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A bstract

T his paper presents selfcontained proofs of the strong subadditivity

nequality for von N eum ann’s quantum entropy, S ( ), and som e related in—
equalities for the quantum relative entropy, m ost notably its convexity and
itsm onotonicity under stochastic m aps. M oreover, the approach presented
here, which isbased on K lein’s inequality and Lieb’s theoram that the func-
tion A ! Tref* P92 is concave, allow s one to obtain conditions or equal
iy. In the case of strong subadditivity, w hich statesthat S ( 123)+ S ( 2)
S (12) + S ( 23) where the subscripts denote subsystam s of a com posite
system , equality holds if and only if log 123 = log 12 log 2 + log »3.
U sing the fact that the Holkvo bound on the accessble informm ation in a
quantum ensemble can be obtained as a consequence of the m onotonicity
of relative entropy, we show that equality can be attained for that bound
only when the states in the ensem ble com m ute. T he paper conclides w ith
an A ppendix giving a short description of E pstein’s elegant proofof Lieb’s
theoram .
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1 Introduction

1.1 Quantum Entropy

Quantum inform ation science B1] is the study of the nform ation carrying and
processing properties of quantum m echanical system s. Recent work in this area
has generated renewed interest in the properties of the quantum m echanical en—
tropy. It is interesting to note that von N eum ann {#4,'45] introduced the notion of
m ixed state, represented by a density m atrix (@ positive sem ide nite operator
wih Tr = 1), into quantum theory de ned itsentropy asasS ( ) Tr( log )
In 1927, wellbefore the corresponding classical quantity was Introduced in Shan-
non’s sem nal work [0] on \The M athem atical Theory of Communication" in
1948. (@A dm itedly, von Neum ann’s m otivation was the extension of the classi-
cal theory of statistical m echanics, developed by G bbs, Boltzm an, et al to the
quantum dom ain rather than the developm ent of a theory of quantum commu-
nication.) M any fundam ental properties of the quantum entropy were proved in
a rem arkable, but littleknown, 1936 paper of D ebbruck and M okiere {]. For
further discussion of the history of quantum entropy, sse B2, 37, 44] and the
introductory rem arks in 39].

O ne in portant class of Inequalities relates the entropy of subsystem s to that
of a com posite system , whose H ibert space isa tensorproduct isH , = H; H,
ofthe H ibert spaces for the subsystam s. W hen the state of the com posite systam
is described by the density m atrix 5, the states of the subsystam s are given by
the reduced density m atrices, eg., 1 = T, ( 12), cbtained by taking the partial
trace. The subaddiivity inequality

S(12) S(1)+S(2) @)
was proved n ] and P3]. (It should not be confiised w ith the concavity
Sk %+ @ x) P xS (% @ xS @)

which can actually be obtained from subadditivity by considering block m atrices
P8, 27,1486]). In the more com pkx siuation n which the com posite system is
com posed of three subsystem s the follow ing stronger nequality, known as strong
subaddiiviy (SSA ), holds.

S(123) +S(2) S(12)+ S(23) (3)

This fnequality was congctured by Lanford and Robinson in 23] and proved in
£6,27]. In thispaper, we review itsproofin a form that easily yields the ollow ing
condition for equality.



Theorem 1 Equality hods in strong subadditivity ) if and only if

Ibg 123 g 2= g 23 g ;: 4)

W e have suppressed in plicit tensorproductsw ith the identity so that, eg., log 12
means (bg 12) I;. Rewrting {4) aslog 123+ g > = log 1>+ Iog ,3, muli-
plyIng by 1,3 and taking the trace In m ediately establishes the su ciency ofthis

equality condition. In Section 4, we w ill also show that it is also necessary.

1.2 Relative entropy

The SSA nequality can be restated as a property ofthe quantum relative entropy
whith isde ned as

H(; ) Tr (g g ): 5)

Tt isusually assum ed that ; are density m atrices, although (5) is wellde ned
for any pair of positive sam ide nite m atrices for which ker( ) ker( ). Strong
subaddiivity can now be restated as

H (127 2) H (1237 23) (6)

where we again write, eg., ,3 orL; 23 . M ore generally, the relative entropy
is m onotone under com pletely positive, tracepreserving m aps (also known as
\quantum operations" B3] and \stochastic m aps" [I,, 1] and discussed in m ore
detail in section 34), ie.,

HI();, ()] HC(; ): (7)

Thism onotonicity in plies (6) when = T 3 isthe partialtrace operation; perhaps
surprisingly, the converse is also true 30]. This, and other connections between
strong subadditivity and relative entropy are discussed in Section 5.3 .

T he approach to SSA presented here can also be used to obtain conditions
for equality In properties of relative entropy, including its pint convexity and
m onotonicity. The explicit statem ents are postgponed to later sections. Since the
m onotonicity can be usad to give a sin ple proof of the celebrated H olevo bound
f13, 311 on accessble nform ation, we show how our results can be used to recover
the equality conditions in that bound. A s discussed in section 2.3, Petz 32, 35]
has also obtained several equality conditions In di erent, but equivalent, fomm s.
However, Theorem g, which applies to the m ost general form of m onotonicity,
appears to be new .



1.3 Lieb’s convex trace functions

O ne of the m ost frequently cited approaches to strong subadditivity is to present
it as a consequence of the concaviy of a quantiy known asthe W ignerY anase-
D yson entropy (§]. T his property, conctured by Baum an [§], is equivalent to
the pint concaviy in A and B ofthem ap

@;B)! TrAkBY K for A;B>0; 0< s<1 ®)

(where y is used to denote the adpint). Ligb’s proof R4] of the concavity of the

W YD function @) and his realization of a connection between SSA and Bau-
m an’s concaviy oonfgcture was a crucial breakthrough. However, concavity of
theW YD function was only one of several concave trace functions studied in R4);
the llow ng result was also established by Lib.

Theorem 2 For any xed selfadpint matrix K, the function A 7 F @) =
Tref* ©9% is concave in A > 0.

This result plyed a fundam ental roke in the origihal proof P6, 27] of SSA and
the closely related property of pint concavity of the relative entropy 26,27, 291.
A though SSA is a desp theoram , a com plte proof is not as forbidding as is
som etin es inplied. Therefore, for com plteness, we inclide Epstein’s elegant
proof [[1] of Theorem 2 in Appendix A, and then ollow the original strategies of
Lieb and Ruskai P7] to show how it inplies SSA .

14 O verview

A though this paper grew out of questions about the conditions for equality in
strong subaddiiviy and related inequalities, it seem s useful to present these
conditions w ithin a m ore com prehensive exposition. For sim plicity, we con ne
ourdiscussion to nite din ensions, and assum e that, unless otherw ise stated, the
density m atrices under consideration are strictly positive.

The rem ainder of the paper is structured as Hllows. In Section 2 we dis-
cuss som e consequences and Interpretations of the SSA equality condition. In
Section 3 we sum m arize som e m athem atical results needed for the proofs in the
sections that ©llow . Section 4, which m ight be regarded as the heart ofthe paper,
presents the proof of strong subadditivity in a orm which easily yields the equal-
ity conditions. A readerprim arily interested in thisproofcan prooeed directly to
Section 4 w ith a w illingness to accept the results of section 3.) Section § presents
proofsw ith equality conditions for the m onotonicity of the relative entropy under
partial traces, the pint convexiy of the relative entropy; and the generalm ono-—
tonicity under stochastic m aps. This section also contains a discussion of the



connection between these properties, SSA and their proofs. Section '§ contains
the proofofthe equality conditions form onotonicity of relative entropy. Section 7
consider bounds, m ost notably the Holevo bound, on the accessble inform ation
that can be extracted from an ensembl of quantum states, and the conditions
under which they can be attained. The paper conclides wih som e additional
historical com m ents in Section §.

2 Im plicationsofthe equality conditions for SSA

2.1 C lassical conditions

T o describe the corresponding classical nequalities, et the subsystem s A ;B and
C correspond toP classical random variables. O ne can recover the classical Shan—
non entropy P@)logp@) from the von Neum ann entropy by taking to
be a diagonal m atrix with elm ents p(@) on the diagonal. Emplying a slight
abuse of notation, we write S fp (@)] for this quantity. Then the classical strong
subadditivity lnequality can be stated as

Sp@ibolt Spb)] SpE/bl+ Sphic)l: ©)

The classical regatjye entropy of the distribution g@) with respect to p@) is
H p@);q@)]= .p@) Jog% . It isweltknown (see, eg.,P4]) that the convex—
ity of the function f x) = xlogx mmplies that H p@);g@)] 0 and its strict
convexiy in plies that equality holds ifand only ifp@) = g@) 8 a. (T he gener-
alization of this result to quantum situations is discussed in section 3.31.)

T he classical form (_9) 0of SSA isequivalent to H [p(@;b;c);q@;b;c)] 0 when
the second distribution is q(a;b;c) = p@;b) p )1 pb;c), Thus, equality holds in
@) ifand only if

p@ibic)= p;b O] ' plic) 8 a;bic (10)
which can be rew ritten as
Igp@ibjc) Ilogp@;b) = logpb;c) Ilogpb) 8 ajb;jc: (11)

which is dentical to what one would cbtain from Theorem 4. Using p(ch) to
denote the classical conditional probability distrbution, (11) can be rew ritten as

pch;b) = pch); 12)

which is precisely the condition that the sequence A ! B ! C form sa M arkov
chain.



2.2 Specialcases 0of SSA equality

Som e insight into equality condition 4) m ay be obtained by looking at special
cases in which it is satis ed. The m ost obvious iswhen 1,3 is a tensor product
of its three reduced density m atrices. H owever, it is readily veri ed that @) also
hodswhen either 155= 1 230r 1253= 12 3.0 necan generalize this slightly
fiirther. Ifthe subsystem 2 can be partitioned fiirther into two subsystem s 2° and
2%, then one can verify equality holds if 1,3 = 150 03, Where 15 and ,w; are
states of the com posite system s 1;2° and 2%; 3 respectively.

However, such a decom position Into tensor products is not necessary; indeed,
we have already seen that equality also holds for the case of classical M arkov
processes. M oreover, by com parison to (12) i is naturalto regard 4) as a kind
of quantum M arkov condition. Thus, the conditions in Theorem f; can also be
viewed as a natural non-com m utative analogue of the conditions for equality in
classical SSA . Another way of regarding 4) is as a concise statem ent of a subtle
Intertw ning condition discussed below . U nfortunately, we have not found explicit
exam ples which satisfy it other than the two classes discussed above, that is, a
partial decom position into tensor products or a classical M arkov chain.

2.3 Petz’s conditions

U sing a com pktely di erent approach, Petz 32, 35] gave conditions for equality
in (1) when can be identi ed with a m apping of an algebra onto a subalgebra,
a situation which includes {6) . In that case Petz’s conditions becom e

it it it it
12 2 T 123 23 - 13)

Taking the derivative of both sides of {13) at t = 0 yields @). Although @3)
appears stronger than (), it is not since, as noted above, () is su cint for
equality in (). M oreover, since (4) im plies

e

it bg(123) _ eitDOg 12 bbg 2+ Iog 23] (14)

our resuls can be com bined w ith those ofPetz to see that equality holds in SSA

() @) () @3) and that any of these conditions su ces to inply
ejiDOg 12 log 2tIog 23] _ eitbg(lz)eitlog( z)ejilog(m): 15)

N ote that one can also relate Petz’s conditions to those for equality n classical
SSA by rewriting @10) asp@;biopb;o)]’ = pE;b)pb]! and then raising to
the it power.



3 Fundam entalm athem atical tools

3.1 K lein’s inequality

The fact that the rlative entropy ispositive, ie, H (; ) Owhen Tr = Tr
is an Inm ediate consequence of the follow ing fiindam ental convexiy result due
toKleh {4, 31, 441.

Theorem 3 (K lin’s Inequality) ForA;B > 0
TrA (ogA logB) Tr@& B); 1e)
with equality ifand only ifA = B.

The closely related PeiferlsB ogolitbov inequality [32, 44] is som etin es used in—
stead of K Jein’s inequality. H owever, the equality conditions in T heorem 3 play
a critical role In the sections that ©ollow .

32 Lieb’s golden corollary

T he proofs in Section 4 do not use Theorem 2 directly, but a related result gen—
eralizing the follow ing nequality, which we will also need.

Theorem 4 (Golden-Thompson-Sym anzik) For selffadpint m atrices A and B
Tref*®  Tref & with equality ifand only if A and B comm ute.

A Yhough this inequality is extrem ely wellknown, the conditions for equality do
not appear explicitly in such standard references as {5, 41, 4§]. However, one
m ethod of proof is based on the cbservation that Tr*2 &2 ¥ is m onotone
decreasing in k, yielding €**® in thelimitask ! 1 . The equality conditions
then follow easily from those for the Schwarz nequality for the H ibert-Schm idt
Inner product TrCYD . Indeed, k = 1 yields

A=2 B=2 _A=2 B=2 B=2 A B=2.ll=2h A=2 B A=2il=2 A B
Tre ‘e e ‘e Tre “e e Tre “ee = Tre e

withC = 2872 and D = €722, The equality condition that C isamultiple
of D implies € 2™ = 2P =2 which holds ifand only if A and B comm ute.
One reference [33] that does discuss equality does so by m aking the interesting
observation that (as shown in [36]) Theorem 4 and its equality conditions, can be
derived as a consequence of the m onotonicity of relative entropy, T heorem 7.

T he natural extension to three m atrices Tre*B* € Treh f & 5 fails; see,
for exam pk, P roblem 20 on pages 512{513 of [[§]. T herefore, the ollow ing resul
of Lieb P4] is particularly notew orthy.



Theorem 5 (Lib) ForanyR;S;T > 0O
21 1 1

R T du:
0 S+ ul S+ ul
O ne m ight expect that equality holds if and only ifR;S;T comm ute. A lthough
this is su cient, it is not necessary. One easily checks that both sides of (17)
equalTr ; 3 WhenR = 2 I3;8S =1 2 I3;T =1 23, €ven when
T doesnot commutewith R orS.
P roof: Lib’s proof of {I7}) begins with the easily-established fact B§] that if
F @A) is concave and hom ogeneous in the sense F XA ) = xF @) , then

TrelogR logS+ log T Tr

a7

FA+xB) F@)
x! 0 X
Applying thisto the functionsin Theorem ZwithA = S;B = T;K = IogR lgs$
yields

F®B): 18)

TIebgR log S+ log (S+ xT ) TR

TIebgR logS+ log T l_'[n . (19)
x! 0 X
To com plete the proof, we nead the wellknown integral representation
24
1 1

20)

S + xT S = xT
g ) g o S+ ul S+ xT + ul

Substituting €0) into (1Y) and noting that
Ry 1 1 2 1 1

Tre®R™* , sul s e ™ = TrR + xTrR T du+ O ()
o S+ul S+ ul

yields the desired result. QED

3.3 Puri cation

Arakiand Ligb {4, 25] cbserved that one could obtain usefiill new entropy in-
equalities by applying what isnow known as the \puri cation process" to known
nequalities. Any density  can be extended to a pure state density m atrix 1,
on a tensor product space; moreover, S ( 1) = S ( 2). Applying this to the sub-
additivity inequality (@), ie., S (12) S (1)+ S (2),yieldsthe equivalent result
S (3) S (23) + S () whih can be combined wih () to give the triangk
nequalty f, 23]

$B(1) S(2)] S(12) S(1)+S(2): @1)
By purifying 1,3 tO 1,34 one can sin ilarly show that SSA (@) is equivalent to

S(a)+t S(2) S(12)+ S(14): 22)



34 Lindblad’s representation of stochastic m aps

Stochastic m aps arise naturally in quantum infom ation as a description of the
e ect on a subsystem A interacting w ith the environm ent In the pure state 5 =
J g ih g jvia the unitary operation U,y ,

a! Ty Uag a BUXB : 23)

Lindblad [30]used Stinespring’s representation to show that any com pletely pos—
itive tracepreservingm ap  which m aps an algebra into itself can be represented
as if it arose In thisway. That is, given such amap one can aways nd an
auxiliary system ,Hy ,adensity matrix gz on Hy,and aunitarymap Uys on the
combined system Hp, Hgy Where A denotes the origihal system ) such that

()= Trg Uas BUXB @4)

where Tr denotes the partial trace over the lgauxj]jary system .

U sing the K raus representation () = w Fx Fg (and noting that the re—
quirem ent that be tracepreserving isequivalent to | F'Fy = I), one can give
a construction equivalent to Lindblad’s by nitially de ning Uxg as

X
UagJ i J1i Fyj i ki @5)
k
where j 1 isa xed nom alized state of the auxiliary system , and fkig is some
orthonom albasis for the auxiliary system . Then U, is a partial isom etry from
Hp Jjih jtoH, Hpy which can be extended to a uniary operator on all of
H, Hpg.Thisykelds @4) with 5 = j ih ja pure state.

However, Upg can also beextended toH, Hgy In otherways. In particular,
it can be extended, instead, to the partial isom etry for which U}, U,y is the
proection onto Hy  j ih jso that Uyg = 0 on the orthogonal com plm ent of
Ha Jih j. W edescrbe this in more detailwhen requiresatmostm K raus
operators F'y, n which case one can choose the auxiliary system tobeC™ . One
can also choose ki= & i,and j i= & iwih B i the standard basis of colum n
vectors with ekments ¢ = 5. Then @5) depends only on the rst colmn of
Uag which wedenoteV and regard asamap from H toH C™ . In block fom

V VY = Upg B ite 775 (26)
0 1 0 1
F; F, F{ F; F} ::: F; FY
§F2§ EFZ FY F, F) i F, Fgg
= E C (FY FY FY)= E G
B : C 1 2 B C
B . 8 B 8
E & @ A
Fm Fm Fly Fm Fnill

10



P
from which it easily ©llows that Ty V. VY) = «Fx F/ = (). The require-

ment that be tracepreserving givesV ¥V = | FFy = I which again in plies
that V is a partial isom etry. M oreover, V. VY has the sam e non—zero eigenvalues
as WP pwP )= sothatsy wl=5S().

This construction can be readily extended to situations n which maps
operators acting on one H ibert space H , to those acting on another space H o0,
eg, :BMH )T BHao). In this case, the Kraus operatorsFy :Ha T Hao,
and Uy is a partial isom etry from H J ih jto a subspace ocf Hpo Hyp .
A ltematively, V can be de ned asa partial isometry from Hp toHao C™.

3.5 M easurem ents and their representations

A von N eum ann or profctive m easurem ent is a partition ofthe identity I = F bEp
Into mutually orthogonal progctions, ie.,, ExE. = wEp. A positive operator
vaheEgi measuran ent POVM ) isa st of positive sem ide nite operatorsE, such
that (Ey= I,ie. theorthogonaliy condition isdropped. Ik iswellknown that
a general POVM can be represented as a pro gctive m easuram ent on a tensor
product space 1]. > p_ p__

In fact, by noting that themap 7 » E Ey is com pltely positive
and tracepresrving xE/gII:B K raus operators F, = E, one use the construction
above. Write V. = " E, Ji where Ji is an orthonom al basis for C™
and M jgth%nim%er_ofmeawments in the POVM , ie, b= 1:::M . Then
vV V¥= . Ep E. Yihcyi Now, ifFpy= I Jihoj then fF,g isa profctive
measurementon H CY" and TrF, V VY)= TrE,

3.6 Adjpintm aps

It is som etim es useful to consider the ad pint, which we denote b, of a stochastic
map wih regpecttotheH ibert-Schm idt innerproducth® ;Bi= TrA YB.W hen
actsonn nmatrces, thisadpint (ordual) is fully de ned by the requirem ent

Tr[ @)]YB = TrAYP@): @7)

P
foralln r%)matrjoes,A;B . Indeed, when ()= Fy F/,theadpint isgiven
by P() = «F) Fy.Moreover, istracepressrving ifand only if b isunital,

i.e,b(I)= I.W hen isthepartialtrace, T ,, tsadpinttakesA 7T A I,.

4 Subadditivity proofs

To understand the proof of strong subadditivity, it is ilnstructive to rst under—
stand how K lein’s inequality can be used to prove two weaker inequalities. F irst,

11



we consider the subadditivity nequality {1). SubstitutingA = j;andB = ;
into K ein’s inequality @14) yields
S(12)+S(1)+S(2) Tr(y 1 2) = 0; @8)

which is equivalent to subadditivity. Furthemn ore, the welkknown oconditions
for equality In subadditivity follow from the conditions for equality in K kein’s
hequality, nam ely that equality holds ifand only if i, is a tensor product, that
s 12= 1 2.

A seoond, m ore pow erflil subadditivity lnequality was obtained by A rakiand
Lib H]l

S(123) S (12)+ S(23) 29)

under the constraint Tr 1,3 = 1. To prove this, choose A = 153 and B =
eld 12+ 09 23 iy K Jein’s nequality to cbtain

S (123)+ S (12)+ S (23) 1 Tre®d »fhd s, (30)

Applying T heorem 4, to the right-hand side gives

S (123)+ S (12)+ S (23) 1 Tnos 12 23
= 1 Tn(,)
1 T , = 0,'

where the last line ollows from ( ,)? > (Whith is the only place the nom al-
ization condition Tr 153 = 1 isneeded). QED

The strategy r proving SSA is sin ilar to that above, but w ith T heorem 4
replaced by Theorem §. Let A = 153 and choose B o that IogB = log i,
Iog ,+ log ,3. Then K kin’s inequality i plies

S(123)+ S(12) S(2)+ S(23)

Tr 123 ebg 12 log 2+Iog 23 . (31)
Applying Lieb’s result (17) to the right-hand side above, we obtain

S(123)+ S(12) S(2)+ S(23)
Z 1

1 1
Tr 123 o P ruar 2L+ uIdu
21 1 1
= Tnz; 123 Tr o Y ,rur? L+ uIdu
= (T2 123 Tn )= 0:

12



T hisproves SSA .M oreover, this approach allow s us to easily determ ine the condi-
tions for equality, and thus com plete the proofof Theorem . The rst inequality
In the derivation above is satis ed w ith equality ifand only ifA = B which is jast
the condition {4). A Ithough the conditions for equality in {177) arem ore di cult

to analyze, this is not necessary here. W hen A = B, it iInm ediately follow s that
TrA = TrB so that the second inequality in the above derivation autom atically
becom es an equality when ) holds.

5 Inequalities for relative entropy

5.1 M onotonicity under partial trace

W enow show how the sam e strategy can be applied to obtain a proofw ith equality
conditions for the m onotonicity of relative entropy under partial trace.

Theorem 6 W hen 127 12 > Oand'I'r12=Tr12
H (2; 2) H (127 12) 32)

with equality ifand only iflog 1, log 12 = og ,+ log . . _

1
This condition should be nterpreted aslog 1, log 1, = 1) og , g , .
Since, as noted In section 3.6, when = T, the actiop b is precisely I, , the
equality condition canbewritten aslog 1, g 1= T bgTi (12) bgTi( 12)
which is a special case of the m ore general form  {4Q) developed later.

SSA can be regarded as a special case of this m onotonicity result via the
correspondence 15 ! 1235 12! 12, and Petz’s form of the equality condition
becomes I ,* = £ ¥ R is interesting to note that in 7], Ligb and Ruskai
actually cbtained equation (32) from SSA using the convexity of the conditional
entropy S (1) S ( 12) and the nequality @8§).

Proof: LetA = 1,,9B = log 12 log ,+ log ,. Then K kein’s nequaliy
and {I}) imply

bg 12 g 2+1g 2

H (125 12) H (27 2) Tr, 12 €
|
21 1 1 '
Tr du
2 12 o 2y ar? L+l
21 1 1
= Tr, 12 Tn du

2 2
0 2+ ul >+ ul
= Trlz 12 Tr2 2 = O:

T he equality condition is again precissly the condition A = B. QED

13



5.2 Joint convexity of the relative entropy

The pint convexity of relative entropy can be cbtained directly from T heorem §
by choosing 1, (@nd sim ilarly 1,) to be a block diagonal m atrix w ith blocks

v ¥ @nd . P(k’). W e can interpret the partial trace as a sum over blocks so
that 2= 1« x ®. However, t is worth giving a direct proof of the pint
convexity since it dem onstrates the central rok of T heorem 2.

gheorem 7 The rPe]a‘dye entropy is pintly convex in its argum ents, ie., if =
k k (k) and = k k (k), ﬂlen

X
H(;) o0 B I (33)
k

with equality if and only if log g =g ¥ g ® prallk.

. P
Progf: LetA = ® andbgB = bg by +bg ®wih =, , * and

=, x ®.Then K lin's inequaliy in plies
(k)

B ©; ® 1r ®bg g ] Tr &9 (34)

P
Multipling thisby  with x> 0and , = 1 yilds, affer summ ation,

X
kH OO 9 H ()

k |

Tr X kelog g +bg &

K P
Tr gog bg +bg o
= Tr & =0
where the second inequality jsprigcjsely the concavity of C ! F (C) = Trf*29C

wih K = log log andC =, , ®.

5.3 Relationships am ong inequalities

W e m ake som e additional rem arks about connections between SSA and various
properties of relative entropy. To facilitate the discussion, we willuse M ONO to
denote the generalm onotonicity nequality (1), MPT to dencte the special case
ofm onotonicity under partial traces, ie., T heorem [6, and JC to denote the pint
convexity, Theorem f]. Using the restatem ent of SSA in the form (§), it is easy
to see that MONO ) MPT ) SSA . Before theoram :_1, we showed that MPT
) JC.Sim ilarly, by choosing 1,3 to be block diagonalw ith blodks ]{23 one can
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show that SSA implies that themap 1, 7 S (1) S (1) is convex. In R7]
it was cbserved that applying the convexity inequaliy (I8) to thismap (wih
A+xB = p;,+X% ,),yeds 82). Thisshowsthat SSA ) MPT so that we have
the chain of in plications

MONO ) MPT () SSA ) JC: (35)
One can show that JC ) MPT by using UhInann’s observation 2] that the
partial trace can be w ritten as a convex com bination of uniary transfom ations.

One can also show directly that JC ) SSA by using the pur cation process
described in section 3.3 to show that SSA is equivalent to

st 2 12t 14: (36)

M oreover, if 1y, ispure,then ;= j;and ,= 4 sothatequality hodsin @6).
Since the extram e points of the convex set of density m atrices are pure states, the
nequality B6) then Hllows from the Ppint convexity, Theorem 7. Thus we have

MONO ) MPT () SSA () JC: (37)

Lindolad Q] com pkted this circuit by show ing thatMPT ) MONO.
U sing the representation described in Section 3.4, with V the partial isom etry
from H toH C™ asin £§),one nds

h i
HI[(); ()] = H TV V);Ty VvV VY)
h i
H Vv VvY;v VY (38)
= H(; ) 39)

shee TV Vilog(V VY)= Tr log forapartialisometry V.

6 Equality in m onotonicity under stochasticm aps

Conditions for equality in the generalm onotonicity inequality @) may be m ore
subtle since it is not always possibl to achieve equality. Indeed, it was noted In
P8l that sup , 2 can pe strictly less than 1. Using the reform ulation

H(;)

38) above, we prove the Hllow ing result.
Theorem 8 Equality hobdsin (1),H [ (); ()] H (; ),ifand only if

g g =Plg () bg ()] (40)
where P denotes the adpint of w ith respect to the H ibert-Schm idt inner product
asde ned in 7).
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To verify su ciency, multply (40} by and take the trace to obtain

Hl{; 1= Tr Plog () bg ()]
= Tr ()og () lg ()]
= H[(); ()
It is tampting to Pollow our previous strategy and choose A = , IogB =
Iog + Plbg () g ()]. However, we have been unablk to verify that
Trebd Py () 2y ()] 1 35 required by this approach.

Tnstead, we use the representation (24) or £4). Rather than applying the

equality conditions in T heorem 9 directly to (38), it is usefiil to repeat the argu-
m ent for an approprate choice of A and B .
P roof: ChooseA =V VY, logB = og(V V¥)+ logTn V VY) logTn (V VY)
where V is again the partial isometry as In (26) of Section 34. B is de ned
0 that the last two termm s In logB are extended from H to H C™ so that
ker®) ker@). The condition forequaliy - (38) is then

gV v¥) gV VY) = bgTnV V) bgTnpV V) (41)
= g () bg ()
W e can put this into a m ore useful form by notjngthatﬁ)_rapartjaljsometryv
Iog v V¥) logV Vy)ZVhbg log lVy 42)
from which it ©llow s that {@1) ) is equivalent to
Vhbg log lVy: og () g (): 43)

M ultiplying by VY on the kft and V on the right and using that V¥V = I, one

sees that ¥3) inplies
h i
g g =V g () bg () V: (44)

Taking the partial trace Tr, over the auxiliary space in @4) yieds #0d) sin
bp)y= " ,F/PF,=VYPV forallP nH. QED

Another usefiil necessary condition for equality in (7) can be obtained by
multiplying both sides of {43) by the pJ:O:ECt_'IOH VVY, SJnoe VYV = I,one nds

i
vV g () by () ;/]og Jogvyl
- 'bg () g () vV 5)

ie. theprofction VVY commuteswih [log () log ( )]. Taking the partial
trace and noting that (I) = Tr,VVY we can summ arize this discussion in the

follow Ing
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C orollary 9 Ifequality hods in (]), then

(log Ibg )= Mg () g ()= Mg () g ()] T): @6)
M orover, og () log ( ) commuteswith the profction Vv ¥ = F k;‘jqjh‘koY
where fF,g is a set of K raus operators or , ie., () = w Fx F}f and ki is

an orthonorm allkasis for the auxiliary space H 5.

The results of this section also hold In the m ore general situation when
BHA)T B (Hg) m aps operators on one H ibert space to those on another, in
which caseFy :H,) 7 HY.

7 The H olevo bound

7.1 Background

One reason for studying conditions for equality is that other results, such as
Holevo’s cekbrated bound [13] on the accessble infom ation, can be obtained
rather easily from SSA or some form of the m onotonicity of relative entropy.
However, cbtaining the corresponding conditions for equality is not as straight—
forward as one m ight hope because of the nead to Introduce an auxiliary system .
A Yhough Holkevo’s bound is quite general, it is often applied In situations where
ey = ( 5) istheoutput ofa noisy quantum channel with nput ;.W eusethe
tildee as a ram inder of this, as well as to ensure a distinction from other density
m atrices which arise.

Forany xed POVM and density matrix ,p®) = Tr( Ep) de nesa classical
probability distribution whose entropy we denote S [Tr Ep]. The Holvo bound

states that ﬁP)r any ensamble of density m atricesE = £ je5g w ith average density

matrix e = 5 393 the accessble informm ation in the ensamble satis es
X
IE;M ) S [TreEy] ;S[Trefy] @47)
X j
S (e) 35S (e5) 48)

J
forany POVM M = fE,g.. Ifallofthe e; commute, then i is easy to see that
equality can be achieved by choosing the E, to be the soectral pro fctions which
sin ultanecusly diagonalize the density m atrices e;. W e wish to show that this
condition is also necessary, ie., equality can only be achieved in @8) ifall the e
com m ute.
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Tt isknown [L8,'49] that {48) can be cbtained from 7). F irst, cbserve that
X X
S (e) 35 (e9) = sH (e57€) 49)
j 3
2
Now ket y bethemap y @)= L PiHOJTr@E,) whereM = fEg.Then y
is a stochastic m ap of the special type known as a Q € channel and the Holevo
bound @8) ollows inm ediately from (49) and

H[u (&5); m (8)] H (y5e): 50)

7.2 Equality conditions

W e will henceforth assum e that £ j;e59 isa xed ensamble and seek conditions
under whid% we can nd a POVM satisfying the equality requirem ents. Since
b, D)= , Epho;D bi, applying Theorem § yields conditions for equality in
©0) . Forequality n (4§) these conditions m ust hold for every j and reduce to

X TJEbej
Ibge; loge = Ey og

8 (1)

where this should be Interpreted as a condition on ker(ej)? in which case all
tem s are wellde ned. (Indeed, since the condition arises from the use ofK lein’s
hequality and the requirement A = B, the operators in B must be de ned to
be zero on ker@ ), which reduces to ker(e;) in the situation considered here.)
Ifthe POVM fEg consists of a set of m utually orthogonal pro gctions, then it
is inm ediate that the cperators Z;  loge; Iloge commute, shoe (51) can be
regarded as the spectral decom position of Z 5. To show that the e; them selves
ocom m ute, obsarve that

Tr eloge+— logey loge€]

Tre 9% bge
p

1= 'I'rej

TrE, &
Ebbgr—bej

b
TrE, €

= Tree
X E T]Ebej

= Tre b
TJEbe

b
T]Ebej: 1

X

b

where we have used T heoram :'4 xgjth A = loge;B = loge; loge, and the fact
P
that for orthogonal profctionse »*"> = | e™E,. The conditions for equality
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in Theorem 4 then imply that loge; and loge commute for all j. Hence e5 and

-

e, also commute for all j;k when the POVM consists of mutually orthogonal
progctions.

U sing K ing’s cbservation in the next section, one can reduce the general case
to that of propctive m easurem ents. H owever, we prefer to use the equality con—
ditions to show directly that the elem ents of the POVM must be orthogonal.
M oreover, the com m utativity condition involving VVY is rem Tniscent ofthem ore
sophisticated Connes cocyle approach used by Petz, and thus of som e Interest.

Since the K raus operators or the Q€ map y can be chosn as Fyy =
Pitkj E, where i and *i are orthonom albases, one nds

X X qa —a — X qa_qg__
VVvY= bihcihk E, E.'i= Pihcih Ep E. i: (52)
bic k;® bjc

By {45), thismust commute oralljwith og y (e5) log y (e3) which can be
P ,
written In the orm | z,; bilbjwith z,; = Iog2Z2% A diagonal operator of the
P

TrEye

form  ,zhilojwith allz, 6 0 will commute wjtbh the proction in (52) if and
only ifallo —djagonalteng E%eiero. Thiswillhold ifthe POVM isa projctive
measuram ent, shcethen Ep E.= EpE.= Ey . TO see that this is necessary,
note that the pOSSijJilt;y that the vector is orthogonalto allEy, is precluded
by the condition that [Ey = I. M oreover, since the orthonom albasis ki is
arbitrary, can be chosen to be arbitrary. The restriction that 1) hold only on
ker(ej)? may pem it some z,; = 0; however, for each b there will aways be at
least one j orwhich z,; 6 0,and thissu ces. QED

O ne can okgtajn an alemate orm ofthe equality conditions from Corollary 9.
Sihce (I)= , PiHoi[1E,, another necessary condition for equality in @8) is

Inserting this in (51)) yields the requirem ent

X 1
loge; loge = EpTrEy [logey loge] (54)
, TiEy
which can be rew ritten as
X FEpl
= ;721 87 55
Jj TJ:Eb br&j J ( )

b

where Z ;= loge; Iloge and the braket now refer to the H ibert-Schm idt inner

piEy J

P
product. This mplies that jET]Eb profcts onto the span (fZ5g9). However,

this alone isnot su cient to Inply that the E , form a progctive m easurem ent.
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7.3 O ther approaches

ChrisK inghas cbserved Rl]thatwhen thePOVM isa projctivem easurem ent of
the form E,, = Jiloj one can obt%jn the Holevo bound from the pint convexity
of relative entropy. Let (e) =  pilbfrEye. Then applying Theorem ] to
H [e; €)]yklds

X h i
S(e)+ S (TrEpe) 3 S(ey) + S(TrEpey) 56)
J
or
X X
S TrEpe) S{TrELe;) S(e) 35S (&)
] J
w ith equality ifand only if
X X
Ioge JilbjlogTrELe = loge;y PpitbjlogTrELe; 8 I 67
b b

This is equivalent to (1) when E,, = Jilbj and the argum ent can be extended
to m ore general pro Ective m easuram ents.

K Ing also pointed out that if fE g is an arbirary POVM , the construction
in Section 35 can be used to show that #§) and §1) are equivalent to the
equalities obtained when ey is replaced by V e;VY and Ey, by Fy,. Since the fFyg
form a profctive m easuram ent, we can conclude from the argum ent above that
equality in plies that allV e;V Y com m ute, which in plies that all e also comm ute
since VYV = T,

It should be noted that Petz was able to use hisequality conditionsto nd the
conditions for equality in the Holkvo bound and this is sketched in  [33]. Indeed,
Petz’s analogue of §7) ise'D * = &fD ;* 8 jwhereD ;D j denotes the diagonal
parts of e;e; respectively. Then

el"= &'p *p . (58)

Since (58) holds Prallrealt, aswellasall j, it also in plies ejjt = e *pip jjt g
However, taking the adpint of B§) yields e, = D ,*D e * . Therefore, e *
comm utes w ith the diagonalm atrix D ¥D jjt =D jth * and m ust also be diago—
nal. This gives a sin ultaneous diagonalization of all e;?: which means that all ey
com m ute.

H olevo’s original Ionger derivation [I3] of the bound {4§) also concluded that
com m utativity was necessary and su cient for equality. Som e sin pli cations of
this argum ent were given by Fuchs {L2] In his thesis.
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7.4 Another bound on accessible inform ation
In [18] it was cbserved that one could cbtain another upper bound on the acces-
sbble inform ation @7) in tem s ofthe POVM and average density , ie.,
X
IEM)  Ss() s *PTRF- (59)
b
X
= ,u PrEPo (60)

b

where , = TrE, . Thebound ollow S, as in (50), from them onoticity of relative
entropy underthe Q€ map @)= jihjjy ' =2 The argum ent in
Section 7.2 can then be used to show that equality can be achieved in 69) ifand
only ifall™ = Ebp ~ ocomm ute.

One is often interested in (4§) and (9) when one wants to optm ize the ac—
cessible inform ation after using a noisy quantum channel, , in which case the
dentity Tr ( 5Ep = Tr jb(E p) allow s one to regard the noise as either acting
to transform pure inputs 4 to m ixed state outputs ( 3) or as acting through
the adpint P on the POVM w ith uncorrupted outputs. In the rst case, one can
bound the right side of (59) by choosing the E, to be the spectral projctions of
the average output state () toyield I[ E);M 1 S[ ( )]which is not very
good. M oreover, since the optin al choice or ( ;) need not be in the in age of

, I not necessarily achievabl even though the com m utativity condition holds.

W hen the noise is regarded as acting on the POVM , one can de ne

n #
X

Use ()= sp S() 5 2P7p@ )P~ (61)
M b

with ,= Tr PE,) = Tr ( )E,. Ifthe supramum 1 {61) is achieved with an
average density and POVM brwhichp ~bE b)p ~ donot commute, then Ugp ()
is strictly greater than the accessble inform ation. The questions of whether or
not (61) can actually exceed the optin alaccessble inform ation, and how itm ight
then be Interpreted are under investigation.
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8 Concluding rem arks

T he proof presented here for each inequality, SSA, Theorem &, Theorem 7 and
the generalm onotonicity 4), is quite short | only half a page using resuls from
Section 3 which require less than one additional page and Theorem 4 . However,
as shown in the Appendix, even this result does not require a long argum ent if
one is pem ited to use som e powerfiil tools of com plex analysis.

It is certainly not unusual to nd that com plex analysis can extrem ely be
usefi1l], even when the fiinctions of interest are realvalied. Indeed, Lib’s origi-
nal proof of the concavity of W YD entropy used a com plex interpolation argu-—
ment. In his In uentialbook L] on Trace Ideals, Sinon (extracting ideas from
Uhn ann K3]) gave a Ionger\ekm entary" proofusing the Schw arz inequality, per-
haps inadvertently reinforcing the notion that any com plete proof of SSA is long
and rbidding. Sim ilar ideas are in plicit in Ando B3] who restates the result in
tem s of tensor product spaces and block m atrices. Uhin ann ¥3] again dem on—
strated the power of com plex interpolation by using it to prove the m onotoniciy
of relative entropy under com pletely positive tracepressrving m aps. SSA then
follow s Inm ediately as a special case. However, Uhln ann’s approach, which has
been extended by Petz [34,32], was developed w ithin the fram ew ork of the relative
m odular operator form alisn developed by A raki §, 1], 32] form uch m ore general
sttuations. R ecently, Lesniew skiand Ruskai 8] observed that w ithin this relative
m odular operator fram ew ork, m onotonicity can be established directly using an
argum ent based on the Schwarz nequaliy.

The approach of this review is sim ilar to that of W ehrl @g] in that we view
Theorem 2 as the \essentizal ngredient". Indeed, UhIn ann @72, 44], usihg a com —
pletely di erent approach, had independently recognized that Theorem 2 would
Inply SSA . However, W ehrl’s otherw ise excellent review stated (at the end of
section IIIB) that \U nfortunately, the proofof [this] isnot easy at all.," Later (in
section IITIC ) W erhlagain states that \ ... the proof is surprisingly com plicated. I
want to indicate only that the concavity of Tref " 9% can be cbtained from Ligb’s
theoram fon concavity ofthe W YD entropy] through a sequence of emm as." A -
though aware that Epstein’s approach [11], which was developed shortly after
Lieb announced his resuls, pem itted a \direct" proofof Theorem 2, W ehrldoes
not seem to have fully appreciated it. T he utility ofEpstein’s technique m ay have
been underestin ated, in part, because he presented his results n a form which
applied to the f1ll collection of convex trace functions studied in R4]. Checking
Epstein’s hypotheses for the W YD function requires som e non-trivial m apping
theoram s. Thism ay have cbscured the elegance of the argum ent in A ppendix A .

It is worth noting that if the concavity of W YD entropy is regarded as the
key resul, it is not necessary to use the long sequence of lemm as W ehrl refers
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to In order prove SSA . Lindblad P9] gave a direct proof of the pint convexity,
T heorem 7/, directly by di erentiating theW YD fiinction. O nce this isdone, SSA
follow svia the puri cation argum ent sketched afterequation (36) or, altematively,
the variant of Uhlm ann’s argum ent described in {1, 44]. Combining this w ith
Lib’s originhal com plex interpolation proofofthe concaviy oftheW YD function,
yields another \short" proofof SSA , albeit one which does not appear to be well-
suited to establishing conditions for equality.

Finally, we m ention that Carlen and Lib {] obtained another proof of SSA
by using Epstein’s technique to prove som e M Inkow ski type inequalities for L,
trace nom s. Using a di erent approach, K ng 19, 20 recently proved several
additivity resuls for them nin alentropy and H olevo capacity ofa noisy channel
by using L, inequalities in which Epstein’s technique provided a critical estin ate.
This suggests that connections with L, inequalities, as advocated by Am osov,
Holvo and W emer £], may be a prom ising avenue for studying entropy and
capaciy in quantum infomm ation. D espite the results m entioned above, m any
open confctures ram ain; see B, 8,19, 20, 471] for further details.
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A Epstein’s proof of concavity of A | Trf*P9t

Let £ (x) = TrK+*P9B+xB) ith A > 0 strictly positive and K ;B selfadpint. For
su ciently an all x, the function f x) is welkde ned and the concavity of FF @A)
in Theorem 2 fllows inm ediately if £(0) < 0 Prallchoices of B = B

Instead of dealing wih f directly, Epstein considered the function g (k) =
xf & ') which iswellde ned or k3> ! kA !kkBk and can be analytically
continued to the upper half plane so that

g(z): TreK+log(zA+B): (62)

T here are a num ber of equivalent When m eaningfiil) ways ofde ning functions of
m atrices. For the purposes needed here it isnaturalto assum e that the spectrum

(@A) of the operator A is contained in the dom ain of an analytic finction F (z)
and that

dz: (63)

One can then use the spectralm apping theorem [F @)] F[ @A)] for an
approprate sequence of functions to verify that

=z>0

!'zZA +B)> 0
>=1[og@zA + B)]> 0
>h=![K+log(zA+B)]>0

1

— ! eK+lOg(ZA+B) > O

)
)
)
)

) = Trtoe@+B) 5

where = denotes the In agihary part ofa com plex number and ! isused to denote
an arbitrary elem ent of the spectrum of the indicated operator. T hus, g (z) m aps
the upper halfplane into the upper halfplane. Functionsw ith this property have
been studied extensively under various nam es, lncluding, \operator m onotone",
\Herglotz" or \Pik". (See, for exampl, [3,10, 32]). It then follows that g has

an iIntegral representation of the fom
z

1
gz)=a+ bz+ —— dm (t) (64)
t =z
for som e positive m easure (t). This yields (via the change of variables s = t!)
Z 2
fx) = ax+ b+ 1dm (t) (65)

D i erentiation under the integralsign can then beused to establish that £ ®(0) < 0

as desired by cbserving X = t? [xt+ 1)+ &t 1) ']:QED
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