arXiv:2006.14578v3 [math-ph] 29 Jun 2020

GRAPH HÖRMANDER SYSTEMS

HAOJIAN LI, MARIUS JUNGE, AND NICHOLAS LARACUENTE

Abstract. This paper extends the Bakry-Émery theorem relating the Ricci curvature and log- Sobolev inequalities to the matrix-valued setting. Using tools from noncommutative geometry, it is shown that for a right invariant second order differential operator on a compact Lie group, a lower bound for a matrix-valued modified log-Sobolev inequality is equivalent to a uniform lower bound for all finite dimensional representations. Using combinatorial tools, we obtain computable lower bounds for matrix-valued log-Sobolev inequalities of graph-Hörmander systems using combinatorial methods.

1. Introduction

Estimates for the spectral gap of a Laplace type operator are relevant in several areas of mathematics such as analysis, geometry, combinatorics, and even theoretical computer science. The aim of this paper is to study matrix-valued versions of log-Sobolev inequalities related to representations of compact Lie groups, and the connection to noncommutative geometry.

Log-Sobolev inequalities have been an area of active research for several decades, see [Gro06] for an overview. Let us highlight the local estimates on Sobolev inequalities by Rothchield and Stein [RS76], the new paradigm relating the Ricci curvature and the log-Sobolev inequality [BE86], the so-called Bakry-Émery theory, and the discovery by Meyer and Gross of log-Sobolev inequalities in infinite dimension, see [Yau96, Gro75, Mey83a, Mey83b]. We refer to Ledoux’s article [Led11] for the fundamental connection between log-Sobolev inequalities and concentration inequalities. More recently, Otto and Villani, and Sturm connected geometric insights with the theory of optimal transport and displacement convexity.

Transferring these estimates to the quantum setting is an area of recent ongoing research, see [CM17, CM14, CM20, BBLW12, DR20, BCR20]. In the theory of open quantum systems, it is natural to assume that a diffusion process interacts with an environment system. Mathematically, this implies that a certain diffusion process is no longer ergodic, acting trivially on one part of the space. Bakry-Émery theory in the non-ergodic setting is less developed. This remains particularly true for the connection between Fisher information and log-Sobolev inequalities, see however [GJL18]. We should point out that in the matrix-valued setting, a crucial argument based on uniform convexity of L_p spaces, the famous Rothaus Lemma, is no longer valid and hence the usual approach via hypercontractivity has to be replaced by new methods. Developing these methods is the main technical contribution in this paper.

Log-Sobolev inequalities have also been studied for discrete objects in particular graphs, see the seminal work of Saloff-Coste and Diaconis [DSC96], and also later work by Yau and his collaborators [Yau96, LY93]. Nowadays, it is clear that different variations of log-Sobolev inequalities are relevant. Let us recall that an ergodic system T_t = e^{−tΔ} on a probability space (Ω, μ) satisfies a log-Sobolev

NL acknowledges support from NSF grant DMS-1700168. NL is supported by NSF Graduate Research Fellowship Program DMS-1144245. HL and MJ are partially supported by NSF grants DMS 1800872 and Raise-TAG 1839177. 1

2 H. LI, M. JUNGE, AND N. LARACUENTE

inequality (λ-LSI) if 2λ (∫ f^2 ln f^2dμ − ln( ∫ f^2dμ) ∫ f^2dμ ) ≤ ∫ Δ(f)fdμ = E_Δ(f, f) . The right hand side defines the energy form. A proper formulation of log-Sobolev inequalities for non-ergodic system appears only in hidden form in the existing literature. Indeed, let T_t = e^{−tL} be a semigroup of self-adjoint positive unital maps. Let N_{fix} = {f|T_t(f) = f} (some or all t > 0) be the subalgebra of invariant functions which admits a conditional expectation E_{fix}. Then L is said to satisfy a log-Sobolev inequality (λ-LSI) if λ D(f^2||E_{fix}(f^2)) ≤ E_L(f, f) .

Here and in the following we will use D(f||g) = τ(f ln f) − τ(f ln g) for the relative entropy, and τ(f) = ∫ fdμ for the canonical trace induced by the probability measure μ. We recall that L satisfies a modified log-Sobolev inequality (λ-MLSI) if λ D(f||E_{fix}(f) ≤ E_L(f, ln f) for any positive function f. The right hand side I_L(f) = E_L(f, ln f) is the Fisher information. Let us denote by LSI(L) and MLSI(L) the largest possible such constants, and λ_2 the spectral gap. Then 2 LSI(L) ≤ MLSI(L) ≤ 2λ_2(L)

(1.1) holds in general. For smooth manifolds we have 2 LSI(L) = MLSI(L), which however fails for discrete graphs. For Riemanian manifolds there are two approaches to prove log-Sobolov estimates. One can first use local Sobolev inequalities from the Euclidean setting, and then use the aforementioned Rothaus Lemma. Alternatively, one can use Bakry-Émery theory for an equivalent measure with satisfies a lower Ricci-curvature bound, i.e. it is enough to satisfy Ricci-curvature at ∞, see [Led11]. The second approach may fail for manifolds not admitting convex functions ([GW79]).

The real power of log-Sobolev inequalities stems from their stability under perturbation, crucial in proving results for spin systems [Yau96, LY93]. The tensor stability is also crucial in Talagrand’s inequality, as a special case of an LSI-estimates, which has applications in computer science, see [Bou02, Led19].

Our original motivation for this projects comes from the study of Lindbladians in quantum information theory, or more generally dynamical systems on matrix algebras M_m . Generators of a self-adjoint quantum dynamical system T_t = e^{−tL} are completely classified and of the form L(f) = ∑ k a^2_kf + fa^2_k − 2a_kfa_k = ∑ k [a_k, [a_k, f]] . Since δ_k(f) = i[a_k, f] is a derivation, such Lindblad generators may be considered as analogues of a second order differential operators. We may define the modified log-Sobolev (MLSI(L) = sup{λ}) using the normalized matrix trace τ(f) =^{tr(f)}_m such that λ D(f||E_{fix}(f)) ≤ I_L(f) = τ(L(f) ln f) for any positive f. The complete modified log-Sobolev constant CLSI(L) = sup{λ}, the main notion of this paper, is the best constant such that λD(f||E_{fix}(f)) ≤ τ((id ⊗ L)(f) ln f) for any positive f ∈ M_m ⊗M, where M is a finite von Neumann algebra. In contrast to commutative systems, tensorization with an auxiliary system is not ‘for free’. For the complete version of the modified log-Sobolev inequality, however, we have tensor stability (see [GJL18]) CLSI(L_1 ⊗ 1 + 1 ⊗ L_2) ≥ min{CLSI(L_1), CLSI(L_2))} .

The best way to understand the CLSI constant is via the entropy decay rate, i.e. the best constant such that D(e^{−tL}(f)||E_{fix}(f)) ≤ e^{−t CLSI(L)}D(f||E_{fix}(f)) holds for all positive matrix valued f. We will show that even for commutative systems the complete, i.e. matrix version, provides useful insight. It should be noted, however, that the failure of the Rothaus Lemma is probably responsible for a the lack of large classes of examples in the quantum information literature. Before [GJL18] and this paper, all the known results could be deduced from a result by Bardet’s result for L = I − E, or Gaussian systems, see [BR18]. Note, however, that tensor stability will be crucial in analyzing many body system through the interaction of local systems.

The main focus of this paper is Lindbladians which are “transferred” from a group representation u : G → U(H), H a (finite dimensional) Hilbert space of a finite dimensional Lie group G with Lie algebra g. A vector field X = {X_1, ..., X_m} ⊂ g ∼= T_1M is called a Hörmander system if the iterated commutators from X generate the Lie algebra. Such a Hörmander system generates an ergodic semigroup of right-invariant maps T_t = e^{−tΔX} with the sub-Laplacian generator

Δ_X = ∑ j −X^2_j = ∑ j X^∗_j X_j , X_j (f)(g) = d dt f(exp(tX_j )g)|_{t=0} .

Here the adjoint X^∗_j refers to the Haar measure. The Laplace-Beltrami operator on G is obtained by taking an orthonormal basis of the Lie algebra, and hence is automatically a Hörmander system. Locally the geometry given by the induced Carnot-Caratheodory metric is extremely well-understood thanks to the famous Box-Ball theorem, [Gro96]. It is, however, not easy to obtain good dimensionfree estimates for the spectral gap from the Ball-Box theorem, because of the implicit dependence of the dimension of the underlying space and the number of iterations required to generate the Lie algebra, see [Cho39, OL93, RS76]. Thanks to the transference theorem from [GJL18] such estimates also imply estimates for self-adjoint Lindbladians. Indeed, let û : g → B (H) be the induced Lie algebra representation such that u(exp(tX)) = e^{itû(X)} describes the one-parameter group of unitaries. Let a_1, ..., a_m ∈ B (H) be images of X under û. The induced Linbladian L^H_X (f) = L^{u,H}_X (f) = ∑ j [a_j , [a_j , f]]

can be controlled by the original semigroup thanks to the following diagram L_∞(G, B (H))^{e−tΔX ⊗id}→ L_∞(G, B (H)) ↑_π ↑_π B (H)^{e−tL} H X → B (H)

given by the trace preserving^∗- homomorphism π(T )(g) = u(g)^∗T u(g). Therefore CLSI(L^H_X ) ≥ CLSI(Δ_X ). Our main result is what might be called an anti-transference result.

Theorem 1.1. Let G be a finite dimensional compact Lie group, X ⊂ g, a vector field. Then

CLSI^+(Δ_X ) = inf_{u:G→U(H)} CLSI^+(L^H_X ) .

We conjecture that indeed CLSI(Δ_X )^?= inf_H CLSI(L^H_X ) .

In this paper we have to work with a technical variant CLSI^+(L) = inf_{p>1} C_pSI(L) to justify the use of Connes’ trace formula in our proof of Theorem 1.1. Our p-Rényi version of a complete Sobolev

4 H. LI, M. JUNGE, AND N. LARACUENTE

inequality is completely new for quantum dynamical semigroups, although anticipated in [BT06], and defined as the best constant C_pSI = sup{λ} such that λ ( ‖f‖^p − ‖E_{fix}(f)‖^p ) ≤ pE_L(f, f^{p−1}) for all positive matrix-valued f. In the scalar ergodic case this inequality has been studied by [BT06], and it was proved that the inequality is equivalent to the decay estimate

‖T_t(f)‖^p − ‖E_{fix}(f)‖^p_1 ≤ e^{−t CpSI(L)} ( ‖f‖^p − ‖E_{fix}(f)‖^p_1 ) . We refer to [Li20] for a systematic study of the relative entropy d_p associated with C_pSI. In the existing literature examples of CLSI for quantum and classical systems are very rare, because the usual hypercontractivity argument fails. However, we are able to extend the famous result of Bakry- Émery in this new setting.

Theorem 1.2 (Complete Bakry-Émery theorem). Let (M, g, μ) be a smooth Riemannian manifold with a probability measure μ defined by dμ =^1_{ZU} e^{−U} dvol with Z_U = ∫ M e^{−U} dvol and U ∈ C^∞(M) such that the Bakry-Émery Laplacian ∫ Δ_U(f_1)f_2dμ = ∫ (∇f_1, ∇f_2)dμ satisfies Ric(Δ_U) ≥ κ > 0. Then CLSI(Δ_U) ≥ 2κ .

Our key ingredient, motivated from [CM17], is to use Lieb’s concavity theorem, refined by Hiai and Petz [HP12]. This allows us to define ‘Ricci curvature bounded below’ for noncommutative dynamical systems. This result competes with the recent results in [CM20, Wit74], where a notion of transportation Ricci curvature has been introduced. For finite dimensional QMS our notion of geometric Ricci curvature implies complete transportation Ricci curvature. As it turns out to be a source of a large class of examples.

Indeed, the remainder of this paper is to find concrete estimates for the CLSI constant for graphs and related Lindbladian or differential operators. This is motivated form quantum information theory, but certainly interesting in view finite Markov process in the sense of [SC94].

Theorem 1.3. Let G = (V , E ) be a connected undirected graph with a uniform distribution on the vertex set. Let A_E (f)(x) = 2 ∑ (x,y)∈E (f(x) − f(y)) be the graph Laplacian and T_s be the minimum spanning tree with the number of edges l(T_s) and the maximum degree d(T_s) . Then

CLSI(A_E ) ≥ CLSI^+(A_E ) ≥ 2 45d(T_s)l(T_s)^2 . This result is optimal for the cyclic graph Z_n with nearest neighboring interactions. The lower bound is efficiently computable. We refer to [Yau97] (and references therein) for other estimates of the LSI constant that are not directly comparable to our result. Our estimate is not expected to be the best possible because it is modelled after a long a one-dimensional structure. More edges should improve the estimates of the CLSI constant, and this is true for graphs with tensor product structure. Our results support the following conjecture.

Conjecture 1.4. For every self-adjoint Lindbladian L, we have CLSI(L) > 0.

We can verify this conjecture for, what we call the Graph-Hörmander systems. Indeed, let G = (V , E ) be a connected undirected graph with a uniform distribution on V = {1, . . . , n}. For every edge e = (r, s) with r < s we may define the tangent vector X_e = |r⟩⟨s| − |s⟩⟨r| and

L_E (x) = ∑ e=(r,s)∈E ,r<s [X_e, [X_e, x]] the corresponding Lindblad transferred from the sub-Laplacian Δ_E = − ∑ e X^2_e over C^∞(SO_n).

Theorem 1.5. Let G = (V , E ) be a connected undirected graph with a uniform distribution over V . Then Δ_E is ergodic and

CLSI^+(A_E ) ≥ CLSI^+(L_E ) ≥

CLSI^+(A_E ) 1 + 5π^2 CLSI^+(A_E ) . The paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we introduce important tools, such as derivations and double operator integrals, which we use in later chapters. We give the definitions of CLSI and CLSI^+ and their properties, in particular, tensor stability and stability under perturbation. In section 3, we define the geometric Ricci curvature of a derivation triple and establish the abstract Bakry-Émery theorem. We compare our geometric Ricci curvature with the transportation Ricci curvature previously defined by Carlen and Maas. In section 4, we recapture the Bakry-Émery criterion for matrix-valued functions defined over a smooth manifold. We also include some geometric examples to illustrate derivation triples. In section 5, we briefly review the transference principle and develop the anti-transference principle with the help of representation theory and noncommutative geometry. In section 6, we give computable estimates of CLSI constants of connected graphs via the preorder traversal algorithm and existence of spanning trees. In section 7, we define the graph Hörmander systems and present the relation between CLSI constants of a connected graph and the induced Lindblad operator.

2. Notation and background

2.1. Tracial von Neumann algebras and modules. Let (N , τ) be a finite von Neumann algebra equipped with a normal faithful tracial state τ, and N_+ be the set of positive elements in N . We denote the noncommutative L_p-space by L_p(N , τ), or L_p(N ) if the trace τ is clear from the context. The Hilbert-Schmidt inner product over N is defined by ⟨x, y⟩_τ = τ(x^∗y) (also denoted by ⟨x, y⟩). Let N_1 and N_2 be two von Neumann algebras. The Hilbert N_1-N_2 bimodule_{N1} H_{N2} is a Hilbert space H equipped with representations π_1 : N_1 → B (H) and π^{op}_2 : N^{op}_2 → B (H) satisfying [π_1(N_1), π^{op}_2 (N^{op}_2 )] = 0. Let us recall that the opposite algebra N^{op} is obtained by exchanging the left and right multiplications in N , i.e., (ab)^{op} in N^{op} is given by ba in N for a, b ∈ N . We use the notation xhy to denote the left N_1 action and the right N_2 actions for x ∈ N_1, y ∈ N_2 and h ∈ H. The Hilbert bimodule_N H_N is said to be self-adjoint if N_1 = N_2 = N and there exists an antilinear involution J : H → H such that J(xhy) = y^∗J(h)x^∗ for any x, y ∈ N and h ∈ H. In many situations we work with the slightly stronger notion of a W^∗-right module X which admits an N -valued inner product (x, y) such that (x, ya) = (x, y)a for any a ∈ N and x, y ∈ X. Let us denote by L_N (X) the von Neumann algebra of left adjointable operators on X, see [Pas73], [JS05],[Lan95]. If in addition there is a weak^∗ continuous^∗-representation π : N → L_N (X), X becomes an N -N -W^∗-bimodule. If furthermore there is an antilinear isometry J : L_N (X) → L_N (X) such that J(π(a)x) = xa^∗ for any x ∈ X and a ∈ N , we recover all the data from above. Our typical example is given by a trace preserving inclusion N ⊂ M equipped with a conditional expectation E_N : M → N . Then (x, y) = E_N (x^∗y) makes M an N -valued right module which extends to a complete W^∗-module X = ME_N ⊂ B (L_2 (M)). The left representation is, of course, given by π(a)ξ = aξ which extends to the closure. The underlying Hilbert space is given by H = L_2(M, τ). We see that here J(x) = x^∗ is an isometry on the Hilbert space, but only densely defined on M ⊂ X.

6 H. LI, M. JUNGE, AND N. LARACUENTE

2.2. Derivations. Let_N H_N be a self-adjoint Hilbert N -N bimodule with the antilinear form J. A closable derivation of a von Neumann algebra N is a densely defined closable linear operator δ : L_2(N , τ) → H such that (1) dom(δ) is a weakly dense^∗-subalgebra in N ; (2) the identity element 1 ∈ dom(δ);

(3) δ(xy) = xδ(y) + δ(x)y, for any x, y ∈ dom(δ).

Let δ̄ denote the closure of δ. A derivation δ is said to be ∗-preserving if J(δ(x)) = δ(x^∗). Every closable ∗-preserving derivation δ determines a positive operator δ^∗δ̄ on L_2(N , τ). It was shown in [J-L90] that T_t = e^{−tδ∗δ̄} : N → N is a strongly continuous semigroup of completely positive, unital and self-adjoint maps. Thus T_t is also trace preserving since τ(x^∗T_t(y)) = τ(T_t(x^∗)y) = τ(T_t(x)^∗y) for any x and y ∈ N . See[Sau90], [AS80], [Pet09], [Irv53], and [BR76] for more details.

Now let T_t = e^{−tA} : N → N be a strongly continuous semigroup of completely positive unital self-adjoint maps on L_2(N , τ). The generator A is a positive operator on L_2(N , τ) given by

A(x) = lim_{t→0+} 1 t (T_t(x) − x), ∀x ∈ dom(A). It was pointed out in [J-L90] that dom(δ) = {x ∈ N |‖A^{1/2}x‖_2 < ∞} is indeed a ∗-algebra and invariant under the semigroup. The weak gradient form of A is defined by

Γ_A(x, y)(z) = 1 2 (τ(A(x)^∗yz) + τ(x^∗A(y)z) − τ(x^∗yA(z))). If the weak gradient form Γ_A(x, y) ∈ L_1(N ) for all x, y ∈ dom(A^{1/2}), we say the generator A (or T_t) satisfies Γ-regularity. It was shown in [JRS14] that we may associate the generator A satisfying the Γ-regularity with a closable ∗-preserving derivation δ_A.

Theorem 2.1. If A satisfies Γ-regularity, then there exists a finite von Neumann algebra (M, τ) containing N and a ∗-preserving derivation δ_A : dom(A^{1/2}) → L_2(M) such that (2.1) τ(Γ_A(x, y)z) = τ(δ_A(x)^∗δ_A(y)z).

Equivalently Γ_A(x, y) = E_N (δ_A(x)^∗δ_A(y)), where E_N : M → N is the conditional expectation.

Throughout the paper, we always work with a closable ∗-preseving derivation δ and a strongly continuous semigroup T_t = e^{−tA} of completely positive unital self-adjoint maps on L_2(N , τ) satisfying Γ-regularity.

2.3. Double operator integrals. Let ϕ : R × R → R be bounded and ρ, σ ∈ N be self-adjoint. The double operator integral is defined by

Q^{ρ,σ}_ϕ (T ) := ∫ R ∫ R ϕ(s, t)dE_ρ(s)T dE_σ(t), where E_ρ((s, t]) = 1_{(s,t]}(ρ) is the spectral projection of ρ. We write Q^ρ_ϕ if ρ = σ. The notion of double operator integrals was first introduced by Daleckii and Krein (see [DK51], [kre56]) used for the analytical theory of perturbations. Further construction of double operator integrals was created in a series of papers, (see [dPS04], [dPS07], [BS03]) by Birman and Solomyak. Let f : R_+ → R be a continuously differentiable function and the difference quotient be f^{[1]}(x, y) =^{f(x)−f(y)}_{x−y} , then

Q^{ρ,σ}_{f [1]} (T ) = ∫ R_+ ∫ R_+ f(s) − f(t) s − t dE_ρ(s)T dE_σ(t). See [PS10] for the convergence of the above formula. We abbreviate Q^{ρ,σ}_{ln[1]} , Q^ρ_{ln[1]} as Q^{ρ,σ}, Q^ρ, respectively. It was also shown in [PS10] that

lim_{t→0} f(ρ + tσ) − f(ρ) t = Q^ρ_{f [1]} (σ).

Thus τ ( Q^ρ_{f [1]} (σ) ) = τ(f^′(ρ)σ). For ρ ∈ N_+, recall that the functional calculus of derivations is given by δ(f(ρ)) = ∫ R_+ ∫ R_+ f(s) − f(t) s − t dE_ρ(s)δ(ρ)E_ρ(t). Hence δ(f(ρ)) = Q^ρ_{f [1]} (δ(ρ)).

Example 2.2. Let f(x) = ln(x), recall that^{ln(x)−ln(y)}_{x−y} = ∫ R_+ 1 (x+r)(y+r) dr, then Q^{ρ,σ}(y) = ∫ R_+ (ρ + r)^{−1}y(σ + r)^{−1}dr. In particular ([CM17]) δ(ln(ρ)) = ∫ R_+ (ρ + r) −1δ(ρ)(ρ + r)^{−1}dr. Let f : R_+ → R_+ be operator monotone and f_{[0]}(x, y) = f(^x_y )y, and we consider

Q^{ρ,σ}_{f[0]} (T ) = ∫ R_+ ∫ R_+ f_{[0]}(s, t)dE_ρ(s)T dE_σ(t). Example 2.3. Let f(x) =^{x−1}_{ln(x)} , then f is operator monotone. Indeed f(x) =

∫_1 0 x^rdr is a convex combination of operator monotone functions x^r. By the integral identity^{x−y}_{ln(x)−ln(y)} = ∫ R_+ x ry^{1−r}dr, we obtain that Q^{ρ,σ}_{f[0]} (T ) =

∫_1 0 ρ^rT σ^{1−r}dr. An important observation is that Q^ρ(T ) = Q^ρ_{f −1[0]} (T ).

2.4. Lieb’s concavity Theorem. Lieb ([LR02]) proved that the map (A, B) → τ(K^∗A^{1−t}KB^t) with t ∈ [0, 1] is jointly concave in the positive definite matrix pair (A, B), usually referred to as Lieb’s concavity Theorem. Petz ([Pet85]) discovered the following generalized Lieb’s concavity theorem by using the Jensen inequality of operator concave functions.

Theorem 2.4. Let β : N → N be a completely positive trace preserving map and f : (0, ∞) → (0, ∞) be an operator monotone function. Then for any ρ, σ ∈ N_+, we have β^∗Q^{β(ρ),β(σ)} f^{−1}_{[0]} β ≤ Q ρ,σ f^{−1}_{[0]} .

Furthermore, (ρ, σ, x) → ⟨x, Q^{ρ,σ}_{f −1[0]} (x)⟩ is jointly convex for ρ, σ ∈ N_+ and x ∈ N .

Lemma 2.5. Let f : (0, ∞) → (0, ∞) and β : N → N be a completely positive trace preserving map. The conditions β^∗Q^{β(ρ),β(σ)} f^{−1}_{[0]} β ≤ Q ρ,σ f^{−1}_{[0]}

(2.2) and βQ^{ρ,σ}_{f[0]} β^∗ ≤ Q^{β(ρ),β(σ)} f_{[0]}

(2.3) are equivalent for any ρ, σ ∈ N_+.

See the proof of Lemma 1 and Theorem 5 in [HP12], and they assumed that ρ, σ, β(ρ), β(σ) are invertible additionally. It is enough to assume the positivity by perturbation argument ρ + εI for ε → 0^+. Theorem 2.4 remains true for a larger family of functions. (For details, see [Li20].) Theorem 2.6. Let β : N → N be a completely positive trace preserving mapping and f(x) = x^p, where p ∈ (0, 1). Assume that ρ, σ ∈ N_+. Then β^∗Q^{β(ρ),β(σ)} f^{[1]} β ≤ Q ρ,σ f^{[1]} .

8 H. LI, M. JUNGE, AND N. LARACUENTE

2.5. Formulation of CLSI.

2.5.1. Quantum relative entropy. Recall that the quantum relative entropy of ρ, σ ∈ N_+ is D^τ (ρ‖σ) = { τ(ρ ln(ρ)) − τ(ρ ln(σ)), if supp(ρ) ⊃ supp(σ); +∞, otherwise, where supp(ρ) is the support projection of ρ. We denote the relative entropy by D(ρ‖σ) if the trace τ is clear from the context. Equivalently D(ρ‖σ) = lim_{ϵ→0}+ D(ρ‖σ + ϵ1). See e.g. [Wil13] and [NC10] for more entropy properties. Relative entropy is monotone decreasing under the application of quantum channels (also known as data processing inequality) D(β(ρ)‖β(σ)) ≤ D(ρ‖σ), where β : N → N is a completely positive trace preserving linear map. Let K be a von Neumann subalgebra of N and E_K : N → K be the conditional expectation onto K. The relative entropy D_K with respect to K is given by D_K(ρ) = D(ρ‖E_K(ρ)) = inf_{τ (ρ)=τ (σ),σ∈K} D(ρ‖σ). (2.4)

Lemma 2.7. Let E_1,....,E_m be pairwise commuting conditional expectations on N . Then D ( ρ‖( ∏_m j=1E_j )(ρ) ) ≤ m∑ j=1 D(ρ‖E_j (ρ)) . Proof. Let us define the subalgebras M_{m−k} = ( ∏_k j=1 E_j)(N ), so that M_0 ⊂ M_1 ⊂ · · · M_m = N is a filtration. Then we deduce from the data processing inequality D(ρ‖E_{M0} (ρ)) = D(ρ‖E_{M1} (ρ)) + D(E_{M1} (ρ)‖E_{M0} (ρ)) = D(ρ‖E_{M1} (ρ)) + D ( ( ∏_{m−1} j=1 E_j)(ρ)‖( ∏_m j=1 E_j )(ρ) ) ≤ D(ρ‖E_{M1} (ρ)) + D(ρ‖E_m(ρ)). Repeating the argument for the first term m − 1 times yields the assertion. Lindblad extended the relative entropy to positive functionals D_{Lin} (ρ‖σ) = τ(ρ ln(ρ) − ρ ln(σ) − ρ + σ), ∀ρ, σ ∈ N_+. It follows from the definition that D_{Lin} (ρ‖σ) ≥ 0, with equality if and only if ρ = σ. ([Lin73]) Thus D(ρ‖σ) is non-negative when τ(ρ) ≥ τ(σ). By the nonnegativity of Lindblad relative entropy, we rewrite the relative entropy with respect to K as D_K(ρ) = inf_{σ∈K} D_{Lin} (ρ‖σ).

(2.5) Recall that for any finite von Neumann algebra N , there exists a σ-finite measure space (X, μ) such that Z(N ) ∼= L_∞(X, μ) and N = ∫ X N_xdμ(x), where Z(N ) is the center of N and N_x is a factor for any x ∈ X. Now we rewrite the relative entropy by using the direct integral D_{Lin}(ρ‖σ) = ∫ X D_{Lin} (ρ_x‖σ_x)dμ(x). Lemma 2.8. Let τ_1 and τ_2 be two normal faithful traces over a finite von Neumann algebra N such that^{dτ1}_{dτ2} ≤ c for c > 0. For any ρ, σ ∈ N_+, D^{τ1}_{Lin} (ρ‖σ) ≤ cD^{τ2}_{Lin} (ρ‖σ).

In particular, we have D^{τ1}_K (ρ) ≤ cD^{τ2}_K (ρ).

Proof. Note that two traces only differ by two measures μ_1 and μ_2 over the center L_∞(X, μ_1) ∼= L_∞(X, μ_2) ∼= Z(N ) . Also note that^{dτ1}_{dτ2} ≤ c if and only if^{dμ1}_{dμ2} ≤ c. Again by the non-negativity of the Lindblad relative entropy, we have D^{τ1}_{Lin}(ρ‖σ) = ∫ X D^{τ1}_{Lin} (ρ_x‖σ_x)dμ_1(x) ≤c ∫ X D^{τ2}_{Lin} (ρ_x‖σ_x)dμ_2(x) = cD^{τ2}_{Lin} (ρ‖σ).

The second assertion follows from (2.5).

2.5.2. Quantum Fisher information. The Fisher information I_A of A is defined by I^τ_A(ρ) = τ(A(ρ) ln(ρ)), ∀ρ ∈ dom(A^{1/2}) ∩ L_2(N ) and ln(ρ) ∈ L_∞(N ).

(2.6) Equivalently I_A(ρ) = lim_{ϵ→0}+ τ(A(ρ) ln(ρ + ϵ1)). The Fisher information I_A is also called the entropy production ([Spo08]). For a derivation δ, the Fisher information is defined by I^τ_δ (ρ) = τ (δ(ρ)Q^ρ(δ(ρ))) , ∀ρ ∈ dom(δ) ⊂ N . (2.7) Then I_δ(ρ) = I_δ∗¯_δ(ρ).We use I_A or I_δ if the trace is clear from the context. By Theorem 2.1, for any A satisfying Γ-regularity, there exists a closable ∗-preserving derivation δ_A : dom(A^{1/2}) → L_2(M) such that Γ_A(x, y) = E_N (δ_A(x)^∗δ_A(y)) where E_N : M → N . Thus I_A(ρ) = I_{δA} (ρ). The choice of δ_A is not necessarily unique, but I_A is uniquely determined by (2.1). Proposition 2.9. The Fisher information I_A (I_δ) is non-negative and convex. Proof. Recall Example 2.2 that I_A(ρ) = ∫ R_+ τ ( δ_A(ρ)(ρ + r)^{−1}δ_A(ρ)(ρ + r)^{−1} ) dr. Let us define the differential form w_r = (ρ + r)^{−1/2}δ_A(ρ)(ρ + r)^{−1/2}, then I_A(ρ) = ∫ R_+ τ (E_N (w_rw_r)) dr ≥ 0. The convexity was proved in [HP12] by using Theorem 2.4. Similar argument applies for I_δ.

Lemma 2.10. Let E : N → N_{fix} be the conditional expectation onto the fixed-point algebra N_{fix} ⊂ N of the semigroup T_t = e^{−tA}, then E ∘ T_t = T_t ∘ E = E. We also have I_A(T_t(ρ)) = − d dt D_{Nfix} (T_t(ρ)).

See [GJL18] for the proof. This result, especially the classical case, goes back [KL51]. Lemma 2.11. Let τ_1 and τ_2 be two normal faithful traces over a finite von Neumann algebra N and^{dτ1}_{dτ2} ≥ c for c > 0. Then for any ρ ∈ N_+, cI^{τ2}_A (ρ) ≤ I^{τ1}_A (ρ). It remains true for I_δ.

10 H. LI, M. JUNGE, AND N. LARACUENTE

Proof. We use the direct integral argument and notations in Lemma 2.8. Again^{dτ1}_{dτ2} ≥ c if and only if^{dμ1}_{dμ2} ≥ c. Let us consider the pointwise differential form w_{x,r} = (ρ_x + r)^{−1/2}δ_A(ρ)_x(ρ_x + r)^{−1/2}.

By the non-negativity of the Fisher information at any point x ∈ X (Proposition 2.9), we have cI^{τ2}_A (ρ) =c ∫ X ∫_∞ 0 τ_{2x} (E_N (w_{x,r}w_{x,r})) dμ_2(x)dr ≤ ∫ X ∫_∞ 0 τ_{1x} (E_N (w_{x,r}w_{x,r})) dμ_1(x)dr = I^{τ1}_A (ρ). Similar argument applies for I_δ.

2.5.3. Log-Sobolev type inequalities.

Definition 2.12. The semigroup T_t = e^{−tA} or the generator A with the fixed-point algebra N_{fix} is said to satisfy:

(1) the modified log-Sobolev inequality λ-MLSI (with respect to the trace τ) if there exists a constant λ > 0 such that λD_{Nfix} (ρ) ≤ I_A(ρ), ∀ρ ∈ dom(δ) ∩ N_+;

(or equivalently D_{Nfix} (T_t(ρ)) ≤ e^{−λt}D_{Nfix} (ρ), ∀ρ ∈ N_+.)

(2) the complete log-Sobolev inequality λ-CLSI (with respect to the trace τ) if A ⊗ id_F satisfies λ-MLSI for any finite von Neumann algebra F.

Let CLSI(A, τ) be the supremum of λ such that A satisfies λ-CLSI, or denoted by CLSI(A) if there is no ambiguity. We also use CLSI(T_t) for convenience. The derivation δ is said to satisfy λ-MLSI (λ-CLSI) if δ^∗δ̄ satisfies λ-MLSI (λ-CLSI). Similarly we define CLSI(δ, τ) and CLSI(δ) for the derivation δ.

An edge of CLSI over the log-Sobolev inequality for quantum systems is tensorization stability (see [GJL18]).

Proposition 2.13. Let T^j_t : N_j → N_j be a family of semigroups with fixed-point algebras N_{fix,j} ⊂ N_j for 1 ≤ j ≤ k . Then the tensor semigroup T_t = ⊗^k_{j=1}T^j_t has the fixed-point algebra N_{fix} = ⊗^k_{j=1}N_{fix,j} . Moreover, we have CLSI(T_t) ≥ inf_{1≤j≤k} CLSI(T^j_t ).

Combining Lemma 2.8 and Lemma 2.11, we obtain the following change of measure principle. The following observation is also referred to as Holley Stroock argument in the literature. Theorem 2.14 (change of measure principle). Let τ_1 and τ_2 be normal faithful traces over N and c_2 ≤^{dτ1}_{dτ2} ≤ c_1 for some c_1, c_2 > 0. Then CLSI(A, τ_1) ≥^{c2}_{c1} CLSI(A, τ_2). Lemma 2.15. Let λ > 0. If the Fisher information decays exponentially I_A(T_t(ρ)) ≤ e^{−tλ}I_A(ρ), ∀ρ ∈ N_+, then CLSI(A) ≥ λ.

Proof. Let f(t) = D_{Nfix} (T_t(ρ)), then f^′(t) = −I_A(T_t(ρ)) by Lemma 2.10. Integrating both sides over [0, ∞) yields the assertion.

2.6. C_pSI and CLSI^+. Now we give a brief introduction of complete p-Sobolev type inequalities and refer to [Li20] for details and generalized results. In the sequel, we assume that p ∈ (1, 2). For any ρ, σ ∈ N_+ ∩ L_p(N ), the quantum p-relative entropy is defined as d^p(ρ‖σ) = τ(ρ^p − σ^p) − pτ((ρ − σ)σ^{p−1}). It follows from the definition that d^p(ρ‖σ) ≥ 0, with the equality if and only if ρ = σ. The p-relative entropy with respect to the von Neumann subalgebra K ⊂ N is defined by d^p_K(ρ) = d^p(ρ‖E_K(ρ)) = inf_{τ (ρ)=τ (σ),σ∈K} d^p(ρ‖σ). Lemma 2.7 remains true for the p-relative entropy, see [Li20] for the proof. Lemma 2.16. Let E_1,....,E_m be pairwise commuting conditional expectations on N , then d^p ( ρ‖( ∏_m j=1 E_j )(ρ) ) ≤ m∑ j=1 d^p(ρ‖E_j (ρ)) . In [Li20], we defined the p-Fisher information I^p_A of the generator A of a semigroup e^{−tA} by I^p_A(ρ) = pτ(A(ρ)ρ^{p−1}), ∀ρ ∈ dom(A^{1/2}) ∩ L_{p−1}(N , τ) and the p-information I^p_δ of δ by I^p_δ (ρ) = pτ ( δ(ρ)Q^ρ_{(xp−1 )[1]} (δ(ρ)) ) , ∀ρ ∈ dom(δ) ⊂ N . Note that I_A(ρ) = lim_{p→1+} I^p_A(ρ) p − 1 and D_{Lin}(ρ‖σ) = lim_{p→1+} d^p(ρ‖σ) p − 1 . See [Li20] for the nonnegativity and convexity of the quantum p-Fisher information. Definition 2.17. The semigroup T_t = e^{−tA} or the generator A with the fixed-point algebra N_{fix} is said to satisfy:

(1) the modified p-Sobolev inequality λ-MpSI (with respect to the trace τ) if there exists a constant λ > 0 such that λd^p_{Nfix} (ρ) ≤ I^p_A(ρ), ∀ρ ∈ dom(δ) ∩ N_+;

(or equivalently d^p_{Nfix} (T_t(ρ)) ≤ e^{−λt}d^p_{Nfix} (ρ), ∀ρ ∈ N_+.)

(2) the complete p-Sobolev inequality λ-C_pSI (with respect to the trace τ) if A ⊗ id_F satisfies λ-MpSI for any finite von Neumann algebra F.

(3) the enhanced complete log-Sobolev inequality λ-CLSI^+ if A satisfies λ-C_pSI for p ∈ (1, 2). Let C_pSI(A, τ) (CLSI^+(A, τ)) be the supremum of λ such that A satisfies λ-C_pSI(CLSI^+), or denoted by C_pSI(A) (CLSI^+(A)) if there is no ambiguity. The derivation δ is said to satisfy λ-MpSI (λ- C_pSI) if δ^∗δ̄ satisfies λ-MpSI (λ-C_pSI). Similarly we define C_pSI(δ, τ), C_pSI(δ), CLSI^+(δ, τ), and CLSI^+(δ) for the derivation δ.

It is enough to define CLSI^+ for p ∈ (1, 1 + ε) for some ε > 0 to retrieve the log-Sobolev inequality. The limiting case p → 2^+ reduces to the Poincaré inequality.

Theorem 2.18. Let E_K be the conditional expectation onto the von Neumann subalgebra K ⊂ N , then we have C_pSI(I − E_K) ≥ p.

12 H. LI, M. JUNGE, AND N. LARACUENTE

Proof. It is obvious that N_{fix} = K. By the operator concavity of x^{p−1}, we have (E_K(ρ))^{p−1} ≤ E_K(ρ^{p−1}).

Thus

d^p_{Nfix} (ρ) = τ(ρ^p − E_K(ρ)(E_K(ρ))^{p−1}) ≤ τ(ρ^p − E_K(ρ)E_K(ρ^{p−1})) = 1 p I^p_{I−EK} (ρ).

Here is a list of important properties of C_pSI and refer to [Li20] for proofs.

Theorem 2.19. Let T_t = e^{−tA} : N → N , then (1) I^p_A(e^{−tA}(ρ)) = −^d_{dt} d^p_{Nfix} (e^{−tA}(ρ));

(2) the exponential decay of Fisher information I^p_A(T_t(ρ)) ≤ e^{−tλ}I^p_A(ρ) implies C_pSI(A) ≥ λ; (3) CLSI(A) ≥ CLSI^+(A);

(4) C_pSI and CLSI^+ are stable under tensorization; (5) C_pSI and CLSI^+ are stable under change of measure. Similar results remain true for δ.

3. Derivation triple Let N be a finite von Neumann algebra equipped with a normal faithful tracial state τ, and δ be a closable ∗-preserving derivation on N . Suppose there exists a larger finite von Neumann algebra (M, τ) containing N and a weakly dense^∗-subalgebra A ⊂ N such that (1) A ⊂ dom(δ);

(2) δ : A → L_2(M, τ).

We call such (N ⊂M, τ, δ) a derivation triple. This notion is closely related to, and inspired by Connes’ notion of a spectral triple (A, H, D) given by a representation π : A → B(H) and a (usually unbounded) self-adjoint operator D such that δ(a) = [D, π(a)] is bounded. In classical geometry D is the Dirac operator and [D, π(a)] ∈ C_0(Cℓ(M)), where C_0(Cℓ(M)) is C^∗-bundle of Clifford algebras of the dimension of M over M. This Clifford bundle admits a natural faithful trace hence is contained in the von Neumann algebra CL(M) given by the GNS construction, see section 4.1 for more details.

Thus our notion of derivation triple requires additional conditions on the algebra of differential forms to admit a tracial state. On the other hand we allow for slightly more general derivations, because in many situations it is difficult to identify a good choice of D. In order to understand the role of differential forms, we recall Connes’ abstract definition

Ω^1(A) = { ∑ j (a_j ⊗ b_j − 1 ⊗ a_j b_j)|a_j , b_j ⊗ A} ⊂ A ⊗ A . The induced differential representation π_δ : Ω^1(A) → M is defined by π_δ(a ⊗ b − 1 ⊗ ab) = δ(a)b, and we denote the range π_δ(Ω^1(A)) by Ω_δ(A). Thus Ω_δ(A) is Hilbert A-bimodule with inner product (δ(a_1)b_1, δ(a_2)b_2)_A = b^∗_1E_N (δ(a^∗_1)δ(a_2))b_2, where E_N : M → N is the conditional expectation and (·, ·)_A is the N -valued inner product. Indeed, Ω_δ(A) is also left A-module since aδ(b) = δ(ab)1 − δ(a)b.

13 Ñ M̃ N M ⊂∪∪⊂ Ω^1(Ã) L_2(M̃, τ)

Ω^1(A) L_2(M, τ) ∪_{π̃δ}∪πδ Ñ_{fix} Ñ

N_{fix} N ∪⊂∪⊂

Definition 3.1. Let (N ⊂M, τ, δ) and (Ñ ⊂M̃, τ, δ) be two derivation triples with Ẽ_N : Ñ → N . Let N_{fix} ⊂ N and Ñ_{fix} ⊂ Ñ be the fixed-point algebras of e^{−tδ∗δ̄} with the corresponding conditional expectations E and Ẽ. We say (N ⊂ M, τ, δ) is a sub-triple of (Ñ ⊂ M̃, τ, δ), denoted by (N ⊂M, τ, δ) ⊂ (Ñ ⊂M̃, τ, δ), if the first two diagrams are commuting and the last diagram is a commuting square.

Theorem 3.2. Let (N⊂M, τ, δ) ⊂ (Ñ⊂M̃, τ, δ), then CLSI(N⊂M, τ, δ) ≥ CLSI(Ñ⊂M̃, τ, δ) and C_pSI(N⊂M, τ, δ) ≥ C_pSI(Ñ⊂M̃, τ, δ). Proof. Let ι_N : L_1(N , τ) → L_1(Ñ , τ) be the trace preserving inclusion. Then we compare D_{Nfix} (ρ) and D_{Ñfix} (ρ).

D_{Nfix} (ρ) =D(Ẽ_N ∘ ι_N (ρ)‖Ẽ_N ∘ ι_N ∘ E(ρ)) = D(Ẽ_N (ι_N (ρ))‖Ẽ_N (Ẽ(ρ))) ≤D(ι_N (ρ)‖Ẽ(ρ)) (by data processing inequality) =D_{Ñfix} (ι_N (ρ)) Thanks to the first condition, we see that ι_N (aδ(f)b) = ι_N (a)δ(ι_N (f))ι_N (b). This implies I_δ(ρ) = I_δ(ι_N (ρ)). The proof for C_pSI is the same.

A linear operator Rc : Ω_δ(A) → M is called the (geometric) Ricci operator of (N⊂M, τ, δ) provided that (1) Rc is bimodule over A Rc(aρb) = aRc(ρ)b, ∀a, b ∈ A, ρ ∈ Ω_δ(A); (3.1) (2) there exists a strongly continuous semigroup T̂_t = e^{−tL} : M → M of completely positive trace preserving maps such that Γ_L(a, b) = E_N (δ(a^∗)δ(b)), ∀a, b ∈ N . (3) δ(ã) ∈ dom(L) if there exists a ∈ A and t ≥ 0 such that ã = T_t(a) ∈ A and δ(δ^∗δ̄ã) − L(δ(ã)) = Rc(δ(ã)).

(3.2) The derivation δ is said to admit a Ricci curvature Rc ≥ λ bounded below by a constant λ, if (Rc(ρ), ρ)_A ≥ λE_N (ρ^∗ρ) for any ρ ∈ Ω_δ(A). We say the generator A of T_t = e^{−tA} admits Rc ≥ λ if there exists a derivation triple (N⊂M, τ, δ) such that Γ_A(a, b) = E_N (δ(a^∗)δ(b)), ∀a, b ∈ A and δ admits Rc ≥ λ. It shall be noted that the choice of δ is not unique, thus we may find a larger Ricci lower bound of A by choosing a better δ.

3.1. Abstract Bakry-Émery criterion. We establish an operator-valued Bakry-Émery criterion relating the Ricci curvature and the log-Sobolev inequality. Theorem 3.3. Let (N⊂M, τ, δ) be a derivation triple with Rc ≥ λ > 0. Then CLSI(N⊂M, τ, δ) ≥ 2λ.

14 H. LI, M. JUNGE, AND N. LARACUENTE

Proof. To simplify the notation, we denote A_δ , T_t(ρ), T̂_t(σ) = e^{−tL}σ by A, ρ_t, σ̂_t, respectively in this proof, where L is given in the definition of Ricci operator Rc. For any fixed ρ ∈ N_+, we may consider two functions: h(t) = I_δ(ρ_t) and k(t) = ⟨ T̂_t(δ(ρ)), Q^ρt ( T̂_t(δ(ρ)) )⟩ . We compute the derivatives of h and k by Example 2.2 and obtain: h^′(t) = − 2 ∫ R_+ τ ( δ(Aρ_t)(r + ρ_t)^{−1}δ(ρ_t)(r + ρ_t)^{−1} ) dr − 2 ∫ R_+ τ ( δ(ρ_t)(r + ρ_t)^{−1}δ(ρ_t)(r + ρ_t)^{−1}δ(ρ_t)(r + ρ_t)^{−1} ) dr, and k^′(t) = − 2 ∫ R_+ τ ( LT̂_t(δ(ρ))(r + ρ_t)^{−1}T̂_t(δ(ρ))(r + ρ_t)^{−1} ) dr − 2 ∫ R_+ τ ( T̂_t(δ(ρ))(r + ρ_t)^{−1}δ(ρ_t)(r + ρ_t)^{−1}T̂_t(δ(ρ))(r + ρ_t)^{−1} ) dr. The key observation is that the second lines of both derivatives coincide at t = 0. It remains to compare the first lines: h^′(0) − k^′(0) = −2 ∫ R_+ τ ( (δA − Lδ)(ρ)(r + ρ)^{−1}δ(ρ)(r + ρ)^{−1} ) dr. Thanks to the commutator identity (3.2), the Ricci curvature Rc finally shows up h^′(0) − k^′(0) = −2 ∫ R_+ τ ( Rc(δ(ρ))(r + ρ)^{−1}δ(ρ)(r + ρ)^{−1} ) dr. Let us define ω_r = (ρ + r)^{−1/2}δ(ρ)(ρ + r)^{−1/2}, then ω_r = ω^∗_r ∈ Ω_δ(A). By (3.1), we have Rc(ω_r) = (ρ + r)^{−1/2}δ(ρ)(ρ + r)^{−1/2}.

We rewrite h^′(0) − k^′(0) as the trace of A-valued inner product over Ω_δ(A), h^′(0) − k^′(0) = −2 ∫ R_+

τ ((Rc(ω_r), ω_r)_A) dr.

Since Ricci curvature Rc is bounded below by λ, we deduce that h^′(0) − k^′(0) ≤ −2λ ∫ R_+ τ(E_N (ω^∗_r ω_r))dr = −2λh(0). As an application of Theorem 2.4, k^′(0) ≤ 0. Indeed, by Example2.3) k(t) = ⟨ T̂_t(δ(ρ)), Q^{ρt}_{f −1} [0] ( T̂_t(δ(ρ)) )⟩

with the f(x) =^{x−1}_{ln(x)} . Applying Theorem 2.4 with β = T̂_t yields k(t) ≤ k(0) for t ≥ 0. Together with k^′(0) ≤ 0, we deduce that h^′(0) ≤ −2λh(0). This inequality remains true by replacing the initial state ρ with ρ_s. Let us define h_s(t) = I_δ(ρ_{t+s}) for fixed s ≥ 0, then h^′_s(0) ≤ −2λh_s(0) = −2λh(s). Note that h^′_s(0) = h^′(s), and consequently for any s ≥ 0, h^′(s) ≤ −2λh(s). By Grönwall’s lemma, this implies the exponential decay of Fisher information h(t) ≤ e^{−2λt}h(0). Using Lemma 2.15, the theorem is established.

In the proof, we actually show that Fisher information of (N ⊂M, τ, δ) decays exponentially with the decay rate 2λ, and this is a stronger condition than CLSI(N⊂M, τ, δ) ≥ 2λ (Lemma 2.15). See [Led11]. Theorem 3.3 remains true for CpSI and CLSI^+, and we refer to [Li20] for the proof.

Theorem 3.4. Let (N⊂M, τ, δ) be a derivation triple with Rc ≥ λ > 0. For p ∈ (1, 2), then C_pSI(N⊂M, τ, δ) ≥ 2λ. Thus CLSI^+(N⊂M, τ, δ) ≥ 2λ.

3.2. Connection to λ-convexity. Otto and Villani ([OV00]) show that the Ricci curvature on a Riemannian manifold M is bounded below by λ ∈ R if and only if the entropy is geodesically λ-convex in the space of probability measures P (M) endowed with the Kantorovich metric W_2. Carlen and Maas use this characterization as a starting point and define the lower bound of the Ricci curvature in the noncommutative setting through a transportation condition, see [CM20] for details. Indeed, the key ingredient of the characterization may be considered as the noncommutative adaptation of Bakry-Émery’s Γ_2 condition. We will indicate here that in finite dimension our geometric definition of Ricci curvature bounded below implies the complete lower bound of transportation definition.

Theorem 3.5 (Carlen and Maas). A differential structure (A, ∇, σ) has (transportation) Ricci curvature bounded from below by λ > 0 if and only if the following gradient estimate holds for ρ ∈ B, a ∈ A_0 and t ≥ 0: ‖∇P_ta‖^2_ρ ≤ e^{−2λt}‖∇a‖^2_{P†t ρ}. (3.3)

Let us point out that we have chosen ∇ = δ, P_t = T_t = e^{−tA} and P^†_t = T̂_t = e^{−tL} in our setting. However, the results remain true for every other choice of δ as well, as long as Γ_A(x, y) = E(δ(x)^∗δ(y)) is still satisfied. Carlen and Mass did not consider a semigroup acting on the space of differential forms. The ρ-inner ‖ · ‖_ρ product can be interpreted as ‖σ‖^2_ρ = τ ( σQ^ρ_{f[0]} (σ) ) , where f(x) =^{x−1}_{ln(x)} .

Theorem 3.6. Let A = δ^∗δ̄ be a (finite dimensional) generator over (N ⊂M, τ, δ) with geometry Ricci curvature Rc bounded below by λ. Then A also satisfies (3.3), equivalently a lower bound on the transportation Ricci curvature.

Proof. Again, we denote T_t(ρ), T̂_t(σ) = e^{−tL}σ by ρ_t, σ̂_t, respectively, with L given in the definition of Ricci operator Rc. We follow the spirit proof of Theorem 3.5 and define F : [0, t] → R for any fixed t > 0, F (s) = e^{−2λs}τ ( δ(T_{t−s}(σ))Q^{ρs}_{f[0]} (δ(T_{t−s}(σ))) ) .

16 H. LI, M. JUNGE, AND N. LARACUENTE

If F^′(s) ≥ 0 for any s ≥ 0, then F (0) ≤ F (t) yields the assertion. In the rest of the proof, we want to show that F^′(s) ≥ 0. Differentiating F (s), we obtain that F^′(s) = −2λF (s) + 2e^{−2λs}τ ( δ(A(σ_{t−s}))Q^{ρs}_{f[0]} (δ(σ_{t−s})) )

+e^{−2λs}τ ( δ(σ_{t−s})D(Q^{ρs}_{f[0]} )(δ(σ_{t−s})) ) , where D(Q^{ρs}_{f[0]} ) is given by differentiating Q^{ρs}_{f[0]} in terms of s. It is convenient to define two more functions h and k for fixed ρ and σ: h(x) = τ ( T̂_x(δ(σ_{t−s}))Q^{ρs}_{f[0]}T̂_x(δ(σ_{t−s})) ) and k(x) = τ ( δ(σ_{t−s})Q^{ρs+x}_{f[0]} (δ(σ_{t−s})) ) . Plugging f(x) =^{x−1}_{ln(x)} into Theorem 2.4 and Lemma 2.5 implies that h(x) ≤ k(x). Noting that h(0) = k(0), we infer that h^′(0) ≤ k^′(0), i.e.,

(3.4) − 2τ ( L(δ(σ_{t−s}))Q^{ρs}_{f[0]} (δ(σ_{t−s})) ) ≤ τ ( δ(σ_{t−s})D(Q^{ρs}_{f[0]} )(δ(σ_{t−s})) ) . Applying (3.2) implies that

(3.5) 2τ ( (δ(A(σ_{t−s})) − Rc(δ(σ_{t−s})))Q^{ρs}_{f[0]} (δ(σ_{t−s})) ) + τ ( δ(σ_{t−s})D(Q^{ρs}_{f[0]} )(δ(σ_{t−s})) ) ≥ 0 Since Ricci curvature is bounded below by λ, we deduce that

(3.6) τ ( Rc(δ(σ_{t−s}))Q^{ρs}_{f[0]} (δ(σ_{t−s})) ) ≥ τ ( δ(σ_{t−s})Q^{ρs}_{f[0]} (δ(σ_{t−s})) ) . Putting pieces (3.4), (3.5) and (3.6) together, we obtain F^′(s) ≥ 0.

Remark 3.7. We refer to [Wir18] for a discussion of lower bounds on the transportation Ricci curvature in infinite dimension.

4. Geometric Applications

4.1. Clifford bundle. Let us recall that the Clifford algebra Cℓ_n is generated by n self-adjoint unitaries {e_k}^n_{k=1} satisfying

e^∗_k = −e_k, e^2_k = −1, and e_ke_l = −e_le_k for k ≠ l.

Equivalently, we may use the Clifford function from real Hilbert spaces to von Neumann algebras c : H → Cℓ(H) such that c(h) is self-adjoint and c(h)c(k) + c(k)c(h) = −2(h, k), where (, ) is the inner product over H. Let (M, g) be an n-dimensional smooth Riemannian manifold without boundary. Let μ be the probability measure defined by dμ =^1_{ZU} e^{−U} dvol over the manifold M with Z_U = ∫ M e^{−U(x)}dvol(x). We may consider Cℓ_x ∼= Cℓ_n the Clifford algebra generated {c(e_k)}, where {e_k}^n_{k=1} is an orthogonal basis of the cotangent space T^∗_xM at a point x ∈ M. Recall that Cℓ_x and T^∗_xM are also identified as vector spaces, see [Cho39], [LM16]. We denote by C_0(Cℓ(M)) (C^∞_0 (Cℓ(M))) the space of continuous (respectively smooth) sections vanishing at infinity. Let CL(M) be the von Neumann algebra generated by the GNS construction with respect to the trace τ(a) = ∫ τ_x(a(x))dμ(x), where τ_x is the unique trace satisfying τ(c_{k1} · · · c_{km} ) = 0 for m ≤ n and mutually different indices 1 ≤ k_1, . . . , k_m ≤ n.

We now explain the derivation triple for the Riemannian manifold. Let ∇ be the Levi-Civita connection (covariant derivative) and {X_1, . . . , X_n} be an orthonormal basis of the tangent space

TM, then ∇_{Xk} : C^∞(M) → C^∞(M) defines a family of differential operators. We may combine {∇_{Xk} } and {e_k} and define δ(f) = n∑ k=1 e_k∇_{Xk} (f), ∀f ∈ C^∞(M). (4.1)

It is obvious that δ : C^∞_0 (M) → L_2(CL(M), μ) is a ∗-preserving closable derivation. Thus we obtain the derivation triple (N⊂M, τ, δ) = (L_∞(M)⊂CL(M), μ, δ) (4.2) and identify A = C^∞_0 (M).

The μ-modified Laplace-Beltrami operator Δ_U : C^∞(M) → C^∞(M) is defined by

Δ_Uf = n∑ i=1 X^∗_i X_if + ∇U · ∇f, (4.3)

where ∇U is the gradient of U. It is well-known that Δ_U is essentially self-adjoint in L_2(M, μ). Moreover, we have Δ_U = δ^∗δ. The extended Levi-Civita connection to Clifford bundle Cℓ(M) remains a derivation with respect to Clifford multiplication (see e.g. [LM16]), i.e. ∇_X (f · g) = f · (∇_X g) + (∇_X f) · g, ∀X ∈ C^∞(TM), f, g ∈ C^∞(Cℓ(M)), where · denotes the Clifford multiplication. Let L_U : L_2(CL(M), μ) → L_2(CL(M), μ) be the μmodified rough (or Bochner) Laplacian

L_U = n∑ i=1 ( ∇_{Xi} ∇_{Xi} − ∇_{∇Xi Xi} ) + ∇_{∇U} . (4.4)

Lemma 4.1. The μ-modified rough Laplacian L_U is a generator of the completely positive trace preserving semigroup T̂_t = e^{−tLU} .

Proof. We combine the family of differential operators ∇_{Xk} : C^∞(Cℓ(M)) → C^∞(Cℓ(M)) with an additional (Mayorana)-Clifford operators ẽ_k ∈ M_2n such that ẽ_k = −ẽ^∗_k, ẽ^2_k = −1, and ẽ_kẽ_j = −ẽ_jẽ_k fork ≠ l and define δ̃(f) =^n ∑ k=1 ẽ_k ⊗ ∇_{Xk} (f). Note that δ̃ a ∗-preserving closable derivation. Thus L_U = δ̃^∗ ¯δ̃ yields the assertion. Let Rc_U : C^∞(T^∗M) → C^∞(T^∗M) be the Bakry-Émery Ricci (1, 1)-tensor Rc_U = Rc + ∇_{∇U} .

Lemma 4.2. The derivation triple defined by (4.2) admits a Ricci curvature Rc_U with the corresponding strongly continuous semigroup T̂_t = e^{−tLU} .

Proof. The Bakry-Émery Ricci Rc_U is bimodule over A = C^∞_0 (M) since Rc_U is a (1, 1)-tensor. By the Bochner Weitzenböck formula, we obtain that (4.5) δ(Δ_U f) = L_U(δf) + Rc_U(δf), ∀f ∈ C^∞(M). We can also identify the restriction of L_U to C^∞(M) with Δ_U L_U |_C∞_{(M)} = Δ_U.

Thus Rc_U is a Ricci operator of (N⊂M, τ, δ).

18 H. LI, M. JUNGE, AND N. LARACUENTE

We adopt the geometric convention of Clifford algebra that e^2_k = 1 and e^∗_k = −e_k. The convention of operator algebra is to use c^2_k = −1 and c^∗_k = −c_k. It is easy to converse between the two versions by using e_k = ic_k.

4.2. Complete Bakry-Émery theory. We recapture the Bakry-Émery criterion for complete log-Sobolev inequality as a corollary of Theorem 3.3, and this result motivated our definition of derivation triple.

Theorem 4.3 (Complete Bakry-Émery theorem). Let (M, g, μ) be a smooth Riemannian manifold with the measure μ defined by dμ =^1_{ZU} e^{−U} dvol with Z_U = ∫ M e^{−U} dvol for U ∈ C^∞(M). Given that Rc_U ≥ κ > 0, then CLSI(Δ_U) ≥ CLSI^+(Δ_U) ≥ 2κ.

Holley and Stroock [HS87] proved that the log-Sobolev inequality is stable under measure perturbation, and this property remains true for the complete log-Sobolev inequality by Theorem 2.14, as far as a central change of measure is concerned. Changing from a trace to the state is distinctly more complicated, and will not be considered in this paper. We refer to [Led11] for more applications. Corollary 4.4. Let ν be the probability measure defined by dν =^1_{ZV} e^{−V} dvol with V ∈ C^∞(M), where Z_V is the normalization factor. If ‖U − V ‖_∞ ≤ C, then e^{2C} CLSI(Δ_U ) ≥ CLSI(Δ_V) and e^{2C} CLSI^+(Δ_U) ≥ CLSI^+(Δ_V).

4.3. Examples and applications. For illustration purposes, we discuss some interesting examples of derivation triples and applications to Lindblad operators.

Example 4.5. The Laplace-Beltrami operator of any compact Riemannian manifold with a strictly positive Ricci curvature satisfies CLSI and CLSI^+, such as orthogonal group O(n), special orthogonal group SO(n), and spheres S^n with n ≥ 2.

Example 4.6. Let dγ(x) = (2π)^{−n/2}e^{−U(x)}dx be the Gaussian measure of R^n , where U(x) = |x|^2/2. Then we have the natural Bakry-Émery Ricci Rc_U = I_d. Thus CLSI(Δ_U ) ≥ CLSI^+(Δ_U) ≥ 2.

Example 4.7. Let dx be the Lebesgue measure over the 1-dimensional manifold (0, 1) and δ be the ordinary pointwise derivative. Then we have a derivation triple (N⊂M, τ, δ), and CLSI(N⊂M, τ, δ) ≥ CLSI^+(N⊂M, τ, δ) ≥ 4 5 . Proof. Let us consider the measure dμ(x) = 1 √ 2π ∞∑ k=−∞ e^{−(x−k)2/2}dx and the embedding map π : L_∞(0, 1) → L_∞(R), π(f)(x) = f(x mod 1).

Note that we get a sub-triple of L_∞(R), then CLSI(μ, δ) ≥ 2. Note that √ 2π 2 + 2e^{−1/2} + 2e^{−2} +^8_3 e^{−9/2} ≤ dx dμ ≤ √ 2π 2e^{−1/2} + 2e^{−2} + 2e^{−9/2} +^{48}_{125} e^{−25/2} . For approximation details, see Appendix. Together with Theorem 2.14, it implies that CLSI(N⊂M, τ, δ) ≥ 4 5 .

Similarly CLSI^+(N⊂M, τ, δ) ≥^4_5 .

Example 4.8. Let Δ be the Laplace-Beltrami operator over the 1-dimensional sphere S^1 ⊂ R^2 with the Haar measure μ, then CLSI(Δ) ≥ CLSI^+(Δ) ≥ 1 5π^2 . Proof. For g ∈ C^∞(S^1), then Δ(g) =^{d2g}_{dθ2} . Let θ = 2πx for x ∈ (0, 1) and f(x) = g(2πx), and we have f^{′′}(x) = 4π^2Δ(g)(θ). Let δ be the ordinary pointwise derivative over (0, 1) and Ẽ be the conditional expectation mapping L_∞(0, 1) onto constant valued functions. It is obvious that D(f‖Ẽ(f)) = D(g‖E(g)) and I_δ(f) = I_Δ(g).

Together with Example 4.7, we obtain D(g‖E(g)) ≤ 5π^2I_Δ(g). Similarly CLSI^+(Δ) ≥^1_{5π2} .

Together with the transferred argument in Section 4.3 of [GJL18], Example 4.8 implies the CLSI of Lindblad operator with 1-generator.

Example 4.9. Let L(ρ) = [x, [x, ρ]] = x^2ρ + ρx^2 − 2ρxρ, where x is self-adjoint with discrete spectrum in Z. Then CLSI(L) ≥ CLSI^+(L) ≥ 1 5π^2 . 4.4. Gaussian Example. Due to initial observation of Meyer, Bakry and Émery discovered that the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck semigroup has Ricci curvature 1. Thanks to central limit type results this applies to all Gaussians functions including tracial Fermionic random variables, see also [CM17]. In the context of Clifford algebras and ℓ^2_∞, this observation, and the connection to canonical derivatives were discovered by [ELP08]. Junge and Zeng established a Gaussians transference in [JZ15]. Let us illustrate this in the Fermionic case, and refer to [JZ15] for the more general setup. Let Cℓ_N be the Cliford algebra generated by a sequence of self-adjoint generators {c_k}_{k∈N} satisfying c_kc_j = −c_jc_k , c^∗_k = c_k , c^2_k = 1 .

The number operator N : Cℓ_N → Cℓ_N is defined by N(c_{i1} · · · c_{ik} ) = kc_{i1} · · · c_{ik} whenever i_1, ..., i_k are all different. There exists a derivation δ_N such that N = δ^∗_N δ̄_N and the derivation triple (Cℓ_N , Cℓ_N2 , δ_N ) admits a Ricci curvature Rc = id. Using a bijection between N and N × N, we can assume that c_{(j,k)} are anti-commuting Clifford generators of Cℓ_N2 . Let τ be the trace of Cℓ_N2 obtained from GNS construction, then τ(c_{i1} . . . c_{ik} ) = 0 if i_1, . . . , i_k are all different. For any fixed m ∈ N, we define

u_m(c_k) = m^{−1/2} m∑ j=1 c_{j,k} ⊗ g_j where {g_j } are iid Gaussians. Let ω be an ultrafilter on N and M^ω = (Cℓ_N2 ⊗ L_∞(R^m , γ_m))^ω be the von Neumann algbraic ultraproduct with a normal faithful trace τ_ω, where dγ_m(x) = (2π)^{−m/2}e^{−|x|2/2}dx. Let u_ω = (u_m(c_k))^• be the limit object in the ultraprower. The central limit theorem shows that τ_ω(u_ω(c_{k1} ) · · · u_ω(c_{kd} )) = τ(c_{k1} · · · c_{kd} ) .

This means that the map π defined by π(c_{k1} · · · c_{kd} ) = u_ω(c_{k1} ) · · · u_ω(c_{kd} )

20 H. LI, M. JUNGE, AND N. LARACUENTE

extends to a trace preserving^∗-homomorphism of Cℓ_N into M^ω. Moreover, thanks to [JZ15], we note that π(T_t(w_A)) = (id ⊗ T^G_t )^•(π(w_A)), ∀w_A = c_{i1} · · · c_{ik} , where T^G_t is the the Ornstein Uhlenbeck generator corresponding to the measure dγ_m(x) (see (4.3) and (4.4)). Since the latter has Ricci curvature 1, the same is true for T^{CL}_t . We refer to [JZ15] for the explicit derivation δ(c_k) = c_k for δ : Cℓ_N → Cℓ_N2 .

Let us point out a special case. Let X = (^{0 1}_{1 0} ) , Y = (_{0 −i} i 0 ) , and Z =

(_{1 0}

0 −1 ) . Then Cℓ_2 is generated by c_1 = X and c_2 = Y . Then c_1c_2 = −iZ implies that T_t(α1 + βX + γY + ζZ) = α1 + e^{−t}βX + e^{−tβ} Y + e^{−2t}ζZ is a semigroup on Cℓ_2 = M_2 which admits constant curvature 1 and CLSI(T_t) = CLSI^+(T_t) = 2. Here the spectral gap estimate (1.1) is tight. It will be interesting for us to rewrite the generator of this semigroup differently. For a self-adjoint element x, we define L_x(ρ) = x^2ρ + ρx^2 − 2xρx .

Let a =^X_2 and b =^Y_2 , we find that L_a(X) = 0 , L_a(Y ) = Y , L_a(Z) = Z and L_b(X) = X , L_b(Y ) = 0 , L_b(Z) = Z .

Thus N = L_a + L_b has Ricci-curvarture 1. Then CLSI(L_a + L_b) ≥ CLSI^+(L_a + L_b) ≥ 2.

Noting N restricted to ℓ^2_∞ is exactly of the form I − E, then CLSI(N) ≤ 2λ_2(N) ≤ 2. Corollary 4.10. CLSI^+(L_a + L_b) = CLSI(L_a + L_b) = 2.

At the time of this writing the exact CLSI constant for A_n = id − E_τ , where E_τ (x) =^{tr(x)}_n 1, is given by the normalized trace is unknown. According to [BBLW12], we have CLSI(A_n) ≥ 1. Corollary 4.11. 2 ≥ CLSI(A_2) ≥ CLSI^+(A_2) ≥^3_2 .

Proof. The role of X, Y and Z can be interchanged in the argument above. By introducing c =^Z_2 , we find that 6D(ρ‖E_τ (ρ)) ≤ I_{La+Lb} (ρ) + I_{La+Lc} (ρ) + I_{Lb+Lc} (ρ) = 2I_{La+Lb+Lc} (ρ) = 4I_{I−E}(ρ) . The last equality L_a + L_b + L_c = 2(id − E_τ ) is easily checked on the Pauli basis. The same argument works for CLSI^+.

5. Anti-transference In this section we consider a finite dimensional compact Lie group G with a normalized Haar measure μ. Let g be the Lie algebra of G and g_C be the complexification of g. Let X = {X_1, X_2, . . . , X_m} ⊂ g be a Hörmander system (see definition in the introduction), and we consider the sub-Laplacian operator Δ_X given by

Δ_X (f) = m∑ k=1 X^∗_k X_kf, where X_kf(g) =^d_{dt} f(exp(tX_k)g)|_{t=0} for any f ∈ C^∞(G) and g ∈ G. Similar to (4.1), we can find a closable ∗-preserving derivation δ such that Δ_X = δ^∗δ̄. We again identify the derivation triple (N⊂M, τ, δ) = (L_∞(G, μ)⊂CL(G), μ, δ). Let u : G → U(H) be a strongly continuous unitary representation of the Hilbert space H. We may transfer S_t = e^{−tΔX} to B (H) and obtain a strongly continuous semigroup T^{H,u}_t : B (H) → B (H) of self-adjoint, trace preserving, and completely positive maps by using the (co-)representation map π : B (H) → L_∞(G, B (H)), π(a)(g) = u(g)^∗au(g). (5.1)

Let E and E_T be conditional expectations onto the fixed-point algebras of S_t and T^{H,u}_t , respectively. The co-representation π allows for the commuting diagram below. L_∞(G, B (H))^{e−tΔX ⊗id}→ L_∞(G, B (H))^E→ B (H) ↑_π ↑_π ↑_π B (H)^{T Ht}→ B (H)^{ET}→ B (H)_{fix}, Indeed, for any exp(tX_k), we may find the corresponding one-parameter group generated by some self-adjoint operator x_k ([KR97]) such that u(exp(tX_K )) = exp(itx_k).

For a finite dimensional Hilbert space H, the self-adjoint matrix x_k is bounded. The differential operator X_k is transferred to a commutator operator via the co-representation,

X_k(π(a))(g) = d dt u(g)^∗e^{−itxk} ae^{itxk} u(g)|_{t=0} = −iπ([x_k, a])(g) . Note that the generator of T^H_t is a Lindblad operator. Indeed,

L^{H,u}_X (a) = ∑ k x^2_ka + ax^2_k − 2x_kax_k .

We denote the transferred semigroup and the Lindblad operator by T_t and L_X if there is no ambiguity. To emphasize the underlying Hilbert space (unitary representation), we also use T^H_t and L^H_X (T^u_t and L^u_X , respectively).

Theorem 5.1 (transference principle). Let S_t = e^{−tΔX} : L_∞(G, μ) → L_∞(G, μ) be the semigroup generated by the sub-Laplacian Δ_X and T_t be the transferred semigroup defined as above, then CLSI(L_X ) ≥ CLSI(Δ_X ).

The transference principle extends to CLSI^+ naturally ([Li20]), then CLSI^+(L_X ) ≥ CLSI^+(Δ_X ). The transference principle is developed for any ergodic and right-invariant semigroup S_t over a compact Lie group, see [GJL18] for details.

Theorem 5.2. Let T_t = e^{−tL} : B (L_2 (M)) → B (L_2 (M)) be a semigroup of self-adjoint completely positive trace preserving maps such that (1) L maps C^∞(M) to C^∞(M); (2) dom(L|_C∞_{(M)}) is dense in L_∞(M); (3) CLSI^+(L) > 0;

(4) L(d^{−α}ad^{−β} ) = d^{−α}L(a)d^{−β} for any 0-th order pseudo differential operator a. Then CLSI^+(L_∞(M), L) ≥ CLSI^+(B (L_2 (M)), L). 5.1. Noncommutative Geometry.

22 H. LI, M. JUNGE, AND N. LARACUENTE

5.1.1. Connes’ trace theorem. We use the standard multi-index notation α = (α_1, . . . , α_n) with α_j ∈ {0, 1, 2, . . . } and |α| = ∑_n j=1 |α_j |. Let us denote the partial derivative by D^α_x f =^{∂|α|f}_∂α_{1x1 ...∂αnxn} , for f ∈ C^∞(R^n ) . We say that σ ∈ C^∞(R^n × R^n ) is a symbol of order m if |D^α_x D^β_ξ σ(x, ξ)| ≤ C_{α,β}((1 + |ξ|)^{m−β} ) for any multi-index α and β and for any x, ξ ∈ R^n . Note that C_{α,β} depends on the choice of α and β and is independent of x and ξ. A pseudo differential operator Ψ of order m on R^n with symbol σ_Ψ is defined by Ψ(f)(x) = ∫ R^n e^{2πix·ξ}σ_Ψ(x, ξ)(Ff)(ξ)dξ, where F is the Fourier transformation and σ_Ψ is a symbol of order m. Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold of dimension n. Then Ψ : C^∞(M) → C^∞(M) is said to be a pseudo-differential operator of order m if this is true for every local chart. (See e.g. [LSZ13]) The most prominent example of pseudo-differential operators is the Laplacian operator Δ = − (_{∂2} ∂^2_{x1} + · · · +

∂^2 ∂^2_{xn} ) on R^n with the symbol σ_Δ(x, ξ) = 4π^2|ξ|^2. Consequently, the Laplacian power Ψ_m = (1 + Δ)^{m/2} is a pseudodifferential operator of order m with the symbol σ_{Ψm} (x, ξ) = (1 + 4π^2|ξ|^2)^{m/2}. In addition Ψ_m is a classical pseudo-differential operator with the asymptotic expansion σ_{Ψm} (x, ξ) ∼ ∞∑ j=0 ( j_m 2 ) |2πξ|^{m−2j} . Let us denote the Laplacian power of order n by d = (1 + Δ)^{n/2}.

For a classical, compactly supported, pseudo differential operator Ψ of order −n , the Wodzicki residue Res_W(Ψ) is the integral of the principal symbol σ_{Ψ,−n} over the co-sphere bundle S^∗M = (T^∗M\{0})/R_+ Res_W(Ψ) = 1 n ∫ S^∗M σ_{Ψ,−n}(V)dvol, where dvol is the volume form of S^∗M. The Wodzicki residue is also well-defined if we replace compactly supported with compactly based. Recall that Res_W([Ψ, Φ]) vanishes for classical compactly based pseudo differential operators Ψ of order k_1 and Φ of order k_2 with k_1 + k_2 = −n. For any f ∈ L_∞(G), the left multiplication M_f : L_2(G) → L_2(G) is a bounded linear operator, M_f (F )(x) = f(x)F (x). Indeed, we obtain the inclusion L_∞(M) ⊂ B (L_2 (M)) by this left regular representation. For any p ∈ Z, then M_f p = M^p_f . Moreover, there exists a constant c(n) =^{Vol(Sn−1)}_{n(2π)n} such that

Res_W(M_f d^{−1}) = c(n) ∫ M f(x)dvol(x), ∀f ∈ L_∞(M). (5.2)

Recall that the Malzaev ideal M_{1,∞} given by compact operators T ∈ B (L_2 (M)) such that ‖T ‖_{M1,∞} = sup_{n∈N} 1 ln(n + 1) n∑ j=0 u_j (T ) < ∞ , where {u_j (T )} is the decreasing sequence of singular values of T . The Laplacian power d has continuous extension in M_{1,∞}, still denoted as d. Every dilation invariant extended limit ω on ℓ_∞(N) defines a weight on (M_{1,∞})_+

Tr_ω(T ) = ω({ 1 ln(n + 1) n∑ j=0 u_j(T )}_n) .

This weight can be extended, by linearity, to all of M_{1,∞} and still remains tracial, and its extension on M_{1,∞} is called a Dixmier trace on M_{1,∞}. The Dixmier trace Tr_ω is non-normal and vanishes on the Schatten 1-class S_1. An operator T ∈ M_{1,∞} is said to be Dixmier measurable if the value Tr_ω(T ) is independent of the choice of the dilation invariant extended limit ω. Let T ∈ (M_{1,∞})_+ be positive Dixmier measurable, then (1) lim_{n→∞}^1_{ln(1+n)} ∑_n j=0 μ_j(T ) < ∞;

(2) Tr_ω(T ) = lim_{t→∞}^1_t τ(T^{1+1/t}) = lim_{q→1}+ (q − 1)τ(T^q) for any dilation invariant extended limit ω. See [LSZ13] for a proof.

The coincidence between the geometric quantity-Wodzicki residue and the operator algebraic quantity-Dixmier trace was first discovered and proven by Alain Connes, known as Connes’ trace theorem. Here we give a simple version of Connes’ trace theorem. See [LSZ13] for a complete statement and proof.

Theorem 5.3. Let Ψ be a classical compactly supported pseudo-differential operator of order −n. Then Ψ extends continuously to a Dixmier measurable operator in M_{1,∞}. Let ω be any dilation invariant extended limit, then Tr_ω(Ψ) = Res_W(Ψ).

In particular for any f ∈ L_∞(M), we have

Tr_ω(M_f d^{−1}) = Res_W(M_f d^{−1}) = c(n) ∫ M f(x)dvol(x). Actually it is sufficient to assume that Ψ is compactly based.

5.1.2. Applications. In the following, let M be a compact Riemannian manifold of dimension n. and M be a finite von Neumann algebra equipped with a normal faithful trace τ_M. Let τ denote the normalized trace over B (L_2 (M)) and tr = τ ⊗ τ_M. For a ∈ L_p(M, L_p(M)), define

tr_M(a) = ∫ M τ_M(a(x))dvol(x). We obtain the following result as a corollary of Theorem 5.3. Corollary 5.4. Let 1 ≤ p < ∞ and f ∈ C^∞(M). Then

c(n)‖f‖^p = Tr_ω(|d^{− 12p} M_f d^{− 12p} |^p) = lim_{q→1+}(q − 1)‖d^{− 12p} M_f d^{− 12p} ‖^{pq}_{pq} .

Proof. We first claim that for any even integer p ≥ 1 (5.3) c(n)‖f‖^p = Tr_ω(|d^{− 12p} M_f d^{− 12p} |^p) = lim_{q→1+}(q − 1)‖d^{− 12p} M_f d^{− 12p} ‖^{pq}_{pq} .

Noting that M^p_{|f|}d^{−1} and |d^{− 12p} M_f d^{− 12p} |^p have the same principal symbol of order −n [RT10], we infer that Res_W(M^p_{|f|}d^{−1}) = Res_W(|d^{− 12p} M_f d^{− 12p} |^p).

Together with (5.2), we obtain that

c_n‖f‖^p = Res_W(M^p_{|f|}d^{−1}) = Res_W(|d^{− 12p} M_f d^{− 12p} |^p). Applying Theorem 5.3 and the assertion follows for any even integer p.

24 H. LI, M. JUNGE, AND N. LARACUENTE

Then we prove the upper estimate for all p by interpolation. We may assume that c(n)‖f‖^p < 1. Let^1_p =^{1−θ}_{p0} +^θ_1 and p_0 be an even integer. Let α(z) =^{1−z}_{p0} +^z_1 and consider the analytic function F (z) = uM_{|f|}^{pα(z)}d^{−α(z)}, where M_f = uM_{|f|} is given by the polar decomposition. Thus F (θ) = uM_{|f|}d^{−1/p} = M_f d^{−1/p}. Note that for different values of z = it the functions F (it) and F (0) only differ by left and right multiplications by unitaries, and |F (it)| = |F (0)| = M_{|f|}p/p_0 d^{−1/p0} . Applying the limit q → 1^+ applies uniformly to t and together with (5.3), we infer that lim_{q→1+}(q − 1) sup_t ‖F (it)‖^{qp0}_{qp0} = lim_{q→11+}(q − 1)‖d^{−1/(2p0 )}M_{|f|}^{p/p0} d^{−1/(2p0 )}‖^{qp0}_{qp0} = c(n)‖f‖^p ≤ 1. Similarly we obtain that lim_{q→1}+ (q − 1) sup_t ‖F (1 + it)‖^q ≤ 1 . By the three line lemma (see [BL76]), we deduce that lim_{q→1+}(q − 1)‖M_f d^{−1/p}‖^q = lim_{q→1+}(q − 1)‖F (θ)‖^{qp}_{qp} ≤ 1 .

Homogeneity implies lim_{q→1+}(q − 1)‖M_f d^{−1/p}‖^{pq}_{pq} ≤ c(n)‖f‖^p and lim_{q→1+}(q − 1)‖d^{−1/p}M^∗_f ‖^{pq}_{pq} ≤ c(n)‖f‖^p . For the lower estimate, we assume that ‖f‖^p = 1. For any ϵ > 0, there exists g ∈ C^∞(M) such that ∫ |g^∗f|dvol(x) ≥ (1 − ε) and ‖g‖_p′ ≤ 1 with^1_{p′} +^1_p = 1. Note that d^{−1/p′} M_g∗_f d^{−1/p} is a pseudo-differential operator of order −n, then c(n) ∫ |g^∗f|dvol(x) = lim_{q→1+}(q − 1)‖d^{−1/p′} M_g∗_f d^{−1/p}‖^q. By Hölder’s inequality, then c(n) ∫ |g^∗f|dvol(x) ≤ (lim sup_{q→1+} (q − 1)^{1/p′} ‖d^{−1/p′} M_g∗ ‖^q_{p′q}) lim sup_{q→1+} (q − 1)^{1/p}‖M_f d^{−1/p}‖^p_q ≤ c(n)^{1/p′} lim sup_{q→1+} (q − 1)^{1/p}‖M_f d^{−1/p}‖^q_{pq}.

Together with ∫ |g^∗f|dvol(x) ≥ (1 − ε), we have

(1 − ε) ≤ c(n)^{1/p′} lim sup_{q→1+} (q − 1)^{1/p}‖M_f d^{−1/p}‖^q_{pq}. Taking the p-th power we deduce that (1 − ε)^pc(n) ≤ lim sup_{q→1+} (q − 1)‖M_f d^{−1/p}‖^{pq}_{pq} = lim_{q→1+} ‖M_f d^{−1/p}‖^{pq}_{pq}.

(5.4) Thus the upper and lower estimates yield the equality.

Remark 5.5. We could also use the pseudo-differential calculus developed by Connes ([CS84]) to obtain the result without interpolation.

Let us recall the definition of vector-valued mixed (p, q)-spaces from see [Pis98a],[JPPP13]: L_∞(N , L_q(M)) = [N ¯⊗M, L_∞(N , L_1(M))]_{1/q} obtained by complex interpolation. We refer to [JPPP13] for the fact that for elements in N ⊗ M the two equivalent expressions for the norm ‖f‖_{L∞(N ,L1(M))} = sup_{‖a‖} 2 ,‖b‖_2 ‖(a ⊗ 1)f(b ⊗ 1)‖_{L1 (N ⊗M)} = inf_{f=f1f2} ‖id ⊗ τ(f_1f^∗_1 )‖^{1/2}_N ‖id ⊗ τ(f^∗_2 f_2)‖^{1/2}_N coincide. Thus by interpolation, we deduce an isometric inclusion L_∞(N_1, L_q(M)) ⊂ L_∞(N_2, L_q(M)) for every inclusion of von Neumann algebras N_1 ⊂ N_2. This is in particular true for the inclusion L_∞(M) ⊂ B (L_2 (M)) given by the left regular representation, L_∞(M, L_p(M)) ⊂ L_∞(B (L_2 (M)), L_p(M)).

(5.5) Also recall Pisier’s interpolation theorem for vector-valued L_p spaces (see [Pis98a, JPPP13]) that L_p(L_∞(M) ¯⊗M) = L_p(M, L_p(M)). (5.6) Corollary 5.6. Let f ∈ L_p(M, L_p(M)), then lim_{q→1+}(q − 1)‖(d^{− 12p} ⊗ 1)M_f (d^{− 12p} ⊗ 1)‖^{pq}_{pq} = c(n)‖f‖^p_{Lp(L∞(M) ¯⊗M)}. Proof. It is sufficient to consider the vector valued function f ∈ L_∞(M, M). Indeed, we may extend this result to all of L_p(L_∞(M) ¯⊗M) using the Banach space ∏ U L_p(B (L_2 (M)) ¯⊗M).

Now let f ∈ L_∞(M, M), then f ∈ L_∞(L_∞(M) ¯⊗M) ⊂ L_p(L_∞(M) ¯⊗M). For any ε > 0, there exists p_0 > p such ‖f‖_{Lp(L∞(M)} ¯_{⊗M)} ≤ ‖f‖_{Lp0 (L∞(M)} ¯_{⊗M)} ≤ (1 + ε)‖f‖_{Lp(L∞(M)} ¯_{⊗M)}. (5.7) Thus there exist f_1, f_2 ∈ L_{2p0} (M) and F ∈ L_∞(M, L_{p0} (M)) such that f = (f_1 ⊗ 1)F (f_2 ⊗ 1), max{‖f_1‖_{2p0} ‖f_2‖_{2p0} } ≤ ‖f‖^{1/2}_{Lp0 (L∞(M) ¯⊗M)}, and ‖F ‖_{p0} ≤ 1, where ‖F ‖_{p0} = ∫ M τ_M(|F (x)|^{p0} )^{1/p0} dvol(x). Indeed, the functions f_1(x) = f_2(x) = τ_M(|f(x)|^{p0} )^{12p}0 will do the job. The inclusion result (5.5) implies that M_F ∈ L_∞(B (L_2 (M)), L_{p0} (M)). Since p < p_0, we apply Corollary 5.4 to f_1f^∗_1 and f_2f^∗_2 and continuity of L_p spaces, then

lim_{q→1+} ( (q − 1)‖d^{− 12p} M_{f1f} ∗_1 d^{− 12p} ‖^{qp}_{qp} )_{1/2} lim_{q→1+} ( (q − 1)‖d^{− 12p} M_f ∗_{2 f2} d^{− 12p} ‖^{qp}_{qp} )_{1/2}

= c(n)‖f_1f^∗_1 ‖^{p/2}_p ‖f_2f^∗_2 ‖^{p/2}_p ≤ c(n) ( ‖f_1f^∗_1 ‖^p_0 ‖f_2f^∗_2 ‖^p_0 )_{1/2} ≤ (1 + ε)^pc(n)||f||^p. By [Pis98b] we find that

lim_{q→1+}(q − 1)‖(d^{− 12p} ⊗ 1)M_f (d^{− 12p} ⊗ 1)‖^{pq}_{pq}

≤ lim sup q→1^+ (q − 1)‖d^{− 12p} M_{f1} ‖^{pq}_{2qp}‖M_F ‖^{pq}_{L∞(B(L2 (M)),Lpq (M))}‖M_{f2} d^{− 12p} ‖^{pq}_{2pq} ≤ lim sup q→1^+ ( (q − 1)‖d^{− 12p} M_{f1f} ∗_1 d^{− 12p} ‖^{qp}_{qp} )_{1/2} lim sup q→1^+ ( (q − 1)‖d^{− 12p} M_f ∗_{2 f2} d^{− 12p} ‖^{qp}_{qp} )_{1/2} .

26 H. LI, M. JUNGE, AND N. LARACUENTE

Thus lim_{q→1+}(q − 1)‖(d^{− 12p} ⊗ 1)M_f (d^{− 12p} ⊗ 1)‖^{pq}_{pq} ≤ (1 + ε)^pc(n)||f||^p.

Sending ε to 0 yields the upper bound. The same interpolation argument as in 5.4 also shows the lower bound by duality.

Lemma 5.7. Let a,b ∈ L_p(M, L_p(M)) for p ∈ (1, 2). Let a be positive and b be self-adjoint. Define A = (d^{− 12p} ⊗ 1)M_a(d^{− 12p} ⊗ 1) and B = (d^{− 12p} ⊗ 1)M_b(d^{− 12p} ⊗ 1). If there exists C > 0 such that −Ca ≤ b ≤ Ca, then lim_{q→1+}(q − 1) tr ( BA^{pq−1} ) ≤ c(n) tr_M(ba^{p−1}). Proof. Let t ≥ 0 and tC ≤ 1, then tb + a ≤ 1. Applying Corollary 5.6 to a + tb and a implies lim_{q→1+}(q − 1)‖A + tB‖^{pq}_{pq} = c(n)‖a + tb‖^p_{Lp(L∞(M) ¯⊗M)}, (5.8) and lim_{q→1+}(q − 1)‖A‖^{pq}_{pq} = c(n)‖a‖^p_{Lp (L∞(M) ¯⊗M)}. (5.9)

Noting that ‖ ‖^{pq}_{pq} is convex for q ≥ 1 small enough, we obtain pq tr ( BA^{pq−1} ) ≤ ‖A + tB‖^{pq}_{pq} − ‖A‖^{pq}_{pq} t . Together with (5.8) and (5.9), we have

lim_{q→1+}(q − 1) tr(BA^{pq−1}) ≤ c(n) ( ‖a + tb‖^p_{Lp(L∞(M) ¯⊗M)} − ‖a‖^p_{Lp(L∞(M) ¯⊗M)} ) tp . Using the differentiation formula for the p-norm, we observe that ‖a + tb‖^p_{Lp(L∞(M) ¯⊗M)} − ‖a‖^p_{Lp(L∞(M) ¯⊗M)} =t ∫_1 0 p tr_M(b(a + stb)^{p−1})ds =tp tr_M(ba^{p−1}) + tp ∫_1 0 tr_M(b((a + stb)^{p−1} − a^{p−1}))ds . Thus it suffices to show that ∫_1 0 tr_M(b((a + stb)^{p−1} − a^{p−1}))ds = O(t) (5.10)

as t → 0, then sending t → 0 implies the assertion. Indeed, we decompose b = b^+ − b^− for positive b^+ and b^−. Using the the monotonicity of x → x^{p−1} and b ≤ Ca we deduce tr_M(b^+a^{p−1}) ≤ tr_M(b^+(a + stb)^{p−1}) ≤ (1 + stC)^{p−1} tr_M(b^+a^{p−1}).

The same argument applies for b^− and hence | tr_M ( b((a + stb)^{p−1} − a^{p−1}) ) | ≤ ( (1 + stC)^{p−1} − 1 ) tr_M ( |b|a^{p−1} ) ≤ (p − 1)stC tr_M(|b|a^{p−1}). Integrating the inequality above yields (5.10). Now we are ready to prove the main theorem.

Proof. Let 1 < p < 2 and p < q < 2. Let a : M → M be a smooth positive function and a_ϵ = a + ε1 for ϵ > 0. Then b = L(a_ϵ) = L(a) since L is self-adjoint. Let C = ε^{−1}‖L(a)‖_{L∞(L∞(M)} ¯_{⊗M)}, then −Ca_ϵ ≤ b ≤ Ca_ϵ. Let A_ϵ = (d^{− 12p} ⊗ 1)M_{aϵ} (d^{− 12p} ⊗ 1) and B = (d^{− 12p} ⊗ 1)M_b(d^{− 12p} ⊗ 1). It follows from Lemma 5.7 that lim_{q→1+}(q − 1) tr(BA^{pq−1}_ϵ ) ≤ c(n) tr_M(ba^{p−1}_ϵ ).

(5.11)

Noting (L ⊗ id_M)(A_ϵ) = B since L(d^{−α}xd^{−β}) = d^{−α}L(x)d^{−β} . we have ‖A_ϵ‖^{pq}_{pq} − ‖(d^{− 12p} ⊗ 1)M_{E(aϵ)}(d^{− 12p} ⊗ 1)‖^{pq}_{pq} ≤ pq CLSI^+(B (L_2 (M)), L) tr_M ( BA^{pq−1}_ϵ ) . Together with (5.11), we obtain lim_{q→1+}(q − 1) ( ‖A_ϵ‖^{pq}_{pq} − ‖(d^{− 12p} ⊗ 1)M_{E(aϵ)}(d^{− 12p} ⊗ 1)‖^{pq}_{pq} )

≤ pc(n) CLSI^+(B (L_2 (M)), L) tr_M(ba^{p−1}_ϵ ).

Applying Corollary 5.6 to (d^{− 12p} ⊗ 1)M_{aϵ} (d^{− 12p} ⊗ 1) and (d^{− 12p} ⊗ 1)M_{E(aϵ )}(d^{− 12p} ⊗ 1) implies ‖a_ϵ‖^p_{Lp(L∞(M) ¯⊗M)} − ‖E(a_ϵ)‖^p_{Lp(L∞(M) ¯⊗M)} (5.12) ≤ p CLSI^+(B (L_2 (M)), L) tr_M(L(a)a^{p−1}_ϵ ) . (5.13) The left hand side is continuous in ε. By functional calculus and the dominated convergence theorem for the sequence of functions g_k(x) = (x +^1_k )^{p−1}, we deduce that

lim_{k→∞} tr_M(b(a + 1 k )^{p−1}) = lim_k ∫ R g_k(x)dμ_b(x) = tr_M(ba^{p−1}) ,

where we use the spectral measure ∫ f(x)dμ_b(x) = (b_1, f(x)b_2) given by a decomposition b = b_1b^∗_2 with b_1, b_2 ∈ L_2(M). (L_2(M). By sending ε to 0, then lim_{ε→0} tr_M(L(a)(a + ε)^{p−1}) = tr_M(L(a)a^{p−1}) .

Thus (5.12) does indeed imply CLSI^+(B (L_2 (M), L) ≤ C_pSI(L_∞(M), L) .

Taking the infimum over p > 1, then yields the assertion.

5.2. Collective Lindbladian. Let X = {X_1, . . . , X_d} be a set of self-adjoint matrices in M_n , hence hence iX ⊂ su(n) is a subset of the Lie algebra of SU(n). Let us first consider a general Lindbladian

L_X = d∑ k=1 [X_k, [X_k, ]] .

This also allows us to define the right invariant differential operators X_k(f)(g) =^d_{dt} f(e^{itXk} g) with sub-Laplacian Δ_X = − ∑ k X^2_k .

In some cases this differential operator is only ergodic for a Lie-subgroup G ⊂ SU(n), and then we add the relevant group Δ_{X ,G} in the notation. Let us fix the notation H = ℓ^n_2 . For a arbitrary

28 H. LI, M. JUNGE, AND N. LARACUENTE

representation u : G → U(H), we may then define new Lie-derivatives X^H_k =^d_{idt} u(e^{itXk} )|_{t=0} and obtain the individual Lindbladian L^H_{Xk} (ρ) = [X_k, [X_k, ρ]] and the transferred Lindbladian L^H_X = ∑ k L^H_{Xk} . We deduce from the Peter-Weyl theorem [BtD95] that all finite dimensional irreducible representations u are contained in K = H^{⊗m1} ⊗H̄^{⊗m2} for some m_1 and m_2. Let us determine the corresponding Lindbladian by differentiation. Then we consider u_m(g) = u(g)^{⊗m} and deduce that

X^{(m)}_k = d idt u(e^{itXk} )^{⊗m} |_{t=0} = m∑ j=1 π_j (X_k) ,

where π_j(a) = 1^{⊗(j−1)}⊗a⊗1^{⊗(n−j)}. The adjoint representation is given by ū(g) = u(g^{−1})^{trans} = u(g). This means that

X^{H̄⊗m}_k = d idt u(e^{−itXk} )^{⊗m} |_{t=0} = 1 i m∑ j=1 π_j(−iX_k)

= m∑ j=1 π_j(X_k) = m∑ j=1 π_j((X^{trans}_k )^∗) = m∑ j=1 π_j(X^{trans}_k ) .

Let us therefore define L̄^H_X = ∑ k [X^{trans}_k , [X^{trans}_k , ·]] .

Let us now introduce the diagonal representation û(g) = ( u(g) 0 0 ū(g) ) on H ⊕H̄ and X̂_k = diag(X_k, X^{trans}_k ). The combined collective Lindbladians are given by

L̂^m_{Xk} = m∑ j=1 [π_j(X̂_k), [π_j (X̂_k), ·]]

The corresponding generator for the system is denoted by L̂^m_X = ∑_d k=1 L̂m_{Xk} . Remark 5.8. CLSI(L^{H̄}_X ) = CLSI(L^H_X ). The same holds for CLSI^+.

Lemma 5.9. CLSI^+(Δ_X ) = inf_m CLSI^+(L̂^m_X ) .

Proof. In view of Theorem 5.2 it suffices to control L^{L2(G)}_X . By Peter-Weyl theorem L_2(G) = ⊕_π ( H_π ⊗H̄_π ) is given by the sum of equivalence classes of irreducible representations. Here we use left regular representation λ : G → U(L_2(G)) given by λ_g(f)(h) = f(g^{−1}h), which corresponds to (u_π(g) ⊗ 1)_π. Since λ(g) commutes with the spectral projections onto ⊕_{π∈F} ( H_π ⊗H̄_π ) for any finite set F , it suffices to consider H_F = ⊕_{π∈F} H_π via the completeness. Again thanks to the Peter-Weyl theorem we can find m_1(π) and m_2(π) such that H_π ⊂ H^{⊗m1(π)} ⊗H̄^{⊗m2(π)}.

For any F , there exists a large integer m(F ) such that H_F ⊂ (H ⊕H̄)^{⊗m(F )}.

Indeed m(F ) = max_{π∈F} {m_1(π)} + max_{π∈F} {m_2(π)}. Using the distributive law, we observe that (H ⊕H̄)^{m(F )} = ⊕_{A⊂{1,...,m(F )}} ( H^A ⊗H̄^{Ac} ) , where H^A stands for tensor in H at the position given by the set A. This shows that CLSI^+(L^{HF}_X ) ≥ CLSI^+(L̂^{m(F )}_X ).

By taking the infimum over m and the infimum over F , we obtain a lower bound for L^{L2(G)}_X .

Let us point out that for a tensor product H^{⊗m} , the induced Lindbladian in general does not coincide with the tensor product Lindbladian L^m_X (ρ) = [X^m, [X^m, ρ]] = ∑ j,k [π_j (X), [π_k(X), ρ]] ≠ ∑ j [π_j (X), [π_j (X), ρ]] .

6. Connected Graphs In this section, we study CLSI constants and stability properties of connected graphs. Let G = (V , E , μ, w) be a connected graph with V = (v_1, v_2, . . . .v_n), where μ : V → (0, 1) is a probability measure and w is a symmetric weight function over the edges. Let V (D) = (v_1, . . . , v_1, v_2, . . . , v_n, . . . , v_n) be an ordered set with degree(v_i) copies of v_i’s. We define the derivation δ : L_∞(V ) → L_∞(V (D)), f → (δ(f)(v_1), . . . , δ(f)(v_n)), where δ(f)(v_r) = ( √ w_{s1r}(f(v_{s1} ) − f(v_r)), . . . , √ w_{skr}(f(v_{sk} ) − f(v_r)))_{s1<···<sk;(vsj ,vr)∈E and 1≤j≤k}. We define the left and right representations π_{1,2} : L_∞(V ) → L_∞(V (D)) by π_{1,2} :, π_{1,2}(f) → (π_{1,2}(f)(v_1), . . . , π_{1,2}(f)(v_n)) , where π_1(f)(v_r) = (f(v_{s1} ), . . . , f(v_{sk} ))_{s1<···<sk;(vsj ,vr )∈E and 1≤j≤k} and π_2(f)(v_r) = (f(v_r), . . . , f(v_r))_{length=degree(vr )} .

Thus δ satisfies the Leibniz rule δ(fg) = π_1(f) · δ(g) + δ(f) · π_2(g), where · is entry-wise multiplication. The Fisher information I_{δ,w} of f is defined by I^μ_{δ,w}(f) = ∑ x∈V I_x(f)μ(x), where I_x(f) is the pointwise Fisher information at x defined by I_x(f) = ∑ y τ (w_{yx}(f(y) − f(x))(ln(f(y)) − ln(f(x))) .

(6.1)

We may further decompose I_x(f) as I_x(f) = ∑ I_{y,x}(f) with the edge Fisher information I_{y,x} defined by I_{y,x}(f) = w_{yx}τ ((f(y) − f(x))(ln(f(y)) − ln(f(x)))) .

(6.2)

We use δ(f) and I_δ(f) if the weight and the measure are clear from the context. The connected graph G constitutes a concrete example of derivation triple. Indeed, let N be L_∞(V , μ) and M be bounded sections of the discrete Clifford bundle. We are particularly interested in regular-weighted (w_{xy} = 1, ∀(x, y) ∈ E ) graphs with a uniform distribution over the vertices, denoted by G = (V , E ).

30 H. LI, M. JUNGE, AND N. LARACUENTE

Let G = (V^∘, E^∘, μ, w) denote a cyclic graph (V^∘, E^∘) with a probability measure μ and a weight function w, and G^∘ = (V^∘, E^∘) denote a regular-weighted cyclic graph (V^∘, E^∘) with a uniform distribution.

Lemma 6.1. Let g(t) = (1 − t)ρ + tσ for t ∈ [0, 1], then ∫_1 0 τ ( (ρ − σ)Q^{g(t)}(ρ − σ) ) dt = τ ( (ρ − σ)(ln(ρ) − ln(σ)) ) . Proof. Noting g^′(t) = σ − ρ, we obtain that ∫_1 0 τ ( (ρ − σ)Q^{g(t)}(ρ − σ) ) dt = ∫_1 0 τ ( g^′(t)Q^{g(t)}(g^′(t)) ) dt = ∫_1 0 τ ( g^′(t) (ln(g(t)))^′ ) dt By integration by parts, then ∫_1 0 τ ( g^′(t) (ln(g(t)))^′ ) dt = − ∫_1 0 τ ( g^{′′}(t) ln(g(t)) ) dt + τ ( g^′(t) ln(g(t)) ) |^1_0 = τ ( (ρ − σ)(ln(ρ) − ln(σ)) ) .

We can give concrete estimates of CLSI(G^∘) and CLSI^+(G^∘).

Lemma 6.2. Let G^∘ = (V^∘, E^∘) be a regular-weighted cyclic graph with a uniform distribution over the vertices and V^∘ = {1, 2, . . . , n}, then we have

CLSI(G^∘) ≥ CLSI^+(G^∘) ≥ 16 45n^2 . Proof. Let I_1 = (0,^1_n ) and I_k = [^{k−1}_n ,^k_n ) for k > 1. We further divide I_k = I^1_k ∪ I^2_k ∪ I^3_k into three intervals of equal length^1_{3n} . Let f : {1, 2, . . . , n} → M be a function with values in a finite von Neumann algebra M such that c ≤ f(k) ≤ c^{−1} for some c > 0. Let

f(n + 1) = f(1) and f(0) = f(n),

then we may define a function

F (t) = 3nt 2 (f(k) − f(k − 1)) +^{3k−2}_2 f(k − 1) −^{3k−4}_2 f(k), for t ∈ I^1_k ; f(k), for t ∈ I^2_k ; 3nt 2 (f(k + 1) − f(k)) +^{3k+1}_2 f(k) −^{3k−1}_2 f(k + 1), for t ∈ I^3_k .

We conclude that c ≤ F (t) ≤ c^{−1} and E_{fix}(f) = E_{fix}(F ). (Note F is not differentiable, then we consider the convolution F ∗ g_m for the dilation g_m(x) = mg(mx) with support in [−^1_m ,^1_m ].) Let ξ = E_{fix}(f) and I = ∪_kI^2_k , then

D_{Lin} (f‖ξ) = 3 ∫ I [τ (F (t) ln F (t)) − τ(F (t) ln ξ) + τ(ξ) − τ(F (t))]dt. By the nonnegativity of the Lindblad relative entropy we obtain that

D_{Lin}(f‖ξ) ≤ 3D_{Lin} (F ‖ξ).

Now we discuss the Fisher information term

I_{δ̃}(F ) =

∫_1 0 τ ( F^′(t)Q^{F (t)}F^′(t) ) dt, where δ̃ is the ordinary derivative. Indeed, we may consider I_{δ̃}(F ∗ g_m) which is well-defined and vanishes on I^2_k . Assume that the double operator integral is uniformly bounded, and so is (F ∗g_m)^′(t). This implies that lim_m I_{δ̃}(F ∗ g_m) = ∫ I^′ τ ( F^′(t)Q^{F (t)}F^′(t) ) dt, where I^′ = (0, 1)\I. Without loss of generality, let us consider I^3_1 ∪ I^1_2 = [^2_{3n} ,^4_{3n} ). Let f(1) = ρ and f(2) = σ and define a(s) = (1 − s)ρ + sσ. Then F (t) = a(s) with the substitution s =^{3n}_2 (t −^2_{3n} ) for t ∈ [^2_{3n} ,^4_{3n} ). Thus ∫ 4_{3n} 2 3n τ ( F^′(t)Q^{F (t)}F^′(t) ) dt = 3n 2 ∫_1 0 τ ( (ρ − σ)Q^{a(s)}(ρ − σ) ) ds. Applying Lemma 6.1, we have ∫_1 0 τ ( (ρ − σ)Q^{a(s)}(ρ − σ) ) ds = I_{2,1}(f). Recall that I_δ(f) = 1 n n∑ j=1 I_j(f) = 1 n n∑ j=1 (I_{j+1,j}(f) + I_{j−1,j}(f)) . Summing over all these intervals, we obtain ∫ I^′ τ ( F^′(t)Q^{F (t)}F^′(t) ) dt = 3n^2 4 I_δ(f). Together with Example 4.7, we conclude that D(f‖ξ) ≤ 3D(F ‖ξ) ≤ 15 4 I_{δ̃}(F ) ≤

45n^2 16 I_δ(f). The same argument applies for p-entropy and p-Fisher information.

Definition 6.3. G̃ = (Ṽ , Ẽ , μ̃, w̃) is said to be a cover of G = (V , E , μ, w) via ϕ (or G is covered by G̃) if there exists a surjective map ϕ : Ṽ → V satisfying the following conditions: (1) edge preserving, i.e., (ϕ(x), ϕ(y)) ∈ E if (x, y) ∈ Ẽ ; (2) measure preserving, i.e., μ(x) = ∑ ϕ(y)=x μ̃(y); (3) weight preserving, i.e.,^{wϕ(x)ϕ(y)} m_ϕ(ϕ(x),ϕ(y)) = w̃xy if (x, y) ∈ Ẽ , where m_ϕ(ϕ(x), ϕ(y)) is the number of the preimages of (ϕ(x), ϕ(y)) under the function ϕ × ϕ.

We denote the number of preimages ϕ^{−1}(x) by m_ϕ(x)and max_ϕ = max_x m_ϕ(x). Define the embedding map π : L_∞(V , μ) → L_∞(Ṽ , μ̃), f → f ∘ ϕ. Applying Theorem 3.2, we obtain that: Lemma 6.4. Let G̃ be a cover of G via ϕ, then CLSI(G) ≥ CLSI(G̃) and CLSI^+(G) ≥ CLSI^+(G̃).

By Theorem 2.14 CLSI and CLSI^+ of connected graphs are stable under change of measure and change of weight.

Corollary 6.5. For connected graphs G_1 = (V , E , μ_1, w_1) and G_2 = (V , E , μ_2, w_2) with^{w2}_{w1} ≤ b and c_2 ≤^{dμ2}_{dμ1} ≤ c_1, we have

CLSI(G_1) ≥ c_2 c_1b

CLSI(G_2) and CLSI^+(G_1) ≥ c_2 c_1b

CLSI^+(G_2).

32 H. LI, M. JUNGE, AND N. LARACUENTE

Proof. Noting G_1 and G_2 have the same fixed-point algebra N_{fix}, we only have to compare I^{μ1}_{δ,w1} and I^{μ2}_{δ,w2} . By the definition of Fisher information, we have I^{μ1}_{δ,w2} (f) ≤ bI^{μ1}_{δ,w1} (f). Together with Theorem 2.14, thus

D^{μ1,w1}_{Nfix} (f) = D^{μ1,w2}_{Nfix} (f) ≤ c_1 c_2λ I^{μ1}_{δ,w2} (f) ≤ c_1b c_2λ I^{μ1}_{δ,w1} (f). The same argument applies for CLSI^+.

In graph theory, a tree T = (V_T, E_T) is a connected and undirected (symmetric weighted) graph with no cycles. A rooted tree, where the root is singled out, comes with a hierarchical data structure. A tree traversal is to traverse (visit) each node (vertex) in the data structure. Recall that the any vertex of degree one can be chosen as a root, and the vertices directly connected to the root are called the children of the root. A tree T_s = (V_s, E_s) is said to be a spanning tree of a graph (V , E ) if V_s = V and E_s ⊂ E . It is well-known that every connected graph has a spanning tree, and we may find the minimum spanning tree within time O(|E | log(|V |)) by using Kruskal’s algorithm. [JBK56]

Lemma 6.6. Any tree T = (V_T, E_T, μ_T, w_T) is covered by a cyclic graph G = (V^∘, E^∘, μ, w) with |V^∘| = 2|E_T|. Moreover, there exist μ^′_T and w^′_T such that T^′ = (V_T, E_T, μ^′_T, w^′_T) is covered by a cyclic graph G^∘ = (V^∘, E^∘) with |V^∘| = 2|E_T|.

Proof. By the preorder traversal, we develop the following recursive algorithm. We start with an empty graph (V^∘, E^∘) = (∅, ∅) and define ϕ : V^∘ → V_T in the algorithm.

step 1: Select a root v_1, and label it as vertex v^′_j for j = 1. (We say v_j has been visited.) Define ϕ(v^′_1) := v_1, and update the vertex set V^∘ := V^∘ ∪ {v^′_1}.

step 2: If v has unvisited children, select an unvisited child v_c and label it as vertex v^′_{j+1}, i.e., define ϕ(v^′_{j+1}) := v_c. If v has no unvisited child, then go back to the parent v_p of v and label the parent again using v^′_{j+1}, i.e., define ϕ(v^′_{j+1}) = v_p. We also record the edge (v^′_j , v^′_{j+1}). Update the vertex set V^∘ := V^∘ ∪ {v^′_{j+1}} and the edge set E^∘ := E^∘ ∪ {(v^′_j , v^′_{j+1})}. Assign the value (j + 1) to j.

step 3: Repeat step 2 until the root v_1 is visited twice.

Every edge of E_T is traversed twice, then |V^∘| = |E^∘| = 2|E_T|. Note ϕ : V^∘ → V_T is defined in thr algorithm is surjective and edge preserving. Let μ(x) = 1 m_ϕ(ϕ(x)) μ_T(ϕ(x)) and w_{xy} = 1 m_ϕ(ϕ(x), ϕ(y)) w_{Tϕ(x)ϕ(y)}, ∀x, y ∈ V^∘, then G = (V^∘, E^∘, μ, w) is a cover of T. We can also define the measure and weight of (V_T, E_T) by

μ^′_T(x) = ∑ ϕ(y)=x 1 2|E_T| and w^′_{Txy} = m_ϕ(x, y),

then T^′ = (V_T, E_T, μ^′_T, w^′_T) is covered by G^∘ = (V^∘, E^∘).

Theorem 6.7. Let G = (V , E , μ, w) be a connected graph, then CLSI(G) ≥ CLSI^+(G) > 0.

Proof. Let T_s = (V_s, E_s, μ, w^s) be a spanning tree of G. Then T_s and G have the same fixed-pointed algebra since V_s = V . Noting w^s_{x,y} = w_{x,y} for (x, y) ∈ E_s, we obtain that I^μ_{δ,w}s (f) ≤ I^μ_{δ,w}(f), ∀f ∈ L_∞(V , μ).

Thus we have CLSI(G) ≥ CLSI(T_s). By Lemma 6.6, there exists T^′_s = (V_s, E_s, μ^′, w^′) covered by G^∘ = (V^∘, E^∘). By Lemma 6.4 and Lemma 6.2, we have

CLSI(T^′_s) ≥ CLSI(G^∘) ≥ 16 45|V^∘|^2 = 4 45|E_s|^2 . Applying Corollary 6.5 and Lemma 6.2, we have

CLSI(G) ≥ CLSI(T_s) ≥ 4 45|E_s|^2‖^{dμ}_{dμ′} ‖_∞‖^{dμ′}_{dμ} ‖_∞‖^{w′}_{ws} ‖_∞ . The same argument applies for CLSI^+.

Corollary 6.8. Let G = (V , E ) be a connected graph with the maximum degree d and l be the number of the edges of the minimum spanning tree of the graph. Then we have

CLSI(G) ≥ CLSI^+(G) ≥ 2 45l^2d . 7. From graphs to graph Hörmander systems We extend CLSI from a commutative subsystem ℓ^n_∞ ⊂ M_n to the full noncommutative system M_n .

We will perform this task for the so-called graph Hörmander system. Let G = (V , E ) be a connected graph with V = {v_1, v_2, . . . , v_n} (n ≥ 2). Here we adopt the convention in Section 6 that G is regularweighted and equipped with the uniform distribution over the vertices V . Then L_∞(V ) = ℓ^n_∞ is a

subalgebra of M_n via the^∗ homomorphism π defined by π(f) = f(1) 0 ··· 0 0 f(2) ··· 0 . . . . . . . . 0 0 ··· f(n) . We will work

with the Lie group SO_n with the normalized Haar measure μ and Lie algebra so_n = {a|a^{trans} = −a} of real anti-symmetric matrices. Since G is undirected, then. e = (v_r, v_s) = (v_s, v_r). Throughout this section, we represent e = (v_r, v_s) using r < s. We define X_e = |r⟩⟨s| − |s⟩⟨r|, ∀e = (v_r, v_s) ∈ E . Then X_E = {X_e, e ∈ E } ⊂ so_n. We define the edge Laplacian Δ_e : C^∞(SO_n) → C^∞(SO_n) by Δ_e(f) = X^∗_e X_ef, where (X_ef)(a) =^d_{dt} f(exp(tX_e)a)|_{t=0} for any a ∈ SO_n. The sub-Laplacian Δ_E is the sum of edge Laplacians Δ_E = ∑ e∈E Δ_e.

Lemma 7.1. The following conditions are equivalent. (1) Δ_E is ergodic, i.e. Δ_E (f) = 0 iff f = λ1 for some λ; (2) (V , E ) is a connected graph;

(3) X^′_E = C , i.e. the commutant of X_E is trivial.

If any condition of above is satisfied, we call X_E a graph Hörmander system of the graph G. We define the Lindblad operator L_e(ρ) = x^2_eρ + ρx^2_e − 2x_eρx_e, ∀ρ ∈ M_n , where x_e = iX_e. Then there exists a derivation δ_e(a) = −i[x_e, a] = [X_e, a] such that L_e = δ^∗_e δ̄_e. We define the Lindblad operator L_E associated to E by L_E = ∑ e=(r,s)∈E ,r<s L_e.

34 H. LI, M. JUNGE, AND N. LARACUENTE

Noting L_E restricted the diagonal is the graph Laplace operator, we have the following result. (See Appendix A for an example.)

Proposition 7.2. Let G = (V , E ) be a connected graph, then

CLSI(ℓ^n_∞, L_E ) = CLSI(G) and CLSI(ℓ^n_∞, L_E ) = CLSI(G)

Let K_{rs} be an n-by-n matrix with 1 on (r, s) and 0’s otherwise. For e = (r, s) ∈ E , we define A_e to be the the subalgebra of M_n generated by {1, K_{rr}, K_{ss}, K_{rs}, K_{sr}, K_{kj}}, where k ≠ r, s, j ≠ r, s and k ≠ j. Indeed A_e is generated by block diagonal matrices up to permutations. Let E_e : M_n → A_e be the conditional expectation onto the sub-algebra A_e and E_∞ be the conditional expectation onto the diagonal matrices. Throughout this section, let M be a finite von Neumann algebra equipped with a normal faithful trace τ_M.

Lemma 7.3. For ρ ∈ M_n ⊗ M, we have

CLSI(M_n , L_e)D(ρ‖E_e(ρ)) ≤ I_{Le} (ρ) and C_pSI(M_n , L_e)d^p(ρ‖E_e(ρ)) ≤ I^p_{Le} (ρ) .

Proof. Without loss of generality we work with e = (v_1, v_2). The fixed-point algebra of L_e is given by the commutant N_e = {x_e}^′. Note N_e is a subalgebra of A_e. Indeed, let ρ = (ρ)_{ij} ∈ N_e, then ρx_e = x_eρ. Thus

−ρ_{12} ρ_{11} 0 ··· 0 −ρ_{22} ρ_{21} 0 ··· 0 −ρ_{32} ρ_{31} 0 ··· 0 . . . . . . . . . . −ρ_{n2} ρ_{n1} 0 ··· 0 = ρ_{21} ρ_{22} ρ_{23} ··· ρ_{2n} −ρ_{11} −ρ_{12} −ρ_{13} ··· −ρ_{1n} 0 0 0 ··· 0 . . . . . . . . . . 0 0 0 ··· 0 .

By (2.4), we deduce that D(ρ‖E_e(ρ) ≤ D(ρ‖E_{Ne} (ρ)) ≤ 1 CLSI(M_n , L_e) I_{Le} (ρ), ∀ρ ∈ M_n ⊗ M . For the p-version, it follows from the facts that d^p(ρ‖σ) is non-negative and the noncommutative martingale equality (See [Li20])

Lemma 7.4. The conditional expectations {E_e}_{e∈E} commute pairwise. Moreover ∏ e∈E E_e = E_∞. Proof. Noting E_e is a Schur multiplier, we infer that all conditional expectations commute. It is obvious that ∏ e∈E E_e(a) = a for any diagonal matrix a ∈ M_n . Now assume that ∏ e∈E E_e(ρ) = ρ for some ρ ∈ M_n . Then E_e(ρ) = ρ for any e = (v_r, v_s) ∈ E . By the proof of Lemma 7.3, we have ρ_{jr} = ρ_{rj} = ρ_{js} = ρ_{sj} = 0 for any j ≠ r, s. Thus ρ is diagonal, which yields the first assertion. Since G is connected, we conclude that ρ_{ij} = 0 for i ≠ j.

Lemma 7.5. For ρ ∈ M_n ⊗ M, we have D(ρ‖E_∞(ρ)) ≤ 5π^2I_{LE} (ρ) and D^p(ρ‖E_∞(ρ)) ≤ 5π^2I^p_{LE} (ρ) . Proof. By Lemma 7.4, we have D(ρ‖E_∞(ρ)) = D(ρ‖ ∏ e∈E E_e(ρ)). Together with Lemma 2.7 and Lemma 7.3, we deduce that inf_{e∈E} {CLSI(M_n , L_e)}D(ρ‖ ∏ e∈E E_e(ρ)) ≤ inf_{e∈E} {CLSI(M_n , L_e)} ∑ e∈E D(ρ‖E_e(ρ)) ≤ I_{LE} (ρ). We obtain 5π^2 by Example 4.9. The same argument applies for the p-version.

Lemma 7.6. Let ρ ∈ M_n ⊗ M, then

I_{LE} (E_∞(ρ)) ≤ I_{LE} (ρ) and I^p_{LE} (E_∞(ρ)) ≤ I^p_{LE} (ρ).

Proof. It suffices to prove that I_{Le} (E_∞(ρ)) ≤ I_{Le} (ρ) (7.1) for any edge e ∈ E . For any fixed 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1, define E^n_i = 1 2 (U^∗_i ρU_i + ρ), where U_i is a diagonal matrix with −1 for the i-th entry and 1 for other diagonal entries. Then E_∞ = ∏_{n−1} i=1 E^n_i and [E^n_i , E^n_j ] = 0 since E_i is a Schur multiplier. By the convexity of the Fisher information in Theorem 2.4, we have I_{L2} (E^n_i (ρ)) ≤ 1 2 I_{Le} (ρ) + 1 2 I_{Le} (U^∗_i ρU_i). (7.2) For any fixed U_i, we see that [a, U^∗_I ρU_i] = U^∗_i U_i[a, U^∗_i ρU_i]U^∗_i U_i = U^∗_i [U_iaU^∗_i , ρ]U_i.

Together with the unitary invariance of the trace, then I_{Le} (U^∗_i ρU_i) = τ ( [X_e, U^∗_i ρU_i]Q^{U ∗i ρUi} ([X_e, U^∗_i ρU_i]) )

= τ ( U^∗_i [U_iX_eU^∗_i , ρ]U_iQ^{U ∗i ρUi} U^∗_i [U_iX_eU^∗_i , ρ]U_i ) = τ ([U_iX_eU^∗_i , ρ]Q^ρ([U_iX_eU^∗_i , ρ])) .

Note that for any edge that U_iX_eU^∗_i = X_e or −X_e, thus I_{Le} (U^∗_i ρU_i) = = I_{Le} (ρ). Together with (7.2), we have I_{Le} (E^n_i (ρ)) ≤ I_{Le} (ρ). Thus repeating this n − 1 times yields (7.1)

I_{Le} (E_∞(ρ)) ≤ I_{Le} (( n−1∏ i=2 E_i)(ρ)) ≤ · · · ≤ I_{Le} (ρ). The same proof applies for the p-version.

Theorem 7.7. Let G = (V , E ) be a connected graph. Then CLSI(G) 1 + 5π^2 CLSI(G)

≤ CLSI(M_n , L_E ) ≤ CLSI(G) . and C_pSI(G) 1 + 5π^2 C_pSI(G)

≤ C_pSI(M_n , L_E ) ≤ C_pSI(G) .

Proof. Note (ℓ^n_∞, L_E ) is a subsystem of (M_n , L_E ). By Proposition 7.2, we deduce the second part of the inequality . Let E_{fix} be the conditional expectation onto the fixed-point algebras of L_E . By Lemma 7.6, we have D(E_∞(ρ)‖E_{fix}(ρ)) ≤ 1 CLSI(G) I_{LE} (E_∞(ρ)) ≤ 1 CLSI(G) I_{LE} (ρ). (7.3) Together with (7.3) and Lemma 7.5, we obtain the first part of the inequality D(ρ‖E_{fix}(ρ)) = D(ρ‖E_∞(ρ)) + D(E_∞(ρ)‖E_{fix}(ρ)) ≤ ( 5π^2 + 1 CLSI(G) ) I_{LE} (ρ). The argument also applies for C_pSI.

36 H. LI, M. JUNGE, AND N. LARACUENTE

Appendix Here we give more details about Lemma 4.7. Let us recall the tail approximation of Gaussian distribution, ( 1 x − 1 x^3 ) e^{−x2/2} ≤ ∫_∞ x e^{−t2 /2}dt ≤ 1 x e^{−x2/2}. Let g(x) =^{1√}_{2π} ∑_∞ k=−∞ e −(x−k)^2/2, thus dx

dμ =^1_{g(x)} . It suffices to show that

2e^{−1/2} + 2e^{−2} + 2e^{−9/2} + 48 125 e^{−25/2} ≤ √ 2πg(x) ≤ 2 + 2e^{−1/2} + 2e^{−2} + 8 3 e^{−9/2}. √ 2πg(x) =e^{−x2/2} + ∞∑ k=1 e^{−(x−k)2/2} + −1∑ k=−∞ e^{−(x−k)2/2}

=e^{−x2/2} + ∞∑ k=1 e^{−(k−1)2 /2} + ∞∑ k=1 e^{−(x+k)2/2} √ 2πg(x) ≤1 + ∞∑ k=1 e^{−(k−1)2/2} + ∞∑ k=1 e^{−k2/2}

=1 + e^{−0/2} + 2 ∞∑ k=1 e^{−k2/2}

=2 + 2e^{−1/2} + 2e^{−2} + 2e^{−9/2} + 2 ∞∑ k=4 e^{−k2/2} ≤2 + 2e^{−1/2} + 2e^{−2} + 2e^{−9/2} + 2 ∫_∞ 3 e^{−x2/2}dx ≤2 + 2e^{−1/2} + 2e^{−2} + 8 3 e^{−9/2} √ 2πg(x) ≥e^{−1/2} + ∞∑ k=1 e^{−k2/2} + ∞∑ k=1 e^{−(k+1)2/2}

=2e^{−1/2} + 2 ∞∑ k=2 e^{−k2/2}

=2e^{−1/2} + 2e^{−2} + 2e^{−9/2} + 2 ∞∑ k=4 e^{−k2/2} ≥2^{−1/2} + 2e^{−2} + 2e^{−9/2} + 2 ∫_∞ 5 e^{−x2/2}dx ≥2^{−1/2} + 2e^{−2} + 2e^{−9/2} + 2 ( 1 5 − 1 5^3 ) e^{−25/2} =2e^{−1/2} + 2e^{−2} + 2e^{−9/2} + 48 125 e^{−25/2}

References

[AS80] I. Atsushi and Ô. Schôichi. Derivations on algebras of unbounded operators. Transactions of the American Mathematical Society, 261(2):567, 1980.

[BBLW12] Howard Barnum, Jonathan Barrett, Matthew Leifer, and Alexander Wilce. Teleportation in general probabilistic theories. In Proceedings of Symposia in Applied Mathematics, volume 71, pages 25–48, 2012.

[BCR20] Ivan Bardet, Angela Capel, and Cambyse Rouzé. Approximate tensorization of the relative entropy for noncommuting conditional expectations, 2020.

[BE86] D. Bakry and Michel Émery. Propaganda for Γ2. In From local times to global geometry, control and physics (Coventry, 1984/85), volume 150 of Pitman Res. Notes Math. Ser., pages 39–46. Longman Sci. Tech., Harlow, 1986.

[BL76] J. Bergh and J. Löfström. Interpolation spaces. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1976. Grundlehren der Mathematischen Wissenschaften, No. 223.

[Bou02] Olivier Bousquet. A Bennett concentration inequality and its application to suprema of empirical processes. C. R. Math. Acad. Sci. Paris, 334(6):495–500, 2002.

[BR76] Ola Bratteli and Derek W. Robinson. Unbounded derivations of von neumann algebras. 25(2):139, 1976. [BR18] Ivan Bardet and Cambyse Rouzé. Hypercontractivity and logarithmic sobolev inequality for non-primitive quantum markov semigroups and estimation of decoherence rates. arXiv:1803.05379, 2018.

[BS03] Mikhail Sh Birman and Michael Solomyak. Double operator integrals in a hilbert space. Integral equations and operator theory, 47(2):131–168, 2003.

[BT06] Sergey G. Bobkov and Prasad Tetali. Modified logarithmic Sobolev inequalities in discrete settings. J. Theoret. Probab., 19(2):289–336, 2006.

[BtD95] Theodor Bröcker and Tammo tom Dieck. Representations of compact Lie groups, volume 98 of Graduate Texts in Mathematics. Springer-Verlag, New York, 1995. Translated from the German manuscript, Corrected reprint of the 1985 translation.

[Cho39] Wei-Liang Chow. über die multiplizität der schnittpunkte von hyperflächen. Mathematische Annalen, 116(1):598, 1939.

[CM14] Eric A Carlen and Jan Maas. An analog of the 2-wasserstein metric in non-ommutative probability under which the fermionic fokker–planck equation is gradient flow for the entropy. Communications in mathematical physics, 331(3):887–926, 2014.

[CM17] Eric A Carlen and Jan Maas. Gradient flow and entropy inequalities for quantum markov semigroups with detailed balance. Journal of Functional Analysis, 273(5):1810–1869, 2017.

[CM20] Eric A Carlen and Jan Maas. Non-commutative calculus, optimal transport and functional inequalities in dissipative quantum systems. Journal of Statistical Physics, 178(2):319–378, 2020.

[CS84] A. Connes and G. Skandalis. The longitudinal index theorem for foliations. Publ. Res. Inst. Math. Sci., 20(6):1139–1183, 1984.

[DK51] Yu.L̃. Daleckii and S. G. Krein. Formulas of differentiation according to a parameter of functions of hermitian operators. 76:13, 1951.

[dPS04] B. de Pagter and F. A. Sukochev. Differentiation of operator functions in non-commutative lp-spaces. Journal of Functional Analysis, 212(1):28, 2004.

[dPS07] Ben de Pagter and Fyodor Sukochev. Commutator estimates and r-flows in non-commutative operator spaces. Proceedings of the Edinburgh Mathematical Society. Series II, 50(2):293, 2007.

[DR20] Nilanjana Datta and Cambyse Rouzé. Relating relative entropy, optimal transport and fisher information: A quantum hwi inequality. Annales Henri Poincaré, Feb 2020.

[DSC96] P. Diaconis and L. Saloff-Coste. Logarithmic Sobolev inequalities for finite Markov chains. Ann. Appl. Probab., 6(3):695–750, 1996.

[ELP08] L. Ben Efraim and F. Lust-Piquard. Poincaré type inequalities on the discrete cube and in the CAR algebra. Probab. Theory Related Fields, 141(3-4):569–602, 2008.

[GJL18] Li Gao, Marius Junge, and Nicolas LaRacuente. Fisher information and logarithmic sobolev inequality for matrix valued functions. arXiv preprint arXiv:1807.08838, 2018.

[Gro75] Leonard Gross. Hypercontractivity and logarithmic Sobolev inequalities for the Clifford Dirichlet form. Duke Math. J., 42(3):383–396, 1975.

[Gro96] Mikhael Gromov. Carnot-Carathéodory spaces seen from within. In Sub-Riemannian geometry, volume 144 of Progr. Math., pages 79–323. Birkhäuser, Basel, 1996.

[Gro06] Leonard Gross. Hypercontractivity, logarithmic Sobolev inequalities, and applications: a survey of surveys. In Diffusion, quantum theory, and radically elementary mathematics, volume 47 of Math. Notes, pages 45–73. Princeton Univ. Press, Princeton, NJ, 2006.

[GW79] R. E. Greene and H. Wu. The Hessian comparison theorem, pages 19–42. Springer Berlin Heidelberg, Berlin, Heidelberg, 1979.

[HP12] Fumio Hiai and D. Petz. From quasi-entropy to various quantum information quantities. Publications of the Research Institute for Mathematical Sciences, 48(3):525–542, 2012.

[HS87] R. Holley and D. Stroock. Logarithmic sobolev inequalities and stochastic ising models. Journal of Statistical Physics, 46(5-6):1159–1194, 1987.

[Irv53] K. Irving. Modules over operator algebras. American Journal of Mathematics, 75(4):839, 1953.

38 H. LI, M. JUNGE, AND N. LARACUENTE

[J-L90] J-L. Sauvageot. Quantum dirichlet forms, differential calculus and semigroups. Lecture Notes in Mathematics, Berlin Springer Verlag, 1442:334, 1990.

[JBK56] Jr. Joseph B. Kruskal. On the shortest spanning subtree of a graph and the traveling salesman problem. Proceedings of the American Mathematical Society, 7(1):48, 1956.

[JPPP13] Marius Junge, Carlos Palazuelos, Javier Parcet, and Mathilde Perrin. Hypercontractivity in group von neumann algebras. arXiv preprint arXiv:1304.5789, 2013.

[JRS14] M Junge, E Ricard, and D Shlyakhtenko. Noncommutative diffusion semigroups and free probability. Preprint, 3, 2014.

[JS05] Marius Junge and David Sherman. Noncommutative L^p modules. J. Operator Theory, 53(1):3–34, 2005. [JZ15] Marius Junge and Qiang Zeng. Noncommutative martingale deviation and Poincaré type inequalities with applications. Probab. Theory Related Fields, 161(3-4):449–507, 2015.

[KL51] Solomon Kullback and Richard A Leibler. On information and sufficiency. The annals of mathematical statistics, 22(1):79–86, 1951.

[KR97] Richard V. Kadison and John R. Ringrose. Fundamentals of the theory of operator algebras. Vol. I, volume 15 of Graduate Studies in Mathematics. American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 1997. Elementary theory, Reprint of the 1983 original.

[kre56] Integration and differentiation of functions of hermitian operators and applications to the theory of perturbations. 1956(1):81, 1956.

[Lan95] E. Christopher Lance. Hilbert C*-modules : a toolkit for operator algebraists. 1995. [Led11] Michel Ledoux. From concentration to isoperimetry: semigroup proofs. In Concentration, functional inequalities and isoperimetry, volume 545 of Contemp. Math., pages 155–166. Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2011.

[Led19] Michel Ledoux. Four talagrand inequalities under the same umbrella. arXiv preprint arXiv:1909.00363, 2019.

[Li20] Haojian Li. Generalized fisher information and complete sobolev type inequalities. arXiv, 2020. [Lin73] G. Lindblad. Entropy, information and quantum measurements. Communications in Mathematical Physics, 33(4):305–322, 1973.

[LM16] H. Blaine Lawson and Marie-Louise Michelsohn. Spin Geometry (PMS-38), Volume 38. Princeton University Press, Princeton, 2016.

[LR02] Elliott H Lieb and Mary Beth Ruskai. Some operator inequalities of the schwarz type. In Inequalities, pages 135–139. Springer, 2002.

[LSZ13] Steven Lord, Fedor Sukochev, and Dmitriy Zanin. Singular traces. De Gruyter Studies in Mathematics, 46. De Gruyter, Berlin, 2013.

[LY93] Sheng Lin Lu and Horng-Tzer Yau. Spectral gap and logarithmic Sobolev inequality for Kawasaki and Glauber dynamics. Comm. Math. Phys., 156(2):399–433, 1993.

[Mey83a] P.-A. Meyer. Quelques résultats analytiques sur le semi-groupe d’Ornstein-Uhlenbeck en dimension infinie. In Theory and application of random fields (Bangalore, 1982), volume 49 of Lect. Notes Control Inf. Sci., pages 201–214. Springer, Berlin, 1983.

[Mey83b] P.-A. Meyer. Quelques résultats analytiques sur le semi-groupe d’Ornstein-Uhlenbeck en dimension infinie. In Theory and application of random fields (Bangalore, 1982), volume 49 of Lecture Notes in Control and Inform. Sci., pages 201–214. Springer, Berlin, 1983.

[NC10] Michael A. Nielsen and Isaac L. Chuang. Quantum Computation and Quantum Information: 10th Anniversary Edition. Cambridge University Press, 2010.

[OL93] Lie groups and Lie algebras. I, volume 20 of Encyclopaedia of Mathematical Sciences. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1993. Foundations of Lie theory. Lie transformation groups, A translation of Current problems in mathematics. Fundamental directions. Vol. 20 (Russian), Akad. Nauk SSSR, Vsesoyuz. Inst. Nauchn. i Tekhn. Inform., Moscow, 1988 , Translation by A. Kozlowski, Translation edited by A. L. Onishchik.

[OV00] F. Otto and C. Villani. Generalization of an inequality by Talagrand and links with the logarithmic Sobolev inequality. J. Funct. Anal., 173(2):361–400, 2000.

[Pas73] William L. Paschke. Inner product modules over B^∗-algebras. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 182:443–468, 1973.

[Pet85] D. Petz. Quasi-entropies for states of a von neumann algebra. Publications of the Research Institute for Mathematical Sciences, 21(4):787–800, 1985.

[Pet09] Jesse Peterson. A 1-cohomology characterization of property (T) in von Neumann algebras. Pacific J. Math., 243(1):181–199, 2009.

[Pis98a] G. Pisier. Non-commutative vector valued Lp-spaces and completely p-summing maps. Astérisque, (247):vi+131, 1998.

[Pis98b] Gilles Pisier. Non-commutative vector valued lp p-spaces and completely p-summing maps. Asterisque- Societe Mathematique de France, 247, 1998.

[PS10] D. Potapov and F. Sukochev. Double operator integrals and submajorization. Mathematical Modelling of Natural Phenomena, 5(4):317 – 339, 2010.

[RS76] Linda Preiss Rothschild and E. M. Stein. Hypoelliptic differential operators and nilpotent groups. Acta Math., 137(3-4):247–320, 1976.

[RT10] Michael Ruzhansky and Ville Turunen. Pseudo-differential operators and symmetries. Pseudo-Differential Operators. Theory and Applications, 2. Birkhauser Verlag, Basel, 2010.

[Sau90] Jean-Luc Sauvageot. Quantum Dirichlet forms, differential calculus and semigroups. In Quantum probability and applications, V (Heidelberg, 1988), volume 1442 of Lecture Notes in Math., pages 334–346. Springer, Berlin, 1990.

[SC94] L. Saloff-Coste. Precise estimates on the rate at which certain diffusions tend to equilibrium. Math. Z., 217(4):641–677, 1994.

[Spo08] H. Spohn. On the boltzmann equation for weakly nonlinear wave equations. In Boltzmann’s legacy, ESI Lect. Math. Phys., 2008.

[Wil13] Mark M. Wilde. Quantum Information Theory. Cambridge University Press, 2013. [Wir18] Melchior Wirth. A noncommutative transport metric and symmetric quantum markov semigroups as gradient flows of the entropy. arXiv:1808.05419, 2018.

[Wit74] Gerd Wittstock. Ordered normed tensor products. In Foundations of quantum mechanics and ordered linear spaces (Advanced Study Inst., Marburg, 1973), pages 67–84. Lecture Notes in Phys., Vol. 29. Springer, Berlin, 1974.

[Yau96] Horng-Tzer Yau. Logarithmic Sobolev inequality for lattice gases with mixing conditions. Comm. Math. Phys., 181(2):367–408, 1996.

[Yau97] Horng-Tzer Yau. Logarithmic Sobolev inequality for generalized simple exclusion processes. Probab. Theory Related Fields, 109(4):507–538, 1997.

Department of Mathematics, University of Illinois, Urbana, IL 61801, USA E-mail address, Haojian Li: hli102@illinois.edu

Department of Mathematics, University of Illinois, Urbana, IL 61801, USA E-mail address, Marius Junge: mjunge@illinois.edu

Department of Physics, University of Illinois, Urbana, IL 61801, USA E-mail address, Nick LaRacuente: laracue2@illinois.edu