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TRANSLATION INVARIANT STATE AND ITS MEAN
ENTROPY-II

ANILESH MOHARI

Abstract

Let M = ®n€Z]\/[(")((C) be the two sided infinite tensor product C*-algebra of d dimensional
matrices M (") (C) = My(C) over the field of complex numbers C. Let w be a translation invariant
state of M. In a recent paper, we have proved that the mean entropy s(w) is a complete invariant
for certain classes of translation invariant state w of M. In this paper, we have developed a general
theory for dynamical entropy for an automorphism on an arbitrary C*- or von-Neumann algebras
based on repeated admissible measurement processes. In particular, we prove that dynamical
entropy h (6) for translation dynamics (M, 6, w) satisfies s(w) < hy(0) < 2s(w). In case w is an
infinite tensor product state of M then h, (0) = s(w).

1. Introduction

A measurement in classical dynamical systems gives a measurable partition § = (é})
of the configuration space ( probability measure space ) (M,B,u). For such a
partition ¢ = (¢;) of the configuration space, we can associate a family e, (E) =

w(ENE)
w(E)
by

(1) Q) = Zu &)np(&:)

of probability measures and check that the Shannon information defined

can be re-expressed as Ziu((i)S(ul, 1), where S(pi,p) = [ —”—ln -)dp is the
Kullbeck-Liebler divergence or relative entropy between two probablhty measures
i and p. In other words, H, (C ) can be interpreted as the average Kullbeck-Liebler
divergence of the possible final measures (p;) with respect to the initial probability
measure p. One of the important feature of the classical measurement is ‘the
invariance properties’ i.e. . u(éi)m = u, which reflects that a measurement on
and average does not disturb the classical system.

Given two such partitions or measurements é = (&), 7 = (1), we write éo 0=
(éz N 7;) as their joint measurements. One more feature in classical information
theory is the following sub-additive property i.e.

H,(C o) < Hu(O) + (i)

The above sub-additive property ensured existence for a notion for dynamical en-
tropy he(0,¢) for an automorphism 6 on M = L*(M, B, u) that preserves the
measure p and an invariance for the dynamics h,(0) defined by

ne
hu(0) = supphy (6, €),

1991 Mathematics Subject Classification. 46L.

Key words and phrases. Uniformly hyperfinite factors, Kolmogorov’s property, Mackey’s im-
primitivity system, CAR algebra, Quantum Spin Chain, Simple C* algebra, Tomita-Takesaki
theory, norm one projection .


http://arxiv.org/abs/math/0701186v3

2 ANILESH MOHARI

where sup is taken over all possible measurable partitions P of M. For further
details we refer to original work described in details in [Si] and [CFS].

In the quantum situation, we need to deal with a general von-Neumann sub-
algebra M of B(H) that need not be isomorphic to the commutative algebra
L>°(M, B, 1) and a normal state ¢ on M replacing the role played by the probabil-
ity measure p, where B(#) is the algebra of bounded operator acting on a Hilbert
space ‘H. For an automorphism € on M preserving normal state ¢, we desires to
introduce an invariance for (M, 6, ¢) as dynamical entropy hy(6) based on quantum
mechanical measurement processes [Ne],[OP].

A quantum measurement, according to von-Neumann [Ne], give rises to a spectral
resolution of identity operator i.e. a countable family of orthogonal projections
((; € M) such that o ¢; = I and the final possible normal states are ¢;(z)
Y (1&_) ¢(CiC;) with a probability distribution given by (6(¢;)). The major difficulties
with this family of measurements or partitions of unity are the following:

(a) for two such given partitions & ,7 of unity, there is no natural meaning for
jpint measurements or partition of 1_1n_ity unless two partitions mutually commutes
Giflj = 1;Gi-

(b) In a quantum situation, there are few projection valued measurements that
keep the state ¢ invariant i.e. the following equality may not hold: ", ¢(¢;)¢i(z) =
¢(x) Ve € M.

These motivate us to work beyond the framework of projection valued von-
Neumann measurements. By accepting the theme that a measurement is an ir-
reversible process in quantum situation, we consider a more general measurement
process given by a family of completely positive maps ¢ = (¢;) on M such that
¢ = >, ¢ is a unital map on M. Such a family ¢ = (_Q) of completely positive
maps will be referred as measurement or a partition of unity in M. For any two par-
titions ¢ and 7 of unity in M, we set partition ¢ on of unity in M by on = ({in;).
We say ¢ commutes with 7 if (;n; = 1;¢;. A partition of unity ¢ = (;) in M is
called projection valued measurement if (;(x) = é}x@ for all z € M for a family
é = (@) of orthogonal projections in M.

For (1), we adopt the quantum mechanical Kullbeck-Liebler ( Araki’s relative
entropy ) divergence of the average final state with the final possible state. In
other-words we define

oG

(2) Hy(¢) :Zﬂﬁ(@(l))s(maﬂﬁog)

For any two partitions ¢ and 7 of unity in M, we prove that

(3) Hy(C|no B) < Hy(¢In)
where
(4) Hy(Cln) = Hy(C on) — Hpoc(n)

The basic inequality (3) ensures an existence theorem of a dynamical entropy
hg(0,¢) defined by

(5) ho(0,€) = limity oo Ho(CIC )
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for any part1t1on = (¢ ) of umty and a ¢ preserving automorphism 6, where
o .

g(n) =07) 0 072(C) 6="(¢) and 6(¢) = 0¢O~'. Tt is also simple to check
that hg(0,¢) = h¢(1,9£) and 0 o ¢ = (0¢;) is also a partition of unity in M once
(¢i) is so. Thus the class of measurements is too large to destroy the characteristic
for a particular dynamics (¢). In mathematical term, we note that sup;cphe (0, ¢)
is independent of 6, if sup is taken over all possible partitions P of unity in M.
A partition ¢ = ((;) is called ¢-invariant for the state ¢ if ¢ o { = ¢. Note also
that supgepgh¢(9, ¢) is as well independent of ¢, if sup is taken over all possible

¢-invariant partitions Py of unity in M.

Thus we need to look at a smaller class of measurements. We say a partition or
measurement (¢;) in M is of zero mean entropy for (M, I,¢) if hg(I,¢) = 0. For
a partition (éz) of identity into orthogonal projections on H, we define partition
given by the family of completely positive maps ¢; by Ci(z) = Gals, Vo € M.
It is obvious that hg(I,¢) = 0 for such a partition ¢ = (¢;) of unity. However,
such a von-Neumann measurement in general need not be invariant for a normal
state ¢. Nevertheless the class of invariant admissible measurements are not small.
As an example, we may recall [Mo5] translation automorphism 6 on the two-sided
quantum spin chain M = ®keZM(§k)((C) with an invariant state w. Proposition 5.4
in [Mob5] says that there exists an automorphism « commuting with 6 such that
waEg = wa, where Eg is the trace preserving norm one projection on the maximal
abelian C*-sub-algebra D, = ®keZID)£k) (C) with Dék) (C) be the diagonal matrices
with respect to an orthonormal basis e = (e;) of C%. A natural partition of unity
in M can be described by n;(x) = m,(le;){e;)Eo(z)my(|ej)(e;]) for z € M. We
also note that (an;) is a w-invariant admissible partition of unity in M

A partition ¢ of unity in M is called von-Neumann for the automorphism 0
on M if the family {(6%((;)) : k € Z} of partitions are mutually commuting. One
important difference here, we are not demanding the family ({;) itself to be mutually
commuting. We finally say a measurement ¢ = ((;) is admissible for (M, 0, ¢) if ¢
is a von-Neumann measurement for (M, %, ¢) for some k > 1. In such a case we

define
(6) 1o(6,0) = sup o 6",

where sup is taken over all possible values for k for which ¢ is a von-Neumann

partitions in (M, 6% #). We also note that partition (n;) of m,(M)” described
above is admissible for the translation dynamics 6 on ,,(M)".

We define quantum dynamical entropy hg(6) by taking sup of he(6,¢) over all
admissible ¢-invariant measurements Py , i.e.

(7) ho(6) = supcer, , ho(0.0)

Thus he(0) is an invariance for the dynamics. A question that is central now: given
an automorphism 6 on a von-Neumann algebra M with a faithful normal invariant
state ¢, is there enough choices for ¢p—invariant #-admissible partition of unity in
M to characterise the dynamics (M, 6, ¢) for a given value of hy(6)? This problem
in the classical framework gave remarkable results [Orl] once restricted to certain
class of automorphisms [Or2].

In the last section, we consider the translation dynamics (M, #,w) and proved
that s(w) < h,(0) < 2s(w). In case w is an infinite tensor product state of M
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then h,(#) = s(w). As of now, we do not have a counter example to suggest
he(0) # s(w). We postpone dealing with other examples of translation invariant
states that arises in non-commutative quantum dynamics to a forth coming paper
[Mo2].

2. Araki’s relative entropy and quantum information:

Let M be a von-Neumann algebra and w be a faithful normal state. Without
loss of generality let also (M,w) be in the standard form (M, J,, Py, (,) [BrR]
where (,, € H, a cyclic and separating vector for M, so that w(z) =< {,,z{, >
and the closer of the closable operator SY : x(, — x*(,, S, possesses a polar
decomposition S, = JwAi,/ 2 with the self-dual positive cone P, as the closure
of {JuwJyxly, : © € M} in H. Tomita’s [BrR] theorem says that A MAZ® =
M, t € R and J,MJ, = M’, where M’ is the commutant of M. We define the
modular automorphism group ¢* = (¢, t € R) on M by

o¥(x) = Atz A"
Furthermore for any normal positive functional ¥ on M there exists a unique vector
Cyp € P, so that ¥(z) =< (y, 2(y >.
Following Araki [Ar,OP] we define the relative entropy S(t1, 12) for two normal

positive functionals 1,12 on M where 91(z) =< (y,,2Cyp, > and ¢a(z) =<
Cipa s TGy, > for some unique Cy,, Cy, € P. The closer of the closable operator

Sgwh 12y + 2 — SM(C):E*@,I, rEeM, M2 =0

defined on M¢y, + (I — 5™ (Cy,))H where sM(Cy,) is the projection from H to

M/ , S , possesses a polar decomposition S =J A2 8o
Y2 P2y Sy V2,91 P2,101 P apg 1hy
by definition, A, ,, = A,. The Araki’s relative entropy is defined by

S(a, 1) = { o (B 0, )Cca)s if 2 <<¥1

o0, otherwise

where 13 << 11 means that ¢o(z*x) = 0 implies ¢;(x*z) = 0 for x € M. We
recall in the following proposition few well-known properties of relative entropy.

PROPOSITION 2.1. The relative entropy of two positive functional satisfies the
following relations;
(a) S(pw, Ap) = pS(w, ¢) — pw(I)(logh — logp) for any p, A > 0;
(b) S(, 6) > w(I)(logeo(T) — logp(T))
(c) Jointly convex: S, ) is jointly convex, i.e. S(Ap1 + pwe, A1 + pgs) <
AS (1, 1) + 1S (W, d2), where p+ X =1,u,A > 0.
(d) Ullhamm’s monotonicity: For any Schwartz type positive unital normal map T
from M to N,

S(pa7,h17) < S(th2, 1)

(e) Lower semi-continuity: If lim, ooty = ¥ and lim,—copn = ¢ in weak™ topol-
ogy, then S(,¢) < lim inf, . S(¥n,dn). Moreover; if there exists a positive
number A satisfying ¥y, < Ay, then limy, 00 S (Vn, dn) = S, @).
(f) Donald’s identity: For any family of normal positive functional (¢;, i > 1) and
¢ we have

SW@+Zﬂ%m=Zﬂ%@

where Yy, 1y =1
(g) For two normal state 11,12, we have the the lower lower bound: ||y —s||?/2 <

S(w2,91).
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(h) Let Mg be a von-Neumann sub-algebra of M. Assume that there exists a faithful
normal norm one projection Eg from M onto Mq. If g and ¢ are normal states
of My and M respectively, then

(8) S(¢,tho 0 Eg) = S(¢| Mo, v0) + 5(¢, ¢ o Eo)
PROOF. We refer to the monograph [OP]. [ |

Let (2, F, 1) be a probability space. A classical dynamics (£2, 6, ) is a triplet,
where 6 : Q — 2 is bi-measurable one to one and onto map modulo a p-null set
and p100~! = 1 on measurable subsets of 2. This classical dynamics is equivalently
described by (Mo, 8, ¢,), where Mg = L*>°(Q, F,dp) and 6 : Mo — Mg be the
automorphism defined by 6(f) = f o 0 for all f € M, with normal invariant state
¢u(f) = [ fdp. A measurement in classical dynamics (€2, 6, i) gives a measurable
partition ¢ = (¢;) of the measure space (€2, B, i1). For such a measurable partition

¢ = (), we can associate a family of probability measures ¢, (E) = £ (szgg)

provided p(¢;) > 0 and check that Shannon information [Pa] defined by
Hu(¢) = =Y plG)lnu(G:)

can be re-expressed as

Hy,(¢) = ZU(Ci)S(Uiaﬂ)

where S(.,.) is the Kullbeck-Liebler relative entropy. In other words H,,(¢) can be
interpreted as the average Kullbeck-Liebler divergence of the final measures (14)
with respect to the initial measure pu. Given two such measurable partitions or
measurements ¢ = (¢;), n = (n;), we write (on = (¢; Nn;) as their joint mea-
surements. Thus two such measurements commute and the class of measurements
admits invariance property i.e.

Z p(Gi) i = s

which reflects the fact that a classical measurement does not disturb the system.
Furthermore, the classical information admits the following sub-additive property,
ie.

Hu(Con) < Hu(C) + Hyu(n)

A quantum dynamics is a triplet (M, 6, ¢), where M is a von-Neumann algebra
acting on a complex separable Hilbert space and 6 is a % automorphism with a
normal invariant state ¢ of M.

We fix any two von-Neumann algebras M and M. A family of completely positive
maps ( = (¢ : M — N) is called partition of unity for N if >~ G;(Im) = Iy,
where I and Iy are unit elements in M and N respectively. We also set unital
completely positive map ¢ = >, (; : M — N. So for any positive normal state ¢
on N as an input or initial state, ¢; = ¢(¢;(Inm)) Lo (; is the final or output state
on M with probability ¢(¢;(Inm)). We define quantum information associated with
a measurement ¢ with input state ¢ on N and out put state ¢¢ by

oG
= . - 2 o
9) Hy(¢) Z PGS (G 9 <)
where ((;) is a family of completely positive maps from M to A so that ( =3, (;
is a unital map from M to N.
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We consider the von-Neumann algebra M, = @zecM where each M, are

copies of the von-Neumann M and two states qﬁc Z #(Ci(a;)) and qbc( a) =

i€C
Zie( d(Ci(Im))P(¢(a;)). By rescaling and additivity property of relative entropy
we verify that

(10) Hy(¢) = S(0', 7).
and also
(11) Hy(C) = Hg(C) + H(<)

where HS(C) = Y0 —#(G () In((G: (Inn)) and HI(Q) = e S(#0 Gy d 0 €)

For any two partitions ¢ = (¢; : M — N) and = (1; : C — M), we set
partition Con = (¢n; :C =N i€ ¢, jEn).

PROPOSITION 2.2. For any partition ¢ = ((;) the map ¢ — Hy(C) is continuous.
Also the map ¢ — Hy(C) is continuous in weak™ topology. Furthermore for any two
partitions ¢ : M — N, n: C — M of unities in N and M respectively we have

(12) Hyoc(n) < Hy(Con)
and
(13) Hy(Con) < Hpoc(n) + He(C)

Furthermore, the map ¢ — H(C o ﬂ) HY, (n) is convex.

PRrOOF. First part is an easy consequence of joint continuity property (e) in
Proposition 2.1. We claim the following two inequalities:

- Z $(¢imi (I)In((Cims(Te)) < =Y (G (Ia)In($(Gi(Im)))
i€C
(14) - Z o(¢n;(Le))in(o(¢n;(Le)))
and
(15) > S(@Gn, a¢n) <D S(6¢n;, ¢¢n) + Y S(6G, ¢¢)
1€C,JEN Jjen 1€¢

For the first inequality (14), we note that both {¢(¢;n;(Ie)) : i € ¢, j € n} and
{6(&(Im)p(Cni(Ie)) 1 i € ¢, j € n} are probability measure on the index set ¢ x 1.
The inequality is nothing but the well known statement that relative entropy of
any two probability measure is always non-negative. For the second inequality we
first appeal to Donald’s identity to check that

(16) D S(@Gn;, 6¢n) =D S(dCn;, ¢n) + Y S(@Cimy, )
1€C,J€EN Jjen 1€C,J€EN

Now for each i € ¢ we check that }_ .. S(¢Gn;, ¢Cnj) = S(¢GE,, ¢CE,) where
E, : C, — M is the unital Schwartz type map defined by

i) = > _my(cy).
JEN
Thus by Ullhamm’s monotonicity we conclude the second inequality (15). By comb-
ing (14) and (15), we conclude the proof for (13). The convex property of the map
¢ — Hi(¢|n) = HI(C on) — Hi(n) follows by the convexity property of relative
entropy once we appeal to the identity (16). ]
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The following proposition is an useful generalization of Proposition 3.1.

PROPOSITION 2.3. For any three partitions ¢ : N — M, n:C =N, p:D —C
of unities:
(17) 0 < Hy(Conop)— Hpoc(noB) < Hy(Con) — Hyoc(n)

for any normal state ¢ on M.

PROOF. Essential steps are same as in Proposition 3.1. By Donald’s identity
and Ullhamm’s monotonicity we check that

> S(CmiBrCnB) — Y S(¢niBrdCnB) < Y S(¢Cimy, d¢n)

1€C,JENKEB JENKEP 1€C,JEN
=" S(¢¢n;. ¢¢ny)
Jen
Also by Jensen’s inequality we check that

T ¢ij6k<fp)ln%@ < Y oGy (1eymZle)
i€c,jenkep 77]/8]6( D) iec.ien ‘b@h( C)
|
In case M = N, such a family ¢ = ({;) will be referred as a measurement
in /\/l. For any two measurements E,n in M, we set measurement ¢ on in M
by (on = (¢ on;). Two measurements ¢ and 7 are called mutually commuting

1f ¢o Q = n o ¢, where equality as sets. In particular, in such a case we have

( on) = Hyoc. We also say a measurement ((;) is invariant for the state ¢ if
¢ o(=¢. Thus ( on is also ¢g-invariant if ¢ and 7 are so.

We have the following important observation:

PROPOSITION 2.4. Let ¢,n and [ be three ¢-invariant partitions of unity in M
such that either (on =mno( orno = Bon. Then

(18) Hy(ConoB) = Hy(neB) < Hy(Cop) — Ho(f)
PROOF. Both the situations are simple consequences of Proposition 2.3. [ ]
3. Dynamical Entropy for C* or W*-systems:

Now we aim to develop, a quantum mechanical analogue of dynamical entropy intro-
duced by Kolmogorov and Sinai [See e.g. Pa] based on von-Neumann measurement
process. We prove first a general existence theorem and discuss its analytical prop-
erties. We fix a von-Neumann algebra M and assume that it is in standard form.
We adopt the same notation of section 2 for measurements and channels assuming
that both input and output algebras M and A are same.

Let 0 be a *-automorphism on M and ¢ is a normal state, invariant for . For
a partition ¢ = (¢;) of unity in M and an automorphism 6 : M — M, we set
partition of unity (¢) = (6¢;6~") in M. Also note that § o { = (6¢;) is also a
partition of unity in M. The partitions 6(¢) and @ o ¢ are ¢-invariant if ¢ and 0 are
so. For each n > 1, we set partition of unity ¢ == 6"~ Y¢)ob"2(¢)o.....oC in
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Mand (= 071(¢) 0 07%(C)-. 007" FH(() 2 07"(C)- So {ny = 0"7H(¢) ©.0(¢) o ¢

is an unital map on M.

PROPOSITION 3.1. For a unital x-automorphism 6 on M with ¢ = ¢ o6

(19) Hy(¢) = Hy(6(C))

for any partition ¢, where 0(¢); = 0o (o 1.

PROOF. Since the relative entropy of any two normal states remain invariant i.e.
S(th1,12) = S(011071, 012071, by an automorphism, the equality is immediate.
|

PROPOSITION 3.2. For a countable partitions ¢ with Hg(¢) < oo,

exists, where g(_n) =071(¢)007%({)o..007"((). The map (¢,¢) — hg(0,¢) is upper
semi-continuous in each variables in the Bounded Weak topology.

PROOF. We set ag, () = Hy(0™()[6™ 1 (¢)o..0¢) = H¢(£|£(_n)) By Proposition
3.1 and Proposition 4.1 we check that 0 < ag n11(¢) < agn(¢) < Hy(C), thus the
limit,,— coa4,n exists. By Proposition 2.1 (e), the map (¢, () — a¢.,(¢) is continuous
in Arveson’s Bounded Weak topology [Pau]. Thus the last statement follows as the
liming function is the inf over continuous functions. [ ]

Since an(g) are monotonically decreasing, their limit h¢(9,§ ) is also same as
limity, oot 1 <pen @k (€). So if we interpret an(¢) as information gain in the nth
step, he(0,¢) is indeed the average information gained for large n. It is simple to
check that for a partition ¢,

he (0, Q) = he(I,80Q),

where I is the identity map on the von-Neumann algebra M and @ = (#). Thus in
case we intend to define dynamical entropy hy(0) of (M, 0, ¢) to be the supremum
over all the partitions, i.e. {¢ = ({; : 1 < i < d) then the value hg(I) will

be independent of 8. So hg(I) is an invariance for the von-Neumann algebra M
possibly with values infinite.

In case po ( = ¢,

(21) he(0,¢) = limitn_,OO%I—Lz,(H"_l(g) 0..0)

For any ¢-invariant partition of unity in M, the partition 6o ¢ is also a ¢-invariant
and so he(I) will be independent if sup is taken over all possible ¢-invariant parti-
tion and these non-negative numbers are invariance for the von-Neumann algebra
M. Tt also suggest that we need to reduce the class of measurements if we want to
extract information about a given automorphism 6 on M.

The major difficulties that we face while dealing with the class of partitions of
unity in the non-commutative framework are the following:

(a) For two given partitions ¢, 7 of unity in M arises from two measurements, there
is no natural meaning to joint measurements unless we have ¢ o = no ¢ as sets.
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(b) In quantum situation, a measurement ¢ need not keep the state ¢ invariant
in general though desirable in the theory of repeated measurement proposed by
von-Neumann [Ne].

PROPOSITION 3.3. Let ¢ = (¢;) and n
(22) Hy(Co ﬂ) Hy(¢ o)

= (n;) be two measurements in M. Then

PROOF. By the join convexity property of relative entropy:

Z o( an m(ﬁ(ﬂb N&)

> Z(b(é}(f)) ¢Cz( )¢Cm , Cn)

= Hy(Con)
n

A partition ¢ of unity in M is called von-Neumann measurement for (M, 0, o)
if the family {6%({) : k € Z} of partitions of unity in M are mutually commuting.
In particular, 6™ (Q and ¢ (n) Y€ mutually commuting for each n > 1. Note that

we are not demanding the family (¢;) itself to be commutative.

For any two ¢-invariant partitions ¢ and 7 of unity in M and an automorphism
6 on M, we set notation

Hy (¢ ) = Ho (071 (Q) 00" () 0...00(C) 0L 00" (1) 00" 2(1) 0. 00(11) 0 1)
—Hy (0" (1) 0 0" (m) 0 .. 0() 0 1)

PROPOSITION 3.4. For any two ¢-invariant von-Neumann measurements ¢ and

n for (M, 0, $) we have
2 Hy (G, l1,,)) = nHo(C]m)

PRrROOF. We use Proposition 2.3 to verify the following inequalities:
H¢> (g(n) |ﬂ(n))

= H¢(9"_1(£).. 0f0({)oCo 9"_1(@ o..00(n)

o

—Hy(0"2({) 0. 00(¢) 0 C 0 0"

1S
=
o
>
i
N
—~
I
~

+Hy(0"2(¢)0...00(¢) 000" (n)o..00(n) o) — Hs(0"~ (1) 00" (n)..00(n) o)

< Hy(0"71(g) 0 0" 72(Q)-. (§)0§|9”71(ﬂ))
+Hy(C )11, 1)
( by Proposition 2.3 since 6™~ () commutes with D ))

< Hy (0" 110" () + Ho(C,,_y)In, )
( by Proposition 2.3, where we used the commuting property of §"~! (¢) with g(nﬂ

Thus we conclude (23) by induction on n since Hg(6™(¢)[0™(n)) = Hy(¢|n) for all
n>1. [ |
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REMARK 3.5. In general inequality (23) is false even when M is abelian. We
will get back to this point with counter examples after proving our main result (
Theorem 3.11 ) of this section.

A partition n = (1;) of unity in M is called projection valued von-Neumann
measurement if n;(z) = f;xn;, where (7;) is a family of orthogonal projections in
M so that >, 7); = I. In such a case, nn; = n; for all ; € n, where n =3, n; and

n? = ni.e. 7 is a norm one projection from M with the fixed point von-Neumann
sub-algebra M, defined by M,, = {& € M : n(z) = z}. So the fixed point sub-
algebra M, contains the commutative von-Neumann sub-algebra M;; generated by

(1)

Let n be a projection valued partition of unity in M such that the family {0k (n) :
k € Z} of measurements are mutually commuting i.e. {0%(9) = (0%(n;)) : k €
Z, m; € n} is a commuting family of projections in M. Thus

Mio) = VeezMer ()

is a 0 invariant commutative von-Neumann sub-algebra of M and M) C {z €

M : (0% (x)) = 6%(x), Yk € Z}. A projection valued von-Neumann measurement
(n) for an automorphism 6 : M — M is called mazimal if

Moy = {z € M : (6" (x)) = 0" (2), Vk € Z}

The basic question that we need to address for a given dynamics (M, 0, ¢) how
efficiently we can approximate quantum information gained by repeated measure-
ments {¢ s k € Z} by projection valued von-Neumann measurements {7 ok ke

A

Let M be a von-Neumann algebra acting on a Hilbert space H and ¢ be a faithful
normal state ¢ of M. Let (H4,74,(s) be the GNS space of (M, ¢). So my(M) is a
von-Neumann algebra with a cyclic and separating vector (4 of unit length in the
GNS Hilbert space H,. We consider the algebraic tensor product M ® M and the

positive linear functional ¢ defined by extending linearly the following map

(24) 2@y — d(x®y) = (o, 2TpyTs)

The positive map ¢ has a unique linear extension to the norm closure M = M @ M
of M® M in B(H ® H) and it gives a state on C*-algebra M. Furthermore, for
a given completely positive map 7 : M — M, with ¢7 < ¢ and 7(I) < I, there
exists a unique completely positive map 7 on M such that

(25) (T2 TG, T(Y)Co) = (To7(2) T, YCo)

for all z,y € M, where 7(I) < I and ¢7 < ¢. In case 7 is a norm one projection
ie. 72 =7 and 7(I) = I then 7 = 7. For details we refer to [AC], Chapter 8 in
[OP] and [Mol].

So for a ¢-invariant measurement ¢ = ((;), each (; satisfies ¢¢; < ¢¢ = ¢ and
G(I) < ¢(I) = I. Thus ¢ = () is also a ¢-invariant measurement in M. Let
n= (ﬂj) be a projection valued measurement in M such that ¢n = ¢. Then 7 is a
¢-invariant norm one projection onto the fixed point algebra M, and n commutes
é

)

with the modular group ¢ = (of). Thus the family 7); of projections in M are

also (of)-invariant. In particular, we have n; = n; for all j.
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Furthermore, Ej; : M — My is a ¢ invariant norm one projection defined by

(26) Byle) = 3 0y,

PROPOSITION 3.6. Let 1 = (1;) be a ¢-invariant projection valued measurements
in M then for any ¢-invariant measurement ¢ = (Q) we have

(27) Hy(Con) — qu )InEq ( +Zs BCi| M., 9| M,,)

PrRoOOF. We compute as in Proposition 2.2 that
H{(¢on) — Hi(n)

=Y S(¢¢in;, ém;)

,J
(28) =" S(éCimm;, ¢mm;)
,J
(since n;n = n;)
(29) <> S(@Gm, én)

by monotonicity property of relative entropy. On the other hand, join convexity
and scaling property says for any finite family of normal states w; and ¢;, we have

(30) S(Z“’uZ@) SZS(wz‘,¢i)

and thus

H(¢ on) — H{(n)
Z (6Cin, ¢n)

= stgwn, $IM,,)

Thus we have the following equality:
(31) HY(Con) — Hn) =Y S(¢G:| My, 6| M,)

We also compute the following identities:
Hg(no ) — Hi(n)

= Z —d(n;G (1)) (n; Gi(I)) + d(n; (1)In(d(n; (I)
= Z ¢ o G(I)i) (i o Gi(I)iy) + ¢(i;)In((h;)

= Z S(1;¢] (D7) Ing (7 ¢ (1ig) + () in( (i)

_ ( )77J) UJCU( )
=2 o) g )



12 ANILESH MOHARI

72 GB4 (¢ (DIn(Ey [ (1))

(32) =D OBy (G (D]in(Eq[C] (1))
where we have used n; = ;.

We combine equalities given in (31) and (32) to complete the proof for equality
given in (27). [ |

Let the triplet (M, 8, ¢) be as in Proposition 3.2 and 7 be a ¢-invariant projection
valued partition of unity in M as in Proposition 3.6. Furthermore, let ¢ be possibly
an another faithful normal state on M such that ¢o0 = ¢o and ¢on = ¢o. Let Nj
be the maximal sub-algebra of M for which N

and Nj, is preserved by the modular automorphism (o ¢“) associated with ¢g on M.
That such a maximal von-Neumann algebra exists follows trivially once we verify
that o} 0(/\/l) = Mj for all ¢ € R. Since gbon = ¢ and 7 is a norm one projection,
n commutes with the modular group ( ) by a Theorem of M. Takasaki [Tal],
we verify that {o;°(7;)} = {z € M : n(z) = x} for each t € R. In fact we have
of“ (7;) = n; for all ¢ € R and n;. So by our construction, we have M; C Nj.

By the same theorem of M. Takasaki [Tal], there exists a ¢ invariant norm one
projection Ea;, onto Ny such that ¢oEr;, = ¢ on M.

Thus we can choose recursively maximal sub-algebras (Nﬁ( ,on > 1) of M

satisfying for each n > 1:
I !
A ; M N, CM; CM;
Mﬂ<n+1> mNﬂm Any ﬂ Ly = Mﬂ(n) - Mﬂ<n+1>

(34) M, (N, €M, |
and
O’fo(Nﬁ(n)) =N teR
such that
My €Ny
We have

Nﬁ(9)+ = v0§"<°°Nﬁ(n) M
and 0‘?0 (Nﬁ(9)+) = Nﬁ(9)+.

More generally, we can choose recursively (o ¢“) invariant maximal sub-algebras
./V'(m i —o00 < m <n < oo of M such that
,(n)
(WL) N (m) C M (m)
N(ny ﬂ UIes) A(ny
and

N(m) CN(m/)

) (n’)
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if m' <m <n <n/, where ﬂgnm)) =0"(n)o...00™(n) for —oo <m <n < oco. It is
evident that

Nﬁ(&) = v—oo<m§n<ooNA(M) - M

Nin)
and O_;bo (Nﬁ(g)) = Nﬁ(g).
Since ENﬁ( . )IEN;?( = ENﬁ( . by Proposition 2.1 (h) we have the following

sub-additive property:

for

Sy = S((ﬂNﬁ(n) ®Nﬁ(n)a¢;n(n) ® N(n) |Nf7(n) ®Nﬁ(n))

We define mean relative entropy s(qAﬁ, pon® n) by

A 1
5(¢a pon® 77) = hmn%oogsn

By monotonicity of relative entropy, we also have

ZS(¢C¢|NQ, PCinlNG)

<3 S(dnG @ IING © Ny, dnGin © DN  Ap)

3

= Z S(SI @ GinlNy ® Ny, dn @ GinlN @ Ny)

2

< S(GING @ Ny, dn @ IING @ Np)
(35) < S(qﬂ/\/ﬁ ®Nﬁ, an & 77|Nﬁ ®Nﬁ)
In the last line we have used n? = 7 and qAﬁn QI = qgl Q.

PRropPosITION 3.7. Let ¢ and n be measurements in M as in Proposition 3.6.
Then

(36) 0 < Hy(¢) — Hy(¢on) = Z S(¢¢i, dCim)

and
(37)

B . .
0 < he(0,¢) — llmn%ooﬁch(Q(n) °nm)) < 8(p;pon@n) +5(¢, PEn, . © Eyoy+)

PROOF. By Proposition 2.1 (g), we have
1
Hy(¢) = ;MQ(I»S(M

1 1 1

So by scaling property given in Proposition 2.1 (a), we have

Hy(¢) = — Z O(G(1)Ind(G(I)) + Z S(¢Gi| M.y, 3| M) + S(6Ci, dCim)

Cin)}

Thus
HI(Q) = S(6Gi, 9)
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=3 S($Gi| My, M) + S(6Ci, dGim)
and so

Hy(¢) — Hy(Com)
Hi(¢) — Hi(Con)

=3 8(66i,0) - S(6n, 9)

i

= stg, ¢Cin)

=37 8(6¢i, ¢o) — S(¢¢in, o)

(by Proposition 2.1 (h) since ¢on = ¢ as well)
=D S(@GING, dolNG) + S(6Gi, $GEN, )

=) S($GnlNg, dolNg) + S(@Gim, ¢GmE;, )
(by Proposition 2.1 (h) since ¢oEn;, = ¢o)

=) S($GiING, dolNG) — S(SCGinlNa, dolNG)
+ Y S8, 6GEN,) — S(¢im, dGinEw;,)

<) S(6GING, $GmING) + S(6G, $GEN,)

since

> S(¢Gim, oG, ) Z #Cim, Z SCnEN;, )

[

So we have
Hy(C,y) = HolC,,,) 0 m)

< Sn + S(6, $Ew,

i @ ENG

M(n)

)
Since S(¢, &EM(R) ®En;, )4 S(o, ¢ENﬁ(9)+ QBN ) as 1 — 00, n

PROPOSITION 3.8. Let ¢ and n be two ¢-invariant measurements for (M, 0, $).
If n is a von-Neumann measurement for (M, 0,¢) and

(38) s(¢, ¢ @ n) < 0o

then we have

(89)  hol6.0) — ho(0,m) < Hy(CIn(6)) + 5(b,dn @ 1) + S(B.0Ery, @ Eniyy)

where

Hg(¢|n(0) Z¢ a20) (G ()INEse)(G(1))) + ZS i | Mooy, 9l Miye))
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ProoFr. By Proposition 3.6 we have
Hy(C,,y 0mn) = Ho(1,)
< Hy(Cylng,y)
< nHg(Cln)

However by Proposition 3.7, we have

< S +S(¢ PEN;,

(n) © BN,

M(n)

)

Thus we arrive at
ho(0.0) — ho0.1) < Ho(Cln) + 5(b,dn @) + S(d,0Ew, . ©En,, )

Since hy(0,1) = hg (0, n(n) )for n(n) = 0""*(n)o...nof~(n)..00™ (), by the same

line of argument and s(¢, ¢n ® n) = s(¢, qbn(:;) ® 77521))) for all —co < m < n < oo,

we get

ho(0,C) — ho(0,1) < Hy(Cn() + (6,60 @ ) + S, 0En, o) @ By s

Taking limit n — oo and m — —oo, we conclude a proof for (39). [

PROPOSITION 3.9. For any ¢-invariant von-Neumann measurement ¢ and maz-
imal von-Neumann measurement 1) for dynamics (M, 0, ¢) we have

(40) Hy(¢n(0)) =0

Proor. We will use Proposition 3.6. The commutative von-Neumann sub-
algebra Mgy being maximal in M ie. My = M;@), we have E;g) = n(0)
and so - N

S(¢Ci| Moy 2l M)

= ¢(Eao) (G:(1))InEse) (G:(1)))
for each ¢;. Thus (27) gives the required result. [ ]

PROPOSITION 3.10. Let (M, 0, ¢) be a W*-dynamical system with a faithful nor-
mal invariant state for the automorphism 0. If there exist a mqmiznal von-Neumann
partition of unity in M for the dynamics (M, 0,¢) with s(¢,¢n @ n) < oo and
Nﬁ(@) = M then

he(0,€) < he(6,1) + (¢, on @)

for any ¢-invariant von-Neumann measurement ¢ in M with Hy(¢) < oo

A ¢-invariant measurement ¢ is called admissible for the dynamics (M, 0, ¢) if
there exists an integer k¥ > 1 such ¢ is a von-Neumann measurement for (M, 0%, ¢).
We note that (o7 is also an admissible measurement for (M, 6, ¢) if ¢ and n are so
i.e. they form an algebra under composition o. For a given ¢-invariant admissible
measurement ¢ for (M, 0), we set

(a1) ho(6,0) = sup (64, 0)

where sup is taken over all possible values for k for which ¢ are von Neumann
measurements for (M, 0%, ¢).
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THEOREM 3.11. Let (M, 8, ¢) be a W*-dynamical system with a faithful normal
invariant state for the automorphism 6. If there exist a mazimal von-Neumann
partition of unity in M for the dynamics (M, 0,$) such that Njgy = M for some
faithful normal state wy then B

(42) ho(0,¢) < ho(0,m) + s($, én @ 1)
for any ¢-invariant admissible measurement ¢ for (M, 0, ¢) with Hy(¢) < oo.

If we intend to obtain information of a dynamical system (M, 6, ¢) by repeated
measurement, then the set of ¢-invariant admissible measurements Py o(0) for
(M, 0, ¢) is a natural class. We set

(43) ho6) = supcep, . (0)ho(6,€)

The value hg(6) could be infinite. As in the classical theory, we expect this notion
to play an important role when 0 < hy () < co. In particular we have the following:

THEOREM 3.12. The class of admissible partitions for (M, 0, ®) is an invariance
under isomorphism and hg(0) is a non-negative invariance for (M, 6, ¢). Further-
more we have

(a) hy(0™) = mhy(0);
(b) If ™ = I for some m € Z, then hy(0) =0 or co.

PROOF. Let ¢ be an admissible partition for (M, 6™, w). So there exists an > 1
so that ¢ is von-Neumann partition for (M,0™", w) i.e. {6"™*(() : k € Z} are
mutually commuting. Thus 6™(¢) is a von-Neumann partition for (M, 8™, ¢) and

so (0™(¢)) is an admissible partition for (M, 6, ¢). By (41), we have

B 1
ho(0,0%(0) > L hy(67,6(0))
Since hg(0™,0"(¢) = hg (6™, () for any n, we have
h¢(9ma ()< mh¢(9a Gn(C)) < mhd’(G)

for all admissible partition ¢ for (M, 0™, ¢). This shows hg(0™) < mhe(0).

Conversely, let ¢ be an admissible partition for (M,,¢). So there exists a
n > 1 so that ¢ is a von-Neumann partition for (M, 6", ¢) for some n > 1 i.e.
{6¥(¢) : k € Z} are mutually commuting. Now the partition 9(’”*1)"(90...9"(9 o

is a von-Neumann partition for (M, 6™, ¢) and thus 6(m=D"({) o ..0"({) o ( is an
admissible partition for (M, 6™, ¢) and

he(0™)
> (0™, 00" (¢) 0...0M(¢) 0 ¢)

. %%(Gmn,@(mfl)n(g) °..0"(¢) o)

> mhg(0, )
Since the inequality holds for any admissible partition for (M, 8, ¢), we get hy(0™) >
mhy(6). This shows equality in (a)

The statement (b) follows trivially once we show hy(I) = 0 or co. Suppose
hg(I) < co. Then by (a), we have nhy(I) = hy(I) for all n > 1 and so hy(I) = 0.
|
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REMARK 3.13. Theorem 3.11 says that dynamical entropy hg(0) of (M, 0, ¢)
satisfies

(44) ho(8,m) < he(6) < h(8,m) + (b, én ©n)

provided there exists a maximal projection valued von-Neumann partition 7 of
unity for (M, 0, ¢) with ./\/}7(9) = M. If the maximal von-Neumann partitio_n n
for (M, 0, ) is also a Kolmogorov partition for the maximal abelian von-Neumann
algebra Mg in the classical sense, then hy(0,7) > 0. Furthermore, if M is a

commutative von-Neumann algebra, then we have n = I and so s(qg, qAﬁn ®n) =0
Thus Theorem 3.11 clearly shows that this notion is indeed a generalization of
Kolmogorov-Sinai theorem [Pa].

Given a C*-dynamical system (A, 0, w), we consider the W* dynamical system
(A, 0,©), where A = A** is double dual of A i.e. universal von-Neumann algebra
over A and @ be the unique normal extension of A to A invariant for the induced
auto-morphism § on A given by 0(7(x)) = 7(0(z)) for all z € A, where 7 : A —
A is the universal representation. Two C*-dynamical systems (Aj,61,w;) and
(Az,02,ws) are called isomorphic if there exists an automorphism « : Ay — Ay
such that af; = fya and @y = wy. We define dynamical entropy hy,(0) of a C*-
dynamics (A, §,w) by equating to the dynamical entropy hg(8) of the W* dynamical
system (A, 0, @). It is obvious that h,, () is an invariance for the dynamics (A, 6, w).
It is also evident by our definition h.,(6) = hg,_ (0.,), where 6,, is the automorphism
on 7,(A)"” defined by extending the map m,(z) — m,(0(x)) for all x € A with
invariant normal state ¢, (X) = (¢, X () for all X € 7, (A)".

4. Abelian partition and Kolmogorov Sinai theorem revisited:

Let (Q,F,u) be a probability space and 6 be a one-to-one and onto measurable
map on €2 so that o6 = p. In this section we will characterize the maximal class
of measurements that commute with the class of measurements associated with
measurable partitions. We will show although the class is larger then that studied
by Kolmogorov-Sinai, the dynamical entropy is same.

PROPOSITION 4.1. Let ( = ((;) be a family of positive maps so that ), ¢;(1) =1
and ¢;ny = ;¢ for any n;(¥) = 79, where (7)) is a partition of the probability
space 2 into measurable sets. Then there exists a family of bounded measurable

functions {; so that Ci(v) = fi*wfi and ), Créi=1.

PROOF. Since u(¢;(¢)) < u(e), there exists a family of bounded measurable
functions ((;) so that u(¢; (1)) = u(CFé;) for all bounded measurable function .
Since ¢; commutes with n; () = 7;917;, we verify that Lf(ﬁj(i(i/f)ﬁj) = (¢ 7;910;¢:)
for any measurable partition (7j;). Hence (;(¢) = (9¢;. We also note that unless
we demand that ; are non-negative functions the family of functions ({;) are not
uniquely determined by the family of positive maps (;). [ ]

We denote by £ = {¢ = (Gi(¢) = éﬁ/}@, > Cl*éz = 1}. For any ¢ € £ we check
that

Hu(O) = - Z u(G C)np(G G) + Z u(G Giln(G7 )

and the following relations as in Kolmogorov-Sinai theory hold by Proposition 2.3:
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PROPOSITION 4.2. For any finite or countable partitions (,n,8 € L following
hold:

(a) Hu(goﬂ) > Hu(g)
(b) Hu(Clno B) < Hu(¢ln)
(¢) Hu(ConlB) < Hu(C|B) + Hyu(nlB)

PROOF. (a) and (b) follows from the general case. Since L is a commutative
class, (b) is equivalent to (c). (d) also follows from the general case. [ |

We define dynamical entropy h, (¢, 0) as in Section 3 by equation (16) and note
in the present case ¢ is an invariant partition for pu.

PROPOSITION 4.3. For two finite partitions (,n € L

PROOF. In spirit we follow [Pa]. Take g(n) =0""*({)o... o for any partition ¢
and verify the following step as in Proposition 3.8

Hu(& ) < Huly © &)
= H#(ﬂ(n)) + Hﬂ(g(n)|ﬂ(n))
< Hu(n,))+ > Hu(0"(Q)16" ()

0<k<n—1

< Hu(ﬂ(n)) + nH, (¢|n).

Thus the result follows. |

In case 7 is a simple partition of measurable sets then

H, () = = > u(B, [GW)IE,[G(1)]) + 3 n(G(1)inGi(1)),

i€C i€C

where E,(¢) = 3, %XW is the conditional expectation on the o-field gen-
erated by the partition 7. So given any partition ¢ € £ and € > 0 there exists a
simple partition 7 so that H,(¢|n) < e. Thus a simple consequence of Proposition

4.3, we have the following result.

THEOREM 4.4. Let (Q, F,u) be a probability space and 0 is a one-one and onto
measurable p-invariant map. Then

supcephu(C,0) = supeep,hu(C,0).

In the following we show that the dynamical entropy is same even when we
restrict to the class LNC(Q) (in case Q is a locally compact topological space ) for
a regular measure p. To that end we start with the following proposition where Lo
is the class of partition of unity into disjoint measurable sets ((;).

PROPOSITION 4.5. Let ) be a compact Hausdorff space with a reqular measure
w. For any fized partition { € Lo and € > 0 there exists a partition n € LN C ()
so that

Hu(dn) <e
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PROOF. Given an element ( € Ly i.e. a partition of unity into disjoint measur-

able sets (¢;), we choose by regularity of the measure p a sequence of non-negative
continuous functions (1") so that u(nf'¢;) — p(¢;)d%. Now we set (' = E:]:n . Thus
¢" is a partition of unity with elements in C(2). Thus 0 < H, (o (™) — H,((") <
Hﬁ(( o(") — Hﬁ(C”) — 0. |

THEOREM 4.6. Let Q be a compact Hausdorff space with a regular probability
measure p and 6 be a homeomorphism on . Then

hu(0) = supcepne)h(C,0).

Proovr. It follows from Proposition 6.5 and the basic inequality in Proposition
6.3. ]

So far we have considered essentially a class of partitions of unity that does not
depend on the automorphism 6 under consideration. Our main result in the last
section says that h,(f) remains same as along as there is a measurable partitions
(¢ = (&) that generates the Borel o—field by 6 and we take sup over all possible
admissible partitions of unity in M for (M, 0,¢,), where M = L>®(Q, F, ) and
Gu(f) = [ fdy for f € M.

5. Translation invariant state in quantum spin chain and its quantum dynam-
ical entropy:

In this section we include our main application of our main theorem proved in
section 3. Let M = ®k€Z]\4€(lk) (C) be the two sided quantum spin chain C*-algebra
and 6 be the right translation automorphism on M with an invariant state w of M.
We recall standard definition that two states w; and wsy of a C*-algebra, here M are
called quasi-equivalent if 7, (M)” and 7, (M)” are isomorphic i.e. there exists an
isomorphism « : 7, (M)" — 7, (M)” such that a(m,(z)) = m,,(x) for all x € M.
Two translation invariant dynamics (M, 6, w;) and (M, 6, ws) are called isomorphic
if there exists an automorphism o« on M such that af = 6o and wia = ws. In
[Mo5], we proved that Connes-Stgrmer dynamical entropy hos(M, 0, w) is equal to
mean entropy s(w). This result gave an indirect proof that mean entropy s(w) is
an invariance i.e. s(w1) = s(wz) for two translation invariant states w; and wsy if
wo = wia for an automorphism « that commutes with 6. For more technical details
and additional results, we refer to [Mo5]. This results in [Mo5] used crucially the fact
that M is a simple C*-algebra. However, this invariance and its isomorphism result
did not capture the full generality of Kolmogorov-Sinai-Ornstein theory [Si,Orl]
and thus demands an extension to W*-dynamical systems.

Let (Hy, 7w, Cw) be GNS space of a translation invariant state w of M and
0 : m,(M)” — m,(M)” be the induced automorphism extending m,,(z) — 7, (0(x))
for all x € M. Thus the normal state w(X) = ((u, X (), X € m,(M)” is invariant
for the automorphism 6 of 7, (M)”. We define dynamical entropy h,(6) of the C*-
dynamical system (M, 6,w) as h,(0) of the W*-dynamical system (m,, (M)",0,w).
Alternatively, we may define h,(#) to be equal to hg(f), where  is the automor-
phism on the universal enveloping algebra (M, 77) defined as at the end of section
3.

Let e = (e;) be an orthonormal basis for C? and Dk (C) be the algebra of
diagonal matrices in Mék)((C) with respect to (e;). Let D¢ = ®k€ZD£k)((C) be
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the maximal abelian C*-sub algebra and Ef, be the norm one projection onto D¢
preserving the unique normalised trace wg of M. In the following proposition we
recall Proposition 5.4 in [Mo5].

PROPOSITION 5.1. Let w be a translation invariant state of Ml. Then there exists
an automorphism a on M commuting with 0 such that

_ e
wo = wozEwO

PROPOSITION 5.2. Let w be a translation invariant faithful state of M such that

(45) w = wk;
Then
(46) Tw (M)N ﬂﬂ'w(De)/ = Tw (]D)e)”

PROOF. In case w is the normalized trace wp, Lemma 3.1 in [Mo5] includes a
proof. For the general case, we need a local version of M. Takasaki’s theorem [Tal]
proved in [AC]. Let A be a finite subset of Z and EY : m,(M) — m,(Ma)” be
the generalised w conditional expectation. Since the modular group (o?,)) keeps all
elements in 7, (ID°)” invariant by (45) and a Theorem of M. Takesaki [Tal], we get

EX (zzy) = 2EX (z)y
for all z,y € m,(DS)” and z € M. In particular, this shows that E{(z) €
7w(D%) N 7w(DS) = 7, (D])” for all z € m,(M)” 7, (D). Since EY(z) — =
as A 1T Z, we conclude that x € m,,(D¢)”. [ |

Let & is the coupling state on M = m,,(M)” @ 7, (M)” defined as in (20) and
s(w,wE;, ® EE ) be the mean relative entropy [OP] defined as in Proposition 3.7

A AT e . 1 AT AS ~TRe e 9
(47) s(w, 0k, ®E; ) = hmnﬁooES(ML/\/IH,(,LJIEW0 R E [Mn)

where M,, = m,(M%n)" @ m,,(MZ%n)" and M%» = ®1§k§nMc(lk)-

PROPOSITION 5.3. Let w be a translation invariant faithful state of M satisfying
(45). Then
(48) s(w, 0k, @K, ) < s(w) < s(wo) = In(d)

PROOF. Since wy ® woE{,, = wo ® wp on M,,, we have by Theorem 5.15 in [OP]
(49) S(&[ My, wo @wo|My) = S(@[Den, wo @wo|D,) + S (@M, WES ®ES | M,,)
where De¢,, = D¢ @ D, and D¢, = ®1§k§nD£lk) (C). Thus

S(@|My, WES, @ ES [M,) = S(@|M,) — S(@|De,)
We compute the following identities:
S(@[Dey,)
= S(w/Dy)
(since W(ler >< er| ® ey >< es]) = dtw(ler >< eq]) for all |I],|J] < o0)
= S(wM™)
(since wE¢, = w and woE{, = wo as well. Thus we get

S(@| Mo, GEE, @ EE |M,) < 2S(w|MP) — S(wM?) = S(w|M%)



TRANSLATION INVARIANT STATE AND ITS MEAN ENTROPY-II 21

where we have used a well known formula S(wi2) < S(wi) + S(ws) for a state
w12 on a bipartite system of C*-algebras with their marginals equals to w; and
wo respectively ). Now using the upper bound in the limit as n — oo in (47), we
conclude the proof. [ |

THEOREM 5.4. Let w be an infinite tensor product state of M. Then h,(0) =

s(w).

PROOF. We assume first that w is a faithful state on M. A measurement ¢ = (¢;)
is called local if ¢;(x) = z for all z € Miy/, where A is a finite subset of Z and A’ is
its complement in Z. For any w-invariant local partition ¢ of unity, we clearly have
he,(0,¢) < s(w). For a quick proof, we fix any € > 0 and find n. > 1 such that

1 1
hw(eag) —e< n_eHw(Q(ne)) < n_ES(w|An)
where A, = J;<p<, A + k. By our suitable choice for n., we may assume as
¢ = 0, ne — oco. Thus we conclude that h,(0,¢) < s(w) by taking ¢ — 0. For
a general admissible measurement ¢, we will approximate by local measurements
as follows: For a finite subset A of Z, let E5 be the norm one projection from
M onto m,(My)” preserving the state w. Since w is an infinite tensor product
state, such a norm projection exists by a theorem of M. Takesaki [Tal]. Now we
consider the partition of unity defined by ¢, = (EAGEA ® In/). That it is also
w-invariant is evident since w is an infinite-tensor state. By our argument above,
we have hy,(0,(,) < s(w). Now taking sup over all possible finite subset A, we
conclude the proof since the map ¢ — h,(0,¢) is upper semi-continuous for each

fixed w as well, where we equip (¢;)—Arveson’s bounded weak topology [Pau] to
ensure ¢CM(X) — ¢¢(X) as A1 Z for all X € 7, (M)".

Now we drop faithfulness assumption on w as in last theorem by taking wy =
Aw 4 (1 = Nwp and hy, (0,¢) < s(wy) = As(w) + (1 — N)s(wo) for A € (0,1) for any
admissible partition of unity ¢. We use upper-semi-continuity property of the map
éx = hw, (0, ) to complete the proof. [ ]

THEOREM 5.5. Let w be a translation invariant state of M. Then

(50) s(w) < hy,(0) < 2s(w)

PROOF. Let w be as well faithful for the time being. Since h,(f) and s(w) are
invariances for the dynamics (M, 6), by Proposition 5.1 we may assume without
loss of generality that w = wE{, holds. We consider the family 7; = |e;)(e;]
of projections. The partition of unity n = (n;) is admissible and maximal for

(7, (M)", 0, w) since 7, (D?)” is maximal abelian in 7, (M)” by Proposition 5.2.

We consider the W*-dynamics (M, 6, @), where @y is unique normal extension of
the unique tracial state wo of M to its universal von-Neumann algebra M. Though
wp is not faithful on M, a modified argument restricting to its support projection
ensures an increasing von-Neumann sub-algebras Nﬁ( = Vo<k<n—10% (T, (Mg(lk)))
and faithful normal norm one projections [E Na, from 7(M)” onto N ¢ preserving

“L(n (n)

wo following the construction as in Proposition 3.7. Thus the maxgm_atl partition
7 satisfies the criteria in Theorem 3.11 with @ for the dynamics (M, 6,w) and
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he (0, 1) = s(w). Thus by Theorem 3.11 and Proposition 5.3, we complete a proof
for (49) for faithful w.

Now we will drop our assumption on w. For a general state w, we consider the
faithful state wy = Aw + (1 — AM)wg for 0 < A < 1. Then by the first part of our
argument we have for any admissible partition ¢ for (M, 6, wy):

hus (0,€) < 2s(wa),

where s(wy) = As(w) + (1 — N)s(wp). Since w,\ —> he, (6,¢€) is an upper-semi-
continuous function for each fixed ¢, we get h,, (0, () < 2s(w) by taking limit A — 1.

That he,(0) > s(w) follows as hy(0) > he(0,n) = s( ). This completes the proof.
|
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