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We introduce a hierarchy of tests satisfied by any probability distribution P that represents the
quantum correlations generated in prepare-and-measure (P&M) quantum chain-shaped networks,
assuming only the inner-product information of the non-orthogonal quantum states. The P&M
quantum chain-shaped networks involve multiple measurement parties, each measurement party
potentially having multiple sequential receivers. Specifically, we adapt the original NPA-hierarchy
by incorporating a finite number of linear and positive semi-definite constraints to characterize
the quantum correlations in P&M quantum chain-shaped networks. These constraints in each hi-
erarchy are derived from sequential measurement operators and the inner-product matrix of the
non-orthogonal quantum states. We apply the adapted NPA-hierarchy to tackle some quantum
information tasks, including sequential quantum random access codes (QRACs) and randomness
certification. First, we derive the optimal trade-off between the two sequential receivers in the
2 → 1 sequential QRACs. Furthermore, we have investigated semi-device-independent randomness
certification in the double violation region of 2 → 1 sequential QRACs. Second, considering the
presence of eavesdropper (Eve) in actual communication, we show how much global and local ran-
domness can be certified using the optimal trade-off of 2 → 1 sequential QRACs. Additionally, we
quantify the amount of local and global randomness that can be certified from the complete prob-
abilities generated by the two sequential receivers. We conclude that utilizing the complete set of
probabilities certifies more local and global randomness than relying solely on the optimal trade-off
relationship.

I. INTRODUCTION

The correlations generated in quantum systems ex-
hibit nonclassical behavior, offering unique advantages
over data obtained from classical sources. Over the past
decades, physicists have devoted their efforts to studying
quantum correlations generated by various quantum re-
sources, such as entanglement [1], steering [2], nonlocality
[3, 4], and contextuality [5]. These distinct quantum cor-
relations constitute the fundamental building blocks of
quantum theory. Additionally, optimizing over the entire
set of quantum correlations has revealed some intriguing
applications, such as quantum randomness certification
[6, 7] and quantum random access codes (QRACs) [8].
Quantum correlations are at the core of quantum infor-
mation science. Consequently, characterizing the set of
correlations that arise from the quantum systems is an
important problem in quantum information theory.

The direct strategy to characterize quantum corre-
lations is searching over all quantum states and mea-
surements, which is clearly infeasible. Currently, the
best-known method to tackle this problem is the NPA-
hierarchy, which characterizes the set of quantum corre-
lations in the standard Bell scenario through a sequence
of increasingly tighter outer approximations, each for-
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mulated as a semi-definite program (SDP) [9, 10]. With
the advancement of quantum technology, causal quan-
tum networks [11] going beyond the standard Bell sce-
nario have been developed. Subsequently, more complex
quantum communication networks have attracted much
attention, such as star-shaped quantum networks [12–15],
tree-shaped quantum networks [16, 17] and chain-shaped
quantum networks [18, 19]. The research in Ref. [20]
adapted the NPA-hierarchy to bound the set of quantum
correlations in causal quantum networks by imposing re-
laxations of factorization constraints in a form compat-
ible with semi-definite programming. Besides the Bell
scenario, prepare-and-measure (P&M) is another com-
mon scenario in quantum information processing. The
study in Ref. [21] generalized the original NPA-hierarchy
proposed in Refs. [9, 10] to the P&M quantum network
scenario involving multiple measurement parties. The
adaptation of original NPA-hierarchy has taken into ac-
count that the prepared state is not fixed.

Sequential measurement [22] have advantages in some
quantum information tasks. For example, using se-
quences of measurements can overcome the limitation
on the amount of randomness in the standard Bell sce-
nario [23, 24]. A number of works have indicated that se-
quential scenarios allow more receivers to simultaneously
exhibit distinct quantum correlations [25–29], thereby
implying potential applications in quantum networks.
Bowles et al. effectively adapted the original NPA-
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hierarchy by incorporating finite linear constraints to
characterize the quantum correlations generated in the
sequential Bell scenario [30]. These constraints are de-
rived from the properties of sequential measurements.
Sequential measurements also can be applied in prepare-
and-measure (P&M) quantum scenarios [31]. In practical
communication, quantum devices face challenges such as
noise and potential third-party interference, which can be
attributed to an eavesdropper, Eve [32–34]. In sequen-
tial P&M quantum scenarios, if there is an eavesdropper
Eve, the prepared quantum states can be seen as trans-
mitted to two measurement parties through a quantum
broadcast channel. We extend our consideration to more
general scenarios, namely P&M quantum chain-shaped
networks. These networks consist of an arbitrary number
of measurement parties, each of which may have multiple
sequential receivers.

In this paper, we concrete on characterizing the quan-
tum correlations in P&M quantum chain-shaped net-
works. The sequential measurements in this scenario
are conducted on a varying prepared state |ψz⟩ deter-
mined by the classical input z rather than a fixed state
|ψ⟩. The states in {|ψz⟩}nz=1 are non-orthogonal. These
varying and non-orthogonal quantum states are indistin-
guishable. The inner-product information of these non-
orthogonal states plays a crucial role in certifying the
security of quantum protocols and quantum key distri-
bution [35–37]. To characterize the quantum correlations
in P&M quantum chain-shaped networks, we adapt the
original NPA-hierarchy by augmenting it with a finite
number of linear constraints. Specifically, we introduce
a sequence of necessary conditions for the quantum cor-
relations set, assuming only the inner-product informa-
tion of the non-orthogonal quantum states. Each of our
conditions amounts to verifying the existence of a posi-
tive semi-definite matrix that must satisfy certain linear
constraints arising from the inner-products of quantum
states and the properties of sequential measurement op-
erators. If one of our conditions is not satisfied, we can
immediately conclude that the given correlation is not
quantum.

To demonstrate the feasibility and efficacy of our
method, We then apply our hierarchy to several problems
in quantum information. First, we apply our method
to derive the optimal trade-off of the two sequential re-
ceivers in 2 → 1 sequential QRACs, replicating the re-
sults from Ref. [31]. Furthermore, we investigate ran-
domness certification based on the double violation re-
gion of 2 → 1 sequential QRACs. Our approach relaxes
the dimension assumptions compared to the standard
semi-device-independent (SDI) randomness certification
using 2 → 1 QRACs [38], requiring only knowledge of the
states’ inner-product information. Second, in the pres-
ence of an eavesdropper (Eve), we consider how much
global and local randomness can be certified using the
optimal trade-off of 2 → 1 QRACs. If Eve knows the
complete observed probability distribution Pobs, we also
establish the relationship between the amount of certified

(a) The one measurement party P&M quantum chain-shaped
network

(b) The two measurement party P&M quantum chain-shaped
network

FIG. 1. (a). The P&M quantum chain-shaped scenario in-
volves one measurement party with sequential receivers. A
classical random source z is encoded into a quantum sys-
tem |ψz⟩ and distributed to Bob1. After Bob1 have per-
formed his randomly selected measurement, he pass the post-
measurement state to subsequent receivers who repeat this
process. (b). The P&M quantum chain-shaped network
scenario involves two measurement parties with sequential
receivers. The prepared state |ψz⟩ is converted into |ϕz⟩
through the quantum broadcast channel. The dimension of
|ψz⟩ may vary, but the inner-product information of all pre-
pared states remains unchanged. Then, Alice1 and Bob1 re-
ceive the state |ϕz⟩ for measurement. They respectively pass
the post-measurement state to Alice2 and Bob2 who repeat
this process.

randomness and the measurement sharpness parameter
η of the first sequential receiver. We conclude that the
full set of probabilities certifies more randomness than
relying solely on the optimal trade-off relationship.

II. THE P&M QUANTUM CHAIN-SHAPED
NETWORKS

The sequential P&M quantum scenario can be viewed
as a simple P&M quantum chain-shaped network with
only one measurement party with sequential receivers,
as illustrated in Fig. 1(a). A classical random source z
is encoded into a quantum system |ψz⟩ and distributed
to Bob1 for measurement via a quantum channel. The
encoding states in {|ψz⟩}nz=1 are non-orthogonal. Then,
Bob1 passes the post-measurement state to subsequent
sequential receivers. If there are multiple measurement
parties in the P&M quantum chain-shaped network, the
prepared quantum states will be transmitted to them
through a quantum broadcast channel. We will focus our
discussion on a quantum chain-shaped network limited
to two measurement parties with sequential receivers, as
illustrated in Fig. 1(b). Our analysis can be straightfor-
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wardly extended to more general networks involving an
arbitrary number of measurement parties with sequential
receivers.

A classical random source z ∈ {1, 2, ..., n} is encoded
into a quantum state |ψz⟩. The encoding states in
{|ψz⟩}nz=1 are non-orthogonal. Subsequently, one of the n
predefined states |ψz⟩nz=1, denoted as |ψz⟩, is converted
into |ϕz⟩ after being transmitted through the quantum
broadcast channel, and then |ϕz⟩ is distributed to Alice1
and Bob1. For this type of transmission, adopting the pu-
rification picture as described in Ref. [39], we may see the
state transformation is described by unitary evolution.
Specifically, by working in a higher-dimensional Hilbert
space, the isometric evolution takes |ψz⟩ to some pure
output state |ϕz⟩. After the transmission, the dimension
and other properties of |ψz⟩ may change. However, the
initial information about the inner-product ⟨ψz|ψz′⟩ =
λzz′ is preserved in the transformed states |ϕz⟩. After
Alice1 and Bob1 have performed their randomly selected
measurements and recorded the outcomes, they respec-
tively pass the post-measurement state to Alice2 and
Bob2 who repeat this process.
Suppose there are m sequential receivers at Alice’s

party, a quantum state |ϕz⟩ of arbitrary dimension un-
dergoes a sequence of m measurements with inputs xi
and outcomes ai. The first measurement outcome and
its corresponding post-measurement state are character-
ized by sets of Kraus operators {Ka1,µ1

x1
}. Here, the index

µ1 indicates that there may be multiple Kraus operators
associated with a single measurement outcome a1. For
infinite dimensional systems, the (sub-normalized) post-
measurement state obtained after obtaining outcome a1
takes the form:

|ϕz⟩a1|x1
=

∫
µ1

dµ1K
a1,µ1
x1

|ϕz⟩, (1)

where
∑

a1

∫
dµ1K

a1,µ1
x1

†Ka1,µ1
x1

= I. Continuing this
process for the entire sequence with inputs x =
(x1, x2, · · · , xm) and outputs a = (a1, a2, · · · , am), we
denote the sequential measurements:

Aa
x =

∫
...

∫
dµ1...dµmK

a1,µ1
x1

†Ka2,µ2
x2

†

...Kam,µm
xm

†Kam,µm
xm

...Ka2,µ2
x2

Ka1,µ1
x1

, (2)∑
ai

∫
dµiK

ai,µi
xi

†Kai,µi
xi

= IA,∀i.

For the sake of description, we also assume that there
are m sequential receivers at Bob’s side. We denote the
sequential inputs and outputs by y = (y1, y2, · · · , ym)
and b = (b1, b2, · · · , bm), respectively. The sequential
measurement Bb

y has a similar structure to Aa
x. Then,

using the quantum Born rule, we have that the probabil-
ity of observing outcomes a,b given sequential measure-
ments x,y and {|ϕz⟩}nz=1 is

p(a,b|x,y, z) = ⟨ϕz|Aa
xB

b
y |ϕz⟩, (3)

where Aa
x and Bb

y follow the sequential structure in Eq.
(2). We define a set of quantum correlations that gen-
erated by the P&M chain-shaped networks assuming the
inner-product matrix λ is Q(λ)SEQ. A given set of cor-
relations p(a,b|x,y, z) belongs to Q(λ)SEQ if and only
if it can be realised as Eq. (3), with the measurement
operators satisfying the following properties [30]:

(i) Aa
xA

a′

x = δa,a′Aa
x, ∀x,a,a′,

(ii)
∑

ak+1,··· ,am

Aa
x −Aa

x′ = 0, ∀a1, a2, · · · , ak,∀x,x′,

s.t. xi = x′i, (i ≤ k),

1 ≤ k ≤ m− 1,

(iii) Aa
xA

a′

x′ = 0, ∀x,x′,∀a,a′,
s.t. xi = x′i, (i ≤ k),

(a1, · · · , ak) ̸= (a′1, · · · , a′k),
1 ≤ k ≤ m,

(iv) [Aa
x, B

b
y ] = 0, (4)

and similarly (i)-(iii) for Bb
y . Properties (i) and (iii)

can be deduced from the construction of the sequential
measurements. Property (ii) represents the one-way no-
signaling conditions because the measurement operators
that define the first k measurements must be indepen-
dent of the last m− k inputs, as these occur later in the
sequence. Property (iv) implies that the sequential mea-
surements on Alice and Bob’s side commute with each
other since the measurement parties are independent of
each other.

III. THE NPA-HIERACHY FOR P&M
CHAIN-SHAPED NETWORKS

The problem that we aim to tackle is the following:
Given an arbitrary probability distribution P and an n×
nmatrix λ, do there exist some quantum states {|ϕz⟩}nz=1

and measurements Aa
x, B

b
y , such that p(a,b|x,y, z) =

⟨ϕz|Aa
xB

b
y |ϕz⟩? The inner-product of the states satisfies

⟨ϕz|ϕz′⟩ = λzz′ , z, z′ ∈ {1, 2, · · · , n}. The measurements
Aa

x and Bb
y satisfy the properties in Eq. (4).

The NPA-hierarchy can efficiently characterize the set
of quantum correlations for any P&M quantum chain-
shaped network, assuming only the inner-product matrix
λ. Let Sk = {S1

k, S
2
k, ..., S

l
k} be a set of l operators in

level k, where each element Si
k is the identity operator

or a linear combination of products of Aa
x and Bb

y . More
precisely, we define a sequence of hierarchical sets:

S1 = {I} ∪a,x {Aa
x} ∪b,y {Bb

y},

Sk+1 = Sk ∪i,j {Si
kS

j
1}. (5)

Then define G to be an nl × nl block matrix

G =

n∑
z,z′=1

Gzz′
⊗ |ez⟩⟨ez′ |, (6)
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where Gzz′

(i,j) = ⟨ϕz|Si
k
†
Sj
k|ϕz′⟩,∀i, j ∈ {1, 2, ..., l},∀z, z′ ∈

{1, 2, ..., n}. By construction, the matrix G is Hermi-
tian and positive semi-definite. Furthermore, the proper-
ties of sequential measurement operators and the inner-
product constraints ⟨ϕz|ϕz′⟩ = λzz′ translate to linear
conditions on the entries of G:

(i) G satisfies a lot of linear constraints that arise from
measurements properties. For instance, the orthog-
onality and the normalization of sequential mea-
surement operators lead to ⟨ϕz|Aa

xA
a′

x |ϕz′⟩ = 0,
for a ̸= a′,∀x, and the commutativity of Alice’s
and Bob’s operators implies ⟨ϕz|[Aa

x, B
b
y ]|ϕz′⟩ =

0. These constraints can be represented as

tr[Gzz′
Mk] = 0 and tr[Gzz′

MSEQ
k ] = 0 with ap-

propriately chosen fixed matrices Mk and MSEQ
k .

(ii) G includes elements that directly correspond to the
joint probabilities. Specifically, p(a,b|x,y, z) =
⟨ϕz|Aa

xB
b
y |ϕz⟩. We write these constraints as

tr[GzzFk] = P zz , where Fk are fixed matrices and
P zz denotes the corresponding joint probabilities.

(iii) By setting S
(1)
k = I, ∀k, we have Gzz′

(1,1) = λzz′ .

If the given correlations P ∈ Q(λ)SEQ, there exist
some quantum states and sequential measurements lead-
ing to P , along with a corresponding matrix G that satis-
fies the above conditions. We outline a crucial necessary
condition for membership of P ∈ Q(λ)SEQ as follows. If
we define the operator sets as Sk, then the set of cor-
relations that satisfy the positive solution in the NPA-
hierarchy (level k) are denoted as Qk(λ)

SEQ.
NPA-hierarchy (level k):

Find G

subject to: G ≥ 0, G+ = G,Gzz′

(1,1) = λzz′ ,

tr[Gzz′
Mk] = 0,

tr[Gzz′
MSEQ

k ] = 0,

tr[GzzFk] = P zz. (7)

The problem is characterized by linear and positive
semi-definite constraints, making it suitable for formula-
tion as a SDP feasibility problem. The computational
complexity of the solution depends on the size of the ma-
trix G. Since this test represents a necessary condition
for membership in Q(λ)SEQ, it implies that Q(λ)SEQ is a
subset of Qk(λ)

SEQ. Consequently, we derive a sequence
of SDPs, each providing a relaxation towards determin-
ing membership in Q(λ)SEQ.

Given that the properties in Eq. (4) characterize pre-
cisely the set of sequential measurement operators and
establish linear constraints, methods similar to those in
Ref. [? ] can be employed to demonstrate conver-
gence of the hierarchy. As the sets Sk satisfying Sk ⊆
Sk+1, this corresponds to a sequence of block matrix,
G1, G2, . . ., with increasing size and constraints. The

FIG. 2. The P&M quantum chain-shaped network involves
one measurement party with two sequential receivers. The
state |ϕz⟩ is distributed to Bob1. He has performed his ran-
domly selected measurement y1 and recorded the outcome b1.
The post-measurement state is relayed to Bob2, who has the
input y2 and the output b2.

growing hierarchy offers a progressively tighter approx-
imation of the quantum set: Q(λ)SEQ ⊆ Qk(λ)

SEQ ⊆
Qk−1(λ)

SEQ · · · . It converges to the quantum correla-
tion sets, i.e lim

k→∞
Qk(λ)

SEQ = Q(λ)SEQ. One can ex-

tract some quantum states and sequential measurement
operators from the moment matrix G∞ corresponding to
the asymptotic level of the hierarchy.

IV. THE APPLICATIONS

The method described above can effectively quantify
the performance of information processing tasks in P&M
quantum chain-shaped networks. For illustration, we
provide four concrete applications in two simple P&M
quantum chain-shaped networks.

A. one measurement party P&M quantum
chain-shaped network

1. The optimal trade-off of 2 → 1 sequential QRACs

In the first, our method is employed to derive the
optimal trade-off of 2 → 1 sequential QRACs in nu-
merical results. QRACs are the key tools in quan-
tum information theory, particularly in studying infor-
mation capacity and the encoding efficiency of quantum
states. QRACs are used to encode classical bit strings
into quantum states, enabling the recovery of the origi-
nal bit strings with a certain probability in subsequent
processes [8, 40]. The Ref. [31] introduced sequen-
tial QRACs beyond standard P&M scenarios, thereby
enhancing access to quantum system information for a
larger number of receivers. We will introduce the sce-
nario that refers to the 2 → 1 sequential QRACs (see
Fig. 2). The P&M quantum chain-shaped network in-
volves one measurement party with two sequential re-
ceivers. According the uniformly random four-valued in-
put z = (z0, z1) ∈ {0, 1}2, the two random bits z0z1 are
encoded into a quantum state |ϕz⟩. We assume nothing
about these states, except that the inner-product matrix
λ of the code states {|ϕ00⟩, |ϕ01⟩, |ϕ10⟩, |ϕ11⟩} is fixed to
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that of {|0⟩, |+⟩, |−⟩, |1⟩}.

λ =


1 1√

2
1√
2

0
1√
2

1 0 − 1√
2

1√
2

0 1 1√
2

0 − 1√
2

1√
2

1

 . (8)

Then one of the code states is sent to two sequential
Bob for selective decoding. Bob1 and Bob2 have the in-
puts y1, y2 ∈ {0, 1} and the outputs b1, b2 ∈ {0, 1} re-
spectively. The sequential measurement operators are
labeled by Bb1b2

y1y2
. Their goal is to guess the input bit

that is associated with the position bit. For example, if
Bob1 receives the input y1 = 0, he has to guess the value
of z0. The winning probabilities are defined as in Ref.
[31]:

P (b1 = zy1
) =

1

8

∑
b1=zy1

p(b1|y1, z0z1),

P (b2 = zy2) =
1

16

∑
b2=zy2

p(b2|y2, z0z1). (9)

In the classical sequential random access codes, a large
value of P (b1 = zy1

) constitutes no obstacle for also find-
ing a large value of P (b2 = zy2

). There is no trade-off be-
tween P (b1 = zy1

) and P (b2 = zy2
). The set of classically

attainable correlations is 0.5 ≤ (P (b1 = zy1
), P (b2 =

zy2
)) ≤ 0.75. It was shown that an optimal QRAC for

qubits exceeds the classical bound, which is 0.8536 [41].
In a quantum model, Bob1’s measurement disturbs the
initial state, and therefore Bob2’s ability to access the
desired information depends on Bob1’s preceding mea-
surement. We consider what is Bob2’s optimal guessing
probability given that Bob1’s guessing probability is set
to some fixed value τ ∈ [0.5, 0.8536]. More specifically,
we consider the following optimization problem:

maximize: P (b2 = zy2),

subject to: P (b1 = zy1
) = τ,

⟨ϕz|ϕz′⟩ = λzz′ ,∀z, z′,
P (b1b2|y1y2, z) ∈ Q(λ)SEQ. (10)

Using the above NPA-hierarchy, we firstly take the set
of operators S1, which contains all operators of the se-
quential receivers. In practice, we will use another set of
operators S′

1 with fewer elements. Every operator in the
set S1 can be written as a linear combination of opera-
tors in another set S′

1. Therefore, the constraints derived
from S′

1 are at least as restrictive as those derived from
S1. According to the fact of the four vary source |ϕz⟩,
we can partition any feasible solution G to the SDP into
4 × 4 blocks {Gzz′} , each having size 11 × 11.

S1 = {I,B00
00 , B

01
00 , B

10
00 , B

11
00 , B

00
01 , B

01
01 , B

10
01 , B

11
01 ,

B00
10 , B

01
10 , B

10
10 , B

11
10 , B

00
11 , B

01
11 , B

10
11 , B

11
11},

S′
1 = {I,B00

00 , B
10
00 , B

00
01 , B

01
01 , B

10
01 , B

00
10 , B

10
10 , B

00
11 ,

B01
11 , B

10
11}. (11)

FIG. 3. The optimal trade-off of QRACs(Bob1, Bob2) is gen-
erated using the NPA-hierachy for the P&M chain-shaped
networks.

The optimal trade-off between the pair of
QRACs(Bob1, Bob2) corresponds to P (b2 = zy2

) =
1
8 (4 +

√
2 +

√
16P (b1 = zy1

)− 16P (b1 = zy1
)2 − 2 [31].

Using the modified NPA-hierarchy, we are able to
reproduce the result (see Fig. 3). The optimal trade-off
is represented by the solid black line. The red region
enclosed by the black dashed line represents the area
where both guessing probabilities are within the classical
bound. The light blue region indicates the area where
quantum implementation is possible, while the dark blue
region shows where the success guessing probabilities
of Bob1 and Bob2 simultaneously violate the classical
bound of 0.75.

2. The semi-device-independent randomness certification in
the double violation region of the 2 → 1 sequential QRACs

Random numbers are crucial in information technol-
ogy, particularly in information security. Many cryp-
tographic protocols rely on random numbers to prevent
attackers from predicting outcomes. According the un-
certainty principle of quantum mechanics, the quantum
mechanics can be used to generated the true random
numbers. Certifying that a given set of random num-
bers is genuinely random is not a trivial task. We must
certify that the quantum device really performs the way
it is supposed to. The NPA-hierarchy serves as a criti-
cal tool for determining whether correlated probabilities
originate from the quantum device, thus playing a crucial
role in certifying genuine randomness.
The SDI randomness certification in the P&M scenario

has been studied in many previous researches [38, 42–46].
Our approach relaxes the assumptions in the standard
SDI randomness certification using the 2 → 1 QRACs
approach [38], which fixes the system dimensions. In the
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aforementioned 2 → 1 sequential QRACs, we can observe
a jpg blue shaded region (see Fig. 4(a)), which represents
the area where both Bob1’s and Bob2’s guessing proba-
bilities exceed the classical bound 0.75. We can speculate
that in this region, both sequential receivers will be able
to certify randomness. We formulate an optimization
problem to determine the amount of randomness, rely-
ing solely on the inner product information of the states.

(a) The double-violation region.

(b) The min-entropy bounds.

FIG. 4. (a). The double-violation region (b). The min-
entropy bounds H∞(b1|y1), H∞(b2|y2) and H∞(b1, b2|y1, y2)
in SDI randomness certification using 2 → 1 sequential
QRACs using the 1+AB level of the NPA-hierarchy.

The winning probability of the first participant serve as
the determinant for certifying the randomness of the two
sequential participants. We quantify the randomness of
the measurement outcomes b1 and b2 conditioned on the
input values y1, y2, and z by the following min-entropy

function:

H∞(b1|y1) = − log2 max
z,y1,b1

p(b1|y1, z),

H∞(b2|y2) = − log2 max
z,y2,b2

p(b2|y2, z),

H∞(b1b2|y1y2) = − log2 max
z,y1,y2,b1,b2

p(b1b2|y1y2, z). (12)

More precisely, for a fixed success probability of Bob1,
the min-entropy function H∞(b1|y1) is obtained by solv-
ing the following optimization problem:

minimize: H∞(b1|y1),
subject to: P (b1 = zy1

) = τ, τ ∈ [0.75, 0.8218],

⟨ϕz|ϕz′⟩ = λzz′ ,∀z, z′,
P (b2|y2, z) > 0.75. (13)

To quantify the local randomness generated by Bob2,
we simply convert the objective function in the optimiza-
tion problem into the min-entropy H∞(b2|y2). Similarly,
by modifying the objective function to H∞(b1b2|y1y2),
we can quantify the global randomness of the two se-
quential receivers. The relationship among H∞(b1|y1),
H∞(b2|y2), H∞(b1b2|y1y2) and P (b1 = zy1

) in SDI ran-
domness certification using 2 → 1 sequential QRACs is
illustrated in Fig. 4(b). The amounts of local and global
randomness remain zero until Bob1’s guessing probability
exceeds 0.79, after which they begin to increase gradually.
Our objective is to establish the lower bound of random-
ness across the entire double violation region. Conse-
quently, the guessing probabilities of the two sequential
receivers may not conform to the optimal trade-off rela-
tionship.

B. two measurement party P&M quantum
chain-shaped network

In practice, quantum devices encounter challenges such
as the potential eavesdropper (Eve), necessitating the au-
thentication of the generated random numbers. Eve, who
has knowledge of the devices, may know the choice of
state and measurements. We use the two measurement
party P&M quantum chain-shaped network as an exam-
ple (see Fig. 5). Here, one of the parties is the eavesdrop-
per Eve, whose goal is to guess the outcomes generated
by the two sequential receivers in another measurement
party. The randomness is quantified by the min-entropy
of Eve’s guessing probabilities, and upper bounds on the
guessing probabilities can be computed using the NPA-
hierarchy for the P&M chain-shaped networks.

The global guessing probability for the sequential
Bob’s input y given a probability P (b|y, z) is the best
probability that Eve could guess b given y = y∗ and
z = z∗ while simultaneously reproducing P (b|y, z) when
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FIG. 5. The P&M quantum chain-shaped network involves
two measurement parties. One of the parties is the eavesdrop-
per Eve and her goal is to predict the outcomes b1b2 generated
by the two sequential receivers in another measurement party.

marginalizing over her output e.

G(y, z) = max
pBE

|b|∑
e=b

pBE(b, e|y, x, z),

subject to : P (b|y, z) =
∑
e

pBE(b, e|y, x, z),

pBE(b, e|y, x, z) ∈ Q(λ)SEQ. (14)

Eve has the input x and the output e ∈ [1, ...|b|], where
|b| represents the size of sequential Bob’s outcomes. The
second constraint represents that pBE has a P&M chain-
shaped network quantum realization satisfying the gram
matrix λ of the states. That is,

pBE =
〈
ϕz|Bb

y ⊗ Ee
x|ϕz

〉
, ⟨ϕz|ϕz′⟩ = λzz′ . (15)

The global randomness for the two sequential receivers
can be quantified by the min-entropy − log2G(y, z).
Similarly, we can change the objective function to calcu-
late the local randomness of Bob1 and Bob2. Likewise,
the constraints in the optimization problem need to be
revised to address individual Bob rather than sequential
Bobs.

1. Randomness Certification Based on the Optimal
Trade-off of 2→1 Sequential QRACs

In the context of randomness certification based on
2→1 sequential random access codes, we did not factor
in the presence of Eve. If there is an adversary Eve as
shown in Fig. 5, what amount of local and global ran-
domness can be certified? To better capture the quantum
characteristics, we can constrain the guessing probabil-
ities of Bob1 and Bob2 to satisfy the optimal trade-off
relationship, rather than solving across the double viola-

FIG. 6. The P&M quantum chain-shaped network involves
two measurement parties. One of the parties is the eavesdrop-
per Eve and her goal is to predict the outcomes b1b2 generated
by the two sequential receivers in another measurement party.

tion quantum region. That is:

G(y, z) = max
pBE

|b|∑
e=b

pBE(b, e|y, x, z),

subject to : P (b1 = zy1
) = τ, τ ∈ [0.5, 0.8536],

P (b2 = zy2
) =

1

8
(4 +

√
2+√

16P (b1 = zy1)− 16P (b1 = zy1)
2 − 2,∑

e

pBE(b, e|y, x, z) = p(b, |y, z),∀y, z.

(16)

Since we are based on the optimal trade-off of 2→1 se-
quential QRACs, each measurement choice for Bob1 and
Bob2 results in two outcomes, thus there are four possi-
ble joint outcomes b1b2. Eve’s goal is to guess the joint
outcome b1b2. We assume that Eve has a single input
and four outputs. We use Bob1’s guessing probability
as the variable, and Bob2’s guessing probability is opti-
mized. The last constraint represents the sum of Eve’s
outcomes is equal to the joint probability in the scenario
without Eve. To obtain the local randomness that can
be certified by Bob1 and Bob2, we can assume that Eve
produces two outcomes. In the optimization problem Eq.
(16), the objective function also needs to be changed to
the local guessing probability. The local and global ran-
domness obtained using the NPA method are shown in
the Fig. 6.
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2. Randomness Certification Based on Complete Probability

In the previous section, we certified randomness based
on the optimal trade-off of 2→1 sequential QRACs,
where the guessing probabilities align with dimension
witness inequality [38]. However, researches have shown
that full probability values contain more information
than a single inequality. The Ref. [47] utilized complete
measurement statistics for optimal device-independent
randomness evaluation. Our goal is to bound the amount
of randomness that can be certified from an observed
complete probability distribution Pobs in the presence of
an eavesdropper. The probability distribution Pobs gen-
erated by two sequential receivers Bob1 and Bob2 in Fig.
5.

To generate the full observed correlations Pobs, we
have provided the specific quantum states and sequential
measurements in the following. One of the four states
{|0⟩, |+⟩, |−⟩, |1⟩} is randomly distributed to Bob1 via an
untrusted quantum network. Bob1 performs one of two
unsharp measurements, corresponding to ησx and ησz for
some sharpness parameter η ∈ [0, 1]. Then, Bob1 sends
his post measurement state to Bob2. For y2 = 0, 1, Bob2
performs a projective measurement of σx or σz. The
eavesdropper Eve performs measurement x to guess the
global output b1b2 or the local outcome b1, b2. The op-
timization problem for global randomness certification is
as follows:

G(y, z) = max
pBE

|b|∑
e=b

pBE(b, e|y, x, z),

subject to : Pobs(b|y, z) =
∑
e

pBE(b, e|y, x, z),

pBE(b, e|y, x, z) ∈ Q(λ)SEQ. (17)

The first constraint requires that the sum of Eve’s out-
comes matches the observed probability values. The sec-
ond constraint ensures that the probability distribution
produced by Eve and the sequential Bobs lies within the
quantum set. To determine the amount of local ran-
domness that can be certified, we simply need to revise
the objective function and the number of outcomes pro-
duced by Eve. Since Bob1’s sharpness measurement pa-
rameter influence the amount of information obtained
by both Bob1 and Bob2, we provide the relationship
between the sharpness parameter η and the certifiable
random bits. In Fig. 7 we present the min-entropy
− log2(G(y1y2

∗ = 00, z∗ = 1)), − log2(G(y1
∗ = 0, z∗ =

1)) and − log2(G(y2
∗ = 0, z∗ = 1)) obtained as functions

of the sharpness parameter η, using level 1 + AB of the
hierarchy.
From the Fig. 7, we can observe that the trend of

global or local randomness as a function of the weak mea-
surement parameters is consistent with that in Fig. 6.
However, we can see that the randomness certified under
full probabilities is greater than that certified under only

FIG. 7. The relationships between randomness of the two
sequential receivers and the sharpness parameter η. The state
|0⟩ is send to Bob1 to performs his unsharp measurement
y1 = 0. Then, Bob2 performs his measurement y2 = 0 on the
post measurement state. Eve performs her measurement x
and guesses the outcome b1b2 or the single outcome b1,b2.

sequential receivers’ guessing probabilities. This conclu-
sion is also consistent with the claim in Ref. [48] that
more randomness can be certified from complete mea-
surement statistics.

V. CONCLUSION

The approach introduced in this work provides a com-
prehensive toolbox for studying correlations generated in
P&M quantum chain-shaped networks, featuring sequen-
tial receivers at each measurement party. Assuming only
on the inner product information of the initial states, we
can derive a hierarchy of necessary conditions for the cor-
relations arising from P&M quantum chain-shaped net-
works. Each necessary condition amounts to verify the
existence of a positive semi-definite matrix G who satis-
fies the linear and positive semi-definite constraints de-
pends on the inner-product of quantum states and se-
quential measurement operators. Optimizing the entire
quantum correlation set has many practical applications,
one of which is the sequential QRACs. Using our ap-
proach, we derived the optimal trade-off between the suc-
cess probabilities of two sequential receivers in the 2 → 1
sequential QRACs. In principle, the optimal trade-off at-
tained by the NPA-hierarchy in low-level is not tight be-
cause the method only provides the necessary conditions
for determining whether given correlations are generated
in the P&M quantum chain-shaped networks. In the ap-
plication, we show that low-level approximations are al-
ready enough to achieve tight bounds. Furthermore, we
study the semi-device-independent randomness certifica-
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tion based on the 2 → 1 sequential QRACs. Finally, in
a two-party P&M chain-shaped network, one measure-
ment party is an eavesdropper Eve, and the other party
has two sequential receivers. Using the optimal trade-off
of 2 → 1 sequential QRACs, we demonstrate the local
and global randomness that can be certified using the
NPA-hierarchy. Given the complete set of probability
values generated by the two sequential receivers, we pro-
vide the relationship between the amount of randomness
and the unsharp measurement parameter η of the first
sequential receiver. We found that the complete set of
probability values allows for the certification of greater
local and global randomness compared to relying only on
the optimal trade-off relation.

Considering the advantages of quantum correlation
sets, it would be interesting to explore whether our tool-
box can be applied in contexts beyond those specifi-
cally discussed above in quantum information tasks. Ad-
ditionally, the time and memory requirements of the

NPA-hierarchy become prohibitive as the P&M quantum
chain-shaped network scales up. Machine learning meth-
ods can not only effectively characterize the quantum cor-
relations in quantum systems but also reduce resource
consumption [49, 50]. The method in Ref.[51] proves to
be more efficient than NPA-hierarchy methods, as it ex-
ploits a feedforward artificial neural network to optimize
the correlations compatible with arbitrary quantum net-
works. We could consider applying this method to the
P&M quantum chain-shaped network.
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