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Max&mattv entangled pair
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Maximattv entangled pair
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Arbitrary tripartite
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We need ko fix the reference frame!
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Correlations with tomographically complete set of
measurements ol a partially entangled state
characterise the unknown measurement completely
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Measuremenlt Llenmma

McKague 2013; Chen, Mancinska, Vol¢i¢c 2024

Correlations with tomographically complete set of
measurements ol a partially entangled state
characterise the unknown measurement completely

1f B = ao, + fo, + yo,
the self-test will

reveal ik as
ao,® 1+ po, @ 1 +}/0y®T

With 1" Hermitian we
i;m&erpre% ik as
measurement
observable on a flag,

indicating whether we
have B or B*
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ben ques FLowns

® Robuskhess works i a Pedes&rmm way: is there a
general theorem ensuring robusbness?

® Is there a state which cannot be robustly self-tested?
© Can we make number of measurements constant?

¢ What happemec& wikh qudi&s?



