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Abstract

In this paper we study the autoparallelity w.r.t. the e-connection for an information-
geometric structure called the SLD structure, which consists of a Riemannian metric
and mutually dual e- and m-connections, induced on the manifold of strictly positive
density operators. Unlike the classical information geometry, the e-connection has
non-vanishing torsion, which brings various mathematical difficulties. The notion of
e-autoparallel submanifolds is regarded as a quantum version of exponential families
in classical statistics, which is known to be characterized as statistical models hav-
ing efficient estimators (unbiased estimators uniformly achieving the equality in the
Cramér-Rao inequality). As quantum extensions of this classical result, we present
two different forms of estimation-theoretical characterizations of the e-autoparallel
submanifolds. We also give several results on the e-autoparallelity, some of which are
valid for the autoparallelity w.r.t. an affine connection in a more general geometric
situation.
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1 Introduction

Information geometry has revealed that many fundamental structures in classical statis-
tics, most notably exponential families and efficient estimation, are naturally encoded
in the geometry of the statistical manifold, with certain “straight” submanifolds sin-
gled out by their optimal estimation properties. In quantum statistics, the space of
density operators carries a rich family of information-geometric structures, among
which the SLD (symmetric logarithmic derivative) structure is distinguished by its
close connection to quantum Cramér—Rao bounds, but the corresponding geometric
picture is far less understood than in the classical, dually flat setting. The present paper
investigates how this geometric notion of “straightness” extends to quantum statistical
models via autoparallel submanifolds with respect to the SLD structure, and how such
submanifolds can be characterized by estimation-theoretic conditions weaker than
global efficiency as well as by purely geometric existence conditions for a non-flat,
torsionful connection.

To clarify the motivation for our study, we begin with an overview of a result
in the classical estimation theory. Let P = P(£2) be the totality of strictly positive
probability distributions (probability mass functions) on a finite set €2, and let M =
{pe 1§ = (E',...,&") € B} C P be a statistical model whose elements pg are
smoothly and injectively parametrized by an n-dimensional parameter £ ranging over
an open subset E of R". As is well known, the variance matrix V¢ € R"*" of an
arbitrary unbiased estimator for the parameter & satisfies the Cramér-Rao inequality
Ve > Ggl, where G¢ € R"*" denotes the Fisher information matrix. An unbiased

estimator achieving the equality Ve = G,’Z1 for every £ € E is called an efficient
estimator for the parameter £. A statistical model does not have an efficient estimator
in general. Indeed, the existence of efficient estimator is known to impose strong
restrictions on both the set M and the parametrization & — pg. Namely, we have the
following theorem (e.g. § 5a.2 (p.324) of [1], Eq. (7.14) in § 7.2 of [2], Theorem 3.12
of [3]).

Theorem 1.1 For a statistical model M = {pg}, the following conditions are
equivalent.

(i) There exists an efficient estimator for the parameter &.

(ii) M is an exponential family, and & is an expectation parameter; i.e., there exist
functions C(w), Fi(w), 6;(£), Y(&) (i = 1,...,n) such that the elements of M
are represented as

pe(@) = explC(w) + > 6i(E)F () — ¥(£)] (1.1)

i=1
and that the parameter & satisfies
§' = Ec(F'), (1.2)
where Eg¢ denotes the expectation w.r.t. the distribution pe.
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Autoparallelity of quantum statistical manifolds in light...

Remark 1.2 In the notation of [3] as well as of many references in information geom-
etry, 0;, F and £ in (1.1) and (1.2) are expressed as 0, F; and 7;, respectively. The
reason why the upper and lower indices are reversed here (and throughout the paper)
is that we first treat £ as an arbitrary coordinate system, which has an upper index
(superscript) as in the standard notation of differential geometry, and then consider
the condition for £ to become an m-affine coordinate system such as the expectation
coordinate system.

What is important about Theorem 1.1 for the main concern of this paper is that
condition (ii) is expressed in the language of geometry as follows:

(i)’ M is an e-autoparallel submanifold of P, and & forms an m-affine coordinate
system of M.

We refer the reader to Theorem 3.12 of [3] and the later sections of this paper for
details. For the present, it suffices to understand only the following points.

e The autoparallelity is a multi-dimensional version (including the 1-dimensional
case in particular) of the notion of geodesic for a manifold equipped with an
affine connection, which expresses the condition that a submanifold is “straight”
according to the criterion defined by the connection.

e The e-autoparallelity means the autoparallelity w.r.t. the e-connection of P denoted
by V©, which is one of the most important differential-geometric structures in
information geometry.

e The manifold P has two other important structures: an affine connection called
the m-connection V(™ and a Riemannian metric called the Fisher metric g. The
triple (g, V©, V(™) makes P into what is called a dually flat space.

e The parameter £ is said to be m-affine when it is regarded as an affine coordinate
system of M w.r.t. the affine structure induced from the m-connection of M that
is induced from V™ and g.

The equivalence (i) < (ii)’ is regarded as one of the most fundamental results in
information geometry, revealing a beautiful harmony between estimation theory and
geometry.

Let us now turn to the quantum case and observe how the harmony that prevailed
in the classical case breaks down. We first note that a quantum version of Theorem 1.1
is actually known, which is stated below. Let H be a finite-dimensional Hilbert space,
S = S(H) be the totality of strictly positive density operators on H, and M =
{pe | £ € B} be an arbitrary quantum statistical model consisting of states pg in S.
It is well known that the variance matrix Vg of an arbitrary unbiased estimator for
the parameter £ satisfies the SLD Cramér-Rao inequality Ve > Gg] [4, 5], where
G¢ is the SLD Fisher information matrix (see Sect.4 for details). When an unbiased
estimator satisfies Ve = G;l for every & € E, we call it an efficient estimator for the
parameter £ as in the classical case. Then we have the following theorem (Theorem 7.6
of [3]).
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Theorem 1.3 For a quantum statistical model M = {pg}, the following conditions
are equivalent.

(i) There exists an efficient estimator for the parameter &.
(ii) There exist mutually commuting Hermitian operators F', ..., F" and a strictly
positive operator P such that the elements of M are represented as

| =

oo —exo| L[S 0@ F —p©)] P e 2S00 —v©)] (3

i=1 i=l

and that ‘ '
VEECE, Vi, £ ="Tr (,Og F'). (1.4)

(When a model M = {pg} is represented as (1.3), we call it a quasi-classical
exponential family. )

Compared with Theorem 1.1, this result is insufficient in several points except when
n=1.

From an estimation-theoretical point of view, although the primary interest in the
theory of multi-parameter quantum estimation lies in the mathematical difficulties
arising from the noncommutativity of operators, which often limit the significance
of the SLD Cramér-Rao inequality itself, the above definition of efficient estimator
considers only the highly special case in which these difficulties do not arise.

From a geometric point of view, on the other hand, condition (ii) is somewhat unsat-
isfactory in that it cannot be expressed as a simple geometric condition like condition
(i)’ in the classical case. More specifically, in terms of the triple (g, V(®), V(™) of the
Fisher metric and the e, m-connections defined by the SLD structure, which is among
a family of information-geometric structures introduced on S, conditions (ii) implies
that M is e-autoparallel in S and that £ forms an m-affine coordinate system, but the
converse does not hold unless n = 1 (see Section 7.4 of [3] and Sect. 4 of this paper).
Namely, a quasi-classical exponential family is only a special case of an e-autoparallel
submanifold, which means that the existence of an efficient estimator is too strong as
a characterization of the e-autoparallelity.

Noting that Theorem 1.3 may be extended in several ways, we formulate in this
paper the problem of determining an estimation-theoretic condition, which should be
a weaker version of condition (i), equivalent to the geometric condition obtained by
replacing (ii) with one of the same form as condition (ii)’ in the classical case. In other
words, the problem asks how the notion of efficient estimator should be extended
in order for the e-autoparallelity to be characterized by its existence. We give two
answers to the problem in Sects. 5 and 7, which constitute the highlights of this
paper. In addition, we provide a detailed discussion of the properties of autoparallel
submanifolds and the conditions for their existence. This is because, unlike in the
classical case where the e-connection is flat, the e-connection in the quantum case is not
generally flat due to the non-vanishing torsion, making new insights into autoparallel
submanifolds essential.

Let us outline the paper by following its organization.
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In Sect.2, we explain the basic issues about the autoparallelity for an affine connec-
tion V on a general differential manifold, focusing in particular on a curvature-free
V with its relation to the dual connection V* w.r.t. a Riemannian metric g. Note that
a connection is flat if and only if it is curvature-free and torsion-free and that, even
though both V and V* are curvature-free in this case, they may have non-vanishing
torsions and hence (g, V, V*) may not define a dually flat structure. In Sect. 3, we
introduce a family of information-geometric structures on the space S(H), where the
e-connection has mostly a non-vanishing torsion, and derive the basic issues con-
cerning the e-autoparallelity by applying the results of Sect.2. These two sections are
preliminaries for later sections. Although the results shown there are mostly known, we
present them together with their derivations so that the description is as self-contained
as possible.

In Sect.4, preliminaries concerning quantum estimation are given. We give the def-
initions of (local-)unbiasedness and several kinds of (local-)efficiency with or without
weight matrix, where the word “local” means the versions of these notions weakened
by localizing them at a given point of the model. Essential for later arguments is
Proposition 4.1, which states that the equality in the scalar version of SLD Cramér-
Rao inequality u” Viu > uTGglu is attained as an infimum for each point & and
each direction represented by a vector u. Although the result itself is not new (e.g.
Eq. (7.93) of [3] and Theorem 5.2 of [6]), considering its importance we provide it
with a proof and a remark that the infimum is not generally replaced with the minimum
even locally at each point. We introduce a family of randomized estimators, which is
used for the proof of this proposition as well as for a main result of the paper presented
in the next section. We revisit Theorem 1.3 and clarify that the existence of efficient
estimator only partially characterizes the e-autoparallelity for the SLD structure.

In Sect. 5, we treat a one-parameter family of estimators = (ITg)¢>0, which we
call a filtration of estimators, instead of a single estimator I1. We show Theorem 5.1,
which gives the first answer to our problem, stating that a quantum statistical model
is e-autoparallel in S if and only if for every direction u, there exists a filtration
IT = (Il;)e~0 such that 1, is an unbiased estimator for every ¢ > 0 and that the
equality in u” Veu > u’ Gglu is attained for every point & as the limit of ¢ |, 0. (The
condition imposed on the parametrization is omitted here for brevity.) This theorem
can be regarded as an extension of Theorem 1.3 since an efficient estimator IT defines
such a filtration by I1, = IT (Ve > 0), independently of u. In Sect. 6, it is shown
that a quantum Gaussian shift model has such a filtration for every direction u and
that the model in fact exhibits an analogous property to the e-autoparallelity in S(H),
although the Hilbert space H is infinite-dimensional in this case, so that we cannot
fully develop a differential geometric argument there.

While our concern in the previous sections lies in estimation of a multi-dimensional
parameter & = (£') that injectively represents the states pg in a model even though
the estimation error is measured only in one direction expressed by u, Sect.7 studies
estimation of a scalar-valued function on the model, for which the efficiency of an
estiator is defined in a similar way. This includes estimation of a single component &’
of the parameter £ as a special case, which can be considered equivalent to a problem of
estimation with nuisance parameters (e.g. [6]). Theorems 7.9 and 7.10 give the second
answer to our question, where it is shown that an n-dimensional quantum statistical
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model is e-autoparallel in S if and only if every component &' of the parameter £ has an
efficient estimator. Since an efficient estimator IT for £ induces an efficient estimator
for each component £ in a trivial way, this result can also be regarded as an extension
of Theorem 1.3, although the set of efficient estimators for components induced from
IT is not conceptually identified with IT itself. In contrast to the discussion in Sect. 5,
the approach of this section does not involve the technical difficulties inherent in
estimation of a multi-dimensional parameter of quantum states. We show that some of
the estimation-theoretic results obtained in this section can be refined within a purely
differential-geometric framework, where the use of differential forms proves to be
particularly useful.

In Sect. 8, we move away from estimation theory and address the condition for
existence of e-autoparallel submanifolds from a purely geometrical point of view. It
should be noted that the e-connection in the SLD structure is curvature-free but is not
flat due to the non-vanishing torsion. In the case of a flat connection, an autoparallel
submanifold corresponds to an affine subspace in the coordinate space of an affine
coordinate system, so that the existence condition for autoparallel submanifolds is
trivial. For a non-flat connection, on the other hand, we cannot see the whole picture
of autoparallel submanifolds in general. and are faced with the new problem of what
kind of condition ensures the existence of autoparallel submanifold. At present, our
understanding of this problem remains quite limited even for a curvature-free con-
nection. We focus on the fact that an autoparallel submanifold is an integral manifold
of a parallel distribution of tangent vectors, and investigate the involutivity of paral-
lel distributions in relation to the torsion tensor. We show that, even when V has a
non-vanishing torsion, there is a case in which there exists a pair of dual foliations
consisting of mutually orthogonal V-autoparallel submanifolds and V*-autoparallel
submanifolds, as in the case of dually flat spaces.

In Sect. 9, we treat the case when dim H = 2 and study the SLD structure of the
space S (H) of qubit states in detail. We show that S(H) in this case has a characteristic
property that every e-parallel distribution is involutive, which means that the existence
condition for autoparallel submanifolds is trivial as in the classical case. We also give
several remarks on our randomized estimator for the qubit case, where its relation to
some related results in quantum estimation theory is clarified.

Section 10 is devoted to concluding remarks. Some proofs and additional results
are included in Appendices for the sake of readability of the main text.

Remark 1.4 We make some remarks on the nomenclature and the notation of the paper.

1. Throughout the paper, when we refer to a manifold, say M, it means that M is
a manifold with a trivial global structure, so that we need not worry about the
difference between global properties and local properties of M. For instance, M is
always supposed to have a global coordinate system, and every closed differential
form on M is considered to be exact.

2. When we say that £ = (£!,..., £") is a coordinate system of a manifold M in
the subsequent sections, it basically means that £ is a map : M — R”" (a global
chart of M) which represents each point p € M by an n-dimensional vector
E(p) = (EY(p),...,E"(p)) € R", although the same symbol & has appeared
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above as a parameter to specify a point in the manifold. They are equivalent
by &(p) = & & p = pg. A parametrization is often more convenient than
a coordinate system when dealing with concrete examples. In fact, we will use
parametrizations in Sect.6 for quantum Gaussian states and in Sect.9 for qubit
states.

3. This paper contains both arguments on quantum statistical manifolds (manifolds
consisting of density operators) and those on general manifolds. We denote quan-
tum statistical manifolds by S, M, A/, ..., while general manifolds are denoted
by S, M,N,....

2 Basic issues about autoparallelity

In this section we summarize basic issues related to autoparallelity from the perspective
of general differential geometry, which will be necessary for later discussions.

Let S be an arbitrary manifold, and denote the totality of smooth functions and
that of smooth vector fields on S by F(S) and 2 (S), respectively. Suppose that
S is provided with an affine connection V, which is a map Z'(S) x Z°(S) —
Z'(S), (X,Y) — VxY. Given a submanifold M of S, let 2°(S/M) denote the
totality of smooth mappings which map each point p € M to a tangent vector in
T, (S),i.e., sections of the vector bundle| | pem Ip (S). Then V naturally induces a map
Z(MYX Z(S/M) - Z'(S/M)sothatforany X € & (M)andanyY € Z°(S/M),
VxY is defined as an element of Z°(S/M). Since Z' (M) = Z (M /M) C Z (S/M),
VxY € Z(S/M) is defined for any X, Y € 2" (M), although it does not necessarily
belong to 2" (M).

When Vy Y belongsto 2 (M) forevery X, Y € Z (M), M is said to be autoparallel
w.r.t.V or V-autoparallel in S (e.g., Sect.8 in Chap. VII of [7]). In particular, S itself is
V-autoparallel in S. An autoparallel curve is usually called a geodesic (or pregeodesic
when we wish to clarify that our interest lies only in the image of the curve), so that the
autoparallelity is a multi-dimensional extension of the notion of geodesic. When M is
V-autoparallel in S, V defines an affine connection on M. We denote this connection
by V|u when we wish to distinguish it from the original connection V on S. The
autoparallelity is transitive in the sense that if M is V-autoparallel in S and N is
V|m-autoparallel in M, then N is V-autoparallel in S.

Remark 2.1 If M is V-autoparallel in S and N is a nonempty open set of M, then N
is also V-autoparallel in S having the same dimension as M. In this paper, we restrict
ourselves to maximal autoparallel submanifolds to avoid this ambiguity. In particular,
an autoparallel submanifold of § having the same dimension as S is considered to be
only S. This restriction is solely for simplicity of exposition.

Remark 2.2 A notion similar to, but different from, autoparallelity is total geodesicity.
A submanifold M is said to be totally geodesic w.r.t. V or V-totally geodesic in S
when for any point p € M and any tangent vector X, € T,,(M) of M, the V-geodesic
passing through p in direction X, lies in M. It is obvious that the autoparallelity
implies the total geodesicity, but the converse is not true in general except when V is
torsion-free ([7], Theorem 8.4 in Chap. VII). We will revisit this topic in Remark 8.4.
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A vector field X € 2°(S) is said to be parallel w.rt. V or V-parallel when VY €
Z'(S), VyX = 0. More generally, X € 2 (S/M) (including the case X € 2 (M))
is said to be V-parallel when VY € 2" (M), VyX = 0.

When there exist on S the same number of linearly independent V-parallel vector
fields as dim S, we say that (S, V) is curvature-free. This condition is known to be
equivalent to the curvature tensor of V vanishing on S (: recall that S is assumed to be
globally trivial). When (S, V) is curvature-free, the parallel transport <I>§,Yq) :Tp(S) —
T,(S) is defined for arbitrary two points p, g € S so that a vector field X € 27(S) is
V-parallel iff Vp, g € S, @) (X,) = X,,.

The following two propositions are straightforward, where the curvature-freeness
is essential.

Proposition 2.3 Let S be a manifold on which a curvature-free connection V is given
and M be a submanifold of S. For X € Z (S/M) (including the case when X €
Z(M)), the following conditions are equivalent.

(i) Xis V-paralle!. ~
(ii) AX € Z°(S), X is V-parallel and X = X|y.

Proposition 2.4 Let S be a manifold on which a curvature-free connection V is given
and M be an n-dimensional submanifold of S. Then the following conditions are
equivalent.
(i) M is V-autoparallel in S.
. v

(ii) Vp,q € M, @) (T,(M)) = T, (M).

(iii) There exist n linearly independent V-parallel vector fields on M.

(iv) There exist n linearly independent V-parallel vector fields X L .., X" on S such

that Vi, X'|y € & (M).

When these conditions hold, a vector field X on M is V| p-parallel iff it is V-parallel,
and V| y is curvature-free.

In the following, we consider the case when (S, V) is additionally provided with a
Riemannian metric g for which the dual connection V* of V is defined. Namely, the
triple (g, V, V*) satisfies the duality [3, 8]:

VX, Y. Z e Z(S), Xg(Y,Z) =g(VxY,Z)+g(Y,ViZ). 2.1)

As is well known (see Theorems 3.2 and 3.3 of [3]), the curvature-freeness of V and
that of V* are equivalent, and when they are curvature-free, their parallel transports
satisfy
VXp. Yy € Tp(S), gp(Xp, Yp) = gg (@) (X,), @) (Y,)). 2.2)
Proposition 2.5 When V and V* are curvature-free in (S, g, V, V*), we have:
(1) For a vector field X € Z(S), X is V-parallel iff g(X,Y) is constant on S for
every V*-parallel vector field Y € Z'(S).
(2) For a vector field X € Z'(S), X is V*-parallel iff g(X,Y) is constant on S for
every V-parallel vector field Y € Z (S).
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Proof 1t suffices to show (1). For an X € 27(S), we have

X is V-parallel < VY,VZ, g(VzX,Y)=0
& vy : V*-parallel, VZ, g(VzX,Y) =0

& vy : V*oparallel, VZ, Zg(X,Y) =0
& VY : V¥-parallel, g(X,Y) is constant, (2.3)

where < in & follows since the set of V*-parallel vector fields has the same dimension

as dim S due to the curvature-freeness of V*, and é follows since the duality (2.1)
and the V*-parallelity of Y imply

Zg(X,Y)=g(VzX,Y)+g(X,V,Y) =g(VzX.Y). 2.4)

m}

In order to state the next proposition, which will be of fundamental importance for
later arguments, we need some preliminaries. First, suppose that M is a V-autoparallel
submanifold of S, so that M is a Riemannian submanifold of (S, g) equipped with
the affine connection V|j;. Then the dual connection of V| w.r.t. g (more precisely,
w.r.t. the induced metric g|3 on M) is defined, which we denote by V3, := (V|y)*;
ie.,

VX,Y,Z e X (M), Xg(Y,Z) =g(VxY,Z)+ g, (Vi)xZ), (2.5)
where we have applied (V|y)xY = VxY. From (2.1) and (2.5), we have
VX, Y, Ze ZM), g¥,(VipxZ) =g(Y,VxZ), (2.6)
which means that (V},) x Z is the g-projection of Vi Z € 2 (S/M) onto 2" (M).

restriction

v 2 Yk

g—duall lg | s-dual

v* g-projection V;‘k/l

Next, we introduce the notions of flat connection and affine coordinate system. An
affine connection V is said to be flat when it is curvature-free and torsion-free. The
flatness is known to be equivalent to the existence of a (generally local) coordinate
system £ = (&), which is called an affine coordinate system w.r.t. V or a V-affine
coordinate system, such that the vector fields 9; = i €{l,...,dimS}, are all

V-parallel.

ad

Proposition 2.6 Suppose that V and V* are curvature-free in (S, g, V, V*),' and let
M be an n-dimensional submanifold of S with a coordinate system & = (&'). Then
the following conditions are equivalent.
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(i) M is V-autoparallel in S, and & is a Vy,-affine coordinate system (so that Vy, is

flat).

(ii) Foreveryi € {1,...,n}, the vector field
X = Z g79; € (M) 2.7)
J
is V-parallel, where 0; := a‘% and [gij] = [gij = g(9;, 8]-)]_1.

Proof We first show (i) = (ii). Assume (i) and define X! € 2" (M) by (2.7). Then
we have g(X', d;) = 8; for every i, j, which is constant on M. Noting that n(=
dim M) vector fields {0;} are V},-parallel and that Proposition2.5 can be applied to
(M, glm, Vim, V}y) due to the V-autoparallelity of M, it follows from item (1) of
Proposition 2.5 that X* is V|ps-parallel, and hence it is V-parallel (: recall the last
sentence of Proposition2.4).

We next show (ii) = (i). Assume (ii). Then according to Proposition2.4, M is V-
autoparallel in S. Noting that g(X’, 9 i) = 8; is constant on M and applying item (2)
of Proposition 2.5 to (M, g|um, VIm, V};), we have that {9;} are V} -parallel, which
means that £ is V;, -affine. O

Remark 2.7 In applying this proposition to later arguments, V* will appear as the flat
connection V™ When V* is flat, its torsion-freeness is inherited by V*,, so that Vi
turns out to be flat for every V-autoparallel M. That is, the existence of Vj, -affine
coordinate system & follows from the V-autoparallelity of M in condition (i) in this
case.

3 Information-geometric structures on quantum statistical manifolds

In this section, we introduce a family of information-geometric structures on quan-
tum statistical manifolds and apply the results of the previous section to them. The
geometric structures treated here are essentially the same as those studied in § 7.3 of
[3].

LetL = L(H), Ly = Ly (H) and S = S(H) be the totality of linear operators on H,
that of Hermitian operators on H and that of strictly positive density operators on H,
respectively. Then S is an open subset of the affine space Ly, | 1= {A € Ly | TrA = 1},
so that a flat affine connection is naturally introduced on S, which we call the m-
connection and denote by V™ In order to express V™ more explicitly, we introduce
the embedding map ¢ : S — Ly | so that p € S is denoted by ¢(p) when treating it
as an element of Ly ;. Since ¢ is a smooth map, it has the differential at every point
p € S, which we denote by 1, = (dt), : T,(S) = Lo :={A € L1 |TrA = 0}. For
a vector field X € 2Z°(S), the map 1,(X) : S — Ly o is defined to be p = 1.(X,) =
(dt)p(Xp). Then the definition of the m-connection is represented as follows:

VX, Y € 2(S), t(VIVY) = Xuu(Y), (.1)
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where X, (Y) : & — Ly is the derivative of ¢,(Y) w.r.t. X. When a coordinate
system & = (£') is arbitrarily given and the elements of S is parametrized by it as P,
we have

L« (0;) = 9 pe, (3.2)

and
L (VP0)) = 0 (0) = 09, e, (3.3)

where 0; := a%i.
Suppose that we are given a family of inner products {(-, ), | p € S(H)} on the
R-linear space Ly, where the correspondence p — (-, -) P is smooth, and assume that

Vp € S,VA € L, (A, 1), = (A), :=Tr(pA), (3.4)

where I denotes the identity operator on H. (As usual, ¢/ for ¢ € C is often denoted
as ¢ throughout the paper.) The inner products are represented as

(A, B), = (A, Q,(B))yg = Tr(A Q,(B)) (3.5)

by a family of super-operators {2, : Ln — Ln},es, Where (-, -)ys denotes the
Hilbert-Schmidt inner product. Note that the assumption (3.4) is equivalent to

VpedS, Q,U)=p. (3.6)

For an arbitrary tangent vector X, € 7,(S), a Hermitian operator Lx, € Ly is
defined by the relation

VA € Ly, X, (A) =(Lx,, A) . (3.7

P
where the LHS denotes the derivative of the function (A) : § — R, p — (A),
w.r.t. X,. Noting that the LHS and the RHS are represented as Tr(t+(X,)A) and
Tr(Qp(Lx p) A), respectively, we can rewrite (3.7) into
L(Xp) = Qp(Lx,). (3.8)
From (3.4) and (3.7), we have
(LXp>p =(Lx,, 1)p =X,(I)=X,1=0. (3.9)
Since X, <> 1.(X)) <> Ly, are one-to-one correspondences, we obtain the following

identity:
{Lx, | Xp € Tp(S)}={A € Ln]| (A), =0}. (3.10)

In the following, we often express (3.4) as
VA € Ly, (A, I) = (A) (3.1D)
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as an identity for functions on S. Similarly, (3.7) is expressed as
VA € Ly, X(A)=(Lx, A), (3.12)

where X is a vector field on S, Ly denotes the map S — Ly, p Lx,,and (Lx, A)
denotes the function p +— (L X, A)p.

For a submanifold M of S and a vector field X € 2 (M) on it, the map Ly :
M — Ly, p+— Ly Y is defined, for which (3.12) holds as an identity for functions
on M. We may write X (A) as X (A)| a4 in this case. In particular, given a coordinate
system & = (¢') of M, we have

VA € Ly, 0 (A) =0 (A)pm = (Li, A), (3.13)

where 0; := a%i and L; := Ly,.

Remark 3.1 In the terminology of [3], t+(X,) and Lx , are called the m-representation
and e-representation, and are denoted by 14 (X ;) = X f,m) andLy, = X E)e) ,respectively.

We do not use the symbols Xf)m) and X ;,e) in this paper, but may use the following
notation when convenient:

T\™ (M) == (1.(Xp) | X, € T,(M)}, (3.14)
TO(M) == {Lx, | X, € T,(M)}. (3.15)

Note that
T\"™(8) = Lhyo and T (S)={A € Ln| (A), = 0}. (3.16)

Now, we define a Riemannian metric g on S by

Vp € S,VX,, Y, € Ty(S), 8o(X,,Y,) :=(Lx,, Lyp>p =Tr (..(X,)Ly,)

(3.17)
which is equivalently written as
VX, Y € Z(S), gX,Y):=(Lx,Ly)="Tr(«(X)Ly). (3.18)
We also have the expression
VX, Y € Z(S), g(X,Y)=—(XLy)=—(YLx), (3.19)

where XLy : S — Ly, p — X, Ly, denotes the derivative of themap Ly : S — Ly,
p Lyp, w.r.t. X, and (X Ly) denotes the function p +— (XpLy>p. This expression
is derived as

0=X,(Ly)=X,(Ly) = X, (Ly,) + X, <LY->,O
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=(Lx,. Ly,), +{XoLy), . (3.20)

where the first equality follows from (3.9) and the last from (3.7), with dots - added
to clarify the positions of variables of maps.

An important class of such Riemannian metrics is that of monotone metrics [9] for
which €2, is represented as

Qp(A) = f(Ap)(Ap) = (f(Ap)(A)p, (3.21)

where f : (0,00) — (0, 00) is an operator monotone function satisfying Vx >
0, xf(1/x) = f(x)and f(1) = 1,and A, : £L — L is the modular operator defined
by A,(A) = pAp~L. The class contains the SLD metric, which plays the main role
in this paper, defined by f(x) = (x + 1)/2 and

(A, B), =ReTr(pAB) = Tr(p(A o B)) = Tr((0 0 A)B), A, B €Ly, (322)

where o denotes the symmetrized product: A o B = %(AB + BA). In this case, Ly,
(Lx, resp.) is called the SLD (symmetric logarithmic derivative) of a tangent vector
X, (a vector field X, resp.). In particular, L; := Lj, obeys the equation

dipg = pg o Lig, (3.23)

which is a popular expression for the SLD.

Given a family of inner products {(, ), | o € S} which determines a Riemannian
metric g, let the e-connection V© be defined as the dual connection of V™ w.r.t. g;
ie.,

VX,Y,Z € 2(S), Xg(Y,Z) =g(VSY, Z) + g(¥, VIV Z). (3.24)

We have thus obtained (S, g, v© vy a5 an example of (S, g, V, V*) treated in
the previous section, where V© and V™ are dual w.r.t. g, V® is curvature-free and
V™ s flat (see Remark 2.7). The triple (S, g, V®, V™) is called the information-
geometric structure on S induced from a family of inner products {(-,-), | p € S}.In
particular, the information-geometric structure induced from the symmetrized inner
product (3.22) is called the SLD structure. It is the SLD structure that will play a
leading role in subsequent sections in relation to estimation theory, but this section
will continue the discussion on general information-geometric structures.

Remark 3.2 Asis shown in Theorem7.1 of [3], there is only one information-geometric
structure defined in the manner described above for which the e-connection is torsion-
free (so that (S, g, v© vy g dually flat). That is the structure induced from the
BKM (Bogoliubov-Kubo-Mori) inner product

1
(A, B), =/O Tr (pSAp‘*SB) ds, A,Be€Lh. (3.25)
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— x=1 _
— logx T

fol x%ds. In the other cases, the torsion 7© (X, Y) = V§f)Y — V)(,C)X —[X, Y] does
not vanish, where [-, -] denotes the Lie bracket for vector fields.

The induced Riemannian metric is amonotone metric corresponding to f (x)

Remark 3.3 For the SLD structure, it is known ([3], Eq. (7.80)) that the torsion has
the following representation: for each point p € S and each tangent vectors X, ¥, €
T,(S), we have

1
(T (Xp, Yp)) = J[[Lx,, Ly, 1, pl, (3.26)

where [, -] in the RHS denotes the commutator for operators on H. Since this rep-
resentation will be used in Sects. 8 and 9, we show its proof in Appendix A for the
reader’s convenience.

Henceforth, we use the prefixes e- and m- for notions concerning the e-connection
and m-connection; e.g., e-parallel, e-autoparallel, m-affine, etc.

Proposition 3.4 For any vector fields X, Y, W € 2 (S), we have
W=vEY & Ly=XLy—(XLy) = XLy +g(X, Y). (3.27)
Proof Differentiating g(Y, Z) = Tr(Ly t,(Z)) (see (3.18)) by X, we have

Xg(Y,Z) =Tr (XLy) 1x(Z)) + Tr (Ly (Xt4(Z)))
=Tr (XLy) t(2)) + g(¥, V" 2),

where the second equality follows from (3.1). Letting W' € 2'(S) be defined by
Ly = XLy — (XLy), whose existence is ensured by (3.10), the above equation is
represented as

Xg(Y,Z) = g(W',Z)+g(Y, V" 7).
This means that W' = V§(e)Y , and proves the proposition. O

Proposition 3.5 For a vector field X € 2 (S), we have

X is e-parallel < JA € Ly, Lx = A — (A)

& JAE€Ly,VpeS, Ly, =A—(A) (3.28)

p-

Proof We may use Proposition3.4 to prove this, but here we show an alternative proof.
We first note that, according to (3.1), a vector field Y € 27 (S) is m-parallel if and
only if 1x(Y) : § — L is a constant map represented by an operator B € Ly, ( as
1+(Y) = B. Invoking Proposition2.5 and (3.18), we have

X is e-parallel < VY : m-parallel, g(X,Y) is constanton &
& VB e Ly, Tr(LxB) is constant on S
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& JAely, Lx =A— (A).

Recalling Proposition?2.3, the following corollary is immediate.

Corollary 3.6 For a submanifold M of S and for X € Z (S/ M) (including the case
when X € Z (M)), we have

X is e-parallel (i.e., parallel w.r.t. the e-connection on S)
& JAelh, Lx =A—(A)|m
& JAelp,VpeM, Lx, =A—(A),. (3.29)

The following corollary is also immediate from Proposition3.5.

Corollary 3.7 The e-parallel transport CDE,C,)U : Tp(S) — T, (S) forarbitrary two points
p,0 € S is represented as follows: VX, € To(S), VX, € T5(S),

Xo =@ (X,) & Ly, =Lx, —(Lx,) (3.30)

e

In the following, a pair (M, &) of a submanifold M of S and a coordinate system
& of M is called a model.

Proposition 3.8 For an n-dimensional model (M, &), the following conditions are
equivalent.

(i) M is e-autoparallel in S, and & is an m-affine coordinate system.
(Note: “m-affine” means “affine w.r.t. the m-connection V(Mm) on M”.)
(ii) EI{FI, ..., F'} C Ly such that for everyi € {1, ..., n},

> gL = F —<F">|M, (3.31)
j

where 9; 1= 8% Lj:=Ly; and [¢"] :=[gij = g(@;. NIt
(iii) H{F', ..., F"} C Ly such that for everyi € {1, ..., n},

> gLy =F —¢. (3.32)
j

(Note: (3.32) implies &' = (F') | pq.)
(iv) H{F', ..., F"} C Ly such that for everyi € {1, ..., n},

Vpe M, Li,espan(F/}!_ ®R and & (p) = <F‘> , (3.33)
0
where R is identified with {cI | c € R} (see Remark3.10 below).
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Proof The equivalence (i) < (ii) is immediate from Proposition2.6 and Cor. 3.6, and
(iii) = (ii) is obvious since (L;) = 0.
To show (ii) = (iii), assume (ii). Then we have

Zgij (L. L) = (Ff, Lk>.

Here, the LHS is )" ; ¢"/ gjx = 8}, = 0x&" and the RHS is 8 (F") due to (3.13). Hence,
there exists a constant vector (¢/) € R” such that (F i ) Im = & + ¢!, Redefining
F' := F' — ¢', (3.31) is rewritten as (3.32), and (iii) is verified.

Since (3.32) implies that

Lip =Y 8 0F — (320 (9) € span (FI})_; O,
J j

J

we have (iii) = (@iv). TQ show phe converse, we assume the existence of { F v ..F ny
in (iv). Then we have &' = (F’) | M, and for each p € M there exist [a;;] € R"*" and
[b;] € R" such that for any i

Li,= Zaiij + b;.
J

This implies that
8ik(p) = (Lk.p: Li,p), = Zai,’ <Lk,p, Fj>p
J
=Y ay @ (FI )y =D aij @), = au.
i J

Hence we have

D 8oL, =F 4+ ¢ (o)bj.
J J

Here, the constant ) g (p)b, should be equal to — (F")/D = —&/(p)due to(Lj,p>p =
0. Thus (iii) is concluded. O

Remark 3.9 As noted in Remark 2.7, the flatness of the m-connection on S ensures
that every e-autoparallel submanifold is m-flat and has an m-affine coordinate system.
This fact can be seen directly from Proposition 3.8 as follows. The e-autoparallelity

of M is equivalent to the existence of {F!, ..., F"} C Ly s.t.Vp € M, T;e) M) =
span{F! —<F i >p }i_, (see (3.15) for T,ée) (M)), which is equivalent to the first condition
that Vi,Vp € M, L;, € span {Ff}’}:l @ R of (iv) in the proposition. When M
satisfies this condition, letting £ = (£') be defined by &' = (F') |, we have that
(M, &) satisfies the two conditions of (iv), so that & is m-affine due to (iv) = (i).
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Remark 3.10 In (3.31) and (3.32), the operators { F' — (F" )p}l’f:1 turn out to be linearly

independent for each p € M, which implies that { F Lo F' 1 } are linearly inde-
pendent, or equivalently that {F!, ..., F"} are linearly independent in the quotient
space Ly /R with identification R = {c/ | ¢ € R}.

Atthe end of this section, we present a proposition which claims thati.i.d. extensions
of a model preserves the e-autoparallelity. For the proposition, we assume the follow-
ing condition on the family of inner products from which the information-geometric
structure is defined:

k
VIAYiZy, YIBiliZ, C Ln(H), <® A, ® Bi) o =[[(An B, (334
= t=1

which is equivalent to

k k
VIAN_ C La(H), Q,0c(Q) A1) = Q@ Q2 (A)). (3.35)

=1 =1

The assumption is satisfied when the inner products are defined from a function f by
(3.5) and (3.21) for which ©, = f(A,) and ,ex = f (A jex) hold. In particular, the
proposition hols for the SLD structure.

Proposition 3.11 Given a model (M, &) in S(H) and a natural gumber k > 2 define
the model (M, £) in S(H®*) by M = {p® | p € M} and E' (p®*) = £ (p) for
p € M. Under the assumption (3.34)-(3.35), the following conditions are equivalent.

(i) M is e-autoparallel in S, and & is m- -dffine.
(ii) M is e-autoparallel in S(H®*), and & is m-affine.

Proof Let 9; ag, s 5‘ = a% and L; = Ly, f,i = L5,-’ which are determined by

((9)p) = Qp(Lip)

and . .
G ((0) por) = Q ok (L pek),

where 7 denotes the natural embedding S(H®F) — Lh 1 (H®*). With the aid of the
parametric representation (3.2), we see that

k
—1 k—
L((@) o) = 3 (0% = dipf* =" p "™ @ dipe @ 7
=1

=2 % @ (@),) ® ph

=~
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k
=2 0@, (Li,) @ p®
t=1
k
=3 Qu(® Y@L, ® 196 = Qe (LY),

t=1

where = follows from (3.6) and (3.35), and we have used the notation

k
AR .~ Z 120D @ A@ 1% for A € Ln(H).

t=1

Thisimpliesthatii’pw = (Li,p)® and that g;; = k g;j for g;j (0) = (Li Lj,p)p and
8ij (p®K) = <Li’p®k, Lj,p®k>p®k, which leads to g/ = % g'/. Hence, L' := Z./ gi«/Lj
and L' = Zj gi-iij are linked by Z;@’k = %(Lfo)(k). Now, according to Propo-
sition 3.8, conditions (i), (ii) of the present proposition are respectively expressed
as

(i)’ HF'}) C L(H), Vi,Vp e M, L, = F —&i(p).
(i) A(F'} C LH®Y), Vi, Vpe M, (L) = F —&i(p).

They are obviously equivalent with relation Fi = %(F Hh, O

4 Preliminaries from quantum estimation theory

From this section, we investigate the relationship between estimation problems and
geometric properties for quantum statistical models. Henceforth, we will consider only
the SLD structure as an information-geometric structure unless otherwise stated. As a
first step, we introduce several notions of quantum estimation theory and discuss their
basic properties in this section.

Given a model (M, &) in S(H), an estimator for coordinates & is generally repre-
sented by a POVM I1 = I1(d £) on 'H, where £ is a variable representing an estimate.
A representative case is when T1 is expressed as [1(d€) = Y, .o 7w 3f(w) (dé) by a
POVM 7 = (m,)weq on a discrete set Q2 and a function f : @ — R", where § r(«)
denotes the §-measure concentrated on the point f(w) € R". This estimator, which is
denoted by IT = (m, f), represents the estimation procedure in which the estimate is
determined as £ = f(w) from the outcome w of the measurement 7.

The expectation E,(I1) € R" and the mean squared error (the variance in the
unbiased case) V,,(IT) € R"*" of I for a state p are defined by

E,(IT) := /éTr (p n(dé)) , 4.1y

Vol = [ € = 5o ~ 5o Tr (pTIGE)) . “2)
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where R” is regarded as the space of column vectors R”*! and 7 denotes the transpose.
For IT = (&, f), we have

Ep(T) =) f() Tr(pmy), 4.3)

Vo (T = Y (f(@) — E()(f (@) — &) Tr(pmy). 4.4

An estimator IT is said to be locally unbiased for a coordinate system & at p € M
when the elements E)’O(H), i €{1,...,n}, of E,(I) satisfy

E,(T) =& (p) and 0;E}(IT) =4}, (4.5)

where 9; E/,(TT) denotes the derivative of the function E/(IT) : o + E.(IT) by

0 = (% evaluated at the point p. We denote by U/ (p, &) the totality of locally unbiased
estimators for £ at p. Using the symmetrized inner product (-, -) of (3.22) and the SLDs

L;i =Ly,i €{l,...,n}, we have
Mel(p.£) < Vi, <Ai> =&'(p) and <A",Lj,,,> =5, (46
o o

where

Al = /éin(dé) € Ln(H). .7

The well-known SLD Cramér-Rao inequality [4, 5] states that every IT € U(p, &)
obeys
V(M) = G, ', (4.8)

where G, = [g;;j(p)] denotes the SLD Fisher information matrix defined by g;; =
(L,-, L j> = g(9;, 9;) with g being the SLD metric. Furthermore, we have the following
proposition, whose proof will be given after Lemma 4.3.

Proposition 4.1 For every column vector u € R" = R"*! we have

inf  u'V,(Mu=u"G, u. (4.9)
e (p.)

Remark 4.2 The infimum on the LHS of (4.9) cannot, in general, be attained as a
minimum. Using the terminology that will be introduced later, this can be rephrased
as saying that a locally uu -efficient estimator at a point p for £ does not generally
exist. A necessary condition for the attainability is given in Appendix B.

Let us introduce a class of randomized procedures for estimation that will be useful

in the proofs of both Proposition4.1 above and Theorem5.1 later. Suppose that a point
p € M, abasis {u', ..., u"} of R", a positive probability vector (p1, ..., pn) s.t. Vi,
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pi >0,) pi=1and n? real numbers {y,f} satisfying

Y pvi =E(p) (4.10)
k

are arbitrarily given. Let

xk .= Zu{.‘ L € Ly(H), (4.11)
i

where u* = (), L= > g7 (p)Lj p, G;l = [g'/(p)], and consider the random
measurement such thatk € {1, ..., n}israndomly chosen according to the probability
distribution (p1, ..., p,) and then the observable X k is measured. This measurement
is represented by the POVM 7 = {m; .} = { pknf}, where {rr,k } are the projectors in
the spectral decomposition X* = 3" x¥ 7¥. (Do not confuse X*, x* and ¥ with the

nth powers of X, x, and 7,..) When an eigenvalue xi‘ is observed by measuring X k.
we estimate £ by & = f(k, x¥), where f = (f',..., f)7 is defined by

i

i i Wk
Sk, x) =y + X, 4.12)
Pk

and [w,i] = [uf.‘]_l,i.e., > ufw,i = Sl.j and ), uf‘w; = Sf.This estimation procedure
defines the estimator IT := (7, f), which is characterized by the following property:
for any polynomial function ¢ : R" — R,

[ o@mad =3 potr e x. “.13)
k

The procedure for obtaining the estimate £ is illustrated below:

rnd i meas.
() —=— k —> | >, uf L | 75 x

| ¢

(4.14)

A X
}—>E=yk+—wk,
Pk

where y; = (y,f), wy = (w}'{) € R" and “meas.” stands for “measure”.
In this situation we have the following lemma, whose proof is given in Appendix C.

Lemma 4.3 The estimator 11 = (7, ) satisfies:

(1) Mettep.9).
2) Vo = 37— (@G Jwwo + 3 pein — £ 0 — o)),
k k
where wy 1= (w,i), Vi 1= (y,ﬁ) e R" = R"™*1,
(3) Vk, @'V, (M = i @G W+ pia))?,
1
where af = Z ub (v — £ ().
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Proof of Proposition 4.1 Let y,f := &!(p), which satisfies (4.10) so that Lemma4.3 is
applicable:

d kri meas.
(Pr) —s o —> | S ub LT | 2% . x 4.15
l le o }4)’5:‘5(,0)‘1‘%“% ( )
k

Since alk = 0 in this case, we have
1
@' v,(Mu* = — @’ G, ut. (4.16)
Pk

The proposition is obvious when # = 0, so we assume u #* 0 and choose p € (0, 1)

arbitrarily. Taking (ul, ...,u") and (py, ..., py) in the above construction such that

u' = u and p; = p, the resulting IT satisfies uTVp(H)u = %uTGlj]u. Since p can

be arbitrarily close to 1, we have the proposition. O

In the following, we introduce several notions of efficiency for estimators for a
model (M, &). We begin with local notions which are properties of estimators at each
point p of the model.

e A locally unbiased estimator IT € U(p, &) is said to be locally efficient for & at p
if
VIT' € U(p, &), V,(IT) < V,(IT'). 4.17)

e Given a positive-semidefinite matrix W € R"*”" as a weight, an estimator I1 €
U(p, &) is said to be locally W-efficient for & at p if

VIT' € U(p, §), tr (WV,(ID)) < tr (WV,(I1')), (4.18)
or equivalently if

w(WV,(I) = min _tr (WV, (). (4.19)

Proposition 4.4 Givenamodel (M, &), apoint p € M and an estimatorT1 € U(p, &),
the following conditions are equivalent.

(i) T1 is locally efficient for & at p.

(i) V,(I) = G,
(iii) T1 is locally uu’ -efficient for & at p for every column vector u € R™.
(iv) Il is locally W-efficient for & at p for every positive weight W > 0.

Proof The equivalence (i) < (iii) < (iv) is obvious since

V() < V,(IT') & Yu e R", u’ V,(Ihu < u’ V,(IT)u
& VW >0, tr (WV,(ID) < tr (WV,(IT)),

and (ii) < (iii) follows from Proposition4.1. m]
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Remark 4.5 As is well known, there exists a locally efficient estimator at p iff the
SLDs L1, p, ..., Ly, mutually commute (e.g. § 7.4 of [3]).

We next extend the notions of local efficiency introduced above to those that pertain
to the model as a whole.

e An estimator IT is said to be efficient for a coordinate system & if IT is locally
efficient for £ at every point p € M.

e Given a weight field W = {W,, | p € M}, Il is said to be W-efficient for & if Il
is locally W,-efficient for £ at every p € M.

e When W, = W for all p, we simply call it W-efficient for &.

According to Proposition4.4, TT is efficient < T is uu -efficient for every u € R"
< I is W-efficient for every W > 0.

The condition for existence of efficient estimator was mentioned in the introduction
as Theorem 1.3. Suppose that (M, &) is represented as (1.3) and (1.4) in the theorem;
namely, every p € M is represented in the form

p=exp| %[ia»(p)F" — v} Pexp| %[ia»(p)F" —vo}] @20
i=1

i=1

and satisfies &' (o) = (F i)p, where F!, ..., F” are mutually commuting observables.
Note that P can be chosen to be an arbitrary element of M if we wish. The SLDs of
M w.r.t. & are represented as

Li=0 (Z 0;Fi — w) =Y @) (FT —alp), 4.21)
7 7

where 0; = 0%, and 9’ := a%, Noting that the positions of upper/lower indices
(superscripts and subscripts) are reversed from the standard notation of information

geometry as in [3] (see Remark 1.2), we have 9;0; = g;;, Biw = Ei and
J

According to Proposition 3.8, this means that M is e-autoparallel in S and that &
is an m-affine coordinate system w.r.t. the SLD structure. Furthermore, the induced
e-connection V©® |, on M turns out to be torsion-free and hence flat, for which
6 = (6;) forms an affine coordinate system. We have thus seen that M is dually flat
just as classical exponential families.

When n = 1, (4.20) is written as

1 1
p=exp [z{ewF - w<p)}} Pexp [E{H(mF - w(m}] . (4.23)
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This is a general form of e-geodesic in the sense that every e-geodesic is represented
in this form by some P and F. In the multi-dimensional case n > 2, on the other
hand, (4.20) provides merely a special case of e-autoparallel submanifolds. In order
to characterize the e-autoparallelity by an estimation-theoretical notion, the existence
of efficient estimator is too strong, and we need a new variant of the notion of efficient
estimators, which will be introduced in the next section.

5 Characterization of e-autoparallelity in terms of filtrations of
estimators

We now consider a one-parameter family of estimators M= (ITg)se(0,6) instead of a
single estimator, and call it a filtration of estimators or simply a filtration. The upper
limit &1 can be an arbitrary positive number or oo, but our interest lies only in the
limiting property of ¢ | 0 and the value of ¢; plays no role. So we simply write
= (ITg)e>0. The notions of efficiency for estimators introduced in the previous
section are extended to those for filtrations as follows:

e Givena nonpegative (i.e., positive-semidefinite) real matrix W € R"*" as a weight,
afiltration IT = (I1;).~0 is said to be locally W -efficient for & at p if [1, € U(p, &)
forevery e > Oandlim, o tr (WV,(I1,)) < tr (WV,(I1")) forevery IT" € U(p, §),
which is equivalent to

limtr (WV,(I1;)) = inf tr(WVp(I"I’)). 5.1
£l0 el (p,§)

When W = uu” withu € R”, in particular, this is represented as

lgiﬁ)luTVp(l'Ig)u = uTG;Iu 5.2)

due to Proposition4.1.

o Given a weight field W = {W, | p € M}, a filtration I = (T1,).0 is said to be
Wh-efficient for & if it is W,-locally efficient for & at every p € M.

e When W, = W for all p, we simply call it W-efficient for &.

Compare (5.1) with (4.19), and note that a locally W-efficient filtration at p always
exists, even when a locally W-efficient estimator does not exist; see Remark 4.2.

Now, we have the following theorem, which gives an estimation-theoretical
characterization of the e-autoparallelity w.r.t. the SLD structure.
Theorem 5.1 For a model (M, &), the following conditions are equivalent.
(i) M is e-autoparallel in S, and & is an m-affine coordinate system.

(ii) For every u € R", there exists a uu” -efficient filtration for &.

Proof According to Proposition 3.8, it suffices to show the equivalence of (ii) and the
condition that ' ' ' '
A{F'}, Vi, L' =F" —§&', (5.3)

@ Springer



H. Nagaoka, A. Fujiwara

where L' := 3", ¢" L;.

We ﬁrsr show (ii) = (5.3). Fix i € {l, ...,'n} arbitrarily, and let Tl = (TITg)e=0
be an e’ (e')7 -efficient filtration for &, where e/ = (5}) denotes the ith vector of the
natural basis of R”. For each p € M, we have

)V, (e = / (E" = £(p))*Tr(pT1(d8))
> Tr(p(F! — & (0)%) = IIF — & (p)II, (5.4)

where

Fi= f £ (dé) € Ln(H),

and || - ||, denotes the norm for the symmetrized inner product (-, -) ,. (We also denote
the norm for the metric g, by the same symbol.) Note that the inequality in (5.4)
follows from

f E &)’ T.@f) - (F —§'(0)* = [ ' — FOM.@5)E — F) = 0.
From the local unbiasedness condition (4.6) applied to IT,, we have

(=€ 1,) = (L) = ot =(thoLs)
P P p

where the first equality follows from (3.9). This means that Li) is the orthogonal
projection of Fsi — &/(p) onto span{Lj,p};'.zl. Hence we have

IFL = (o)1Z = ILLI + | FL — & (o) — L |12 (5.5)
The ¢ ()T -efficiency of I is represented as
lim €)'V, (Me)e' = (€)' G,'e' =g (p) = L],
&
which, combined with (5.4) and (5.5), yields
) ‘ . .
lim |17} — &' (p) = LI} = 0.
This implies that a p-independent Hermitian operator F I = lim, 10 F! exists and
satisfies Lfo = F' — &' (p) for every p € M, which concludes (5.3).
We next show (5.3) = (ii). Let u = (u;) € R” be arbitrarily given,. for which we
will construct uu” -efficient filtration by assuming the existence of {F’} of (5.3). We

can assume u # 0, and take a basis (wl, ... u), uk = (uf.‘), of R” such that u! = u,
whereby for each k we define

YE =Y "ulFl. (5.6)
i
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Lete € (0, 1), and take a positive probability vector (py, ..., p,) suchthat p; = 1 —¢.
We define the estimator I, by the following estimation procedure: randomly choose
k € {l,...,n} according to the probability distribution (p1, ..., pp), measure the
observable Yk to get an outcome Yy, and then estimate £ by E = g(k, y) using the
function g = (g', ..., g")7 defined by

i w;c
gk, y):=—y, (5.7)
Pk
where [w,i] = [uf]_lz
(pr) —2s k—s | 3, uk |2y .y (5.8)
l — &= ﬁ W
k

Invoking (5.3) evaluated at an arbitrary point p € M, we have

i
gk, Y*) = kZ LRI = qu’}(Lﬁsf(p))
J
. w’
=y,§+ﬁX = fi(k, X5,

where X* and f? are those defined by (4.11) and (4.12) with

yio= Zu £ (p) = L ub-£(p). (5.9)

Namely, (5.8) is equivalent to the following:

(p0) ="k —> | 3, uf L, |2 x c_uh g +x (510
‘) P p
k T ™

Since this y,é' satisfies (4.10), Lemma4.3 applies to conclude that I1, is locally unbiased
at p and satisfies, for every k and every p € M,

@)V, (Mout = i @G+ piaf)?, (5.11)
1

where af 1= 3", u¥(y/ — &!(p)). From (5.9), we have

_—Zuw,u )= e = ( )Zu"é »)

@ Springer



H. Nagaoka, A. Fujiwara

and hence

> ) = sz(i—i ) (Tuew) = (T o) 612
l l i i

1 Pk

Thus, letting k = 1 in (5.11) with (5.12), we obtain

uTVp(HS)u =1 ! uTG;1u+L<Zuf$i(p)>2.

—¢ 1 — e \4&

l
This implies that lim, g uTVp(I"Ig)u = uTG;Iu for every p and that I =
(TMe)ec(0.1) is a uu’ -efficient filtration. O

) 2
Remark 5.2 The term %(Zi uf&’(p)) in (5.11) with (5.12), which does not

appear in (4.16), is an additional estimation error incurred to ensure that the estimation
procedure does not depend on the state p € M.

The following proposition follows immediately from Theorem 5.1 and Proposi-
tion3.11.

Proposition 5.3 In the situation of Proposition 3.11 where (M, £) is the kth i.i.d.
extension of (M, &), (M, &) has an efficient filtration if and only if (M, &) has an
efficient filtration.

6 A sufficient condition for the e-autoparallelity and its relation to
the Gaussian states

Proposition 6.1 For a model (M, &), the following condition is sufficient for (i) and
(ii) of Theorem5.1:

e For every positive weight W > 0, there exists a W -efficient estimator for &.

Proof Givenu € R" and ¢ > 0, arbitrarily, let T1, be a (uu’ + ¢ I)-efficient estimator.
Then, for an arbitrary p € M and an arbitrary I1' € U(p, &), we have

ul V,(Mu < tr (wu’ + &)V, (11,))
<tr((u” +el)V,(I1)) = u’ V,(I1)u + etr (V,(I1)).

This implies that lim, o uTVp(HE)u < uTVp(H’)u for every I1" € U(p, &), so that
the filtration IT = (I1,).~0 is uu’ -efficient. O

An important example of a model satisfying the condition of Proposition 6.1 is
given by a model consisting of quantum Gaussian states. Strictly speaking, the model
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is mathematically out of our scope in that the underling Hilbert space is infinite-
dimensional. Nevertheless, it is worthwhile to consider the relationship between this
important model and the e-autoparallelity, even at the expense of some rigor.

We begin by quickly reviewing the definition of quantum Gaussian states based on
the description in Chapter5 of [10]. Let Z be an even-dimensional real linear space
on which a symplectic form A(, -) is given, and U (-) be an irreducible projective
representation of (Z, A) on a separable Hilbert space H;i.e., {U(z) | z € Z}is afamily
of unitary operators on H satisfying Vz,z' € Z, U(2)U (7)) = emA(“/)/zU(z +27)
and having no nontrivial invariant subspace. For each z € Z, a self-adjoint operator
R(z) is defined by U (tz) = eﬁ’R(Z), t € R, and satisfies

Vz,7 € Z, [R(2), R(Z)] = —v—1 A(z, ). (6.1)

Given a symmetric bilinear forma (-, -) on Z satisfyingVz, 7’ € Z,a(z, z2)+a(z’, 7') >
A(z, 7’) and a linear functional 1(-) on Z, there uniquely exists a density operator p
on H such that

Vze Z, Ti(pU(2) = e/~ 11300, 6.2)

This p is called the Gaussian state determined by (u, o), and satisfies
w(z) = ({1, R)), = (R()),, (6.3)

@(z.2) = (R@) — n(@), RE) — u@)),, (6.4)

where (-, ) , denotes the symmetrized inner product (3.22).

Assuming that o and linearly independent u1, ..., u, are arbitrarily given, con-
sider the model M = {pg |§ = (€', ... E") € R"}, where pe is the Gaussian state
determined by (pte, o) with pe == ) ; £ ;. We call M = {pe} a quantum Gaussian
shift model. Holevo showed (§6.9 of [10]) that the model has W -efficient estimator for
every positive weight W. Namely, the sufficient condition presented in Proposition6.1
is fulfilled. Hence, if H were finite-dimensional, it would have been concluded that
M is e-autoparallel in S and that £ is m-affine as a coordinate system of M. In reality,
however, ‘H is infinite-dimensional, and the e-autoparallelity for a model in S is not
given a mathematical definition in the framework of the present paper. Nevertheless,
there is no essential difference from the finite-dimensional case. In fact, we can ver-
ify that the model (M, &) satisfies conditions (ii)-(iv) of Proposition 3.8 as follows.
According to [10], the ith SLD L; ¢ is represented as

Lis = R(zi) — pe(zi), (6.5)

where z; is the element of Z determined by the condition Vz € Z, u;(z) = a(z;, 2).
The SLD Fisher information matrix G = [g;;] is given by

gij = (Lig. Ljg)e = a(@i. 2)), (6.6)
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which does not depend on the parameter &. Letting F! := j g7 R(z ), where G l=
[g'/], we have

D ¢ULjg=F =) gus(zj) =F &, 6.7)
j j

where the second equality follows from g (z;) = Dk %‘kuk (zj) and pur(z;) =
a(zk, 2j) = gkj- We thus have verified that (M, &) satisfies condition (iii) of Proposi-
tion3.8, which is evidently equivalent to (ii) and (iv) even in this case. Hence, we may
consider that the model also satisfies condition (i) at least in a naive sense. In order
to mathematically justify this consideration, we need a rigorous treatment of S(H) as
an infinite-dimensional manifold equipped with an information-geometric structure,
which is out of scope of the present paper.

The factthat G = [g;;]is constant on M means that (M, g) is a Euclidean manifold
and the m-affine coordinate system § is also affine w.r.t. the flat Levi-Civita connection
of g. This implies that M is dually flat and that the e, m-connections on M coincide
with the Levi-Civita connection. Note also that the SLDs {L; ¢} do not commute and
hence M has no efficient estimator.

Remark 6.2 Let o be arbitrarily fixed, and let N := {p,, | © € Z*}, where Z* denotes
the dual linear space of Z and p, denotes the Gaussian state determined by (u, o).
This is a special (maximal) case of M treated above, so that A/ is “e-autoparallel in
S” in the same naive sense. The SLD structure of N is Euclidean, and the model
M = {ps | & € R"} treated above, where ug = ), & i 1;, forms an e,m-autoparallel
submanifold of N. Generally, a submanifold M of \V is e,m-autoparallel in AV iff there
exists an affine subspace A of Z* such that M = {p,, | u € A}, which is represented
as M = {pg |§ € R"} with ug = po + Y i, £ 11;. Note that the construction
of W-efficient estimator for the case g = 0 which was established by Holevo is
immediately applied to this extended model, so that it satisfies the sufficient condition
of Proposition6.1.

7 Characterization of e-autoparallelity in terms of estimation of
scalar functions

In this section we give another characterization to the e-autoparallelity w.r.t. the SLD
structure by considering a different type of estimation problem. Before we get into the
main discussion, some preliminaries on geometrical language are in order.

On a general Riemannian manifold (M, g), a one-to-one correspondence between
a tangent vector X, € T,(M) and a cotangent vector w, € T[;" (M) atapoint p e M

is naturally defined; denoting the correspondence by <g—p>, we have
8
X, PLLN wp & VY, eT,(M), wp(Yp) =gp(Xp,Yp). (7.1)

. . 8
In terms of the Dirac notation, X, <—> w, means that X, = |X,)and w, = (X | for

the inner product (-|-) = g,. This is extended to the correspondence <% between a
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vector field X € 2 (M) and a differential 1-form w € D(M), where D(M) denotes
the totality of 1-forms on M, such that

X< o o VpeM, X, <5 0,
& VY e (M), oY) =g(X,Y). (12)

When a coordinate system_é = (Ei) is givenon M, ;lnd XeZ M) gndw € D(M) are
represented as X = ) ; X'9; and w = Zj w; d&/ by functions {X'}, {w;} C F(M),
we have

X<so o Vi wj=) X & Vi, X' =) wg (1.3)
i j

where g;; = g(3;, 9;) and [g"] = [g;;]”".
For a function f € F(M), its gradient w.r.t. g is defined as the vector field X €
Z (M) such that X <5 d f, which we denote by X = grad f. This is represented as

grad f = "(3; f)g" 0. (7.4)

i,j

8p . .
The correspondence <— induces an inner product and a norm on the cotangent

8 . . . 8p
space T[’,“(M) such that <> is an isometry; i.e., X, <L wp = 1Xpllp = llopllp-
In particular, we have

I(grad ), 115 = I1df),l5 =Y &7 (p) d; f(p) 3 £ (). (1.5)

i,j

Now, we are ready to start the main discussion of this section. Let M be an n-
dimensional submanifold of S = S(H), and f € F(M) be a smooth function on it.
We consider the problem of estimating the scalar value f (o) for unknown p € M.
An estimator is generally represented by a POVM A = A(dt ), where 7 is a scalar
variable representing an estimate for = f(p). The expectation E,(A) and the mean
squared error (the variance in the unbiased case) V,,(A) of A for a state p are defined
by

Ep(A) = / Pr (p AdP)) (7.6)

Vo(A) = f (F = (o)) Tr (p Aldi)). 17

Remark 7.1 When f is a component, say £, of a coordinate system & = (£) of M,
our problem treated here can be regarded as an example of estimation with nuisance
parameters (see e.g. [6]), with ! being the parameter of interest and £2, . . ., £" being
the nuisance parameters. Note, however, that the problem itself depends only on f =
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El, not on the nuisance parameters, and that in our coordinate-free description, the
nuisance parameters as well as their parameter orthogonalization [6] do not appear
explicitly. See Remark 7.4 below.

Localizing the unbiasedness condition E(A) = f, where the LHS denotes the
function M — R, p = E,(A), we say that A is locally unbiased for f at p € M
when

Ep(A) = f(p) and (dE(A))p = (df)p. (7.8)
When a coordinate system & = (&%) is arbitrarily given on M, the second condition
in (7.8) is expressed as

Vie(l,....n}, E(A)=2df(p) (7.9)

where 9; £, (A) and 0; f (p) denote the derivatives of the functions E(A) and f by 9; =
d%, evaluated at p. We denote by U(p, f) the totality of locally unbiased estimators
for f at p.

Proposition 7.2 For any f € F(M) and any p € M, we have

min  V,(A) = [|(df),], 7.10
g p(A) =11df)pll, (7.10)
where || - ||, denotes the norm for cotangent vectors w.r.t. the SLD metric on M. The

minimum of (7.10) is achieved by the spectral measure of the observable

Fpi= f(0) + ) 8 f(p) L}, (7.11)

where Li) = Zj g"j(,o)L,-,p and L; == Ly,.

Proof Given an estimator A, let
Am /?A(dﬂ € Ln.

Then the local unbiasedness of A at p is represented as

(A), = f(p) and Vi, 3; (A), =9 f(p), (7.12)

and we have
Vo) 2 (A= 7)) =14~ FDI, (7.13)

where |- ||, denotes the norm w.r.t. the symmetrized inner product (-, -) , on L. Noting
that the second condition of (7.12) is equivalent to
Vi (Lip A= F)), = (Lip. A), = (Lip. Y05/ (0ILY)
J
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where the first equality follows from (3.9), we see that ) i 9; f( ,o)L{) is the orthogonal
projection of A — f(p) onto the space span{Lj,p};’.zl. Hence we have

1A= FZ =110, FOLLIZ+ A= F(p) =D 3; F(LILS?
J J
> 1Y 0 f(o) L2
J

=> 8P i f(p) 3 f(p) = )yl (7.14)

iJ

The inequality in (7.13) holds with equality when A is the spectral measure of A, and
the inequality in (7.14) holds with equality when A = f(p) + Z/ 0; f(p)Lf) =Fr,.
These observations prove the proposition. O

Remark 7.3 Proposition 7.2 is essentially equivalent to Theorem 7.2 of [3] when the
symmetrized inner product (3.22) is taken as what is called a generalized inner product
in [3] (which is the same as a family of inner products {(-, ) , | p € S(H)} introduced
in Sect. 3 of the present paper).

Remark 7.4 Letting f = £! in (7.10), we have

min  V,(A) = [|(d&), ] = g" (p). (7.15)
Al (p.EY)

This formula is equivalent to Theorem 5.3 of [6], where g (p) is expressed as the
inverse of the Schur complement g;1(p) of the matrix G, = [g;;(p)]. Letting (91), be
the g,-projection of (91), onto the orthogonal complement of span{(d2),, ... ()},

the Schur complement is represented as g11(p) = gp((él)p, (51)p) = (I:Lp, il,,,> s
P

where Zl,p = L(51) , and the conversion from (d1), to (8~1)p, or from Ly , to Zl’p,
is called the local parameter orthogonalization in [6].

Based on Proposition 7.2, we call an estimator A locally efficient for f at p when
A el(p, frand Vy(A) = ldf 112, and call it efficient for f when it is locally efficient
for f at every p € M. Note that, unlike the case of estimation for multi-dimensional
coordinates (£ 7y where the infimum in (4.9) cannot be replaced with minimum in
general, there always exists a locally efficient estimator for a scalar function f at each
p. Furthermore, since a locally efficient estimator is obtained as the spectral measure
of an observable as is shown in the proof of Proposition 7.2, it suffices to treat only
estimators represented by Hermitian operators. Note that an estimator F € Ly is
efficient for f iff

Vo e M, (F), = f(p) and V,(F):=((F = (F),)*) = ldf),ll;.  (7.16)
We define

EM) = {f € F(M) | there exists an efficient estimator for f}. (7.17)
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Proposition 7.5 For a function f € F (M), the following conditions are equivalent.

(i) fe&EWM). _
(ii) IF € Lp, F— f =), f)L". '
(iii) 3F € Ln. F—{F)|p = 223 f) L.
(iv) grad f is e-parallel (i.e. parallel w.r.t. the e-connection on S).

In (ii), the observable F gives an efficient estimator for f.

Proof From Proposition 7.2, it immediately follows that (i) < (ii) and that F in (ii)
gives an efficient estimator for f.

It is obvious that (ii) = (iii). To show the converse, assume that an operator F' € Ly,
satisfies F — (F) |pmg = Y_;(3; f) L'. Then we have

3 (F) = (Li, F) = (Li, F = (F) |p) = (Li, Y @, /) L) =i f,
J

which implies that E[c e R, f = (F)|m + c. Redefining F := F + ¢, we have
F — f =)0 f)L". This proves (iil) = (ii).
Let X := grad f. Then (7.4) yields

Lx=) 4 )g"L; =) @ NL',
i,j i
and Cor. 3.6 yields
X ise-parallel & IF € Ly, Lx = F — (F) | pm-
Thus we obtain (iii) < (iv). O
Corollary 7.6 £(M) is an R-linear space.
Proof Obvious from Proposition7.5. O

Proposition 7.7 For a vector field X € Z (M), we have
X is e-parallel & 3f € E(M), X = grad f. (7.18)
Proof The implication < follows from (i) = (iv) in Proposition 7.5. To show the

converse, assume that X is e-parallel. Then, according to Cor.3.6, there exists F' € Ly,
suchthat Ly = F — f, where f := (F)|aq. Forany Y € 2" (M) we have

g(X,Y)=(Ly, F— f) = (Ly, F) S Y (F) |p = Yf = df (Y), (7.19)

where = follows from (3.7). This implies that X = grad f. Since X is e-parallel, it
follows from (iv) = (i) in Proposition 7.5 that f € £(M). Thus, = in (7.18) has been
verified. o
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Define
dEM) :={df | f € EM)} € DM). (7.20)

Since df =df’ & f — f' = const., we have the natural identification d€ (M) =~
E(M)/R. We also define

Zepar(M) :={X € Z'(M)| X is e-parallel}. (7.21)
Then we have the following proposition.

Proposition 7.8 The correspondence <g|—M> establishes a linear isomorphism between
Ze-par(M) and dE(M). As a consequence, we have

dim dE(M) = dim EM) — 1 = dim 2 par(M) < dim M. (7.22)

Proof It suffices to show that for an arbitrary pair (X, ) € 2 (M) x D(M) satisfying

X M o, the following equivalence holds:

X € ZepaM) & Af € EM), w =df. (7.23)

Since w =df < X = grad f, this is just Proposition7.7. O

Now, we present two theorems for characterization of the e-autoparallelity in terms
of E(M).

Theorem 7.9 For an n-dimensional submanifold M of S, the following conditions are
equivalent.

(i) M is e-autoparallel in S.
(ii)) dimEWM) =n+ 1.

Proof Wehave (i) < dim Z¢_par(M) = n by Proposition2.4, and dim Ze.par(M) = n
<& (ii) by Proposition7.8. O

Theorem 7.10 For an n-dimensional model (M, &), the following conditions are
equivalent.

(i) M is e-autoparallel in S, and & is an m-affine coordinate system.

(ii) Vi € {1,....n}, & € EM).
(iii) EM) = {c+ D wiE | (cour, ... up) e R*).
i=l
Proof Let X' := grad§’ = ) ; ¢"/9;. Then we have

() & Vi, X' € Zepu(M) & (i),

where the first < follows from Proposition 2.6 and the second < follows from
Proposition7.5.
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Next, noting that constant functions on M belong to £(M), we have

n
i) & {c+ ) wt'|(cur,....u) eR™ C EM)
i=1
& (iii),
where the second < follows since dim E(M) < n + 1 by (7.22) and {1, &', ..., &"}
are linearly independent. O
Remark 7.11 Suppose that condition (ii) in Theorem 7.10 holds, and let F L F ”
be the efficient estimators of él , ..., &" respectively, which means that (F ’) Im =&
and ((F' — £")?)| o = g"* hold for every i. If, in addition, the operators F', ..., F"
commute, their simultaneous measurement I1(d é) defines an efficient estimator of the
coordinate system &. Conversely, if IT(d§) is an efficient estimator of §, using a similar
argument to the proof of Theorem 5.1, we can show that the operator F' := Jé I1(d$§)
satisfies F' — &'(p) = L}, for every p € M and every i, which implies that F* is an
efficient estimator of &  and that F', ..., F" commute. In this sense, Theorem 7.10
can be regarded as an extension of Theorem 1.3.

Remark 7.12 1f we replace S(H) by P(£2) in Theorems 7.9 and 7.10, these theorems
hold as they are in the classical case. When the coordinate functions £1, .. ., £” satisfy
condition (ii) in Theorem7.10, they have their efficient estimators F 1 . .. F" which
are functions 2 — R in this case, and the map (Fl, ..., F) : @ — R”" becomes an
efficient estimator for & = (£!, ..., €"). Thus, we see that the equivalence (i) < (ii)
in the theorem becomes just Theorem 1.1.

Finally, we present three propositions that will aid in understanding the above results
in a purely geometric context, whose proofs are given in Appendix D.

Proposition 7.13 VF € L, Vp € S, V,(F) := ((F — (F>p)2)p = @ (F),lI3.
Proposition 7.14 We have

E(S) ={(F) | F € Lp}
={f € F(S)|grad f is e-parallel}
={f € F(S) |df is m-parallel}, (7.24)

where a 1-form w € D(S) is said to be m-parallel when
VX, Y € 2(S), (Viw)(Y) := Xa(Y) — o(V{"Y) = 0. (7.25)
Proposition 7.15 For an arbitrary submanifold M of S, we have

EM) = {f e FIM)|3f € £(S),

f="Flm and Vo e M, @)l = 1 Ppllp }-
(7.26)
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As these propositions suggest, the discussion for £(M) given in this section can
be extended to a more general geometrical setting. Let us recall the situation treated
in Sect. 2 where a manifold § is provided with a Riemannian metric g together with
mutually dual curvature-free connections V and V*, and now assume the flatness of
V* additionally. We define

E(S) :={f € F(S)|grad f is V-parallel}
={f € F(S)|df is V*-parallel}, (7.27)

where we have invoked the fact that the correspondence 2 (S) > X S we D(S)
implies (cf. (D2) in Appendix D)

X is V-parallel & w is V*-parallel. (7.28)
Given a submanifold M of S, let

EM):={feFM)|3f &), f=flu and
VoeM, @)pllp =1dPHpllp ). (729

Then it is not difficult to verify that Theorems 7.9 and 7.10 as well as their proofs are
extended to this general situation almost as they are.

It should be noted that the flatness of V* is essential in that it ensures dim £(S) =
dim S + 1. To clarify the role of the flatness, let us consider a more general situation
by removing the assumption that V is curvature-free and V* is flat, assuming only
that they are dual w.r.t. g. We start from the following general identity: for any 1-form
w € D(S) and any vector fields X, Y € Z°(S), we have

(do)(X,Y) = Xo¥) — Yo(X) —o(X, Y]
= (Vxo)(Y) + o(VxY) — (Vyo)(X) — o(Vy X) — o([X, Y])
= (Vio)(Y) — (Vio)(X) + o(TY (X, Y)), (7.30)

where 7(V") denotes the torsion of V*: T(V*)(X, Y)= V;‘(Y — V;‘;X —[X, Y]. When
V* is torsion-free, this implies that for any @ € D(S)

wis V¥-parallel = do=0 & 3If € F(S), o =df (7.31)
(see Remark 1.4) and that for any X € 2 (S)
X is V-parallel = 3f € F(S), X =grad f. (7.32)

This leads to
dE(S) :={df | f € £(S)} = {w| wis V*-parallel} (7.33)
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and hence
dim £(S) = dim{w | w is V*-parallel} + 1 = dim 2v_par(S) + 1, (7.34)

where ,%”v_pm(S ) denotes the totality of V-parallel vector fields on S. If, in addition,
V is curvature-free, which is equivalent to the flatness of V*, then dim ,%”v_pax(S) =
dim S, and we obtain dim £(S) = dim S + 1.

8 Integrability conditions

We begin by considering the general situation where an affine connection V is given
on a manifold S. For an arbitrary point p € S and an arbitrary 1-dimensional subspace
V of the tangent space T,(S), there always exists a V-autoparallel curve, i.e. a V-
geodesic, that passes through p in direction V. For the existence of multi-dimensional
autoparallel submanifolds, the situation differs greatly depending on whether V is flat
or not. When V is flat (curvature-free and torsion-free), the autoparallel submanifolds
are those determined by arbitrary affine constraints on V-affine coordinates. This
ensures that, for an arbitrary point p € § and an arbitrary linear subspace V of the
tangent space T, (S), there uniquely exists a V-autoparallel submanifold M satisfying
p € M and T,(M) = V. This is the case with the e-connection on the space P of
probability distributions, for which the autoparallel submanifolds are the exponential
families. We meet a similar situation in the quantum case if we consider the BKM
structure: see Remark 3.2. When V is not flat, on the other hand, the existence of
multi-dimensional autoparallel submanifolds is not ensured in general. In this section
we investigate conditions for existence of autoparallel submanifolds.

Let us consider the case when V is curvature-free as in the e-connection on S(H).
According to (i) < (iv) of Proposition2.4, an n-dimensional submanifold M of §is V-

autoparallel iff there exist n linearly independent V-parallel vector fields X!, ..., X" e
Z (S) such that their restrictions X[y, ..., X"|y belong to 2" (M). This means that
M is an integral manifold of {X!,..., X"}, or equivalently that M is an integral

manifold of the n-dimensional distribution

V:Sap—V,:= span{X[l,, e, XZ} C Tp(S), 8.1

which is V-parallel in the sense that Vp, g € S, @ﬁfq)(v,,) = V,, where QE,?(; denotes
the parallel transport w.r.t. V.

Proposition 8.1 Suppose that we are given a manifold S with a curvature-free con-
nection V and an n-dimensional V-parallel distribution V : § 3> p + V).
Define

ZS:V)={XeZS)|VpeS, X,eV,} 8.2)

and
29 par(S: V) :={X € Z(S: V)| X is V-parallel}. (8.3)

Then the following conditions are equivalent.
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(i) For every p € S, there exists a V-autoparallel submanifold M of S satisfying
peEMandT,(M)=V,.
(ii) The distribution V is involutive in the sense thatVX,Y € 2 (S: V), [X,Y] €
Z(S: V).
(iii) VX, Y € v par(S: V), [X,Y] € Z(S: V).
(iv) The torsion T™Y) of V satisfiesNp € S, '];fv)(Vp x Vp) C Vp.

Proof (i) is equivalent to the condition that for any point p € S, there exists an integral
manifold of V containing p, and is equivalent to (ii) by the famous Frobenius theorem
for integrability.

(i1) = (iii) is obvious, and (iii) = (ii) follows since there exist z linearly independent
V-parallel vector fields {X1, ..., X,} C %v-par(S : V), whereby every element of
Z'(§:V) is expressed as ) fi X; by some functions {fi, ..., f,} C F(M).

For any V-parallel vector fields X and Y, we have

TV(X,Y):=VxY —VyX — [X,Y] = —[X, Y]. (8.4)
Hence (iii) is equivalent to
VX,Y € 2ypu(S: V), TV(X,Y) e 2(S: V). (8.5)

Since 7 is a tensor field so that (7™ (X, Y)), = TP(V)(XP, Y,)) holds at each
point p, (8.5) is equivalent to (iv). O

Remark 8.2 Condition (i) in Proposition8.1 (and hence (ii)-(iv) also) means that there
exists a foliation S = | |, My such that each leaf M, is V-autoparallel in S and
satisfies T,(My) = V), forevery p € M,.

The following proposition is an immediate consequence of (i) < (iv) in Proposi-
tion8.1.

Proposition 8.3 For a manifold S with a curvature-free connection V, the following
conditions are equivalent.

(i) For every point p € S and every linear subspace V of T,(S), there exists a
V-autoparallel submanifold M satisfying p € M and T,(M) = V.

(ii) Vp € S, ¥X,, Y, € Tp(S), Ty (X, Y,) € span{X, Y,), or equivalently,
VXY € 2°(S), TV(X,Y) € spanp){X. Y} = {fX +gY | f.g € F(S)).

Condition (i) in the above proposition means that the condition for existence of
autoparallel submanifolds is trivial as in the flat case, which corresponds to the
vanishing torsion 7Y) = 0 implying condition (ii) obviously.

Remark 8.4 Let us revisit the relationship between autoparallelity and total geodesicity
described in Remark 2.2 in the context of Proposition 8.3. Suppose that (S, V) satis-
fies conditions (i)-(ii) of Proposition 8.3 and that a submanifold M of S is V-totally
geodesic. Given a point p € M arbitrarily, there exists a V-autoparallel submanifold
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N which satisfies p € N and T,(N) = T,(M) by condition (i). Since N is also
V-totally geodesic, we have M = N, so that M is V-autoparallel. Namely, condition
(ii) together with the curvature-freeness of V implies the equivalence between V-
autoparallelity and V-total geodesicity. In fact, the curvature-freeness is unnecessary.
We have the following proposition, whose proof is given in Appendix E.

Proposition 8.5 Suppose that an affine connection V is given on a manifold S whose
torsion satisfies

VXY € 2°(S), TV(X,Y) € spany(5){X, Y}. (8.6)

Then every V-totally geodesic submanifold of S is V-autoparallel.

Let us apply Proposition 8.1 to S = S(H) with the SLD structure and its sub-
manifolds. Let A be an arbitrary linear subspace of Ly, and define for each point
pes

Vap ={X, €Tp(S)|IA€ A, Lx, =A—(A),}
={X, € Ty(S)|Lx, € A+ R}, 8.7

where R is identified with {c/ |c € R}. Then V4 : & 5 p > V4, defines an e-
parallel distribution on S, whose dimension dim V4 , is equal to dim .A when I ¢ A
and dim A — 1 otherwise. Every e-parallel distribution on S is represented as V4 by
some A, and V4 = Vy iff A+ R = A’ + R. This means that A > ) 4 establishes a
one-to-one correspondence between linear subspaces of the quotient space Ly /R and
e-parallel distributions on S.

Theorem 8.6 Given a subspace A C Ly, the following conditions are equivalent.

(i) For every p € S, there exists an e-autoparallel (w.rt. the SLD structure)
submanifold M of S satisfying p € M and T,(M) =V 4 .
(ii) Forevery p € S,

{[[A, Bl,pl|A,Be A} C{poC|C e A+ R}. (8.8)

Proof From (3.26) it follows that for any X,,Y,, Z, € T,(S)

T 1
XY =2, @ Ly, Ly pl = (Z,) = polz,.

Hence, noting that [A — (A}, , B — (B),] = [A, B], we obtain (i) < (ii) from (i) <
(iv) in Proposition 8.1. m]

We have mentioned in Remark 8.2 that the conditions in Proposition 8.1 imply
the existence of a foliation of S with V-autoparallel leaves. If, in addition, the dual
connection of V w.r.t. a Riemannian metric g is flat as in the case where V = V() and
V* = V™ for an information-geometric structure (g, V®, V(™) then S has also a
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foliation with V*-autoparallel leaves, which forms a pair of dual foliations as in the
case of dually flat spaces (cf. §3.7 of [3]). Namely, we have the following proposition,
whose proof is given in Appendix F.

Proposition 8.7 Given (S, g, V, V*), suppose that V is curvature-free and satisfies
conditions (i)-(iv) in Proposition 8.1 for a V-parallel distribution V : § 5 p >V,
and that V* is flat. Then:

(1) S has two foliations S = | |, Mo = |l Np such that:
(a) Ya, My is V-autoparallel in S.
(b) VB, Ng is V*-autoparallel in S.

(c) The leaves of the two foliations intersects orthogonally; i.e., if p € My N Ng,
then Tp(My) L T,(Ng) w.r.t. the inner product g .

(2) Given V-parallel vector fields (xt,..., x" spanning X _par(S: V), there exist
functions {¢', ..., ¢"} C F(S) such that Vi, X' PN d¢l. Letting ¢ = (¢%), we

have:

(a) Ya, &lm, formsa Vy, —aﬁ?ne coordinate system of My, where Vy, denotes
the dual connection 0fV|Ma w.rt. g|lm, as defined in Sect. 2 for (2. 5)
(b) VB, Ic e R", Ng ={p € S|¢(p) = c}.

Corollary 8.8 Let {Fl, ..., F"} be Hermitian operators on H sych that
(F', ..., F", I} are linearly independent, and suppose that A := span {F'} satisfies

condmon (ii) in Theorem 8.6, which means that there exist n> functions {c } C F(S)
such that

Vi.j. VpeS, [[F,Fi], ch](p)po C-(F )p). (8.9)

(1) The functions {c;;i } satisfy

. . 1 ..
TOX!, X7) = 1 > el Xk, (8.10)
k

where {X'} denote the e-parallel vector fields on S defined by L yi = F' — (Fi>.
(2) Given a stete p € S arbitrarily, there exists an e-autoparallel submanifold M of
S satisfying p € M and Vi, X'|pg € 2 (M). Letting &' = (F')|p, £ = (§7)
forms an m-affine coordinate system of M.
(3) In the situation of (2), the manifold

Ni=1(p/ e SIVi, (F1) =&(o)) 8.11)
P
is m-autoparallel in S and intersects M orthogonally at p.
(4) Letting the state p range over S in (2) and (3), a pair of dual foliations S =

LIy Mo = Lg Np is generated as in Proposition8.7.
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Proof (1), (2) and (4) are immediate from the discussion so far. Itis not difﬁcu_lt to sho_w
(3) directly, while it is also derived from Proposition 8.7 as follows. Let ¢' := (F ’).
Invoking (3.9), (3.12) and (3.18) and noting that Ly; = F' — ¢!, we have

VY € 2°(S), g(Xi,Y) = <F" — ¢, Ly> - <F", Ly> — vy =dei(y),

which means that X! <% d¢'. Now (3) follows from Proposition 8.7.

Example 8.9 When the operators F 1 .., F"commute in Cor.8.8, which corresponds
to the case when (8.9) holds with vanishing {c;(j }, the manifolds M and M, are
quasi-classical exponential families of the form (4.20). In particular, for an arbitrary
Hermitian operator F such that {F, I} are linearly independent, there always exists a
pair of dual foliations S = | |, My = U,s N such that M, is an e-geodesic of the
form (4.23) and Ny is an m-autoparallel submanifold of codimension 1 represented
by a constraint of the form (F) , = const.

A more interesting example of a pair of dual foliations will be given in Sect.9.

Remark 8.10 Recall the situation when we defined the quantum Gaussian shift model
M ={ps|& =(£",...,&") € R"} in Sect.6, and let A := span{R(z1), ..., R(zn)}.
Then, for any A, B € A, we have [A, B] = ¢l with a purely imaginary constant ¢
and hence [[A, B], p] = 0. So, (ii) in Theorem 8.6 holds at least formally, and the
Gaussian model may be regarded as an integral manifold of V4. Note, however, that
Theorem 8.6 is not valid in the infinite-dimensional case so that (ii) does not imply
(i), because various mathematical problems arise that were not present in the finite
dimensional case, such as the fact that a positive operator does not always have finite
trace and hence is not always normalizable.

At the end of this section, we give an example of e-autoparallel submanifold that
does not fall within the scope of Theorem8.6. Let B = {|1), ..., |d)} withd = dim H
be an arbitrary orthonormal basis of H, and let LB .= {Zi’/ a;j i) (jl |laij] € RIxd)

£hB = Ly, N LB and 8B := SN LB, That is, SB is the set of density operators whose
matrix representations w.r.t. the basis B are real matrices.

Proposition 8.11 SB is e-autoparallel in S w.r.t. the SLD structure. (See Remark 8.14
for a generalization.)

Proof 1t is easy to see that for each p € SB
7™ (SP) i= {1.(X,) | X, € Tp(SP)} = (A € LF | TrA = 0} (8.12)
and that

T(SP) := {Lx, | X, € T,(S®))
={AeLy|IBeT™SP)., B=poA}
={AeLf|(A), =0} (8.13)

@ Springer



Autoparallelity of quantum statistical manifolds in light...

(See Remark 3.1 for the symbols 7™ and T®.) It follows from (8.13) that A €
Tlﬁe)(SB) & A—(A), € Tg(e)(SB) for any p,0 € S8, and hence we have from
(3.30) that X, Tp(SB) & CIJEi)G (Xp) €T, (SB). This proves the proposition by
Proposition?2.4. O

Let us examine whether the e-autoparallelity of S B can be understood as an example
of Theorem 8.6. Namely, the problem is whether SB is an integral manifold of an e-
parallel distribution V 4 for some A satisfying condition (ii) in Theorem 8.6. For each

p € SB, we have Tp(e) (SB) = (A — (A), 1A € Ef} (see (8.13)), which means that
T,(S By — VE}z]s, o and that SB is an integral manifold of the distribution Vﬁf' Noting
that C}lf +R=/,B , the problem comes down to whether

{l[A,B]. p]|A. B e LBy c {poC|C e L} (8.14)

holds for every p € S. The answer is no, except when dim H = 2.

Proposition 8.12 When dim 'H > 3,
Vp € S\SB, {[[A.B]. p]|A. B LB} ¢ {poC|C e LB} (8.15)

As a consequence, the distribution VLB is not involutive.
h

Proof We represent operators on a d-dimensional Hilbert space by d x d matrices,
and show that if a strictly positive density matrix p satisfies

{[[A, B], p]| A, B : real symmetric} C {p o C | C : real symmetric},
which is equivalent to
{lp, F1| F : real skew-symmetric} C {p o C | C : real symmetric}, (8.16)

then p is a real matrix. Denoting p = Q + +/—1 R with Q: real symmetric and R:
real skew-symmetric, (8.16) is rewritten as

VF : real skew-symmetric, 3C : real symmetric,
[Q,F]=QoC and [R,F]=RoC. (8.17)

Now it suffices to show the following lemma, whose proof will be given in Appendix G.
O

Lemma8.13 Let Q be a d x d real symmetric positive-definite matrix and R be a
d x d real skew-symmetric matrix. If they satisfy (8.17) and d > 3, then R = 0.

The above result implies that the e-parallel distribution VEE does not induce a

foliation with e-autoparallel leaves and that SB is an isolated integral manifold of
VL{? when dim ‘H > 3. The exceptional case dim H = 2 will be discussed in the next
section.
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Remark 8.14 Proposition 8.11 holds for a wide class of information-geometric struc-
tures, not limited to the SLD structure. In fact, the proof of Proposition 8.11 given
above relies only upon the fact that if p € SB and X 0o €T, (SB), then Ly , € ,C}lf .
Due to (3.8) stating that ¢.(X,) = €2,(Lx,), this fact is shared by the e-connection
defined from an arbitrary family of inner products (-, ), = (-, Q,())yq » € S, such
that

HS”
vp e SP, QP =B (8.18)

This means that Proposition 8.11 holds under this mild condition on {2,},cs. In
particular, if €, is represented in the form (3.21) by a function f : (0, c0) — (0, c0)
suchthatVx > 0, xf(1/x) = f(x)and f(1) = 1 as in the case of monotone metrics,
condition (8.18) is satisfied. To verify this, we represent (3.21) as Q, = f(A,)R,,
where R, : A — Ap, and consider 2, as a C-linear map £ — L. Then it is
easy to see that if p € S8, then R, (£B) = B and AP(LB) = LB, which yields
f(Ap)(EB) = B, and hence we have QP(EB) = £B. Combined with Qp(Ln) = Ln,
this proves (8.18).

Remark 8.15 Since (8.12) shows that the space Tém) (SB) = (T (8B)) does not
depend on p, SBis m-autoparallel in S, so that SBis doubly autoparallel (e.g, [11])
w.r.t. the e, m-connections. In addition, the set Sfag =8N EE diag® where EE diag =
D ai i) (il | (ai) € R4}, is doubly autoparallel in SB w.r.t. the e, m-connections of
SB , and therefore is doubly autoparallel in S w.r.t. the e, m-connections of S. These
examples exhibit a remarkable contrast to the following fact for the classical case [12]:
if a submanifold M of P(2), where 2 is an arbitrary finite set, is doubly autoparallel
in P(2) w.r.t. the e, m-connections, then M is statistically isomorphic to P(2") for
some finite set .

9 Qubit manifolds

Throughout this section, we assume H to be 2-dimensional. Our aim is to study the
e-autoparallelity in S(H) w.r.t. the SLD structure. To begin with, we make some
preparations. Let {01, 02, 03} C L}, be a triple of Pauli operators such that

Tro; =0, o =1, and 0;0,41 =~/—10;42 (i :mod 3). 9.1)
Then {01, 02, 03} form a basis of Lp, o. For any @ = (a;) € R?, we write d - ¢ :=
> i aioj, so that we have

Lho={da-&|adeR. 9.2)

It follows that
@G-3)b-3)=(G-b) +~—1@Gxb) 7, 9.3)
@G-3)o(b-3)=(a- b, 9.4)
[@d-6,b-6]1=2v—1@ xb) -5, 9.5)
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where @ - b = Y ;aib;,and a x b =2« Vi:mod3, aibiy1 — a1 1b; = ciyo. The
manifold S = S(H) is represented as

S ={pr |7 € R}, 9.6)

where |
07 1= §(1+7~5), R = {7GR3|||7|| =AF-F<1). 9.7

For p = pr and A = agl 4+ a - &, we have (A), =ap +7 - d.
A tangent vector X, € T,(S) at p = pr is represented by a 3-dimensional vector

¥ € R3 such that |
L(Xy) = 33 5. 9.8)

The SLD of X, is then represented as
Lx, =4:(X) -0 — A7 (O)1, 9.9

where

- -

A (X) = and €;(F) =% + A (X) T (9.10)

X-r
L—1I7)1

In fact, (9.9) is verified as follows: noting that (9.10) yields 7 - £ (X) = A7(X), we have

1 . o o -
polx,= 5(1+r~0)0(€;(X)'0 — Ap(xX)1)

| T PP -
= 5(57()6) —A(X)r) -0+ 5((r Lz(x) — Az ()1
1
T2

36 = (X)) ©.11)

Let us investigate the e-autoparallel submanifolds of S. We first consider the 1-
dimensional case, i.e., the e-geodesics. We recall that the general form of e-geodesic
is given by (4.23). Treating the coordinate 6 as a parameter to specify states and
choosing P in (4.23) to be a state pg, an arbitrary e-geodesic M is represented as the
trajectory M = {pg | 6 € R} of

1 0 0
po=—exp(5F) oexp(5F). Zoi=Tr(oexp@F),  ©.12)
0

where F' is a Hermitian operator such that {F, I} are linearly independent. Since
the transformation F — aF + b by a,b € R, a # 0, together with 6 — %6’ and

>

v — Y+ %0, keeps M invariant, we can assume that F is represented as F = ii - &
by a unit vector ii.

Proposition 9.1 Let pg = p5, and F = i -6 with ||ii|| = 1in (9.12). Letting v be a unit
vector such that ii - v = 0 and that ¥y € span{ii, v}, the e-geodesic M = {pg |0 € R}
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is represented as

M= {p;|re€Q} with Q:={r&)| -1<& <1}, (9.13)

where
FE) =Eu+cy1—£27, (9.14)
ci= \/%—cﬂ’ a:=ro-u, b:=rp-0. (9.15)

(Here &2 denotes the square of &, while the same symbol will appear as the second
component of § = (§') later.) The parameter & is m-affine as a coordinate system of
M and in one-to-one correspondence with the e-affine parameter 6 by

20 _ — -
_ Ut —d-a oo 1 (-al+E) (9.16)

g_(1+a)e29+(1—a) 2 CU+a)(1—8)

Proof Noting that F = i - & is represented as
F=pi—p-i=1lpi+(Dp_z
and that this is the spectral decomposition of F' with projectors {p;, po_;}, we have

0 ..
exp(§F> =e"?p; + e p_; = cosh(6/2)1 + sinh(6/2)ii - .

-

Using this expression and representing 7 as 7o = aii+bv bya := rp-u and b := rp -,
a direct calculation shows that

0 0 Z 1 - -
exp(EF) p7oeXp(§F> = 791 + E{(acosh@ +sinh9)u+bv} -0

and Zyp = cosh 6 + a sinh 6, which yields

1 - -
Po = E(I +S(9) 'O-)’

where

R acosh® +sinh6 _ b R

s(0) = - u—+ - v.
cosh @ + asinh 6 cosh 6 + asinh 0

If we define £ from 6 by (9.16), we have

a cosh @ + sinh 0 b
_— = d —— =c¢J/1 - &2,
cosh 6 + a sinh 6 § an cosh 6 + a sinh 6 ¢ §
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Fig.1 The semi-ellipse representing an e-geodesic

so that §(8) = 7(&). It is easy to see that the range of £ is (—1, 1), and we obtain
(9.13). In addition, since

<F>p;(§) = 7(%‘) : ﬁ = E’
the parameter £ is m-affine. O

Note that Q in the above proposition forms a semi-ellipse in the open unit ball R
obtained by cutting an ellipse in half on the major axis: see Fig. 1. In the special case
of ¢ = 0, the semi-ellipse becomes a straight line.

Next, let us proceed to considering the 2-dimensional case. In searching for 2-
dimensional e-autoparallel submanifolds, the previously obtained knowledge of e-
geodesics provides an important clue. If a 2-dimensional submanifold M = {p; | F €
Q} is e-autoparallel, it must be e-totally geodesic, and hence the surface Q should
be a union of semi-ellipses. The following proposition claims that a 2-dimensional
e-autoparallel submanifold is obtained as a semi-ellipsoid formed by rotating a semi-
ellipse representing an e-geodesic around its minor axis.

Proposition 9.2 Given an orthonormal basis {ii1, ii2, v} of R> and a real constant ¢
satisfying |c| < 1, let

Q:={FE) e =E"EHeR: &Y +EH* < 1), (9.17)

where

F(&) =&l + E%r + ¢y/1 — (£1)2 — (£2)2 3. (9.18)
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Then M := {p; |¥ € Q} is e-autoparallel in S, and the parameter £ = (E £2)
is m-affine as a coordinate system of M. More specifically, letting F' = i; - &,
A:=span{F', F?}, and V4 : S 5 p — VA,p be the e-parallel distribution defined
from A by (8.7), M is an integral manifold of V 5 and &' = < I)PRE)

Proof Fori € {1, 2}, let
Y= 07 (E) <& 5
Xj 1= o;r = v,
fe G

where 9; := 8%, and a(§) := /1 — (€)% — (€2)2. Noting that

IF@I? =1— (1 —cHa@E)? and X -7(E) = (1 — cHE,

we have
Cre) (X)) = X + & r(€)
a(§)?
glgl EEr

SHr e T e

Uy € span{iiy, iip},

where the terms proportional to ¥ included in ¥; and 7(¢) cancel, yielding the last
line. Owing to (9.9) this implies that the SLDs satisfy L; s € span{F', F?} @ R
for i € {1, 2}, which means that the first condition in (3.33) is satisfied. The second
condition is also satisfied since (F" )p;(é) = u; - r(§) = &' Thus the claim of the

proposition follows from Proposition 3.8. O

As can be seen from naive geometric intuition, for any point 7 in R and any plane
P = 7 + V containing 7, where V is a 2-dimensional linear subspace of R3, there
always exist an orthonormal basis {ii1, i3, v} and a constant ¢ € (—1, 1) such that
the semi-ellipsoid Q defined from them by (9 17) and (9.18) contains 7 and has P as
the tangent plane at 7. In fact, such {ii], 1>, v} and ¢ are obtained as follows: take an
orthonormal basis {i1, i, U} so that {ii, 42} C £7(V) = {£7(X)|X € V}, and then
let B2 := (7 - i1)*> + (¥ - ii2)? (i.e. the squared norm of the orthogonal projection of 7
onto £3(V)),y :=7-,and ¢ := y/4/1 — B2. Since dim S = 3, this fact means that
(S, V@) satisfies condition (i) of Proposition 8.3, and necessarily satisfies condition
(ii) as well. Invoking (3.26), condition (ii) is expressed as follows.

Proposition 9.3 When dim’H = 2, for any p € S and any A, B € Ly satisfying
(A), = (B), = 0 we have

[[A, B], p] € span{p o A, p o B}. (9.19)

This proposition can also be proved directly by the use of the following lemma,
whose proof is given in Appendix H.
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Lemma 9.4 When dim'H = 2, forany p € S and any A, B € Ly, we have

1
5[[A, B], p] =(TrA —2(A),)(po B) — (TrB —2(B),)(p o A)
+ {(TrB) (A), — (TrA) (B),} p. (9.20)

Letting (A), = (B), = 0in (9.20), we obtain
[[A, B], p] =2(TrA) (p o B) — 2(TrB) (p o A), (9.21)

which proves Proposition9.3.

The following proposition immediately follows from Proposition 9.3, which
presents a remarkable contrast to Proposition 8.12 for the case dim H > 3.

Proposition 9.5 When dim H = 2, for any orthonormal basis B of H it holds that
Vp €S, {[[A, Bl.pl|A,Be LBy C{poC|C e LB} (9.22)

Proof Obvious from Proposition9.3 since LhB is an R-linear space with I € L',llf .o

Thus, the distribution Vﬁf is involutive, and induces a foliation S = | |, My
whose leaves { M} are 2-dimensional e-autoparallel submanifolds that are integral
manifolds of Vﬁff' Furthermore, we can see from the following lemma that every 2-
dimensional e-autoparallel submanifold of S is an integral manifold of VEhB for some

B.

Lemma 9.6 When dim'H = 2, for any A, B € Ly there exists an orthonormal basis
B such that {A, B} C EhB.

Proof Let{|1),|2)}be an orthonormal basis that diagonalizes A, and choose 8 € C so
that |8] = 1 and 8(1|B|2) € R. Then BB := {|1), B |2)} satisfies the desired condition.
O

According to Proposition9.3, every e-parallel distribusion is involutive in the qubit
case, and should generate a pair of dual foliations due to Cor. 8.8. Let us observe
these foliations based on the representations of e-autoparallel manifolds given in
Proposition9.1 and Proposition9.2.

First, fix a unit vector # € R? arbitrarily and let F := ii -5 as in Proposition9.1. The
distribution V 4 with A = span { F} is involutive, and an integral manifold M, which
is an e-geodesic, is generally represented as (9.13) and (9.14). The representation
has two parameters, a unit vector v orthogonal to # and a real number ¢ lying in the
interval (—1, 1), but the true parameter that determines M injectively is v/ := c¥
lying in the open unit disc orthogonal to . Denoting the manifold M corresponding
to v’ by My, we obtain the foliation S = |_|;, My consisting of 1-dimensional
e-autoparallel leaves. On the other hand, letting

Ny :={p eS| (F),=b) (9.23)
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forb € (—1, 1), we obtain the dual foliation S = |_| b N}, consisting of 2-dimensional
m-autoparallel leaves which intersect My orthogonally for any v .

Next, fix a pair of orthonormal vectors {ii, ii2} in R? arbitrarily and let F' := ii; -
as in Proposition 9.2. The distribution V4 with A = span {F!, F?} is involutive, and
an integral manifold M is generally represented as (9.17) and (9.18). Here the true
parameteris v’ := cv, whose range is the open line segment given by the intersection of
the open unit ball and the line through the origin orthogonal to both ii| and ii;. Denoting
the manifold M corresponding to v’ by M3, we obtain the foliation S = | |;, My
consisting of 2-dimensional e-autoparallel leaves. The same foliation is also expressed
as S = Uce(_l’l) M when v is chosen as one of the two unit vectors orthogonal to
uy and ii>. On the other hand, letting

Ny i=1{peS] <F1>p —b! and <F2>p — b?) (9.24)

for b = (b, b*) e R? satisfying (b')? + (b*)?> < 1, we obtain the dual foliation

S = ||, NVp consisting of 1-dimensional m-autoparallel leaves which intersect M-
orthogonally for any v'.

Remark 9.7 In a context of quantum parameter estimation with nuisance parameters,
Suzuki et al. introduced in Section 6.3 of [6] the coordinate system & = (§') on S
defined by

B =), iell,2), and &= (on) /1 — G2 — @2 (925
It is shown there that
~ o~ ~ o~ ~ 0
e, =i =0. = 9.26)

while the usual coordinate system £ = (£') with & = (0;), i € {I,2, 3}, has non-
vanishing g(d;, d;) for any 7, j. In the situation where g! and &2 are parameters of
interest to be estimated and & is a nuisance parameter, the parameter change from &
to &, which is called the global orthogonalization in [6], is considered to remove the
influence of nuisance parameter in some sense, while the parameters of interest are
kept invariant as § i = & i ie{l,2}). The orthogonality in (9.26) can be viewed as a
reflection of the orthogonality of the pair of dual foliations S = | |. M, = ||, N
given above. To see this, let ii1, ii2, U in Proposition9.2 be the natural basis €1, &3, €3
of R3. Then the 2-dimensional e-autoparallel leaf M. is represented by the constraint
£3 = ¢/1 — (61)2 — (£2)2 on the coordinates &' = (0;), i € {1, 2, 3}, which means
that § 3 is fixed to ¢ for the coordinates (é 1) defined by (9.25). Therefore, (51 )p and (52) 0
belongto 7,,(M,.) when p € M,. On the other hand, the 1-dimensional m-autoparallel
leaf \V} is represented by the constraint (£ L g2y = b, b?),0r equivalently (§ L § 2y =
(b', b?), so that both (83), and (33),, belongs to T, (Nj) when p € Nj. Since every
point p € S belongs to M. NN}, for some (¢, b) for which T,,(M,) L T, (N,) holds,
we obtain (9.26).
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Finally, let us make several remarks on estimators for qubit manifolds.

Remark 9.8 The following result is known for qubit models: for any model (M, &),
any state p € M and any positive-definite weight matrix W, it holds that

min  tr (WV,(IT)) = (tr (G_%WG_%)%)Z — (W)  (927)
H’EU(/J,&) 14 Y 14 14

and that a locally W -efficient estimator (see (4.19)) achieving the minimum in (9.27) is
given by a randomized procedure similar to the one introduced in Sect.4. Historically,
apart from the 1-parameter case which is trivial, the 2-parameter case was established
in [13, 14], and the general case including M = S(H) was established in [15,
16]. A comprehensive and transparent exposition on this result can be found in [17].
While our estimator was chosen solely for the purpose of proving Proposition 4.1
and Theorem 5.1, and was not expected to be optimal in any sense, it is meaningful
to clarify its relation to (9.27). Recall that our estimator IT = (7, f) is determined
by {u',...,u"}, (p1,..., pn) and {y,ﬁ} with n = dim M, and its variance matrix is
represented as shown in item (2) of Lemma 4.3. The variance is minimized when we
set y,i = £/(p), and in this case we have

T (WV,(M) = i((uk)TG;Iuk) (0" W), 9.28)
k

Since IT belongs to U (p, &), it should satisfy
tr (WV,(IT)) > 7,(W). (9.29)

A direct proof of this inequality is given in Appendix I. There, it is shown that the
equality holds iff there exists a positive-definite matrix K such that

W=KG,'K, (9.30)

and P
Kox) — 2% uk@hT, (9.31)
; (uk)TG;luk

When a weight W and a point p of a model (M, &) are given, a matrix K > 0
satisfying (9.30) is determined from them and is represented as

1

1 _1 _1N5 L
K =G(G,*WG,*) G}, (9.32)

Then (9.31) tells us that an estimator IT achieving tr (W V,,(IT)) = 1,(W) is obtained
by choosing (px) and {u¥} so that (9.31) holds. There are infinitely many choices of
such (px) and {u*}. An example is given by using the spectral decomposition (diago-
nalization) of K, i.e., by letting {uk} be an orthonormal eigenvectors of K and letting
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(px) be a probability vector such that py/(u* )TG;Iuk is proportional to the corre-
sponding eigenvalue. Another example is given by using the spectral decomposition
1 1

of G,2WG,? instead of K as follows. Let {1} and {vi} be the eigenvalues and the

11
orthonormal eigenvectors of G, > WG, * so that

_1 _1
G, WG,? =) ap(op)” with (v0) v = 8y (9.33)
k

Then we have

g(z\ka(vk) )Gp _Z Vi (Gpvk)(Gpvk) . (9.34)

(i) ok

This shows that (9.31) holds if we let

1
u¥ =G v and pg o< /. (9.35)

The estimator defined by (9.35) corresponds to that of [14, 16, 17]; see item (1) of
Remark 9.13.

(End of Remark 9.8)

Example 9.9 Letus demonstrate the randomized estimators treated so far for a concrete
example. Let (M, &) be a qubit model with n = dim M (< 3) and p be a point of
M. With appropriate choices of a triple of Pauli operators {o;} satistying (9.1) and
of a cordinate system up to affine transformation, we may assume without loss of
generality that

Vie{l,....,n}, &(p) = (0;), and L, =0; —&'(p). (9.36)

In particular, when M is e-autoparallel in S and £ is m-affine, we may assume that
(9.36) holds uniformly at all points p of M due to (i) <> (iii) of Proposition3.8. When
n = 1 and when n = 2, this is equivalent to redefining the operators F = u - ¢ and
F' = i; - in Proposition9.1 and Proposition9.2 as o and o;, respectively. Note that
(9.36) implies that

1) = (o1 —E0).0; — &) =5 —EPE . O3]

which means that
G, =155 (9.38)

For simplicity, let us consider the special case when {u*} is the natural basis {e;}

of R” for our randomized estimators. Since uf = wy, = dj in this case, the estimation
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procedures (4.15) and (5.8) are represented as

d meas.
(pr) —=> k —> [0k | ===y . — £k(p) (9.39)
}Hs —tp+2—"g
and
d meas.
(pr) —s k —> [or | 2%y . 9.40
} — &= % ey, ©40)
k

respectively. Letting py = 1 — ¢, both of these estimation procedures give a locally
e ()T -efficient filtration at p, say IT = (I1;)¢~0, such that

. 2
lim vy (1) = "' (0) = 1= (' (o)) 9.41)

where V,(I1;) = [vf;,j(l'lg)]. As noted in Remark 5.2, v},l(l'ls) of (9.39) is smaller
than that of (9.40) by 1£Ts (& 1 (,o))z, while (9.40) has the advantage that the procedure

does not depend on p and gives an e;(e;)” -efficient filtration for an e-autoparallel
model.

Remark 9.10 For a weight matrix W = [w;;], the estimator IT of the form (9.39)
achieves tr (WV, (IT)) = 7,(W) iff the conditions (9.30) and (9.31) hold, which now
reduce to

8ij —E1(P)ET (p)
1— (P2 (1— ET(p)?)’

When (py) is the uniform distribution p; = 1/n, in particular, this turns out to be

wij X p,‘pj( 9.42)

8ij —E'(P)ET (p)
(1= E(P?)(1—EI(p)?)

wij o (9.43)

This form of weight matrix appears in a main result of [17], where a kind of effi-
ciency of quantum state tomography is discussed. Futher details and the relation to
our formulation are given in Appendix J.

Remark 9.11 In Sect. 6, we showed that if a model (M, &) has a W-efficient estimator
for every positive weight W, then M is e-autoparallel in S(H) and & is an m-affine
coordinate system (Proposition 6.1) and that a quantum Gaussian shift model gives
an example of such a model. So it may be natural to ask whether an e-autoparallel
model of qubit states gives another example. The answer is negative except for the
1-dimensional case. In fact, the following stronger proposition holds, whose proof is
given in Appendix K

Proposition 9.12 Let M be an e-autoparallel submanifold of S(H) with H ~ C? and
n :=dim M € {2, 3}, and & be an m-affine coordinate system of M. Then the model
(M, &) has no W-efficient estimator for any positive-definite W € R"*",
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Remark 9.13 We add some supplementary remarks concerning Remark 9.8.

ey

@)

(€)

The construction of an estimator achieving the minimum of (9.29) given in [14] for
the two-parameter case may appear to differ from that in [16, 17], but is in fact the
same as shown below. In the notation of the present paper, the construction in [14]

can be described as follows: defining a linear operator ¢ on T/Se) (M) = span{L; ,}

by
¢ = Wi
i,j

el es] - am > wy (L, A>p L, (9.44)
i.j
where W = [w;;], and representing its spectral decomposition by

¢ = Xk:,\k XY (x| wieh (x*, X! >p =M, (9.45)

an estimator achieving the minimum is realized by the random choice of the observ-
able X* with probability py = v/Ax/ Y, v/A. Representing X* as X* = 3, ué‘Lfo
by a vector uk = (u{.‘) and invoking (9.44), the spectral decomposition (9.45) is
rewritten as
W= nu@hH” with @G, 'u' =", (9.46)
k

1
which is equivalent to (9.33) when u* = G} v;.
The proof of (9.29) with derivation of the equality condition given in Appendix I
does not rely on the condition dim H = 2. Therefore, the following identity holds
for an arbitrary model regardless of dim H:

min  tr (WV,(IT)) = ,(W), (9.47)
etl(p.8)

where U (p, &) denotes the totality of estimators in U(p, &) that are realized
by the randomized procedure introduced in Sect. 4. This identity appears to be
closely related to the discussion in [15], where it is claimed that the minimum in
minry ez (p ¢ tr (WV,(I1)) is achieved by a certain class of randomized estimator
iff the minimum is equal to 7,(W).

The identity (9.47) proves Proposition 4.1 as follows. Given a vector # € R" and
a positive number &, define W, := uu’ +¢1 and let I1, be an estimator in 4 (p, &)
achieving the minimum for W,. Then we have

uTG;m < uTVp(HS)u <t W, V,(Ily)

= (tr (G[:%W5 G;%)%)2 —u"G,'u as £ 0.
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10 Concluding remarks

In this paper we study the autoparallelity w.r.t. the e-connection for an information-
geometric structure induced on S(H). In particular, we focus on the e-autoparallelity
for the SLD structure, for which two different estimation-theoretical characterizations
are given. We also investigate the existence conditions for e-autoparallel submanifolds
by way of the involutivity of e-parallel distributions and its relation to the torsion tensor.
As aresult, a specialty of the qubit case has been revealed.

Since the obtained estimation-theoretical characterizations of the e-autoparallelity
are complete in themselves, we do not see at this time what kind of development lies
ahead. It is expected that the future development of quantum estimation theory and
related fields may reveal new directions. The classical exponential family has a variety
of important properties besides the existence of efficient estimator, some of which may
present new materical to characterize certain geometric notions.

For the autoparallelity w.r.t. non-flat connections, our understanding is still very
limited. For example, we do not yet have the whole picture about e-autoparallel sub-
manifolds of S(H) when dim H > 3. We look forward to further research on this
topic in information geometry and/or general differential geometry.

It may also be a challenging problem to develop the infinite-dimensional quantum
information geometry so that Theorem 5.1 is extended to the case when dim ’H = oo
and that the naive geometric consideration on the quantum Gaussian shift model
presented in Sect. 6 is mathematically justified.

Geometry of quantum statistical manifolds in an asymptotic framework would
also be an important subject to be addressed. For example, consider a sequence
M = {p?"}, n = 1,2,..., of i.i.d. extensions of a quantum statistical model
M = {pg}. Recent progress in asymptotic quantum statistics has revealed that the
sequence exhibits a desirable property called a quantum local asymptotic normality,
which tells us that in a shrinking (~ 1/4/n) neighbourhood of a given point &g, the
sequence converges to a quantum Gaussian shift model [18-23]. As pointed out in
Sect. 6, the limiting quantum Gaussian shift model has a characteristic feature in view
of quantum information geometry. It would, therefore, be an interesting future project
to extend the geometrical idea presented in this paper to an asymptotic framework
so that the convergence of quantum statistical manifolds can be discussed under a
suitably chosen topology.

Appendix A Proof of (3.26)

We first consider the general situation where the e-connection V(© is determined by
a family of inner products (A, B), = (A, Q,(B)),;. and show that the torsion 7 ©

of V(© is represented as follows: for any X, Y € 2°(S),
W(T X, Y) = Y(Lx) — (XQ)(Ly), (AD)

where YQ : p — Y,Q denotes the derivative of the super-operator-valued map
Q:pr Q,wrt Y, and (YQ2)(Lx) denotes the map p +— (YpQ)(pr) € Ly. In
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fact, invoking (3.8) and (3.27), we have for any X, Y, Z € Z°(S),

Z=TO9X,v) & z=VPy -VFX - [X,Y]

Lz =(XLy+gX,Y)—(¥YLx+g,X))—Lixy
Lz;=XLy—YLy — Lix.y]

1«(Z) =Q(XLy —YLx — Lix,y))

4:(Z) =Q(XLy) —Q(YLx) — t:([X,YD.

SR

Noting that

(X, Y]) = X (V) = Yie(X)
= X(Q(Ly)) = Y(Q(Lx))
= (XQ)(Ly) +Q(XLy) - (YQ)(Lx) — QY Lx),

we obtain (A1). For the SLD structure, we have Q,(A) = %(L (p) A+ A(p)), which
yields that for any point p € S and any tangent vectors X, Y, € T,(S),

(Yp@)(Lx,) = = [u(V,)Lx, + Ly, 1:(Y,))

—_— N =

= —(pLy,Lx, + Ly,pLx, + Lx,pLy, + Lx,Ly,p).

~

Similarly, we have

1
(X,Q2)(Ly,) = Z(pLX,,LYp + Lx,pLy, + Ly,pLx, + Ly,Lx,p).

Substituting these into (A1), we obtain (3.26).

Appendix B On the attainability for the infimum in (4.9)

Let (M, &) be an n-dimensional model in S(H). Given a point p € M and a vector
u = (u;) € R"\ {0}, we present some necessary conditions for the infimum in (4.9)
to be attained by a minimum. Define

Xu,p =Y uig"(p)(®), € T,(M), (B1)
i,j

where 0; = nd Gl = [gij ] is the inverse matrix of the SLD Fisher information

3
— a
a 1
matrix G = [g;;]. Then the SLD of the tangent vector Xy , is given by

Luyp:=Y wilh=Y uig?(p)Li,, (B2)
i

i,j
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where {L;} denotes the SLDs for 9; = 3% Let the spectral decomposition of Ly , be
denoted by
Lu,p =) av. (B3)
k

where {ay } are the distinct eigenvalues and {vy } are the projectors onto the eigenspaces.

Then we have the following proposition.

Proposition B.1 If the infimum of (4.9) is attained by a minimum so that

. T T ~—1
mn w V,IDu=u"G u, B4
neipe ™ VoIV P B

then the operators {)_, vi(3; p)Vk}ie(1,...n) are linearly independent, or equivalently,
the linear map

T,(M) > La(H), Xp > Y veta(X,)v (B5)
k

is injective, where (. denotes the differential map of the natural embedding 1 : S —
Ln 1 and 9;p := 1:((3;)p) (cf: (3.2)).

Before giving a proof, let us observe some consequences of Proposition B.1. We
introduce the commutation operator (see [10]) D, : T,(S) — T,(S) defined by

VX, € Tp(S), t(Dp(Xp)) = /=1 1[p, Lx,], (B6)

where Lx ) is the SLD for X, and [, -] denotes the commutator of operators. Let X ;4 o
be a tangent vector of S (not necessarily of M) whose SLD satisfies

Ly, € span{ug}i_,, (B7)

including the case when X ;l » = Xu,p. Then, as a corollary of Proposition B.1 we
have:

CorollaryB.2 If D, (Xil,p) € T, (M)\{0}, then the infimum of (4.9) cannot be attained
by a minimum.

Proof For any k, we have

vk t(Dp(Xpy ) vk = v V=1 1[p, Ly, 1wk
=—1 (vk,o L’u,pvk — vkL’u’p,o vk) =0,

where the last equality follows since Ly, pVk = v Ly, » O v due to (B7). Hence, if
Dp(Xin) € T,(M)\ {0}, then the linear map in (B5) has a nontrivial kernel, so that
the corollary follows from PropositionB.1. O

CorollaryB.3 When M = S(H), the infimum of (4.9) cannot be attained by a
minimum if [p, Ly ,] # 0.
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Proof Obvious from Cor.B.2 since [p, Ly, ,] #0 & D,(Xu,,) € T,(S\{0}. O

Let us proceed to proving PropositionB.1. Assume (B4), and let IT = IT (d€) be an
estimator achieving the minimum; i.e., IT is locally unbiased at p for £ and satisfies

u"V,(Mu =u"G}'u. (B8)

We need the following lemma.

Lemma B.4 Letting {vi} be the projectors onto the eigenspaces of Ly, introduced in
(B3), we have
M(dé) = v M(dé) . (B9)
k

Proof Let

H :=Zu,~/(§f —s"(p»n(dé):/h(é)n(dé) € Ln(H),

where

h(E) =) uiE — & (p)).

Then, just in parallel with the derivation of (ii) = (5.3) in the proof of Theorem 5.1,
we have
u' V,(Mu > |H|> > | Lu,l’ =u" G, u. (B10)

Here, the first inequality follows from the operator inequality

/h(§)2 M(dé) — H? = /(h(é) — H)T1(dE) (h(§) — H) > 0, (B11)

and the second inequality follows from

Vi, (H, Lyp), =uj={Lup L), (B12)
implying
IHIZ = ILuol5 + |1 H — Lu I3
Note that (B12) is a consequence of the local unbiasedness condition
vivio [ @ =0T (@0 na) =4, (B13)

where d;0 denotes 1,((9;),) (cf. (3.2)). (Actually, the above proof of (B10) is a
standard argument to prove the SLD Cramér-Rao inequality (4.8).) We see that (BS8)
holds iff the operator inequality (B11) holds with equality and H = Ly ,, which
implies that

/ (h(€) — Lu.p) TI(d&) (h(€) — Lu.p) = 0. (B14)
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From this it follows that the support of the POVM (Positive Operator-Valued Measure)
IT satisfies

supp(M) € T 2= [ Jh ™ @) = € 1h) € {ar, a2, .. }}, (B15)
k

where {ax} = {a1, az, ...} denote the distinct eigenvalues of Ly , as in (B3). To see

this, let U be an arbitrary open set of R” such that U N\T" = ¢. From (B11) and (B14),
we have

/U (h(€) — Lu,p) T1(d&) (h(€) — Lu,p) = 0. (B16)

This means that the (unnormalized) POVM A(d€) = (h(§) — Lu.p) T1(d&) (h(§) —
Ly, ,) vanishes on U. Since h(é) — Ly, is invertible for all é e U C R*"\T, the
POVM H(dé) also vanishes on U, i.e., I[T(U) = 0. We thus have (B15).

Given an arbitrary Borel set B C R”, it follows from (B14) and (B15) that

= fB (h(€) — Lu.p) TI(dE) (h(€) — Lu.p)

= Z/ (h(€) — Lu.p) T1(d€) (h(€) — Lu.p)

BNh—1 (ax)

= (ax = Lup) (BN A~ (@) (ax — Lu.p),
k

which leads to
Vk, (ax — Lu.,) (BN E™ (a)) = 0.

This implies that, for any k, the image of T1(BNA~!(a;)) is contained in the eigenspace
of Ly, corresponding to the eigenvalue ay, so that

vk, I(BNh Yar) = v B NA Y ap) = v B NA Y a) vk, (B17)
and hence

Yk, TI(BNh Y(ap)) = Z v II(B N h Y ap) v
1

Then we have

M(B) = Zn(Bmh 1(ak)>—2vzn(3 Nh~ @) v
—Zwl‘[(B)w

Since B is arbitrary, the lemma has been proved. O
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Now, assume that
n

Do o @) =0 (B1S)
i k

i=1

holds for some (c;) € R". It follows from (B13) that for any i,

= [ e o (@p nad)
J

= /(éf — & () Te((Dc/0;0) M),

J
Since (BY) and (B18) yield
Tr((z c/a,-p) n(dé)) - Tr((Z c-iajp) Xk: v T1(dE) vk)
j = Tr(i Ve (Z cf'a,p) v n(dé)) =0,

k J

.....

we obtain Vi,c; = 0. This means that the operators {)_, vk (d; 0)vk}ie(i
linearly independent, which completes the proof of Proposition B.1.

n) are

Remark B.5 Noting that (B17) implies IT(h ™! (ax)) = vk IT(h~!(ax))vk < vx and that
YO aw) = I =Y, v, we have

vk, TI(h Y(ax)) = v (B19)

This indicates that the measurement I is a refinement of the projective measurement
v = (V). In particular, when IT is represented as I1 = (r, f) with a POVM r =
(Tw)weq on a discrete set Q and a function f = (f') : Q — R”, the LHS of (B19)
is represented as

O @)=Y, 7o

weiz*l(ak)

where hi(w) 1= h(f(®)) = ¥, ui (f1 (@) — &' (p)), and (B19) implies that
Yw, 3k, mw, < vg.

According to Theorem 5 of [24], if the infimum of (4.9) is attained by a minimum,
then an estimator attaining the minimum can be taken to have finite support with
cardinality not exceeding (dim H)? +n(n+1). Therefore, PropositionB.1 could have
been proved under the assumption that IT takes the form IT = (7, f) with 7 having
finite support.
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Appendix C Proof of Lemma 4.3

(1) Let A’ := [ &'TI(d&). Then we have

. wi
=Y pf kX =D ety + x5
X X Pk

=&+ Y wix =&+ > wiuk LI =£(0) + L,
k ko
where we have invoked (4.13), (4.10), (4.11) and (4.12). Now I1 € U(p, &) follows

from (4.6).
(2) Invoking (4.13), we have for each i, j

BY = f E —E(p)(E — £ (p)T1(dE)
=Y (e XY =) (kXD - ()
k

—Zpk( bt gy - ~£0)(5r SN ~£().
This leads to

(V,(T)7 = Tr(p BY)
= Zkar[ (o by — g ) Exi gy i(p)]
-y % Tr(p(X9) + Y i — () — &7 (p)
k k
=y Dl w" E W 6+ Y e — NG — £ o,
k k

where we invoked Tr(p Xk) =0dueto XX € span{Li,p}?zl.
(3) Obvious from (2) since [wk] = [uk] L

Appendix D Proofs of Propositions 7.13,7.14 and 7.15

Proof of Proposition 7.13 This proposition is essentially contained in Theorem 7.2 of
[3]. Here we give a proof for the reader’s convenience.

Given F € L and p € S, there exists a tangent vector X, € T,(S) satisfying
Lx, = F — (F), by (3.10). Applying (7.19) to the case M = S, we have X, =
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(grad (F)),, and hence

I (F))plly = 1Xp15 = (Lx,. Lx,), = ((F = (F),)?), = Vo(F).

Proof of Proposition 7.14 Recalling (7.16) and (7.17), we have

EE) ={feF(S)IIF Ly, f=(F) and Vp e S, V,(F) = II(df)pIIf)}-
(D1)
Since the condition V,(F) = [[(df), ||%) is always satisfied by Proposition 7.13, we
have the first equality in (7.14). The second equality follows from Proposition7.5, and

the third follows since under the relation X <> @ we have
X is e-parallel < VY, Z € 2°(S), g(V\VX,Z2) =0
& VY, ZeZ(S), Ye(X,Z) = g(X,Vi"Z)
& VY, ZeZ(S), Yo(Z) = oV Z)

< o is m-parallel. (D2)

]

Proof of Proposition7.15 By Propositions 7.13 and 7.14, the condition imposed on f
in (7.26) is equivalent to the existence of F' € L, satisfying (7.16). O

Appendix E Proof of Proposition8.5
We present a proof of Proposition 8.5 below, which is almost parallel to the proof of
Theorem 8.4 in Chap. VII of [7] cited as a result due to E. Cartan.

Letdim S = n + r, and M be a V-totally geodesic submanifold with dim M = n.

We take a coordinate system & = (£7) of S such that M is represented as

M={peS|Vien+1,....n+r}, E(p)=0}

and that €, ... €M == (EYym, ..., E" y) forms a coordinate system of M. Let
0 == aiéi’ 0 == aigi’ and denote the connection coefficients of V w.r.t. £ by {Ff‘j}:

Vﬁi 5]- = Zk Ff‘j 5k for i, j ~e {Nl, ...,n+r}. For arbifrary i,j,it foll~ow§ from the
assumption (8.6) that 7)(0;, 9;) = Zk(r{fj - r’;.i)ak € spanrg){9;, 9;}, which
implies that Fl{‘j — FIJ‘.Z. = 0 forany k ¢ {i, j}. Hence we have

Vi,je{l,....n}, Vke{n+1,....,n+r}, rszr’;i. (E1)

Given a point p € M and a tangent vector X, = > ;_, xH(9;) p € T,(M) arbitrarily,
let y : t = y(t) be a V-geodesic with an affine parameter ¢ satisfying y(0) = p
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and y(0) := %y(r) lr-=0 = Xp. The geodesic should satisfy the differential equation
Vi@ v () = 0, which is represented as

n+r d -
Vkell,....n+r}, dzé (y () + Z —E (V(t))—%"(y(t))( U)y(t) 0.

1]1

Since M is assumed to be V-totally geodesic, y (¢) stays in M and hence Eky) =0
fork € {n+1,...,n+ r}. Therefore, the above equation yields

n

d -. d ~.
Vkefn+l,ontrh o E @) - E ) (), =0,

ij=1
and letting ¢t = 0, we obtain

n
Vee{n+1,...,n+7r}, Z )c")cj(l“l{‘j)[7 =0.
i j=1

Since p € M and X, = Y_/'_, x'(9;), are arbitrary and F is symmetric W.r.t. i <> j
by (E1), it follows that

Vi,jefl,....,n}, Yke{n+1,....n+r}, Tflu =0. (E2)

Now, for arbitrary vector fields X = Y7, X'd; = Y0, X9y and ¥ =

Yo Y =30 Y/3;|m on M, where {X'}, (Y7} C F(M), we have

n n+r

Ve = 3 S X Bl + 30X (00,
i,j=1k=1 Jj=1

=YY XYITh o+ ) X(¥)a; e 2(M),

ij=1k=1 j=1

which concludes that M is V-autoparallel in S and completes the proof.
Note that the only difference from the proof of [7] is whether (E1) is derived from
TY) = 0 or from the weaker assumption (8.6).

Appendix F Proof of Proposition8.7

(1) (a) is straightforward from condition (i) as already mentioned. To show (b) and
(¢), let us introduce the distribution V1+ : S 3 p— V<L, where V; denotes the

orthogonal complement of V), in (T7),(S), gp). Then V1 is V*-parallel since

Vp,q €S, q><V (V) = (c1>(V>(vp)) =V
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where the first equality follows from (2.2). Since V* is torsion-free, the V*-parallel
distribution V7 is integrable (cf. (iv) in Proposition 8.1) and generates a foliation
S=1] g Np satisfying (b). Property (c) is obvious from the construction.

(2) Define the 1-forms {w'} = {o!, ..., »"} by X! <2> w'.Then {'} are V*-parallel
due to (7.28), and 3{¢'}, o = d¢' due to (7.31). Thus we have X! <5 d¢i.
For each point p € S and each i, the relation X’ Erach » implies that
Ker (d;i)p = (X;,)J-, so that Ker (d¢), = VPL. To show (a), let M = M,, for an
arbitrary o, and define & = (&%) by &' := ¢?|);. Then we have

Vp e M, Ker(d§), = Ker (d¢), NT,(M) = V- NV, = {0},

which implies that & forms a coordinate system of M (at least locally). Noting that
M is a V-autoparallel submanifold of S generated by the distribution V : p

Vp = span{Xj,} and that X' <5 d¢l, we have

X' |yisa V|m-parallel vector field on M and X'\ <g‘—M> dg'.

It then follows that d€' is V},-parallel for every i (cf. (7.28)), which is equivalent
to saying that the coordinate system & = (§') is V,-affine as

Vi, VY € Z' (M), (Vi)ydE =0

. - 9
& Vi, j, VY € (M), ((Vipyd&')(3;) =0, where 3, := 387
& Vi, j, YY € (M), Y(dE'(3;)) — d&' (Vi)yd;) =0
& Vj, VY € Z/(M), (Vi)yd; =0, (F1)

where the last equivalence follows from d&(d i) = 53. = const. This proves (a).
Property (b) is derived from

VB, Vp € Ng. T,(Np) =V, =Ker (df),.

which means that each leaf Ng is represented by the constraint { = const.

Appendix G Proof of Lemma 8.13
We can assume Q to be a diagonal matrix with no loss of generality, and let
0 =[qiéij], i > 0, R=1[rijl, rij = —rji.
Suppose that real matrices F = [ fj;], fij = —fji and C = [¢;;], ¢ij = c}; satisfy

[0,F1=QoC and [R,F]=RoC,
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which are represented as
9 +4;
(qi —qj) fij = = > Leij

and

1
Z(rikfkj — fikrij) = 7 Z(rikaj + Cikrij)-
k k

Eliminating {c;;} from these equations, we have

qi
rik fij = rkj fik- (GD)
;ququzf, ;in%]k 1

Condition (8.17) means that this equation holds identically for variables { f;;} satis-
fying fi; = —fji. For each (i, j) with i # j, the variables { fi;}rx; and { fix}ii
appearing in (G1) are all independent except for f;;, so that the identity (G1) implies
that gi
Vk e {1,...,d)\{i, j}, = —2
ajtac " qi+ax

rij =0,

which leads to
Vke{l,...,d\{i, j}, rix=rrj =0. (G2)

When d > 3, the condition that (G2) holds for Vi # Vj implies that r;; = O for
Vi #Vj,ie.,, R =0.

Appendix H Proof of Lemma 9.4

When TrA = TrB = 0, (9.20) is reduced to
1
5[[A,B],p]=—2(A)p (poB)+2(B),(poA), (HI)

which we prove first. Letting A = -5, B = b-5 and p = (I +7-5), itimmediately
follows from (9.4) and (9.5) that

1 - I
5[[14, Bl,pl=( x(axb))-o
and

—2(A), (poB)+2(B),(poA)={(b-Fa—(a-F)b}5.

Hence, the well-known formula for the vector triple product proves (H1).
Remove the assumption TrA = TrB = 0, and let A’ := A — %I and B’ :=

B — TFTBI. Then we have

1 1 / /
=—2{A"), (poB) +2(B'),(po A
=(TrA —2(A),)(p o B) — (TtB — 2(B),)(p o A)
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+ {(TrB) (A), — (TrA) (B),} p,

where the second equality follows from (H1). Thus we obtain (9.20).

Appendix | Proof of (9.29) and the condition for equality
Let A = [ay;] and B = [by;] be n x n positive-definite real matrices defined by
ay = (uk)TG;Iul and by := (wk)Tle.

Then we have

1 N > 2
tr (WV,(IT)) Ek pkakk Kk Ek ( N Ek )
)Y an

where the last inequality can be regarded as a variant of the monotonicity of the
fidelity or of the Bures distance [25]. Letting U := (u!, ..., u") € R™*" we have

0=

> (;m)z > (r(a2B4

A=U TG U, so that there exists an orthogonal matrix Q such that A > = =0G,? 0
Noting that U™'=@wy,...,w,) T andthat B=U"'WWUHT, we have

_1 _1
ATBAY = 0G, WG, 207,

which yields

D=

(A%BA%>% - Q(G;%WG;%) o’

and
1 1

ES _l _l =
tr (A%BA%>2 =tr (GpZWsz)z. (12)

Now (9.29) follows from (I1) and (I2).
Equality in (9.29) holds iff both of the two inequalities in (I1) hold with equality,

which occurs iff
Pk X~/ ariby I3)

and
AD = diag{di. ....d,}, di >0, B = DAD. (14)
Since UBUT = W and (UT)"'AU™! = G we have

B=DAD & W=KG,'K, (15)
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where
K:=UDU" = duu* @b’ (16)
k

In addition, it follows from B = DAD that /airbxx = drakix. Hence, the equality
conditions (I3) and (I4) are equivalent to the existence of positive numbers {dy} such
that

di o ZX and W= KG,'K with (16),
Akk

which is also equivalent to the existence of a positive-definite matrix K such that

W=KG,'K and K o 3 Put@h),
X Akk

namely, (9.30) and (9.31).
Appendix J On a result of Yamagata [17] and its relation to our results

In the situation of Example 9.9, let = be the random measurement represened as

rnd

w () =k —> [0k |y an
k

Note that the estimators defined in (9.39) and (9.40) are both represented in the form
IT = (m, f) by some functions f. Yamagata [17] treated the quantum tomography
for qubit states as the MLE (maximum likelihood estimator) for the Stokes parameter
£ = (&', £2, £3) of the full model M = S(H) based on repetitive measurement of this
s with the uniform distribution py = 1/3. According to the classical estimation theory,

the asymptotic variance of the MLE for a state p is equal to (Gﬁj’))—l, where GE,”)
denotes the Fisher information matrix of the classical model induced from (S (H), &)
and the measurement 77 . In addition, owing to the achievability of the classical Cramér-
Rao inequality, we can construct an estimator based on the measurement 7 which is

locally unbiased at p and has the variance (GE)”))_I. Hence, for an arbitrary weight
matrix W = [w;;] > 0, it follows from (9.27) that

r (W(GS)™) = 7,(W). (2

Yamagata showed that the necessary and sufficient condition for a weight field W =
(W, = [wij(p)] | p € S} to satisfy

Vp e S(H), tr(Wo(GSH™H =1,(W,) J3)
is that (9.43) identically holds; i.e.,

8ij — E'(p)E! (p)
(1= E N1 = E(en?)’

Vo e S(H), wij(p) J4)
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where the proportionality constant may depend on p.

This result is readily extended to the situation of Example 9.9 where an e-
autoparallel model (M, &) such that (9.36) holds for every p € M is given and
(px) in (J1) is an arbitrary positive probability vector, implying that for a weight field
W ={W, = [w;;j(p)] | p € M} on the model, we have

VpeM, tr(Wy(GY)™h) =1,(W,)
8ij — &' (0)E! (p)

R ) (=T T R
On the other hand, (9.42) means that
VoeM, tr(W,V,(I1,)) = t,(Wp)
8ij — &' ()&’ (p) 16)

& VpeM, wij(p) x pip; (1= E )1 = Ei(p)2)

where I, denotes the estimation defined by (9.39). Here, I1,, depends on p in the
form I1, = (7, f,), where

y —&K(p)
—_— .

folk,y) :=§(p) + dan

The equivalence of (J5) and (J6) may be understood as a consequence of the identity
V() = (G§) ™, (38)
which follows from the classical Cramér-Rao inequality V,(I1,) > (GE;’T))’1 and the

existence of W > 0 such that tr (WV,,(I1,)) = 7,(W) < tr (W(GST))_I) (see (J2)).
The conditions in (J5) and (J6) are expressed as

Vo e (M), tr(Wo(GE)™ = min tr (W,(GT)™) 9)
7/:POVM
and
VpeM, tw(W,V,(Il,)) = min tr(W,V,(IT)). (10)
eld(p.£)

It is worthwhile to compare these conditions with the definition of WW-efficiency of
an estimator given in Sect.4; an estimator I1 for the model (M, &) is said to be
Weefficient when it satisfies Vo € M, Il € U(p, &), which is equivalent to the
unbiasedness Vo € M, E,(IT) = &(p), and

VpeM, tr(W,V,(I1)) = min tr (W,V,(I1)). J1in
el (p,£)

Since f, in I1, = (7, f,,) depends on p, (J10) does not mean the existence of a WV-

efficient estimator. On the other hand, if we take f to be fy(k, y) = %ek as in (9.40),
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we obtain an unbiased estimator I1g = (7, fy), but its variance for a state p € M
does not achieve the minimun in (J11) except when fy = f,,i.e. £(p) = 0.

Appendix K Proof of Proposition 9.12

Suppose that an n-dimensional e-autoparallel qubit model (M, &) and a positive
weight W = [w;;] € R"*" are arbitrary given as in the statement of the proposition. We
assume the existence of a W-efficient estimator for (M, &) and derive a contradiction.

As noted in Example 9.9, we may assume without loss of generality that (9.36) holds
for any p € M;ie.,

VpeM, Viefl,....n}, &(p) = (0i), and L) =0; —&(p),

which implies (9.37); i.e., - ‘ _
gy =38ij — & (P)E’ (p). (K1)

Now, assume that an estimator Il = H(dé) for the model (M, &) is W-efficient.
Namely, we assume that

Vo e M, E,(IT) = &(p) and tr (WV,(I1)) = 1,(W),

which is expressed as

Vie{l,....n}, VpeM, (Ai> — £ (p) (K2)
P
and N ' '
Vpe M. 3w (BY) — Y wE (0 () =7, W), (K3)
i,j i,j
where

Al = /éfn(dé) and BY := /éiéfn(dé),

1 1
Letting {%; (p)} be the eigenvalues of G, > WG, *, we have
2
W) = (X VA@) =2 k) +2 Jure). (K
i i i<j

Since (K1) yields

D ki) =w WG =Y wi— Y wiE (0)E (p),

i,j

(K3) is expressed as

Voe M. (B),=tuW+2>  [r(p)r;(p). (K5)

i<j
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where

B = Zw,’jBij.
i,j

Consider the case n = 2 first. Then there exists a real constant ¢ for which the
model (M, &) is represented as (9.17) and (9.18) in the Bloch ball. In the present
situation, this means that

Vpe M, (03), = /1 - €I

Representing B as
3

B = bo-l—Zbk Ok (K6)
k=1

and noting that

r(p)ha(p) = det(WG, 1) = (det W)(1 — [[E(p) (1),
(KS5) is expressed as

2
Vp € M, bo+ Y biE (p) +bicy/1 — [E(p) |2

i=1

= W +2vdet W1 — (0|2,
which implies that
bo=tW, by =by =0, and bsc =2+/det W. (K7)
If ¢ = 0, the third condition of (K7) leads to a contradiction. So we assume ¢ # 0,

which yields
2+/det W
B=uw+ Y, (K8)
C

On the other hand, letting A’ be represented as
A =aj+ Za,’{ak,
k=1
the unbiasedness condition (K2) is expressed as
2
Vo e M, aj+ ) di&l (p)+aieV1— E()I? =& (p),
j=1

which implies that
ap =0, a} =8}, and a5 =0,
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or equivalently, _
Al =o;. (K9)

From the operator inequality
0= Y wy [@ - ahmh) @ -4 =5 - A
i,J

where oo
A= ZwijA’A] = ZwijUin =turW,
ij ij
we have
B>trW. (K10)

This contradicts with (K8).
Consider the case n = 3 next; i.e. M = S. Representing B as (K6), condition (K5)
is expressed as

3
VpeS, bo+ ) big'(p)=uW+2) Jhi(erp). (Kl
i=1

i<j

This implies that ), _ I® /Ai(p)Aj(p) is an affine function of the Stokes parameters
(& i) of p, which is clearly impossible. Hence, we arrive at a contradiction.
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