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Limitations that the geometry of the quantum set imposes on the task of self-testing. 
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Quantum correlation:



Derivation of LGI from operational assumptions
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This Allows an isometry 



Robustness analysis

Average fidelity with ideal measurements,
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Lower bound on the smallest possible value of fidelity given a particular amount of violation is 
given by minimising over all sets of measurements,



Conclusion

Certifying two outcome measurement employing violation of LGI.

Untrusted measurement devices acts on the input probe state prepared by the trusted 
experimenter. 

No entanglement and no dimensional restriction.

Robustness of the protocol allow for experimental realizability.
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