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Measuring quantum relative entropy with finite-size effect
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We study the estimation of relative entropy D(ρ‖σ) when σ is known. We show that the Cramér-
Rao type bound equals the relative varentropy. Our estimator attains the Cramér-Rao type bound
when the dimension d is fixed. It also achieves the sample complexity O(d2) when the dimension
d increases. This sample complexity is optimal when σ is the complexity mixed state. Also, it has
time complexity O(d5 polylog d). Our proposed estimator unifiedly works under both settings.

I. INTRODUCTION

Distinguishing a given known state σ from another
state ρ is a fundamental task in quantum information.
When the state ρ is known as well as σ and n copies
of the unknown state are prepared, quantum Stein’s
lemma [1, 2] guarantees that the quantum relative en-
tropy D(ρ‖σ) := Trρ(log ρ − log σ) gives the limitation
of the optimal discrimination power. The measurement
achieving the optimal performance depends only on the
state σ [3]. Further, quantum Sanov theorem [4, 5] shows
that the construction of the test achieving the optimal
performance depends only on the state σ and the value
of the quantum relative entropy D(ρ‖σ). That is, when
we construct the test achieving the optimal performance,
the information of the quantum relative entropy D(ρ‖σ)
is needed in addition to the information of σ. Although
the papers [6, 7] studied the estimation of von Neumann
entropy and Rényi entropy, they did not study the esti-
mation of the quantum relative entropy D(ρ‖σ) with the
known state σ. Due to the non-commutativity between
ρ and σ, the method in [6, 7] cannot be applied to the
estimation of the quantum relative entropy D(ρ‖σ) even
when the state σ is known. In particular, the simple use
of Schur sampling [8–13] does not work for the estima-
tion of the quantum relative entropy D(ρ‖σ) although
the paper [6] employs Schur sampling. Therefore, this
paper studies how to estimate the quantum relative en-
tropy D(ρ‖σ) with n copies of the unknown state ρ when
σ is known.
The estimation of D(ρ‖σ) with the unknown state ρ is

formulated as a special case of the estimation of a func-
tion output with nuisance parameter, which was formu-
lated in [14, Section 4.3]. In this formulation, the opti-
mal performance of the estimation precision is given by
the Cramér-Rao type bound with nuisance parameters,
which equals the inverse of the projected symmetric log-
arithmic derivative (SLD) Fisher information in the one-
parameter case. As the first step, using the results for
estimation with nuisance parameters, we show that the
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Cramér-Rao type bound of this problem equals the rela-
tive varentropy V (ρ‖σ) := Trρ((log ρ−log σ)−D(ρ‖σ))2,
which appears in the second-order theory of hypothesis
testing. The meaning of the Cramér-Rao type bound is
the following; when n copies of the unknown state ρ is
prepared, the mean square of our best estimator behaves

as V (ρ‖σ)
n + o( 1

n ). Under special models, the recent pa-
per [15] showed the existence of an estimator whose n
times the mean square error equals the Cramér-Rao type
bound without nuisance parameter. However, such an
estimator does not exist in general.

In practice, it is necessary to find an estimator to
achieve the above performance. In addition, it is also de-
sired to clearly evaluate the difference between its mean
square error and the Cramér-Rao type bound. Since
our problem is one-parameter estimation, it is possible
to achieve the above bound without the use of collective
measurements across several quantum systems. However,
this method requires an adaptive choice of measurement.
One typical method for this approach is a two-step es-
timator, which is composed of the pre-estimation stage
and the local optimal estimation. When we have n copies
of the unknown state ρ, theoretically, in order to achieve
the optimal bound, it is sufficient to allocate

√
n copies to

the pre-estimation stage [16, 17]. Although this method
achieves the optimal mean square error in the order 1

n ,
i.e., the first order, it is not so clear how the mean square

error is close to the leading term V (ρ‖σ)
n . From the practi-

cal viewpoint, it is needed to upper bound this difference
by using the number n of unknown copies. Unfortunately,
the above method has difficulty to evaluate the difference

between its mean square error and V (ρ‖σ)
n . The papers

[18, 19] also proposed different adaptive methods for the
parameter estimation, but their methods have the same
problem. In addition, the above adaptive approach does
not work when the dimension d of the quantum system
increases in addition to the number n of copies.

In summary, considering the finite size effect of our es-
timation, we need to find an estimator of the quantum
relative entropy D(ρ‖σ) to satisfy the following condi-
tions. It asymptotically attains the Cramér-Rao type
bound V (ρ‖σ) in the sense of the order 1

n when the
dimension d is fixed. The difference between its mean
square error and the Cramér-Rao type bound is evalu-
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ated with the number n of copies. Further, the estimator
works well even when the dimension d of the quantum
system increases in addition to the number n of the pre-
pared copies.
As the second step, to satisfy the above requirements,

we propose an alternative estimation method by using
Schur transform [20]. Then, we evaluate its mean square
error and clarify its difference from the Cramér-Rao type
bound with a finite number n. In addition, we evaluate
the tail probability.
As the third step, similar to the papers [6, 7], we

study the case when the dimension d increases when n in-
creases. Unlike the estimation of von Neumann entropy,
the range of the quantum relative entropy nor the rela-
tive varentropy is not bounded even with fixed dimension
d. Therefore, to study the sample complexity, we need
to restrict the possible range of ρ and σ. We show that
the sample complexity of our method is O(d2) under a
certain natural restriction for this range. In particular,
the restriction of the possible range of σ is crucial in
this analysis. We also show that our time complexity is
O(d5 polylog d).
When σ is fixed to the completely mixed state, our

problem is the same as the estimation of von Neumann
entropy, which was studied in the papers [6, 7]. Our re-
sult contains the case studied in the papers [6, 7]. In
this special case, the paper [6] also showed that the lower
bound of the sample complexity is O(d2) when our mea-
surement is limited to Schur sampling. The paper [7] also
showed that the lower bound of the sample complexity
is O(d) without this restriction. In this special case, we
show that our measurement can be restricted to Schur
sampling so that the lower bound by [6] holds even with-
out this restriction.
The remaining part of this paper is organized as fol-

lows. First, Section II derives the Cramér-Rao type
bound for the estimation of quantum relative entropy.
Section III presents our estimator for quantum relative
entropy, and its performance. Then, this section shows
that this estimator asymptotically attains the Cramér-
Rao type bound when d is fixed. Section IV studies the
sample complexity of our method when d increases. Sec-
tion V studies the time complexity of our method when
d increases. Section VI shows the optimality of the use of
Schur sampling when σ is fixed to the completely mixed
state. Appendices are devoted to the proofs of the results
presented in Section III.

II. CRAMÉR-RAO TYPE BOUND

To clarify the minimum mean square error with the
first order 1

n , we calculate the Cramér-Rao type bound
with nuisance parameters of D(ρ‖σ) at ρ = ρ∗. For this
aim, we review the Cramér-Rao type bound for a gen-
eral function f(ρ) in the full parameter model under a d-
dimensional system as follows. We choose a parametriza-

tion ρθ with θ = (θ1, θ2, . . . , θd
2−1) ∈ R

d2−1 such that the

first parameter gives the value of the function to be es-
timated and the other parameters are orthogonal to the
first parameter at ρ = ρ∗. That is, our parameter needs
to satisfy the following conditions.

ρθ0 = ρ∗, (1)

∂f(ρθ)

∂θ1

∣

∣

∣

θ=θ0
= 1, (2)

∂f(ρθ)

∂θj

∣

∣

∣

θ=θ0
= 0 (3)

for j = 2, . . . , d2−1, where θ0 := (θ10 , 0, . . . , 0), and θ
1
0 :=

f(ρ∗).
For the latter discussion, we introduce the symmet-

ric logarithmic derivative (SLD) inner product. Given
two Hermitian matrices X,Y , we define X ◦ Y :=
(XY + Y X)/2. Then, we define the SLD inner prod-
uct 〈X,Y 〉ρ := Tr(ρ ◦ X)Y = Trρ(X ◦ Y ). We define

the SLD norm ‖X‖ρ :=
√

〈X,X〉ρ. We choose the SLD
L1, . . . , Ld2−1 as

∂ρθ
∂θj

∣

∣

∣

θ=θ0
= ρ∗ ◦ Lj (4)

for j = 1, . . . , d2 − 1. We also assume the following or-
thogonal condition;

〈L1, Lj〉ρ∗
= Tr

∂ρθ
∂θj

∣

∣

∣

θ=θ0
L1 = 0 (5)

for j = 2, . . . , d2−1. Then, we can calculate the Cramér-
Rao type bound, i.e., the minimum mean square error
under the local unbiasedness condition even under the
full parameter model.

Proposition 1 ([14, Theorem 5.3]). Assume the condi-

tions (1)–(5). The Cramér-Rao type bound for the esti-
mation of f(ρθ) is 〈L1, L1〉−1

ρ∗
at θ = θ0.

To calculate the Cramér-Rao type bound for D(ρ‖σ)
at ρ = ρ∗, we choose the Hermitian matrix

L1 := ((log ρ∗ − log σ)−D(ρ∗‖σ)I), (6)

and d2 − 1 linearly independent Hermitian traceless ma-
trices X1, X2, . . .Xd2−1 such that

X1 = V (ρ∗‖σ)−1ρ∗ ◦ L1 (7)

TrXjL
1 = 0 (8)

for j = 2, . . . , d2 − 1. Then, we choose our parametriza-
tion ρθ as

ρθ := ρ∗ + (θ1 − θ10)X1 +
d2−1
∑

j=2

θjXj . (9)
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This parameterization satisfies the condition (1). Since
∂ρθ

∂θj

∣

∣

∣

θ=θ0
= Xj , we have

∂D(ρθ‖σ)
∂θ1

∣

∣

∣

θ=θ0

=Tr
∂ρθ
∂θ1

∣

∣

∣

θ=θ0
(log ρ∗ − log σ) + Trρ∗

∂ log ρθ
∂θ1

∣

∣

∣

θ=θ0

(a)
=TrX1(log ρ∗ − log σ) + TrX1

(b)
=TrX1L

1 +TrX1D(ρ∗‖σ)I +TrX1
(c)
= 1. (10)

Here, (b) and (c) follows from (6) and (7) and the relation
〈L1, L1〉ρ∗

= V (ρ∗‖σ), respectively. In addition, (a) can
be shown as follows.

Trρθ0
∂ log ρθ
∂θ1

∣

∣

∣

θ=θ0

(a)
= Tr

∫ 1

0

ρsθ0
∂ log ρθ
∂θ1

∣

∣

∣

θ=θ0
ρ1−s
θ0

ds

=Tr
∂ρθ
∂θ1

∣

∣

∣

θ=θ0
= TrX1, (11)

where (a) follows from [21, Eq. (6.32)].
Using (8) and a similar discussion, we have

∂D(ρθ‖σ)
∂θj

∣

∣

∣

θ=θ0
= TrXj(log ρ∗ − log σ) + TrXj = 0.

(12)

Then, (11) and (12) imply the conditions (2) and (3).
Due to (7) and (8), we have L1 = V (ρ∗‖σ)−1L1 and

Tr
∂ρθ
∂θj

L1 = TrXjL1 = 0 for j = 2, . . . , d2 − 1, (13)

which implies the condition (5). Therefore, since all
the conditions (1) – (5) hold, due to Proposition 1, the
Cramér-Rao type bound for the estimation of D(ρ‖σ) is
〈L1, L1〉−1

ρ∗
= V (ρ∗‖σ)−1 at θ = θ0. That is, the mini-

mummean square error under the local unbiasedness con-
dition is V (ρ∗‖σ). That is, the Cramér-Rao type bound
for the estimation of D(ρ‖σ) is the relative varentropy
V (ρ∗‖σ).

III. ESTIMATOR BASED ON SCHUR

TRANSFORM

Similar to the papers [3, 4, 8–13, 22–24], we employ
Schur duality of H⊗n. For this aim, we prepare sev-
eral notations. A sequence of monotone-increasing non-
negative integers λ = (λ1, . . . , λd) is called Young in-
dex. Although many references [24–26] define Young in-
dex as monotone-decreasing non-negative integers, we de-
fine it in the opposite way for notational convenience.
We denote the set of Young indices λ with condition
∑d

j=1 λj = n by Y n
d . Then, as explained in [24, Sec-

tion 6.2], we have

H⊗n =
⊕

λ∈Y n
d

Uλ ⊗ Vλ. (14)

Here, Uλ expresses the irreducible space of SU(d) and Vλ

expresses the irreducible space of the representation π
of the permutation group Sn. We define dλ := dimUλ,
d′
λ
:= dimVλ. Then, for states σ, ρ, we have

ρ⊗n =
⊕

λ∈Y n
d

ρλ ⊗ ρλ,mix, (15)

σ⊗n =
⊕

λ∈Y n
d

σλ ⊗ ρλ,mix, (16)

where ρλ,mix is the completely mixed state on Vλ. We

choose a basis {|uλ,j〉}dλ

j=1 of Uλ such that |uλ,j〉 is an
eigenvector of σλ.
To estimate the quantum relative entropy D(ρ‖σ), we

employ the POVM M = {Mλ,j}λ,j defined as

Mλ,j := |uλ,j〉〈uλ,j | ⊗ I(Vλ), (17)

where I(Vλ) is the identity operator on Vλ. The mea-
surement outcome is given as (λ, j) so that it obeys the
probability distribution

P (n)
ρ,σ (λ, j) := TrMλ,jρ

⊗n. (18)

To estimate the quantum relative entropy D(ρ‖σ), we
employ the estimate xλ,j defined as − 1

n logTrMλ,jσ
⊗n.

This measurement can be done by Schur transform effi-
ciently [20].
To evaluate the mean square error of this estimator,

we denote the dimension of ⊕λ∈Y n
d
Uλ by dn. Since as

shown in [24, (6.16) and (6.18)], we have

dimUλ ≤ (n+ 1)d(d−1)/2, |Y n
d | ≤ (n+ 1)d−1, (19)

the relation

dn ≤ (n+ 1)(d+2)(d−1)/2 (20)

holds. The mean square error of this estimator is evalu-
ated as follows.

Theorem 2. For any states ρ and σ, we have

MSEn(ρ‖σ) :=
∑

(λ,j)

P (n)
ρ,σ (λ, j)(xλ,j −D(ρ‖σ))2

≤
( 1√

n

√

V (ρ‖σ) + 1

n
log dn

)2

. (21)

This theorem is proved in Appendix A. The differ-
ence between the upper bound (21) and the leading term
1
nV (ρ‖σ) is 1

n2 log dn + 2
n
√
n

√

V (ρ‖σ) log dn. Using (20),

this different is upper bounded by 1
n2 (

(d+2)(d−1)
2 log(n+

1))2+ 2
n
√
n

√

V (ρ‖σ) (d+2)(d−1)
2 log(n+1). n times of these

terms go to zero.
Next, we focus on the tail probability for our estimator,

i.e., we study the estimation error probability as

δ(n),+,ǫ
ρ,σ := P (n)

ρ,σ {(λ, j) : xλ,j −D(ρ‖σ) > ǫ} (22)

δ(n),−,ǫ
ρ,σ := P (n)

ρ,σ {(λ, j) : xλ,j −D(ρ‖σ) < −ǫ}. (23)
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When ǫ behaves as c/
√
n, as shown in Appendix B the

probabilities δ
(n),±,c/

√
n

ρ,σ converges to a normal distribu-
tion as follows.

Theorem 3. For any states ρ and σ, we have

δ(n),+,c/
√
n

ρ,σ →
∫ ∞

c/
√

V (ρ‖σ)

1√
2π
e−

x2

2 dx (24)

δ(n),−,c/
√
n

ρ,σ →
∫ c/

√
V (ρ‖σ)

−∞

1√
2π
e−

x2

2 dx. (25)

This property is called local asymptotic normality.
When the error term ǫ is constant, the tail probability

goes to zero exponentially. We use the sandwich relative

entropy Dα(σ‖ρ) := 1
α−1 logTr(ρ

1−α
2α σρ

1−α
2α )α. As shown

in Appendix C, using the method in Section X of [23],
we have the following theorem.

Theorem 4. For any states ρ, σ, and R, r > 0, we have

δ(n),+,R−D(ρ‖σ)
ρ,σ ≤dαne−nα(D1−α(ρ‖σ)−R), (26)

δ(n),−,R−D(ρ‖σ)
ρ,σ ≤e−n(R−r−α(D1+α(ρ‖σ)) + dne

−nr. (27)

In (26), α ∈ (0, 1), and in (27), α > 0.

Theorem 4 guarantees that δ
(n),+,ǫ
ρ,σ and δ

(n),−,ǫ
ρ,σ go to

zero exponentially. This property is called the large de-
viation.

IV. ANALYSIS WITH INCREASING d

Similar to [6, 7], we consider the case when the di-
mension d increases. When n = O(d4+δ), 1√

n
log dn ≤

1√
n

(d+1)(d−1)
2 log(n + 1) → 0. In this case, due to Theo-

rem 2, the Cramér-Rao type bound can be attained be-
cause the second term of RHS in (21) goes to zero.
Now, we consider when the error goes to zero under the

condition d → ∞. We denote the d-dimensional system
by Hd. To discuss this case, we consider the sequence of
states σd depending on the dimension d. We also choose
a subset Sd of the set S(Hd) of states on Hd. We assume
the following condition for σd and Sd;

c0 := lim
d→∞

1

d2
max
ρ∈Sd

V (ρ‖σd) <∞. (28)

For example, the condition (28) holds under certain
conditions.

Lemma 5. When the minimum eigenvalue of σd is lower

bounded by e−td with a fixed real number t > 0, the con-
dition (28) holds even when Sd equals S(Hd).

Proof. Considering the definition of V (ρ‖σd) and the
norm ‖ ‖ρ, we have

√

V (ρ‖σd)
=‖ log ρ− (Trρ log ρ)− log σd + (Trρ log σd)‖ρ
≤‖ log ρ− (Trρ log ρ)‖ρ + ‖ log σd − (Trρ log σd)‖ρ.

(29)

Using the property of the norm ‖ ‖ρ, we have

‖ log ρ− (Trρ log ρ)‖2ρ = Trρ(log ρ− (Trρ log ρ))2

=(Trρ(log ρ)2)− (Trρ log ρ)2 ≤ (Trρ(log ρ)2)
(a)

≤ (log d)2,
(30)

where (a) follows from [3, Lemma 8]. Similarly, we have

‖ logσd − (Trρ log σd)‖2ρ = Trρ(log σd − (Trρ log σd))
2

=(Trρ(log σd)
2)− (Trρ log σd)

2 ≤ (Trρ(log σd)
2) ≤ (td)2.

(31)

Combining (29), (30), and (31), we obtain the condition
(28).

Theorem 6. When the condition (28) holds and n =
cd2, we have

lim
d→∞

max
ρ∈Sd

δ(n),+,ǫ
ρ,σ + δ(n),−,ǫ

ρ,σ ≤ 1

ǫ2

(

√
c0√
c
+ min

0<s<1

cs−1

s(1− s)

)2

≤ (
√
c0 + 4)2

cǫ2
. (32)

When we choose c to be
(
√
c0+4)2

ǫ′ǫ2 for any ǫ, ǫ′ > 0, we
have

lim
d→∞

max
ρ∈Sd

δ(n),+,ǫ
ρ,σ + δ(n),−,ǫ

ρ,σ ≤ ǫ′. (33)

Hence, we obtain an upper bound O(d2) of the sample
complexity for the estimation of D(ρ‖σd) when ρ belongs
to Sd.

Proof. We choose s ∈ (0, 1). Using Weyl’s dimension
formula [25, Theorem 7.1.7], we have

log dimUλ = log
∏

1≤i<j≤d

j − i+ λj − λi
j − i

=
∑

1≤i<j≤d

log
(

1 +
λj − λi
j − i

)

=
d

∑

l=1

d−l
∑

i=1

log
(

1 +
λl+i − λi

l

)

=
d

∑

l=1

(d− l)
d−l
∑

i=1

1

d− l
log

(

1 +
λl+i − λi

l

)

(a)

≤
d

∑

l=1

(d− l) log
(

1 +

d−l
∑

i=1

1

d− l

λl+i − λi
l

)

≤
d

∑

l=1

(d− l) log
(

1 +
n

(d− l)l

)

(b)

≤
d

∑

l=1

(d− l)

s

( n

(d− l)l

)s

=

d
∑

l=1

(d− l)1−sns

sls
, (34)

where (a) follows from Jensen inequality for the concave
function x 7→ log(1+x) and the uniform distribution over
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{1, . . . , d− l}. (b) can be shown as follows.

log
(

1 +
n

(d− l)l

)

=
1

s
log

(

1 +
n

(d− l)l

)s

(c)

≤ 1

s
log

(

1 +
( n

(d− l)l

)s) (d)

≤ 1

s

( n

(d− l)l

)s

, (35)

where (c) follows from the inequality (x+y)s ≤ xs+ys for
x, y ≥ 0, and (d) follows from the inequality log(1+x) ≤
x. Thus, we have

log dn ≤ log |Y n
d |max

λ

dimUλ

≤ log |Y n
d |+

d
∑

l=1

(d− l)1−sns

sls

≤(d− 1) log(n+ 1) +

d
∑

l=1

(d− l)1−sns

sls
. (36)

When n = cd2, we have

1

d2
log dimUλ ≤ 1

d2

d
∑

l=1

(d− l)1−scsd2s

sls

→
∫ 1

0

(1 − x)1−scs

sxs
dx

≤
∫ 1

0

cs

sxs
dx =

[ cs

s(1− s)
x1−s

]1

0
=

cs

s(1− s)
. (37)

Since the term 1
n (d− 1) log(n+1) goes to zero, the term

1
n log dn is evaluated as

lim
n→∞

1

n
log dn ≤ min

0<s<1

cs−1

s(1− s)
. (38)

The definition of c0 implies

lim
n→∞

1√
n

√

V (ρ‖σ) =
√
c0√
c
. (39)

Thus, we have

lim
n→∞

MSEn(ρ‖σd)
(e)

≤
(

√
c0√
c
+ min

0<s<1

cs−1

s(1− s)

)2 (f)

≤ (
√
c0 + 4)2

c
, (40)

where (e) follows from the combination of (38), (39), and
Theorem 2, (f) follows by choosing s = 1/2. Finally,
applying Chebyshev’s inequality, we obtain the desired
inequalities.

The key point of this proof is the derivation (34). In
particular, the derivation (35) is the heart in this part.
The idea of this derivation comes from the proof of (12)
given in Appendix IV of the paper [27], which gives the
security analysis in information theoretic security.

V. ANALYSIS ON TIME COMPLEXITY

To implement our estimator, we need to apply suitable
unitary gates before the measurement based on the com-
putation basis. For simplicity, we consider the case when
σ is a diagonal matrix. For a general density σ, we need
to apply a unitary diagonalizing the density σ to each
system H before the following procedure.

First, we apply the Schur transform. The references
[20, 28, 29] proposed its quantum algorithm. We evaluate
its prevision as follows. Given a required error ǫ > 0
and a target unitary V , we say that a unitary U is an
ǫ-approximate of V when any pure state |ψ〉 satisfies

‖(U − V )|ψ〉‖ ≤ ǫ. (41)

When the constructed unitary is an ǫ-approximate of the
Schur transform, the time complexity of the construction
[20, 29] is O(nd3 polylog(n, d, 1/ǫ)). Since these construc-
tions realize the approximation (41), the estimation error
probability increases at most only ǫ2. We denote the dis-
tribution of (λ, j) when we employ an ǫ-approximate of

the Schur transform by P
(n),ǫ
ρ,σ .

In the classical part of our estimator, we need to cal-
culate xλ,j = − 1

n log TrMλ,jσ
⊗n. When σ has diagonal

elements s1, . . . , sd, the eigenvalue of σ⊗n on the projec-

tion Mλ,j has the form
∏d

j=1 s
nj

j , where
∑d

j=1 nj = n.
Then, we have

TrMλ,jσ
⊗n = dimVλ

d
∏

j=1

s
nj

j . (42)

For a Young index λ, the dimension Vλ is evaluated as

dimVλ =
n!

λ!
e(λ) (43)

e(λ) :=
∏

j>i

λj − λi − i+ j

λj + j − i
< 1, (44)

where λ! := λ1!λ2! · · ·λd!. For its detail, see [26, Eq.
(2.72)]. Using [21, Theorem 2.5], we have

enH(λ

n
)(n+ 1)−(d−1) ≤ n!

λ!
≤ enH(λ

n
). (45)
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The value e(λ) is evaluated as

− log e(λ) =
∑

j>i

log
λj + j − i

λj − λi − i+ j

=
∑

j>i

log(1 +
λi

λj − λi + j − i
) ≤

∑

j>i

log(1 +
λi
j − i

)

=

d
∑

l=1

(d− l)

d−l
∑

i=1

1

d− l
log

(

1 +
λi
l

)

(a)

≤
d

∑

l=1

(d− l) log
(

1 +

d−l
∑

i=1

1

d− l

λi
l

)

≤
d

∑

l=1

(d− l) log
(

1 +
n

(d− l)l

) (b)

≤
d

∑

l=1

(d− l)1−sns

sls
,

(46)

where (a) follows from Jensen inequality for the concave
function x 7→ log(1 + x), and (b) follows from (35) in the
same way as (34).
Instead of xλ,j , we use its approximation x∗

λ,j :=

H(λn ) −
∑d

j=1
nj

n log sj , whose time complexity is O(n).
Then, we have

0 ≤ x∗λ,j − xλ,j ≤
1

n
(d log(n+ 1)− log e(λ))

≤ 1

n

(

d log(n+ 1)−
d

∑

l=1

(d− l)1−sns

sls

)

.

(47)

When n = cd2, limn→∞
1
n (d log(n + 1) −

∑d
l=1

(d−l)1−sns

sls ) ≤ 4√
c
.

Given an arbitrary number ǫ > 0, we choose c = 16
ǫ .

When n = cd2, the limit of the upper bound in (47) can
be bounded by ǫ. Then, we define

δ(n),+,ǫ,ǫ1
ρ,σ := P (n),ǫ1

ρ,σ {(λ, j) : x∗λ,j −D(ρ‖σ) > ǫ} (48)

δ(n),−,ǫ,ǫ1
ρ,σ := P (n),ǫ1

ρ,σ {(λ, j) : x∗λ,j −D(ρ‖σ) < −ǫ}. (49)

Thus, when n = cd2, using (33), we have

lim
d→∞

max
ρ∈Sd

δ(n),+,ǫ,ǫ1
ρ,σ + δ(n),−,ǫ,ǫ1

ρ,σ ≤ (
√
c0 + 4)2

c(ǫ − 4√
c
)2

+ ǫ21.

(50)

Hence, when we choose ǫ1 =
√

ǫ′/2 and c =

min(64ǫ2 ,
8(4+

√
c0)

2

ǫ2ǫ′ ) for any ǫ, ǫ′ > 0, we have

lim
d→∞

max
ρ∈Sd

δ(n),+,ǫ,ǫ1
ρ,σ + δ(n),−,ǫ,ǫ1

ρ,σ ≤ ǫ′. (51)

Overall, when n = O(d2), we use the construction of
Schur transform by [20, 29] with the time complexity
O(d5 polylog(d)) and the estimate xλ,j with the time
complexity O(n) = O(d2). That is, the construction has
a total time complexity O(d5 polylog(d)).

VI. OPTIMALITY OF USE OF SCHUR

SAMPLING

The paper [6] studied the case when σd is the com-
pletely mixed state ρmix. In this case, the paper [6]
showed that the lower bound of sample complexity is
O(d2) when d is increasing, Schur sampling is employed.
In this case, the estimate xλ,j of our estimator depends
only on λ. So, xλ,j is given as a function of the measure-
ment outcome of Schur sampling.
In the following, we show that the optimal estimator

can be given with the use of Schur sampling when σd is
the completely mixed state ρmix. That is, for any esti-
mator POVM M , there exists an estimator POVM M ′

based on Schur sampling such that the performance ofM ′

is not worse than the performance of M . For its precise
statement, we introduce the following minimax criterion.
When the true state is ρ and the estimator POVM is M ,
we denote the distribution of the estimate x̂ of the value
D(ρ‖ρmix) by Pρ;M . We focus on the following quantities

R(ρ,M, ǫ) := max
g∈SU(d)

Pgρg† ;M{x̂||x−D(ρ‖ρmix)| > ǫ}.
(52)

We denote the projection to Uλ ⊗ Vλ by Eλ. Then, we
have the following lemma.

Lemma 7. For any estimator POVM M = {(Mi, x̂i)}i,
there exists an estimator POVM M ′ = {(M ′

i , x̂i)}i such
that each operator M ′

i is written as the form

M ′
i =

∑

λ

ci|λEλ, (53)

and

R(ρ,M, ǫ) ≥ R(ρ,M ′, ǫ). (54)

Here, x̂i expresses the estimate when a measurement out-
come i is observed.

Eq. (53) means that the estimator M ′ is given by us-
ing Schur sampling. Eq. (54) means that the estimator
M ′ is better than the estimator M . Hence, if we do
not care about the time complexity, it is allowed that
our estimator is a function of Schur sampling including
a randomized function of Schur sampling. Hence, com-
bining the result by [6], we find that the lower bound of
sample complexity is O(d2) when d is increasing and σ is
the completely mixed state.

Proof. To prove this lemma, we employ the method of
Holevo’s covariant measurement [30, Chapter 4], [24,
Chapter 4]. We denote the invariant probability measure
on SU(d) by µ. Since M ′

i :=
∫

SU(d)
(g⊗n)†Mig

⊗nµ(dg)

is invariant for the representation g⊗n, it has the form
∑

λ
ci|λEλ. We set the set Bǫ := {i||x−D(ρ‖ρmix)| > ǫ}.
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Then, we have

R(ρ,M, ǫ) = max
g∈SU(d)

∑

i∈Bǫ

Trg⊗nρ⊗n(g⊗n)†Mi

≥
∫

SU(d)

∑

i∈Bǫ

Trg⊗nρ⊗n(g⊗n)†Miµ(dg)

=
∑

i∈Bǫ

Trρ⊗n
(

∫

SU(d)

(g⊗n)†Mig
⊗nµ(dg)

)

=
∑

i∈Bǫ

Trρ⊗nM ′
i = R(ρ,M ′, ǫ). (55)

VII. DISCUSSION

We have studied the estimation of quantum relative
entropy D(ρ‖σ) when the second argument σ is known.
Our estimator has a good performance in the follow-
ing two senses. First, when the dimension d is fixed,
our estimator attains Cramér-Rao type bound asymp-
totically. Second, when the dimension d increases, our
estimator has sample complexity O(d2) under natural
assumptions. This sample complexity is optimal when
σ is the completely mixed state. Third, when d is large,
although the calculation of our estimator is difficult, we
have an alternative estimator whose time complexity is
O(d5 polylog(d)). The difference between this alterna-
tive estimator is our original estimator is zero asymp-
totically. In the above way, our estimator works well
unifiedly, which is a unique feature and did not appear
in existing studies [6, 7, 14].
Since our estimator assumes the knowledge of the form

of the second argument σ, it is needed to develop an es-
timator that works without this knowledge. In this case,
we need to prepare n copies of the unknown state σ as
well. To attain the Cramér-Rao type bound with fixed d,
it is sufficient to estimate the form of the density matrix
σ. However, such a method has a large time complex-
ity when d increases. It is an interesting open problem
to derive an efficient estimator of the quantum relative
entropy in the above setting.
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Appendix A: Evaluation of mean square error:

Proof of Theorem 2

We define the state ρn :=
∑

λ
ρλ on the system

⊕λ∈Y n
d
Uλ. We choose an orthogonal basis {|vλ,j′}j′ of

Vλ.

∑

(λ,j)

P (n)
ρ,σ (λ, j)(xλ,j −D(ρ‖σ))2

=
∑

(λ,j)

P (n)
ρ,σ (λ, j)

( 1

n
(− log〈uλ,j |σλ|uλ,j〉 −D(ρ‖σ)

)2

=
∑

(λ,j,j′)

〈uλ,j , vλ,j′ |ρ⊗n|uλ,j, vλ,j′ 〉

( 1

n
(− log〈uλ,j, vλ,j′ |σλ ⊗ ρλ,mix|uλ,j, vλ,j′ 〉

+ log〈vλ,j′ |ρλ,mix|vλ,j′ 〉)−D(ρ‖σ)
)2

=
∑

(λ,j,j′)

〈uλ,j , vλ,j′ |ρ⊗n|uλ,j, vλ,j′ 〉

( 1

n
(− log〈uλ,j, vλ,j′ |σ⊗n|uλ,j , vλ,j′ 〉

+ log〈uλ,j , vλ,j′ |
∑

λ′

IUλ
⊗ ρλ′,mix|uλ,j, vλ,j′ 〉)

−D(ρ‖σ)
)2

=Trρ⊗n
( 1

n
(− log σ⊗n +

∑

λ

log(IUλ
⊗ ρλ,mix))

−D(ρ‖σ)
)2

=Trρ⊗n
( 1

n
(− log σ⊗n +

∑

λ

log(ρλ ⊗ ρλ,mix))

−D(ρ‖σ)−
∑

λ

log(ρλ ⊗ IVλ
)
)2

=Trρ⊗n
( 1

n
(− log σ⊗n + log ρ⊗n)−D(ρ‖σ)

− 1

n

∑

λ

log(ρλ ⊗ IVλ
)
)2

=
∥

∥

∥

1

n
(− log σ⊗n + log ρ⊗n)−D(ρ‖σ)

− 1

n

∑

λ

log(ρλ ⊗ IVλ
)
∥

∥

∥

2

ρ⊗n

≤
(∥

∥

∥

1

n
(− logσ⊗n + log ρ⊗n)−D(ρ‖σ)

∥

∥

∥

ρ⊗n

+
∥

∥

∥

1

n

∑

λ

log(ρλ ⊗ IVλ
)
∥

∥

∥

ρ⊗n

)2

. (A1)

Also, we have

∥

∥

∥

1

n
(− log σ⊗n + log ρ⊗n)−D(ρ‖σ)

∥

∥

∥

ρ⊗n

=Trρ⊗n
( 1

n
(− log σ⊗n + log ρ⊗n)−D(ρ‖σ)

)2

=
1

n
V (ρ‖σ), (A2)
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and
∥

∥

∥
− 1

n

∑

λ

log(ρλ ⊗ IVλ
)
∥

∥

∥

ρ⊗n

=Trρ⊗n
( 1

n

∑

λ

log(ρλ ⊗ IVλ
)
)2

=
1

n2
Trρn(log ρn)

2
(a)

≤ 1

n2
(log dn)

2, (A3)

where (a) follows from [3, Lemma 8]. The combination
of (A1), (A2), and (A3) implies (21).

Appendix B: Local asymptotic normality: Proof of

Theorem 3

We use the methods [3, 31, 32].

xλ,j −D(ρ‖σ) = − 1

n
logTrMλ,jσ

⊗n −D(ρ‖σ)

=− 1

n
(log〈uλ,j , vλ,j′ |σ⊗n|uλ,j , vλ,j′ 〉+ log d′λ)−D(ρ‖σ)

=− 1

n
(log〈uλ,j , vλ,j′ |σ⊗n|uλ,j , vλ,j′ 〉

− log〈uλ,j , vλ,j′ |ρ⊗n|uλ,j, vλ,j′ 〉)−D(ρ‖σ)

− 1

n
(log d′λ + log〈uλ,j, vλ,j′ |ρ⊗n|uλ,j , vλ,j′〉)

=
1

n
(− log〈uλ,j , vλ,j′ |σ⊗n|uλ,j , vλ,j′〉

+ log〈uλ,j , vλ,j′ |ρ⊗n|uλ,j, vλ,j′ 〉)−D(ρ‖σ)

− 1

n
log〈uλ,j |ρλ|uλ,j〉. (B1)

The random variable
√
n(− 1

n (log〈uλ,j, vλ,j′ |σ⊗n|uλ,j , vλ,j′ 〉+
log〈uλ,j , vλ,j′ |ρ⊗n|uλ,j, vλ,j′ 〉) − D(ρ‖σ)) has additional
variable j′. The joint distribution of (λ, j, j′) is given
as 〈uλ,j , vλ,j′ |ρ⊗n|uλ,j , vλ,j′〉. This random variable
coincides with

√
n( 1

n (log Eσ⊗n(ρ⊗n)− log σ⊗n)−D(ρ‖σ))
under the state Eσ⊗n(ρ⊗n) studied in Section V of [32].
The discussion in Section V of [32] showed that it
converges to Gaussian distribution with variance V (ρ‖σ)
in probability as n→ ∞.
In addition, in the same way as (A3), using [3, Lemma

8], we have

∑

(λ,j)

P (n)
ρ,σ (λ, j)(

1√
n
log〈uλ,j|ρλ|uλ,j〉)2

=
∑

(λ,j)

P (n)
ρ,σ (λ, j)(

1√
n
logP (n)

ρ,σ (λ, j))
2

=
1

n
Trρn(log ρn)

2 ≤ 1

n
(log dn)

2

≤ 1

n
(
(d+ 2)(d− 1)

2
log(n+ 1))2 → 0. (B2)

Thus, the random variable 1√
n
log〈uλ,j |ρλ|uλ,j〉 under

the distribution P
(n)
ρ,σ converges to zero in probability

as n → ∞. Therefore, the probabilities δ
(n),±,c/

√
n

ρ,σ can
be asymptotically characterized by Gaussian distribution
with variance V (ρ‖σ).

Appendix C: Large deviation evaluation

1. Preparation

We define the pinching map Γρ,n as

Γσ,n(ρ
′)

:=
∑

λ∈Y n
d
,j

(|uλ,j〉〈uλ,j | ⊗ P (Vλ))ρ
′(|uλ,j〉〈uλ,j | ⊗ P (Vλ))

(C1)

for a general state ρ′ on H⊗n. Since the system Vλ has
no information, it is sufficient to handle the two states
⊕λ∈Y n

d
ρλ and ⊕λ∈Y n

d
σλ over ⊕λ∈Y n

d
Uλ. We define the

map

κσ,n(ρ
′) :=

∑

λ∈Y n
d
,j

TrVλ
(|uλ,j〉〈uλ,j | ⊗ P (Vλ))ρ

′

· (|uλ,j〉〈uλ,j | ⊗ P (Vλ)) (C2)

for a general state ρ′ on H⊗n. Due to the above-
mentioned structure, the states Γσ,n(ρ

⊗n) and σ⊗n are
commutative with each other.
We have the pinching inequality:

ρ′ ≤ dnΓσ,n(ρ
′). (C3)

In fact, applying the matrix monotone function to (C3),
for α ∈ (0, 1), we have

dα−1
n ((σ⊗n)

1−α
2α Γσ,n(ρ

⊗n)(σ⊗n)
1−α
2α )α−1

=
(

dnΓσ,n

(

(σ⊗n)
1−α
2α ρ⊗n(σ⊗n)

1−α
2α

))α−1

≤
(

(σ⊗n)
1−α
2α ρ⊗n(σ⊗n)

1−α
2α

)α−1

. (C4)

Thus, we have

TrΓσ,n(ρ
⊗n)α(σ⊗n)1−α

=Tr((σ⊗n)
1−α
2α Γσ,n(ρ

⊗n)(σ⊗n)
1−α
2α )α

=TrΓσ,n((σ
⊗n)

1−α
2α ρ⊗n(σ⊗n)

1−α
2α ))α

=Tr
(

Γσ,n((σ
⊗n)

1−α
2α ρ⊗n(σ⊗n)

1−α
2α )

)

·
(

Γσ,n((σ
⊗n)

1−α
2α ρ⊗n(σ⊗n)

1−α
2α ))α−1

)

=Tr((σ⊗n)
1−α
2α ρ⊗n(σ⊗n)

1−α
2α )

· Γσ,n((σ
⊗n)

1−α
2α ρ⊗n(σ⊗n)

1−α
2α ))α−1

(a)

≤d1−α
n Tr((σ⊗n)

1−α
2α ρ⊗n(σ⊗n)

1−α
2α )

· ((σ⊗n)
1−α
2α ρ⊗n(σ⊗n)

1−α
2α )α−1

=d1−α
n Tr((σ⊗n)

1−α
2α ρ⊗n(σ⊗n)

1−α
2α )α

=d1−α
n (Tr(σ

1−α
2α ρσ

1−α
2α )α)n, (C5)

where Step (a) follows from (C4).
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2. Proof of Theorem 4

For α ∈ (0, 1), we have

∑

(λ,j):xλ,j<R

TrMλ,jρ
⊗n

=Trκσ,n(ρ
⊗n){κσ,n(σ⊗n) > e−nR}

(b)

≤Trκσ,n(ρ
⊗n){κσ,n(σ⊗n) > e−nRκσ,n(ρ

⊗n)}
≤Trκσ,n(ρ

⊗n)1−ακσ,n(σ
⊗n)αenαR

=TrΓσ,n(ρ
⊗n)1−α(σ⊗n)αenαR

(c)

≤dαn(Tr(σ
α

2(1−α) ρσ
α

2(1−α) )1−αeαR)n

=dαne
−nα(D1−α(ρ‖σ)−R). (C6)

Here, (b) follows from κσ,n(ρ
⊗n) ≤ I, and (c) follows

from (C5).

For α > 0, we have

∑

(λ,j):xλ,j>R

TrMλ,jρ
⊗n

=Trκσ,n(ρ
⊗n){κσ,n(σ⊗n) < e−nR}

≤Trκσ,n(ρ
⊗n){κσ,n(σ⊗n) < e−nR}{κσ,n(ρ⊗n) > e−nr}

+Trκσ,n(ρ
⊗n){κσ,n(ρ⊗n) ≤ e−nr}

≤Trκσ,n(ρ
⊗n){κσ,n(σ⊗n) < e−nR+nrκσ,n(ρ

⊗n)}
+Trκσ,n(ρ

⊗n){κσ,n(ρ⊗n) ≤ e−nr}
≤Trκσ,n(ρ

⊗n)1+ακσ,n(σ
⊗n)−αe−nα(R−r) + dne

−nr

=TrΓσ,n(ρ
⊗n)1+α(σ⊗n)−αe−nα(R−r) + dne

−nr

(d)

≤Tr(ρ⊗n)1+α(σ⊗n)−αe−nα(R−r) + dne
−nr

=(Tr(σ− α
2(1+α) ρσ− α

2(1+α) )1+αe−α(R−r))n + dne
−nr

=e−n(R−r−α(D1+α(ρ‖σ)) + dne
−nr. (C7)

(d) follows from the monotonicity of sandwitch Rényi rel-
ative entropy.
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[4] J. Nötzel, “Hypothesis testing on invariant subspaces of
the symmetric group: part I. Quantum Sanov’s theo-
rem and arbitrarily varying sources,” J. Phys. A: Math.
Theor., 47, 235303 (2014)
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