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Estimation on correlated copies

How correlations between copies influence
estimation quality (RDD Phys. Rev. A 71, 062321

p = 1Y) (W] + (1 —n)l/d — density matrix c
5 # p®N — correlated state of N copies

different p, can have the same reduced r
Given 5 we want to estimate |¢). Fideli

F = (] Y T (pPy) pulth)
7!

Is the product state 5 = p®V the optimal sta
state estimation, among the states with the
reduced density matrices p?.
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