obtain that

W̄φ = ∆̄(|φ〉〈φ|)− |φ〉〈φ|, (23)

and

Tr[ρW̄φ] = Tr[ρ(∆̄(|φ〉〈φ|)− |φ〉〈φ|)]
= Tr[ρ∆̄(|φ〉〈φ|)]− Tr[ρ|φ〉〈φ|]
= F(∆̄(ρ), |φ〉)− F(ρ, |φ〉), (24)

where it demonstrates the relationship of the POVM-
based coherence witness W̄φ and fidelities between the

state ρ (or ∆̄(ρ)) and the pure state |φ〉.

IV. POSSIBLE EXPERIMENTAL REALIZATION FOR
WITNESSES AND EXAMPLES

Many experiments have measured fidelities F =
〈φ|ρexp|φ〉 between the experimental state ρexp and a tar-
get pure state |φ〉 [25–28]. For bipartite and multipartite
systems, one possible way to measure fidelities is to de-
compose the operator |φ〉〈φ| as sum of tensor products
of local observables [26–28]. Therefore, one can measure
our witnesses (11) and (23) in the same manner.

In the following, we will present examples of N-qubit
W states |WN〉 from real experimental data, where

|WN〉 = (|0 · · · 001〉+ |0 · · · 010〉+ · · ·+ |10 · · · 0〉)/
√

N.
(25)

We use the block coherence witness (11) to detect block
coherence of W states. In Ref. [25], N-qubit W states
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|WN〉 4 5 6 7 8

FN 0.846 0.759 0.788 0.763 0.722

〈∆̃(|WN〉〈WN |)〉 0.321 0.207 0.173 0.141 0.119

−Tr(ρ′expW̃) 0.525 0.552 0.615 0.622 0.603

TABLE I: The fidelity FN is the result of overlap 〈WN |ρ′exp|WN〉
from Ref. [25]. The values 〈∆̃(|WN〉〈WN |)〉 and −Tr(ρ′expW̃)
are obtained from the density matrices of experiment states in

Ref. [25]. One can see that −Tr(ρ′expW̃) is always greater than
zero.

(4 ≤ N ≤ 8) have be experimentally generated
by trapped ions, with fidelities between experimental
states and perfect W states being F4 = 0.846, F5 = 0.759,
F6 = 0.788, F7 = 0.763, F8 = 0.722 for the 4-, 5-, 6-,
7- and 8-ion W states, respectively. Moreover, numeri-
cal values of the density matrices of experiment states
with 4 ≤ N ≤ 8 have been presented in Ref. [25]. It
is worth noticing that the experimental states have lo-
cal phases, and one can find the local phases by max-
imizing the fidelities F = 〈W̃N |ρexp|W̃N〉 with |W̃N〉
being W states containing local phases shown in [25].
After choosing local unitary transformations based on
local phases, we can transform ρexp to ρ′exp such that

F = 〈W̃N |ρexp|W̃N〉 = 〈WN |ρ′exp|WN〉. We consider the

following reference subspace projectors P with

P0 = |φ−〉〈φ−|,
P1 = |φ+〉〈φ+|,
P2 = |0 · · · 010〉〈0 · · ·010|,

· · · ,

PN−1 = |010 · · · 0〉〈010 · · ·0|,

PN = 1−
N−1

∑
i=0

Pi,

where |φ±〉 := (|00 · · · 01〉 ± |10 · · · 0〉)/
√

2. Thus, our
block coherence witness is as follows,

W̃ = ∆̃(|WN〉〈WN|)− |WN〉〈WN |

=
N

∑
i=0

Pi|WN〉〈WN |Pi − |WN〉〈WN |. (26)

From Table I, we can see that −Tr(ρ′expW̃) is always

greater than zero, which means all the experimental
states in Ref. [25] contain the block coherence under the
above reference subspace projectors P.

V. QUANTUM PARAMETER ESTIMATION TASK WITH
DEGENERATE HAMILTIONIANS

For quantum metrology, one of the main tasks is pa-
rameter estimation in a quantum channel to improve ac-
curacy that is different from the standard quantum lim-
its [29, 30]. Quantum coherence plays a fundamental

role in quantum parameter estimation [31]. For the case
of unitary evolution with a degenerate Hamiltonian, we
will propose a simple application of quantum block co-
herence, and find that the quantum Fisher information
is strongly related to the block coherence.

A. Quantum parameter estimation by using block
coherent states

Now we consider a d-dimensional Hilbert space, sup-
pose that H is a degenerate Hamiltonian,

H =
n

∑
s=1

ks

∑
g=1

Es|s, g〉〈s, g|, (27)

where H has n different eigenvalues {Es}n
s=1, and each

eigenvalue Es has ks degenerate eigenstates {|s, g〉}ks
g=1.

Here the index s is for the s-th different eigenvalue, and
the index g is denoted as the g-th Es (the total number of
the same eigenvalue Es is ks). |s, g〉 is the eigenstate cor-
responding to the eigenvalue, i.e., the g-th Es. According
to the definition of block coherence, one can naturally
choose the degenerate subspaces of H in Eq. (27) as the
reference subspaces. Therefore,

Ps =
ks

∑
g=1

|s, g〉〈s, g|, (28)

is the s-th subspace projector, where every pure state in
this subspace is an eigenstate of H with the eigenvalue
being Es.

Proposition 3. With a degenerate Hamiltonian H in
Eq. (27), we choose {Ps}n

s=1 in (28) as the reference sub-

space projectors P. The output state ρout = UϕρinU†
ϕ :=

ρϕ can be use to estimate the unknown parameter ϕ in
the black box in Fig. 1, if and only if ρin and ρout have
nonzero block coherence under the reference subspaces
P.

Proof.— For an arbitrary input state ρin, it can be ex-
pressed under the eigenstates of H (27), i.e.,

ρin = ∑
s,s′

∑
g,g′

ρ(s,g),(s′,g′)|s, g〉〈s′, g′|, (29)

where we used ρ(s,g),(s′,g′) := 〈s, g|ρin|s′, g′〉 with

∑s,g ρ(s,g),(s,g) = 1. Thus, the corresponding output state

ρout = UϕρinU†
ϕ := ρϕ can be expressed as follows,

ρout = UϕρinU†
ϕ

= ∑
s,s′

s 6=s′

∑
g,g′

ρ(s,g),(s′,g′)e
−i(Es−Es′ )ϕ|s, g〉〈s′, g′|

+∑
s

∑
g,g′

ρ(s,g),(s,g′)|s, g〉〈s, g′|. (30)



5

ρin Uϕ = e−iHϕ

black box

ρout

FIG. 1: The black box implements an unitary evolution Uϕ =

e−iHϕ on the input state ρin, and the unknown parameter
ϕ of the black box must be estimated by measuring ρout =
UϕρinU†

ϕ := ρϕ. Suppose that the Hamiltonian H is degen-

erate and already known, the quantum parameter estimation
task is estimating the unknown parameter ϕ from the output
state ρout.

We can see that ρout is dependent on ϕ if and only if
there exists nonzero ρ(s,g),(s′,g′) with s 6= s′, i.e., ρout and

ρin have nonzero block coherence under the reference
subspaces. �

Remark.— It is worth noticing that witnesses for stan-
dard coherence may be useless to estimate the unknown
parameter when the Hamiltonian H is degenerate, al-
though the input state has standard coherence. Con-
sider a special case, if we use an input state which is
block incoherent, but its density matrix contains off-
diagonal nonzero elements in some degenerate sub-
spaces under a chosen eigenvectors of H as reference
basis, i.e., this input state contains standard coherence
but no block coherence. The expect values of standard
coherence witnesses has no information of the parame-
ter, and one cannot estimate it by measuring witnesses
of standard coherence, although the input state contains
standard coherence.

B. Quantum Fisher information of block incoherent states

For an arbitrary output state ρϕ, the quantum Fisher
information Fq can be obtained [32–35]

Fq = Tr[ρϕL2
ϕ]

= ∑
m,n

4cm(
cn − cm

cn + cm
)2|〈m|H|n〉|2, (31)

where Uϕ = e−iHϕ is an unitary operator and H
is the corresponding Hermitian Hamiltonian, and the

output state ρϕ = UϕρinU†
ϕ = Uϕ(∑n cn|n〉〈n|)U†

ϕ

with ρin = ∑n cn|n〉〈n|. {cn} and {|n〉} are the
eigenvalues and eigenvectors of ρin, respectively. The
symmetric logarithmic derivative operator is Lϕ =

Uϕ(−2i ∑m,n
〈m|[H,ρin]|n〉

cn+cm
|m〉〈n|)U†

ϕ [32–35]. Further-

more, we will discuss the quantum Fisher information
with a block incoherent state.

Proposition 4. Consider a degenerate Hamiltonian H
in Eq. (27) and the quantum parameter estimation task

in Fig. 1, one can choose the degenerate subspaces of H
as the reference subspaces. If the input state ρin is a block
incoherent state, then the quantum Fisher information
for the output state is Fq = 0.

Proof.— Consider an arbitrary block incoherent state
as the input state ρin,

ρin = ∑
i

∑
g,g′

ρ(i,g),(i,g′)|i, g〉〈i, g′|

= ∑
i

∑
g̃

A
(i)
g̃ |i, g̃〉〈i, g̃|, (32)

where the second equation holds since we diagonalize
ρin in each subspace. Thus, the eigenvalues of ρin are

{A
(i)
g̃ } with corresponding eigenvectors {|i, g̃〉}. The

output state ρϕ can be expressed as

ρϕ = UϕρinU†
ϕ

= Uϕ ∑
i

∑
g̃

A
(i)
g̃ |i, g̃〉〈i, g̃|U†

ϕ, (33)

where Uϕ = e−iHϕ is an unitary operator. Furthermore,
the symmetric logarithmic derivative operator Lϕ can be
expressed as [32–35],

Lϕ = Uϕ(−2i ∑
i,j

∑
g̃,h̃

〈i, g̃|[H, ρin]|j, h̃〉
Ai

g̃ + A
(j)

h̃

|i, g̃〉〈j, h̃|)U†
ϕ

= Uϕ

(
− 2i ∑

i,j
∑
g̃,h̃

A
(j)

h̃
− A

(i)
g̃

A
(i)
g̃ + A

(j)

h̃

〈i, g̃|H|j, h̃〉|i, g̃〉〈j, h̃|
)

U†
ϕ.

Finally, we obtain the quantum Fisher information Fq as

Fq = Tr(ρϕL2
ϕ)

= 4 ∑
i,j

∑
g̃,h̃

A
(i)
g̃

∣∣〈i, g̃|H|j, h̃〉
∣∣2
(

A
(j)

h̃
− A

(i)
g̃

A
(i)
g̃ + A

(j)

h̃

)2

= 4 ∑
i,j

i 6=j

∑
g̃,h̃

A
(i)
g̃

∣∣〈i, g̃|H|j, h̃〉
∣∣2
(

A
(j)

h̃
− A

(i)
g̃

A
(i)
g̃ + A

(j)

h̃

)2

+4 ∑
i

∑
g̃,h̃

A
(i)
g̃

∣∣〈i, g̃|H|i, h̃〉
∣∣2
(

A
(i)

h̃
− A

(i)
g̃

A
(i)
g̃ + A

(i)

h̃

)2

= 0, (34)

where we have used 〈i, g̃|H|j, h̃〉 = 0 with i 6= j, and

〈i, g̃|H|i, h̃〉 = Eiδg̃h̃. �

Remark.— When the input state is a block incoher-
ent state, the quantum Fisher information of the output
state is equal to zero, which means one cannot estimate
the parameter from the output state, i.e., the output state
contains no information of the parameter. That coin-
cides with the result from Proposition 3.
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VI. DISCUSSIONS AND CONCLUSIONS

Besides the Fisher information estimation mentioned
in the above example, when performing quantum co-
herence operations on any degenerate quantum system,
we also need to take into account the measure of co-
herence. In the practical systems, degeneracy is a very
common situation and has been widely reported in the
microscopic field, e.g., orbital degenerate states and de-
generate spin states in λ-type and the chainlike struc-
tures atomic system [36], near-degenerate states in few-
electron ions system [37], etc. Moreover, degeneracy
also exists in macroscopic systems, e.g., macroscopically
degenerate in intrinsic quasi-crystals [38], and been re-
garded to be appeared during the conversion or transi-
tion of black holes [39]. In addition, degeneracy plays an
important role in both quantum computing and quan-
tum networks construction [40, 41]. It is often used as
a protected qubit in fault-tolerant quantum operation
[40]. And it can also be used as a control device to con-
trol the coherence between quantum systems [42]. In
the discussion of topological structure and phase transi-
tion, the study of degeneracy and near-degeneracy also
plays an important role [43–45]. These studies related

to the issue of how to correctly measure the coherence
of degenerate quantum systems. Therefore, our coher-
ence detection scheme has potential value in the mea-
surement and application of degenerate states.

In conclusion, we have discussed witnesses for block
coherence and POVM-based coherence. The necessary
and sufficient conditions for arbitrary block coherence
and POVM-based coherence witnesses have been ob-
tained. Furthermore, we have shown that block coher-
ent states can be used in a quantum parameter estima-
tion task with a degenerate Hamiltonian if the input
state is block coherent. The quantum Fisher information
of block incoherent states is equal to zero, which coin-
cides with the result from the block coherence witness.
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