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We study the estimation of relative entropy D(p|lo) when o 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(dz) when the dimension
d increases. This sample complexity is optimal when o is the complexity mixed state. Also, it has
time complexity O(d® polylog d). Our proposed estimator unifiedly works under both settings.

I. INTRODUCTION

Distinguishing a given known state ¢ from another
state p is a fundamental task in quantum information.
When the state p is known as well as ¢ and n copies
of the unknown state are prepared, quantum Stein’s
lemma [1, 2] guarantees that the quantum relative en-
tropy D(p|lo) := Trp(logp — log o) gives the limitation
of the optimal discrimination power. The measurement
achieving the optimal performance depends only on the
state o [3]. Further, quantum Sanov theorem [4, 5] shows
that the construction of the test achieving the optimal
performance depends only on the state o and the value
of the quantum relative entropy D(p||c). That is, when
we construct the test achieving the optimal performance,
the information of the quantum relative entropy D(p||o)
is needed in addition to the information of o. 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(p||c) with the
known state o. Due to the non-commutativity between
p and o, the method in [6, 7] cannot be applied to the
estimation of the quantum relative entropy D(pl||o) even
when the state o 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(p|/o) although
the paper [6] employs Schur sampling. Therefore, this
paper studies how to estimate the quantum relative en-
tropy D(pl||o) with n copies of the unknown state p when
o is known.

The estimation of D(p|lo) with the unknown state p 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 (p||o) := Trp((log p—log o) — D(pl|o))?,
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 p is
prepared, the mean square of our best estimator behaves

as % + o(L). 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 p, theoretically, in order to achieve
the optimal bound, it is sufficient to allocate y/n copies to
the pre-estimation stage [16, 17]. Although this method
achieves the optimal mean square error in the order %,
i.e., the first order, it is not so clear how the mean square
error is close to the leading term %. 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 %. 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(p||o) to satisfy the following condi-
tions. It asymptotically attains the Cramér-Rao type
bound V(p[lo) in the sense of the order i 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 p and 0. We show that
the sample complexity of our method is O(d?) under a
certain natural restriction for this range. In particular,
the restriction of the possible range of ¢ is crucial in
this analysis. We also show that our time complexity is
O(d® polylog d).

When ¢ 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(d?) 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 o is fixed to the completely mixed
state. Appendices are devoted to the proofs of the results
presented in Section III.

II. CRAMER-RAO TYPE BOUND

To clarify the minimum mean square error with the
first order %, we calculate the Cramér-Rao type bound
with nuisance parameters of D(p|lo) at p = p.. For this
aim, we review the Cramér-Rao type bound for a gen-
eral function f(p) in the full parameter model under a d-
dimensional system as follows. We choose a parametriza-
tion pg with 0 = (6*,0%, ..., 9‘12_1) € R¥~1 guch 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 p = p.. That is, our parameter needs
to satisfy the following conditions.

Py = Px> (1)
9f(pe) _
901 ‘9:00 =L 2)
df(pa) -~
067 ‘9:00 =0 (3)

for j =2,...,d* -1, where 6 := (64,0, ..
f(p).

For the latter discussion, we introduce the symmet-
ric logarithmic derivative (SLD) inner product. Given
two Hermitian matrices X,Y, we define X oY :=
(XY + YX)/2. Then, we define the SLD inner prod-
uct (X,Y), := Tr(po X)Y = Trp(X oY). We define
the SLD norm || X||, := /(X, X),. We choose the SLD
Ly,...,Lg2_q as

.,0), and 6} :=

Jpe
967 lg=g,  P* "I )
for j = 1,...,d*> — 1. We also assume the following or-
thogonal condition;
Ipy
Ly L), — Tl“—.‘ L =0 5
(L1, Lj)p. 967 lg—o, 1 (5)
for j = 2,...,d>—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(pe) is (L1, L1), ! at 6 = 6p.

To calculate the Cramér-Rao type bound for D(p||o)
at p = p«, we choose the Hermitian matrix

L':= ((logp. —logo) - D(pu|o)]),  (6)

and d? — 1 linearly independent Hermitian traceless ma-
trices X1, Xo,... X42_1 such that

X1 =V(psllo) tpaoL? (7)
TrX,L' =0 (8)
for j = 2,...,d*> — 1. Then, we choose our parametriza-
tion pg as
d*—1 ‘
poi=p.+ (0" —00) X1+ Y X, (9)
j=2



This parameterization satisfies the condition (1). Since
% o—te = X, we have
2D(olo)
00 lo=6,
dpe 0log pg
~Toht|  (logp. —1 Trp,
961 |g_p, 108 P= —logo) + Trp.—5 5]
WX, (log ps — log o) + TrX,
O x, Lt + X, D(p.||o)] + TeX, 2 1. (10)

Here, (b) and (c) follows from (6) and (7) and the relation
(LY, LYY,. = V(p«||o), respectively. In addition, (a) can
be shown as follows.

dlog py (@) /1 dlog py 1-

Tr ‘ Dy [ s *d
Poo"5g1 |g—g, o P00 agr lpog P00 O
dpe
— =TrX 11
001 ‘9:90 b (11)

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

9D(pe||o)
— ’9:90 = TvX;(log p. — logo) + TrX; = 0.
(12)
Then, (11) and (12) imply the conditions (2) and (3).
Due to (7) and (8), we have L1 = V(p.|lo) "1 L! and
Tr%Ll TrX;Ly =0forj=2,....d>—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(p||o) is
(Ly,L1)," = V(p«llo)~" at & = 6. That is, the mini-
mum mean square error under the local unbiasedness con-
dition is V(p«||o). That is, the Cramér-Rao type bound
for the estimation of D(p|lo) is the relative varentropy

Vipsllo).

IIT. ESTIMATOR BASED ON SCHUR
TRANSFORM

Similar to the papers [3, 4, 813, 22-24], we employ
Schur duality of H®". For this aim, we prepare sev-
eral notations. A sequence of monotone-increasing non-
negative integers A = (A1,...,Aq) 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 A with condition
Z;l:l Aj = n by Y]' . Then, as explained in [24, Sec-
tion 6.2], we have

= @ U @ Va. (14)

ey

Here, Ux expresses the irreducible space of SU(d) and Vx
expresses the irreducible space of the representation m
of the permutation group &,,. We define dy := dim Uy,
dy :=dimVy. Then, for states o, p, we have

p®n = @ P & PX,mix; (15)
AeY]

o®" = @ ox ® PA,mix; (16)
A€V

where px mix 1S the completely mixed state on Vy. We
choose a basis {|u)\7j>}?;1 of Ux such that |uy ;) is an
eigenvector of oy.

To estimate the quantum relative entropy D(pl||o), we
employ the POVM M = {Mj ;}x ; defined as

My j = |uxj){uxjl @ I(Vx), (17)

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

P,Sj}) (X, 7) := TrMx ;p®". (18)

To estimate the quantum relative entropy D(pllo), we
employ the estimate z ; defined as —— log TrMy jo®m.
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 SaeypUx by dp. Since as
shown in [24, (6.16) and (6.18)], we have

dimUy < (n+ D)H=D2 0 ye| < (n+1)41 (19)

the relation
dp < (n 4 1)(d+20d-1)/2 (20)

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

Theorem 2. For any states p and o, we have

MSE,(p|lo) := Z P X, ) (@x; — D(pllo))?
(N9)
1 1 2
<= — .
—(\/ﬁ Vipllo) + - log dn) (21)

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

LV(pllo) is 2z logd, + %ﬁ\/V(pHU) log d,,. Using (20),
this different is upper bounded by 73—2(% log(n +
1))2—1—112—\/5 \/V(P”U)W 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

gyt = PN j) t ax = Dipllo) > ¢} (22)

f N
oy == BN G) raxy — Dlpllo) < —e}. (23)



When e behaves as ¢/y/n, as shown in Appendix B the

probabilities 659/

tion as follows.

converges to a normal distribu-

Theorem 3. For any states p and o, we have

§(n)+c/\/__>/ ;d:v (24)
/VVllo) v27f

NG
’7’C/\/E—>/ \/2_6772(&[:. (25)
I

This property is called local asymptotic normality.

When the error term € is constant, the tail probability
goes to zero exponentially. We use the sandwich relative
entropy Da(o(/p) := 717 log Tr(p = op'= )*
in Appendix C, using the method in Section X of [23],
we have the following theorem.

55

. As shown

Theorem 4. For any states p, o, and R, > 0, we have

)+ AP < ggo=ro(Pralrln)—F), (26)

50— R=Dlpllo) <e=n(R=r=a(Disapll) 4 g, = (27)

In (26), a € (0,1), and in (27), a > 0.

Theorem 4 guarantees that d,,4 n) € and 5(")’ “ 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(d**?), ﬁ logd,, <

ﬁwz(dfl) log(n 4+ 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 — co. We denote the d-dimensional system
by Hg. To discuss this case, we consider the sequence of
states o4 depending on the dimension d. We also choose
a subset Sy of the set S(Hq) of states on Hy. We assume
the following condition for o4 and Sg;

1
co = dlin;o = lr)ré%);V(pHUd) < 0. (28)

For example, the condition (28

conditions.

) holds under certain

Lemma 5. When the minimum eigenvalue of o4 is lower
bounded by e~ with a fized real number t > 0, the con-
dition (28) holds even when Sy equals S(Ha).

Proof. Considering the definition of V(p|loq) and the
norm || ||,, we have

V(plloa)
=|/log p — (Trplog p) —log o4 + (Trplogaa)|
<[[logp —

(Trplog p)|, + |[log oq — (Trplog Ud)llp('
29

Using the property of the norm | ||,, we have
= Trp(log p — (Trplog p))?

(Tep(log p)?) < (log a7,

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

(Trplog p)ll7

(Trplog p)* <

| log p —

=(Trp(log p)*) —

|logoq — (Trplog oq)||> = Trp(log o4 — (Trplog oa))?

—(Trp(log 00)?) — < (Trp(log 0)?) < (td)”.
(31)

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

Theorem 6. When the condition (28
cd?, we have

) holds and n =

1 [ s—1 2
lim maxén e 5(" 76_—(ﬁ—|— min 67)
d—00 pESa 2\ e o<s<is(1—s)

SM- (32)

2

ce
When we choose ¢ to be % for any €,¢ > 0, we

have
lim max5(" +E+5”)7E<e (33)

d—oo peS, 7

Hence, we obtain an upper bound O(d?) of the sample
complexity for the estimation of D(p|joq) when p belongs
to Sy.

Proof. We choose s € (0,1). Using Weyl’s dimension
7],

formula [25, Theorem 7.1.7], we have
log dim Uy = log H JTUTA T A + /\J: =
e J—1
1<i<j<d
A ! Nwi — A
7 o +1 T N\g
Z 10g(1+ j—l)_z, 10g(1+ ] )
1<i<j<d =1 i=1
d d—1
1 AlJrz /\z
=3 @-0Y —o (1+ z )
=1 =1
(@) & G| Alri — A
< — -
S 1)1og(1+ e )
=1 i=1
d n
< d—1)1 1
_121( Jiog (1 + (d—l)l)
® d (d—l)( n )Szd:(d—l)lsns (34)
T s (d-D1) pt sls ’

where (a) follows from Jensen inequality for the concave
function  — log(1+x) and the uniform distribution over



{1,...,d—1}. (b) can be shown as follows.

1og(1+ﬁ) zllog(l—l—(d%l)l)s

c) n (d) n s
Sélog(”((d—z)z) ) < 1((d—l)l) - (39)

where (c¢) follows from the inequality (z+y)°® < z°+y*® for
x,y > 0, and (d) follows from the inequality log(1+x) <
x. Thus, we have

logd, <log|Y}| max dim Uy

d
(d— l)lfsns
<l 7 S P
<log|Y'| + Z NE
=1
d (d_l)l—sns
<(d—-1)1 1 -
<(d—1)log(n + >+l; oE (36)

When n = cd?, we have

d
1 , 1 (d—1)t=scsd?s
ﬁ 1ogd1mu)\ S ﬁ li - T
1 1-s .5
— (1=2) e dz
0 sxs

1 s s 1 s

c c c
< dr = | =] = NE
_/0 sz s(l—s)x o s(l—ys) (87)
Since the term < (d —1)log(n + 1) goes to zero, the term

%log dy, is evaluated as

cs—l

1
lim —logd, < min (38)

n—oo n 0<s<1 8(1—s)
The definition of ¢y implies

Co

lim =/ Vo) = L2 (39)

Thus, we have
lim MSE, (p|loq)
n—oo

(e) s=1 N2 () 4)?

<(¢a e D

N +Or<nsl<1 s(l—s)) - c ’

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. [l

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
o is a diagonal matrix. For a general density o, we need
to apply a unitary diagonalizing the density o 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 ¢ > 0
and a target unitary V, we say that a unitary U is an
e-approximate of V' when any pure state |¢) satisfies

U =V)[$) <e (41)

When the constructed unitary is an e-approximate of the
Schur transform, the time complexity of the construction
[20, 29] is O(nd? polylog(n, d, 1/€)). Since these construc-
tions realize the approximation (41) the estimation error
probability increases at most only €2. We denote the dis-
tribution of (), j) when we employ an e-approximate of

the Schur transform by P,E”’ .

In the classical part of our estimator, we need to cal-
culate zx ; = —% log TrMy jo®™. When o has diagonal
elements sq, ..., sq, the eigenvalue of 0®" on the projec-
tion M ; has the form []¢ where Z?:1 n; = n.
Then, we have

s
Jla’

d
TrMy ;0" = dim Vx [ [ 57 (42)
j=1

For a Young index A, the dimension Vy is evaluated as

n!

dimVy = K"e()\) (43)
z-i-]
1 44
=A< W)
Jj>i

where Al := A\ I\o!--- Ayl For its detail, see [26, Eq.
(2.72)]. Using [21, Theorem 2.5], we have

e"H(%)(n—i-l)*(d*l) < < enHE, (45)

n!
Al



The value e() is evaluated as

Zlo A+ —
SN - N—it+] —z+]

J>i

—loge(A

where (a) follows from Jensen inequality for the concave
function x +— log(1 + x), and (b) follows from (35) in the
same way as (34).

Instead of x>‘ j» Wwe use its approximation z3 ; =
H(2) - Z‘j 1 7% log sj, whose time complexity is O(n).
Then, we have
! (dlog(n + 1)
— n
o g

0< xjyj —xx; < —loge(N))

d 175ns
<% (dlog(n +1)— Z %)
=1 )

When n = cd?,

1—s, s
i, ) < %-

Given an arbitrary number ¢ > 0, we choose ¢ = %.
When n = cd?, the limit of the upper bound in (47) can
be bounded by €. Then, we define

L(dlog(n + 1) —

lim, 00

6/()771) €61 — P n),el{( )
PR (A 5) :

s =
Thus, when n = cd?, using (33), we have

2y — Dlpllo) > e} (48)
3,5 — Dlpllo) < —e}. (49)

d—o00 pESy cle — %)
(50)
Hence, when we choose e, = /€/2 and ¢ =
mm(64 8(4+‘/a) ) for any €, ¢’ > 0, we have
lim max5(" Theen 4 5 e <€l (51)

d—oo peSa 77
Overall, when n = O(d?), we use the construction of
Schur transform by [20, 29] with the time complexity
O(d® polylog(d)) and the estimate x; with the time
complexity O(n) = O(d?). That is, the construction has
a total time complexity O(d® polylog(d)).

VI. OPTIMALITY OF USE OF SCHUR
SAMPLING

The paper [6] studied the case when o4 is the com-
pletely mixed state pmix. In this case, the paper [6]
showed that the lower bound of sample complexity is
O(d?) when d is increasing, Schur sampling is employed.
In this case, the estimate x ; of our estimator depends
only on A. So, x ; 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 o4 is
the completely mixed state pmix. That is, for any esti-
mator POVM M, there exists an estimator POVM M’
based on Schur sampling such that the performance of M’
is not worse than the performance of M. For its precise
statement, we introduce the following minimax criterion.
When the true state is p and the estimator POVM is M,
we denote the distribution of the estimate & of the value
D(p|| pmix) by Py.ar. We focus on the following quantities

R(p, M,e) := max Py, .+ y{Z|lr —

D mix )| > .
e (Pl pmix)| > €}

(52)

We denote the projection to Uy ® Vx by Ex.
have the following lemma.

Then, we

Lemma 7. For any estimator POVM M = {(M;, &;) }4,
there exists an estimator POVM M’ = {(M],%;)}; such

that each operator M| is written as the form

MZI = ZC“AE)\, (53)
A
and
R(p, M, €) > R(p, M',€). (54)

Here, ; 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(d?) when d is increasing and o 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 p. Since M/ := fSU(d)(g‘@")TMig@"u(dg)
is invariant for the representation ¢g®”, it has the form
Y ox CinEx. We set the set Be := {i||lz—D(pl| pmix)| > €}



Then, we have

R(p, M Trg®" p® (&™) M;
(p, M, e€) ggsl%r)(cdz g )f

2/ > Teg® =" (g%™)T Mypu(dg)
SU(d) i€B.

_lGZB Trp®"(/ ot

=Y Trp®"M] = R(p, M',e). (55)
i€ B,

(g®")TMig®"u(dg))

VII. DISCUSSION

We have studied the estimation of quantum relative
entropy D(p||o) when the second argument o 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(d?) under natural
assumptions. This sample complexity is optimal when
o 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(d® 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 o, 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 o as
well. To attain the Cramér-Rao type bound with fixed d,
it is sufficient to estimate the form of the density matrix
o. 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 p, := >, px on the system
©xeypUx. We choose an orthogonal basis {|vx j/}; of

Vx.
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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].

1
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The random variable /n(— = (log(ux ;, va ;¢ |0®
log(ux,j,vaj/|p®"ux.j,va,5.)) — D(p|lo)) has additional
variable j. The joint distribution of (X, j,J’) is given
as (uxj,vxj|p®"|uxj,va,). This random variable
coincides with \/n( (log &,en (p¥™) —log o®™) — D(p||o))
under the state E,en (p®™) studied in Section V of [32].
The discussion in Section V of [32] showed that it
converges to Gaussian distribution with variance V(p||o)
in probability as n — co.

In addition, in the same way as (A3), using [3, Lemma
8], we have

Z P;S,cr)()‘hj)(T log(ux,j|palua,;))?
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Thus, the random variable ﬁlog(u&j|p>‘|u&j> under

log(n 4+ 1))* — 0. (B2)

the distribution P,Efff) converges to zero in probability

Mgy vt

as n — oo. Therefore, the probabilities (5,(,73’i’c/ v can

be asymptotically characterized by Gaussian distribution
with variance V(p||o).

Appendix C: Large deviation evaluation

1. Preparation

We define the pinching map I',, ,, as
Fo,n(pl)

= (Jua){uai| @ P(VA))p! (ux ;) (ux ;| ® P(Vx))
AEY] )

(C1)

for a general state p’ on H®". Since the system Vy has
no information, it is sufficient to handle the two states
Gacyyrpa and Drcypor over OreypUx. We define the
map
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AEY g
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Due to the above-
(p®™) and o®™ are

“U,n(p/) =

for a general state p’ on HE®™.
mentioned structure, the states I',
commutative with each other.

We have the pinching inequality:

P <dnTon(p). (C3)

In fact, applying the matrix monotone function to (C3),
for a € (0,1), we have
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where Step (a) follows from (C4).
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2. Proof of Theorem 4

For a € (0,1), we have
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Here, (b) follows from kg ,(p®") < I, and (c) follows
from (C5).

For o > 0, we have
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(d) follows from the monotonicity of sandwitch Rényi rel-
ative entropy.
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