arXiv:2207.06422v3 [math.OA] 5 Jul 2023

INTERPOLATION BETWEEN MODIFIED LOGARITHMIC SOBOLEV AND POINCARÉ INEQUALITIES FOR QUANTUM MARKOVIAN DYNAMICS

BOWEN LI AND JIANFENG LU

Abstract. We define the quantum p-divergences and introduce Beckner’s inequalities for primitive quantum Markov semigroups on a finite-dimensional matrix algebra satisfying the detailed balance condition. Such inequalities quantify the convergence rate of the quantum dynamics in the noncommutative L_p-norm. We obtain a number of implications between Beckner’s inequalities and other quantum functional inequalities, as well as the hypercontractivity. In particular, we show that the quantum Beckner’s inequalities interpolate between the Sobolev-type inequalities and the Poincaré inequality in a sharp way. We provide a uniform lower bound for the Beckner constant α_p in terms of the spectral gap and establish the stability of α_p with respect to the invariant state. As applications, we compute the Beckner constant for the depolarizing semigroup and discuss the mixing time. For symmetric quantum Markov semigroups, we derive the moment estimate, which further implies a concentration inequality.

We introduce a new class of quantum transport distances W_{2,p} interpolating the quantum 2-Wasserstein distance by Carlen and Maas [J. Funct. Anal. 273(5), 1810–1869 (2017)] and a noncommutative Ḣ^{−1} Sobolev distance. We show that the quantum Markov semigroup with σ-GNS detailed balance is the gradient flow of a quantum p-divergence with respect to the metric W_{2,p}. We prove that the set of quantum states equipped with W_{2,p} is a complete geodesic space. We then consider the associated entropic Ricci curvature lower bound via the geodesic convexity of p-divergence, and obtain an HWI-type interpolation inequality. This enables us to prove that the positive Ricci curvature implies the quantum Beckner’s inequality, from which a transport cost and Poincaré inequalities can follow.

1. Introduction

Realistic quantum systems inherently interact with their surroundings and can be generally modeled by the open quantum dynamics. In the weak coupling limit between the system and the environment, the dynamics would be Markovian and described by the so-called quantum Markov semigroup (QMS) or the Lindblad equation, which is a natural analog of the Fokker-Planck equation in the quantum setting [28]. Similarly to the theory of Markov semigroups, the analysis of the mixing time is of central importance for a QMS, and is closely related to the functional inequalities. In this work, we are interested in a class of convex Sobolev inequalities, referred to as quantum Beckner’s inequalities. We will investigate their main properties and relations with other known quantum functional inequalities, such as Poincaré and modified log-Sobolev inequalities, via both algebraic and geometric approaches.

1.1. Classical convex Sobolev inequality. To motivate this work, we first review the results on the convex Sobolev inequalities in the classical setting. Let (P_t)_{t≥0} be the symmetric diffusion semigroup associated with a Markov process (X_t)_{t≥0} on a Riemannian manifold M with metric g(·, ·) that has a unique invariant measure π. We denote by L the generator of P_t and define the Dirichlet form E(f, g) := −π[fLg] for functions f and g, where π[·] denotes the expectation with respect to the measure π. Bakry and Émery in their seminal work [10] showed that if there exists κ > 0 such that for f ≥ 0,

Γ_2(f, f) ≥ κΓ(f, f) , (1.1)

then the convex Sobolev inequality holds:

2κ Ent^ϕ_π(f) ≤ E(ϕ^′(f), f) , (1.2)

which is equivalent to the exponential decay of the ϕ-entropy Ent^ϕ_π(f) := π[ϕ(f)] − ϕ(π[f]) and characterizes the convergence rate of the Markov process towards its invariant measure. Here ϕ : [0, ∞) → R is assumed to be a smooth convex function such that ϕ(1) = ϕ^′(1) = 0 and 1/ϕ^{′′} is concave. Γ and Γ_2 are carré du champ operators defined as follows [11, Section 1.16.1]: for suitable functions f and g,

Γ(f, g) := 1 2 (L(fg) − fL(g) − L(f)g) , Γ_2(f, g) := 1 2 (LΓ(f, g) − Γ(f, Lg) − Γ(Lf, g)) . In the cases: ϕ_1(s) = s(log s − 1) + 1 and ϕ_2(s) = s^2 − 2s + 1, up to some constant, (1.2) gives the well-known modified log-Sobolev inequality (MLSI) and the Poincaré inequality, respectively, α ( π[f log f] − π[f] log π[f] ) ≤ E(log f, f) , (1.3) 1

and λ ( π[f^2] − π[f]^2 ) ≤ E(f, f) . (1.4) If we consider the interpolating family ϕ_p(s) = (s^p − s)/(p − 1) − s + 1, 1 < p ≤ 2, between ϕ_1 and ϕ_2, we obtain the Beckner’s inequality: α_p ( π[f^p] − π[f]^p ) ≤ pE(f^{p−1}, f) . (1.5) Moreover, note from the diffusion property: Lψ(f) = ψ^′(f)Lf + ψ^{′′}(f)Γf for suitably smooth functions ψ and f, that E(log f, f) = 4E(f^{1/2}, f^{1/2}) and E(f^q , f^{2−q}) = (2q − q^2)E(f, f). By substituting f = g^2 and f = g^q with q = 2/p into (1.3) and (1.5), respectively, up to constants, we have the usual log-Sobolev inequality (LSI): β ( π[g^2 log g^2] − π[g^2] log π[g^2] ) ≤ E(g, g) , (1.6) and the original Beckner’s inequality first introduced in [15] for the Gaussian measure on R^d: β_q ( π[g^2] − π[g^q]^{2/q} ) ≤ (2 − q)E(g, g) . (1.7) The condition (1.1) admits a deep geometric interpretation, and it is called the Bakry-Émery (curvature-dimension) condition or Γ_2-criterion. To make this point clearer, let L = Δ_g − ∇W · ∇ be the generator associated with the Ornstein–Uhlenbeck process on the manifold M that admits an invariant measure dπ = e^{−W} dvol_M , where W is the potential and vol_M is the volume form on M. With the help of Bochner’s formula, we can compute Γ(f, f) = |∇f|^2 and Γ_2(f, f) = |∇^2f|^2 + Ric(L)(∇f, ∇f), where Ric(L) is the Ricci tensor for the generator L, defined by Ric(L) := Ric_g +∇^2W with Ric_g being the standard Ricci curvature of M. It is easy to prove that the condition (1.1) holds if and only if the Ricci curvature of L is bounded below: Ric(L)(·, ·) ≥ κg(·, ·). Otto-Villani [94] and von Renesse-Sturm [109] further observed that (1.1) is also equivalent to that the relative entropy with respect to dπ is displacement κ-convex on the Wasserstein space of probability measures on M. Inspired by this characterization, Sturm [103] and Lott- Villani [80] extended the notion of Ricci curvature to metric measure spaces by exploiting the convexity properties of entropy functionals. See [11, 108] for more details.

The above framework establishes a beautiful connection between various subjects such as partial differential equations (PDE), probability, and geometry, and has led to important research progress in these fields. The key step in the Bakry-Émery arguments [10] is to estimate the second derivative of the relative entropy along the Markov semigroup, where the calculation depends on Bochner’s formula or, more abstractly, the diffusion property. Arnold et al. [7–9] revisited the Bakry-Émery method in the PDE framework and characterized the long-time asymptotics for various classes of Fokker-Planck type equations based on the convex Sobolev inequalities; see also [37, 48, 83, 93] for the applications of functional inequalities in nonlinear Fokker-Planck type equations. Among the general convex Sobolev inequalities, the Beckner’s inequality is of particular interest, since it provides an interpolating family between MLSI and Poincaré inequality and can estimate the tail of the given measure. The recent work [64] proved a class of weighted Beckner’s inequalities and the refined ones based on the Bakry-Émery method and the curvature-dimension conditions. We also mention that [6] proved the inequality (1.7) by the hypercontractivity and spectral estimates. In particular, Dolbeault et al. [50, 51] explored the gradient flow structure of the Fokker-Planck equation for general entropy functionals and proved the contraction of the associated transport distance along the Fokker-Planck flow, which gave a unified gradient flow framework for investigating the convex Sobolev inequalities (1.2).

It is also desirable to extend the theory of convex Sobolev inequalities to the setting of finite Markov chains. In this case, due to the lack of chain rule, the inequalities (1.3) and (1.6), also, (1.5) and (1.7) are not equivalent (one is stronger than the other) [24]. For instance, Dai Pra et al. [41] provided an example where the MLSI (1.3) holds while the LSI (1.6) fails. In what follows, to avoid confusion between (1.5) and (1.7), following [1] and [38] we call the inequality of the form (1.7) the dual Beckner’s inequality. Similarly to the diffusion case, the Bakry-Émery method and gradient flow techniques are two main approaches for the validity of (1.2). Jüngel and Yue [72] followed Bakry-Émery’s ideas and gave the conditions of ϕ under which (1.2) holds. The proof relies on a discrete Bochner-type identity that was first introduced in [25,33]. Recently, Weber and Zacher [110] proposed discrete analogs of the condition (1.1) such that the MLSI (1.3) and Beckner’s inequality (1.5) hold. Their argument, different from [72], is based on the modified Γ and Γ_2 operators that satisfy some kind of discrete diffusion property. We point out that a probabilistic approach, based on the Bakry-Émery method and the coupling arguments, for the discrete convex Sobolev inequalities can be found in [39] by Conforti.

The starting point of the gradient flow approach for discrete functional inequalities is [81] where Maas defined a discrete transport distance such that the continuous time finite Markov chains can be identified as the gradient flow of the relative entropy. Following the ideas of [80,103], Erbar and Maas [53] introduced the discrete Ricci curvature based on this discrete Wasserstein metric, and derived a number of functional inequalities including the discrete MLSI and the transport cost inequalities; see also [52]. Later, Fathi and Maas [55] generalized the discrete Bochner formula [33] and developed a systematic approach for estimating the discrete Ricci curvature lower bounds. It is worth mentioning that both the discrete Bakry-Émery condition in [110] and the discrete Ricci curvature in [53] enjoy the tensorization properties, and the aforementioned general results can be applied to several interesting models such as birth-death processes, random transposition models and Bernoulli-Laplace models (see related papers for details). We refer the readers to the review [82] and the references therein for other notions of the Ricci curvature in the discrete setting and their implications on functional inequalities.

1.2. Quantum functional inequalities. In analogy with the classical case, quantum functional inequalities play a fundamental role in understanding the asymptotic behavior of a QMS. The study of LSI in the noncommutative setting may date back to [65], and its connections with hypercontractivity were fully discussed in the seminal work by Olkiewicz and Zegarlinski [92]. The quantum MLSI was initially introduced by Kastoryano and Temme [73] to derive improved bounds on the mixing time of primitive quantum Markov processes, surpassing those obtained via the Poincaré inequality in [104]. The investigation of the quantum MLSI constant has been carried out in detail for specific models using various techniques: the depolarizing semigroup by explicit computation [90], the doubly stochastic qubit Lindbladian by a comparison method [89], and quantum spin lattice systems by quasi-factorization for the entropy [13, 32, 40], to name a few. Regarding the general validity of MLSI in the quantum setting, the notion of Ricci curvature lower bounds (geodesic convexity), pioneered by Carlen and Maas [34, 35], has shown its utility in proving the quantum MLSI and related functional inequalities with numerous applications in concrete physical models. We briefly outline the main progress in this direction below. Carlen and Maas [35] introduced a quantum analog of 2-Wasserstein distance such that the primitive QMS satisfying σ-GNS detailed balance condition (cf. Definition 2.1) can be written as the gradient flow of the relative entropy and showed that the relative entropy is geodesically convex for the Fermi and Bose Ornstein-Uhlenbeck semigroups, which extended their previous work [34]. Based on Carlen and Maas’s results, Datta and Rouzé [44, 102] considered the Ricci curvature of a QMS, and obtained some quantum Sobolev and concentration inequalities, generalizing the results in the classical regime [52,53,93]. Wirth and Zhang [116] further introduced noncommutative curvature-dimension conditions and derived some dimension-dependent quantum functional inequalities. In addition, the Bakry-Émery method, which has been successfully adapted to the discrete case, has also been explored for the quantum semigroups recently with fruitful applications [26,27,59,77,78,115], where the crucial monotonicity of Fisher information was derived from different starting points: the gradient condition [59], the geometric Ricci curvature condition [27, 78], and the gradient estimate [115]. The relations between these conditions, as well as the entropic Ricci curvature bound [36, 44], can be found in [27, 78, 115, 116].

One of the favorable features of the classical LSI is the tensorization property, which enables obtaining the functional inequalities for the tensor product systems from those for the subsystems. However, this property is known to fail for the quantum MLSI (cf. [27, Proposition 4.21]). To circumvent such difficulty, Gao et al. [59] introduced the complete modified log-Sobolev inequality (CMLSI), which is a stronger notion than the MLSI, and showed that it satisfies the desired tensorization properties. In [63], Gao and Rouzé proved, by a two-sided estimate for the relative entropy, that the CMLSI holds for any finite-dimensional non-primitive QMS with σ-GNS detailed balance. The very recent work [60] provided a generic lower bound for the CMLSI constant by the inverse of completely bounded mixing time and an improved data processing inequality, which improves the results in [63]. See also [26, 27, 61, 78] for the geometrical approaches for studying the CMLSI.

1.3. Main results. Although there has been much progress on Beckner’s inequalities in both diffusion and discrete cases as reviewed above, the results for quantum Beckner’s inequalities are quite limited. We only note the recent work by Li [77] where the author investigated the matrix-valued Beckner’s inequalities, in terms of the Bregman relative entropy [86], for symmetric semigroups on a finite von Neumann algebra. This work is devoted to further investigation on this topic. We consider the primitive QMS satisfying certain detailed balance conditions, and define the family of quantum p-Beckner’s inequalities and their dual version, by extending the definitions in [1,38,75] for classical Markov semigroups; see Definition 3.5 for the functional inequalities that we will mainly focus on. It turns out that the p-Beckner’s inequality (Bec-p) describes the rate at which the quantum p-divergence F_{p,σ} (3.1) tends to zero along the QMS. Note that F_{p,σ} can be viewed as the normalized noncommutative L_p-norm. The diagram in Figure 1 below summarizes part of the main results of Sections 3.2 and 3.3.

The relations between (PI), (mLSI), and (LSI) have been well investigated. [105, Corollary 6] provided a two-sided bound for the LSI constant by Poincaré constant; [73] showed that the MLSI constant is bounded below by the LSI constant and above by Poincaré constant. This also allows us to conclude that the MLSI constant and Poincaré constant can be compared with each other; see also [31, Proposition I.7] and [63, Theorem 3.3]. In Section 3.2, we prove that the dual q-Beckner’s inequalities (Bec’-q), as an interpolating family between (LSI) and (PI), is comparable to (LSI) in the sense of Proposition 3.10; see Remark 3.11 for the tightness of the comparison. We also show in Proposition 3.14 that (Bec’-q) is stronger than (Bec-p). Propositions 3.12 and 3.13 discuss the monotonicity of the dual Beckner constant β_q (L) and the Beckner constant α_p(L), respectively.

In Section 3.3, we investigate the quantum p-Beckner’s inequalities in detail. We first discuss in Proposition 3.15 the connection between p-Beckner’s inequality (Bec-p) and the sandwiched Rényi entropic inequality (3.28) defined in [88]. In brief, the Rényi entropic inequality (3.28) implies (Bec-p), while (Bec-p) only implies a restricted (3.28).

4 B. LI AND J. LU

(Bec-p) (Bec’-q)

(PI)

(mLSI) (LSI)

Lemma 3.18, Theorems 3.20 , C.1

Proposition 3.10 Proposition 3.14

[105, Corollary 6] [31, 60, 63]

[73, Proposition 13]

Figure 1. Chain of quantum convex Sobolev inequalities. We remark that the implications from (PI) to other inequalities (Bec-p), (mLSI), and (LSI) would generally involve a constant depending on the properties of invariant states.

Then, we consider the relations between (Bec-p) and quantum p-log-Sobolev inequalities (LSIp) (equivalently, the hypercontractivity) in Proposition 3.17, where we find (LSIp) is stronger (resp.,weaker) than (Bec-p) for p > 1 (resp., 0 < p < 1). A two-sided estimate for the Beckner constant α_p(L) in terms of the Poincaré constant λ(L) is given in Lemma 3.18 and Theorem 3.20. We prove, by contradiction, in Theorem 3.25 that α_p(L) → α_1(L) holds as p → 1^+, where α_1(L) is the MLSI constant. This extends the result [1, Theorem 1.1] in the classical setting. We also extend the main result in [69] and provide a stability estimate for the Beckner constant α_p(L) with respect to the invariant state σ; see Theorem 3.27. In Section 3.4, we first compute the quantum Beckner constant for the depolarizing semigroup with asymptotically tight lower and upper bounds; see Propositions 3.29 and 3.30. We then derive a mixing time bound for the QMS from the p-Beckner’s inequality (Bec-p) in Proposition 3.33. Moreover, in Proposition 3.35, we extend [1, Proposition 3.3] for the classical case and obtain moment estimates under (Bec-p). As a complementary result, we also provide a generic lower bound for the Beckner constant for non-primitive QMS in Appendix C based on the key Lemma 3.3, following the work [63].

Another motivation for the current work is [50, 51], where the authors provided a gradient flow approach for the classical Beckner’s inequalities. To be precise, Dolbeault et al. [50] defined the following class of transport distances W_{2,α,γ} with α ∈ [0, 1] à la Benamou-Brenier: for probability measures μ_0 and μ_1 on R^d,

W_{2,α,γ} (μ_0, μ_1) := inf { ∫ 1 0 ∫ R^d

ρ^{−α}_t |w_t|^2 dγdt ; ∂_tμ_t + ∇ · ν_t = 0 , μ_t = ρ_tγ + μ^⊥_t , ν_t = w_tγ ≪ γ } , (1.8)

where γ is a reference Radon measure and μ^⊥_t is the singular part of μ_t in its Radon-Nikodym decomposition with respect to γ. In the case α = 1, W_{2,α,γ} (μ_0, μ_1) gives the 2-Wasserstein distance [19], while when α = 0, it is equivalent to the weighted homogeneous Ḣ^{−1}_γ Sobolev distance [96, 107]:

‖μ_0 − μ_1‖_Ḣ−1_γ = sup { ∫ R^d

ξ d(μ_0 − μ_1) ; ξ ∈ C^1_c (R^d) , ∫ R^d |∇ξ|^2 dγ ≤ 1 } . Thus W_{2,α,γ} can be viewed as a natural interpolating family between them. Moreover, let the reference measure be γ := e^{−V} L^d with the potential V being smooth and convex, where L^d is the Lebesgue measure on R^d. With such choice of γ, they showed that the gradient flow of the (Tsallis) functional, for α ∈ [0, 1),

F_α(μ) := 1 (2 − α)(1 − α) ∫ R^d ρ^{2−α} dγ , μ = ργ , (1.9) is the Fokker-Planck equation: ∂_tμ − Δμ − ∇ · (μ∇V ) = 0 . In the subsequent work [51], they further proved that F_α is geodesically λ-convex under the assumption: ∇^2V ≥ λI for λ > 0, which implies the classical Beckner’s inequality.

It is easy to note that in the commutative setting, up to some constant, our quantum p-divergence F_{p,σ} (3.1) is nothing else but the functional F_α in (1.9) with p = 2−α. In Section 4, we extend the results in [50,51] to the quantum regime and provide a geometric characterization for the quantum p-Beckner’s inequality. To do so, we first construct a Riemannian metric g_{p,ρ} on the quantum states in Section 4.1, so that the σ-GNS symmetric QMS is the gradient flow of p-divergence F_{p,σ} with respect to g_{p,ρ}. Then in Section 4.2, we investigate the properties of the associated Riemannian distance, denoted by W_{2,p} (cf. (4.20)), which can be regarded as a quantum analog of W_{2,α,γ} in (1.8). The main result in this section is Theorem 4.11, where we show that (D(H), W_{2,p}) is a complete geodesic metric space. We also prove in Proposition 4.14 that similarly to the classical case, the new class of distances W_{2,p} is an interpolating family between the quantum 2-Wasserstein distance defined by Carlen and Maas [35] and a noncommutative Ḣ^{−1} Sobolev distance (4.41). With these results, it is straightforward to define the entropic Ricci curvature associated with the functional F_{p,σ} in the spirit of [44, 80, 103]. We then derive an HWI-type interpolation inequality from the Ricci curvature lower bound and show that the positive Ricci curvature can imply Beckner’s inequality (Bec-p). Further, we prove the following chain of quantum functional inequalities:

(Bec-p)^{Proposition}

4.20 ===========⇒ (TCp)^{Proposition}

4.21 ===========⇒ (PI_f ) , (1.10)

where (TCp) is a transport cost inequality associated with W_{2,p}. These results are presented in Section 4.3.

1.4. Layout and notation. The rest of this work is organized as follows. We will restrict our discussion to a finitedimensional matrix algebra. In Section 2, we give preliminary definitions and results used throughout this work. Some additional preliminaries are included in Appendix A. In Section 3, we define the family of quantum Beckner’s inequalities and investigate its properties and relations with other known functional inequalities. Section 4 is devoted to a gradient flow framework for Beckner’s inequality. In Section 5, we conclude this work with a discussion of some open questions. Moreover, Appendix B includes a comparison of detailed balance conditions, while in Appendix C we give a brief introduction for the non-primitive Beckner’s inequality.

We fix some notations that will be used in this work.

• Let B(H) denote the space of bounded operators on a finite-dimensional Hilbert space H of dimension d < ∞.

We use B_+(H) for the set of full-rank (invertible) operators in B(H). B_{sa}(H) is the subspace of self-adjoint operators on H, while B^+_{sa}(H) is the cone of positive semidefinite operators. For simplicity, in what follows, by A ≥ 0 (resp., A > 0) we mean a positive semidefinite (resp., definite) operator.

• The identity operator on H is written as 1_H (or 1, if there is no confusion). Similarly, the identity superoperator on B(H) is denoted by id_H, or simply id.

• We denote by D(H) := {ρ ∈ B^+_{sa}(H) ; Tr ρ = 1} the set of density operators (quantum states), and by D_+(H) the full-rank density operators.

• We denote by ⟨·, ·⟩ the Hilbert-Schmidt inner product on B(H), i.e., ⟨X, Y ⟩ = Tr(X^∗Y ), where X^∗ is the adjoint operator of X. Moreover, we write Φ^† for the adjoint of a superoperator Φ : B(H) → B(H) with respect to the inner product ⟨·, ·⟩. The modulus of X ∈ B(H) is defined by |X| := √ X^∗X. • We define the Schatten p-norm by ‖X‖_p = Tr(|X|^p)^{1/p} for X ∈ B(H) if p > 0; X ∈ B_+(H) if p < 0, where ‖·‖_∞ is the operator norm. For a superoperator on B(H), we simply use ‖·‖ for its operator norm.

• Let M be a subset of B(H). We denote by M^J the set of vector fields over M, i.e., A = (A_1, · · · , A_J ) ∈ M^J for A_j ∈ M, 1 ≤ j ≤ J. The Hilbert-Schmidt inner product naturally extends to M^J as ⟨A, B⟩ = ∑_J j=1⟨A_j , B_j ⟩. • For p ∈ R\{0, 1}, we define its Hölder conjugate p̂ := p/(p − 1) satisfying 1/p + 1/p̂ = 1.

We end the introduction with some remarks. For ease of exposition, in many statements below, we only consider invertible X ∈ B_+(H) (so that |X|^α for any α ∈ R is well-defined). Most of them still hold for non-invertible matrices by an approximation argument, which can be easily checked. For example, the first statement in Lemma 2.6 clearly holds for 0 < p ≤ q and X ∈ B(H). Moreover, to make the presentation cleaner, many results below are only stated for p ≠ 1, while the case p = 1 can be easily obtained by taking a limit; see Remark 3.4 for example.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Quantum Markov semigroup. Let us first recall preliminaries about the finite-dimensional Markovian open quantum dynamics. We say that (P_t)_{t≥0} : B(H) → B(H) is a quantum Markov semigroup (QMS) if P_t is a C_0- semigroup of completely positive, unital maps, whose generator L is called the Lindbladian, defined by L(X) := lim_{t→0} t^{−1}(P_t(X) − X). A quantum channel Φ : B(H) → B(H) is a completely positive trace preserving (CPTP) map. Then, the dual QMS P^†_t is a semigroup of quantum channels, and the associated equation^d_{dt} ρ = L^†ρ is referred to as the Lindblad equation. It is easy to check that X > 0 implies P_t(X) > 0 for any t ≥ 0. A QMS P_t is said to be primitive if it admits a unique full-rank invariant state σ such that P^†_t (σ) = σ for t ≥ 0. In this case, there holds [58]

lim_{t→∞} P_t(X) = Tr(σX)1 , ∀X ∈ B(H) . (2.1)

For A ∈ B(H) we define the left and right multiplication operator on B(H) by L_A = AX and R_A = XA, respectively. It is easy to see that L_{f (A)} = f(L_A) and R_{f (A)} = f(R_A) holds for A > 0 and functions f : (0, ∞) → R. We also define the relative modular operator Δ_{ρ,σ} = L_ρR^{−1}_σ : B(H) → B(H) for ρ, σ ∈ D_+(H), and simply write it as Δ_σ if σ = ρ. We next introduce the quantum detailed balance condition (DBC). For this, we define a family of inner products on B(H): for a given σ ∈ D_+(H) and s ∈ R, ⟨X, Y ⟩_{σ,s} := Tr(σ^sX^∗σ^{1−s}Y ) = ⟨X, Δ^{1−s}_σ (Y )σ⟩ , ∀X, Y ∈ B(H) , (2.2) where ⟨·, ·⟩_{σ,1} and ⟨·, ·⟩_{σ,1/2} are GNS and KMS inner products, respectively. In particular, when σ is the maximally mixed state 1/d, all the inner products ⟨·, ·⟩_{σ,s} reduce to the normalized Hilbert-Schmidt inner product: ⟨X, Y ⟩ 1_d := 1 d ⟨X, Y ⟩ . (2.3) Definition 2.1. We say that a QMS P_t satisfies the σ-GNS DBC (resp., σ-KMS DBC) for some σ ∈ D_+(H) if its generator L is self-adjoint with respect to the inner product ⟨·, ·⟩_{σ,1} (resp., ⟨·, ·⟩_{σ,1/2}).

One can readily see that if P_t satisfies the σ-GNS DBC or σ-KMS DBC for some σ ∈ D_+(H), then σ is an invariant state of P_t, and that P_t is symmetric (i.e., P_t = P^†_t ) if and only if it satisfies the GNS DBC or KMS DBC for the maximally mixed state σ = 1/d. For any f : (0, ∞) → (0, ∞) and σ ∈ D_+(H), we can define the operator: J^f_σ := R_σf(Δ_σ ) : B(H) → B(H) , (2.4) and the associated inner product: ⟨X, Y ⟩_{σ,f} := ⟨X, J^f_σ (Y )⟩ . (2.5) It is clear that ⟨X, Y ⟩_{σ,f} with f = x^{1−s} gives the inner product (2.2); and the adjoint of a linear operator K on B(H) with respect to ⟨·, ·⟩_{σ,f} is given by (J^f_σ )^{−1}K^†J^f_σ . The following result from [35, Theorem 2.9] relates the self-adjointness of L with respect to different inner products.

Lemma 2.2. If a QMS P_t satisfies the σ-GNS DBC for some σ ∈ D_+(H), then its generator L commutes with the modular operator Δ_σ , and it is self-adjoint with respect to ⟨·, ·⟩_{σ,f} for any f : (0, ∞) → (0, ∞), i.e., LΔ_σ = Δ_σ L , J^f_σ L = L^†J^f_σ .

In consequence, P_t also satisfies σ-KMS DBC and there holds Γ_σ L = L^†Γ_σ .

The next lemma, due to Alicki [2], characterizes the generator L of a QMS that satisfies the σ-GNS DBC. Lemma 2.3. For a Lindbladian L satisfying σ-GNS DBC for some σ ∈ D_+(H), it holds that L(X) = J∑ j=1 ( e^{−ωj /2}V^∗_j [X, V_j ] + e^{ωj /2}[V_j , X]V^∗_j ) , (2.6)

with ω_j ∈ R and J ≤ d^2 − 1. Here, V_j ∈ B(H), 1 ≤ j ≤ J, are trace zero and orthogonal eigenvectors of Δ_σ : Δ_σ (V_j ) = e^{−ωj} V_j , ⟨V_j , V_k⟩ = c_j δ_{j,k} , Tr(V_j ) = 0 , (2.7) where c_j > 0 are normalization constants. Moreover, for each 1 ≤ j ≤ J, there exists 1 ≤ j^′ ≤ J such that V^∗_j = V_j′ , ω_j = −ω_j′ . (2.8) The real numbers ω_j ∈ R are called Bohr frequencies of the Lindbladian L, which are uniquely determined by the invariant state σ, while the operators V_j are only unique up to unitary transformations. Indeed, let {v_k} be orthonormal eigenvectors of σ such that σv_k = σ_kv_k. Then, |v_k⟩ ⟨v_l| are eigenvectors of Δ_σ with Δ_σ |v_k⟩ ⟨v_l| = (σ_k/σ_l) |v_k⟩ ⟨v_l|, which implies that for each 1 ≤ j ≤ J, there exists 1 ≤ k, l ≤ d such that ω_j = log σ_l − log σ_k . (2.9) In what follows, we will fix a set of V_j for the representation (2.6) with the properties in Lemma 2.3. Remark 2.4. When the invariant state σ is the maximally mixed state 1/d, Δ_σ becomes the identity operator and hence ω_j = 0 by (2.7), and we can take the operators V_j to be self-adjoint. In this symmetric case, the QMS P_t may be regarded as a noncommutative heat semigroup, and its generator has the form: L(X) = − ∑ j [V_j , [V_j , X]] . (2.10)

Example 2.1. An important example of QMS is the generalized depolarizing semigroup: P_t(X) = e^{−γt}X + (1 − e^{−γt}) Tr(σX)1 , X ∈ B(H) , (2.11) for σ ∈ D_+(H) and γ > 0, which is generated by L_{depol}(X) = γ(Tr(σX)1 − X) . (2.12) It is easy to see that P_t is primitive and satisfies σ-GNS DBC.

Lemma 2.3 actually gives a very useful first-order differential structure for a QMS with σ-GNS DBC. We introduce the weighting operator for a full-rank quantum state σ ∈ D_+(H): Γ_σX = σ^{12} Xσ^{12} : B(H) → B(H) , and the noncommutative analog of partial derivatives (associated with σ ∈ D_+(H)): ∂_j X = [V_j , X] : B(H) → B(H) . Then the noncommutative gradient ∇ : B(H) → B(H)^J and divergence div : B(H)^J → B(H) can be defined by ∇X = (∂_1X, · · · , ∂_J X) for X ∈ B(H) , (2.13) and divX = − J∑ j=1 ∂^†_j X_j for X ∈ B(H)^J ,

respectively. By definition and (2.7), it follows that the adjoint of ∂_j with respect to ⟨·, ·⟩_{σ,1/2} is ∂^†_{j,σ} B = Γ^{−1}_σ ∂^†_j Γ_σ B = e^{−ωj /2}V^∗_j B − e^{ωj /2}BV^∗_j . (2.14) With the help of ∂^†_{j,σ} (2.14), we can rewrite (2.6) as L(X) = − J∑ j=1 ∂^†_{j,σ} ∂_j X , (2.15)

and a noncommutative integration by parts formula holds: −⟨Y, L(X)⟩_{σ,1/2} = J∑ j=1 ⟨∂_j Y, ∂_j X⟩_{σ,1/2} for X, Y ∈ B(H) . (2.16) The following lemma will be useful below, which generalizes [36, Proposition 4.12].

Lemma 2.5. Suppose that P_t satisfies σ-GNS DBC. For any continuous function f : (0, ∞) → (0, ∞), there holds −⟨Y, LX⟩_{σ,f} = J∑ j=1 ⟨ ∂_j Y, R_e−ω_j /2_σ f ( L_eω_j /2_σR^{−1}_{e−ωj /2σ} ) ∂_j X ⟩ , X, Y ∈ B(H) . Proof. By Stone-Weierstrass theorem, it suffices to consider f = x^s. For this, we have −⟨Y, R_σΔ^s_σ LX⟩ = J∑ j=1 ⟨Y, Δ^{s− 12}_σ ∂^†_j Γ_σ∂_j X⟩ = J∑ j=1 e^{(s− 12 )ωj} ⟨∂_j Y, R_σ Δ^s_σ ∂_j X⟩

= J∑ j=1 ⟨ ∂_j Y, R_e−ω_j /2_σ ( L_eω_j /2_σ R^{−1}_{e−ωj /2σ} )_s ∂_j X ⟩ , by noting Δ^s_σ ∂_j X = e^{−sωj} ∂_j Δ^s_σ X from (2.7). □ 2.2. Quantum entropy and Dirichlet form. This section will introduce quantum relative entropies and Dirichlet forms and discuss their basic properties.

Noncommutative L_p space. We start with the noncommutative weighted L_p space. For p ∈ R\{0} and σ ∈ D_+(H), we define the σ-weighted p-functional [73, 92]: ‖X‖_{p,σ} := Tr ( |Γ^{1/p}_σ (X)|^p )_{1/p} , for X ∈ B(H) if p > 0; X ∈ B_+(H) if p < 0, which is a norm when p ≥ 1. In particular, if σ =^1_d , then ‖·‖_{p,} 1_d =^1_{d1/p} ‖·‖_p is the normalized Schatten p-norm. We also need the power operator I_{q,p} for p, q ∈ R\{0}: I_{q,p}(X) := Γ^{−1/q}_σ ( |Γ^{1/p}_σ (X)|^{p/q} ) , for X ∈ B(H) if p/q > 0; X ∈ B_+(H) if p/q < 0. Some important properties of ‖·‖_{p,σ} and I_{p,q} are summarized in the following lemma; see [73, Lemmas 1, 2] and [17, Corollary 5]. Lemma 2.6. For p, q, r ∈ R\{0}, it holds that 1. ‖X‖_{p,σ} ≤ ‖X‖_{q,σ} for p ≤ q and X ∈ B_+(H). 2. ‖I_{q,p}(X)‖^q_{,σ} = ‖X‖^p_{,σ} and I_{q,r} ∘ I_{r,p}(X) = I_{q,p}(X) for X ∈ B_+(H). 3. I_{p,p}(X) = X for X ≥ 0.

Dirichlet form. We define the p-Dirichlet form (p ∈ R\{0}) for a QMS P_t with generator L (our definition differs from the one in [73] by a factor of p/2): for any full-rank invariant state σ = P^†_t (σ), E_{p,L}(X) := − p̂p 4 ⟨I_{p̂,p}(X), L(X)⟩_{σ,1/2} , (2.17) for X ∈ B(H) if p > 1; X ∈ B_+(H) if p < 1. In particular, for p = 2, we have E_{2,L}(X) = −⟨X, L(X)⟩_{σ,1/2} , X ≥ 0 . The case p = 1 is defined by the limit p → 1 [73, Proposition 8]:

E_{1,L}(X) := lim_{p→1} E_{p,L}(X) = − 1 4 ⟨log Γ_σ(X) − log σ, L(X)⟩_{σ,1/2} , X > 0 . (2.18)

Lemma 2.7. Let L be a Lindbladian satisfying σ-GNS DBC for some σ ∈ D_+(H). Then, we have, for p ∈ R\{0}, E_{p,L}(X) = p^2 4 J∑ j=1 ⟨ Γ^{1/p}_σ ( ∂_j X ) , f^{[1]}_p ( e^{ωj /2p}Γ^{1/p}_σ (X), e^{−ωj /2p}Γ^{1/p}_σ (X) ) Γ^{1/p}_σ ( ∂_j X )⟩ , X > 0 , (2.19)

where f^{[1]}p (·, ·) is the double sum operator (A.5) associated with the divided difference (A.6) of the function:

f_p(x) :=

{_1 p−1 x^{p−1} if p ≠ 1 , log x if p = 1 .

(2.20)

Proof. It is sufficient to show (2.19) for p ∈ R\{0, 1}, since the case p = 1 can be obtained by taking the limit p → 1. By formula (2.16), we have E_{p,L}(X) = p̂p 4 J∑ j=1 ⟨∂_j I_{p̂,p}(X), ∂_j X⟩_{σ,1/2} . (2.21) Thanks to the relation (2.7), we can further compute, for p, q ≠ 0, ∂_j I_{q,p}(X) = V_j Γ^{−1/q}_σ ( |Γ^{1/p}_σ (X)|^{p/q} ) − Γ^{−1/q}_σ ( |Γ^{1/p}_σ (X)|^{p/q} ) V_j = Γ^{−1/q}_σ ( V_j |Γ^{1/p}_σ (e^{−ωj /2p}X)|^{p/q} − |Γ^{1/p}_σ (e^{ωj /2p}X)|^{p/q} V_j ) , (2.22)

and, for s ≠ 0, ∂_j X = Γ^{−1/s}_σ ( V_j Γ^{1/s}_σ (e^{−ωj /2s}X) − Γ^{1/s}_σ (e^{ωj /2s}X)V_j ) . (2.23)

Then, substituting the formulas (2.22) with q = p̂ and (2.23) with s = p back into (2.21), and using Lemma A.2, we can find the desired representation (2.19) of E_{p,L}. □

Corollary 2.8. Let L be a Lindbladian satisfying σ-GNS DBC for some σ ∈ D_+(H). For any X > 0 and p ≠ 0, there holds E_{p,L}(X) ≥ 0. Moreover, the equality E_{p,L}(X) = 0 holds if and only if ∇X = 0, where ∇ is given in (2.13).

Proof. It suffices to observe that f_p(x) in (2.20) is increasing for x > 0, and hence the divided difference f^{[1]}_p is strictly positive on (0, ∞) × (0, ∞), which, by Lemma A.1, implies that the operator f^{[1]}_p (e^{ωj /2p}Γ^{1/p}_σ (X), e^{−ωj /2p}Γ^{1/p}_σ (X)) is positive definite on B(H). Then, the representation (2.19) readily gives E_{p,L}(X) ≥ 0, and E_{p,L}(X) = 0 if and only if ∂_j X = 0 for any 1 ≤ j ≤ J. □

We derive integral representation formulas of f^{[1]}_p for later use. We recall [21, p.116]

x^{p−1} = sin(pπ) π ∫_∞ 0 s^{p−1} s + x ds , for x > 0 , 0 < p < 1 , which yields, for 1 < p < 2,

f^{[1]}_p (x, y) = 1 x − y ∫_y x t^{p−2} dt = 1 x − y sin((p − 1)π) π ∫_y x ∫_∞ 0 s^{p−2} s + t dsdt = sin((p − 1)π) π ∫_∞ 0 s^{p−2}g^{[1]}_s (x, y) dsdt , (2.24) where g_s(x) = log(x + s) and g^{[1]}_s is the associated divided difference. By the integral form of g^{[1]}_0 :

g^{[1]}_0 (x, y) = ∫_∞ 0 1 (t + x)(t + y) dt , we further have, from the formula (2.24),

f^{[1]}_p (x, y) = sin((p − 1)π) π ∫_∞ 0 s^{p−2} ∫_∞ 0 1 (t + s + x)(t + s + y) dtds . (2.25) We next recall the comparison result for Dirichlet forms E_{p,L}, known as the quantum Stroock-Varopoulos inequality, which was proved in [17, Theorem 14].

Lemma 2.9. Let L be the generator of a QMS P_t satisfying σ-GNS DBC for some invariant state σ ∈ D_+(H), and E_{p,L} be defined in (2.17). Then, for X > 0, we have E_{p,L}(I_{p,2}(X)) ≥ E_{q,L}(I_{q,2}(X)) , 0 < p ≤ q ≤ 2 . (2.26) In the special case p ≥ 1 and q = 2, Lemma 2.9 gives the strong L_p regularity of the Dirichlet form [12, 73], which we slightly generalize as follows. The proof follows from the basic inequality: for p ∈ (1, 2], a, b > 0, (a − b)(a^{p−1} − b^{p−1}) ≤ ( a^{p/2} − b^{p/2} )_2 ≤ p^2 4(p − 1) (a − b)(a^{p−1} − b^{p−1}) , and similar arguments in [12, Theorem 4.1]. Hence we omit it here.

Corollary 2.10. Under the same assumptions as in Lemma 2.9, it holds that, for p ∈ (1, 2] and X ≥ 0, E_{2,L}(I_{2,p}(X)) ≤ E_{p,L}(X) ≤ p^2 4(p − 1)

E_{2,L}(I_{2,p}(X)) . (2.27)

In particular, the lower inequality in (2.27) holds for all p > 0.

Relative entropy. We now introduce the entropy function Ent_{p,σ} (X), for p ∈ R\{0} and σ ∈ D_+(H), as follows [17] (our definition differs from the one in [73, 92] by a factor of p):

Ent_{p,σ}(X) := Tr (( Γ^{1/p}_σ (X) )_p ( log ( Γ^{1/p}_σ (X) )_p − log σ )) − ‖X‖^p_{,σ} log ‖X‖^p_{,σ} , X > 0 , and Umegaki’s relative entropy:

D(ρ‖σ) = Tr(ρ log ρ − ρ log σ) , ρ ∈ D(H) . (2.28) We recall from [17, Proposition 3] that for p ≠ 0 and invertible Y ∈ B_{sa}(H), d dp ‖Y ‖_{p,σ} = 1 p^2 ‖Y ‖^{1−p}_{p,σ} Ent_{p,σ} (I_{p,p}(Y )) , (2.29) which, by chain rule, implies [92, Theorem 2.7] d dp ‖Y ‖^p_{,σ} = Tr ( (Γ^{1/p}_σ (Y ))^p(log Γ^{1/p}_σ (Y ) − 1 p log σ) ) , Y > 0 . (2.30)

The above formulas relate the differential of L_p-norm ‖·‖_{p,σ} and the entropy function Ent_{p,σ} . The following lemma provides some basic properties of Ent_{p,σ} ; see [17, 73].

Lemma 2.11. For all X > 0 and p ≠ 0, we have Ent_{p,σ}(X) ≥ 0. Moreover, for a state ρ ∈ D(H), it holds that Ent_{2,σ} ( Γ^{−1/2}_σ ( √ ρ) ) = D(ρ||σ) and Ent_{1,σ} ( Γ^{−1}_σ (ρ) ) = D(ρ||σ) . We also recall the sandwiched Rényi relative entropy introduced in [91, 111]: for p ∈ (0, 1) ∪ (1, ∞), D_p(ρ‖σ) := p̂ log ( ‖ Γ^{−1}_σ (ρ) ‖ p,σ ) , ρ ∈ D(H) , (2.31) and D(ρ‖σ) = lim_{p→1} D_p(ρ‖σ) , D_∞(ρ‖σ) := log inf{c > 0 ; ρ ≤ cσ} = lim_{p→∞} D_p(ρ‖σ) , (2.32)

where D(ρ‖σ) is given in (2.28), and D_∞(ρ‖σ) is the max-relative entropy [43, 91]. [88, Lemma 2.1] shows that for σ ∈ D_+(H) and p ∈ [1, ∞], the sandwiched Rényi entropy D_p satisfies sup ρ∈D(H) D_p(ρ‖σ) = log σ^{−1}_{min} . (2.33)

Here and throughout this work, we denote by σ_{min} the minimal eigenvalue of a state σ ∈ D_+(H).

We finally recall the Araki–Lieb–Thirring (ALT) inequality [5, 79], which is also useful in the sequel.

Lemma 2.12. For any A ≥ 0, B ≥ 0, and q ≥ 0, it holds that

Tr((B^rA^rB^r)^q ) ≤ Tr((BAB)^{rq} ) , 0 ≤ r ≤ 1 . (2.34)

3. Quantum interpolation functional inequalities In this section, we shall introduce and investigate two new families of quantum functional inequalities: quantum p-Beckner’s inequality and quantum dual q-Beckner’s inequality, which interpolate quantum Sobolev-type inequalities and Poincaré inequality.

3.1. Quantum divergence. For our purpose, we need a modified sandwiched Rényi entropy, called quantum pdivergence, defined by, for σ ∈ D_+(H) and p ∈ R\{0, 1}, F_{p,σ} (ρ) := 1 p(p − 1) ( ‖ Γ^{−1}_σ (ρ) ‖ ‖^p_{,σ} − 1) , (3.1) where ρ ∈ D(H) if p ≥ 0; ρ ∈ D_+(H) if p < 0. By definition (2.31), it follows that F_{p,σ}(ρ) = 1 p(p − 1) ( exp((p − 1)D_p(ρ‖σ)) − 1 ) , (3.2)

and then, by (2.32), we have

F_{1,σ} (ρ) := lim_{p→1} F_{p,σ} (ρ) = D(ρ‖σ) .

The operator Γ^{−1}_σ (ρ) can be viewed as the relative density of ρ ∈ D(H) with respect to the reference state σ ∈ D_+(H). For convenience, we refer to operators X ≥ 0 with ‖X‖_{1,σ} = 1 as relative densities with respect to σ in what follows. We recall that the variance of X ∈ B_{sa}(H) is defined by

Var_σ (X) := ‖X − Tr(σX)‖^2_{,σ} = ‖X‖^2_{,σ} − ‖X‖^2_{1,σ} .

Clearly, when p = 2, F_{p,σ} (ρ) reduces to the variance of the relative density of ρ, up to a constant factor,

F_{2,σ} (ρ) = 1 2 Var_σ (X) , X = Γ^{−1}_σ (ρ) .

Thanks to (3.2), many properties of D_p(ρ‖σ) can be directly translated to F_{p,σ} (ρ).

Lemma 3.1. For any ρ , σ ∈ D_+(H), we have

1. F_{p,σ}(ρ) ≥ 0, and F_{p,σ} (ρ) = 0 if and only if ρ = σ, for p ∈ R\{0}. 2. F_{p,σ}(ρ) is jointly convex with respect to (ρ, σ), for p ∈ R\(−1, 1/2). 3. The data processing inequality holds for F_{p,σ}(ρ) with p ∈ R\(−1, 1/2),

F_{p,Φ(σ)}(Φ(ρ)) ≤ F_{p,σ}(ρ) , (3.3)

where Φ is a quantum channel such that F_{p,Φ(σ)}(Φ(ρ)) is well-defined.

Proof. It was proved in [16, Theorem 5] that ‖ Γ^{−1}_σ (ρ) ‖ p,σ ≥ 1 for p > 1, and ‖ Γ^{−1}_σ (ρ) ‖ p,σ ≤ 1 for p < 1, with the equality condition ρ = σ. Hence, the first statement follows. For the second and third statements, the case p ≥ 1/2 has been discussed in [57, Theorems 1, 2]. We now consider the case p ≤ −1, where the joint convexity of F_{p,σ}(ρ) is a special case of the general result [117, Theorem 1.1]. Then, the data processing inequality (3.3) can be derived by the standard argument; see [57]. □

We next extend the key estimates in [63, Lemmas 2.1, 2.2] for the relative entropy D(ρ‖σ) to our p-divergence (3.1), which are new and will be useful in the sequel.

Lemma 3.2. Let operators X_i, Y_i > 0, i = 1, 2, satisfy X_i ≤ cY_i for some c > 0. It holds that, for p ∈ (1, 2),

⟨A, f^{[1]}_p (Y_1, Y_2)A⟩ ≤ c^{2−p}⟨A, f^{[1]}_p (X_1, X_2)A⟩ , ∀A ∈ B(H) , (3.4)

where f^{[1]}_p is the divided difference of the function f_p defined in (2.20).

Proof. The proof follows from the integral form (2.25) of f^{[1]}_p :

⟨A, f^{[1]}_p (X_1, X_2)A⟩ = sin((p − 1)π) π ∫_∞ 0 s^{p−2} ∫_∞ 0 Tr ( A^∗ 1 t + s + X_1 A 1 t + s + X_2 ) dtds ≥ sin((p − 1)π) π ∫_∞ 0 s^{p−2} ∫_∞ 0 Tr ( A^∗ 1 t + s + cY_1 A 1 t + s + cY_2 ) dtds = sin((p − 1)π) π ∫_∞ 0 s^{p−2} 1 c^2 ∫_∞ 0 Tr ( A^∗ 1 t+s c + Y_1 A 1 t+s c + Y_2 ) dtds = sin((p − 1)π) π ∫_∞ 0 (cs)^{p−2} ∫_∞ 0 Tr ( A^∗ 1 t + s + Y_1 A 1 t + s + Y_2 ) dtds (3.5) = c^{p−2}⟨A, f^{[1]}_p (Y_1, Y_2)A⟩ , where in the first inequality we have used the fact that t^{−1} is operator monotone decreasing; in the third line we have used the change of variable r → r/s and t → t/s. □ Before we proceed, several interesting and helpful observations are in order. First, we define the function

φ_p(x) = 1 p − 1 x − x^{1/p} x^{1/p} − 1 , for x > 0 and p ∈ R\{0, 1}. Then the kernel J^{φp}_σ = φ_p(Δ_σ )R_σ for the inner product ⟨·, ·⟩_{σ,φp} (cf. (2.4) and (2.5)) can be reformulated as follows, in terms of the double sum operator associated with f^{[1]}_p ,

φ_p(Δ_σ )R_σ = 1 p − 1 Δ_σ − Δ^{1/p}σ Δ^{1/p}σ − 1 R_σ = 1 p − 1 L^{(p−1)/p} σ − R^{(p−1)/p} σ L^{1/p}_σ − R^{1/p}_σ L^{1/p}_σ R^{1/p}_σ = Γ^{1/p}_σ f^{[1]}_p ( σ^{1/p}, σ^{1/p} ) Γ^{1/p}_σ . (3.6) Second, the inner product ⟨·, ·⟩_{σ,φp} with p ∈ R\{0, 1} also relates to the χ^2-divergence (A.3) corresponding to the power difference κ_α (A.4) with α ∈ R\{0, 1}. Indeed, for ρ ∈ D(H) with the relative density X = Γ^{−1}_σ (ρ), we can directly compute ‖X − 1‖^2_{σ,φp} = ⟨ ρ − σ, Γ^{−1}_σ φ_p(Δ_σ )R_σ Γ^{−1}_σ (ρ − σ) ⟩ = ⟨ ρ − σ, Ω^{x−1 φp}_σ (ρ − σ) ⟩ , by noting Γ^{−1}_σ φ_p(Δ_σ )R_σ Γ^{−1}_σ = Δ^{−1}_σ φ_p(Δ_σ )R^{−1}_σ = Ω^{x−1φp}_σ , (3.7)

where the operator Ω^{x−1φp}_σ is defined as in (A.1). Then we find, by letting α = 1/p and (A.4),

x^{−1}φ_{1/α}(x) = 1 p − 1 1 − x^{(1−p)/p} x^{1/p} − 1 = α α − 1 x^{α−1} − 1 x^α − 1

= κ_α . (3.8)

With the notation defined above, we conclude ‖X − 1‖^2_{σ,φp} = χ^2_{κα} (ρ, σ) . (3.9) Third, by Lemma 2.5 with f = φ_p and the same calculation as in (3.6), it holds that, for p ∈ R\{0, 1}, − ⟨X, LX⟩_{σ,φp} = J∑ j=1 ⟨ Γ^{1/p}_σ ( ∂_j X ) , f^{[1]}_p ( e^{ωj /2p}σ^{1/p}, e^{−ωj /2p}σ^{1/p} ) Γ^{1/p}_σ ( ∂_j X )⟩ , X ∈ B(H) . (3.10)

We are ready to give the following lemma, which shows that the p-divergence F_{p,σ}(ρ) can be bounded from above and below by the χ^2-divergence associated with the power difference κ_{1/p}. Lemma 3.3. For ρ, σ ∈ D_+(H) satisfying ρ ≤ cσ for some c > 0, it holds that, for p ∈ (1, 2), k_p(c)χ^2_{κ1/p} (ρ, σ) ≤ F_{p,σ} (ρ) ≤ p^{−1}χ^2_{κ1/p} (ρ, σ) , (3.11) where the constant k_p(c) is given by

k_p(c) = c^p − 1 − p(c − 1) p(c − 1)^2(p − 1) . In particular, the upper bound estimate in (3.11) holds for any ρ ∈ D_+(H).

Proof. Recalling the relation (3.9), we will prove the inequality (3.11) in the Heisenberg picture: k_p(c) ‖X − 1‖^2_{σ,φp} ≤ 1 p(p − 1) ( ‖X‖^p_{,σ} − 1 ) ≤ p^{−1} ‖X − 1‖^2_{σ,φp} , (3.12)

for X > 0 satisfying Tr(σX) = 1 and X ≤ c1. We define X_t = (1 − t)1 + tX, t ∈ [0, 1], and consider the function:

φ(t) := 1 p(p − 1) ( ‖X_t‖^p_{,σ} − 1 ) . It is easy to compute the derivatives:

φ^′(t) = 1 p − 1 Tr (( Γ^{1/p}_σ (X_t) )_{p−1} Γ^{1/p}_σ (X − 1) ) , and φ^{′′}(t) = ⟨ Γ^{1/p}_σ (X − 1), f^{[1]}_p ( Γ^{1/p}_σ (X_t), Γ^{1/p}_σ (X_t) ) Γ^{1/p}_σ (X − 1) ⟩ . (3.13)

By assumption X ≤ c1, we have (1 − t)1 ≤ X_t ≤ (1 + (c − 1)t)1 , (3.14)

and hence (1 − t)σ^{1/p} ≤ Γ^{1/p}_σ (X_t) ≤ (1 + (c − 1)t)σ^{1/p}. Then applying Lemma 3.2 to (3.13) gives (1 + (c − 1)t)^{p−2} ⟨X − 1, J^{φp}_σ (X − 1)⟩ ≤ φ^{′′}(t) ≤ (1 − t)^{p−2} ⟨X − 1, J^{φp}_σ (X − 1)⟩ , where we have used (3.14) and the observation (3.6). Note from Tr(σX) = 1 that φ^′(0) = 0. It follows that

φ(1) − φ(0) =

∫_1 0 ∫_x 0 φ^{′′}(t)dtdx ≤ ( ∫ 1 0 ∫_x 0 (1 − t)^{p−2} dtdx )⟨ X − 1, J^{φp}_σ (X − 1) ⟩ ≤ p^{−1} ‖X − 1‖^2_{σ,φp} . Similarly, for the lower bound, we have

φ(1) − φ(0) ≥ ( ∫ 1 0 ∫_x 0 (1 + (c − 1)t)^{p−2} dtdx )⟨ X − 1, J^{φp}_σ (X − 1) ⟩

≥ c^p − 1 − p(c − 1) p(c − 1)^2(p − 1) ‖X − 1‖^2_{σ,φp} . The proof is completed by noting φ(0) = 0. □

Remark 3.4. Lemmas 3.2 and 3.3 above rely on the integral formula (2.25) of f^{[1]}_p , which limit the range of p to (1, 2). The cases p = 1 and p = 2 can be easily obtained by taking the limit. In particular, when p = 1, we recover the the results in [63, Lemmas 2.1, 2.2], while, when p = 2, the estimates in (3.4) and (3.11) are trivial.

3.2. Interpolation between Sobolev and Poincaré inequalities. To motivate the quantum Beckner’s inequalities, we consider a primitive QMS P_t satisfying σ-KMS DBC for some σ ∈ D_+(H). By the limit (2.1) and the data processing inequality (3.3), F_{p,σ} decreases along the dynamic ρ_t = P^†_t (ρ) and there holds F_{p,σ} (ρ_t) → 0 as t → ∞. We will see that the quantum Beckner’s inequality characterizes the convergence rate of F_{p,σ}(ρ_t). It is convenient to consider the evolution of the relative density X = Γ^{−1}_σ (ρ), i.e., the QMS in the Heisenberg picture. By KMS DBC and Lemma 2.2, we have

X_t := Γ^{−1}_σ (ρ_t) = Γ^{−1}_σ e^{tL†} Γ_σ (X) = P_t(X) . (3.15)

Then we compute the time derivative of F_{p,σ} (ρ_t) as follows, for p ∈ R\(−1, 1/2), d dt F_{p,σ}(ρ_t) = 1 p − 1 ((Γ^{−1/p̂}_σ (ρ_t))^{p−1}), L^†(ρ_t)⟩ = 1 p − 1 ⟨Γ^{−1/p̂}_σ (Γ^{1/p}_σ (X_t))^{p−1}), Γ_σ L(X_t)⟩ = − 4 p^2

E_{p,L}(X_t) ≤ 0 , (3.16)

where ρ_t = P^†_t (ρ) > 0 for any t ≥ 0 with ρ ∈ D_+(H), and last inequality is by (3.3). If P_t satisfies the σ-GNS DBC, by the positivity of E_{p,L} in Corollary 2.8, the calculation (3.16) implies the contractivity of F_{p,σ} along the dynamic for all p ∈ R\{0, 1}. In view of (3.16), we can call −4 E_{p,L}(Γ^{−1}_σ (ρ))/p^2 the entropy production of the QMS P_t = e^{tL} for the p-divergence F_{p,σ} . A simple use of Grönwall’s inequality gives the equivalence between the exponential decay of F_{p,σ}: for some α_p > 0, F_{p,σ}(ρ_t) ≤ e^{−4αpt}F_{p,σ}(ρ) , ∀ρ ∈ D_+(H) , (3.17) and the functional inequality:

α_pF_{p,σ}(ρ) ≤ p^{−2}E_{p,L}(Γ^{−1}_σ (ρ)) , ∀ρ ∈ D_+(H) , (3.18) which we call the quantum Beckner’s inequality. By analogy with the classical case (1.7), we can also easily define the quantum dual Beckner’s inequality; see (Bec’-q) below.

Let us now formally define the quantum functional inequalities in the Heisenberg picture, which will be the main focus in the following sections.

Definition 3.5. For a primitive QMS P_t with generator L satisfying σ-KMS DBC for some σ ∈ D_+(H), let E_{p,L} be the associated p-Dirichlet form (2.17). Then we say that P_t satisfies:

1. the Poincaré inequality if there exists a constant λ > 0 such that for all X ∈ B(H), λ Var_σ(X) ≤ E_{2,L}(X) . (PI) 2. the modified log-Sobolev inequality (MLSI) if there exists α_1 > 0 such that for all X ≥ 0, α_1 Ent_{1,σ}(X) ≤ E_{1,L}(X) . (mLSI) 3. the p-Beckner’s inequality with p ∈ R\{0, 1} if there exists α_p > 0 such that for all X > 0, α_p p̂ (‖X‖^p_{,σ} − ‖X‖^p_{1,σ}) ≤ E_{p,L}(X) . (Bec-p) 4. the log-Sobolev inequality (LSI) if there exists β > 0 such that for all Y ≥ 0, β Ent_{2,σ}(Y ) ≤ E_{2,L}(Y ) . (LSI) 5. the dual q-Beckner’s inequality with q ∈ (0, 2) if there exists β_q > 0 such that for all Y ≥ 0, β_q Var_{q,σ} (Y ) ≤ (2 − q)E_{2,L}(Y ) , (Bec’-q) where Var_{q,σ} (Y ) is the q-variance: Var_{q,σ}(Y ) := ‖Y ‖^2_{,σ} − ‖Y ‖^2_{q,σ} .

Remark 3.6. Note that inequalities in Definition 3.5 can be easily reformulated in the Schrödinger picture by inserting X = Γ^{−1}_σ (ρ). For instance, by definition (3.1) of F_{p,σ} (ρ), (Bec-p) is clearly equivalent to (3.18), while, by Lemma 2.11, (mLSI) with X = Γ^{−1}_σ (ρ) gives the familiar one in terms of quantum states [102]: α_1D(ρ‖σ) ≤ − 1 4 Tr ( L^†(ρ)(log ρ − log σ) ) , ∀ρ ∈ D(H) . Remark 3.7. Recalling the classical cases (1.5) and (1.7), the most interesting regimes for (Bec-p) and (Bec’-q) are p ∈ (1, 2] and q ∈ [1, 2), respectively. Since many arguments in the following discussions can work beyond these ranges, here we choose to define (Bec-p) and (Bec’-q) for general p and q.

We call the optimal constant in (Bec-p) the quantum Beckner constant, denoted by α_p(L). Similar notions apply to other functional inequalities defined above. In particular, the Poincaré constant λ(L) is nothing but the spectral gap of L. Indeed, since L is self-adjoint with respect to ⟨·, ·⟩_{σ,1/2} and ker(L) = span{1_H} holds for a primitive QMS, by the min-max theorem, the Poincaré constant

λ(L) = inf X∈B(H),X≠1 −⟨X, LX⟩_{σ,1/2} ‖X − Tr(σX)1‖^2_{,σ} (3.19)

characterizes the smallest non-zero eigenvalue of −L (i.e., the spectral gap). It is worth pointing out that as L is Hermitian-preserving, the infimum in (3.19) can be taken over X in B_{sa}(H). Moreover, by Lemma 2.2, for a primitive QMS satisfying σ-GNS DBC, the Poincaré inequality can be equivalently defined by, for any X ∈ B(H), λ ‖X − Tr(σX)1‖^2_{σ,f} ≤ −⟨X, LX⟩_{σ,f} , (PI_f ) where f : (0, ∞) → (0, ∞) and the norm ‖·‖_{σ,f} is defined by the inner product (2.5). It is clear from Lemma 2.2 that under σ-GNS DBC, the optimal constant λ(L) is independent of the choice of f.

In the rest of this section, we will derive some properties of the optimal constants for functional inequalities in Definition 3.5 and the relations among them. We summarize some known relations between (mLSI), (LSI), and (PI) from [73, 92, 105] in the following lemma for completeness and future use.

Lemma 3.8. For a primitive QMS P_t satisfying σ-KMS DBC, it holds that

2α_1(L) ≤ λ(L) and λ(L) 2 − log(σ_{min}) ≤ 2β(L) ≤ λ(L) . Moreover, if P_t satisfies σ-GNS DBC, we also have β(L) ≤ α_1(L).

We first consider the properties of quantum dual q-Beckner’s inequalities (Bec’-q). It is clear from definition that when q = 1, the inequality (Bec’-q) reduces to the Poincaré inequality (PI). On the other hand, it is easy to see that in the limit q → 2, (Bec’-q) gives (LSI). In this sense, (Bec’-q) can be considered as an interpolating family between the quantum LSI and the Poincaré inequality. Indeed, we have Proposition 3.10 below. The proof is based on the following monotonicity lemma.

Lemma 3.9. The function^{Varq,σ (Y )}_{1/q−1/2} is monotone increasing for q ∈ (0, ∞)\{2}.

Proof. We recall the interpolation of the noncommutative L_p space [16,66]: for 0 < p_0 < p_1 ≤ ∞ and θ ∈ [0, 1], letting 1/p_θ = (1 − θ)/p_0 + θ/p_1 with θ ∈ [0, 1], there holds ‖Y ‖_{pθ ,σ} ≤ ‖Y ‖^θ_{p0 ,σ} ‖Y ‖^{1−θ}_{p1,σ} , ∀ Y ∈ B(H) . We immediately see that the function log ‖Y ‖_{1/t,σ} is a convex function for t ∈ [0, ∞), which implies that φ(t) := exp(2 log ‖Y ‖_{1/t,σ} ) = ‖Y ‖^2_{1/t,σ} is also convex. Therefore, we have that the function Var_{q,σ} (Y ) 1/q − 1/2 = φ(1/2) − φ(1/q) 1/q − 1/2 is increasing in q. □ Proposition 3.10. Let P_t be a primitive QMS with σ-KMS DBC. If (Bec’-q) holds with lim sup_{q→2}− β_q > 0, then (LSI) holds with β ≥ lim sup_{q→2}− β_q/2. Conversely, if (LSI) holds with β > 0, then (Bec’-q) holds for any q ∈ (0, 2) with constant β_q ≥ qβ.

Proof. Suppose that (Bec’-q) holds with lim sup_{q→2}− β_q > 0. By the formula (2.29), we have 1 2 Ent_{2,σ} (Y ) = lim_{q→2−} ‖Y ‖^2_{,σ} − ‖Y ‖^2_{q,σ} 2 − q for any Y ≥ 0 . (3.20)

Then taking the upper limit as q → 2^− in (Bec’-q), we find 1 2 ( lim sup q→2^− β_q ) Ent_{2,σ}(Y ) ≤ E_{2,L}(Y ) .

Thus, by definition, (LSI) holds with β ≥ lim sup_{q→2}− β_q /2. For the reverse direction, by Lemma 3.9, it follows, from (3.20) and the assumption (LSI), that Var_{q,σ} (Y ) 1/q − 1/2 ≤ lim sup q→2^− Var_{q,σ} (Y ) 1/q − 1/2 = 2 Ent_{2,σ} (Y ) ≤ 2β^{−1}E_{2,L}(Y ) ,

that is, (Bec’-q) holds with β_q ≥ qβ. □ Remark 3.11. Note from ‖Y ‖_{1,σ} ≤ ‖Y ‖_{q,σ} for q ∈ [1, 2) that Var_{q,σ} (Y ) ≤ Var_σ(Y ) ≤ λ^{−1}E_{2,L}(Y ) , which gives β_q ≥ (2 − q)λ. It follows that for q ∈ [1, 2), the lower bound β_q ≥ qβ above can be improved: β_q (L) ≥ max{(2 − q)λ(L), qβ(L)} , (3.21) which is tight when q → 1^+ and q → 2^−. Indeed, for q = 1, we have β_1(L) = λ(L) = max{λ(L), β(L)} by Lemma 3.8. When p → 2^−, by Proposition 3.10, there holds, lim inf q→2^− β_q(L) ≥ lim_{q→2−} max{(2 − q)λ(L), qβ(L)} = 2β(L) ≥ lim sup_{q→2−} β_q (L) , (3.22)

that is, lim_{q→2}− β_q (L) = lim_{q→2}− max{(2 − q)λ(L), qβ(L)} = 2β(L).

The quantum dual Beckner constant β_q (L) has the following monotonicity property, which implies that if (Bec’-q) holds for some q ∈ (0, 2), then it holds for all q ∈ (0, 2).

Proposition 3.12. Let P_t = e^{tL} be a primitive QMS with σ-KMS DBC. For the optimal dual Beckner constant β_q(L) in (Bec’-q), it holds that β_q (L)/(2 − q) is increasing and β_q (L)/q is decreasing for q ∈ (0, 2).

Proof. For the first claim, by the ordering of ‖·‖_{p,σ} in Lemma 2.6, we have, for 0 < q ≤ q^′ < 2 and Y ≥ 0, β_q(‖Y ‖^2_{,σ} − ‖Y ‖^2_q′_{,σ}) ≤ β_q (‖Y ‖^2_{,σ} − ‖Y ‖^2_{q,σ} ) ≤ 2 − q 2 − q^′ (2 − q^′)E_{2,L}(Y ) ,

that is, β_q′ /(2 − q^′) ≥ β_q/(2 − q). The second claim is a direct consequence of Lemma 3.9. Indeed, due to the monotonicity, we have 2qβ_q′ Var_{q,σ} (Y ) 2 − q ≤ 2q^′β_q′ Var_q′_{,σ}(Y ) 2 − q^′ ≤ 2q^′E_{2,L}(Y ) , which clearly shows β_q/q ≥ β_q′ /q^′. □

We next prove an analog result for the quantum Beckner constant α_p(L).

Proposition 3.13. Let P_t = e^{tL} be a primitive QMS with σ-GNS DBC. If the Beckner’s inequality (Bec-p) holds for some p^′ ∈ (1, 2] with α_p′ > 0, then for any 1 < p ≤ p^′, the inequality (Bec-p) holds with constant α_p satisfying

p̂ α_p ≥ ^p^′ α_p′ . (3.23) Equivalently, p̂ α_p(L), as a function of p ∈ (1, 2], is nonincreasing.

Proof. It suffices to prove the inequality (3.23). For this, by the quantum Stroock-Varopoulos inequality in (2.26) and (Bec-p) for p^′, we have E_{p,L}(X) ≥ E_p′_{,L}(I_p′_{,p}(X)) ≥ α_p′ ^p^′ ( ‖I_p′_{,p}(X)‖^{p′}_{p′ ,σ} − ‖I_p′_{,p}(X)‖^{p′}_{1,σ} ) . (3.24)

Note from Lemma 2.6 that ‖I_p′_{,p}(X)‖^{p′}_{p′ ,σ} = ‖X‖^p_{,σ} . By ALT inequality (2.34), we find

‖I_p′_{,p}(X)‖_{1,σ} = Tr ( σ^{12^p′} ( σ^{12p} Xσ^{12p} ) p_{p′} σ^{12^p′} ) ≤ ‖X‖ p p′ p p′ ,σ , since p p^′ < 1 , 1 2^p^′ p^′ p + 1 2p = p^′ 2p . Therefore, by (3.24) and Lemma 2.6, it follows that E_{p,L}(X) ≥ α_p′ ^p^′ ( ‖X‖^p_{,σ} − ‖X‖^pp_{p′ ,σ} ) ≥ α_p′ ^p^′ ( ‖X‖^p_{,σ} − ‖X‖^p_{1,σ} ) . The proof is complete by definition (Bec-p). □

We finally relate the p-Beckner’s inequality and the dual q-Beckner’s inequality with q = 2/p.

Proposition 3.14. Let P_t = e^{tL} be a primitive QMS with σ-GNS DBC. Let p ∈ (1, 2] and q = 2/p ∈ [1, 2). If (Bec’-q) holds with β_q , then (Bec-p) holds with α_p ≥ β_q /2.

Proof. We substitute Y = I_{2,p}(X) for X ≥ 0 in (Bec’-q) and find ‖I_{2,p}(X)‖^2_{,σ} − ‖I_{2,p}(X)‖^2_{/p,σ} = ‖X‖^p_{,σ} − ‖I_{2,p}(X)‖^2_{/p,σ} ≤ β^{−1}_q (2 − q)E_{2,L}(I_{2,p}(X)) . (3.25) By ALT inequality (2.34) and Lemma 2.6, we have ‖I_{2,p}(X)‖^{2/p}_{2/p,σ} = Tr ( σ^{p4 − 14} ( σ^{12p} Xσ^{12p}

)^p_2

σ^{p4 − 14} ) 2_p ≤ Tr ( (Γ_σ (X))^{p2} ) 2_p ≤ ‖X‖_{1,σ} . (3.26) Then, by L_p regularity in Corollary 2.10, it follows from (3.25) and (3.26) that ‖X‖^p_{,σ} − ‖X‖^p_{1,σ} ≤ β^{−1}_q (2 − q)E_{p,L}(X) , which gives α_p ≥ β_q /2. □

3.3. Quantum Beckner constant. In this section, we focus on quantum Beckner’s inequalities (Bec-p) and investigate the properties of α_p(L). We will first exploit the connections between (Bec-p) and the functional inequality related to sandwiched Rényi entropy, as well as the hypercontractivity. We then provide a two-sided bound for α_p(L) in terms of the Poincaré constant λ(L) for a certain range of p. The relations between (Bec-p) and (mLSI) will also be discussed. Moreover, we extend the quantum Holley-Stroock’s argument from [69] and give a stability estimate for the Beckner constant α_p(L) with respect to the invariant state σ. In the remaining of this work, we mainly consider the range p ∈ (1, 2] for (Bec-p) for ease of exposition, unless otherwise specified.

Connection with sandwiched Rényi entropic inequality. In [88, Definition 3.1], a functional inequality very similar to Beckner’s inequality (3.18) above was introduced for quantifying the convergence of sandwiched Rényi entropy (2.31) with p > 1 along the QMS: for some α̂_p > 0, 2α̂_pD_p(ρ‖σ) ≤ 4E_{p,L}(Γ^{−1}_σ (ρ)) p ‖ Γ^{−1}_σ (ρ) ‖_p p,σ , ∀ρ ∈ D(H) . (3.27) Note from [88, Corollary 3.1] that the right-hand side of (3.27) is the entropy production of D_p(ρ‖σ). Since the sandwiched Rényi entropy D_p(ρ‖σ) is the logarithm of p-divergence in some sense, we may expect that its exponential convergence is a stronger notion than the one of F_{p,σ}. Indeed, we show in the following proposition that the inequality (3.27) for D_p(ρ‖σ) can imply the one (3.18) for F_{p,σ}, while (3.18) can only guarantee (3.27) for ρ in a neighborhood of σ (in other words, the exponential convergence of D_p(ρ_t‖σ) if a warm start is given).

Proposition 3.15. Let P_t = e^{tL} be a primitive QMS with σ-KMS DBC and p > 1. If the inequality (3.27) for sandwiched Rényi entropy holds, then Beckner’s inequality (3.18) holds with α_p ≥ α̂_p/2. Conversely, if (3.18) holds, then (3.27) holds in a neighborhood of the invariant state σ: for any a > 0 with c_a = (1 − e^{−a})/a,

4E_{p,L}(Γ^{−1}_σ (ρ)) p ‖ ‖Γ^{−1}_σ (ρ) ‖ ‖^p_{,σ} ≥ 4c_aα_pD_p(ρ‖σ) if D_p(ρ‖σ) ≤ a p − 1 , 4α_p p − 1 (1 − e^{−a}) if D_p(ρ‖σ) ≥ a p − 1 . (3.28)

Proof. We start with the easy direction (3.27) =⇒ (3.18). We reformulate (3.27) as: α̂_p 2 p̂ log ( ‖ Γ^{−1}_σ (ρ) ‖ ‖^p_{,σ} ) ‖ ‖Γ^{−1}_σ (ρ) ‖ ‖^p_{,σ} ≤ E_{p,L}(Γ^{−1}_σ (ρ)) . (3.29)

Then, by the elementary inequality x log x ≥ x − 1 with x = ‖ ‖Γ^{−1}_σ (ρ) ‖ ‖^p_{,σ} , Beckner’s inequality (3.18) with α_p ≥ α̂_p/2 follows from (3.29) immediately. Now, assuming (3.18) holds, we rewrite it as 4α_p p − 1 ( 1 − ‖ Γ^{−1}_σ (ρ) ‖_{−p} p,σ ) ≤ 4E_{p,L}(Γ^{−1}_σ (ρ)) p ‖ ‖Γ^{−1}_σ (ρ) ‖ ‖^p_{,σ} . (3.30)

Note that for any a > 0, there holds, with c_a = (1 − e^{−a})/a, 1 − e^{−x} ≥ c_ax , ∀x ∈ [0, a] . (3.31) Letting e^x = ‖ Γ^{−1}_σ (ρ) ‖_p p,σ in (3.31), we readily have the restricted inequality (3.28) from (3.30). □

Connection with hypercontractivity. In view of existing works [6, 15] and the direct relations between (Bec-p) and the noncommutative p-norm, one may expect that there also exist natural connections between Beckner’s inequalities and the hypercontractivity of QMS, which we will elaborate below. We first recall the p-log-Sobolev inequality (p ∈ R\{0}): for some ~β_p > 0, ~β_p Ent_{p,σ} (X) ≤ E_{p,L}(X) , ∀X > 0 , (LSIp) which reduces to (mLSI) and (LSI) when p = 1 and p = 2, respectively. (LSIp) is known to be equivalent to the hypercontractivity (p ≥ 1) and the reverse hypercontractivity (p < 1) [17, 92]. To be specific, we have the following result from [17, Theorem 11 and Corollary 17].

Lemma 3.16. Let P_t be a primitive QMS satisfying σ-KMS DBC for some σ ∈ D_+(H). It holds that • If for 1 ≤ p ≤ q(t) = 1 + (p − 1)e^{4βct} with fixed p and β_c > 0, there holds ‖P_t(X)‖_{q(t),σ} ≤ ‖X‖_{p,σ} , ∀t ≥ 0 , X > 0 , (3.32) then the p-log-Sobolev inequality (LSIp) holds with ~β_p ≥ β_c. Conversely, suppose that P_t satisfies σ-GNS DBC and (LSI) holds with optimal constant β(L). Then (3.32) holds with β_c = β(L).

• If for 1 > p ≥ q(t) = 1 + (p − 1)e^{4βct} with p, q ≠ 0 and β_c > 0, there holds ‖P_t(X)‖_{q(t),σ} ≥ ‖X‖_{p,σ} , ∀t ≥ 0 , X > 0 , (3.33) then the p-log-Sobolev inequality (LSIp) holds with ~β_p ≥ β_c. Conversely, suppose that P_t satisfies σ-GNS DBC and (mLSI) holds with optimal constant α_1(L). Then (3.33) holds with β_c = α_1(L).

It is straightforward to derive the next proposition, which, along with Lemma 3.16, relates (Bec-p), (LSIp), and the hypercontractivity of P_t.

Proposition 3.17. Let L be the generator of a primitive QMS with σ-KMS DBC and α_p(L) and ~β_p(L) be the optimal constants for (Bec-p) and (LSIp), respectively, for p ∈ (0, 1) ∪ (1, ∞). Then, we have pα_p(L) ≥ ~β_p(L) for p > 1 and pα_p(L) ≤ ~β_p(L) for 0 < p < 1.

Proof. We recall that log ‖X‖^{p̂}_{,σ} for X = Γ^{−1}_σ (ρ) with ρ ∈ D_+(H) is increasing in p > 0, by the monotonicity of sandwiched Rényi entropy D_p(ρ‖σ) in p. Then, a direct computation gives d dp log ‖X‖^{p̂}_{,σ} = − 1 (p − 1)^2 log ‖X‖_{p,σ} + 1 p(p − 1) ‖X‖^{−p}_{p,σ} Ent_{p,σ}(X) ≥ 0 , which implies, by again x log x ≥ x − 1 with x = ‖ ‖Γ−1_σ (ρ) ‖ ‖^p_{,σ} , p p − 1 Ent_{p,σ} (X) ≥ p (p − 1)^2 ‖X‖^p_{,σ} log ‖X‖^p_{,σ} ≥ p̂ p − 1 (‖X‖^p_{,σ} − 1) . The proof is complete by the definition of (Bec-p) and (LSIp). □ Two-sided estimates of α_p(L). We next consider the estimation of the Beckner constant α_p(L) in terms of λ(L). We first show that (Bec-p) implies (PI_f ) with f = φ_p by the standard linearization argument. Lemma 3.18. Let P_t = e^{tL} be a primitive QMS satisfying σ-GNS DBC. Then we have, for p ∈ R\{0, 1}, 2α_p(L) ≤ λ(L) . Proof. We consider Z = 1 + εX for a X ∈ B_{sa}(H) with Tr(σX) = 0, where ε > 0 is small enough such that Z > 0. By a direct expansion with respect to ε, we find ‖Z‖^p_{,σ} = 1 + εp Tr(σX) + ε^2 2 p(p − 1) ‖X‖^2_{σ,φp} + O(ε^3) , (3.34) and ‖Z‖^p_{1,σ} = ( 1 + ε Tr(σX) )_p = 1 + εp Tr(σX) + ε^2 2 p(p − 1) Tr(σX)^2 + O(ε^3) .

We also compute Γ_σ I_{p̂,p}(Z) = σ + ε(p − 1)φ_p(Δ_σ )R_σ (X) + O(ε^2) , (3.35) and L(Z) = εL(X), which yields E_{p,L}(Z) = −ε^2(p − 1) p̂p 4 ⟨X, LX⟩_{σ,φp} + O(ε^3) . (3.36) Hence, applying (Bec-p) to Z with above expansions, we have α_p ε^2 2 p^2 ( ‖X‖^2_{σ,φp} − Tr(σX)^2 ) + O(ε^3) ≤ −ε^2 p^2 4 ⟨X, LX⟩_{σ,φp} + O(ε^3) . (3.37) Due to Tr(σX) = 0, by dividing both sides of (3.37) by ε^2 and letting ε → 0, it readily follows that 2α_p ‖X‖^2_{σ,φp} ≤ −⟨X, LX⟩_{σ,φp} , which gives the desired estimate: 2α_p ≤ λ. □ We next generalize [1, Proposition 2.8] in the classical setting to the quantum regime, which shows that the quantum Poincaré inequality (PI) implies p-Beckner’s inequality (Bec-p) for p ∈ (1, 2].

Proposition 3.19. Let P_t = e^{tL} be a primitive QMS with σ-GNS DBC. If the Poincaré inequality (PI) holds with constant λ, then, for p ∈ (1, 2], the Beckner’s inequality (Bec-p) holds with constant α_p satisfying α_p ≥ p − 1 p λ . (3.38)

Proof. We first claim that there holds ‖X‖^p_{,σ} − ‖X‖^p_{1,σ} ≤ ⟨I_{p̂,p}(X), X − Tr(σX)1⟩_{σ,1/2} , ∀X ≥ 0 . (3.39) Indeed, a direct computation gives ⟨I_{p̂,p}(X), X − Tr(σX)1⟩_{σ,1/2} = ‖X‖^p_{,σ} − ‖X‖_{1,σ} Tr(σ^{1/p}(Γ^{1/p}_σ X)^{p−1}) . (3.40) Then, by ALT inequality (2.34) and the ordering of ‖·‖_{p,σ} in Lemma 2.6, we have Tr(Γ^{1/p}_σ (Γ^{1/p}_σ X)^{p−1}) ≤ Tr((Γ^{1/(p−1)}_σ X)^{p−1}) = ‖X‖^{p−1}_{p−1,σ} ≤ ‖X‖^{p−1}_{1,σ} , which, along with (3.40), implies the desired inequality (3.39). One can readily note that up to some constant, the right-hand term in (3.39) is the p-Dirichlet form E_{p,Ldepol} defined by (2.17) associated with the generator L_{depol} with γ = 1; see Example 2.1. We proceed by using Corollary 2.10 and find

E_{p,Ldepol} (X) ≤ p^2 4(p − 1)

Var_{2,σ} (I_{2,p}(X)) ≤ 1 λ p^2 4(p − 1) E_{2,L}(I_{2,p}(X)) ≤ 1 λ p^2 4(p − 1)

E_{p,L}(X) , (3.41)

where we have also used the assumption that (PI) holds, and the observation:

Var_{2,σ} (X) = ⟨X − Tr(σX)1, X − Tr(σX)1⟩_{σ,1/2} = E_{2,Ldepol} (X) .

Then it follows from (3.39) and (3.41) that λ(‖X‖^p_{,σ} − ‖X‖^p_{1,σ} ) ≤ E_{p,L}(X) , that is, p̂α_p ≥ λ holds. □

Note that the lower bound for Beckner constant α_p(L) in (3.38) vanishes as p → 1^+. Thanks to Proposition 3.17, it is easy to establish a uniform lower bound for α_p(L), which improves the estimate in (3.38).

Theorem 3.20. Let P_t = e^{tL} be a primitive QMS satisfying σ-GNS DBC. Then we have, for p ∈ (1, 2],

α_p(L) ≥ max { 1 2p(2 − log(σ_{min})) , p − 1 p } λ(L) . (3.42)

Proof. Recall from [17, Corollary 16] that ~β_p(L) is decreasing in p ∈ (0, 2] for a QMS with σ-GNS DBC. Then, we obtain, by Lemma 3.8 and Proposition 3.17, α_p(L) ≥ 1 p ~β_p(L) ≥ 1 p ~β_2(L) ≥ 1 2p λ(L) 2 − log(σ_{min})

. (3.43)

The proof is complete by Proposition 3.19. □

Remark 3.21. The estimate (3.43) holds for any p ≥ 1 by using ~β_p(L) = ~β_{p̂}(L) in [17, Proposition 10].

Remark 3.22. The minimal eigenvalue σ_{min} for the invariant state σ has been estimated in several interesting cases; see [73, Remark 1] and [88, Section 7]. Note that a crude estimate σ_{min} ≤ 1/2 gives 2(2−log(σ_{min})) ≥ c_0 := 2(2+log 2). It follows that if p ≥ 1+c^{−1}_0 ≈ 1.186, the estimate (3.42) reduces to the one (3.38), which is clearly tight when p → 2^−. However, when p → 1^+, by 2α_1 ≤ λ in Lemma 3.8, we only have α_p(L) ≥ α_1(L) p(2 − log(σ_{min})) ≳ α_1(L) log d , if σ_{min} is of the same order as 1/d, which is far from tight, given (3.45) below. For the symmetric QMS with invariant state σ = 1/d, one can extend the results in the classical case [1, Proposition 2.9 and Theorem 2.1] to have a tighter lower bound for α_p, which goes to Cα_1(L) as p → 1^+, with constant C independent of the dimension d of H. However, the argument involved in [1, Proposition 2.9] seems hard to be generalized to general invariant states σ ∈ D_+(H).

Remark 3.23. In Appendix C, we will briefly discuss Beckner’s inequalities in the non-primitive setting. In particular, we adopt the analysis framework recently proposed in [63] for CMLSI with some tools developed above to give a lower bound for the non-primitive Beckner constant, which is asymptotically worse than the one in (3.42) but can apply to more general Lindbladian L.

Relation between α_1(L) and α_p(L). Recall from Remark 3.11 that lim_{q→2}− β_q(L) = 2β(L). Next, we give a similar result for Beckner constant α_p(L), which is more technical; see Theorem 3.25 below. First, by taking the right limit p → 1^+ in (Bec-p) and using formulas (2.18) and (2.30), we obtain the following lemma.

Lemma 3.24. Let P_t be a primitive QMS with σ-KMS DBC. If (Bec-p) holds with lim sup_{p→1}+ α_p > 0, then (mLSI) holds with constant α_1 ≥ lim sup p→1^+ α_p . (3.44)

Theorem 3.25. Let P_t = e^{tL} be a primitive QMS with σ-GNS DBC. Then we have

α_1(L) = lim_{p→1+} α_p(L) . (3.45)

The proof of (3.45) needs the following lemma that extends [24, Theorem 6.5] for the discrete MLSI.

Lemma 3.26. Let P_t = e^{tL} be a primitive QMS with σ-GNS DBC. If α_p(L) < λ(L)/2 holds, then the following infimum is attained:

α_p(L) = inf_{X≥0,X≠1} ‖X‖_{1,σ} =1 E_{p,L}(X) p̂(‖X‖^p_{,σ} − 1) . (3.46)

Proof. By definition, there exists a sequence of X_n ∈ {X ≥ 0 ; ‖X‖_{1,σ} = 1 , X ≠ 1} such that

V_p(X_n) := E_{p,L}(X_n) p̂(‖X_n‖^p_{,σ} − 1) → α_p(L) , as n → ∞ . (3.47)

Since the set {X ≥ 0 ; ‖X‖_{1,σ} = 1} is compact, without loss of generality, we assume X_n → X as n → ∞ for some X ≥ 0 with ‖X‖_{1,σ} = 1. Suppose that X = 1. Then we can write X_n = 1 + Y_n with Y_n → 0 and Tr(σY_n) = 0. Recalling the asymptotic expansions (3.34) and (3.36), we obtain, by (PI_f ),

lim inf n→∞ V_p(X_n) = lim inf_{n→∞} − 1 2 ⟨Y_n, LY_n⟩_{σ,φp} + O(‖Y_n‖^3_{1,σ} ) ‖Y_n‖^2_{σ,φp} + O(‖Y_n‖^3_{1,σ}) ≥ 1 2 λ(L) > α_p(L) , which contradicts (3.47). Thus, the limiting operator X is in the desired set {X ≥ 0 ; ‖X‖_{1,σ} = 1 , X ≠ 1} and the infimum in (3.46) is attained. □

Proof of Theorem 3.25. To show (3.45), by Lemma 3.24, it suffices to prove lim inf p→1^+ α_p(L) ≥ α_1(L) . (3.48)

We shall prove it by contradiction. If (3.48) does not hold, there is a sequence p_n → 1^+ as n → ∞ such that lim_{n→∞} α_{pn} (L) ≤ α_1(L) − ε ,

for some small enough ε > 0, that is, for any k > 0, there exists N such that for n ≥ N,

α_{pn} (L) ≤ α_1(L) − ε + 1 k . (3.49)

Suppose that α_{pn} (L) = λ(L)/2 holds for infinitely many n. It follows from (3.49) that λ(L)/2 ≤ α_1(L) − ε, which is a contradiction with Lemma 3.8. Thus, without loss of generality, we assume α_{pn} (L) < λ(L)/2 for all n. Then, Lemma 3.26 gives the existence of the minimizer X_n associated with α_{pn} (L). By compactness, we further assume that X_n converges to some X ≥ 0 with ‖X‖_{1,σ} = 1. To proceed, we consider two cases. If X = 1, similarly to the proof of Lemma 3.26 above, we write X_n = 1 + Y_n and find

α_1(L) − ε + 1 k ≥ lim inf n→∞ α_{pn} (L) = lim inf_{n→∞} − 1 2 ⟨Y_n, LY_n⟩_{σ,φpn} + O(‖Y_n‖^3_{1,σ}) ‖Y_n‖^2_{σ,φpn} + O(‖Y_n‖^3_{1,σ} ) ≥ 1 2 λ(L) , which, by letting k → ∞, again contradicts with Lemma 3.8. If X ≠ 1, by definition (Bec-p) and (3.49), we have E_{pn,L}(X_n) ≤ ( α_1(L) − ε + 1 k ) p_n(‖X_n‖^{pn}_{pn,σ} − 1) p_n − 1 , for large enough n. It implies that, by letting n → ∞ and k → ∞ and using (2.30) with elementary analysis, E_{1,L}(X) ≤ ( α_1(L) − ε ) Ent_{1,σ} (X) ,

which contradicts the optimality of α_1(L). The proof is complete. □

Stability of α_p(L). We proceed to investigate the stability of the quantum Beckner constant α_p(L) with respect to the invariant state. We will compare the constants α_p(L) for the following two generators L_σ and L_σ′ that satisfy the detailed balance conditions with respect to two different but commuting full-rank states σ and σ^′:

L_σ (X) = J∑ j=1 ( e^{−ωj /2}V^∗_j [X, V_j ] + e^{ωj /2}[V_j , X]V^∗_j ) , (3.50) and L_σ′ (X) = J∑ j=1 ( e^{−νj /2}V^∗_j [X, V_j ] + e^{νj /2}[V_j , X]V^∗_j ) , (3.51) where e^{−ωj} and e^{−νj} are the eigenvalues of Δ_σ and Δ_σ′ , respectively. For ease of exposition, we assume that the states σ and σ^′ admit the spectral decompositions: σ = d∑ k=1 σ_k |v_k⟩ ⟨v_k| , σ^′ = d∑ k=1 σ^′_k |v_k⟩ ⟨v_k | , (3.52)

respectively. The following result is extended from [69, Theorem 3.1].

Theorem 3.27. Let L_σ and L_σ′ be the generators of two primitive QMS satisfying σ-GNS DBC and σ^′-GNS DBC, given in (3.50) and (3.51), respectively. Then it holds that, for p ∈ (1, 2], Λ_{min} Λ_{max} min_j e^{− |ωj −νj |(2−p)2p} α_p(L_σ′ ) ≤ α_p(L_σ ) , (3.53)

where constants Λ_{min} and Λ_{max} are defined as

Λ_{min} = min_k σ_k σ^′_k and Λ_{max} = max_k σ_k σ^′_k . (3.54)

Remark 3.28. The most useful case of the above result might be σ^′ = 1/d, which allows us to reduce the estimate of α_p(L_σ ) for a σ-GNS symmetric QMS to α_p(L 1_d ) for a symmetric QMS. In this case, the estimate (3.53) can be simplified as follows, by the relation (2.9),

α_p(L_σ ) ≥ min_{k,l} σ_l σ_k min_j e^{− |ωj |(2−p)2p} α_p(L 1_d ) = ( min_{k,l} σ_l σ_k )^{2+p}_{2p}

α_p(L 1_d ) .

It is also worth mentioning that the assumption (σ and σ^′ commute) is restrictive in the sense that the jump operators {V_j } in (3.50) and (3.51) are the same. A very recent work [70] by Junge and Wu gives a general stability (continuity) result for two non-primitive generators L and L^′ that satisfy σ-GNS DBC for the same σ ∈ D_+(H) and have the same fixed point algebra. They showed that for ‖L − L^′‖ < δ, the MLSI constant satisfies (1 − ε)α_1(L) ≤ α_1(L^′), where the dependence of ε on δ is implicit. It would be interesting to generalize the results in [70] to Beckner constant α_p(L) for a more general class of generators L, which is beyond the scope of this work.

Proof of Theorem 3.27. We first establish a comparison result for the p–divergence F_{p,σ}(ρ). We define the map

Φ(A) := [ Λ^{−1}_{max}Γ_σ Γ^{−1}_σ′ (A) 0 0 Tr(A) − Λ^{−1}_{max} Tr(Γ_σ Γ^{−1}_σ′ (A)) ] : B(H) → B(H ⊕ C) . It is easy to check from (3.54) that Tr ( Λ^{−1}_{max}Γ_σΓ^{−1}_σ′ (A) ) ≤ Tr(A) for any A ∈ B^+_{sa}(H). Then, Φ is completely positive and trace preserving by Kraus representation theorem. Let X := Γ^{−1}_σ′ (ρ) ≥ 0 for ρ ∈ D(H). By the data processing inequality (3.3), we have

F_{p,Φ(σ}′_) (Φ(ρ)) ≤ F_{p,σ}′ (ρ) = 1 p(p − 1) ( ‖X‖^p_{,σ}′ − 1 ) . (3.55)

We now compute, by definition,

F_{p,Φ(σ}′_) (Φ(ρ)) = 1 p(p − 1) ( Λ^{−1}_{max} ‖X‖^p_{,σ} + ( 1 − Λ^{−1}_{max} ‖X‖_{1,σ} )_p ( 1 − Λ^{−1}_{max} )_{1−p} − 1 ) . (3.56)

Note from (3.54) that Λ_{max} ≥ 1 ≥ Λ_{min} and Λ^{−1}_{max} ‖X‖_{1,σ} ≤ 1. Then the convexity of x^p, 1 < p ≤ 2, gives

(1 − Λ^{−1}_{max}) ( 1 − Λ^{−1}_{max} ‖X‖_{1,σ}

1 − Λ^{−1}_{max} )_p + Λ^{−1}_{max} ( Λ^{−1}_{max} ‖X‖_{1,σ} Λ^{−1}_{max} )_p

= ( 1 − Λ^{−1}_{max} ‖X‖_{1,σ} )_p( 1 − Λ^{−1}_{max} )_{1−p} + Λ^{−1}_{max} ‖X‖^p_{1,σ} ≥ 1 , which, by (3.56), implies

F_{p,Φ(σ}′_) (Φ(ρ)) ≥ 1 p(p − 1) ( Λ^{−1}_{max} ‖X‖^p_{,σ} − Λ^{−1}_{max} ‖X‖^p_{1,σ} ) . (3.57)

Combining (3.55) and (3.57), we can find 1 p(p − 1) ( ‖X‖^p_{,σ} − ‖X‖^p_{1,σ} ) ≤ Λ_{max} p(p − 1) ( ‖X‖^p_{,σ}′ − 1 ) . (3.58)

We next give the comparison result for E_{p,L}. We recall (2.19), and, by Lemma 3.2, obtain E_{p,Lσ} (X) ≥ ( inf_j e^{−|ωj −νj |(2−p)/2p} ) p^2 4 J∑ j=1 ⟨ Γ^{1/p}_σ (∂_j X), f^{[1]}_p ( e^{νj /2p}Γ^{1/p}_σ (X), e^{−νj /2p}Γ^{1/p}_σ (X) ) Γ^{1/p}_σ (∂_j X) ⟩ , (3.59) since e^{±ωj /2p}Γ^{1/p}_σ (X) ≤ (max_j e^{|ωj −νj |/2p})e^{±νj /2p}Γ^{1/p}_σ (X) . By the integral representation (2.25) of f^{[1]}p , we can estimate

Γ^{1/p}_σ f^{[1]}_p ( e^{νj /2p}Γ^{1/p}_σ (X), e^{−νj /2p}Γ^{1/p}_σ (X) ) Γ^{1/p}_σ (3.60) = sin((p − 1)π) π ∫_∞ 0 s^{p−2}Γ^{1/p}_σ g^{[1]}_0 ( s + e^{νj /2p}Γ^{1/p}_σ (X), s + e^{−νj /2p}Γ^{1/p}_σ (X) ) Γ^{1/p}_σ ds ≥ sin((p − 1)π) π ∫_∞ 0 s^{p−2}Γ^{1/p}_σ g^{[1]}_0 ( sΛ^{−1/p}_{min} σ^{1/p}(σ^′)^{−1/p} + e^{νj /2p}Γ^{1/p}_σ (X), sΛ^{−1/p}_{min} σ^{1/p}(σ^′)^{−1/p} + e^{−νj /2p}Γ^{1/p}_σ (X) ) Γ^{1/p}_σ ds , where we used the following observation from (3.52) and (3.54):

Λ^{−1/p}_{max} σ^{1/p}(σ^′)^{−1/p} ≤ 1 ≤ Λ^{−1/p}_{min} σ^{1/p}(σ^′)^{−1/p} , (3.61)

and the operator monotonicity of t^{−1}. The inequality (3.61) also implies that Λ^{1/p}_{min}Γ^{−1/p}_σ Γ^{1/p}_σ′ is completely positive and trace non-increasing. Then, by [69, Proposition 3.6], it follows that

Γ^{1/p}_σ g^{[1]}_0 ( sΛ^{−1/p}_{min} σ^{1/p}(σ^′)^{−1/p} + e^{νj /2p}Γ^{1/p}_σ (X), sΛ^{−1/p}_{min} σ^{1/p}(σ^′)^{−1/p} + e^{−νj /2p}Γ^{1/p}_σ (X) ) Γ^{1/p}_σ ≥ Λ^{2/p}_{min}Γ^{1/p}_{σ′} g^{[1]}_0 ( s + Λ^{1/p}_{min}e^{νj /2p}Γ^{1/p}_{σ′} (X), s + Λ^{1/p}_{min}e^{−νj /2p}Γ^{1/p}_{σ′} (X) ) Γ^{1/p}_{σ′} . Therefore, by (2.25) and (3.60), we have

Γ^{1/p}_σ f^{[1]}_p ( e^{νj /2p}Γ^{1/p}_σ (X), e^{−νj /2p}Γ^{1/p}_σ (X) ) Γ^{1/p}_σ ≥ sin((p − 1)π) π ∫_∞ 0 s^{p−2}Λ^{2/p}_{min}Γ^{1/p}_σ′ g^{[1]}_0 ( s + Λ^{1/p}_{min}e^{νj /2p}Γ^{1/p}_σ′ (X), s + Λ^{1/p}_{min}e^{−νj /2p}Γ^{1/p}_σ′ (X) ) Γ^{1/p}_σ′ ds ≥Λ_{min}Γ^{1/p}_σ′ f^{[1]}_p ( e^{νj /2p}Γ^{1/p}_σ′ (X), e^{−νj /2p}Γ^{1/p}_σ′ (X) ) Γ^{1/p}_σ′ . Combining the above estimate with (3.59) and recalling (2.19), we readily have E_{p,Lσ} (X) ≥ ( inf_j e^{−|ωj −νj |(2−p)/2p} ) Λ_{min}E_{p,Lσ′} (X) . (3.62)

The proof is completed by the following simple estimate, with the help of (3.58) and (3.62), p p − 1 ( ‖X‖^p_{,σ} − ‖X‖_{1,σ} ) ≤ Λ_{max} α_p(L_σ′ ) E_{p,Lσ′} (X) ≤ Λ_{max} α_p(L_σ′ ) ( inf_j e^{−|ωj −νj |(2−p)/2p} )_{−1} Λ^{−1}_{min}E_{p,Lσ} (X) . □

3.4. Applications and examples. This section is devoted to the applications of p-Beckner’s inequalities. We first analyze the Beckner constant α_p(L) for the depolarizing semigroup. We then derive a bound on the mixing time of quantum Markov dynamics in terms of α_p(L). For the symmetric semigroups, by borrowing the techniques from [1,71], we obtain the moment estimates from Beckner’s inequalities (Bec-p), which further allows us to derive a concentration inequality.

Beckner constant for depolarizing semigroups. In general, it is challenging to explicitly compute or estimate the optimal constant for the functional inequalities, even in the classical setting. We will consider the quantum Beckner constant α_p for the simplest QMS: the depolarizing semigroup (2.11) with γ = 1 and σ = 1/d, and show that in this case, the computation of α_p is equivalent to the classical one for a Markov chain on the two-point space. We mention that the explicit values of LSI constant β and MLSI constant α_1 for L_{depol} with a general invariant state σ ∈ D_+(H) have been obtained in [17] and [90], respectively.

Proposition 3.29. Let L_{depol}(X) = Tr(X/d)1 − X be the Lindbladian of the depolarizing semigroup. Then we have

α_p(L_{depol}) = inf_{θx+(1−θ)y=1} x,y≥0, θ∈{^1_d ,...,1−^1_d } p 4 (θx^p + (1 − θ)y^p) − (θx^{p−1} + (1 − θ)y^{p−1}) (θx^p + (1 − θ)y^p) − 1

, (3.63)

for p ∈ (1, 2], where d is the dimension of the underlying Hilbert space H.

Proof. We first compute from definition (Bec-p) that

α_p(L_{depol}) = inf_{X≥0} p̂^{−1}E_{p,Ldepol} (X) ‖X‖^p_{, 1d} − ‖X‖^p_{1, 1d} = p 4 inf_{X≥0} ‖X‖^p_{, 1d} − ‖X‖^{p−1}_{p−1, 1d} ‖X‖_{1,} 1_d ‖X‖^p_{, 1d} − ‖X‖^p_{1, 1d} . (3.64)

We only consider p ∈ (1, 2), since the case p = 2, corresponding to the spectral gap, is trivial. Let μ_i ≥ 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ d, be the eigenvalues of X ≥ 0. It is easy to reformulate (3.64) as

α_p(L_{depol}) = p 4 inf_{μi ≥0} ∑ i μ^p_i − d^{−1} ( ∑ i μ^{p−1}_i )( ∑ i μ_i ) ∑ i μ^p_i − d^{−(p−1)} ( ∑ i μ_i )_p , which is equivalent to, for any μ_i ≥ 0,

F (μ_1, . . . , μ_d) := ∑ i μ^p_i − d^{−1} ( ∑ i μ^{p−1}_i )( ∑ i μ_i ) − 4α_p(L_{depol}) p ( ∑ i μ^p_i − d^{−(p−1)} ( ∑ i μ_i )_p) ≥ 0 . (3.65)

Suppose that (r_i)^d_{i=1} achieves the equality in (3.65). We claim that all r_i are strictly positive. If not, without loss of generality, we assume r_1 = 0, r_2 > 0, and ∑_d i=2 r_i = 1. Then, from (3.65), for small enough ε > 0, we have F (ε, r_2 − ε, r_3, . . . , r_d) = ∑ i=3 r^p_i − d^{−1} (^d∑ i=3 r^{p−1}_i ) − C_p (^d∑ i=3 r^p_i − d^{−(p−1)} )

− d^{−1} ( (r_2 − ε)^{p−1} + ε^{p−1} ) − (C_p − 1) ( (r_2 − ε)^p + ε^p ) = − d^{−1}ε^{p−1} + O(ε) < 0 , where C_p := 4α_p/p. This fact contradicts the assumption that (r_i)_i saturates the equality, so the claim holds. Now, by r_i > 0 for all i, we have ∇F (r_1, . . . , r_d) = 0, which, by a direct computation, gives the following equations in the variables r_i: ( p 4 − α_p ) r^{p−1}_i − p − 1 4d ‖X‖_1 r^{p−2}_i = 1 4d ‖X‖^{p−1}_{p−1} − α_pd^{1−p} ‖X‖^{p−1}_1 . (3.66) When ‖X‖_1 and ‖X‖_{p−1} are fixed, the above equation clearly has at most two solutions, denoted by a and b, which means that r_i takes the value either a or b. Let n be the number of r_i equal to a. Then, it follows that

α_p(L_{depol}) = inf_{na+(d−n)b=1} a,b≥0, n∈{1,...,d−1} p 4 (na^p + (d − n)b^p) − d^{−1}(na^{p−1} + (d − n)b^{p−1}) (na^p + (d − n)b^p) − d^{−(p−1)} = inf θx+(1−θ)y=1 x,y≥0, θ∈{^1_d ,...,1−^1_d } p 4 (θx^p + (1 − θ)y^p) − (θx^{p−1} + (1 − θ)y^{p−1}) (θx^p + (1 − θ)y^p) − 1 ,

by setting θ = n/d, x = da, and y = db. □

To connect the expression (3.63) with the classical Beckner constant, we consider a Markov chain on {0, 1} with the transition matrix: for θ > 0, P = [ θ 1 − θ θ 1 − θ ] , which has the invariant measure π(0) = θ, π(1) = 1 − θ. The Beckner constant for this chain is give by [24, (4.1)]

α_{p,θ} = inf_{f ≥0} p 2 −⟨f^{p−1}, (P − I)f⟩_π π(f^p) − π(f)^p = inf θx+(1−θ)y=1 x,y≥0 p 2 (θx^p + (1 − θ)y^p) − (θx^{p−1} + (1 − θ)y^{p−1}) (θx^p + (1 − θ)y^p) − 1

. (3.67)

Then we can see

α_p(L_{depol}) = 1 2 inf { α_{p,θ} ; θ ∈ { 1 d , 2 d , . . . , 1 − 1 d } } . (3.68)

However, although the representation (3.67) is simple, numerical techniques are still necessary to find the explicit values of α_{p,θ} and α_p(L_{depol}). We next derive upper and lower bounds for α_p(L_{depol}).

Proposition 3.30. For L_{depol} given in Proposition 3.29 and p ∈ (1, 2], there holds p 4 ≤ α_p(L_{depol}) ≤ min { 1 2 , pd^{p−1} 4(d^{p−1} − 1) } . (3.69)

Proof. The lower bound follows from (3.64) and ‖X‖_{p−1,} 1_d ≤ ‖X‖_{1,} 1_d , 4 p α_p(L_{depol}) = inf X≥0 ,‖X‖_{1,} 1_{d =1} ‖X‖^p_{, 1d} − ‖X‖^{p−1}_{p−1, 1d} ‖X‖^p_, 1_d − 1 ≥ inf X≥0 ,‖X‖_{1,} 1_{d =1} ‖X‖^p_{, 1d} − 1 ‖X‖^p_, 1_d − 1 . For the upper bound, again by (3.64), we have 4 p α_p(L_{depol}) ≤ inf X≥0 ,‖X‖_{1,} 1_{d =1} ‖X‖^p_, 1_d ‖X‖^p_, 1_d − 1 . Note that^{xp}_{xp−1} is decreasing in x ≥ 1 for p ∈ (1, 2], and that, by (2.33) and definition of D_p(ρ‖σ), sup X≥0 ,‖X‖_{1, 1d =1} ‖X‖_{p,} 1_d = d^{p−1p} .

It follows that α_p(L_{depol}) ≤^p_4^{dp−1}_{dp−1−1} . The proof is completed by Lemma 3.18 and 2α_2(L_{depol}) = λ(L_{depol}) = 1. □ Remark 3.31. When p → 1, the estimate (3.69) gives 1/4 ≤ α_1(L_{depol}) ≤ 1/2, which recovers the known bound for MLSI constant for the depolarizing semigroup [90, Figure 1]. It is also easy to see that (3.69) is asymptotically tight for any fixed p ∈ (1, 2] when d → ∞. Indeed, we have α_p(L_{depol}) → p/4 as d → ∞. Another special case is d = 2, where we directly have α_p(L_{depol}) = 1/2 from (3.69), which can also be implied by the relation (3.68): α_p(L_{depol}) = α_{p,} 1_2 /2, and α_{p,} 1_2 = 1 in [24, Proposition 4.3].

Mixing time. We shall analyze the mixing time of a primitive QMS P_t = e^{tL} from quantum p-Beckner’s inequalities. We define the l_1 mixing time for ε > 0 by t_1(ε) = inf{t > 0 ; ‖ ‖P^†_t (ρ) − σ ‖ ‖_1 ≤ ε for all ρ ∈ D(H)} . (3.70) To bound t_1(ε), we need the following lemma extending [77, Theorem 4.1] for the symmetric QMS, which characterizes the convergence of QMS in terms of σ-weighted p-norm.

Lemma 3.32. Let P_t be a primitive QMS satisfying σ-KMS DBC. Then it holds that, for p ∈ (1, 2], ‖P_t(X) − Tr(σX)1‖_{p,σ} ≤ e^{−2αp(L)t} ‖X‖^{1−p/2}_{p,σ} √ 2 p(p − 1) ( ‖X‖^p_{,σ} − ‖X‖^p_{1,σ} ) , X ≥ 0 , where α_p(L) > 0 is the quantum Beckner constant for P_t. Proof. We define, for X, Y ∈ B_{sa}(H), G_{X,Y} (s) := ‖X + sY ‖^p_{,σ} − p(p − 1) 2 s^2 ‖X + sY ‖^{p−2}_{p,σ} ‖Y ‖^2_{p,σ} . Similarly to [77, Theorem 4.1], by results in [101], it is easy to prove that G^{′′}_{X,Y} (0) ≥ 0 for any self-adjoint X, Y , which implies that G_{X,Y} (s) is a convex function on R. We now consider A := Tr(σX)1 and B := X_t − Tr(σX)1 with X_t = P_t(X) for X ≥ 0. Then, by Lemma 2.6, we have, for any s ∈ R, ‖A + sB‖^p_{,σ} ≥ ‖A + sB‖^p_{1,σ} ≥ Tr(σ(A + sB))^p = Tr(σX)^p = ‖A‖^p_{,σ} . It then follows from definition that G^′_{A,B} (0) ≥ 0, which, along with the convexity of G_{A,B} (s), yields G^′_{A,B} (s) ≥ 0 for any s ≥ 0. Hence, we have G_{A,B} (1) ≥ G_{A,B} (0), that is (recalling the definitions of A, B), ‖X_t‖^p_{,σ} − p(p − 1) 2 ‖X_t‖^{p−2}_{p,σ} ‖X_t − Tr(σX)1‖^2_{p,σ} ≥ ‖X‖^p_{1,σ} . (3.71) By (Bec-p) and Grönwall’s inequality, it holds that ‖X_t‖^p_{,σ} − ‖X_t‖^p_{1,σ} ≤ e^{−4αpt} ( ‖X‖^p_{,σ} − ‖X‖^p_{1,σ} ) , X ≥ 0 , which, along with (3.71), implies ‖X_t − Tr(σX)1‖^2_{p,σ} ≤ 2 p(p − 1) e^{−4αpt} ‖X‖^{2−p}_{p,σ} ( ‖X‖^p_{,σ} − ‖X‖^p_{1,σ} ) . The proof is complete by taking the square root of the above inequality. □

Proposition 3.33. Under the same assumption as in Lemma 3.32, it holds that for p ∈ (1, 2], t_1(ε) ≤ h(p, σ_{min}, ε) , (3.72) where

h(p, σ_{min}, ε) := 1 2α_p(L) log ( ε^{−1} √ 2 p(p − 1) ( σ^{2p −2}_{min} − σ^{p+ 2p −3} min )) . Proof. Let X_t be the relative density of ρ_t = e^{tL†} (ρ); see (3.15). We write ‖ ‖P^†_t (ρ) − σ ‖ ‖_1 = ‖ ‖Γ_σ (Γ^{−1}_σ P^†_t (ρ) − 1) ‖ ‖_1 = ‖X_t − 1‖_{1,σ} .

By Lemma 3.32, we have sup ρ∈D(H) ‖ ‖P^†_t (ρ) − σ ‖ ‖_1 ≤ e^{−2α}p^{(L)t} sup X≥0, Tr(σX)=1 √ 2 p(p − 1) ( ‖X‖^2_{p,σ} − ‖X‖^{2−p}_{p,σ} ) . (3.73)

Recalling the formula (2.33), there holds sup X≥1, Tr(σX)=1 ‖X‖_{p,σ} = σ^{1p −1}_{min} .

Also note that the function x^2 − x^{2−p} with p ∈ (1, 2] is increasing for x ≥ 1. It follows from (3.73) that sup ρ∈D(H) ‖ P^†_t (ρ) − σ ‖ 1 ≤ e^{−2αp(L)t} √ 2 p(p − 1) ( σ^{2p −2}_{min} − σ^{p+ 2p −3} min ) . By definition (3.70) and a direct computation, we obtain the estimate (3.72) for t_1(ε). □

By elementary calculus, we find

h(2, σ_{min}, ε) = 1 λ(L) log ( ε^{−1} √ σ^{−1}_{min} − 1 ) , and, as p → 1^+, h(p, σ_{min}, ε) → 1 2α_1(L) log ( ε^{−1} √ 2 log ( σ^{−1}_{min} )) , which are nothing else but the mixing time bounds obtained from the decays of the variance and the relative entropy, respectively [73, 104]. If the QMS satisfies the σ-GNS DBC, then (Bec-p) holds for all p ∈ (1, 2] by Theorem 3.20. In principle, we can take the infimum in (3.72) over p ∈ (1, 2] and obtain t_1(ε) ≤ inf_{p∈(1,2]} h(p, σ_{min}, ε). However, this observation might be not that useful in practice, since it is hard to have a good estimate of α_p(L) for a general L and answer when the infimum is attained in the interior of [1, 2]. If the constants α_p(L) are of the same order, it is easy to see that when σ_{min} ≤ 1/d is small enough, we have inf_{p∈(1,2]} h(p, σ_{min}, ε) = h(1, σ_{min}, ε).

Moment estimates and concentration inequalities. In this section, we consider the primitive symmetric QMS P_t = P^†_t (see Remark 2.4). We will derive a moment estimate from p-Beckner’s inequalities, by extending the arguments of [1, Proposition 3.3] for classical Markov semigroups. This helps us to obtain concentration inequalities in a similar manner as [71], which could find applications in quantum parameter estimation problems [102, Section V]. We first recall the carré du champ operator (gradient form) associated with P_t = e^{tL} [71, 116]:

Γ(X, Y ) = 1 2 (L(X^∗Y ) − X^∗(LY ) − (LX)^∗Y ) for X, Y ∈ B(H) . (3.74)

As usual, we write Γ(X) for Γ(X, X). By the self-adjointness L^† = L and L(1) = 0, a direct computation gives the relation between the Γ operator and the Dirichlet form E_{2,L}(X, Y ) = −⟨X, LY ⟩ 1_d (see (2.3) for the notation ⟨·, ·⟩ 1_d ) : E_{2,L}(X, Y ) = ⟨ 1 d , Γ(X, Y ) ⟩ . (3.75)

Before we state our main result on moment estimates, we need the following useful lemma.

Lemma 3.34. Let Γ(·) be given in (3.74) for a symmetric Lindbladian L. For any differentiable convex and increasing function φ : [0, ∞) → R and c ∈ R, it holds that E_{2,L}(φ(|X + c|), |X + c|) ≤ 2⟨φ^′(|X + c|), Γ(X)⟩ 1_d ≤ 2 ‖φ^′(|X + c|)‖_{p,} 1_d ‖Γ(X)‖_{p̂,} 1_d , (3.76) for X ∈ B_{sa}(H), where p ≥ 1.

Proof. Assume that X ∈ B_{sa}(H) has the spectral decomposition X = ∑ λ_iE_i, where E_i are the eigen-projections associated with the eigenvalues λ_i. Note from the convexity of φ that for any x, y ≥ 0, φ(x) − φ(y) x − y ≤ max{φ^′(x), φ^′(y)} ≤ φ^′(x) + φ^′(y) , (3.77)

since φ^′(x) ≥ 0 holds by the monotonicity of φ. Recalling the formula (2.16), by the eigen-decomposition of X and the inequality (3.77), we have E_{2,L}(φ(|X + c|), |X + c|) = J∑ j=1 ⟨ ∂_j φ(|X + c|), ∂_j |X + c| ⟩_1 d = 1 d J∑ j=1 d∑ i,k=1 (φ(|λ_i + c|) − φ(|λ_k + c|))(|λ_i + c| − |λ_k + c|) Tr(E_kV_j E_iV_j )

≤ 1 d J∑ j=1 d∑ i,k=1 (φ^′(|λ_i + c|) + φ^′(|λ_k + c|))(|λ_i + c| − |λ_k + c|)^2 Tr(E_kV_j E_iV_j ) . (3.78)

Similarly, by definition (3.74) of Γ(X), we compute 2 ⟨ φ^′(|X + c|), Γ(X) ⟩_1 d = 1 d J∑ j=1 d∑ i,k=1 { (φ^′(|λ_i + c|) − φ^′(|λ_k + c|))(λ^2_i − λ^2_k)

− 2(λ_iφ^′(|λ_i + c|) − λ_kφ^′(|λ_k + c|))(λ_i − λ_k) } Tr(E_k V_j E_iV_j ) = 1 d J∑ j=1 d∑ i,k=1 (φ^′(|λ_i + c|) + φ^′(|λ_k + c|))(λ_i − λ_k)^2 Tr(E_kV_j E_iV_j ) . (3.79)

Since there holds | ||λ_i + c| − |λ_k + c| | | ≤ |λ_i − λ_k|, by (3.78) and (3.79), and using Hölder’s inequality, we obtain the desired estimate (3.76). □

Proposition 3.35. Let L be a primitive symmetric Lindbladian and Γ(·) be defined in (3.74). Suppose that the quantum p-Beckner’s inequality (Bec-p) holds for all p ∈ (1, 2] with α_p ≥ a(p − 1)^s for some a > 0 and s ≥ 0. Then we have, for X ∈ B_{sa}(H) and r ≥ 2, ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖X − 1 d Tr(X) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 r,^1_d ≤ r^{s+1}κ(s) 2a ‖Γ(X)‖ r_{2 ,} 1_d , (3.80)

where κ(s) := (1 − e^{−(s+1)/2})^{−1}.

Proof. We shall prove by induction that for all positive integers k and r ∈ (k, k + 1], there holds ‖ ‖ ‖X − 1 d Tr(X) ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 r,^1_d ≤ c_r ‖Γ(X)‖_{max{} r_{2 ,1},} 1_d , ∀X ∈ B_{sa}(H) , (3.81)

where

c_r := r^{s+1}κ_r(s) 2a , κ_r(s) := ( 1 − ( r − 1 r )_{(s+1)r/2})−1 . (3.82)

The desired estimate (3.80) is a direct consequence of (3.81), since κ_r increases in r and κ_r(s) → κ(s) as r → ∞. We first note that by Lemma 3.18, (PI) holds with λ(L) ≥ 2a. For k = 1 and r ∈ (1, 2], by (PI) and (3.75), we have ‖ ‖ ‖X − 1 d Tr(X) ‖ ‖ ‖^2 r,^1_d ≤ ‖ ‖ ‖X − 1 d Tr(X) ‖ ‖ ‖^2 2,^1_d ≤ 1 λ(L) E_{2,L}(X) ≤ c_r ‖Γ(X)‖_{1,} 1_d ,

since c_r is increasing in r, which gives c_r ≥ c_1 = 1/2a ≥ 1/λ(L). Suppose that (3.81) holds for all integers smaller than some k > 1. Now we consider r ∈ (k, k + 1]. We define Y = |X −^1_d Tr(X)|, and then estimate by using (Bec-p), rα_{r̂} ( ‖ Y^{r−1} ‖ ‖^{r̂}_{r̂, 1d} − ‖ ‖Y^{r−1} ‖ ‖^{r̂}_{1, 1d} ) ≤ E_{r̂,L}(Y^{r−1}) . (3.83)

By Lemma 3.34 with φ(x) = x^{r−1}, c = −^1_d Tr(X), and p = r/(r − 2), we have E_{r̂,L}(Y ) = − r̂r 4 ⟨Y^{r−1}, LY ⟩ 1_d ≤ r̂r 2 (r − 1) ‖ ‖Y^{r−2} ‖ ‖_{p, 1d} ‖Γ(X)‖_{p̂, 1d} = r^2 2 ‖Y ‖^{r−2}_{r,} 1_d ‖Γ(X)‖ r_{2 ,} 1_d . (3.84)

We write l_r = ‖Y ‖_{r,} 1_d and note α_{r̂} ≥ a(r̂ − 1)^s = a(r − 1)^{−s}. Then combining estimates (3.83) and (3.84) gives l^r − l^r_{−1} ≤ r(r − 1)^s 2a l^{r−2}_r ‖Γ(X)‖ r_{2 ,} 1_d ≤ r^{s+1} 2a l^{r−2}_r ‖Γ(X)‖ r_{2 ,} 1_d . (3.85)

Applying the assumption (3.81) to bound l_{r−1} and by (3.85), we obtain l^r ≤ ( c_{r−1} ‖Γ(X)‖_{max{} r−1_{2 ,1},} 1_d ) r_2 + r^{s+1} 2a l^{r−2}_r ‖Γ(X)‖ r_{2 ,} 1_d . (3.86)

Note from (3.82) that c_{r−1} ‖Γ(X)‖_{max{} r−1_{2 ,1},} 1_d c_r ‖Γ(X)‖ r_{2 ,} 1_d ≤ c_{r−1} c_r ≤ (r − 1)^{s+1}κ_{r−1}(s) r^{s+1}κ_r(s)

. (3.87)

By dividing both sides of (3.86) by (c_r ‖Γ(X)‖ r_{2 ,} 1_d )^{r/2} and using (3.87), it follows that ( l2_r c_r ‖Γ(X)‖ r_{2 ,} 1_d ) r_2 ≤ ( r − 1 r )^{(s+1)r}_2 + 1 κ_r ( l2_r c_r ‖Γ(X)‖ r_{2 ,} 1_d ) r−2_2 . (3.88)

To complete the proof, we need the fact from [1, Proposition 3.1] that the function h(x) = (1 − 1/r)^{(1+s)r/2} + κ^{−1}_r x^{1−2/r} − x is strictly concave on [0, ∞) and satisfies h(0) > 0 and h(1) = 0, which means that h(x) ≥ 0 implies x ≤ 1. This fact, along with (3.88), readily implies ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖X − 1 d Tr(X) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 r,^1_d ≤ c_r ‖Γ(X)‖ r_{2 ,} 1_d . □

Remark 3.36. In the case of s = 0, Proposition 3.35 shows that if (Bec-p) holds with inf_{p∈(1,2]} α_p ≥ a, then ‖ ‖ ‖X − 1 d Tr(X) ‖ ‖ ‖^2 r,^1_d ≤ rκ 2a ‖Γ(X)‖_∞ , ∀X ∈ B_{sa}(H) , by ‖Γ(X)‖ r_{2 ,} 1_d ≤ ‖Γ(X)‖_∞, where κ := (1−e^{−1/2})^{−1}. A similar result was given in [71, Theorem 4.4] for non-primitive symmetric QMS under the Bakry-Émery curvature-dimension condition (Γ_2-criterion): Γ_2(X, X) ≥ αΓ(X, X) , ∀X ∈ B(H) , (BE(α, ∞)) for some α > 0, where Γ_2 is the iterated carré du champ operator: Γ_2(X, Y ) := −^1_2 (Γ(X, LY )+Γ(LX, Y )−LΓ(X, Y )). To be precise, they used the noncommutative martingale methods and proved that under some necessary regularity condition, if BE(α, ∞) holds, then we have ‖X − E(X)‖^2_r ≤ 8r α ‖Γ(X)‖_∞ , ∀X ∈ B_{sa}(H) , where E is the conditional expectation to the fixed point algebra {X ; P_t(X) = X for t ≥ 0} and ‖·‖_r is the Schatten norm with respect to a normal faithful tracial state. It is currently unknown whether or not Beckner’s inequality can be implied from Γ_2-criterion BE(α, ∞). Hence, our result is complementary to theirs.

Similarly to [71, Corollary 4.13], we next show that the moment estimate (3.80) with s = 0 implies a noncommutative exponential integrability and a Gaussian concentration inequality. The idea of the proof is standard and borrowed from the commutative case [18] by Efraim and Lust-Piquard.

Corollary 3.37. Let L be a primitive symmetric Lindbladian and Γ(·) be defined in (3.74). Suppose that p-Beckner’s inequality (Bec-p) holds with inf_{p∈(1,2]} α_p ≥ a for some a > 0. Then it holds that, for X ∈ B_{sa}(H), ‖ ‖ ‖exp (| |X − 1 d Tr(X) | |) ‖ ‖ ‖_{1, 1d} ≤ 2 exp ( eκ ‖Γ(X)‖_∞ 4a ) , (3.89)

and, for any t > 0, 1 d Tr ( 1_{[t,∞)} (| |X − 1 d Tr(X) | | | )) ≤ 2 exp ( − at^2 eκ ‖Γ(X)‖_∞ ) , (3.90)

where κ = (1 − e^{−1/2})^{−1}.

Proof. Note that Γ(X) = Γ ( X −^1_d Tr(X) ) . Without loss of generality, we assume^1_d Tr(X) = 0. By functional calculus and Proposition 3.35, we obtain 1 2d Tr(e^{|X|}) ≤ 1 d Tr(cosh X) = 1 + ∞∑ j=1 1 (2j)! ‖X‖^{2j}_{2j,} 1_d

≤ 1 + ∞∑ j=1 1 (2j)!

(2j)^j κ^j (2a)^j ‖Γ(X)‖^j_{, 1d}

≤ 1 + ∞∑ j=1 j^j j!(2j − 1)!! ( κ ‖Γ(X)‖_{j, 1} d 2a )_j

≤ 1 + ∞∑ j=1 1 j! ( eκ ‖Γ(X)‖_{j, 1} d 4a )_j , (3.91)

where in the last inequality we have used^{jj}_{(2j−1)!!} ≤ (_e 2 )_j for all j ∈ N from Stirling’s formula. Then the inequality (3.89) follows from (3.91) and again ‖Γ(X)‖_{j,} 1_d ≤ ‖Γ(X)‖_∞. For the concentration inequality (3.90), by (3.89) and Chebyshev inequality, we have, for any λ > 0, 1 d Tr ( 1_{[t,∞)}(|X|) ) ≤ e^{−λt} 1 d Tr ( e^{λ|X|} ) ≤ 2 exp ( eκ ‖Γ(X)‖_∞ 4a λ^2 − tλ ) . Then, choosing λ to minimize the right-hand side of the above estimate gives the desired (3.90). □

Remark 3.38. The classical Gaussian-type concentration inequalities can be derived by various approaches; see [99] for a review. In particular, Marton [84, 85] showed that Gaussian concentration can be implied from a transportation cost inequality (TC_1) associated with Wasserstein distance of order one W_1. Later, Bobkov and Götze [23] proved the exponential integrability (EI) by a log-Sobolev inequality and established the equivalence between EI and TC_1 (note that Gaussian concentration is an easy consequence of EI). Such an approach turns out to be very useful for noncommutative concentration inequalities and has been exploited in different settings. We refer the interested readers to [71, Theorem 4.18], [59, Proposition 6.13], [46, Theorem 3], and [102, Theorem 8] for recent results, all of which involve a quantum version of Lipschitz constant ‖O‖_{Lip} for observables O and an associated 1-Wasserstein distance defined by W_1(ρ, σ) = sup{| Tr(ρO) − Tr(σO)| ; O self-adjoint , ‖O‖_{Lip} ≤ 1}.

In our case (3.90), the Lipschitz constant is defined by ‖X‖_{Lip,1} := ‖Γ(X)‖^{1/2}_∞ , which is a natural generalization from the classical case [11, Definition 3.3.24]. Such a definition has been used for defining a quantum W_1 distance [71, Definition 4.15] and deriving concentration inequalities [71, Corollary 4.13]; see also [59] for similar results for nonergodic semigroups. An alternative definition of the Lipschitz constant associated with σ-GNS symmetric QMS is given by Rouzé and Datta [102, Section E.2]: ‖X‖_{Lip,2} := ( ∑ j (e^{−ωj /2} +e^{ωj /2}) ‖∂_j X‖^2_∞)^{1/2}, using the differential structure in Lemma 2.3. It is clear that both ‖X‖_{Lip,1} in [59,71] and ‖X‖_{Lip,2} in [102] depend on the generator L of a QMS. In [46], De Palma et al. suggested another way to define the Lipschitz constant (denoted by ‖X‖_{Lip,3}) and W_1 distance, which is based on the notion of neighboring states instead of the QMS. However, there is no consensus on the definition of ‖·‖_{Lip}, and each one has its own interest and advantage. In certain scenarios, they can be compared with each other. For instance, for a symmetric Lindbladian L, by (2.15) and the Leibniz rule for ∂_j , we have Γ(X) = ∑ j (∂_j X)^∗(∂_j X), which gives

‖X‖^2_{Lip,1} = ‖ ‖ ‖ ∑ j (∂_j X)^∗(∂_j X) ‖ ‖ ‖_∞ ≤ ∑ j ‖∂_j X‖^2_∞ = 1 2 ‖X‖^2_{Lip,2} .

Moreover, [47, Proposition 10] compares ‖X‖_{Lip,2} and ‖X‖_{Lip,3} in the case of σ being the Gibbs state of a local commuting Hamiltonian.

Remark 3.39. The concentration inequality (3.90) above is derived from (Bec-p), thanks to the moment estimate (3.80). Due to some technical issues, we are not able to extend (3.80) to general QMS satisfying σ-GNS DBC, which is more desirable. Nevertheless, similarly to [102], we can bypass the moment estimate to obtain a Gaussian concentration, by a geometric characterization of (Bec-p) that will be explored in Section 4. To be precise, in Proposition 4.20 below, we imply from (Bec-p) a transport cost inequality associated with the distance W_{2,p} in (4.20). As in [102, Lemma 6], we can also show that W_{1,L}(ρ, σ) ≤ CW_{2,p}(ρ, σ) for some constant C > 0, where W_{1,L} is 1-Wasserstein distance defined in [102]. Then a concentration inequality can follow in the same way as [102, Theorems 3, 8].

4. Generalized quantum optimal transport

In this section, we limit our discussion to the primitive QMS satisfying σ-GNS DBC for some σ ∈ D_+(H) and only consider F_{p,σ} with p ∈ (1, 2] for clarity.

4.1. Gradient flow of quantum p-divergence. This subsection aims to identify the QMS P^†_t = e^{tL†} with σ-GNS DBC as the gradient flow of quantum p–divergence F_{p,σ} with respect to some Riemannian metric g_{p,L} constructed below. The argument follows closely with those in [35] (see also [93] for the classical case). The necessary and sufficient conditions for the existence of such a Riemannian metric will also be discussed.

For our purpose, we first compute the functional derivative δ_ρF_{p,σ}(ρ) of F_{p,σ}, which is defined by d dt | | |_{t=0}Fp,σ(ρt) = ⟨δρFp,σ(ρ), ρ̇⟩ , where ρ_t : (−ε, ε) → D_+(H) with ε > 0 is any smooth curve satisfying ρ_0 = ρ. Similarly to (3.16), we find δ_ρF_{p,σ}(ρ) = 1 p − 1 Γ^{−1/p̂}_σ (( Γ^{−1/p̂}_σ (ρ) )_{p−1}) , ∀ρ ∈ D_+(H) . (4.1)

Then, defining Y := Γ^{−1/p̂}_σ (ρ), by (2.23) and Lemma A.2, we derive, for 1 ≤ j ≤ J, ∂_j δ_ρF_{p,σ}(ρ) = 1 p − 1 ∂_j Γ^{−1/p̂}_σ ( Y^{p−1} )

= 1 p − 1 Γ^{−1/p̂}_σ ( V_j ( e^{−ωj /2p}Y )_{p−1} − ( e^{ωj /2p}Y )_{p−1} V_j )

= Γ^{−1/p̂}_σ ( f^{[1]}_p ( e^{ωj /2p}Y, e^{−ωj /2p}Y ) ( V_j ( e^{−ωj /2p}Y ) − ( e^{ωj /2p}Y ) V_j )) , (4.2)

with f_p given in (2.20). Again by (2.23) and ∂_{j,σ} = Γ_σ ∂_j Γ^{−1}_σ in (2.14), it follows that V_j ( e^{−ωj /2p}Y ) − ( e^{ωj /2p}Y ) V_j = Γ^{1/p}_σ ( ∂_j Γ^{−1/p}_σ (Y ) ) = Γ^{1/p}_σ ( ∂_j Γ^{−1}_σ (ρ) ) = Γ^{−1/p̂}_σ (∂_{j,σ} ρ) . (4.3)

Combining (4.2) and (4.3) readily gives ∂_j δ_ρF_{p,σ}(ρ) = Γ^{−1/p̂}_σ ( f^{[1]}_p ( e^{ωj /2p}Γ^{−1/p̂}_σ (ρ), e^{−ωj /2p}Γ^{−1/p̂}_σ (ρ) ) ( Γ^{−1/p̂}_σ (∂_{j,σ} ρ) )) . (4.4)

We next define the Riemannian structure, associated with F_{p,σ}(ρ), on the matrix manifold D_+(H), that is, a family of inner products on the tangent space T_ρ = B^0_{sa}(H) := {X ∈ B_{sa}(H) ; Tr(X) = 0} that depends smoothly on ρ. Motivated by (4.4), we first define the operator [ρ]_{p,ω} : B(H) → B(H) for ρ ∈ D_+(H) and ω ∈ R by

[ρ]_{p,ω} = Γ^{1/p̂}_σ ∘ θ_p ( e^{ω/2p}Γ^{−1/p̂}_σ (ρ), e^{−ω/2p}Γ^{−1/p̂}_σ (ρ) ) ∘ Γ^{1/p̂}_σ , (4.5)

where θ_p(x, y) := ( f^{[1]}_p (x, y) )_{−1} = { (p − 1)^{x−y} x^{p−1}−y^{p−1} , x ≠ y , x^{2−p} , x = y . (4.6)

It is clear that when σ = 1/d and ω = 0, we have [ρ]_{p,ω}A = d^{1−p}ρ^{2−p}A = Γ_σ ((Γ^{−1}_σ (ρ))^{2−p})A for any A that commutes with ρ. Thus, [ρ]_{p,ω} can be regarded as a noncommutative analog of the multiplication by the relative density (Γ^{−1}_σ ρ)^{2−p} with respect to the reference state σ. Noting Γ^{−1/p̂}σ (ρ) > 0, by Lemma A.1 the operator [ρ]_{p,ω} is evidently invertible. Then, we immediately obtain from (4.4) that ∂_j δ_ρF_{p,σ} (ρ) = [ρ]^{−1}_{p,ωj} ∂_{j,σ} ρ . (4.7) With the help of [ρ]_{p,ω}, we now introduce the operator:

D_{p,ρ}(A) := J∑ j=1 ∂^†_j ( [ρ]_{p,ωj} ∂_j A ) : B(H) → B(H) , (4.8)

which is crucial for defining the desired Riemannian metric on D_+(H); see Definition 4.2. The next lemma gives the main properties of [ρ]_{p,ω} and D_{p,ρ} and can be proved in the same manner as [35, Lemma 5.8] and [36, Lemma 7.3]. Hence we omit its proof.

Lemma 4.1. Let ρ ∈ D_+(H), ω ∈ R. It holds that

1. ⟨·, [ρ]_{p,ω}(·)⟩ gives an inner product on B(H). Moreover, both [ρ]_{p,ω} and [ρ]^{−1}_{p,ω} are C^∞ on D_+(H).

2. D_{p,ρ} is a positive semidefinite operator on B(H) and preserves self-adjointness. Moreover, we have Ran(D_{p,ρ}) = Ran(L^†) = Ran(div) , ker(D_{p,ρ}) = ker(L) = ker(∇) .

Recalling ker(L) = span{1_H} for a primitive QMS P_t = e^{tL}, a direct consequence of the above lemma is that D_{p,ρ} for ρ ∈ D_+(H) is a positive definite operator on B^0_{sa}(H) = (ker(D_{p,ρ}))^⊥ that depends C^∞ on ρ. These facts allow us to define the following class of Riemannian metrics on D_+(H).

Definition 4.2. For each ρ ∈ D_+(H), we define the metric tensor g_{p,ρ} on the tangent space T_ρ = B^0_{sa}(H) by g_{p,ρ}(ν_1, ν_2) := ⟨D^{−1}_{p,ρ}(ν_1), ν_2⟩ , ν_1, ν_2 ∈ T_ρ . (4.9) We introduce U_i := D^{−1}_{p,ρ}(ν_i) ∈ B^0_{sa}(H) and define the inner product on B(H)^J : ⟨A, B⟩_{p,ρ} := J∑ j=1 ⟨A_j , [ρ]_{p,ωj} B_j ⟩ for A, B ∈ B(H)^J . Then, by (4.8), the metric tensor g_{p,ρ} can be rewritten as

g_{p,ρ}(ν_1, ν_2) = J∑ j=1 ⟨∂_j U_1, [ρ]_{p,ωj} ∂_j U_2⟩ = ⟨∇U_1, ∇U_2⟩_{p,ρ} . (4.10)

We are now ready to conclude Proposition 4.3 below. We first recall that the Riemannian gradient of F_{p,σ} with respect to the metric g_{p,ρ}, denoted by grad F_{p,σ}(ρ), is determined by the relation: g_{p,ρ}(gradF_{p,σ}(ρ), ν) = ⟨δ_ρF_{p,σ}(ρ), ν⟩ , ∀ν ∈ T_ρ . Then, by Definition 4.2 and formulas (4.7) and (4.8), it follows that gradF_{p,σ} (ρ) = D_{p,ρ}(δ_ρF_{p,ρ}(ρ)) = −L^†(ρ) , (4.11) and the following result holds.

Proposition 4.3. The dual primitive QMS, ρ_t = e^{tL†} (ρ) for ρ ∈ D_+(H), satisfying σ-GNS DBC is the gradient flow of p–divergence F_{p,σ} for p ∈ (1, 2] with respect to the Riemannian metric g_{p,ρ} in (4.9): ∂_tρ_t = −gradF_{p,σ}(ρ_t) = L^†(ρ_t) .

A direct consequence of Proposition 4.3 above is the decrease of F_{p,σ} (ρ) along the quantum dynamic ρ_t = P^†_t (ρ) (also recall (3.16)): d dt F_{p,σ}(ρ_t) = g_{p,ρt} (gradF_{p,σ}(ρ_t), ρ̇_t) = −g_{p,ρt} (L^†(ρ_t), L^†(ρ_t)) ≤ 0 . (4.12) We shall see in Section 4.3 that the decay rate of F_{p,σ}(ρ_t), characterized by the quantum Beckner’s inequality (cf. (3.17) and (3.18)), naturally connects with the geodesic convexity of the functional F_{p,σ}.

It was proved by Dietert [49] that if a Markov chain with finite states can be formulated as the gradient flow of the relative entropy, then it must be time-reversible. This result, along with [81], implies that the reversible Markov chains are exactly those that can be characterized by the gradient flows. We next give the necessary condition for P^†_t being the gradient flow of F_{p,σ} for some Riemannian metric, which extends the previous results [31, 36]. Before we proceed, we give the following lemma that will be useful in the sequel.

Lemma 4.4. For σ ∈ D_+(H), let [σ]_{p,0} and [σ]_{p,ω} be defined as in (4.5) with p ∈ R\{0, 1}. Then there holds [σ]_{p,0} = J^κ −1 1/p σ = R_σ κ^{−1}_{1/p}(Δ_σ ) , (4.13) where the function κ_{1/p} is the power difference (A.4). In addition, for L satisfying σ-GNS DBC, we have −⟨X, LX⟩_{σ,φp} = J∑ j=1 ⟨Γ_σ ∂_j X, [σ]^{−1}_{p,ωj} Γ_σ ∂_j X⟩ , (4.14) and [σ]_{p,ωj} ∘ ∂_j ∘ [σ]^{−1}_{p,0} = Γ_σ ∘ ∂_j ∘ Γ^{−1}_σ . (4.15) We also have

E_{p,L}(Γ^{−1}_σ (ρ)) = p^2 4 J∑ j=1 ⟨ ∂_{j,σ}ρ, [ρ]^{−1}_{p,ωj} ∂_{j,σ} ρ ⟩ , ρ ∈ D_+(H) . (4.16)

Proof. The first identity (4.13) follows from (3.6), (3.7), (3.8), and definition (4.5). The representation (4.14) is a reformulation of (3.10) by [σ]_{p,ω} . Note from formulas (2.15) and (4.13) that −⟨X, LX⟩_{σ,φp} = J∑ j=1 ⟨Γ_σ X, [σ]^{−1}_{p,0}∂^†_j Γ_σ∂_j X⟩ ,

which, along with (4.14), gives the identity (4.15). The last one (4.16) is reformulated from (2.19) by using operators ∂_{j,σ} in (2.14) and [ρ]_{p,ω} in (4.5). □

Proposition 4.5. If a primitive QMS P^†_t = e^{tL†} is the gradient flow of F_{p,σ}(ρ) for p ∈ (1, 2] with respect to some smooth Riemannian metric g_ρ, then L is self-adjoint with respect to the inner product: ⟨X, Y ⟩_{[σ]p,0} := ⟨X, [σ]_{p,0}Y ⟩ , X, Y ∈ B(H) . (4.17) Proof. Note that any Riemannian metric g_ρ on D_+(H) can be written as

g_ρ(ν_1, ν_2) = ⟨D^{−1}_ρ ν_1, ν_2⟩ , ν_1, ν_2 ∈ T_ρ ,

where D_ρ is a positive definite operator from the cotangent space T^∗_ρ to the tangent space T_ρ at ρ (both T_ρ and T^∗_ρ can be identified with B^0_{sa}(H)). The dual QMS P^†_t is the gradient flow of F_{p,σ} (ρ) with respect to g_ρ means that

L^†ρ = −D_ρ(δ_ρF_{p,σ} (ρ)) . (4.18)

Substituting ρ = σ + εX for X ∈ B^0_{sa}(H) into (4.18) above and differentiating it with respect to ε gives

L^†X = −D_ρΓ^{−1/p̂}_σ f^{[1]}_p (σ^{1/p}, σ^{1/p})Γ^{−1/p̂}_σ (X) = −D_ρ[σ]^{−1}_{p,0}X , (4.19)

by (4.1) and (A.8). Hence, it follows from (4.19) that, for X, Y ∈ B^0_{sa}(H), ⟨LY, X⟩_{[σ]p,0} = −⟨Y, D_ρX⟩ = −⟨D_ρY, X⟩ = ⟨Y, LX⟩_{[σ]p,0} , which implies that L is self-adjoint on B(H) with respect to ⟨·, ·⟩_{[σ]p,0} , since L and [σ]_{p,0} are Hermitian-preserving and satisfy L(1) = 0 and [σ]_{p,0}1 = σ. □

In the limiting case p → 1^+, which corresponds to the relative entropy D(ρ‖σ), the inner product ⟨·, ·⟩_{[σ]p,0} in (4.17) reduces to the BKM inner product:

⟨X, Y ⟩_{BKM} :=

∫_1 0 Tr(σ^{1−t}X^∗σ^tY ) dt , hence our result generalizes [36, Theorem 2.9] by Carlen and Maas. In the case of p = 2, where F_{p,σ} is the variance (up to a constant factor), ⟨·, ·⟩_{[σ]p,0} becomes the familiar KMS inner product ⟨·, ·⟩_{σ,1/2}. Similarly to Definition 2.1, it is convenient to say that L satisfies the [σ]_{p,0}-DBC if it is self-adjoint with respect to ⟨·, ·⟩_{[σ]p,0} (the cases p = 1 and p = 2 are the known BKM DBC and KMS DBC, respectively). In Appendix B, we show that the class of QMS satisfying the [σ]_{p,0}-DBC with p ∈ (1, 2) is strictly larger than the class of QMS with σ-GNS DBC. Thus, in view of Propositions 4.3 and 4.5, there is a gap between the necessary and sufficient conditions for a QMS being the gradient flow of F_{p,σ}(ρ). Very recently, Brooks and Maas [29] characterizes the gradient flow for a given functional on a general smooth manifold, and show that the BKM DBC is the necessary and sufficient condition for a primitive QMS being the gradient flow of D(ρ‖σ), which closes the gap in the case p = 1. We next further exploit the arguments in [29] for our p-divergence F_{p,σ}, which complements the discussion in Proposition 4.5.

Proposition 4.6. Let L be the generator of a primitive QMS with invariant state σ ∈ D_+(H) and p ∈ (1, 2]. Suppose that L satisfies the [σ]_{p,0}-DBC and E_{p,L}(Γ^{−1}_σ (ρ)) is strictly positive for ρ ∈ D_+(H) except at ρ = σ. Then there exists a Riemannian metric on D_+(H) such that the QMS P^†_t = e^{tL†} is the gradient flow of F_{p,σ}(ρ).

Proof. This result is a simple consequence of [29, Corollary 2.5], which shows that for a smooth function f on the manifold M, a vector field φ^α, and a co-vector field ϕ_β = ∇_β f with some mild assumptions, there exists a Riemannian metric g_{αβ} such that ϕ_β = g_{αβ}φ^α if i) the field ϕ has a unique zero m̄ ∈ M, where f takes its minimum value and there holds φ^α|_{m̄} = 0; ii) ∇_φα f|_m < 0 holds for all m ≠ m̄; iii) the map ∇_αφ^β : T_{m̄}M → T_{m̄}M is positive and symmetric with respect to the inner product on T_{m̄}M induced by the Hessian h_{αβ} = ∇_α∇_β f|_{m̄}.

For our case, we consider the manifold M = D_+(H), the vector field φ = L^†, and the functional f = F_{p,σ} . Note from Lemma 3.1 that F_{p,σ}(ρ) is strictly positive except at its global minimum ρ = σ. By definition (4.1), we have ⟨δ_ρF_{p,σ}(ρ), A⟩ = 0, ∀A ∈ T_ρ = B^0_{sa}(H), if and only if ρ = σ. Moreover, in our case, φ^α|_{m̄} = 0 simply means L^†(σ) = 0. Thus, the condition i) holds. Since ∇_φα f is nothing than the entropy production of F_{p,σ} (i.e., the minus Dirichlet form E_{p,L}) by (3.16), the condition ii) is guaranteed by the assumption. It suffices to verify the condition iii). For this, note that ∇_αφ^β = L^†, as φ is linear, and that the Hessian can be computed as follows: for X, Y ∈ B_{sa}(H) and A = Γ_σ (X) and B = Γ_σ(Y ), h(A, B) = ∂_ε|_{ε=0}∂_η|_{η=0}F_{p,σ}(σ + εA + ηB) = ∂_ε|_{ε=0} 1 p − 1 ⟨Γ^{−1/p̂}_σ ((Γ^{−1/p̂}_σ (σ + εA))^{p−1}), B⟩

= ∂_ε|_{ε=0} 1 p − 1 ⟨I_{p̂,p}(1 + εX), Γ_σ(Y )⟩ = ⟨A, [σ]^{−1}_{p,0}B⟩ , where the second identity follows from (3.16) and the last identity is by (3.7) and (3.35). Recall that the Lindbladian L is assumed to satisfy the [σ]_{p,0}-DBC, which is equivalent to the fact that L^† is self-adjoint with respect to the inner product ⟨·, [σ]^{−1}_{p,0}·⟩. The proof is complete. □

Remark 4.7. Compared to [29, Theorem 1.2], here we have an additional assumption of the strict positivity of the p-Dirichlet form, so there is still a small gap between the necessary and sufficient conditions in our case. When p = 2, it is easy to show that such an assumption can be removed by the KMS DBC of the Lindbladian. Indeed, by (3.16) and the detailed balance condition, we have that E_{2,L}(Γ^{−1}_σ (ρ)) is convex and attains its minimum at ρ = σ. Then, the invertibility of L^† on the tangent space readily implies the strict convexity of E_{2,L}(Γ^{−1}_σ (ρ)) at ρ = σ, which further gives its strict positivity for any ρ ≠ σ. However, for a general p, it seems not a very easy task to remove this assumption. A potential barrier may be the lack of the characterization of the QMS satisfying the [σ]_{p,0}-DBC; see [2, 4, 54, 106] for related results.

4.2. Generalized quantum transport distances. The Riemannian distance W_{2,p} induced by the metric g_{p,ρ} in (4.9) can be defined as: for ρ_0, ρ_1 ∈ D_+(H),

W_{2,p}(ρ_0, ρ_1)^2 = inf {∫_1 0 g_{p,γ(s)} (γ̇(s), γ̇(s)) ds ; γ(0) = ρ_0 , γ(1) = ρ_1 } (4.20)

(4.10)

= inf {∫_1 0 ‖∇U(s)‖^2_{p,γ(s)} ds ; γ̇(s) = D_{p,ρ}U(s) with γ(0) = ρ_0 , γ(1) = ρ_1 } , (4.21)

where the infimum is taken over the smooth (C^∞) curves γ(s) : [0, 1] → D_+(H). In this section, we will investigate the basic properties of the distance function W_{2,p}. By the standard reparameterization techniques (cf. [3, Lemma 1.1.4] or [50, Theorem 5.4]), we have that W_{2,p} equals to the minimum arc length:

W_{2,p}(ρ_0, ρ_1) = inf {∫_1 0 g_{p,γ(s)} (γ̇(s), γ̇(s))^{1/2} ds ; γ(0) = ρ_0 , γ(1) = ρ_1 } , (4.22)

where the infimum is taken over smooth curves of constant speed (i.e., g_{p,γ(s)} (γ̇(s), γ̇(s))^{1/2} is constant). Then it follows from (4.22) that the Riemannian manifold D_+(H) equipped with the distance W_{2,p} is a metric space. Moreover, it turns out that W_{2,p} can be extended continuously to the boundary of D_+(ρ). Lemma 4.8. The metric W_{2,p} for p ∈ (1, 2] on D_+(H) extends continuously to D(H).

Proof. As the proof is similar to that of [36, Proposition 9.2], we only sketch its main steps below. Consider ρ_0, ρ_1 ∈ D(H) and let {ρ^n_0 }, {ρ^n_1 } be any sequences in D_+(H) such that ‖ρ^n_i − ρ_i‖_2 → 0 as n → ∞ for i = 0, 1. It suffices to show that W_{2,p}(ρ^n_0 , ρ^n_1 ) is a Cauchy sequence. For this, by the triangle inequality, we only need to show W_{2,p}(ρ^n_i , ρ^m_i ) → 0 as n, m → ∞ for i = 0, 1. For ε ∈ (0, 1), we define ~ρ_0 = (1−ε)ρ_0 +ε1, and the linear interpolation γ_n(s) := (1−s)ρ^n_0 +s~ρ_0 which satisfies γ_n(s) ≥ sε1. Then it is easy to see e^{±ωj /2p}Γ^{−1/p̂}_σ (γ_n(s)) ≥ inf_j {e^{−|ωj |/2p}}sεσ^{−1/p̂} , by which, Lemma 3.2 implies that [γ_n(s)]^{−1}_{p,ω} ≤ C(sε)^{p−2}id_H holds for some constant C > 0, and hence that D^{−1}_{p,γn(s)} ≤ C(sε)^{p−2} ‖ ‖(−div ∘ ∇(·))^{−1} ‖ ‖ id_H .

Recalling the expression (4.22), we obtain

W_{2,p}(ρ^n_0 , ~ρ_0) ≤

∫_1 0 ⟨ γ̇_n(s), D^{−1}_{p,γn(s)}γ̇_n(s) ⟩_{1/2} ds ≤ C(sε)^{p−2} ‖ (−div ∘ ∇(·))^{−1} ‖ ∫^1 0 ‖γ̇_n(s)‖_2 ds . (4.23)

Note the estimate:

‖γ̇_n(s)‖_2 = ‖~ρ_0 − ρ^n_0 ‖_2 ≤ ε ‖ρ_0 − 1‖_2 + ‖ρ_0 − ρ^n_0 ‖_2 , which, by (4.23), gives lim sup n→∞ W_{2,p}(ρ^n_0 , ~ρ_0) ≤ C(sε)^{p−1} ‖ ‖(−div ∘ ∇(·))^{−1} ‖ ‖ ‖ρ_0 − 1‖_2 .

Since p ∈ (1, 2] and ε is arbitrary, it follows that lim_{n,m→∞} W_{2,p}(ρ^n_0 , ρ^m_0 ) = 0, by triangle inequality. □ In analogy with the classical 2-Wasserstein distance, it is helpful to introduce the quantum moment variable B = ([ρ]_{p,ω1} ∂_1U, . . . , [ρ]_{p,ωJ} ∂_J U) for U ∈ B^0_{sa} and reformulate (4.21) as a convex optimization problem:

W_{2,p}(ρ_0, ρ_1)^2 = inf { ∫ 1 0 ‖B‖^2_{−1,p,γ(s)} ds ; γ̇(s) + divB(s) = 0 with γ(0) = ρ_0 , γ(1) = ρ_1,

γ(s) ∈ C ([0, 1]; D(H)) , and B(s) ∈ L^1 ( [0, 1]; B(H)^J ) } , (4.24) where the continuity equation γ̇(s) + divB(s) = 0 is understood in the sense of distributions, and ‖·‖_{−1,p,ρ} is the norm from the inner product ⟨·, ·⟩_{−1,p,ρ} on B(H)^J defined by ⟨A, B⟩_{−1,p,ρ} := J∑ j=1 ⟨A_j , [ρ]^{−1}_{p,ωj} B_j ⟩ . Indeed, by approximation techniques in [114, Proposition 1] and a mollification argument from [53, Lemma 2.9], we can show that the infimum in the above representation (4.24) of W_{2,p} can be equivalently taken over smooth curves γ ∈ C^∞([0, 1]; D_+(H)). Then, the equivalence between formulations (4.21) and (4.24) follows from the same arguments as in [36, Lemma 9.1], while the convexity of the optimization problem (4.24) is a simple consequence of the following lemma and [36, Theorem 9.7].

Lemma 4.9. ⟨X, [ρ]^{−1}_{p,ω}X⟩ with p ∈ (1, 2] is jointly convex in (ρ, X) ∈ D_+(H) × B(H). Proof. Note from (4.5) that ⟨X, [ρ]^{−1}_{p,ω}X⟩ = ⟨Γ^{−1/p̂}_σ (X), f^{[1]}_p (e^{ω/2p}Γ^{−1/p̂}_σ (ρ), e^{−ω/2p}Γ^{−1/p̂}_σ (ρ))(Γ^{−1/p̂}_σ (X))⟩ . Then the statement follows from [118, Lemma 2.3], which shows the joint convexity of ⟨Y, f^{[1]}_p (A, B)Y ⟩ for Y ∈ B(H) and full-rank A, B ∈ B^+_{sa}(H). □ We summarize the above discussion in the following proposition.

Proposition 4.10. W^2_{2,p} has an equivalent convex optimization formulation (4.24). More precisely, let ρ^i_0, ρ^i_1 ∈ D(H) for i = 0, 1, and set ρ^s_0 := (1 − s)ρ^0 + sρ^1_0 and ρ^s_1 := (1 − s)ρ^0_1 + sρ^1 for s ∈ [0, 1]. Then there holds W_{2,p}(ρ^s_0, ρ^s_1)^2 ≤ (1 − s)W_{2,p}(ρ^0, ρ^0_1)^2 + sW_{2,p}(ρ^1_0, ρ^1)^2 .

The main result of this section is Theorem 4.11 below.

Theorem 4.11. (D(H), W_{2,p}) for p ∈ (1, 2] is a complete geodesic space. In particular, for any ρ_0, ρ_1 ∈ D(H), the minimizer to (4.24) exists and gives the minimizing geodesic (γ_∗(s))_{s∈[0,1]} connecting ρ_0 and ρ_1 and satisfying W_{2,p}(γ_∗(s), γ_∗(t)) = |s − t|W_{2,p}(ρ_0, ρ_1) , ∀s, t ∈ [0, 1] . (4.25) The completeness of the metric space (D(H), W_{2,p}) needs the following lemma, which is of interest itself.

Lemma 4.12. There exists a constant C > 0, independent of p ∈ (1, 2], such that for any ρ_0, ρ_1 ∈ D(H), ‖ρ_1 − ρ_0‖_1 ≤ CW_{2,p}(ρ_0, ρ_1) .

We now give the proofs of Theorem 4.11 and Lemma 4.12.

Proof of Theorem 4.11. We will first show the existence of the minimizer of (4.24) by direct method. Let { (γ^{(n)}, B^{(n)}) } be the minimizing sequence such that sup_n

∫_1 0 ‖ ‖B(n) ‖ ‖^2_{−1,p,γ(n)} ds < +∞ . We claim that there exists constant C_j , depending on σ ∈ D_+(H) and ω_j ∈ R, such that ⟨X, [ρ]_{p,ωj} X⟩ ≤ C_j ‖X‖^2 , ∀ρ ∈ D(H) . (4.26) To show this, by the representation (4.39) of [ρ]_{p,ω} with notations from Proposition 4.14 below, we first have ⟨X, [ρ]_{p,ω}X⟩ ≤ (p − 1) ( sup_{i,k} θ_p ( e^{ω/2p}λ_{k,p}, e^{−ω/2p}λ_{i,p} ) ) ‖ ‖Γ^{1/p̂}_σ (X) ‖ ‖^2 2 .

We also note that there exists a closed interval I containing e^{±ω/2p}λ_{k,p} for all ρ ∈ D(H), and that the function θ_p(x, y) is bounded for x, y ∈ I. Then the claim (4.26) readily follows. Since B^{(n)} ∈ L^1 ( [0, 1], B(H)^J ) , we can consider the B(H)^J -valued measure B^{(n)}(ds) := B^{(n)}(s)ds. Then, for every Borel set E ⊂ [0, 1], we estimate |B^{(n)}|(E) ≤ ∫ E (_J∑ j=1 ‖ ‖ ‖B^{(n)}_j (s) ‖ ‖ ‖^2 )_{1/2} ds

= ∫ E (_J∑ j=1 ⟨ [γ^{(n)}]^{−1/2}_{p,ωj} B^{(n)}_j , [γ^{(n)}]_{p,ωj} [γ^{(n)}]^{−1/2}_{p,ωj} B^{(n)}_j ⟩ )1/2 ds

≤ CL (E)^{1/2} ( ∫ E J∑ j=1 ⟨ B^{(n)}_j , [γ^{(n)}]^{−1}_{p,ωj} B^{(n)}_j ⟩ ds )_{1/2}

≤ CL (E)^{1/2} ( ∫_1 0 ‖ ‖B^{(n)} ‖ ‖^2_{−1,p,γ(n)} ds )_{1/2} < +∞ , (4.27)

for C := max_j {C^{1/2}_j }, where L is the Lebesgue measure on R and the third line is from Hölder’s inequality and the estimate (4.26). It follows that the total variations of the measures B^{(n)} are uniformly bounded in n. Hence there exists a subsequence, still denoted by B^{(n)}, converging weakly* to a B(H)^J -valued measure B_∗. Then, by (4.27), we can obtain |B_∗|(E) ≤ lim inf_{n→∞} |B^{(n)}|(E) ≤ CL (E)^{1/2} ,

for some constant C, which implies that B_∗ ≪ L and hence the R-N derivative B_∗ :=^{dB∗}_{dL} exists. We next prove that γ^{(n)}(s) converges pointwise to some γ(s) : [0, 1] → D(H). For this, we note

γ^{(n)}(t) − γ^{(n)}(0) = − ∫_t 0 divB^{(n)}(s) ds.

Then by the weak* convergence of B^{(n)} and γ^{(n)}(0) = ρ_0, we have the pointwise convergence of γ^{(n)}(s) with the limit denoted by γ_∗(s). Moreover, it is easy to check that γ_∗(s) ∈ C([0, 1], D(H)) and B_∗ ∈ L^1([0, 1], B(H)^J ) satisfy the continuity equation. By dominated convergence theorem, we also have B(B(H))-valued measure [γ^{(n)}(s)]_{p,ωj} ds weakly* converge to [γ_∗(s)]_{p,ωj} ds. Finally, noting the integral representation for [ρ]^{−1}_{p,ω} from (2.24) and (4.5):

[ρ]^{−1}_{p,ω}(·) = sin((p − 1)π) π Γ^{−1/p̂}_σ ∫_∞ 0 s^{p−2}g^{[1]}_s ( e^{ω/2p}Γ^{−1/p̂}_σ (ρ), e^{−ω/2p}Γ^{−1/p̂}_σ (ρ) ) Γ^{−1/p̂}_σ (·) ds , we have

lim inf n→∞ ∫_1 0 ‖ ‖B^{(n)} ‖ ‖^2_{−1,p,γ(n)} ds

≥ sin((p − 1)π) π J∑ j=1 ∫_∞ 0 t^{p−2} lim inf n→∞ ∫_1 0 ⟨ Γ^{−1/p̂}_σ ( B^{(n)}_j (s) ) , g^{[1]}_t ( e^{ω/2p}Γ^{−1/p̂}_σ ( γ^{(n)}(s) ) , e^{−ω/2p}Γ^{−1/p̂}_σ ( γ^{(n)}(s) )) Γ^{−1/p̂}_σ ( B^{(n)}_j (s) )⟩ dsdt

≥ sin((p − 1)π) π J∑ j=1 ∫_∞ 0 t^{p−2} ∫_1 0 ⟨ Γ^{−1/p̂}_σ ( B∗,j (s) ) , g^{[1]}_t ( e^{ω/2p}Γ^{−1/p̂}_σ ( γ∗(s) ) , e^{−ω/2p}Γ^{−1/p̂}_σ ( γ∗(s) )) Γ^{−1/p̂}_σ ( B∗,j (s) )⟩ dsdt

≥ ∫_1 0 ‖ ‖B_∗ ‖ ‖^2_{−1,p,γ∗} ds , (4.28) where in the first inequality we have used Fatou’s lemma, and in the second inequality we have used Theorem 3.4.3 of [30] on the lower-semicontinuity of integral functionals. Then the estimate (4.28) directly implies that (γ_∗, B_∗) is a minimizer to (4.24).

Recalling formulations (4.20) and (4.22), by Jensen’s inequality, we find

W_{2,p}(ρ_0, ρ_1) = ( ∫ 1 0 g_{p,γ∗(s)} (γ̇_∗(s), γ̇_∗(s)) ds )_{1/2} = ∫_1 0 g_{p,γ∗(s)} (γ̇_∗(s), γ̇_∗(s))^{1/2} ds . It follows that W_{2,p}(ρ_0, ρ_1)^2 = g_{p,γ∗(s)} (γ̇_∗(s), γ̇_∗(s)) for s ∈ [0, 1] a.e.. Then, by definition of W_{2,p} and a time scaling, it is easy to check that the property (4.25) holds. Therefore, we have proved that (D(H), W_{2,p}) is a geodesic space. The completeness of the metric space (D(H), W_{2,p}) is a simple consequence of Lemma 4.12. Indeed, let {ρ_n} be a Cauchy sequence such that W_{2,p}(ρ_n, ρ_m) → 0 as n, m → ∞. Then, by Lemma 4.12, it is also Cauchy in the complete metric space (D(H), ‖·‖_1), which implies that there exists ρ_∞ ∈ D(H) such that ‖ρ_n − ρ_∞‖_1 → 0 as n → ∞. Similarly to the proof of Lemma 4.8, by ‖ρ_n − ρ_∞‖_1 → 0, we can conclude W_{2,p}(ρ_n, ρ_∞) → 0 as n → ∞. □

Proof of Lemma 4.12. For any δ > 0 and ρ_0, ρ_1 ∈ D_+(H), by Theorem 4.11, there exists a curve (γ(s), B(s)), s ∈ [0, 1], satisfying γ̇(s) + divB(s) = 0 with γ(0) = ρ_0 and γ(1) = ρ_1, such that ∫_1 0 ‖B(s)‖^2_{−1,p,γ(s)} ds ≤ W_{2,p}(ρ_0, ρ_1)^2 + δ .

It then follows that, by Cauchy’s inequality,

Tr(X(ρ_1 − ρ_0)) = Tr ( X ∫_1 0 γ̇(s)ds ) = ∫_1 0 ⟨∇X, B(s)⟩ds ≤ (∫_1 0 ‖∇X‖^2_{p,γ(s)} ds )1/2 (∫_1 0 ‖B(s)‖^2_{−1,p,γ(s)} ds )1/2

≤ ( ∫_1 0 ∑ j ⟨∂_j X, [γ(s)]_{p,ωj} ∂_j X⟩ds )_{1/2} ( W_{2,p}(ρ_0, ρ_1)^2 + δ )_{1/2} . (4.29)

To deal with the term ⟨∂_j X, [γ(s)]_{p,ωj} ∂_j X⟩, we next estimate the kernel operator [ρ]_{p,ω} for ρ ∈ D_+ and ω ∈ R. For this, recalling (4.39) below:

[ρ]_{p,ω}(·) = (p − 1) ∑ i,k e^{ω/2p}λ_k − e^{−ω/2p}λ_i ( e^{ω/2p}λ_k )_{p−1} − ( e^{−ω/2p}λ_i )_{p−1} Γ^{1/p̂}_σ ( E_kΓ^{1/p̂}_σ (·)E_i ) , (4.30)

where λ_i and E_i are eigenvalues and the associated eigen-projections of Γ^{−1/p̂}_σ (ρ), respectively (we omit the subscript p of λ_i and E_i for simplicity). By the integral formula (2.24), we can estimate 1 p − 1 ( e^{ω/2p}λ_k )_{p−1} − ( e^{−ω/2p}λ_i )_{p−1} e^{ω/2p}λ_k − e^{−ω/2p}λ_i = sin((p − 1)π) π ∫_∞ 0 s^{p−2} log(s + e^{ω/2p}λ_k) − log(s + e^{−ω/2p}λ_i) e^{ω/2p}λ_k − e^{−ω/2p}λ_i ds ≥ sin((p − 1)π) π ∫_∞ 0 s^{p−2} 2 2s + e^{ω/2p}λ_k + e^{−ω/2p}λ_i ds = sin((p − 1)π) π ( e^{ω/2p}λ_k + e^{−ω/2p}λ_i )_{p−2} ∫ ∞ 0 s^{p−2} 2 1 + 2s ds , (4.31)

where the third line is from the elementary inequality: x − y log x − log y ≤ x + y 2 for all x, y > 0 ,

and the last line is by change of variable. We define the constant:

C_p := sin((p − 1)π) π ∫_∞ 0 s^{p−2} 2 1 + 2s dt . (4.32)

By (4.30) and (4.31), there holds ⟨∂_j X, [ρ]_{p,ω}∂_j X⟩ ≤C^{−1}_p ∑ i,k ( e^{ω/2p}λ_k + e^{−ω/2p}λ_i )_{2−p} ⟨ Γ^{1/p̂}_σ (∂_j X), ( E_kΓ^{1/p̂}_σ (∂_j X)E_i )⟩

≤C^{−1}_p ∑ i,k (( e^{ω/2p}λ_k )_{2−p} + ( e^{−ω/2p}λ_i )_{2−p}) ⟨ Γ^{1/p̂}_σ (∂_j X), ( E_kΓ^{1/p̂}_σ (∂_j X)E_i )⟩

=C^{−1}_p ⟨ Γ^{1/p̂}_σ (∂_j X), ( L^(_{eω/2p Γ−1/p̂σ (ρ)}^)2−p + R^(_{e−ω/2p Γ−1/p̂σ (ρ)}^)2−p ) Γ^{1/p̂}_σ (∂_j X) ⟩

≤C^{−1}_p ⟨ Γ^{1/p̂}_σ (∂_j X), ( L(_{eω/2p σ−1/p̂})2−p + R(_{e−ω/2p σ−1/p̂})2−p ) Γ^{1/p̂}_σ (∂_j X) ⟩

≤C^{−1}_p ( e^{(2−p)ω/2p} + e^{(p−2)ω/2p} ) Tr ( σ^{(p−2)/p̂} ) ‖ ‖Γ^{1/p̂}_σ (∂j X) ‖ ‖ ‖^2_∞ ≤4C^{−1}_p ( e^{(2−p)ω/2p} + e^{(p−2)ω/2p} ) Tr ( σ^{(p−2)/p̂} ) ‖σ‖^{2/p̂}_∞ ‖V_j ‖^2_∞ ‖X‖^2_∞ , where the second inequality is by (x + y)^p ≤ x^p + y^p for p ∈ (0, 1) and x, y > 0; the third inequality is by ρ ≤ 1 for all ρ ∈ D(H) and the operator monotonicity of t^p for 0 ≤ p ≤ 1; the fourth inequality is by Hölder’s inequality. Then we arrive at, by (4.29),

‖ρ_1 − ρ_0‖_1 ≤ ( 4C^{−1}_p Tr ( σ^{(p−2)/p̂} ) ‖σ‖^{2/p̂}_∞ ∑ j ( e^{(2−p)ωj /2p} + e^{(p−2)ωj /2p} ) ‖V_j ‖^2_∞ )_{1/2} W_{2,p}(ρ_0, ρ_1) . (4.33)

We finally prove the uniform boundedness of the prefactor in (4.33) for p ∈ (1, 2]. It suffices to consider the constant C_p in (4.32). By elementary calculation, we derive 2 3 ( 1 p − 1 + 1 2 − p ) ≤ ∫_∞ 0 2s^{p−2} 1 + 2s ds = ∫_1 0 2s^{p−2} 1 + 2s ds + ∫_∞ 1 2s^{p−2} 1 + 2s ds ≤ 2 p − 1 + 1 2 − p , which immediately gives the following estimates: 2 3 + O(p − 1) ≤ C_p ≤ 2 + O(p − 1) as p → 1^+ , and 2 3 + O(p − 1) ≤ C_p ≤ 1 + O(p − 2) as p → 2 .

The proof is complete. □

We next derive the geodesic equations for the Riemannian manifold (D_+(H), g_{p,ρ}). Instead of regarding the geodesic equation as the Euler-Lagrange equation for the minimization problem (4.21) as in [36, 44], we interpret it as the Hamiltonian flow of the Hamiltonian associated with the metric g_{p,ρ}: H(ρ, U) := 1 2 g^{−1}_{p,ρ}(U, U) = 1 2 ⟨D_{p,ρ}U, U⟩ for ρ ∈ D_+(H) and U ∈ B^0_{sa}(H) , where g^{−1}_{p,ρ} is the inverse of the metric tensor. Then we can write the geodesic equations: ρ̇ = δ_U H(ρ, U) , U̇ = −δ_ρH(ρ, U) . (4.34) By definition, it is clear that δ_U H(ρ, U) = D_{p,ρ}U. To find δ_ρH, by Lemma A.3, we have ⟨δ_ρH(ρ, U), A⟩ =lim_{ε→0} 1 2 ( ⟨D_{p,ρ+εA}U, U⟩ − ⟨D_{p,ρ}U, U⟩ ) /ε =lim_{ε→0} 1 2 ( ⟨ ∂_j U, [ρ + εA]_{p,ωj} ∂_j U ⟩ − ⟨ ∂_j U, [ρ]_{p,ωj} ∂_j U ⟩ ) /ε = 1 2 J∑ j=1 ⟨ Γ^{1/p̂}_σ (∂_j U), (δ_1θ_p) ( (l_j (ρ), l_j (ρ)), r_j (ρ) )( l_j (A), Γ^{1/p̂}_σ (∂_j U) )⟩

+ 1 2 J∑ j=1 ⟨ Γ^{1/p̂}_σ (∂_j U), (δ_2θ_p) ( l_j (ρ), (r_j (ρ), r_j (ρ)) )( Γ^{1/p̂}_σ (∂_j U), r_j (A) )⟩ , (4.35)

where for any X ∈ B(H),

l_j (X) := e^{ωj /2p}Γ^{−1/p̂}_σ (X) , r_j (X) := e^{−ωj /2p}Γ^{−1/p̂}_σ (X) .

We also note ⟨ Γ^{1/p̂}_σ (∂_j′ U), (δ_1θ_p) ( (l_j′ (ρ), l_j′ (ρ)), r_j′ (ρ) )( l_j′ (A), Γ^{1/p̂}_σ (∂_j′ U) )⟩ = ⟨ Γ^{1/p̂}_σ ((∂_j U)^∗), (δ_1θ_p) ( (r_j (ρ), r_j (ρ)), l_j (ρ) )( r_j (A), Γ^{1/p̂}_σ ((∂_j U)^∗) )⟩ = ⟨ Γ^{1/p̂}_σ (∂_j U), (δ_2θ_p) ( l_j (ρ), (r_j (ρ), r_j (ρ)) )( Γ^{1/p̂}_σ (∂_j U), r_j (A) )⟩ , (4.36)

where the first equality is from the relations l_j (ρ) = r_j′ (ρ), r_j (ρ) = l_j′ (ρ), and (∂_j U)^∗ = −∂_j′ U by (2.8), and the second equality is by the following formula from definitions (A.9) and (A.10): ⟨X^∗, (δ_1f)((A, A), B)(Y, X^∗)⟩ = ⟨X, (δ_2f)(B, (A, A))(X, Y )⟩ , for any symmetric f: f(s, t) = f(t, s), X ∈ B(H), Y ∈ B_{sa}(H), and commuting matrices A, B ∈ B_{sa}(H). The identity (4.36) implies that the two sums in (4.35) are actually equal. Therefore, we obtain from (4.34) and (4.35) the following proposition, where the local existence and uniqueness of geodesics follow from the standard theory of ODE.

Proposition 4.13. On the Riemannian manifold (D_+(H), g_{p,ρ}), the unique constant speed geodesic (ρ(t))_{t∈(−ε,ε)}, ε > 0, with initial data: ρ(0) = ρ_0 ∈ D_+(H) and ρ̇(0) = ν_0 ∈ B^0_{sa}(H), satisfies the equation: ρ̇ = D_{p,ρ}U , ⟨U̇, A⟩ = − J∑ j=1 ⟨ ∂_j U, K^{(i),j}_{ρ,A} [∂_j U] ⟩ , ∀A ∈ B^0_{sa}(H) , (4.37)

with ρ(0) = ρ_0 and U(0) = D^{−1}_{p,ρ0} ν_0, where i = 1 or 2, and K^{(i),j}_{ρ,A} is defined by, for ρ ∈ D(H) and A ∈ B^0_{sa}(H),

K^{(1),j}_{ρ,A} [·] = Γ^{1/p̂}_σ ∘ (δ_1θ_p) ( (l_j (ρ), l_j (ρ)), r_j (ρ) )[ l_j (A), Γ^{1/p̂}_σ (·) ] : B(H) → B(H) , K^{(2),j}_{ρ,A} [·] = Γ^{1/p̂}_σ ∘ (δ_2θ_p) ( l_j (ρ), (r_j (ρ), r_j (ρ)) )[ Γ^{1/p̂}_σ (·), r_j (A) ] : B(H) → B(H) . (4.38)

We end this section with the observation that the Riemannian metrics g_{p,ρ} with 1 < p ≤ 2 serve as an interpolating family between the metric defined by Carlen and Mass in [35] and the one induced from the KMS inner product ⟨·, ·⟩_{σ,1/2}. It can be easily proved by an elementary analysis with the fact, from the analytic perturbation theory [100], that the eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of Γ^{−1/p̂}_σ (ρ) are differentiable with respect to p.

Proposition 4.14. Suppose that Γ^{−1/p̂}σ (ρ) has the eigen-decomposition: Γ^{−1/p̂}σ (ρ) = ∑_d j=1 λ_{j,p}E_{j,p}. Then, we have

[ρ]_{p,ω}A = d∑ i,k=1 θ_p ( e^{ω/2p}λ_{k,p}, e^{−ω/2p}λ_{i,p} ) Γ^{1/p̂}_σ ( E_{k,p}Γ^{1/p̂}_σ (A)E_{i,p} ) , (4.39)

for A ∈ B(H) and p ∈ (1, 2] with θ_p given in (4.6). Moreover, [ρ]_{p,ω} is continuous in p, and it holds that

[ρ]_{2,ω}A = Γ_σ(A) ,

and when p → 1^+, [ρ]_{p,ω}A → [ρ]_ωA := d∑ i,k=1 θ_{log} ( e^{ω/2}λ_k, e^{−ω/2}λ_i ) E_kAE_i , (4.40)

where θ_{log} is the logarithmic mean: θ_{log}(x, y) := {_{x−y} log x−log y , x ≠ y , x , x = y , and λ_j are eigenvalues of ρ with E_j being the associated rank-one eigen-projections: ρ = ∑_d j=1 λ_j E_j .

Recalling the integral formula:^{x−y}_{log x−log y} =

∫_1 0 x^{1−s}y^s ds, we can write the operator [ρ]_ω in (4.40) as

[ρ]_ω(A) =

∫_1 0 e^{ω(1/2−s)}ρ^{1−s}Aρ^s ds , A ∈ B(H) , which is nothing but the noncommutative multiplication by ρ involved in the definition of the quantum 2-Wasserstein distance W_2 [34, 35]. It follows that in the limiting case p → 1^+, our transport distance W_{2,p} reduces to the one W_2 introduced by Carlen and Maas. When p = 2, the representation (4.24) of W_{2,p} gives

W_{2,2}(ρ_0, ρ_1)^2 = inf { ∫ 1 0 J∑ j=1 ⟨B_j , Γ^{−1}_σ B_j ⟩ ds ; γ̇(s) + divB(s) = 0 with γ(0) = ρ_0 , γ(1) = ρ_1 } , (4.41)

which has a similar form as the classical distance W_{2,α,γ} in (1.8) with α = 0, and thus can be regarded as a quantum analog of dual Ḣ^{−1} Sobolev distance. These facts allow us to (at least formally) conclude that our new family of quantum distances W_{2,p} interpolates the noncommutative 2-Wasserstein and the Ḣ^{−1} Sobolev ones. One may further expect a stronger result that for ρ_0, ρ_1 ∈ D(H), W_{2,p}(ρ_0, ρ_1) is continuous in p ∈ (1, 2] and W_{2,p}(ρ_0, ρ_1) → W_2(ρ_0, ρ_1) as p → 1^+, but this task seems to be challenging, and we leave it for future investigation.

4.3. Ricci curvature and functional inequalities. In this section, we will investigate the entropic Ricci curvature lower bound in terms of p-divergence F_{p,σ}(ρ) with p ∈ (1, 2]. Thanks to the gradient flow structure obtained in Section 4.1, we are allowed to derive some new functional inequalities from the Ricci curvature lower bound: a quantum HWItype inequality and a transportation cost inequality, and connect them with the quantum Beckner’s inequality (Bec-p), in the spirit of Otto and Villani [94].

Let us first introduce the Ricci curvature in our setting. We follow the terminology of [44, 53], and say that a primitive QMS P_t with σ-GNS DBC has the Ricci curvature lower bound κ ∈ R associated with F_{p,σ} if d^2 ds^2 | | s=0 F_{p,σ}(γ(s)) ≥ κg_{p,γ(0)}(γ̇(0), γ̇(0)) , (4.42)

where γ(s), s ∈ (−ε, ε), is a geodesic satisfying γ(0) = ρ ∈ D_+(H). We compute the second derivative of F_{p,σ} along the constant-speed geodesic γ(s). For this, noting the Riemannian gradient (4.11) of F_{p,σ}, by definition, we have d ds F_{p,σ}(γ(s)) = −g_{p,γ(s)}(γ̇(s), L^†(γ(s))) = −⟨U(s), L^†(γ(s))⟩ , (4.43) where (γ, U) is the unique solution to (4.37). Then, differentiating (4.43) again with respect to s, we obtain d^2 ds^2 | |_{s=0}Fp,σ (γ(s)) = −⟨U̇(s), L^†(γ(s))⟩ − ⟨U(s), L^†(γ̇(s))⟩ | |_{s=0} = J∑ j=1 ⟨ ∂_j U(0), K^{(i),j}_{ρ,L†(γ(0))} [∂_j U(0)] ⟩ − ⟨ U(0), L^†(D_{p,γ(0)}U(0)) ⟩ . (4.44)

Recall that the Riemannian Hessian of F_{p,σ} at ρ ∈ D_+(H) is defined by, for U ∈ B^0_{sa}(H),

Hess F_{p,σ} (ρ)[U, U] := d^2 ds^2 | | s=0 F_{p,σ}(γ(s)) , where (γ(s), U(s)) satisfies the geodesic equation (4.37) with initial conditions γ(0) = ρ, U(0) = U, and γ̇(0) = D_{p,ρ}U. We readily conclude from the formula (4.44) that Hess F_{p,σ}(ρ)[U, U] = J∑ j=1 ⟨ ∂_j U, K^{(i),j}_{ρ,L†(ρ)} [∂_j U] ⟩ − ⟨ U, L^†(D_{p,ρ}U) ⟩ , ∀U ∈ B^0_{sa}(H) . (4.45)

Hence, it follows from definition that (4.42) is equivalent to Hess F_{p,σ}(ρ)[U, U] ≥ κ⟨U, D_{p,ρ}U⟩ , (Ric_p(L) ≥ κ) for ρ ∈ D_+(H) and U ∈ B^0_{sa}(H). The next proposition provides several equivalent characterizations of (Ric_p(L) ≥ κ), in terms of the κ-geodesic convexity of F_{p,σ}(ρ), the gradient estimates, and the evolution variational inequality. In what follows, we will use the notation: d^+ dt f(t) = lim sup h→0^+ f(t + h) − f(t) h . (4.46)

Proposition 4.15. Let P_t be a primitive QMS satisfying σ-GNS DBC with σ ∈ D_+(H). For κ ∈ R, (Ric_p(L) ≥ κ) is equivalent to the following statements:

(i) F_{p,σ}(ρ) is geodesically κ-convex on (D(H), W_{2,p}), that is, for any constant-speed geodesic (γ(s))_{s∈[0,1]} ⊂ D(H), F_{p,σ} (γ(s)) ≤ (1 − s)F_{p,σ} (γ(0)) + sF_{p,σ}(γ(1)) − κ 2 s(1 − s)W_{2,p}(γ(0), γ(1))^2 . (4.47)

(ii) For any ρ_0, ρ_1 ∈ D(H), the following evolution variational inequality (EVI) holds: ∀t ≥ 0, 1 2 d^+ dt W_{2,p}(P^†_t ρ_0, ρ_1)^2 + κ 2 W_{2,p}(P^†_t ρ_0, ρ_1)^2 ≤ F_{p,σ}(ρ_1) − F_{p,σ}(P^†_t ρ_0) . (4.48)

(iii) The following gradient estimate holds: for ρ ∈ D_+(H) and U ∈ B^0_{sa}(H), ∀t > 0, ‖∇P_t(U)‖^2_{p,ρ} ≤ e^{−2κt} ‖∇U‖^2_{p,P} †_{t ρ} . (iv) The following contraction of the transport distance W_{2,p} along the gradient flow holds: W_{2,p}(P^†_t ρ_0, P^†_t ρ_1) ≤ e^{−κt}W_{2,p}(ρ_0, ρ_1) ∀ρ_0, ρ_1 ∈ D_+(H) .

Proof. The equivalence: (Ric_p(L) ≥ κ) ⇐⇒ (i) ⇐⇒ (ii) can be proved in the same manner as [44, Theorem 3] with the gradient flow techniques from [42, 51, 95]; see also [36, Theorem 10.2]. (Ric_p(L) ≥ κ) ⇐⇒ (iii) follows from a similar semigroup interpolation argument as in the proof of [36, Theorem 10.4], while the proof of (Ric_p(L) ≥ κ) ⇐⇒ (iv) can be easily modified from those of Proposition 3.1 and (2.12) of [42]. □

With the notion of Ricci curvature, we next prove some interesting implications between functional inequalities, following the arguments of Otto and Villani [94] (see also [44, 53]). We start with an HWI-type inequality, which relates the generalized quantum transport distance W_{2,p}, the quantum p-divergence F_{p,σ}, and the entropy production (p-Dirichlet form) E_{p,L}. The following lemma will be used later on.

Lemma 4.16. Let ρ, ~ρ ∈ D_+(H) and ρ_t = P^†_t ρ. Then there holds, for t ≥ 0, d^+ dt W_{2,p}(ρ_t, ~ρ) ≤ 2 p √ E_{p,L}(Γ^{−1}_σ (ρ_t)) .

Proof. By definition (4.46) and the triangle inequality, we have d^+ dt W_{2,p}(ρ_t, ~ρ) = lim sup_{s→0+} 1 s ( W_{2,p}(ρ_{t+s}, ~ρ) − W_{2,p}(ρ_t, ~ρ) ) ≤ lim sup s→0^+ 1 s W_{2,p}(ρ_t, ρ_{t+s}) . The expression (4.22) with a time scaling gives W_{2,p}(ρ_t, ρ_{t+s}) ≤ ∫_{t+s} t √ g_{p,γ(τ )}(γ̇(τ), γ̇(τ)) dτ , for any smooth curve γ in D_+(H) such that γ(t) = ρ_t and γ(t + s) = ρ_{t+s}. Note from (3.16) and (4.12) that g_{p,γ(τ )}(γ̇(τ), γ̇(τ)) = 4 p^2

E_{p,L}(Γ^{−1}_σ (γ(τ))) .

Therefore, we can find d^+ dt W_{2,p}(ρ_t, ~ρ) ≤ lim sup_{s→0+} 1 s ∫_{t+s} t 2 p √ E_{p,L}(Γ^{−1}_σ (γ(τ))) dτ = 2 p √ E_{p,L}(Γ^{−1}_σ (ρ_t)) . □

Theorem 4.17. If (Ric_p(L) ≥ κ) holds for some κ ∈ R, then the following HWI-type inequality holds: F_{p,σ} (ρ) ≤ 2 p W_{2,p}(ρ, σ) √ E_{p,L}(Γ^{−1}_σ (ρ)) − κ 2 W_{2,p}(ρ, σ)^2 , for all ρ ∈ D(H) . (4.49)

Proof. It suffices to consider ρ ∈ D_+(H), since D_+(H) is dense in D(H) and the inequality (4.49) is continuous with respect to ρ. Letting ρ_t = P^†_t ρ for ρ ∈ D_+(H), we derive from Lemma 4.16 that − 1 2 d^+ dt | | |_{t=0}W2,p(ρt, σ)^2 = lim inf_{t→0+} 1 2t ( W_{2,p}(ρ, σ)^2 − W_{2,p}(ρ_t, σ)^2 )

≤ lim sup t→0^+ 1 2t ( W_{2,p}(ρ, ρ_t)^2 + 2W_{2,p}(ρ, ρ_t)W_{2,p}(ρ_t, σ) )

≤ 2 p √ E_{p,L}(Γ^{−1}_σ (ρ))W_{2,p}(ρ, σ) . Then, by above estimate, recalling the EVI (4.48) in Proposition 4.15 with ρ_0 = ρ and ρ_1 = σ, we obtain F_{p,σ}(ρ) ≤ − 1 2 d^+ dt | | |_{t=0}W2,p(ρt, σ)^2 − κ 2 W_{2,p}(ρ, σ)^2 ≤ 2 p W_{2,p}(ρ, σ) √ E_{p,L}(Γ^{−1}_σ (ρ)) − κ 2 W_{2,p}(ρ, σ)^2 . □ As a direct consequence of Theorem 4.17 above, in the case of positive Ricci curvature lower bound, we can obtain the quantum Beckner’s inequality.

Corollary 4.18. If (Ric_p(L) ≥ κ) holds for some κ > 0, then the quantum p-Beckner’s inequality (3.18) holds with constant α_p ≥ κ/2.

Proof. By Theorem 4.17 and Young’s inequality, we have F_{p,σ}(ρ) ≤ 2 p ( 1 2C W_{2,p}(ρ, σ)^2 + C 2 E_{p,L}(Γ^{−1}_σ (ρ)) ) − κ 2 W_{2,p}(ρ, σ)^2 . Letting C = 2/(pκ), by definition (3.18), we complete the proof. □

Another implication of positive Ricci curvature is the finite diameter of the metric space (D(H), W_{2,p}), which can be viewed as a noncommutative Bonnet–Myers theorem.

Corollary 4.19. If (Ric_p(L) ≥ κ) holds for some κ > 0, then it holds that sup ρ_0 ,ρ_1∈D(H)

W_{2,p}(ρ_0, ρ_1)^2 ≤ 8 κp(p − 1) (σ^{1−p}_{min} − 1) , (4.50)

where σ_{min} is the minimal eigenvalue of the invariant state σ ∈ D_+(H).

Proof. Note that the geodesic convexity (4.47) gives κ 8 W_{2,p}(ρ_0, ρ_1)^2 ≤ 1 2 F_{p,σ}(ρ_0) + 1 2 F_{p,σ}(ρ_1) . (4.51)

Then the estimate (4.50) follows from (3.2), (2.33), and (4.51). □

We say that a primitive QMS with σ-GNS DBC satisfies a transport cost inequality associated with the distance W_{2,p} with constant c > 0 if for all ρ ∈ D(H), W_{2,p}(ρ, σ) ≤ √ cF_{p,σ}(ρ) . (TCp) We will show the chain of quantum functional inequalities (1.10).

Proposition 4.20. Suppose that p-Beckner’s inequality (3.18) holds for some p ∈ (1, 2]. Then the transport cost inequality (TCp) holds with constant c ≥ 1/α_p.

Proof. Again, it suffices to consider ρ ∈ D_+(H). Let ρ_t = P^†_t ρ and define the function

h(t) := W_{2,p}(ρ_t, ρ) + √ cF_{p,σ}(ρ_t) , t ≥ 0 . Clearly, h(t) satisfies that h(0) = √ cF_{p,σ} (ρ) and h(t) → W_{2,p}(σ, ρ) as t → ∞ by (2.1). We now claim that when c ≥ 1/α_p,^{d+}_{dt} h(t) ≤ 0 holds for t ≥ 0, which completes the proof. By Lemma 4.16 and (3.16), when ρ_t ≠ σ, we compute d^+ dt h(t) ≤ 2 p √ E_{p,L}(Γ^{−1}_σ (ρ_t)) − 2 √ c p^2 √ F_{p,σ}(ρ_t) E_{p,L} ( Γ^{−1}_σ (ρ_t) )

= 2 p √ E_{p,L}(Γ^{−1}_σ (ρ_t)) ( 1 − √ c p √ F_{p,σ}(ρ_t) √ E_{p,L}(Γ^{−1}_σ (ρ_t)) )) ≤ 0 , where the last inequality follows from c ≥ 1/α_p and the Beckner’s inequality (3.18). If ρ_{t0} = σ for some t_0, then ρ_t = σ for t ≥ t_0 and hence^{d+}_{dt} h(t) = 0 for t ≥ t_0. □

Proposition 4.21. If the transport cost inequality (TCp) holds with constant c, then the Poincaré inequality (PI_f ) holds with f = φ_p and constant λ ≥ 2/c.

Proof. We consider X ∈ B_{sa}(H) with Tr(σX) = 0, and define ρ_ε = Γ_σ (1 + εX). Recall Theorem 4.11 and let (γ_ε, B_ε) be the minimizer to (4.24) for W_{2,p}(ρ_ε, σ). Then, note from (3.9) that ‖X‖^2_{σ,φp} = 1 ε^2 ⟨ Ω^{κ1/p}σ (ρ_ε − σ), ∫_1 0 −divB_ε(s)ds ⟩

≤ 1 ε^2 ( ∫ 1 0 ‖ ‖∇Ω^{κ1/p}_σ (ρ_ε − σ) ‖ ‖^2_{p,γε(s)} ds )_{1/2}( ∫ 1 0 ‖B_ε(s)‖^2_{−1,p,γε(s)} ds )_{1/2}

≤ 1 ε^2 ( ∫ 1 0 ‖ ‖∇Ω^{κ1/p}_σ (ρ_ε − σ) ‖ ‖^2_{p,γε(s)} ds )_{1/2} W_{2,p}(ρ_ε, σ) , (4.52)

by using the continuity equation in the first line, and Cauchy’s inequality in the second line. Applying (TCp) with the expansion (3.34), by definition (3.1) of F_{p,σ}(ρ) and the relation (3.9), we find 1 ε W_{2,p}(ρ_ε, σ) ≤ √ c 2 ‖X‖^2_{σ,φp} + O(ε) . (4.53) A direct computation with (3.7) and Lemma 4.4 gives ∂_j Ω^{κ1/p}_σ (ρ_ε − σ) = ε∂_j Γ^{−1}_σ φ_p(Δ_σ )R_σ Γ^{−1}_σ Γ_σ X = ε∂_j [σ]^{−1}_{p,0}Γ_σ X = ε[σ]^{−1}_{p,ωj} Γ_σ∂_j X . (4.54)

By the proof of Lemma 4.8, ‖ρ_ε − σ‖_1 → 0 as ε → 0 implies W_{2,p}(ρ_ε, σ) → 0, which further yields W_{2,p}(γ_ε(t), σ) = |1 − t|W_{2,p}(ρ_ε, σ) → 0, as ε → 0, for all t ∈ (0, 1). Moreover, using Lemma 4.12, we have ‖γ_ε(t) − σ‖_1 → 0, as ε → 0, for t ∈ (0, 1). It follows from the dominated convergence theorem that 1 ε^2

∫_1 0 ‖ ∇Ω^{κ1/p}_σ (ρ_ε − σ) ‖_2 p,γ_ε(s) ds (4.54) = J∑ j=1 ∫_1 0 ⟨[σ]^{−1}_{p,ωj} Γ_σ∂_j X, [γ_ε(s)]_{p,ωj} [σ]^{−1}_{p,ωj} Γ_σ ∂_j X⟩

→ J∑ j=1 ∫_1 0 ⟨Γ_σ ∂_j X, [σ]^{−1}_{p,ωj} Γ_σ ∂_j X⟩^{(4.14)}= −⟨X, LX⟩_{σ,φp} , as ε → 0 . Combining the above formula with (4.52) and (4.53), we conclude ‖X‖^2_{σ,φp} ≤ − c 2 ⟨X, LX⟩_{σ,φp} . □ We have seen that the entropic Ricci curvature lower bound (Ric_p(L) ≥ κ) can imply a sequence of quantum functional inequalities. A natural and important following-up question is how to estimate the lower bound κ for the Ricci curvature. Following closely the arguments in [36, Theorem 10.6], we can explicitly estimate the Ricci curvature lower bound for the depolarizing semigroup by definition (Ric_p(L) ≥ κ).

Proposition 4.22. Let L_{depol} be the generator (2.12) for the depolarizing semigroup with γ > 0 and σ = 1/d. Then the Ricci curvature of L_{depol} is bounded below by γp/2.

Proof. Note from the definition of L_{depol} that ∂_j L_{depol} = −γ∂_j . Recalling (4.45), and we compute −⟨L_{depol}U, D_{p,σ}U⟩ = γd^{1−p} J∑ j=1 ⟨∂_j U, θ_p(ρ, ρ)∂_j U⟩ . By definition (4.38), we can also calculate J∑ j=1 ⟨ ∂_j U, K^{(1),j}_{ρ,L†depol (ρ)} [∂_j U] ⟩ = γd^{1−p} J∑ j=1 ⟨ ∂_j U, (δ_1θ_p) ( (ρ, ρ), ρ )[1 d − ρ, ∂_j U ]⟩

= γd^{1−p} J∑ j=1 ⟨ ∂_j U, L 1_{d −ρ}(∂_1θ_p)(ρ, ρ)[∂_j U] ⟩ , since L^†_{depol} = γ

(_1 d − ρ ) . Similarly, we have J∑ j=1 ⟨ ∂_j U, K^{(2),j}_{ρ,L†depol (ρ)} [∂_j U] ⟩ = γd^{1−p} J∑ j=1 ⟨ ∂_j U, R 1_{d −ρ}(∂_2θ_p)(ρ, ρ)[∂_j U] ⟩ . It follows that Hess F_{p,σ}(ρ)[U, U] = 1 2 J∑ j=1 ⟨ ∂_j U, ( K^{(1),j}_{ρ,L†depol (ρ)} + K^{(1),j}_{ρ,L†depol (ρ)} ) [∂_j U] ⟩ − ⟨ U, L^†_{depol}(D_{p,ρ}U) ⟩

= γd^{1−p} J∑ j=1 ⟨ ∂_j U, ( 1 2d ∂_1θ_p + 1 2d ∂_2θ_p + p 2 θ_p ) (ρ, ρ)[∂_j U] ⟩

≥ d^{1−p} pγ 2 J∑ j=1 ⟨ ∂_j U, θ_p(ρ, ρ)[∂_j U] ⟩ = pγ 2 ⟨U, D_{p,ρ}U⟩ , where the second line is from x∂_xθ_p(x, y) + y∂_yθ_p(x, y) = (2 − p)θ_p(x, y); the third inequality follows from ∂_xθ_p(x, y) + ∂_yθ_p(x, y) ≥ 0 by the concavity of x^{p−1}. □

However, similarly to the case of estimating the functional inequality constant, there are very few examples where the explicit expressions of the Ricci curvature lower bounds can be obtained. To avoid the complicated computation and estimation based on the definition (Ric_p(L) ≥ κ), Carlen and Maas [35] consider the following intertwining property of a QMS: for some κ ∈ R and all j,

∂_j P_t = e^{−κt}P_t∂_j , (4.55) which can be verified for many interesting cases, e.g., Fermi and Bose Ornstein-Uhlenbeck semigroups [35, Section 6]. They showed that under the condition (4.55), the Ricci curvature of the QMS P_t associated with the relative entropy D(ρ‖σ) is bounded from below by κ. The key step in their argument is the monotonicity of the action functional:

⟨P^†_t A, [P^†_t ρ]^{−1}_ω P^†_t A⟩ ≤ ⟨A, [ρ]^{−1}_ω A⟩ , (4.56)

where P_t is the primitive QMS satisfying σ-GNS DBC. To extend their approach to our case, we need to show a similar monotonicity result as (4.56) for ⟨A, [ρ]^{−1}_{p,ω}A⟩. It is a nontrivial task, since ⟨A, [ρ]^{−1}_{p,ω} A⟩ is not 1-homogeneous so that the contractivity of ⟨A, [ρ]^{−1}_{p,ω} A⟩ under P^†_t can not be implied from its joint convexity [76]. For the symmetric QMS, P_t = P^†_t is the unital quantum channel for each t. Note that [119, Theorem 5.1] has shown that ⟨Φ(A), [Φ(ρ)]^{−1}_{p,0}Φ(A)⟩ ≤ ⟨A, [ρ]^{−1}_{p,0}A⟩ , ∀ρ ∈ D_+(H) , A ∈ B(H) , (4.57) holds for any unital quantum channel Φ. Thus, in this case, it is straightforward to conclude as in [36, Theorem 10.9] that if the primitive symmetric QMS P_t satisfies the property (4.55), then its Ricci curvature associated with F_{p,σ} has a lower bound κ. It is known [35,36] that the infinite temperature Fermi Ornstein-Uhlenbeck semigroup is symmetric and satisfies (4.55) with κ = 1, which readily gives that it has Ricci curvature lower bound 1 and then Beckner’s inequality (Bec-p) holds with α_p ≥ 1/2 by Corollary 4.18. But it seems not easy to extend the monotonicity result (4.57) beyond the symmetric regime, namely, to show the monotonicity ⟨A, [ρ]^{−1}_{p,ω} A⟩ under quantum channels with σ-GNS DBC. We choose to investigate it in the future.

5. Conclusions and discussion

We have introduced the families of quantum Beckner’s inequalities (Bec-p) and (Bec’-q) on a finite-dimensional matrix algebra that interpolate between Sobolev-type and Poincaré inequalities. The basic properties of Beckner’s inequality, e.g., the monotonicity, the uniform positivity, and the stability of the optimal constant, have been investigated in detail. We have also discussed their relations with the hypercontractivity and other known quantum functional inequalities and applied Beckner’s inequalities (Bec-p) to estimating the mixing time and deriving moment estimates. Furthermore, we have provided a quantum optimal transport framework for analyzing Beckner’s inequalities. In doing so, we have defined a new class of quantum transport distances W_{2,p} such that the QMS with σ-GNS DBC is the gradient flow of the p-divergence F_{p,σ}. The main properties of the metric space (D(H), W_{2,p}) have been analyzed. We have then introduced the associated entropic Ricci curvature and showed that it could yield a number of implications between (Bec-p), (PI), an HWI-type inequality, and a transport cost inequality. This provides an interesting starting point for an optimal transport-inspired approach to study quantum Beckner’s inequalities.

We briefly discuss below some further generalizations and applications of our results and methods. The details and refinements of these results might be worth being reported elsewhere.

• As mentioned in the introduction, the tensorization property for quantum functional inequalities is much more subtle than classical ones. Some tensorization-type results have been obtained for quantum MLSI and LSI, e.g., [73, Lemma 25], [17, Section 4] and [105, Theorem 9]; see also [74, 87]. By comparison results in Section 3.3, these results can be easily adapted to provide dimension-independent lower bounds for the quantum Beckner constant α_p(L) in certain scenarios. For instance, let Ψ_t(X) = e^{−t}X +^1_2 (1−e^{−t}) Tr(X)1 be the qubit depolarizing channel. [74, Theorem 1] shows that ‖ ‖Ψ^{⊗n}_t (X) ‖ ‖_{q, 12n} ≤ ‖X‖_{p, 12n} , for q ≥ p > 1 , t ≥ log √ q − 1 p − 1 . Then, by Lemma 3.16 and Proposition 3.17, we have α_p ≥^1_p ~β_p ≥^1_{2p} for p ≥ 1.

• Thanks to Lemma 3.3, we can estimate the strong data processing inequality constant for the quantum pdivergence F_{p,σ} in terms of the χ^2_{κ1/p} -contraction coefficient, in the sense of [63, Theorem 4.1]. We can also discuss the stability of the data processing inequality for the divergence F_{p,σ} similarly to [69, Proposition 5.1] and the approximate tensorization property of F_{p,σ} similarly to [63, Theorem 5.1].

• It is straightforward to generalize the arguments in [114] to derive the dual formulation for the distance W_{2,p} in terms of noncommutative Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman-type equations. Indeed, a formal calculation gives 1 2 W^2_{2,p}(ρ_0, ρ_1) = sup { Tr(A(1)ρ_1 − A(0)ρ_0) ; Tr(Ȧ(t)ρ) + 1 2 ‖∇A(t)‖^2_{p,ρ} ≤ 0 , ∀ρ ∈ D(H) } . The above dual formula allows us to fit our distance W_{2,p} into the general framework of noncommutative transportation metrics recently proposed in [62], and to further discuss the coarse Ricci curvature of quantum channels with respect to W_{2,p}. Moreover, in view of [116], it is also straightforward to consider the curvaturedimension conditions for quantum systems and investigate the finite-dimensional version of quantum Beckner’s inequalities (Bec-p).

• Note that one main ingredient for our analysis is Alicki’s theorem in Lemma 2.3, which actually holds for the QMS with σ-GNS DBC on an arbitrary finite-dimensional unital ∗-subalgebra; see [113, Corollary 5.4]. Hence, we are allowed to extend most results in this work to the QMS not necessarily acting on B(H) but only on a ∗-subalgebra which includes the finite state Markov chain as a special case; see also [36]. In particular, it connects the classical Beckner’s inequality with a class of Wasserstein distance, which enables us to investigate the Beckner constant for Markov chains in terms of the Ricci curvature lower bound as in [55].

• For the numerical computation of functional inequality constants, there is a recent research line attempting to estimate the classical log-Sobolev constant by the sum-of-squares relaxation [56]. It is interesting to extend their method to quantum functional inequalities.

We conclude with some interesting and important open questions.

• There are two technical questions we are unable to solve. The first one is stated in Remark 4.7: for a primitive Lindbladian L satisfying [σ]_{p,0}-DBC,

E_{p,L}(Γ^{−1}_σ (ρ)) > 0 , for ρ ∈ D_+(H) with ρ ≠ σ . (5.1)

The case of p = 1 has been proved in [29, Proposition 6.2], from which we easily see that the key step for (5.1) is the convexity of p-Dirichlet form E_{p,L} which seems open. Another one is mentioned at the end of Section 4: the monotonicity ⟨Φ(A), [Φ(ρ)]^{−1}_{p,ω} Φ(A)⟩ ≤ ⟨A, [ρ]^{−1}_{p,ω} A⟩ under quantum channels with σ-GNS DBC, for which the characterization for such channels [17, Lemma 13] might be helpful. Addressing these questions would directly make our results more complete.

• One important feature of the classical Beckner’s inequality is its ability to capture the tail behavior of the family of probability measures: dμ_α(x) = c_αe^{−(1+x2)α/2} dx on R with α ∈ [1, 2], which satisfies the Poincaré inequality for all α but satisfies LSI only for α = 2 [11,14,75]. In detail, [75] considers the following variant of (1.7): for a ∈ [0, 1] and some C_a > 0, sup q∈[1,2) 1 (2 − q)^a ( μ[g^2] − μ[g^q]^{2/q} ) ≤ C_aE(g, g) , (5.2) where μ is a probability measure. It can be shown that the measure μ_α satisfies the inequality (5.2) with parameter a ∈ [0, 1] if and only if α ≥^2_{2−a} ; see [11, Section 7.6]. It would be very much desirable to find a similar example in the quantum setting. Moreover, while we have obtained several generic results for the quantum Beckner constant, it would also be beneficial to establish more quantitative estimates (even numerically) for some concrete, physically meaningful models, for instance, the quantum spin system [32] and the quantum Markov semigroups constructed from the classical ones via the group transference [59].

In view of these, it seems necessary to develop the theory of quantum Beckner’s inequalities on a general von Neumann algebra to access more advanced examples to enrich the applications; see [26, 27, 112, 115] and references therein for recent progress on quantum MLSI in the operator algebra framework.

• We have only considered the quantum Beckner’s inequality for the primitive QMS. It would be very useful to extend the theory to the non-primitive setting, which might be necessary for the general tensorization results and most of the applications. The study of non-primitive quantum functional inequalities is initiated by Bardet [12] and has become an active research topic in recent years. Here, we have included a short discussion on the non-primitive Beckner’s inequality in Appendix C to stimulate the further investigation in the spirit of recent works [26, 27, 59, 63].

Funding The work is supported in part by National Science Foundation via award CCF-1910571.

Data Availability Data sharing not applicable to this article as no datasets were generated or analysed during the current study.

Declarations

Conflict of interest The authors declare no conflict of interest.

Appendix A. Some additional preliminaries

A.1. Quantum χ^2-divergence. In this appendix, we briefly recall the quantum χ^2-divergences introduced in [104]. For any σ ∈ D_+(H) and κ : (0, ∞) → (0, ∞), we define the operator:

Ω^κ_σ = R^{−1}_σ κ(Δ_σ ) : B(H) → B(H) . (A.1)

Recalling J^f_σ in (2.4), clearly there holds

(Ω^κ_σ )^{−1} = J^{1/κ}_σ . (A.2)

The quantum χ^2_κ-divergence for ρ ∈ D(H) and σ ∈ D_+(H) is defined by χ^2_κ(ρ, σ) = ⟨ρ − σ, Ω^κ_σ (ρ − σ)⟩ . (A.3) To make the divergence χ^2_κ(·, ·) have nice properties, we usually consider κ in the following functional class: K = {κ : (0, ∞) → (0, ∞) ; κ is operator convex, xκ(x) = κ(x^{−1}), κ(1) = 1}.

For the purposes of this work, the following family of power difference means in K is of particular interest [67]: κ_α = α α − 1 x^{α−1} − 1 x^α − 1

, α ∈ [−1, 2] . (A.4)

In fact, the kernel function of the operator J^{1/k}_σ in (A.2) is given by M_α = yκ^{−1}_α (x/y) = α − 1 α x^α − y^α x^{α−1} − y^{α−1} , which is the so-called A-L-G interpolation mean since M_α, for α = −1, α = 1/2, α = 1, and α = 2, gives the harmonic mean, the geometric mean, the logarithmic mean, and the arithmetic mean, respectively. A.2. Noncommutative calculus. In this appendix, following [12,36], we review some fundamentals about noncommutative calculus associated with the derivation ∂_j . Let A, B ∈ B_{sa}(H) admit the spectral decompositions: A = d∑ i=1 λ_iA_i , B = d∑ k=1 μ_kB_k , where λ_i and μ_k are eigenvalues of A and B, respectively; A_i and B_i are the associated rank-one spectral projections. For a function f ∈ C(I × I) with I being a compact interval containing the spectra of A and B, we define the Schur multiplier (double sum operator) by [22, 45, 98] f(A, B) = d∑ i,k=1 f(λ_i, μ_k)L_{Ai} R_{Bk} , (A.5)

where C(I × I) is the Banach space of complex-valued continuous functions on I × I. It was observed in [12] that given A, B ∈ B_{sa}(H), f(A, B) is ∗-representation between C(I × I) and B(B(H)). Indeed, we have the following lemma from [12, Lemma 4.1] and [36, Lemma 6.6].

Lemma A.1. Let A, B ∈ B_{sa}(H) and the compact interval I contain the spectra of A and B. It holds that 1. f(A, B)g(A, B) = (fg)(A, B) for f, g ∈ C(I × I). 2. If f ∈ C(I × I) is non-negative, then f(A, B) is a positive semidefinite operator on B(H) with respect to the inner product ⟨·, ·⟩. It follows that if f is strictly positive, the sequilinear form ⟨·, f(A, B)(·)⟩ defines an inner product on B(H).

In this work, we mainly consider the case where f is the divided difference of some differentiable function φ on I:

φ^{[1]}(λ, μ) = {_{φ(λ)−φ(μ)} λ−μ , λ ≠ μ , φ^′(λ) , λ = μ , (A.6)

which is closely related to the chain rule for ∂_j (cf. [12, Lemma 4.2] and [36, Proposition 6.2]). Lemma A.2. Under the same assumption as in Lemma A.1, for any f : I → C, we have, for V ∈ B(H), V f(B) − f(A)V = f^{[1]}(A, B)(V B − AV ) . (A.7) Then, by Lemma A.2, for a differentiable curve A(t) : (a, b) → B(H) and function f, we have d dt f(A(t)) = f^{[1]}(A(t), A(t))(A^′(t)) . (A.8) We also need a multiple operator version of (A.8). We recall that for a differentiable function φ : R^n → C, the partial divided difference δ_j φ : R^{n+1} → C with respect to the variable x_j is defined by (δ_j φ)(x_1, · · · , x_{j−1}, (λ, μ), x_{j+1}, · · · , x_n) = (φ(x_1, · · · , x_{j−1}, ·, x_{j+1}, · · · , x_n))^{[1]} (λ, μ) . (A.9)

Let A^{(k)}, k = 1, . . . , n, be self-adjoint operators with the spectral decompositions: A_i = ∑ i λ^{(k)}_i A^{(k)}_i , where λ^{(k)}_i are eigenvalues and A^{(k)}_i are the associated rank-one spectral projections. For a function φ : I × · · · × I → C with the interval I containing the spectra of A^{(i)}, the multiple operator sum is defined as: φ(A_1, · · · , A_n) = d∑ i_1 ,··· ,i_n=1 φ(λ^{(1)}_{i1} , · · · , λ^{(n)}_{in} )A^{(1)}_{i1} ⊗ · · · ⊗ A^{(n)}_{in} . (A.10)

The following chain rule from [36, Proposition 6.8] shall be useful in the expression of the geodesic equations for the generalized quantum transport distance.

Lemma A.3. Let the curves A_t, B_t : (a, b) → B_{sa}(H) be differentiable, and let φ : I × I → C be differentiable with I containing the spectra of A_t and B_t for all t ∈ (a, b). Then there holds ∂_tφ(A_t, B_t)(·) = (δ_1φ)((A_t, A_t), B_t)[∂_tA_t, ·] + (δ_2φ)(A_t, (B_t, B_t))[·, ∂_tB_t].

Appendix B. Note on the detailed balance condition

Noting (4.13), it follows from Lemma 2.2 that the QMS satisfying σ-GNS DBC is also self-adjoint with respect to the inner product ⟨·, ·⟩_{[σ]p,0} . In this appendix, we modify the discussions in [36, Appendix B] and [20, Appendix B] to show that the [σ]_{p,0}-DBC, for p ∈ (1, 2), and KMS DBC are not comparable, and that there exists a primitive QMS satisfying [σ]_{p,0}-DBC but not σ-GNS DBC.

Let {|0⟩ , |1⟩} be the standard basis of C^2, and |v_1⟩ =^{1√}_2 (|0⟩ + |1⟩) and |v_2⟩ =^{1√}_5 (|0⟩ + 2 |1⟩) be an another basis of C^2. We define the quantum channel Φ(X) = K^∗_1 XK_1 + K^∗_2 XK_2 with K_1 = |v_1⟩ ⟨0| and K_2 = |v_2⟩ ⟨1|. It is easy to see that the associated unique invariant state of Φ^† is σ = 1 7 [ 2 3 3 5 ] , and the spectrum of Φ^† is given by {1,^3_{10} , 0} with 0 of multiplicity two. We denote by Φ^†_{KMS} the adjoint of Φ with respect to the KMS inner product and define Ψ = Φ^†_{KMS}Φ, which is also a quantum channel with Ψ^†(σ) = σ but satisfying the KMS DBC. Note that for a linear map Φ on B(H) satisfying both [σ]_{p,0}-DBC and KMS DBC, there holds g(Δ_σ ) ∘ Φ = Φ ∘ g(Δ_σ ), where g(x) = κ_{1/p}(x)x^{1/2} and g(Δ_σ) = [σ]^{−1}_{p,0}Γ_σ . By definition (A.4), we have g(1/x) = g(x). Then, by exactly the same argument as in [20, Appendix B], we can show that the operator Ψ defined above does not commute with g(Δ_σ ) and hence the Lindbladian Ψ − id satisfies the KMS DBC but not [σ]_{p,0}-DBC.

We next consider ~Ψ := [σ]^{−1}_{p,0} ∘ Ψ^† ∘ Γ_σ , which is a quantum channel, since the operator [σ]^{−1}_{p,0} is completely positive for p ∈ (1, 2) by [68, Example 4.7]. Then we can check from definition that ~Ψ satisfies the [σ]_{p,0}-DBC. Again, since Ψ defined above does not commute with g(Δ_σ ), neither does ~Ψ. Hence, the Lindbladian ~Ψ − id satisfies [σ]_{p,0}-DBC but not KMS DBC.

We conclude with an example of a primitive QMS with [σ]_{p,0}-DBC but not σ-GNS DBC. The construction is modified from [20] as well. We define, for some η ∈ (0, 1/2),

K_1 = [√ η 0 0 √ 1 − η ] , K_2 = [ 0 √ η √ 1 − η 0 ] , and the associated quantum channel Φ(X) = K^∗_1 XK_1 + K^∗_2 XK_2, which has the unique invariant state: σ = [ η 0 0 1 − η ] . It is direct to verify [σ]^{−1}_{p,0} ∘ Φ^† = Φ ∘ [σ]^{−1}_{p,0}, i.e., Φ satisfies the [σ]_{p,0}-DBC. However, it was shown in [20] that σ-GNS DBC does not hold for Φ. It follows that the generator Φ − id is the desired example.

Appendix C. Beckner’s inequality for non-primitive QMS

In this appendix, we introduce p-Beckner’s inequality with p ∈ (1, 2] for the non-primitive QMS and show that it holds for any QMS satisfying GNS DBC, which extends [63, Theorem 3.3] for MLSI.

Let P_t = e^{tL} be a non-primitive QMS with a full-rank invariant state σ ∈ D_+(H), which may be non-unique. We introduce the fixed-point algebra F := {X ∈ B(H); ∀t ≥ 0, P_t(X) = X}, and denote the associated conditional expectation by E_F . It is known from [58, 63] that E_F P_t = P_tE_F = E_F and for X ∈ B(H), lim_{t→∞} P_t(X − E_F (X)) = lim_{t→∞} P_t(X) − E_F (X) = 0 . (C.1)

Similarly, Beckner’s inequality quantifies the convergence rate of (C.1) in terms of the p-divergence (3.1). We consider QMS that satisfies σ-GNS DBC as in Definition 2.1, which is well-defined since the self-adjointness of L with respect to ⟨·, ·⟩_{σ,1} is independent of the choice of invariant state σ; see [63, Lemma 2.6]. We compute the entropy production of F_{p,σ}(ρ) as in (3.16): for ρ_t = P^†_t (ρ) with ρ ∈ D_+(H), d dt | | |_{t=0}F_{p,E}†_{F (ρ)}(ρt) = − 4 p^2 E_{p,L}(X) , X = Γ^{−1}_{E†F (ρ)}(ρ) , where E_{p,L} is given in (2.17) with σ = E^†_F (ρ). Hence, we can define the non-primitive Beckner’s inequality as (3.18): for some α_p > 0 and any ρ ∈ D_+(H), α_pF_{p,E}†_{F (ρ)}(ρ) ≤ p^{−2}E_{p,L} ( Γ^{−1}_{E†F (ρ)}(ρ) ) , (C.2)

which is equivalent to the exponential convergence: F_{p,E}†_{F (ρ)}(P^†_t (ρ)) ≤ e^{−4αpt}F_{p,E}†_{F (ρ)}(ρ).

We introduce the subalgebra index for the fixed-point algebra F by C(E_F ) = inf { c > 0 ; ρ ≤ cE^†_F (ρ) , ∀ρ ∈ D(H) } , (C.3) which is finite in the finite-dimensional setting [97, Theorem 6.1]. For a primitive QMS with the unique invariant state σ ∈ D_+(H), the index (C.3) reduces to C(σ) := inf{c > 0 ; ρ ≤ cσ for all ρ ∈ D(H)} , (C.4) which is closely related to the max-relative entropy D_∞ in (2.32) and can be explicitly represented by (2.33), C(σ) = sup_{ρ∈D(H)} exp (D_∞(ρ‖σ)) = σ^{−1}_{min} . (C.5)

We also recall the spectral gap (Poincaré constant) λ(L) for a non-primitive Lindbladian L: λ(L) = inf_{X∈B(H)} −⟨X, L(X)⟩_{σ,f} ‖X − E_F (X)‖^2_{σ,f} , for an invariant state σ ∈ D_+(H) and function f : (0, ∞) → (0, ∞), where the inner product ⟨·, ·⟩_{σ,f} is given in (2.5). It was proved in [63, Lemma 3.2] that λ(L) is independent of the choice of σ and f. We are now prepared to give the following result.

Theorem C.1. Let P_t = e^{tL} be a QMS satisfying σ-GNS DBC for some σ ∈ D_+(H). Then the Beckner’s inequality (C.2) holds for all p ∈ (1, 2] with constant α_p(L) satisfying the estimate: α_p(L) ≥ p 4 C(E_F )^{p−2}λ(L) . (C.6)

Proof. We consider the relative density X = Γ^{−1}_{E†F (ρ)}(ρ) for ρ ∈ D_+(H) and then have

p^2F_{p,E}†_{F (ρ)}(ρ) = p p − 1 ( ‖X‖^p_{,E†F (ρ)} − 1 ) ≤ p ‖X − 1‖^2_E†_{F (ρ),φp} ≤ −λ(L)^{−1}p⟨X, LX⟩_E†_{F (ρ),φp} , (C.7) by using E^†_F Γ_σ = Γ_σ E_F for any invariant state σ and the upper estimate in (3.12). By definition (C.3) and formulas (2.19) and (3.10), it follows from Lemma 3.2 that − ⟨X, LX⟩_{σ,φp} = ⟨ Γ^{1/p}_σ ( ∂_j X ) , f^{[1]}_p ( e^{ωj /2p}σ^{1/p}, e^{−ωj /2p}σ^{1/p} ) Γ^{1/p}_σ ( ∂_j X )⟩ ≤ C(E_F )^{2−p} ⟨ Γ^{1/p}_σ ( ∂_j X ) , f^{[1]}_p ( e^{ωj /2p}Γ^{1/p}_σ (X), e^{−ωj /2p}Γ^{1/p}_σ (X) ) Γ^{1/p}_σ ( ∂_j X )⟩ ≤ 4p^{−2}C(E_F )^{2−p}E_{p,L}(X) , (C.8)

where σ = E^†_F (ρ) and X = Γ^{−1}_{E†F (ρ)}(ρ). Therefore, by (C.7) and (C.8), we obtain p^2F_{p,E}†_{F (ρ)}(ρ) ≤ 4 pλ(L) C(E_F )^{2−p}E_{p,L} ( Γ^{−1}_{E†F (ρ)}(ρ) ) . The proof is complete by (C.2). □

Remark C.2. If P_t in Theorem C.1 is primitive, then we have α_p ≥ p σ^{2−p}_{min} λ/4, which is asymptotically worse than the one in (3.43) for fixed σ_{min} ≤ 1/2 and p close to 1 or fixed p ∈ (1, 2] and small enough σ_{min}.

Remark C.3. When p → 1^+, the lower bound (C.6) reduces to the one in [63, Theorem 3.3] for MLSI constant, which has been improved very recently in [60, Theorem 4.18] by Gao et al. with a logarithmic dependence on the complete version of subalgebra index. One may hence expect a similar improvement for α_p(L) as well, which we leave for future investigation.

References

[1] R. Adamczak, B. Polaczyk, and M. Strzelecki. Modified log-sobolev inequalities, beckner inequalities and moment estimates. Journal of Functional Analysis, 282(7):109349, 2022.

[2] R. Alicki. On the detailed balance condition for non-hamiltonian systems. Reports on Mathematical Physics, 10(2):249–258, 1976. [3] L. Ambrosio, N. Gigli, and G. Savaré. Gradient flows: in metric spaces and in the space of probability measures. Springer Science & Business Media, 2005.

[4] É. Amorim and E. A. Carlen. Complete positivity and self-adjointness. Linear algebra and its applications, 611:389–439, 2021. [5] H. Araki. On an inequality of lieb and thirring. Letters in Mathematical Physics, 19(2):167–170, 1990. [6] A. Arnold, J.-P. Bartier, and J. Dolbeault. Interpolation between logarithmic sobolev and poincaré inequalities. Communications in Mathematical Sciences, 5(4):971–979, 2007.

[7] A. Arnold, E. Carlen, and Q. Ju. Large-time behavior of non-symmetric fokker-planck type equations. Communications on Stochastic Analysis, 2(1):11, 2008.

[8] A. Arnold and J. Erb. Sharp entropy decay for hypocoercive and non-symmetric fokker-planck equations with linear drift. arXiv preprint arXiv:1409.5425, 2014.

[9] A. Arnold, P. Markowich, G. Toscani, and A. Unterreiter. On convex sobolev inequalities and the rate of convergence to equilibrium for fokker-planck type equations. Communications in Partial Differential Equations, 26:43–100, 2001.

[10] D. Bakry and M. Émery. Diffusions hypercontractives. In Seminaire de probabilités XIX 1983/84, pages 177–206. Springer, 1985. [11] D. Bakry, I. Gentil, M. Ledoux, et al. Analysis and geometry of Markov diffusion operators, volume 103. Springer, 2014. [12] I. Bardet. Estimating the decoherence time using non-commutative functional inequalities. arXiv preprint arXiv:1710.01039, 2017. [13] I. Bardet, A. Capel, A. Lucia, D. Pérez-García, and C. Rouzé. On the modified logarithmic sobolev inequality for the heat-bath dynamics for 1d systems. Journal of Mathematical Physics, 62(6):061901, 2021.

[14] F. Barthe. Levels of concentration between exponential and gaussian. Annales de la Faculté des sciences de Toulouse: Mathématiques, 10(3):393–404, 2001.

[15] W. Beckner. A generalized poincaré inequality for gaussian measures. Proceedings of the American Mathematical Society, pages 397–400, 1989.

[16] S. Beigi. Sandwiched rényi divergence satisfies data processing inequality. Journal of Mathematical Physics, 54(12):122202, 2013. [17] S. Beigi, N. Datta, and C. Rouzé. Quantum reverse hypercontractivity: its tensorization and application to strong converses. Communications in Mathematical Physics, 376(2):753–794, 2020.

[18] L. Ben Efraim and F. Lust-Piquard. Poincaré type inequalities on the discrete cube and in the car algebra. Probability theory and related fields, 141(3):569–602, 2008.

[19] J.-D. Benamou and Y. Brenier. A computational fluid mechanics solution to the monge-kantorovich mass transfer problem. Numerische Mathematik, 84(3):375–393, 2000.

[20] T. Benoist, L. Hänggli, and C. Rouzé. Deviation bounds and concentration inequalities for quantum noises. Quantum, 6:772, 2022. [21] R. Bhatia. Matrix analysis, volume 169. Springer Science & Business Media, 2013.

[22] M. S. Birman and M. Solomyak. Double operator integrals in a hilbert space. Integral equations and operator theory, 47(2):131–168, 2003.

[23] S. G. Bobkov and F. Götze. Exponential integrability and transportation cost related to logarithmic sobolev inequalities. Journal of Functional Analysis, 163(1):1–28, 1999.

[24] S. G. Bobkov and P. Tetali. Modified logarithmic sobolev inequalities in discrete settings. Journal of Theoretical Probability, 19(2):289– 336, 2006.

[25] A.-S. Boudou, P. Caputo, P. Dai Pra, and G. Posta. Spectral gap estimates for interacting particle systems via a bochner-type identity. Journal of Functional Analysis, 232(1):222–258, 2006.

[26] M. Brannan, L. Gao, and M. Junge. Complete logarithmic sobolev inequality via ricci curvature bounded below ii. Journal of Topology and Analysis, pages 1–54, 2021.

[27] M. Brannan, L. Gao, and M. Junge. Complete logarithmic sobolev inequalities via ricci curvature bounded below. Advances in Mathematics, 394:108129, 2022.

[28] H.-P. Breuer, F. Petruccione, et al. The theory of open quantum systems. Oxford University Press on Demand, 2002. [29] M. Brooks and J. Maas. Characterisation of gradient flows for a given functional. arXiv preprint arXiv:2209.11149, 2022. [30] G. Buttazzo. Semicontinuity, relaxation and integral representation in the calculus of variations, volume 207. Longman, 1989. [31] Y. Cao, J. Lu, and Y. Lu. Gradient flow structure and exponential decay of the sandwiched rényi divergence for primitive lindblad equations with gns-detailed balance. Journal of Mathematical Physics, 60(5):052202, 2019.

[32] Á. Capel, C. Rouzé, and D. S. França. The modified logarithmic sobolev inequality for quantum spin systems: classical and commuting nearest neighbour interactions. arXiv preprint arXiv:2009.11817, 2020.

[33] P. Caputo, P. Dai Pra, and G. Posta. Convex entropy decay via the bochner-bakry-emery approach. Annales de l’IHP Probabilités et statistiques, 45(3):734–753, 2009.

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

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

[36] E. A. Carlen and J. Maas. Non-commutative calculus, optimal transport and functional inequalities in dissipative quantum systems.

Journal of Statistical Physics, 178(2):319–378, 2020.

[37] J. A. Carrillo and G. Toscani. Asymptotic l 1-decay of solutions of the porous medium equation to self-similarity. Indiana University Mathematics Journal, pages 113–142, 2000.

[38] D. Chafaï. Entropies, convexity, and functional inequalities, on ϕ-entropies and ϕ-sobolev inequalities. Journal of Mathematics of Kyoto University, 44(2):325–363, 2004.

[39] G. Conforti. A probabilistic approach to convex (ϕ)-entropy decay for markov chains. The Annals of Applied Probability, 32(2):932– 973, 2022.

[40] A. C. Cuevas. Quantum logarithmic sobolev inequalities for quantum many-body systems: An approach via quasi-factorization of the relative entropy. PhD thesis, Universidad Autónoma de Madrid, 2019.

[41] P. Dai Pra, A. M. Paganoni, and G. Posta. Entropy inequalities for unbounded spin systems. The Annals of Probability, 30(4):1959– 1976, 2002.

[42] S. Daneri and G. Savaré. Eulerian calculus for the displacement convexity in the wasserstein distance. SIAM Journal on Mathematical Analysis, 40(3):1104–1122, 2008.

[43] N. Datta. Min-and max-relative entropies and a new entanglement monotone. IEEE Transactions on Information Theory, 55(6):2816– 2826, 2009.

[44] N. Datta and C. Rouzé. Relating relative entropy, optimal transport and fisher information: a quantum hwi inequality. Annales Henri Poincaré, 21(7):2115–2150, 2020.

[45] B. De Pagter and F. Sukochev. Differentiation of operator functions in non-commutative lp-spaces. Journal of Functional Analysis, 212(1):28–75, 2004.

[46] G. De Palma, M. Marvian, D. Trevisan, and S. Lloyd. The quantum wasserstein distance of order 1. IEEE Transactions on Information Theory, 2021.

[47] G. De Palma and C. Rouzé. Quantum concentration inequalities. Annales Henri Poincaré, 23(9):3391–3429, 2022. [48] M. Del Pino and J. Dolbeault. Best constants for gagliardo–nirenberg inequalities and applications to nonlinear diffusions. Journal de Mathématiques Pures et Appliquées, 81(9):847–875, 2002.

[49] H. Dietert. Characterisation of gradient flows on finite state markov chains. Electronic Communications in Probability, 20:1–8, 2015. [50] J. Dolbeault, B. Nazaret, and G. Savaré. A new class of transport distances between measures. Calculus of Variations and Partial Differential Equations, 34(2):193–231, 2009.

[51] J. Dolbeault, B. Nazaret, and G. Savaré. From poincaré to logarithmic sobolev inequalities: a gradient flow approach. SIAM Journal on Mathematical Analysis, 44(5):3186–3216, 2012.

[52] M. Erbar and M. Fathi. Poincaré, modified logarithmic sobolev and isoperimetric inequalities for markov chains with non-negative ricci curvature. Journal of Functional Analysis, 274(11):3056–3089, 2018.

[53] M. Erbar and J. Maas. Ricci curvature of finite markov chains via convexity of the entropy. Archive for Rational Mechanics and Analysis, 206(3):997–1038, 2012.

[54] F. Fagnola and V. Umanità. Generators of KMS symmetric markov semigroups on B(h) symmetry and quantum detailed balance.

Communications in Mathematical Physics, 298(2):523–547, 2010.

[55] M. Fathi and J. Maas. Entropic ricci curvature bounds for discrete interacting systems. The Annals of Applied Probability, 26(3):1774– 1806, 2016.

[56] O. Faust and H. Fawzi. Sum-of-squares proofs of logarithmic sobolev inequalities on finite markov chains. arXiv preprint arXiv:2101.04988, 2021.

[57] R. L. Frank and E. H. Lieb. Monotonicity of a relative rényi entropy. Journal of Mathematical Physics, 54(12):122201, 2013. [58] A. Frigerio and M. Verri. Long-time asymptotic properties of dynamical semigroups on w^∗-algebras. Mathematische Zeitschrift, 180(3):275–286, 1982.

[59] L. Gao, M. Junge, and N. LaRacuente. Fisher information and logarithmic sobolev inequality for matrix-valued functions. Annales Henri Poincaré, 21(11):3409–3478, 2020.

[60] L. Gao, M. Junge, N. LaRacuente, and H. Li. Complete order and relative entropy decay rates. arXiv preprint arXiv:2209.11684, 2022.

[61] L. Gao, M. Junge, and H. Li. Geometric approach towards complete logarithmic sobolev inequalities. arXiv preprint arXiv:2102.04434, 2021.

[62] L. Gao and C. Rouzé. Ricci curvature of quantum channels on non-commutative transportation metric spaces. arXiv preprint arXiv:2108.10609, 2021.

[63] L. Gao and C. Rouzé. Complete entropic inequalities for quantum markov chains. Archive for Rational Mechanics and Analysis, pages 1–56, 2022.

[64] I. Gentil and S. Zugmeyer. A family of beckner inequalities under various curvature-dimension conditions. Bernoulli, 27(2):751–771, 2021.

[65] L. Gross. Hypercontractivity and logarithmic sobolev inequalities for the clifford-dirichlet form. Duke Mathematical Journal, 42(3):383–396, 1975.

[66] J. Gu, Z. Yin, and H. Zhang. Interpolation of quasi noncommutative l p-spaces. arXiv preprint arXiv:1905.08491, 2019. [67] F. Hiai and H. Kosaki. Means for matrices and comparison of their norms. Indiana University Mathematics Journal, pages 899–936, 1999.

[68] F. Hiai, H. Kosaki, D. Petz, and M. B. Ruskai. Families of completely positive maps associated with monotone metrics. Linear Algebra and its Applications, 439(7):1749–1791, 2013.

[69] M. Junge, N. Laracuente, and C. Rouzé. Stability of logarithmic sobolev inequalities under a noncommutative change of measure.

Journal of Statistical Physics, 190(2):30, 2023.

[70] M. Junge and P. Wu. Stability property for the quantum jump operators of an open system. arXiv preprint arXiv:2211.07527, 2022. [71] M. Junge and Q. Zeng. Noncommutative martingale deviation and poincaré type inequalities with applications. Probability Theory and Related Fields, 161(3):449–507, 2015.

[72] A. Jüngel and W. Yue. Discrete beckner inequalities via the bochner–bakry–emery approach for markov chains. The Annals of Applied Probability, 27(4):2238–2269, 2017.

[73] M. J. Kastoryano and K. Temme. Quantum logarithmic sobolev inequalities and rapid mixing. Journal of Mathematical Physics, 54(5):052202, 2013.

[74] C. King. Hypercontractivity for semigroups of unital qubit channels. Communications in Mathematical Physics, 328:285–301, 2014. [75] R. Latala and K. Oleszkiewicz. Between sobolev and poincaré. In Geometric aspects of functional analysis, pages 147–168. Springer, 2000.

[76] A. Lesniewski and M. B. Ruskai. Monotone riemannian metrics and relative entropy on noncommutative probability spaces. Journal of Mathematical Physics, 40(11):5702–5724, 1999.

[77] H. Li. Complete sobolev type inequalities. arXiv preprint arXiv:2008.09278, 2020. [78] H. Li, M. Junge, and N. LaRacuente. Graph hörmander systems. arXiv preprint arXiv:2006.14578, 2020.

[79] E. H. Lieb and W. E. Thirring. Inequalities for the moments of the eigenvalues of the schrödinger hamiltonian and their relation to sobolev inequalities. In The Stability of Matter: From Atoms to Stars, pages 203–237. Springer, 1997.

[80] J. Lott and C. Villani. Ricci curvature for metric-measure spaces via optimal transport. Annals of Mathematics, pages 903–991, 2009. [81] J. Maas. Gradient flows of the entropy for finite markov chains. Journal of Functional Analysis, 261(8):2250–2292, 2011. [82] J. Maas. Entropic ricci curvature for discrete spaces. In Modern approaches to discrete curvature, pages 159–174. Springer, 2017. [83] P. A. Markowich and C. Villani. On the trend to equilibrium for the fokker-planck equation: an interplay between physics and functional analysis. Mat. Contemp, 19:1–29, 2000.

[84] K. Marton. A simple proof of the blowing-up lemma (corresp.). IEEE Transactions on Information Theory, 32(3):445–446, 1986. [85] K. Marton. Bounding d̄-distance by informational divergence: a method to prove measure concentration. The Annals of Probability, 24(2):857–866, 1996.

[86] L. Molnár, J. Pitrik, and D. Virosztek. Maps on positive definite matrices preserving bregman and jensen divergences. Linear Algebra and its Applications, 495:174–189, 2016.

[87] A. Montanaro and T. J. Osborne. Quantum boolean functions. arXiv preprint arXiv:0810.2435, 2008. [88] A. Müller-Hermes and D. S. Franca. Sandwiched rényi convergence for quantum evolutions. Quantum, 2:55, 2018. [89] A. Müller-Hermes, D. Stilck França, and M. M. Wolf. Entropy production of doubly stochastic quantum channels. Journal of Mathematical Physics, 57(2):022203, 2016.

[90] A. Müller-Hermes, D. Stilck França, and M. M. Wolf. Relative entropy convergence for depolarizing channels. Journal of Mathematical Physics, 57(2):022202, 2016.

[91] M. Müller-Lennert, F. Dupuis, O. Szehr, S. Fehr, and M. Tomamichel. On quantum rényi entropies: A new generalization and some properties. Journal of Mathematical Physics, 54(12):122203, 2013.

[92] R. Olkiewicz and B. Zegarlinski. Hypercontractivity in noncommutative l_p spaces. Journal of functional analysis, 161(1):246–285, 1999.

[93] F. Otto. The geometry of dissipative evolution equations: the porous medium equation. Communications in Partial Differential Equations, 26:101–174, 2001.

[94] F. Otto and C. Villani. Generalization of an inequality by talagrand and links with the logarithmic sobolev inequality. Journal of Functional Analysis, 173(2):361–400, 2000.

[95] F. Otto and M. Westdickenberg. Eulerian calculus for the contraction in the wasserstein distance. SIAM journal on mathematical analysis, 37(4):1227–1255, 2005.

[96] R. Peyre. Comparison between w2 distance and Ḣ^{−1} norm, and localization of wasserstein distance. ESAIM: Control, Optimisation and Calculus of Variations, 24(4):1489–1501, 2018.

[97] M. Pimsner and S. Popa. Entropy and index for subfactors. Annales scientifiques de l’Ecole normale supérieure, 19(1):57–106, 1986. [98] D. Potapov and F. Sukochev. Operator-lipschitz functions in schatten–von neumann classes. Acta mathematica, 207(2):375–389, 2011.

[99] M. Raginsky, I. Sason, et al. Concentration of measure inequalities in information theory, communications, and coding. Foundations and Trends® in Communications and Information Theory, 10(1-2):1–246, 2013.

[100] F. Rellich and J. Berkowitz. Perturbation theory of eigenvalue problems. CRC Press, 1969. [101] É. Ricard and Q. Xu. A noncommutative martingale convexity inequality. The Annals of Probability, 44(2):867–882, 2016. [102] C. Rouzé and N. Datta. Concentration of quantum states from quantum functional and transportation cost inequalities. Journal of Mathematical Physics, 60(1):012202, 2019.

[103] K.-T. Sturm. On the geometry of metric measure spaces I and II. Acta mathematica, 196(1):65–177, 2006. [104] K. Temme, M. J. Kastoryano, M. B. Ruskai, M. M. Wolf, and F. Verstraete. The χ 2-divergence and mixing times of quantum markov processes. Journal of Mathematical Physics, 51(12):122201, 2010.

[105] K. Temme, F. Pastawski, and M. J. Kastoryano. Hypercontractivity of quasi-free quantum semigroups. Journal of Physics A:

Mathematical and Theoretical, 47(40):405303, 2014.

[106] M. Vernooij and M. Wirth. Derivations and kms-symmetric quantum markov semigroups. arXiv preprint arXiv:2303.15949, 2023. [107] C. Villani. Topics in optimal transportation, volume 58. American Mathematical Soc., 2003. [108] C. Villani. Optimal transport: old and new, volume 338. Springer, 2009.

[109] M.-K. von Renesse and K.-T. Sturm. Transport inequalities, gradient estimates, entropy and ricci curvature. Communications on pure and applied mathematics, 58(7):923–940, 2005.

[110] F. Weber and R. Zacher. The entropy method under curvature-dimension conditions in the spirit of bakry-émery in the discrete setting of markov chains. Journal of Functional Analysis, 281(5):109061, 2021.

[111] M. M. Wilde, A. Winter, and D. Yang. Strong converse for the classical capacity of entanglement-breaking and hadamard channels via a sandwiched rényi relative entropy. Communications in Mathematical Physics, 331(2):593–622, 2014.

[112] M. Wirth. A noncommutative transport metric and symmetric quantum markov semigroups as gradient flows of the entropy. arXiv preprint arXiv:1808.05419, 2018.

[113] M. Wirth. Christensen-evans theorem and extensions of gns-symmetric quantum markov semigroups. arXiv preprint arXiv:2203.00341, 2022.

[114] M. Wirth. A dual formula for the noncommutative transport distance. Journal of Statistical Physics, 187(2):1–18, 2022. [115] M. Wirth and H. Zhang. Complete gradient estimates of quantum markov semigroups. Communications in Mathematical Physics, 387(2):761–791, 2021.

[116] M. Wirth and H. Zhang. Curvature-dimension conditions for symmetric quantum markov semigroups. Annales Henri Poincaré, pages 1–34, 2022.

[117] H. Zhang. From wigner-yanase-dyson conjecture to carlen-frank-lieb conjecture. Advances in Mathematics, 365:107053, 2020. [118] H. Zhang. Optimal 2-uniform convexity of schatten classes revisited. arXiv preprint arXiv:2011.00354, 2020. [119] H. Zhang. Some convexity and monotonicity results of trace functionals. arXiv preprint arXiv:2108.05785, 2021.

(B. Li) Department of Mathematics, Duke University, Durham, NC 27708. Email address: bowen.li200@duke.edu

(J. Lu) Departments of Mathematics, Physics, and Chemistry, Duke University, Durham, NC 27708. Email address: jianfeng@math.duke.edu