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Amplitude Estimation Algorithm on Noisy Quantum Device

Shumpei UNO

A, EEGT RS AR RO Y ¥ a2 — XD LT, BETa Y a— X KRELRTEHIEET > TS, AT
&, BUERESY (Bv T AARREST) FICSHATRER, BERNLREF 7 L3V XA TDH 3R FIRIEHEEED /7 A XKW

(Depolarizing noise) 12 1F 2 HREIC DWW Tk 3 5.

(F=U—=F): BFarvta—x 87713V XL, &EFIRIEHE, Depolarizing noise

1 FL®IC

BEFaybEa—23FEOarya—20RA%
A 2 AREEZ D EEKET AL THD, THET
KT - REBTANICRRZE DN ED ST E 7. FrcE TR
EHEE 7 LTV X4 (LT, QAE 201 5) [1-6] 135K
S [7-14], BREE [15-21) 72 ¥, IRIA VIG5
Hrf o7 LT XL LTHAZEDTWS.

INETHEEINTVEIET I LIV XLDEL
i, /A4 RofEw, BN LRETFa Y Y a—X L TH)
BT 2703V XLTHY, ifWFEROT 7 —ETIE
DIVET 3 V¥ a2 —& ETOMREIZIARE TR,
J A ZRMTICBT 2 703V X LOVEREFHEZ, &
Fa v a— XSG 7T DR 2 A
e, SHRLEEBMARED —DOTHI2LEZD
ns.

AT, 7 A4 ZRBTICB %5 QAE OHREICD
WTOEE S DRIIEDHIZE [22] M5 5. K,
ZOMEDERIZH %, Quantum Metrology D53
HTOD /A ZOWY I DFENH S % [23-32].
Quantum Metrology 128 2 RERNZEE LT,
BETREBOBECHDAENT AT X —XEHE
THMEMNET SN DB [33,34]. —fc, ETIRRE
(Probe) 23212 N HHEL, 22D Probe I
Xf U CTHNZICHRE L7z ECHEZATS &, HDiRE
BT XD, T X=X DHEEME (R TV HIRR
) 1%, Wik, 1/V/N 2 (Standard Quantum
Limit, SQL ¥ 721352 shot noise & FHENL2) DR

g f o2y YVa—va v FEFEavHL R 1E
+ (%)
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=1 Y IHES. —J5T, Quantum Metrology T
X, =& L7 N D Probe Z HET %, ¥
7213 1 2D Probe I LT N B O#IEZITSEHED
HiEZHWS Z 8T, (/4 XBRVWEEIZE)L/N
FERE D7 (Heisenberg Limit, HL & MEH 3) &
BB RHIBATNS. 24U, QAE 713 X
L [1-6] AL 72K (QAE T, s Lizidh
EHEE R B T O LR N e LT, #E
SERMFEIT 1/VN IR LT, IRIENEZFIAT2 2L
T, 1/N BEODIRE) TH D, (A6 DR EMEIERT
Hhd.

AFTIE Quantum Metrology & QAE 713
X LDELMEEFHAL, /4 XBETTD QAE O
WHERBEZFMST 2 e 2 HINE T 5. RO
BUTOEBDTHS. 7, 2HITBWT, HRA
ik £ LT, Quantum Metrology, fiiZ QAE (1 RHH
9% Quantum Frequency Estimation [33] @/ 4 X
KT TORKBILRERICOWTHARS, X, 5
LT/ 4 Xp31ZIE Depolarizing noise TE T /L
Lk 2 Z & [35] Z8#iA T, 3EHICBWT, QAE @
Depolarizing noise K%t T TOMREIZ DWW THENS.

2 Preliminaries on Quantum Metrology

AHITIX, Quantum Metrology D REREM 72 SHIE I
ODWTHHICEED S, £7, 2.1 HilcBWT, X5
A —REGTHHERET LD (Hl) 5 X — ZH#EE
WOWTHRSE., RICETIRED T X T4 XX
NTWVBRLEEI, T X=X EHEZLT S R FIREH
EHEICOWT 2.2 BBV TR S, XIiZ, 2.3 Hi
BT, Fx ¥ RAEERERIC O W TN, MR
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RRICHWT, #EERED HL 2R T2 X 7L
ERALAEZHNT 2. Z01&, 24 HilTBWT,
TR AR LEGEE, fifREICB W T
[F55 D MERE %2 7~ 3 hll D /57 (Coherence %z FIH L 7z
Sequential Strategy) Z#H/T L, &Iz, 2.5 filcH
WT, Sequential Strategy @ Depolarizing noise F
TOHEEREEICOWTIRRNT 5

728, REITIX, Quantum Metrology T X
TWVWAHRDS S, FiZ, QAE TEHEEE L5 L EAbD
NBIFREIZOVWT DA EZRN S, KD FEM & HGR
X HER & O BE M I DWW T, Metrology (B3 %
Review (il 213, [36-40] %) 2. L7z, AR TIZ,
iD=, HET 297 X —ZH 1 DDOHEITD
WTDHBNRE. 28T X —XORTFHEICHET 2
W (B3 [41-43]) 13, AREO 2 3 — T DML
95.
2.1 Classical Estimation Theory

FE R \HEZ A S FESRZER X 3, RFND ST X —
X 0 % GUHEE T (HREEBE) f () 12665
95, ZOMRERIIHN LT, N BOMI T2
TV, N HORIERER & = (21, 29,...,25) DED
Nl L7 X, 0 2HET 2MEZE RS, Th
SORER R, SRR I N2 0 OHEER 0(7) IR
(E= SIS

0 =Ex(9)
_ / daydes - dry fo(e1) fo(2) -+ folan)0(@)
(2.1)
iz U, 2OMRETANEATDH 258120, 77

HV(6) 1&, LT @ Cramér Rao FERZ 7T
EAHIBRTWS.

1
NFa(fo)
2T, Fa(fe) &, UTFTERINE 74 v ¥ ¥ —
R TH 2

o) / 1 dfo(x)\”
Cl [ f@ 90

B dn fg(X) 2

— i [( )

ZIZT, Ex IZHELEETIL fo(r) DFTD 2 XT3
WIRHEZ RS

—fiz, X (2.2) ® Cramér-Rao FEAX D TRRIE

Z NS 5 MRHEE & 2 MR 2 (REEE V. L

V(0) > (2.2)

-
—

(2.3)
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L, Cramér-Rao NEFERD R, RIHEEEIC X
D, WA (N — oo) ICFERTRETH 5 Z e HIHN
TW3 [44]. BAHEERE, FHUHE 21,20, ..., 28 %
FWT, IMIC X DHEEME Oy, ZRD B HIETH 5.

N
O (1, ..., xN) = arg Bmafog(wi) (2.4)
=1
PIFTid, T 2 CEHAL S HHEERRO R F DA

RIZOWTHHICHN T 5.

2.2 Quantum State Estimation Theory
HEEPRGR O B FADHMLYER e LT, MERE

TN fo(x) DD DIZ, BEEHET pg HHE—F

A =R OITEoTRESTLATVWAIIRREE Z

5. ZOt%E pp % NHOMMTICHELLET
REEITH LT, (EE D POVM HI7E % 17\ 0 7E 55 R
T = (r1,29. -+ ,xn) BEONIR, § ONMEHER

6 1cn LT, U FO&ET Cramér-Rao REX D
VDT e BHIBRTYS [45-47).

V() > ——

TN L (2.5)

Fq(pe) = tr (poLs(pe)?) - (2.6)

Z I T, Ls(pg) 1& Symmetric Logarithmic Deriva-
tive(SLD) eI TH D, U FEHL$T LI — T
HAT L TEDLNS

:;¥UmLsumy+LSUMNM) (2.7)

Po 5
Z 2T, overdot &, 287 X —& 0 ICBHT 2 Mm %+
3. —f&kic, & Cramér-Rao D FEFERD TR %l
NSRS % & 5 72 adaptive 72l IS S TFAE S
B EHEIET S L AHISNTED [49), 3¢ (2.5)
DY 2RI, iz POVM JIE % #AZEE I
ERT SRS, 2T, Fo(pe) &, N i
MR TH 2720, K (2.5) 05, S IZ, HEEEE
X0 (f) HE, R POVM BIE %5 - 72 &
LThH, HL DR 7 — V) ¥ ZEERT 2 Z LIdHRA
W [23).

QLD LN EHWERET 74 vy —HHREBOER LD S
M, 185 X — XHEEDIBEITIE, SLD 23D X A FiaA
VY REEZZZEIHLENTWS [46,48]



BIREEDHIMIREE L LT, pp = [) (o] ERE
N2HEWTE, BF 7 1 v >y —THREOXK (2.6)
EULTF o &S icfiiifbxns.

Fq([e) (Yol) =4 <<¢0 ‘ ¢0> - ’<¢9 ‘ ¢9>’2)
(2.8)

— /T, BEEREDEH A I, —HBBIC
¥, SLD(Ls(pg)) MU BETF 7 4 v ¥y —1EHE

(Fo(pe)) &, pp OEIEMEZ p; KTEERZ v
i)} eFELLT 5L,

Lsm) = Y. B 1i0) i0)
{ilpi70}
2(pi — pj) | . - .
" 2B Pi) iy (100) | 0)) (1)
{iajp§7j7éo} Pi+Ps
)i (0)°
Folpe)= Y. °
{1,;&0} pi(0)
)2 .
DI COIFON

{i,jlpi+p;#0}
(2.9)

cRITZeHHEKZ [36). X (29) EHVWTET
74 vy —lEREZFHET 20123 pp DEEE
DEPRBEL D, HEMEFEZETT 200
W Z e 2V, 20k, ZL DHEEIE, BT
74 v ¥y —HElREOEICK (2.9) IHVWHSRT,
AMDERE (B 213 purification-base) Z i > TatHE
Iha bW [24,50].

ZIT, BF74 vy —IHREBORICHEELRMNE
% 3 RAa 9 % [51]. 1 S HIEHFRM (Monotonicity)
ThHs. BF74v>r—TEREEFIAATXA-X0L
M7 AEE D CPTP A% A Wk LT, BUT oBf%RA
Tl 3.

Fq(pe) > Fo(A(ps))
CHURHEE T 285 X — ZICIRAfR ) 4 R D,
HHRIFEMLR2nwZ e Z2RLTWA. 2 FEIE, M
(Convexitiy) TH 5. BEEHET p, po, p1 WXL T,
p=ppo+ (L —p)p1,(p €[0,1]) B IO &, &
F7 4 v ¥y —HREFZUT OBFRR 7.

Fo(p) < pFg(po) + (1 —p)Fq(p1). (2.11)

REOWEIINEE (Additivity) TH 5. B TIRE
M2 ODEEHAT p R o DEFEIRETEITZ &

(2.10)
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1 Quantum State Estimation DFRED A X —
Y. ZIZTAREED TPCP Ei%, {E,} IR
?D POVM #ERFZKT.

=2, BT 7 4 v ¥ v —EWREIEDUT O BfRA Z
=5,

Folp®0) = Folp) + Fo(o). (2.12)

Monotonicity & T* Additivity 225, 287 X — &)
HOAFh TV R REZEBHEL, (EEOHEZ
Lok LTh (K12MHK), &F Cramér-Rao 7%
N (2.5) ZHWVS &, #IEZIT SQL 2w, HL
T A ZIFHRRWZ e b s, LT T,
Quantum Metrology 250 5R &3 2% £ 512, TPCP &
[ (F 0 ¥ 3oL, B1E) 1985 X — X DDA F T
WBEEEHE Z, ZOHEIE HL ZE#EK S % ATREME
BhHsrZerkH5.
2.3 Quantum Channel Estimation Theory

2T, MEREE LT, 8T X =% 0 5 TPCP
B Ao X DREOT 5N TWBHAEL, § ZHEE
TR EZ S (K2). DUF, RZ)s T, TPCP
B Ag %, KIMIGU T, F ¥ Y RILVEFRER. F ¥
Y ANANDANIREEZ pip, = [Yin) (Vin] EFT 5 &, 0
OHEEREIZX, BT 7 4 v ¥ ¥ —EHE Fo(Ao(pin))
ZHWT, &F Cramér-Rao A5 (2.5) iIck h
vy ERENG. BFIREICHLT, B—DF v %
NEERHEB 2 LR, Fy o274 9> v —
THEMEZ, F v ¥ 30 U TR AJTIREE R O
POVM HIEZEALZDDE LT, LTD XS ITER
N5,

ZIT, BF 74y ¥ry—lHlEoMmE (X (2.11))
&b, AR L TCEMPRED A% E 2 Uk
JEARY

XiZ. N o TPCP B Ay %, %z, ML
Ko X5 RN E2EZS. 20 N HD

(2.13)
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Pin ©— Ag {Ex}

K2 H—F v INHEEDREDA X—. H#E
TBE87 X —% 013 TPCP B A 1CHDIAE N
TW5.

(VRS

K3 NFyvrprlfEEDT/EDL X =

TPCP GITH 3 2 A1k Z (o)) , HI1IkeE
py = AZN (Jol) (Wl )Z?%Z(.&JV?V/
FINVETT 4y ¥y —THRBEIUTTERINS.

fKA?N)==ﬁg§Fb(A?N(MMX>@%X))(214
CDF ¥ YAINT 4 v v—IERED, N2 IZHhl§
%lﬁﬂ: HL, N 2t 3 2 & 2i12id SQL & 72 5. #i

U, AJREE Y LT, N OB R [ =
yzpm>®N EEZTEECE, R (2.14) & F (AZY) =
NF(Ag) ¥ SQL &7 %7, W EOREEEIC B
T HL 23ERT 272012, MoshrDHETZ VXY
INERHT 2R0EDN DB bbb

PIZIX Ag & LT2=X VR T Uy = exp (i0H)
#2523 % (Quantum Frequency Estima-
tion Problem). & T, H ZEEHIOAR NIV =
TYTHBET D, O, BRIANIN =T VDI
BIE No, A1 (SRS T 2 EHIREE | M), [A1) ZHWVT

Ao)® +\)\1>®N
= 2.1
[in) = % (2.15)
EANREETHZ0T, BF7 4 v ¥y —1HHRER
Fo (|o™) (w™]) = N2 (A1 = Ao)® (2.16)

Y, HL 2K T 2 Z e AJHEL 72 5. FHC, 20D

RIS E I BT, [Ao), [\) oftb b, BAEE
{8 & e/ NEF IS S 2 EHIREE | Nas) [ Amin)
Zfis 2T, X (216)1F, FromL 749 v—
HREL 22 (BRF 74 v ¥y —HlREIRKHEL L
%) ZrdHHNTVS [26].

[Yin) & Ug— Ug— *+ — Ug]

4 Sequential Estimation DBED A X —

CD&I7%, 2=RVERTOHAIE, Fv ¥
AT 4y Ty —EREZGICEHRET 2 et
BRNEHTH 20, — D TPCP EARIZH L Tl
EHEFTEZITOORBKNERZ N2V, 2Dk,
Metrology D73 TIE, Fr > 2V 7 4 vy —1F
MBRZEEFET20TRELS, Fr 2L T4y

—[HiRED FRZMZ 2 HENFERELTWS. X
ZHZBDE LTI, BlZL
[25, 52], Quantum Simulation [25, 52](=Channel
Programmabiligy [23]), Channel Extension [25,50]
EnEITFons.

2.4 Sequential Strategy

HIffiClE, =& 7 %ffi5 Z & T, Probe D
NIZHRLT, SQL 22 3 27—V > (HL) %
MTE258055 %2Rz, =T A DU
LE#Z 2R M eEZGEE, =2 7zl
3T, Sequential IZ Ag ZHNF 725G (K 4) ITH A
DR —1 v 72 #ERTE S [27,33].

Bz X, wif e Fs, BEoBEm NI v =7
Y HZHWE2=2VHET Uy = exp (iH) D
0 ZH#ET % ME (Quantum Frequency Estima-
tion Problem) & 2 3. Z DR, |[1in) = (JAo) +
IA))/V2 ZRIHIRREY LT, Uy % N EfEFI X ¥
FIREE |NV) = (V200 |\g) + VMO |N)) /V2 D
7 4 vy —TEWRE,

Fo (|o™) (")) =

THY, 23 HITRLIEZ YRV VR WEE
(Parallel Strategy) O (2.16) & —E L T, HL %
ENT 5.

Sequential Starategy 1%, T=% 1) —HEFDHE
DAficd, 2= VEBETF AR ) A X 2HE 2T

H121X, Parallel Strategy & —8 32 Z L 2315
NTW5 [27,29]. —/T, Zothd /) 4 XD %%
E121X, Parallel & Sequential Strategy YRS B HE
EREZRITHERD D, Hl X, —f&I2iX, Parallel
Strategy DF D3/ 4 XD D %) £\ 5 Conjecture
M5 [29]. 7272 L, ancilla % fil X 7z Sequential
Strategy (X, Parallel Strategy Z#Z % Z & & fifiad
INTEY, HEBHINSHEI TR TV S 78D
—5TH 3 [29,31,32] %, ARTE A EERL

¥, Classical Simulation

N2 (M — No)? (2.17)



720,

BB, RIZCHES X512, QAE 1, Frequency Es-
timation Problem @ Sequential Strategy ®—ff &
H2ZEDARETH 5.

2.5  Effect of Depolarizing Noise on Channel Esti-
mation Theory

Z 2T, BRI 2 4 XEF L2 LT, Depolar-
izing noise 12 & D, Sequential Strategy 73 ¥ DFEE
DEEEZT 5 DPIOWTRT. 2.3 Bk 2.4 fi
kRIS, BEFIOBE NI N =7 > H 2 w2
=X VEBET Uy = exp (i0H) O 0 ZHEE T 5 [ME
EZ5BHIZE$5. £/, Depolarizing noise ¥ LT
%, =R VB Uy ZATOHIT, RT A=K 012K
7L\ & 57 pure noise 230005 X5 RET NV
ERD

po = Do (pin)

I (2.18)

=p%mﬁ@+ﬂ—ph5

T, pld/ A RXRDRKREZIZRHOTZ 37 X =%
(0 2PN T2 T X — &), d 1Z2FRD Hilbert 22
DRIL, 1y 1& d ZITOHBAATHTH D, 2D/ 4 XE
TOUTI, 2= VAW Uy % n BEH X B 72%0K
REIX

Iq

Pon = PnU(?Png +(1-p")=

; (2.19)

&5,
DR, (2.19) DIREEIZH LT, (2.7) TEFRI N
% SLD #HE T3,

n

2p
at(1=3)p
ThEzbh3 [53,54]. C
20T My ERT.
BlZEANIAL =T U, 2 ODFEEGIRE
[Ao), | A1) WRLT, H = [X) (No| — A1) (M| &
BT 5. ZOFR BT 74 vy —lERE
(2.6) X, WIHAIREEDS 2 DD EHIREEOEEERED
HIREE (B 21, (|Ao) + A1) /V2) DRFICLIT DK
Wz 5.

Ls(po.n) = (2.20)

Po

SN

Z T overdot X, /87 X —

4n2p2n
=R VEET Uy OSCH LIEEZIRA P eEZ S
¥, 74 vy —EREOB A TRER Uy OFEOH
LIEEL (1 HOSH L TRARD 7 4 v & v —IElE

Folpon) = (2.21)
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2RoND X7 MEE) EFn=-2/InpTHYH, 2D
KD 7 4 v v —ERBEDMEIX 16/(e2In’p) TH 3.

LB & D, QAE DIFEAND / £ D58 % ittt
T 5 7o DI E T Quantum Metrology D FARHIH
ZHIN U7z, DUTTlE, AENC K DN L-HHE H
W T, Depolarizing noise R Ti2B1F %5 QAE O
JE 7% B U 7o RS 2 RS

3  Quantum Amplitude Estimation under
Depolarizing Noise

Z DFiTI, Hiffi TRz Quantum Metrology @
HEZIEH L, QAE @ Depolarize noise IR FT®D
PHREK OBEFD QAE IZHART A R T I2HBW»
T (HMT7 4 v ¥y —[EREOBIRDS) XD EWE
BEZ R AR OWTHNT 5 [22].

2 FIRIEHE (QAE) OMEREILITOE B D
TH5.

Problem 1 (Quantum Amplitude Estimation)
Inputs:

° Xgood - [N - 2n] ZL\‘B%K%%I/E}\%%%_Z)
O, UT 27T X5k ny MITERT
HHAET ADFES % LIRET 5.

A0),, = cos(0) [¢o),, +sin(0) [¢1),, (3.1)

Z :—_VC\‘, (9, ’¢0> s |¢1> Oil;{—F%??ﬁfzj‘

1 )
o) = > ali) (3:2)
cos 0
nggood
1 )
) == > ali) (33)
sin 6
jeXgood
Z \aj\stinzﬁ,OSQSg (3.4)

jeXgood

o UUTZi/ATEIOBn+1y MIEHT 51
T Uy BIFAET 2L T 5.

Ug [¢1) = [t1)
3.5
Uy [tho) = —[tbo) (35)
Output: sin?(0) OHEEE
COMBREICEBWT, Fig Al0), =

ﬁ Z;y:_ol 17) DHEE Quantum Counting [55] 12
MY 5 2. k) Ev7ArnEoE#RILE LTO

No.1
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R IR S 2 FIEE R [7-10] T, [¢o), [¢1)
DOn bty NEHMEBZNZN 0,1 THHIREICHY
T5. QAE OMBEREICBWTIE, A3 AT o
PR LE M ZaxbeLThAY Y T 5. K
(3.1) DIREER 2 D F FHIM L 7288121, sin?(0) @
HEBAED O(1/VM) BETH2DITH LT, QAE
TN XLEMHEHTE 8T, #EEREN O(1/M)
BEWCR 2 ZePHILATVS [1-7).

QAE 73V X LDEAKRICH 2D DI, X (3.1)
DIRFEITHT LT, HET

G = AU, AUy,

(3.6)
(3.7)

PEH T2 2T, IREEIEZITO >0V T
H5

P = G"A|0),
= cos ((2k + 1)0) |tho),, + sin ((2k + 1)8) |11),,
(3.8)

X (3.8) &, HETF G 2 [¢o), KT [¢1), TRHN
BHER T ZERNC BT 2 HEHEAFTH L I e 2R LT
W3, TRDB, [tho), RO |¢1), TRONZHERS2E
fH Hy 12BWTIE,

G|y, = exp(—2i0H)

7=(0 )

r&RIND. ZHUE, Metrology 1281 %, Quantum
Frequency Estimation Problem(H % BEHIDH R
INb=7 e Lk ofERE) & QAE 2FE TM
TH5ZrxERELTWAS. Quantum Frequency
Estimation Problem (23T, Sequential Strategy
ZHWTHL Z#ER T2 ANKEE LT, HOD
EAREBOELEDEIRENKETH 2 [27). B
NINP=T7r HOBEEREBEUTO XSRS
ns.

(3.9)

_ |w0>n +1 |w1>n

Vi), =
! V2

p_y = ok = ElY1), (3.10)
! V2

COHEETERT L, (3.1) DIREEIZ, 2 DOEHIRED
FHERGDBRETDH L Zdbh5;

e i), +e P Y),

A0y, = "

(3.11)

34

AW LEEE M =2k+12£TE, (38) D
BT 74 v ¥y —lEHHRREE, 2.8) 26U TOLSIC
AtEENS.

Fo(pf) = 4(2k + 1) = 4M? (3.12)

—HT, tEBEETOMEEIT-> 546Dl
7 4 vy —TEREL,

Fa(pf) = 40 (3.13)

rRINDE, HFHT 4 vy —ERELET T4 v
x—HREN BT EZIe05, QAE XBWT,
7 A DTN AT, FHREEED, &b RVlllE s
ED—2oTHbZrZRLTWS. L EICED, QAE
TN XLIZBIT B 0 DHEERZED, A DN-UH L
B4 M X LT, O(1/M) £ HLEEEDO R 7r—1 »
%3 T 3, Sequential Strategy B2 F v
YANT 4 vy —[EREOBAPOHEBET LI L
HIHIKS.

(3.8) LIFEZ 2 IRIEWEIEHE FOIEV T & LT,
DTobornEZLNS.

Q =UyA'U; A (3.14)

COHET Q b, HD 2 KLV He N EHLEE
TTHEIeMNEZHEIrDONS. [0), 1FTD 2
RICZEBDEED 1 DTH 5. |0), IKERXRTS2DH S
—DODHIEE, @), = 55 (ATU;A + cos26) |0),
rRITEIZE, TORKICBNT QX

Qlw, = exp(—2i0H)
= 0 —2
H:(i 0)

LEERYE, KRR (0), 1, Q & kEWEH LK
R

(3.15)

pit = QF|0),, = cos(2k0) |0),, + sin(2k0) |¢),,

(3.16)
b, %72, QD2 ODFEEIRAEX
0),, +i]9)
04 = =
¢Z (3.17)
‘¢_> _ |O>n —1 |¢>n
" V2

Thh, FIHAIKE |0), X, HERKEOFHEHERLED
BIRETHZZbhrd. O, BFROEHHM



74 vy —lFREEIZNZAUTO LS ICEHRE X
nas.

Fo(p2) = 4(2k)? = 40

Fa(pg) = AM?
INH0RIF, GERAVEGEORTROEHT 1+ v
¥ x —IHRE (3.12) RO (3.13) &, M KEFEHEHI—K
LTW2. 2%h, AOMUHLEFEZaX b2 LT
VA58, G250 Q 25 »IictErED 2=
BN LT B,

R A ZRMTRBITS G & QEHAWILIE
DEIOWTIHEK TS, A ZEHXE3HBICUTFD
& 572 Depolarization noise D, 232175 £ 5 7%/
A RXETNEEZD.

(3.18)

I
Dm»=m+u—m§, (3.19)
ZIZT, pldMEROEETH, pld /4 AOBS &2 FK
FTEHID T X —& 1, 1% d RITOHAATH], d = 2"

En by FROEANRIL N EEORTTHS.
Py = (DyG)*(pa)
_ p2k+1kaA(GT)k + (1 _ p2k+1)
ey = (DrQ)*(po)
I
:p2kap0(QT>k + (1 _ka)Ed
ZZT, pa=A|0) (0] AT, po =10) (0| TH 2. ZD
7 A RET VORI TIZEBWT, FHHEEEETHlE %
TokBEDOEHMT 4 vy —HREIUTOLS
WRDHNS.
FCl(pg,p)
= 4AM?p*M sin® (M) cos® (M6)
1
(pM cos?(M0) + 7|Xg§°d‘ (1-— pM)>
1
(pM sin2(M0) + 7d_|)if°°d| (1 —pM)) (
FCl(kaJ))
= 4M?p*M sin? (M) cos® (M6)
1
8 (pM cos?(MO) + (1 — pM))
1
* M sin® (06) + L1 pM))
T 2T, [ Xgood| EERE Xgood DTTOMEBTH 2. %
2, k DRH DT A DIFRH LES (G 1 LTk
M =2k+1, QL TIE M = 2k) ZHW/.

Iq

4 (3.20)

X

X

3.21)
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AFTEVH—F&TY/BP—X £k Vol.1  No.1

5 I (3.21) TEFK XN % Depolarizing noise
KR TCBI 2 HIT 1 v > v —1HRE Fi1(pf )
¥ Fly(pf,) OEE 2T, #ER 0 = 0.1,
Ey Min =10, /{25 X—%& p=0.999,
BOTLDMEE | Xgooa| = £ & L7z, Hililix A OIF
OH U, #itlid 1 B0 A OO LH72D O
74y ¥y —lElEERT.

BT 74y ¥y —IEWMEZ 25 S AL T,
MUTFDXoTRkRDENS.

2,2M
i G ) = 4M*p
a\Pk,p g+(1_g)pM
d d (3.22)
4M2 2M
Fy(pQ P
Cl(pkp)

LR P

ZORD B, G ERAVEHEIL, | Xyood| D50 72
X dICIEWEEIR T, By M n 23K E WIS
HHT s vy —ERENET 7 4 v ¥ —EHE
WEL 2B Zebds. —HT, Q ZHWEGEI
X, M ZEYNENR, n BREWIERTEHLY 1 v
Yy —lHHRECET 74 v ¥y —HEWRELT —HIE
5 EHBHKD. [Xgood| D30 F7213 d 6 Ho7HEN
TV, FICEy FMn DRKREVWERIKIEGE QD
ZIEF TR D (K5 22R). Z0ERDOERKNR
HAr LT, Q25858100 REDO—200GHE
BEKDO—DDHEIE |0), THE7, BlHlickbd /
A REEEHBANT S EPAEETHSL—HT,GD
TER S 2 BIRIE (| X gooa| 23 1 7213 d — 1 BISFTI)
BROGAEREEOERNAEDLDEIRETH L2720, /4 X
DEFBHA LIS VWEEZOND. 4B, (3.22) I
BVWCT, G QDEF7 4 vy —IFHRED M K
R —T 5 Z L IXBARTIERL, ZTheD7 4 v
¥y —IHRBEIFHEE T A THOWEROFIEICET
BERADT 4 vy —lHREZGZ TV [22].
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4 Fo

Eod X512, QAE ¥ Quantum Metrology O
Sequential Strategy 23 —DMETH 5 Z & 2R
L7z, ZOR—MZMATZIEICED, ThET,
Quantum Metrology @ Sequential Strategy (23
TITObNTET ) 4 XD BITEE T 2 iR (Bl 2
X [29,40] %) ZIRHTZ 20]eEMEDH 5. £/, 28
FHOIRNEHEIEEHE 7120 LT, Depolarizing noise T
TOYRIBHEERZ L BES 2 7 4 v > v —HlE%
FHii L, BEF OS5 (GQ) ICHANTIRETFIE (Q) £ H
WBIEIDRRWEEZRT I 2R LT,
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