
RICCI CURVATURE OF QUANTUM CHANNELS

ON NON-COMMUTATIVE TRANSPORTATION METRIC SPACES

LI GAO AND CAMBYSE ROUZÉ

Abstract. Following Ollivier’s work [57], we introduce the coarse Ricci curvature of a quantum
channel as the contraction of non-commutative metrics on the state space. These metrics are
defined as a non-commutative transportation cost in the spirit of [38, 37], which gives a unified
approach to different quantum Wasserstein distances in the literature. We prove that the coarse
Ricci curvature lower bound and its dual gradient estimate, under suitable assumptions, imply
the Poincaré inequality (spectral gap) as well as transportation cost inequalities. Using inter-
twining relations, we obtain positive bounds on the coarse Ricci curvature of Gibbs samplers,
Bosonic and Fermionic beam-splitters as well as Pauli channels on n-qubits.

1. Introduction

The Ricci curvature of a Riemannian manifold M quantifies the amount by which the volume
of small geodesic balls in M deviates from that in the standard Euclidean space. When being
globally strictly positive, the Ricci curvature governs many geometric and analytic properties
of M such as its diameter via the Bonnet-Meyers theorem, isoperimetric inequalities and the
concentration of measure on M (see the monograph [66]). In their seminal work [4, 5], Bakry

and Émery established an inequality for diffusive Markov processes, known as the curvature
dimension condition, which captures the features of a uniform Ricci curvature lower bound.
With positive curvature bound, this inequality implies well-known functional inequalities, such
as Sobolev, logarithmic Sobolev and Poincaré inequalities (see e.g. [63, 3]). These inequalities
are in turn directly applicable to the analysis of the mixing time of the diffusion process as well
as to derive concentration inequalities for their invariant measures (see [47, 2, 6] for more details
on these topics).

In the past decades, the notion of Ricci curvature has been largely extended beyond Rie-
mannain manifolds. Interestingly, when considering Markov processes on a discrete metric space
(which are generically non-diffusive), various notions of Ricci curvature bound were proposed.

Among which are the Bakry-Émery curvature dimension condition via gradient form [5], Lott-
Sturm-Villani’s synthetic theory of Ricci curvature on metric measure spaces [50, 64], Erbar and
Maas’ entropic Ricci curvature for finite Markov chains [52, 32] and Ollivier’s coarse Ricci cur-
vature for discrete-time Markov chains on metric spaces [57]. All the above notions reduce to
the original definition in the Riemannian setting, while the last three of them substantially rely
on the theory of optimal transport [66].
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2 RICCI CURVATURE OF QUANTUM CHANNELS

Let (X , d) be a complete separable metric space with distance function d. For 1 ≤ p < ∞,
the Wasserstein p-distance between two probability measures µ, ν is defined as

Wp(µ, ν) := inf
π∈Π(µ,ν)

(∫
X×X

d(x, y)p π(dx, dy)
) 1
p
,

where the infimum is taken over all joint distributions π on X ×X whose marginals coincide with
µ and ν. For X = M being a compact Riemannian manifold, the Ricci curvature is uniformly
lower bounded by a constant λ ∈ R if and only if for any two probability measures µ, ν and all
t ≥ 0,

Wp(µ ◦ et∆, ν ◦ et∆) ≤ e−tλWp(µ, ν) (1)

for either p = 1 or 2. Here et∆ denotes the heat semigroup generated by the Laplace-Beltrami
operator ∆. Motivated by the above formulation, Ollivier [57] introduced the notion of coarse
Ricci curvature bound κ ∈ R of a Markov chain P : L∞(X )→ L∞(X ) on a generic Polish space
(X , d) as follows: for any two probability measures µ, ν,

W1(µ ◦ P, ν ◦ P) ≤ (1− κ)W1(µ, ν) . (2)

In particular, Ollivier’s definition recovers the Riemannian setting for P = etL and κ(t) =
1− e−λ t. By Monge-Kantorovich duality, (2) is also equivalent to the contraction (when κ > 0)
of Lipschitz constants:

‖P (f)‖Lip ≤ (1− κ) ‖f‖Lip . (3)

On the other hand, Erbar and Maas [32] introduced the entropic Ricci curvature bound for
finite Markov chains based on Benamou-Brenier’s dynamical formulation of the W2 distance [11]
(see also [58, 1]). Their approach was inspired by Otto’s observation that the heat semigroup
on M is the gradient flow of the entropy with respect to the Wasserstein 2-distance. Given a
continuous time Markov chain etL on a finite sample space X , Erbar and Maas identified the
Wasserstein distance W2,L (depending on the generator L) such that the semigroup etL is the
gradient flow of the relative entropy functional. With this definition, they introduced the entropic
Ricci curvature bound C ∈ R, which can be equivalently formulated in terms of an exponential
contraction of W2,L,

W2,L(µ ◦ etL, ν ◦ etL) ≤ e−tCW2,L(µ, ν) . (4)

The framework of Erbar and Maas was extended by Carlen and Maas [21, 22, 23] to the non-
commutative setting of quantum Markov semigroups on matrix algebras (see also [28, 54]), and
later generalized to symmetric semigroups on finite von Neumann algebras [67, 48]. The entropic
curvature bound is known to imply exponential convergence in terms of the relative entropy as
well as other functional inequalities such as the Poincaré and transportation cost inequalities, in
both discrete classical and quantum settings. It remains an open problem to compare Erbar and
Maas’ entropic Ricci curvature with Ollivier’s coarse Ricci curvature for finite Markov chains.
For instance, the application to entropic convergence remains open for Ollivier’s coarse curvature
[31].

In recent years, various works have studied Wasserstein distances on quantum systems [22,
59, 30, 18]. While the entropic Ricci curvature has found many applications in the study of
quantum Markov semigroups (see e.g. [28, 15]), Ollivier’s notion of coarse Ricci curvature was
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left largely unexplored in the non-commutative realm. The motivation of the present paper is to
fill this gap and study the curvature condition for quantum channels via a unified approach.

Let us illustrate our idea from the perspective of quantum metric spaces. These spaces
originate from Connes’ work on non-commutative geometry [27] and were later studied by Rieffel
[61] and others for their geometric properties such as the Gromov-Hausdorff convergence [41]. A
(W ∗-)quantum metric space (M, L) is given by a von Neumann algebra equipped with a semi-
norm L : A → [0,∞) defined on a dense subalgebra A ⊂ M. This semi-norm often arises from
a (non-commutative) differential structure, and can be viewed as an abstraction of the notion of
Lipschitz constant. It induces the following Connes distance on states: for any two states ω1, ω2,

TL(ω1, ω2) := sup{ω1(x)− ω2(x)|L(x) ≤ 1} .
Examples include different quantum Wasserstein 1-distances considered in the literature [59, 28,
43] . In analogy to the classical picture (2) and (3), the contraction of the distance TL can be
derived by the contraction of the semi-norm,

L(P(x)) ≤ (1− κ)L(x) , (5)

as a dual estimate. More generally, following the abstract setting of [37, 38], a non-commutative
transportation cost TB : D(M)×D(M)→ [0,∞] can be defined as follows

TB(ω1, ω2) := sup
(x,y)∈B

ω1(x)− ω2(y) . (6)

Here, the set B ⊂MR ×MR is a binary relation on the real part MR satisfying certain axioms
(specified in Section 3). The Connes distance TL can then be recovered as a special case after
taking B = {(x, x)|x ∈ MR, L(x) ≤ 1}. Interestingly, due to a recent result by Wirth [68], the
quantum Wasserstein 2-distance of Carlen and Maas also fits into this framework. This allows
us to take a unified approach to Ricci curvature on both quantum Wasserstein 1 and 2-distances:
we say that a triple (M,B,P) satisfies a coarse Ricci curvature lower bound κ ∈ R if for any two
states ω1, ω2,

TB(ω1 ◦ P, ω2 ◦ P) ≤ (1− κ) TB(ω1, ω2) . (7)

The rest of this paper is devoted to an analysis of the coarse Ricci curvature (7) as well as the dual
estimate (5) and is organize as follows: In Section 2, we review some basic facts on von Neumann
algebras, derivations and operator means. We work in this general setting in order to include both
classical and quantum examples in possibly infinite dimensions. Section 3 introduces the non-
commutative transportation cost and reviews various examples in the literature. This includes
the De Palma et al’s Quantum 1-Wasserstein distance [30] and Carlen and Mass’ Quantum
transport metric [22, 23]. Section 4 starts with some basic properties of coarse Ricci curvature
of a triple (M,B,P) and its dual Lipschitz/gradient estimate. We show that a positive coarse
Ricci curvature bound has applications to derive diameter estimates, Poincaré and transportation
cost inequalities. In Sections 5.1 and 5.2, we provide two approaches to derive the coarse Ricci
curvature bound. One is the intertwining relation with derivation, which is a primary source
of examples in the continuous time setting. The other is the group transference method, which
allows us to pass Lipschitz/gradient estimates from classical Markov maps on a group to quantum
channels via group representation. Finally, Section 6 provides some new examples of positive
coarse Ricci curvature, including Gibbs samplers, Bosonic channels and Pauli channels on n-
qubits.
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2. Preliminary

2.1. States, channels and Markov semigroups. We denote by B(H) the bounded operators
on a Hilbert space H. Recall that a von Neumann algebraM is a unital weak∗-closed subalgebra
of some B(H). Throughout the paper, we write 1 as the identity operator in M, and id as the
identity map between two algebras. We denote MR := {x ∈ M|x = x∗} for the real part of
M and M+ = {a∗a|a ∈ M} for the positive cone. A linear functional φ : M → C is a state
if φ(1) = 1 and φ(x) ≥ 0 for all x ∈ M+; φ is normal if φ is weak∗-continuous. We denote by
D(M) the set of normal states on M.

Throughout the paper, we will mostly consider a semi-finite von Neumann algebraM. That
is, M admits a normal faithful semi-finite trace τ :M+ → [0,∞]. More precisely, τ satisfies

(i) if τ(x∗x) = 0, then x = 0;
(ii) for an increasing net {xα} ⊂ M+, sup τ(xα) = τ(supxα);

(iii) for any nonzero x ≥ 0, there exists a nonzero y ≤ x such that τ(y) <∞.

For example, B(H) equipped with the standard trace Tr is a semi-finite von Neumanna algebra.
M is a finite von Neumann algebra if in additional τ(1) < ∞. All finite dimensional M are
finite.

Denote M0 =
⋃
τ(e)<∞ eMe where the union is over all finite projection e ∈M with τ(e) <

∞. For 1 ≤ p <∞, the Lp space Lp(M) is defined as the completion of M0 with respect to the
norm

‖a‖Lp(τ) = τ(|a|p)1/p .

We will often use the short notation ‖ · ‖p := ‖a‖Lp(τ) if no confusion can subsist. We identify
L∞(M) :=M and the predual space M∗ ∼= L1(M) via the duality

a ∈ L1(M)←→ φa ∈M∗, φa(x) = τ(ax) .

We say ρ ∈ L1(M) is a density operator (or simply a density) if ρ ≥ 0 and τ(ρ) = 1. The set of
all densities corresponds to D(M), the normal states of M.

A quantum channel P :M→M is a normal, unital, and completely positive (UCP) map. Its
pre-adjoint P† :M∗ →M∗ is completely positive trace preserving (CPTP), and hence is a map
from D(M) to itself. A quantum Markov semigroup is a family of linear maps t 7→ Pt :M→M
with the following properties:

(i) Pt is a normal UCP map (quantum channel) for all t ≥ 0;
(ii) Pt ◦ Ps = Ps+t for any t, s ≥ 0 and P0 = id;

(iii) for each x ∈M, t 7→ Pt(x) is continuous in the weak∗-topology.

The generator of the semigroup is defined as

L(x) = w∗ − lim
t→0

Pt(x)− x
t

, Pt = etL ,

where L is a closable densely defined operator on L∞(M). We say that a quantum Markov
semigroup Pt is GNS-symmetric with respect to a state ω if

ω(x∗Pt(y)) = ω(Pt(x)∗y) , ∀x, y ∈M.

In particular, Pt is symmetric if Pt is GNS-symmetric to the trace τ .
Recall that the relative entropy of two states ρ and σ is given by

D(ρ‖σ) = τ(ρ log ρ− ρ log σ) ,
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provided ρ log ρ, ρ log σ ∈ L1(M). The relative entropy D(ρ‖σ) measures how well the state ρ
can be distinguished from σ by quantum measurements [13, 39, 55]. In particular, it compares
to the L1-norm by the Pinsker inequality (see [56, Theorem 5.5])

1

2
‖ρ− σ‖21 ≤ D(ρ‖σ) .

Let N ⊂ M be a von Neumann subalgebra. A conditional expectation E : M → N is a
completely positive unital map such that E(axb) = aE(x)b for any a, b ∈ N and x ∈M. We say
that E : M→ N preserves the state σ if σ ◦ E = σ. For any E-invariant state σ, we have the
chain rule [56, Theorem 5.15]

D(ρ‖σ) = D(ρ‖ρ ◦ E) +D(ρ ◦ E‖σ) . (8)

2.2. First order calculus. One natural and primary source of non-commutative metric is from
the so-called first order differential structure introduced in [24]. We say that a tuple (A,H, l, r, ∂)
is a first order differential structure on M if it consists of a weak∗ dense subalgebra A ⊂ M, a
Hilbert space H, commuting non-degenerate ∗-homomorphisms l :M→ B(H), r :Mop → B(H)
and a closed derivation ∂ : A → H satisfying the Leibiniz rule

∂(xy) = l(x)∂y + r(y)∂x , ∀ x, y ∈ A .
Here Mop is the opposite algebra of M defined as

Mop = {a|a ∈M} , a · b = ba.

Let M be a finite von Neumann algebra equipped with trace τ and let Pt = etL :M→M
be a τ -symmetric quantum Markov semigroup with the generator L. We denote the Dirichlet

subalgebra as A :=M∩dom((−L)
1
2 ). Recall that the gradient form or Carré du Champ operator

is defined for all x ∈M∩ dom(L) (and for all x ∈ A after extension) as:

2 Γ(x, x) := L(x∗x)− L(x∗)x− x∗L(x) . (9)

It is proved by Cipriani and Sauvageot [24] that if the gradient form Γ is regular, i.e. Γ(x, x) ∈
L1(M) for all x ∈ A, then Γ can be realized from a (unique) first order differential structure
(A,H, l, r, ∂) as follows

〈∂(x), ∂(y)z〉H = τ(Γ(x, y)z) , (10)

In particular, L = −∂∗∂ where ∂∗ is the adjoint operator of ∂. This differential structure is
an essential ingredient used in [67] to study non-commutative Wasserstein metrics induced by
symmetric quantum Markov semigroups. It was further proved in the preprint [42] that the

above Hilbert space H can be chosen as the L2-space L2(M̂) of a finite von Neumann algebra

(M̂, τ) such that M⊂ M̂ with induced trace and left and right actions defined as

l(x)ξ := xξ, r(x)ξ := ξx, ∀ x, y ∈ A, ξ ∈ L2(M̂) . (11)

In this setting, the gradient form Γ can be expressed as

Γ(x, y) = EM(∂(x)∗∂(y)) , (12)

where EM : M̂ → M is the trace preserving conditional expectation. We note that similar
constructions are also obtained in [22] for finite dimensional GNS-symmetric semigroup with
respect to a faithful state σ. This constitutes a crucial step in the definition of the quantum
Wasserstein 2-distance.
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2.3. Operator mean. We briefly review the notion of an operator mean in the sense of Kubo
and Ando [46]. An operator mean is a binary map λ : B(H)+ × B(H)+ → B(H)+ satisfying the
following properties:

i) if A1 ≤ A2 and B1 ≤ B2, then Λ(A1, B1) ≤ Λ(A2, B2).
ii) CΛ(A,B)C ≤ Λ(CAC,CBC) for any A,B,C ∈ B(H)+

iii) if An ↘ A and Bn ↘ B are decreasing , then Λ(An, Bn)↘ Λ(A,B).
iv) Λ(1, 1) = 1 (1 is the identity operator) .

Here An ↘ A means An is a decreasing sequence and converges to A in strong operator topology.
The simplest example is the arithmetic mean Λari(A,B) = 1

2(A+ B). Two trivial examples are
the right trivial mean Λr(A,B) = B and the left trivial mean Λl(A,B) = A. In general, it is
proved in [46, Theorem 3.4] that every operator mean Λ (for invertible A,B) can be expressed
as

Λ(A,B) = aA+ bB +

∫ ∞
0

1 + t

t

1

(tA)−1 +B−1
dµ(t) (13)

where a = µ(0), b = µ(∞) and µ is some Radom probability measure on [0,∞].
Let (A,H, l, r, ∂) be a first order differential structure on M. For a positive ρ ∈ M+, we

write

Λ(ρ) := Λ(l(ρ), r(ρ))

as a positive operator in B(H)+. We will be in particular interested in the logarithmic mean

Λlog(ρ) =

∫ 1

0
l(ρ)sr(ρ)1−sds .

3. Non-commutative transportation metrics

We start by introducing a general notion of non-commutative transportation cost. Let M
be a von Neumann algebra. Recall that MR := {x ∈ M|x = x∗} denotes the real part of M,
and D(M) denotes the set of normal states onM. Inspired by [38, 37], we propose the following
definition of a non-commutative transportation cost.

Definition 3.1. We say a binary relation B ⊂MR ×MR is a non-commutative transportation
metric if it satisfies the following requirements:

(i) For all (x, y) ∈ B, x ≤ y.
(ii) For all states ω1, ω2 ∈ D(M), there exists (x, y) ∈ B such that ω1(x)− ω2(y) ≥ 0.

Given such a binary relation B, we define the non-commutative transportation cost TB : D(M)×
D(M)→ [0,∞] as

TB(ω1, ω2) := sup
(x,y)∈B

ω1(x)− ω2(y) . (14)

We denote the domain of TB as dom(TB) := {(ω1, ω2) ∈ D(M)×D(M) : TB(ω1, ω2) <∞}. The
map TB is clearly jointly convex on its domain.

It is clear that the condition (ii) implies that TB is non-negative whereas the condition (i)
implies TB(ω, ω) = 0, ∀ω ∈ D(M). We sometimes also call the pair (M,B) a non-commutative
transportation metric by slight abuse of language. We shall now discuss how this unifies different
notions of transportation metrics in the literature.
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3.1. Classical transportation cost. We briefly recall the abstract notion of commutative
transportation cost from [37, 38], for later comparison to the non-commutative settings. We
refer to Villani’s book [66] for more information on this topic. Let (X , d) be a complete sepa-
rable metric space (Polish space). The space L∞(X ) of Borel-measurable bounded functions on
X is a commutative von Neumann algebra. We denote by L∞(X ,R) the set of all measurable
bounded real functions on X , and by D(X ) the set of all probability measures. The following
transportation cost was introduced in [37, 38]: for µ, ν ∈ D(X ),

TB(µ, ν) := sup
(f,g)∈B∩(L1(µ)×L1(ν))

∫
f dµ−

∫
g dν ,

where B ⊂ L∞(X ,R)× L∞(X ,R) is a binary relation satisfying

(i) For all (f, g) ∈ B, f ≤ g.
(ii) For all µ, ν ∈ D(X ), there exists (f, g) ∈ B such that

∫
f dµ−

∫
g dν ≥ 0.

The above condition are often satisfied by binary relations induced by a cost function c : X×X →
R as follows

Bc := {(f, g)|f(x)− g(y) ≤ c(x, y)} .
The celebrated Kantorovich duality states that if the cost function c is lower semi-continuous,
then

TB(µ, ν) = sup
(f,g)∈B∩(L1(µ)×L1(ν))

∫
f dµ−

∫
g dν (15)

= inf
π∈Π(µ,ν)

∫
X×X

c(x, y) dπ(x, y)

where the infimum is over the set Π(µ, ν) of joint distributions π whose marginals are π1 = µ
and π2 = ν. Based on (15), the binary relation Bc satisfies the condition (i) in Definition 3.1
if c(x, x) = 0 for all x ∈ X ; Bc satisfies the condition (ii), or equivalently, the non-negativity
of TBc , if c(x, y) ≥ 0 for all x, y ∈ X . Thus a common assumption for the cost function is that
c : X × X → [0,∞] is lower semi-continuous and c(x, x) = 0 for all x ∈ X .

Standard examples of transportation costs are Wasserstein distances. The Wasserstein 1-
distance takes the cost function c(x, y) = d(x, y) as the underlying distance on X , and possesses
the following simplified expression as the dual distance to the Lipschitz constant

W1(µ, ν) = sup
f(x)−g(y)≤ d(x,y)

∫
f dµ−

∫
g dν = sup

‖ f ‖Lip≤ 1

∫
f (dµ− dν) ,

where we recall that the Lipschitz constant is defined as ‖f‖Lip := supx,y
|f(x)−f(y)|
d(x,y) . The above

simplification follows from the sufficiency of choosing the tight pair (f, g) as

f(x) = inf
x

(g(y) + d(x, y)) , g(y) = sup
x

(f(x)− d(x, y)) .

It is clear that both ‖f‖Lip, ‖g‖Lip ≤ 1 by triangle inequality, and it follows that f = g. In
particular, this recovers the distance function d by

d(x, y) = W1(δx, δy) ∀ x, y ∈ X ,



8 RICCI CURVATURE OF QUANTUM CHANNELS

where δx denotes the Dirac distribution at x ∈ X . One can also consider cp(x, y) = d(x, y)p for
p ≥ 1, for which the transportation cost is

Tcp(µ, ν) = sup
f(x)−g(y)≤d(x,y)p

∫
f dµ−

∫
g dν = inf

π∈Π(µ,ν)

∫
X×X

d(x, y)p dπ(x, y) .

For 1 < p <∞,

Wp(µ, ν) =
(

inf
π∈Π(µ,ν)

∫
X×X

d(x, y)p dπ(x, y)
) 1
p

are the Wasserstein p-distances. The following “Gluing lemma” is the key fact behind the proof
of the triangle inequality for Wp:

Lemma 3.2 ([66], p. 11). Let π be a joint distribution over X ×X whose marginal distributions
are µ1 and µ2, and let π′ be a joint distribution over X ×X whose marginal distributions are µ2

and µ3. There exists a joint distribution γ over X × X × X such that

γ12 = π, γ23 = π′ .

Based on the above lemma, the triangle inequality follows from the triangle inequality of
Lp norms. The faithfulness and symmetry follow from the properties of the distance function
d(x, y).

When (X , d) is a Riemannian manifold equipped with the Riemannian distance d, the Wasser-
stein 2-distance enjoys other equivalent formulations. One equivalent formulation is in terms of
sub-solutions of the Hamilton Jacobi equation:

W 2
2 (µ, ν) =

1

2
inf
{∫

u1dµ−
∫
u0dν : u̇t +

1

2
|∇ut|2 ≤ 0

}
(16)

where ∇ is the gradient operator. The second one is the Benamou-Brenier formula

W2(µ0, µ1) = inf

∫ 1

0
‖µ̇t‖g,µt dt .

where the infimum is over all absolutely continuous paths t 7→ µt connecting µ0 and µ1 in D(X ).
The metric ‖µ̇‖g,µ is given by

‖µ̇‖g,µ = inf
{∫
|v|2dµ | µ̇+ div(vµ) = 0

}
(17)

where div is the divergence operator. This formally expresses W2 as the Riemannian distance of
the metric (17) on D(X ).

3.2. Non-commutative tansportation cost. A large family of non-commutative transporta-
tion costs TB arises from duality to a semi-norm. Many are considered as quantum analogs of
the Wasserstein 1-distance in the literature, and are related to the concept of compact quantum
metric spaces introduced by Rieffel [61]. Let AR ⊂ MR be a subspace and L : AR → [0,∞) be
a semi-norm. Denote dom(L) := AR. We consider the degenerate binary relation given by the
unit ball of L:

BL = {(x, x) ∈ AR ×AR|L(x) ≤ 1} .
The corresponding transportation cost is

TL(ω1, ω2) = sup
L(x)≤ 1

(ω1 − ω2)(x) .
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The following proposition follows by standard duality:

Proposition 3.3. TL : D(M)×D(M)→ [0,∞] is a pseudo-distance, i.e. it satisfies the triangle
inequality and TL(ω, ω) = 0 for any ω. If dom(L) is w∗-dense in MR, then TL(ω1, ω2) > 0
whenever ω1 6= ω2.

Often, the semi-norm above is defined as the restriction of a semi-norm L : A → [0,∞) on a
self-adjoint subspace A = A∗ ⊂M satisfying L(x) = L(x∗). In this case, we equivalently have

TL(ω1, ω2) = sup
L(x)≤ 1

|ω1(x)− ω2(x)| .

We start with three concrete examples.

Example 3.4. (Trace distance) The simplest instance of a non-commutative transportation cost
distance arises by taking the operator norm and the degenerate binary relation B := {(x, x)|x ∈
MR, ‖x‖ ≤ 1}. This recovers the usual dual norm on states:

‖ω1 − ω2‖1 := sup
x=x∗ , ‖x‖≤1

ω1(x)− ω2(x) . (18)

Example 3.5. (Quantum Ornstein distance) Recently, the following quantum generalization
of the Ornstein distance was introduced in [59]: given a finite dimensional Hilbert space H
of dimension d and an integer n ∈ N, we consider the algebra M := B(H⊗n) and the set
B⊗ := {(x, x) : x ∈MR, ‖x‖⊗ ≤ 1}, where the Ornstein Lipschitz constant ‖x‖⊗ is defined as

‖x‖⊗ := max
i∈[n]

min
x(i)
‖x− x(i) ⊗ 1i‖ , (19)

and where the above minimization is over self-adjoint operators x(i) on the complement subsystem
Hic of Hi. The dual transportation cost distance is given by

T⊗(ρ, σ) = min
{∑

i

ci | ci ≥ 0, ρ− σ =
∑
i=1

ci(ρ
(i) − σ(i)) ,Tri(ρ

(i)) = Tri(σ
(i)) ∀i = 1, . . . , n

}
.

Here Tri denotes the partial trace map over i-th site.

Example 3.6. (Oscillator norm) Alternatively, in [53] the authors considered the following
semi-norm on B(H⊗n), also known as the oscillator norm:

|||x|||osc :=
n∑
i=1

‖x− d−11i ⊗ Tri(x)‖ , (20)

so that Bosc :=
{

(x, x)|x ∈ B(H⊗n)R, |||x|||osc ≤ 1
}

.

The next two examples arise from non-commutative geometric structures.

Example 3.7. (Compact quantum metric spaces) Let M be a unital C∗-algebra and L : A →
[0,∞) be a semi-norm defined on a self-adjoint norm-dense subspace A ⊂M. The pair (M,L) is
said to be a compact quantum metric space if Ker(L) = C1 and the transportation cost distance
TL metrizes the weak∗-topology on D(M). L is viewed as an abstract Lipschitz semi-norm which
vanishes on C1. In particular, ifM = C(X , d) is the algebra of continuous functions on a Polish
space and L(.) = ‖ ·‖Lip denotes the Lipschitz constant, TL reduces to the Wasserstein 1-distance
of Section 3.1.
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Example 3.8. (Spectral triples) The origin of compact quantum metric spaces goes back to
Connes’s work (e.g. [26, 27]) in non-commutative geometry. A spectral triple (A,H, D) consists
of a ∗-algebra A ⊂ B(H) of bounded operators acting on a Hilbert space H and a (possibly
unbounded) self-adjoint operator D on H such that the commutator [D, a] is bounded for all
a ∈ A. This self-adjoint operator D models the spin Dirac operator on spin manifolds. The
Lipschitz semi-norm is given by

L(a) := ‖[D, a]‖ ∀ a ∈ A .

The distance

TD(ρ, σ) = sup
‖ [D,a] ‖≤1

|ρ(a)− σ(a)|

is also called Connes’ distance.

The next example arises from gradient forms of quantum Markov semigroups.

Example 3.9. (Gradient form) Let Pt = etL :M→M be a quantum Markov semigroup with
generator L. Recall that its gradient form is defined as:

2 Γ(x, x) := L(x∗x)− L(x∗)x− x∗L(x) , x ∈ dom(L) . (21)

In [43], the following semi-norms were introduced

‖x‖Γ = max{‖Γ(x, x)‖1/2, ‖Γ(x∗, x∗)‖1/2}, x ∈M ,

where ‖ · ‖ is the operator norm on M. The dual Wasserstein distance is defined as

WΓ(ω1, ω2) := sup
{

(ω1 − ω2)(x)|x ∈MR, ‖Γ(x, x)‖ ≤ 1
}
. (22)

The norm ‖ · ‖Γ was used in [43] in the study of Lp-Poincaré inequalities, as well as in [34] to
formulate a dual form to the transportation cost inequality for WΓ (see Section 4.3).

It is natural to define Lipschitz semi-norms through a differential structure. Let (H, l, r, J, ∂)
be a first order differential structure on M as defined in section 2.2. Given a semi-norm ‖ · ‖L
on the Hilbert space H, we define the semi-norm

‖x‖∂,L := ‖∂x‖L
whenever ‖∂x‖L is finite.

Example 3.10. (First order differential structure) Given the finite dimensional matrix algebra
M = Mn(C), Carlen and Maas [22, 23] introduced a differential structure associated to a quantum
Markov semigroup Pt = etL :M→M which is symmetric with respect to a general faithful state
σ, i.e. τ(σPt(x)∗y) = τ(σx∗Pt(y)) for all x, y ∈ M. Under this assumption, the Lindbladian L
takes the form

L(x) =
∑
j∈J

e−ωj
(
v∗j [x, vj ] + [v∗j , x]vj

)
where J is a finite index set , ωj ∈ R and {vj}j∈J = {v∗j }j∈J ⊂ B(H) is a self-adjoint set. The
derivation is defined as

∂ = (∂j)j∈J :M→
⊕
j∈J
M , ∂j(x) := [vj , x] .
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The left (resp. right) actions are defined as the left (resp. right) multiplications

l(x)(Vj) = (xVj) , r(x)(Vj) = (Vjx) .

Given such a gradient structure, we can define the semi-norm of x ∈ M as (see also [62] for a
slightly different definition):

|||x|||∂,2 :=

∑
j∈J
‖∂jx‖2∞

 1
2

. (23)

where ‖ · ‖∞ is the operator norm.

We now discuss two quantum transportation costs which fit into our general framework.

Example 3.11. (Quantum Wasserstein 2-distance) The derivation in Example 3.10 was used
by Carlen and Maas [22] to introduce a quantum Wasserstein distance such that the reversible
quantum Markov semigroup t 7→ etL on M is the gradient flow of the quantum relative entropy
to the equilibrium state. Indeed, the distance between two states ω1 and ω2 is given by

W∂,2(ω1, ω2) := inf
γ

∫ 1

0
‖γ̇(t)‖g,γ(t)dt , (24)

where γ : [0, 1]→ D(M) is a piece-wise smooth curve such that γ(0) = ω1 and γ(1) = ω2. For a
state ρ ∈ D(M), the metric integrated above is defined as

‖x‖2g,ρ = inf
V=(Vj)

〈V, [ρ]~ωV〉Tr , (25)

where [ρ]~ω :M→M is the multiplication operator

[ρ]~ω((Vj)) =
(

[ρ]ωj (Vj)
)
, [ρ]ωj (X) =

∫ 1

0
eωj(s−1/2) ρsXρ1−sds .

The above infimum is over all V = (Vj) ∈
⊕

j∈JM satisfying x = ∂∗
(
[ρ]~ωV

)
. This infimum

is an analog of the Benamou-Brenier formula for the classical Wasserstein 2-distance [1]. More
recently, Wirth [68] provided a dual formulation of this distance (albeit in the case of a primitive
quantum Markov semigroup) : for any two states ω1, ω2 ∈ D(Mn(C)):

1

2
W∂,2(ω1, ω2)2 = sup

{
ω1(a)− ω2(b) : (a, b) ∈ B∂

}
(26)

where the set B∂ consists of all pairs of self-adjoint matrices (a, b) that are connected by an
a.e. differentiable path {γ(t)}t∈[0,1] in Mn(C)R that is a subsolution of the non-commutative
Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellmann equation. Namely, for a.e. t ∈ [0, 1], and all ρ ∈ D(Mn(C)):

ρ(γ̇(t)) +
1

2
‖∂γ(t)‖2g,ρ ≤ 0 , (27)

where the norm ‖.‖ρ is the metric defined in Equation (25). The set B∂ satisfies the Definition
3.1. Indeed, since ρ ∈ D(Mn(C)) is arbitrary, (27) implies that B∂ fulfills the conditions (i). The
condition (ii) is satisfied with the trivial path γ(t) = 0. Moreover, Equation (42) justifies that
W∂,2 is indeed a distance.
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One can observe that for each j, the multiplication operator [ρj ] is an operator mean in
section 2.3. Indeed, [23, 68] studied the quantum transport metric by replacing [ρ]~ω by a family
of general operator means

~Λ(ρ) := (Λj(ρ)) , Λj(ρ) = Λj(l(ρ), r(ρ)) .

Both the gradient flow structure and the equivalent formation (27) are obtained for the corre-
sponding Wasserstein distance.

Example 3.12. (Wasserstein distances via coupling) As discussed in Section 3.1, transportation
distances in the commutative setting are naturally introduced as a minimization of the cost of
a transport plan. Such an approach was recently extended to the non-commutative setting by
various authors [36, 30, 33, 25]. Given two states ω1, ω2 on M, we denote by Π(ω1, ω2) the set
of all couplings of ω1 and ω2, i.e. :

π(ω1, ω2) :=
{
π ∈ D(M⊗M) : π(x⊗ 1) = ω1(x), π(1⊗ y) = ω2(y) ∀x, y ∈M

}
. (28)

Here and in the following M⊗M denote the von Neumann algebra tensor product. Next, given
a positive element C ∈M⊗M, we define the transportation cost as

TC(ω1, ω2) := inf
π∈Π(ω1,ω2)

π(C) . (29)

For the finite dimensional matrix algebra M = Mn(C), the above transportation cost enjoys a
dual formulation similar to the classical setting (see [18, Theorem 2.2]): for any two states ω1, ω2,

TC(ω1, ω2) = sup
{
ω1(x)− ω2(y) : x⊗ 1− 1⊗ y ≤ C, x, y ∈ Mn(C)R

}
. (30)

Recall that a binary function d : X ⊗ X → [0,∞) is a weak metric if it satisfies

i) d(x, y) = d(y, x)
ii) d(x, y) ≥ 0, and d(x, y) = 0 if and only if x = y.

It was proved in [25, Theorem 5.2] that TC is a weak metric on D(M) if and only if it is strictly
supported on the anti-symmetric subspace

HA = span{|ψ〉 ⊗ |ϕ〉 − |ϕ〉 ⊗ |ψ〉 | |ψ〉 , |ϕ〉 ∈ Cn} .
To see why the binary relation BC := {(x, y)|x ⊗ 1 − 1 ⊗ y ≤ C, x, y ∈ Mn(C)R} satisfies
the axioms of Definition 3.1, we introduce the swap unitary operation S through the relation
S(|ψ〉 ⊗ |ϕ〉) = |ϕ〉 ⊗ |ψ〉. The anti-symmetric subspace HA is the eigenspace of S corresponding
to the eigenvalue −1. First, the non-negativity condition (ii) is trivially satisfied with x = y = 0.
To prove (i), we note that for any pure state φ = |φ〉 〈φ|,

φ⊗ φ(C) = (〈φ| ⊗ 〈φ|)C(|φ〉 ⊗ |φ〉) = 0

because |φ〉⊗ |φ〉 is in the symmetric subspace and hence orthogonal to HA. Then by SCS = C,
we have that for any x, y ∈ Mn(C)R satisfying x⊗ 1− 1⊗ y ≤ C,

(x− y)⊗ 1− 1⊗ (x− y) ≤ 2C , (31)

which implies that x ≤ y after evaluating the inequality on tensor product pure states φ⊗ φ.

As opposed to the previously discussed examples, the transportation cost TC (or T 1/p
C to

some p > 1) is not always a distance. It was proved in [25, Corollary 8.3] that
√
TC is a

distance on qubit system (n=2). In general, the lack of triangle inequality is partially due to
the failure of the gluing Lemma 3.2 in the quantum case. For example, there is not tripartite
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state ρ ∈ D(Mn(C)⊗Mn(C)⊗Mn(C)) such that both reduced densities ρ12 and ρ23 are maximally
entangled state.

4. Coarse Ricci curvature and gradient estimate

In this section, we discuss a notion of non-commutative curvature of a quantum channel
based on the general transportation cost introduced in Section 3. We recall that a quantum
channel P : M → M is a normal completely positive unital map and its pre-adjoint P† is a
transformation on the state space D(M) → D(M) given by P†(ω) = ω ◦ P. By slight abuse of
notation, we will also refer to P† as a quantum channel. Recall that the multiplicative domain
of P is defined as

M(P) :=
{
a ∈M, P(a∗a) = P(a∗)P(a), P(aa∗) = P(a)P(a∗)

}
. (32)

and we define its decoherence-free subalgebra as N (P) := ∩n≥1M(Pn). It is clear that the
restriction of P to N (P) is a ∗-homomorphism. Here, we also assume that there exists a normal
conditional expectation EN :M→N (P) onto N (P) [20].

Definition 4.1. Let (M,B) be a non-commutative transportation metric and P : M → M a
quantum channel. The non-commutative coarse Ricci curvature of the triple (M,B,P) at a pair
of states (ω1, ω2) ∈ dom(TB) with ω1 ◦ EN = ω2 ◦ EN is defined as

κ(ω1, ω2) := 1− TB(ω1 ◦ P, ω2 ◦ P)

TB(ω1, ω2)
. (33)

with the convention that κ(ω1, ω2) = −∞ whenever TB(ω1 ◦ P, ω2 ◦ P) = ∞. We say that the
triple (M,B,P) has the non-commutative coarse Ricci curvature lower bound κ ∈ R if for any
two states ω1, ω2 ∈ D(M) with ω1 ◦ EN = ω2 ◦ EN , κ(ω1, ω2) ≥ κ, i.e.

TB(ω1 ◦ P, ω2 ◦ P) ≤ (1− κ) TB(ω1, ω2) . (34)

The above definition is motivated from Ollivier’s Ricci curvature [57] of classical Markov
chains with respect to the Wasserstein 1-distance discussed in Section 3.1, as well as from the
quantum entropic curvature lower bound of a quantum Markov semigroup as introduced in
[21, 22], where TB is taken as the quantum Wasserstein 2-distance W∂,2 defined in Example 3.11

Remark 4.2. As we will be mostly interested in the case of positive coarse Ricci curvature, the
condition that ω1 ◦ EN = ω2 ◦ EN allows us to consider maps P with multiple invariant states.
Indeed, in the generic setting ω ◦ Pn − ω ◦ EN → 0, if the curvature bound κ > 0, we have for
any TB(ω1, ω2) <∞,

TB(ω1 ◦ EN , ω2 ◦ EN ) = lim
n
TB(ω1 ◦ Pn, ω2 ◦ Pn) ≤ lim

n
(1− κ)n TB(ω1, ω2) = 0

which implies ω1 ◦ EN = ω2 ◦ EN if TB is faithful.

In the spirit of [57], we give two simple properties of the coarse Ricci curvature introduced
in Theorem 4.1.

Proposition 4.3 (Composition and superposition). Let TB be a transportation cost on the von
Neumann algebra M. Let P1,P2 : M → M be two quantum channels such that the triple
(M,B,P1), resp. (M,B,P2), has coarse Ricci curvature lower bound κ1 ∈ R, resp. κ2 ∈ R.
Then
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(i) (Composition): P1 ◦ P2 has coarse Ricci curvature lower bound κ1 + κ2 − κ1κ2.
(ii) (Superposition): for any 0 ≤ λ ≤ 1, λP1 + (1 − λ)P2 has coarse Ricci curvature lower

bound λκ1 + (1− λ)κ2.

Proof. (i) follows from the definition and (ii) is clear from the joint convexity of TB. �

4.1. From gradient estimate to curvature. We discuss two gradient type estimates that
imply coarse Ricci curvature bounds. The first one is for the transportation cost TL arising from
a semi-norm L. We assume that ker(L) is a subalgebra N . Then WL(ω1, ω2) = ∞ whenever
ω1 ◦ EN 6= ω2 ◦ EN . This is because there exists x ∈ N with L(x) = 0 such that ω1(x) =
ω1 ◦ EN (x) 6= ω2 ◦ EN (x) = ω2(x).

We say a quantum channel P satisfies the κ-Lipschitz estimate for κ ∈ R if for any x ∈
dom(L), P(x) ∈ dom(L) and

L(P(x)) ≤ (1− κ)L(x) .

It is clear that if P satisfies κ-Lipschitz estimate for any κ, then P(N ) ⊂ N . In the classical
setting, the Lipschitz estimate and coarse Ricci curvature (w.r.t to W1 distance) are equivalent.
Here in the abstract non-commutative setting, one direction is clear.

Proposition 4.4. If P satisfies κ-Lipschitz estimate for the semi-norm L, then the triple
(M,BL,P) has coarse Ricci curvature lower bound.

Proof. Direct by duality. �

One important property of the classical coarse Ricci curvature is the L1-tensorization (see
[57, Proposition 27]). Here we discuss L1-tensorization of Lipschitz estimates. As for other
functional inequalities [10, 35], the tensorization property does not naturally extend to the non-
commutative framework. In order to recover it, we use the notion of a matrix Lipschitz semi-norm
(see e.g. [70]). We let A ⊂ M be a w∗-dense subalgebra and we denote Mn(A) = A ⊗ Mn for
each integer n ≥ 1 and similarly forM. A matrix Lipschitz semi-norm is a family of semi-norms
L(n) : Mn(A)→ [0,∞) such that for all n,m ≥ 1

(i) L(n)(1) = 0 ;

(ii) for all x ∈ Mn(A), L(n)(x) = L(n)(x∗);
(iii) for all x ∈ Mn(A), y ∈ Mm(A),

L(n+m)

([
x 0
0 y

])
= max{L(n)(x), L(m)(y)} ;

(iv) for all x ∈ Mn(A), a ∈ Mm,n(C) and b ∈ Mn,m(C), L(m)(axb) ≤ ‖a‖L(n)(x)‖b‖.
Next, we introduce a notion of complete boundedness for Lipschitz semi-norms: given a matrix
Lipschitz semi-norm (Mn(A), L(n))n≥1, we say a quantum channel P : M → M satisfies the
κ-complete Lipschitz estimate for κ ∈ R if for any n ≥ 1 and any x ∈ Mn(A),

L(n)((id⊗P)(x)) ≤ (1− κ)L(n)(x) . (35)

With the above definition, the L1 tensorization extends naturally:

Proposition 4.5. Let (Mi,BLi)i∈I be a finite family of non-commutative metric spaces induced
by the matrix Lipschitz semi-norms (Li)i∈I . Assume that for each i ∈ I, Pi : Mi → Mi is a
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quantum channel satisfying the κi-complete Lipschitz estimate of parameter κi ≥ 0. Denote by

L̃ the Lipschitz semi-norm on
⊗

i∈I Ai as

L̃(x) =
∑
i∈I

Li(x) . (36)

Then for any probability distribution {αi}i∈I , the quantum channel

P̃ :=
∑
i∈I

αi Pi ⊗ idic (37)

satisfies the κ-complete Lipschitz estimate of parameter κ = mini αiκi with respect to the semi-

norm L̃. Here idic is the identity map on
⊗

j 6=iMj.

Proof. For the ease of notation, we simply write L(n) = L for a semi-norm L. We have

L̃(P̃(x)) ≤
∑
i

αi
∑
j

Li((Pj ⊗ id)(x))

≤
∑
i

αi Li((Pi ⊗ id)(x)) +
∑
i 6=j

αi Lj((Pi ⊗ id)(x))

≤
∑
i

αi(1− κi)Li(x) +
∑
i 6=j

αi Lj(x) (38)

≤
∑
i,j

αi Lj(x)−
∑
i

αiκi Li(x)

≤ (1−min
i
αiκi)L̃(x) .

In Equation (38), we used the fact that Lj((Pi ⊗ id)(x)) ≤ Lj(x). This follows from (iv) in the
definition of a matrix Lipschitz semi-norm for Lj and the fact that Pi is a complete contraction
on Mi. �

We shall now consider the analog of gradient estimate in [69] which implies the contraction
of quantum transport metrics in Example 3.11. Let M be a finite von Neumann algebra and
(A,H, l, r, ∂) be a first order differential structure on M as defined in section 2.2. Given an
operator mean Λ, we consider the multiplication operator for a positive operator ρ,

Λρ : H → H , Λρ = Λ(l(ρ), r(ρ)) (39)

where l (resp. r) is the left action (resp. right action). When H ∼=
⊕

j∈J L2(M) is a direct sum

of copies of L2(M), we can further consider

Λρ = (Λρ,j) :
⊕
j∈J

L2(M) , Λρ,j = Λj(l(ρ), r(ρ)) , (40)

for a family of operator mean Λj , j ∈ J . The simpler setting (39) is sufficient for symmetric
quantum Markov semigroup on finite von Neumann algebra [67] and the second setting (40) is
needed for finite dimensional GNS-symmetric semigroups as in [22, 23, 68] . In both cases, we
define the following weighted norm on H:

‖x‖ρ := 〈V,Λρ(V )〉H , V ∈ H . (41)
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Recall that the associated quantum Wasserstein 2-distance is given by

W∂,2(ω1, ω2) := inf
γ

∫ 1

0
‖γ̇(t)‖g,γ(t) dt , (42)

where γ : [0, 1] → D(M) is an absolutely continuous curve such that γ(0) = ω1 and γ(1) = ω2.
The above integrated metric is defined as

‖x‖2g,ρ := inf〈V,Λρ(V )〉H , (43)

where the infimum is over all V ∈ H satisfying x = ∂∗
(
Λρ(V )

)
. Let t 7→ Pt = etL be the quantum

Markov semigroup generated by the derivation L = −∂∗∂. In finite dimensions, it is proved that
the following are equivalent

(i) for each t, Pt satisfies the gradient estimate ‖∂Pt(x)‖ρ ≤ e−λt‖∂x‖P†t (ρ)
for all x ∈ A and

all ρ ∈ D(M);
(ii) for any ω1, ω2 ∈ D(M), W∂,2(ω1 ◦ P, ω2 ◦ P) ≤ e−2λtW∂,2(ω1, ω2).

We remark that the implication (i) ⇒ (ii) is also obtained for primitive symmetric quantum
Markov semigroups on finite von Neumann algebras.

Motivated from the above, we introduce the gradient estimate for quantum channels. We
say a quantum channel P :M→M satisfies the gradient estimate of constant κ ∈ R (in short,
κ-GE) if for any x ∈ A and density operator ρ,

‖∂P(x)‖ρ ≤ (1− κ)‖∂x‖P†(ρ)

where P†(ρ) = ρ ◦ P is the adjoint map of P on D(M).

Proposition 4.6. P satisfies κ-GE implies that P satisfies κ-coarse curvature bound for W∂,2,
i.e. for any ω1, ω2 ∈ D(M),

W∂,2(ω1 ◦ P, ω2 ◦ P) ≤ (1− κ)W∂,2(ω1, ω2) .

For the proof, We need the following lemma.

Lemma 4.7. Let A,B be densely defined positive operators on some Hilbert space H and C ∈
B(H). Suppose for some λ > 0, C∗AC ≤ λB. Then CB−1C∗ ≤ λA−1, where A−1, B−1 are the
inverse operator on the corresponding supports.

Proof. We write dom(B) as the domain of B and supp(B) as the support of B. C∗AC ≤ λB
means that for any ξ ∈ dom(B), 〈ξ, C∗ACξ〉H ≤ λ〈ξ,Bξ〉H. Then for any ξ ∈ dom(B)∩supp(B),

〈ξ,B−1/2C∗ACB−1/2ξ〉H ≤ λ‖ξ‖2H,

which implies ‖B−1/2C∗ACB−1/2‖ ≤ λ as a bounded operator on H. This further implies

‖B−1/2C∗A1/2‖ ≤
√
λ, and hence for ξ ∈ H,

〈ξ, A1/2CB−1C∗A1/2ξ〉H ≤ λ‖ξ‖2H
Then for any η ∈ ran(A1/2) = dom(A) ∩ supp(A), we have

〈η, CB−1C∗η〉H ≤ λ〈η,A−1η〉H .

�
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Proof of Proposition 4.6. Given an invertible density operator ρ ∈ D(M), denote the positive
densely defined operator ∂∗Λρ∂ = Mρ on A ⊂ L2(M). Note that P† is also the adjoint map of
P on L2(M) with respect to the trace inner product. By Lemma 4.7, we have

κ-GE ⇐⇒ P†MρP ≤ (1− κ)2MP†(ρ)

=⇒ PM−1
P†(ρ)

P† ≤ (1− κ)2M−1
ρ .

Note that from [23, Definition 7.6],

‖x‖2g,ρ := inf
x=∂∗(Λρ(V ))

〈V,Λρ(V )〉H = 〈x,M−1
ρ x〉L2(M) . (44)

Given an absolutely continuous path γ : [0, 1] → D(M) connecting ω1 and ω2, P†(γ) is a path
connecting P†(ω1) and P†(ω2). Then for each t ∈ [0, 1] ,

‖P†(γ′(t))‖2g,P†(γ(t)) = 〈P†(γ′(t)),M−1
P†(γ(t))

P†(γ′(t))〉

≤ (1− κ)2〈γ′(t),M−1
γ(t)γ

′(t)〉

= (1− κ)2‖γ′(t)‖2g,γ(t)

Integrating over t ∈ [0, 1] for an arbitrary such curve γ yields the assertion.
�

For the tensorization property, we introduce the complete notion of gradient estimate. We
say that P satisfies the complete gradient estimate of constant κ ∈ R (κ-CGE in short) if idR⊗P
satisfies κ-GE for the derivation id⊗∂ : R ⊗ A → L2(R) ⊗ H and for all finite von Neumann
algebra R.

Proposition 4.8. Let (Mi, τi), i = 1, 2 be finite von Neumann algebras equipped with corre-
sponding first order structures (Ai,Hi, li, ri, ∂i). Let Pi :Mi →Mi be quantum channels. If for
i = 1, 2, Pi satisfies κ-CGE for ∂i respectively, then P1 ⊗ P2 satisfies κ-CGE for the derivation

∂ = ∂1 ⊗ id⊕ id⊗∂2 : Ai ⊗A2 → (H1 ⊗ L2(M2))⊕ (L2(M1)⊗H2) .

Proof. The proof is similar to [69, Theorem 4.1]. The details are left to the reader. �

4.2. From curvature to spectral gap. In this section, we prove that the Lipchitz estimate of
a quantum channel P lower bounds its spectral gap. Let P : M → M be a quantum channel
that is GNS-symmetric with respect to a faithful state ω ∈ D(M), i.e. for any x, y ∈M:

ω(P(x)y) = ω(xP(y)) .

It follows that ω is invariant under P, i.e. ω ◦ P = ω. By Kadison-Schwarz inequality, P
is a contraction on the ω-weighted L2 norm ‖x‖L2(ω) := ω(x∗x) and P is an isometry on the
multiplicative domain of P, which we denote by N . Recall that the spectral gap of P is defined
as

λ(P) := inf
EN (x)=0

ω(P(x)∗P(x))

ω(x∗x)
.

We need the following non-commutative (2−∞) Poincaré inequality:
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Definition 4.9. We say a semi-norm L with w∗-dense domain A satisfies a (2−∞) Poincaré
inequality with respect to an invariant state ω and subalgebra N if there exists a constant C ≥ 0
such that for any x ∈ A,

‖x− EN (x)‖L2(ω) ≤ C L(x) . (45)

Similar estimates were considered in the setting of non-commutative diffusions under a Bakry-
Emery condition in [43]. In what follows, we prove that under the assumption of a (2 − ∞)
Poincaré inequality, the non-commutative coarse Ricci curvature provides a lower bound on the
gap of P.

Proposition 4.10. Let P be a quantum channel with multiplicative domain N and symmetric
with respect to a faithful state ω ∈ D(M). Assume that the semi-norm L satisfies a (2 −∞)-
Poincaré inequality with respect to ω and subalgebra N . If P satisfies the gradient estimate
L(P(x)) ≤ (1− κ)L(x) with respect to the semi-norm L with κ > 0, then λ(P) ≥ κ.

Proof. For x ∈ A and any n ∈ N, we have by the (2−∞) Poincaré inequality that

‖Pn(x)− EN (Pn(x))‖L2(ω) ≤ CL(Pn(x)) ≤ C (1− κ)n L(x) . (46)

Note that P ◦ EN = EN ◦ P. Taking the n-th root of the above inequality, we have

lim
n→∞

‖Pn(x− EN (x))‖
1
n

L2(ω) ≤ 1− κ . (47)

In other words, the spectral radius of P on L2(ω) is at most 1 − κ on the domain A of L.
We conclude the proof using that P is a bounded self-adjoint operator on L2(ω), so that it is
sufficient to consider its spectral radius on any dense subspace. �

4.3. From curvature to transportation cost inequalities. Let Ei : M → Ni, i = 1, . . . , n
be a finite family of conditional expectations. We consider the quantum channel P = 1

n

∑n
i=1Ei

as the average of the channels Ei. The invariant subalgebra of P is N = ∩iNi. The following
result is inspired by [31] (see also [29] for a slightly different version of the result):

Theorem 4.11. Assume that the triple (M,B,P = 1
n

∑n
i=1Ei) has coarse Ricci curvature bound

κ > 0. Suppose further that for each i ∈ [n], the transportation cost TB satisfies triangle inequality
and

TB(ρ, ρ ◦ Ei) ≤ C ‖ρ− ρ ◦ Ei‖1 . (48)

Then for any ρ ∈ D(M),

TB(ρ, ρ ◦ EN ) ≤ C

1− (1− κ)n

√
2nD(ρ‖ρ ◦ EN ) . (49)
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Proof. For any j ∈ N, denote ρ(j) := ρ ◦ Pj . Then, by the triangle inequality and for N ∈ N, we
have

TB(ρ, ρ ◦ EN ) ≤
N∑
j=1

TB(ρ(j−1), ρ(j)) + TB(ρ(N), ρ ◦ EN )

≤ 1

n

n∑
i=1

N∑
j=1

TB(ρ(j−1), ρ(j−1) ◦ Ei) + (1− κ)NTB(ρ, ρ ◦ EN )

≤ C

n

n∑
i=1

N∑
j=1

‖ρ(j−1) − ρ(j−1) ◦ Ei‖1 + (1− κ)NTB(ρ, ρ ◦ EN )

≤ C
√

2

n

n∑
i=1

N∑
j=1

√
D(ρ(j−1)‖ρ(j−1) ◦ Ei) + (1− κ)NTB(ρ, ρ ◦ EN ) ,

where the last line follows from Pinsker’s inequality. Choosing N = n and rearranging the terms,
we have by Jensen’s inequality that(

1− (1− κ)n
)
TB(ρ, ρ ◦ EN )

≤ C
√

2
( n∑
i,j=1

D(ρ(j−1)‖ρ(j−1) ◦ Ei)
) 1

2

(1)
= C
√

2
( n∑
i,j=1

D(ρ(j−1)‖ρ ◦ EN )−D(ρ(j−1) ◦ Ei‖ρ ◦ EN )
) 1

2

= C
√

2n
( n∑
j=1

(
D(ρ(j−1)‖ρ ◦ EN )− 1

n

∑
i

D(ρ(j−1) ◦ Ei‖ρ ◦ EN )
)) 1

2

(2)

≤ C
√

2n
( n∑
j=1

D(ρ(j−1)‖ρ ◦ EN )−D(ρ(j)‖ρ ◦ EN )
) 1

2

≤ C
√

2nD(ρ‖ρ ◦ EN ) ,

where (1) follows from the chain rule for the relative entropy (8) whereas (2) follows from the
joint convexity of the relative entropy. �

4.4. From curvature to transportation information inequalities. In this subsection, we
consider the semi-norm discussed in Example 3.10. Let t 7→ Pt = etL : Mn(C) → Mn(C) be a
quantum Markov semigroup that is GNS-symmetric with respect to a faithful state σ. We recall
the definition of the derivation and semi-norm

∂ = (∂j)j∈J : Mn(C)→
⊕
j∈J

Mn(C) , ∂j(x) = [vj , x] , |||x|||∂,2 =
(∑
j∈J
‖∂jx‖2

)1/2
,

where ‖ · ‖ is the operator norm and vj are the Lindbald operators of the Lindbladian

L(x) =
∑
j∈J

e−ωj
(
v∗j [x, vj ] + [v∗j , x]vj ]

)
. (50)
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Define the multiplication operator Γσ(x) = σ1/2xσ1/2 as a positive operator on L2(Mn(C)). The

σ-weighted Lp norm is ‖x‖Lp(σ) := ‖Γ1/p
σ (x)‖p = Tr(|σ

1
2pxσ

1
2p |p)

1
p . For p = 2, ‖x‖2L2(σ) :=

Tr(x∗σ1/2xσ1/2) and we denote the corresponding inner product as 〈·, ·〉σ. We recall from [22]
that the Lindblad operators satisfy ∆σ(vj) := σvjσ

−1 = e−ωjvj where ∆σ(x) = σxσ−1 is the
modular operator. The Dirichlet form of L is given by

E(x) := −〈x,L(x)〉σ =
∑
j∈J
‖∂jx‖2L2(σ) . (51)

Theorem 4.12. Let Pt : Mn(C)→ Mn(C) be a GNS-symmetric quantum Markov semigroup with
invariant subalgebra N . Assume that the semigroup (Pt)t≥0 satisfies

|||Pt(x)|||∂,2 ≤ Ce
−κt |||x|||∂,2

for some C, κ > 0. Then the following transportation information inequality holds: for any
ρ ∈ D(Mn(C)) and any faithful invariant state σ,

W1(ρ, ρ ◦ EN ) ≤ C

κ
max
i∈J

(
e−

ωi
4 + e

ωi
4
)√
E
(
Γ
− 1

2
σ (
√
ρ)
)
. (52)

Proof. Let ρ ∈ D(Mn(C)) and take y = Γ−1
σ (ρ) such that ρ = Γσ(y). Also denote E† (resp. P†t )

as the adjoint map of E ≡ EN (resp. Pt) with respect to the trace inner product. Then,

W1(ρ,E†(ρ)) = sup
|||x|||∂,2≤1

Tr
[
(ρ− E†(ρ))x

]
= sup
|||x|||∂,2≤1

−
∫ ∞

0

d

dt
Tr
[
P†t (ρ)x

]
dt

= sup
|||x|||∂,2≤1

∫ ∞
0

∑
i∈J
〈∂iy, ∂iPt(x)〉σ dt

= sup
|||x|||∂,2≤1

∫ ∞
0

∑
i∈J
‖∂iy‖L1(σ)‖∂iPt(x)‖dt

≤
(∑
i∈J
‖∂iy‖2L1(σ)

) 1
2 · sup
|||x|||∂,2≤1

∫ ∞
0

(∑
i

‖∂iPt(x)‖2
)1/2

dt

=
(∑
i∈J
‖∂iy‖2L1(σ)

) 1
2 · sup
|||x|||∂,2≤1

∫ ∞
0
|||Pt(x)|||∂,2 dt

≤ C
(∑
i∈J
‖∂iy‖2L1(σ)

) 1
2 ·
∫ ∞

0
e−κt dt

=
C

κ

(∑
i∈J
‖∂iy‖2L1(σ)

) 1
2
. (53)
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Next, we control (53) in terms of the Dirichlet form at z := Γ
− 1

2
σ (
√
ρ). Recall that ∂i = [vi, ·] and

∆σ(vi) = e−ωivi. Write si := ∆
1
4
σ (vi) and ti := ∆

− 1
4

σ (vi). We have

‖∂iy‖L1(σ) = ‖σ
1
2 [vi, y]σ

1
2 ‖1 = ‖σ

1
4 [si, z]σ

1
2 zσ

1
4 + σ

1
4 zσ

1
2 [ti, z]σ

1
4 ‖1

≤ ‖Γ
1
2
σ (z)‖2

(
‖Γ

1
2
σ ([si, z])‖2 + ‖Γ

1
2
σ ([ti, z])‖2

)
= ‖[si, z]‖L2(σ) + ‖[ti, z]‖L2(σ)

=
(
e−

ωi
4 + e

ωi
4
)
‖[vi, z]‖L2(σ) . (54)

The result follows from (51) after summing over i ∈ J . �

Using the result in Theorem 4.12, we can also derive transportation information inequalities
for KMS-symmetric generators. Here we consider the local Lindbladian L: given a hypergraph
G := (V,E) and the total Hilbert spaceHV :=

⊗
v∈V Hv, Hv ≡ Cd with some d ∈ N for all v ∈ V ,

we consider the generator LV :=
∑

e∈E Le, where each local generator Le acts non-trivially only
on the subsystem He :=

⊗
v∈eHv, e ∈ E. We assume that each Le is KMS-symmetric with

respect to a fixed state σ on HV and denote Ee := lim
t→∞

etLe and EV := lim
t→∞

etLV as the

conditional expectations. For each e ∈ E, the map L̃e ≡ Ee − id is the generator of a GNS-
symmetric quantum Markov semigroup with respect to the invariant state σ, and thus it takes
the form of Equation (50), with Bohr frequencies ωe,j ∈ R and Lindblad operators ve,j , j ∈ Je.

Proposition 4.13. With the above notations, assume that for each t, the channel Pt = etLV

satisfies the following gradient estimate with respect to the Ornstein semi-norm: for any x ∈
B(HV ),

‖etLV (x)‖⊗ ≤ C e−tκ ‖x‖⊗ , κ, C > 0 . (55)

Assume further that the spectral gaps of the generators Le share a uniform lower bound λ > 0.
Then the following transportation information inequality holds: for any ρ ∈ D(HV ),

T⊗(ρ,EV ∗(ρ)) ≤
C maxe∈E Ce

√
|Je| |e| ‖Le∗‖�

κ
√
λ

√
|E| ELV

(
Γ
− 1

2
σ (
√
ρ)
)
, (56)

where

Ce := 2 max
j∈Je

e−ωe,j‖∆
1
2
σ (v∗e,j)‖

(
e−

ωe,j
4 + e

ωe,j
4
)
. (57)
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Proof. For any ρ ∈ D(HV ) and all x ∈ B(HV ) with ‖x‖⊗ ≤ 1, we denote y = Γ−1
σ (ρ) ≡ σ−

1
2 ρσ−

1
2

and τe(X) := d−|e| 1e ⊗ Tre(X). Then we have

Tr
[
(ρ− EV ∗(ρ))x

]
= −

∫ ∞
0

d

dt
Tr[etLV ∗(ρ)x] dt

= −
∫ ∞

0
Tr
[
ρLV etLV (x)

]
dt

= −
∫ ∞

0

∑
e∈E
〈y, Le ◦ etLV (x)〉σ dt

= −
∫ ∞

0

∑
e∈E
〈y − Ee(y), Le (id−τe) etLV (x)〉σ dt

≤
∫ ∞

0

∑
e∈E
‖y − Ee(y)‖L1(σ) ‖Le(id−τe) etLV (x)‖ dt

≤
∑
e∈E
‖Le∗‖� |e| ‖y − Ee(y)‖L1(σ)

∫ ∞
0
‖etLV (x)‖⊗ dt

=
C

κ

∑
e∈E
‖Le∗‖� |e| ‖y − Ee(y)‖L1(σ) ‖x‖⊗ . (58)

Next, given z = Γ
− 1

2
σ (
√
ρ), the generator L̃e ≡ Ee − id satisfies

‖y − Ee(y)‖L1(σ) = ‖L̃e(y)‖L1(σ)

≤
∑
j∈Je

e−ωe,j
(
‖v∗e,j [y, ve,j ]‖L1(σ) + ‖[v∗e,j , y]ve,j‖L1(σ)

)
≤ max

j∈Je
e−ωe,j ‖∆

1
2
σ (v∗e,j)‖

∑
j∈Je

‖[ve,j , y]‖L1(σ)

(1)

≤ max
j∈Je

e−ωe,j ‖∆
1
2
σ (v∗e,j)‖

(
e−

ωe,j
4 + e

ωe,j
4
)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
Ce

∑
j∈Je

‖[ve,j , z]‖L2(σ)

≤ Ce
√
|Je| EEe−id(z) = Ce

√
|Je| ‖z − Ee(z)‖2L2(σ)

(2)

≤ Ce√
λ

√
|Je| ELe(z) . (59)

In (1) above, we use the fact that the generator Ee − id is GNS-symmetric, so that the same
argument as for (54) is applied. (2) follows from the assumption of uniform lower bound λ on
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the local spectral gaps of the generators Le. Using (59) into (58), we get the bound

Tr
[
(ρ− EV ∗(ρ))x

]
≤
C maxe∈E Ce

√
|Je| |e| ‖Le∗‖�

κ
√
λ

∑
e∈E

√
ELe(z)

≤
C maxe∈E Ce

√
|Je| |e| ‖Le∗‖�

κ
√
λ

(
|E|

∑
e∈E
ELe(z)

) 1
2

=
C maxe∈E Ce

√
|Je| |e| ‖Le∗‖�

κ
√
λ

√
|E| ELV (z) .

�

Remark 4.14. Transportation information inequalities of the form of (52) and (56) were recently
used in [12] to obtain concentration inequalities for quantum trajectories.

4.5. Diameter estimates. Let (M,B) be a non-commutative transportation metric. In analogy
with [57], we define the jump of a state ω ∈ D(M) under a quantum channel P as

JB(ω) := TB(ω, ω ◦ P) . (60)

Lemma 4.15. Assume that TB satisfies the triangle inequality and that the triple (M,B,P) has
positive coarse Ricci curvature bound κ > 0. Then, for any ω1, ω2 ∈ D(M),

TB(ω1, ω2) ≤ 1

κ

(
J (ω1) + J (ω2)

)
. (61)

Proof. By triangle inequality of TB and curvature of (M,B,P),

TB(ω1, ω2) ≤ TB(ω1, ω1 ◦ P) + TB(ω1 ◦ P, ω2 ◦ P) + TB(ω2 ◦ P, ω2 ◦ P)

≤ TB(ω1, ω1 ◦ P) + (1− κ)TB(ω1, ω2) + TB(ω2 ◦ P, ω2 ◦ P)

Rearranging the terms gives the assertion. �

4.6. Existence of the coarse curvature bound. In this section, we prove that in finite dimen-
sions, the Lipschitz constant always exists for the semi-norm given by a family of commutators.

Proposition 4.16. Let H be a finite dimensional Hilbert space and (B(H),BL) be the non-
commutative transportation metric induced by the semi-norm

L(x) := max
j∈J
‖[Aj , x]‖

for some finite family {Aj}j∈J ∈ B(H). Denote the kernel of the semi-norm L as N =
{A1, . . . , A|J |}′. Then for any quantum channel P : B(H) → B(H) such that P(N ) ⊂ N ,
there exists κ ∈ R such that P satisfies the κ-Lipschitz estimate and hence (B(H),BL,P) has
coarse Ricci curvature bounded by κ.

Proof. Denote the gradient

∂ : B(H)→
⊕
j∈J
B(H) , ∂(x) = ([Aj , x])j∈J .
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We have L(x) = ‖∂(x)‖. Let N⊥ be orthogonal complement of N in B(H) with respect to the
trace inner product. Since both [Aj , x] and [Aj ,P(x)] vanish on N for any j ∈ J , it suffices to

prove the existence of κ ∈ R such that for any x ∈ N⊥,

‖∂(P(x))‖ ≤ (1− κ)‖∂(x)‖ .
Consider the Stinespring dilation of P

P(x) = TrK
(
(1⊗ σ)U∗(x⊗ 1)U

)
,

where U : H⊗K → H⊗K is a unitary, TrK is the partial trace on K and σ is a density operator
on K. We have[
Aj ,P(x)

]
= TrK

(
(1⊗ σ)[Aj ⊗ 1, U∗]xU

)
+ P

(
[Aj , x]

)
+ TrK

(
(1⊗ σ)U∗(x⊗ 1)[Aj ⊗ 1, U ]

)
.

Define Bj := [Aj ⊗ 1, U ]U∗, so that [Aj ⊗ 1, U ] = BjU and [Aj ⊗ 1, U∗] = −U∗Bj . Then,[
Aj ,P(x)

]
= id⊗σ

(
U∗[Aj ⊗ 1−Bj , x⊗ 1]U

)
.

Note that Ran(∂) = ∂(N⊥) and ∂ is bijective from N⊥ to Ran(∂) since H is finite dimensional.

Take the inverse ∂−1 : Ran(∂) → N⊥ and define the map ∂̃(x) = ([Aj ⊗ 1 − Bj , x ⊗ 1])j∈J .
Therefore,

‖[Aj ,P(x)]‖ ≤ ‖∂̃(x)‖ ≤ ‖∂̃ ◦ ∂−1 : Ran(∂)→
⊕
j∈J
B(H⊗K)‖ ‖∂(x)‖ .

Again, in finite dimensions, the operator norm of ∂̃ ◦ ∂−1 from Ran(∂) to
⊕

j∈J B(H ⊗ K) is
finite. The result follows. �

Remark 4.17. In the above proposition, the assumption P(N ) ⊂ N is necessary. Indeed, if
there exists a ∈ N such that P(a) /∈ N , then

0 < ‖∂P(a)‖ ≤ (1− κ)‖∂a‖ = 0,

which implies that κ cannot be finite.

5. Gradient estimate via Intertwining and transference

5.1. Intertwining relation. In this section, we provide two approaches to derive gradient es-
timates for a quantum channel. The first one is the intertwining relation which was found as
a useful tool to derive curvature conditions for quantum Markov semigroups in [22] (see also
[69, 15, 28]).

Let (M, τ) be a finite von Neumann algebra and let (A,H, l, r, ∂) be a first order structure
as in section 2.2. Let P :M→M be a quantum channel. We are interested in the intertwining
relation ∂P = P̂∂ for some linear map P̂ : H → H. We first consider the non-commutative
transportation metric induced by the Lipschitz semi-norm

L : A → [0,∞), L(x) = ‖∂x‖L
where ‖ · ‖L is some norm on ∂(A), which can be different from the Hilbert space norm. We
denote HL as the completion of ∂(A) under ‖ · ‖L. By Proposition 4.4, we know

L(P(x)) ≤ (1− κ)L(x) ∀ x ∈ A =⇒WL(ω1 ◦ P, ω2 ◦ P) ≤ (1− κ)WL(ω1, ω2) ∀ ω1, ω2 ∈ D(M) .

One immediately has the following proposition:
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Proposition 5.1. Let P : M → M be a quantum channel and suppose ∂P = P̂∂ for some
linear map P̂ : H → H. Then

L(P(x)) ≤ ‖P̂ : HL → HL‖L(x) .

In particular, if H = L2(M̂) for some finite von Neumann algebra M̂ as in Equation (11) and

P̂ is a completely positive and trace-symmetric map, then for 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞,

‖P(x)‖∂,p ≤ ‖P̂(1)‖ ‖P(x)‖∂,p

where ‖x‖∂,p := ‖∂x‖Lp(M).

Proof. The first assertion is straightforward from the intertwining relation. For the second as-
sertion, it suffices to show that ‖P̂ : Lp(M) → Lp(M)‖cb ≤ ‖P̂(1)‖. This is known for p = ∞
and by symmetry for p = 1. The case 1 < p <∞ follows by interpolation. �

For the quantum Wasserstein 2-distance defined in (42), we have the following analog of [69,
Theorem 3.1] for a quantum channel.

Theorem 5.2. Suppose there exists a map P̂ : H → H and C ≥ 0 such that

(i) ∂P = P̂∂;

(ii) P̂† ◦ l(ρ) ◦ P̂ ≤ C l(P†(ρ)) as an operator in B(H) for any ρ ∈M+;

(iii) P̂† ◦ r(ρ) ◦ P̂ ≤ C r(P†(ρ)) as an operator in B(H) for any ρ ∈M+ ,

where P̂† is the adjoint map of P̂ on H. Then P satisfies (1 − C)-CGE and for any ω1, ω2 ∈
D(M),

W∂,2(ω1 ◦ P, ω2 ◦ P) ≤ CW∂,2(ω1, ω2) . (62)

Proof. Let Λρ = Λ(l(ρ), r(ρ)) be the operator mean of l(ρ) and r(ρ) in the definition (44) of the
metric. Then by the defining property of operator means,

P̂† ◦ Λρ ◦ P̂ = P̂† ◦ Λ(l(ρ), r(ρ)) ◦ P̂

≤ Λ(P̂† ◦ l(ρ) ◦ P̂, P̂† ◦ r(ρ) ◦ P̂)

≤ Λ(C l(P†(ρ)), C r(P†(ρ)))

= C Λ(l(P†(ρ))P̂, r(P†(ρ))) = C ΛP†(ρ) (63)

as a positive operator on H. Therefore,

‖∂P(x)‖2ρ =‖P̂(∂x)‖2ρ
=〈P̂(∂x), Λρ(P̂(∂x))〉H
=〈∂x, P̂† ◦ Λρ ◦ P̂(∂x)〉H
≤C〈∂x,ΛP†(ρ)(∂x)〉H = ‖∂x‖P†(ρ) .

Applying the same argument to idR⊗∂ for all finite von Neumann algebraR gives (1−C)−CGE.
The assertion for the Wasserstein distance follows from Proposition 4.6. �
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5.2. Group transference. In this part, we show that the gradient estimate of a quantum
channel P can be transferred from a classical Markov map. Let G be a compact group equipped
with the normalized Haar measure µ. Consider a left invariant Markov map

K : L∞(G)→ L∞(G) , (Kf)(h) :=

∫
G
k(h−1g)f(g) dµ(g)

where µ is the normalized Haar measure on G and the kernel function is k(g, h) := k(h−1g).
Given a projective unitary representation u : G→ U(H) of G on some finite dimensional Hilbert
space H, we define the transference map

π : B(H)→ L∞(G,B(H)) , π(x)(g) = u(g)xu(g)∗ .

The tranferred quantum channel on B(H) is given by

P : B(H)→ B(H) , P(x) :=

∫
G
k(g)u(g)xu(g)∗ dµ(g) , (64)

which satisfies the following commuting diagram

L∞(G,B(H))
K⊗idB(H)

−−−−−−−→ L∞(G,B(H))
↑ π ↑ π
B(H)

P−→ B(H)

. (65)

Since π is a trace preserving ∗-homomorphism, one can view P a the reduced action of K⊗ idB(H)

on the sub-system B(H). The transference technique passes many properties from the classical
map K to the quantum channel P. (see [34, 9] for similar discussions in the case of a semigroup).

Here we first consider gradient estimates induced by a differential structure. Let g be the
Lie algebra of left invariant vector fields, i.e. for X ∈ g.

Xf(g) :=
d

dt
f(getX)|t=0 .

Given a left invariant metric on G with corresponding geodesic distance dRiem, the gradient
operator can be defined as

∇ : C∞(G)→ ⊕dj=1C
∞(G) , ∇(f) = (Xjf)dj=1 ,

where {Xj}dj=1 ⊂ g is an o.n.b. with respect to the metric and C∞(G) denotes the class of smooth

functions on G. We choose Lj ∈ B(H)R to be the self-adjoint operators satisfying the relations
eitLj = u(etXj ). In words, Lj is the image of Xj under the projective Lie algebra representation
(up to the imaginary unit i). We define the corresponding non-commutative differential structure
on B(H) as follows

∂ = (∂j) : B(H)→
d⊕
j=1

B(H) , ∂j(x) = [Lj , x] .
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The following interwining relation holds: for any x ∈ B(H),(
Xjπ(x)

)
(g) =

d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

u(getXj )xu(getXj )∗

=
d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

u(g)eiLjtxe−iLjtu(g)∗

= u(g)[iLj , x]u(g)∗

= iπ(∂jx)(g) . (66)

In the next theorem, we show that the above intertwining relation enables us to pass gradient
estimates for K to its transferred map P.

Theorem 5.3. Let G be a compact Lie group and let K be a left invariant Markov map on
L∞(G) with invariant (Haar) measure µ. Let u : G → U(H) be a continuous projective uni-
tary representation on a (finite dimensional) Hilbert space H and P be the transferred quantum
channel defined above.

(i) Suppose K : L∞(G) → L∞(G) satisfies the following pointwise gradient estimate: for
any f ∈ dom(∇),

|∇K(f)|2 ≤ (1− κ)K(|∇f |2) (67)

where |∇f |2 =
∑d

j=1 |Xjf |2. Then for s ∈ [0, 1] and any positive operators A,B,

〈∂P(x), ∂P(x)〉A,B,s ≤ (1− κ) 〈∂x, ∂x〉P†(A),P†(B),s (68)

where P† is the adjoint channel of P w.r.t. the trace inner product, and where the inner

product 〈., .〉A,B,s is defined for any two vectors x = (xj),y = (yj) ∈
⊕d

j=1 B(H) as

〈x,y〉A,B,s :=

d∑
j=1

Tr
(
x∗jA

syjB
1−s) .

(ii) For 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, define the following weak L2(Lp) norm: for x = (xj) ∈
⊕d

j=1 B(H)

‖x‖2,p = sup
‖A‖p′≤1

( d∑
j=1

|Tr(Axj)|2
)1/2

,

where 1/p+ 1/p′ = 1. Suppose that K : L∞(G)→ L∞(G) satisfies the following gradient
estimate: for any f ∈ dom(∇),

‖K(f)‖Lip ≤ (1− κ)‖f‖Lip (69)

where ‖f‖Lip = sup
g 6=h∈G

|f(g)− f(h)|
dRiem(g, h)

= sup
g∈G
|∇f |(g) is the Lipschitz constant. Then for all

1 ≤ p ≤ ∞,
‖∂P(x)‖2,p ≤ (1− κ)‖∂x‖2,p .

Proof. (i) For sake of simplicity, we denote K ≡ K ⊗ idB(H). For each j, we have by (66) and
πP = Kπ,

i∂jP(x) = iπ(∂jP(x))(e) = Xj(πP(x))(e) = Xj(Kπ(x))(e) . (70)
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Therefore, for any two vectors ϕ,ψ ∈ H,

〈ϕ|∂jP(x)|ψ〉 = −i〈ϕ|Xj(Kπ(x))(e)|ψ〉 = −iXjK(〈ϕ|π(x)|ψ〉)(e) = −iXjK(fxϕ,ψ)(e) ,

where fxϕ,ψ(g) := 〈ϕ|u(g)xu(g)∗|ψ〉. Fix s ∈ [0, 1]. For any two positive matricesA :=
∑

k λk|ϕk〉〈ϕk|
and B :=

∑
l µl|ψl〉〈ψl| with λk, µl > 0, we consider the trace

Tr
(
∂jP(x)∗As ∂jP(x)B1−s) =

∑
k,l

λskµ
1−s
l 〈ψl|∂jP(x)∗|ϕk〉〈ϕk|∂jP(x)|ψl〉 . (71)

This together with the gradient estimate (67) gives

∑
j

Tr
(
∂jP(x)∗As ∂jP(x)B1−s) =

∑
k,l

(∑
j

λskµ
1−s
l |XjK (fxϕk,ψl)(e)|

2
)

=
∑
k,l

λskµ
1−s
l |∇K (fxϕk,ψl)(e)|

2

(1)

≤ (1− κ)
∑
k,l

λskµ
1−s
l K(|∇fxϕk,ψl |

2)(e) , (72)

where (1) is a consequence of the pointwise gradient estimate (67). Using (66),

Xjf
x
ϕ,ψ(g) = 〈ϕ|Xjπ(x)|ψ〉(g) = i〈ϕ|π(∂jx)|ψ〉(g) = i〈ϕ|u(g)(∂jx)u(g)∗|ψ〉

Hence, using the above identity in the right-hand side of (72), we get:

∑
k,l

λskµ
1−s
l K(|∇fxϕk,ψl |

2)(e)

=

∫
G

∑
j,k,l

λskµ
1−s
l k(g) |〈ϕk|u(g)(∂jx)u(g)∗|ψl〉|2 dµ(g)

=

∫
G
k(g)

∑
j

Tr
(
(∂jx)∗ (A(g))s (∂jx) (B(g))1−s) dµ(g)

(1)

≤
∑
j

Tr
(
(∂jx)∗ (P†(A))s (∂jx) (P†(B))1−s) , (73)

where A(g) := u(g)∗Au(g), B(g) = u(g)∗B u(g) and P†(x) =
∫
G k(g)u(g)∗xu(g)dµ(g) is the

adjoint channel of P. Here, the identity (1) follows from Lieb’s concavity theorem [49]. The
result follows.
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(ii) Given x,A ∈ B(H), we denote the function fxA(g) := Tr(u(g)xu(g∗)A). We have

‖∂x‖22,p = sup
‖A‖p′≤1

∑
j

|Tr((∂jx)A)|2 = sup
‖A‖p′≤1

∑
j

∣∣Tr
(

(Xjπ(x)(e))A
)∣∣2

= sup
‖A‖p′≤1

∑
j

|Xjf
x
A(e)|2

(1)
= sup
‖A‖p′≤1

sup
g∈G

∑
j

|Xjf
x
A(g)|2

= sup
‖A‖p′≤1

‖fxA‖2Lip

In the inequality (1), we used that for any g ∈ G,

Xjf
y
A(g) = Xj Tr(Au(g)yu(g)∗) =

d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

Tr(Au(getXj )yu(getXj )∗)

=
d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

Tr(u(g)∗Au(g)u(etXj )yu(etXj )∗)

= Xjf
y
u(g)∗Au(g)(e) (74)

Therefore, using once again the commutation relation (70),

‖∂P(x)‖22,p = sup
‖A‖p′≤1

∑
j

|Tr(∂jP(x)A)|2 = sup
‖A‖p′≤1

∑
j

∣∣Tr
(

(Xj(Kπ(x))(e))A
)∣∣2

= sup
‖A‖p′≤1

∑
j

|XjKf
x
A(e)|2

(2)
= sup
‖A‖p′≤1

sup
g∈G

∑
j

|XjKf
x
A(g)|2

= sup
‖A‖p′≤1

‖KfxA‖2Lip

≤ (1− κ)2 sup
‖A‖p′≤1

‖fxA‖2Lip = ‖∂x‖22,p ,

where (2) above follows once again from (74). The result follows. �

The contraction of the Lipschitz constant used in Theorem 5.3(ii) is equivalent to the coarse
Ricci curvature bound introduced by Ollivier [57]. On the other hand, the assumption in Theo-
rem 5.3(i), namely that

|∇Kf |2 ≤ (1− κ)K(|∇f |2)

reduces to Bakry-Emery’s curvature dimension condition [4, 3] in the case of a Markov semigroup

K = etL and with κ = 1− eκ′t, where κ′ is a uniform lower bound on the Ricci curvature of the
underlying Lie group G. We proved that it implies various non-commutative gradient estimates
in (79). For example, choosing s = 0, A = 1H and B to be any state σ, (79) gives

Tr
(∑

j

|∂jP(x)|2 σ
)
≤ (1− κ) Tr

(∑
j

|∂jx|2 P†(σ)
)

= (1− κ) Tr
(
P
(∑

j

|∂jx|2
)
σ
)
. (75)
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Since σ is arbitrary, we get the following (completely positive) Bakry-Emery type condition:

Γ(P(x)) ≤cp (1− κ)PΓ(x)

for the gradient form Γ(x) =
∑

j |∂jx|2. Note that the complete positivity follows from applying

the same estimate (79) to the representation ũ(g) = u(g)⊗ 1K for any Hilbert space K. On the
other hand, choosing A = B = ρ yields the bound:

‖∂P(x)‖2ρ ≤ (1− κ) ‖∂x‖2P†(ρ) ,

for the inner product

〈A,B〉ρ =
d∑
j=1

∫ 1

0
eωj(s−1/2) Tr(A∗j ρ

sBj ρ
1−s)ds , A = (Aj),B = (Bj) ∈

d⊕
j=1

B(H)

where ωj is the some frequency constant. As discussed in Example 3.11, the above inner product
is at the heart of the definition the non-commutative W2 distance introduced by Carlen and
Maas [22] and the associated entropic Ricci curvature lower bound.

The above transference technique applies similarly to finite groups with discrete differential
structure, which we briefly illustrate here. Let G be a finite group equipped with the normalized
counting measure. Consider a Markov map

K : `∞(G)→ `∞(G) , (Kf)(h) :=
1

|G|
∑
g

k(h−1g)f(g) ,

where k ≥ 0 is the kernel function. Given a finite dimensional projective unitary representation,
the transferred quantum channel on B(H) is given by

P : B(H)→ B(H) , P(x) :=
1

|G|
∑
g

k(g)u(g)xu(g)∗ (76)

and satisfies the commutation relation πP = (K⊗idB(H))π with the transference map π : B(H)→
`∞(G,B(H)) defined as in the commuting diagram (65). The Markov map K is ergodic (i.e. has
a unique invariant state) if the support of k is a generating set. If in addition k(g) = k(g−1),
then both K and P are self-adjoint [9].

We shall now consider a discrete differential structure. Let S be a subset of G and a weight
function w : S → (0,∞). Define the difference operator

∇ = (∇gf)g∈S : `∞(G)→
⊕
g∈S

`∞(G) , (∇gf)(h) =
√
w(g) (f(hg)− f(h)) .

Each∇g is the (left invariant) discrete difference operator via the transition of the edges {(h, gh);h ∈
G} in the Cayley graph, i.e. [∇g, Lg′ ] = 0 for any operator Lg′ of left multiplication by g′ ∈ G.
The associated gradient form is defined as

Γ∇(f, f) =
∑
g∈S
|∇gf |2 , Γ∇(f, f)(h) =

∑
g∈S

ω(g) |f(hg)− f(h)|2 .

The corresponding non-commutative differential structure on B(H) is defined as follows

∂ = (∂g)g∈S : B(H)→
⊕
g∈S
B(H) , ∂g(x) =

√
ω(g) (u(g)xu(g)∗ − x) =

√
ω(g)u(g)[x, u(g)∗] ,
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and the associated non-commutative gradient form is

Γ∂(x, x) =
∑
g∈S
|∂gx|2 =

∑
g∈S

ω(g) |[x, u(g)∗]|2 .

Note that here ∂ is not a derivation in the sense that it does not satisfy Leibniz rule. The
following interwining relation holds: for any x ∈ B(H),(

∇hπ(x)
)
(g) =

√
ω(h)(u(gh)xu(gh)∗ − u(g)xu(g)∗)

=
√
ω(h)u(g)(u(h)xu(h∗)− x)u(g)∗

= u(g)(∂hx)u(g)∗

= π(∂hx)(g) . (77)

Theorem 5.4. Let G be a finite group and let K be a left invariant Markov map on `∞(G). Let
u : G → U(H) be a projective unitary representation on a (finite dimensional) Hilbert space H
and P be the transferred quantum channel defined above.

(i) Suppose K : `∞(G) → `∞(G) satisfies the following gradient estimate: for any f ∈
`∞(G),

|∇K(f)|2 ≤ (1− κ)K(|∇f |2) (78)

where |∇f |2 =
∑

g∈S |∇gf |2. Then for s ∈ [0, 1] and any positive operators A,B ∈ B(H),

〈∂P(x), ∂P(x)〉A,B,s ≤ (1− κ) 〈∂x, ∂x〉P†(A),P†(B),s (79)

where P† is the adjoint channel of P w.r.t. the trace inner product and the inner product
〈., .〉A,B,s is defined as in Theorem 5.3.

(ii) For 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, define the following weak L∞(Lp) norm: for x = (xg) ∈
⊕

g∈S B(H),

‖x‖∞,p = sup
‖A‖p′≤1

sup
h∈S
|Tr(Axh)| ,

where 1/p+ 1/p′ = 1. Suppose that K : `∞(G) → `∞(G) satisfies the following gradient
estimate: for any f ∈ `∞(G),

‖K(f)‖Lip ≤ (1− κ)‖f‖Lip (80)

where ‖f‖Lip = sup
g∈G,h∈S

√
ω(h) |f(g) − f(gh)| is the weighted Lipschitz constant. Then

for all 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞,

‖∂P(x)‖∞,p ≤ (1− κ)‖∂x‖∞,p .
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Proof. (i) is similar to Theorem 5.3(i). (ii) For x,A ∈ B(H), we denote the function fxA(g) :=
Tr(u(g)xu(g∗)A). Then,

‖∂x‖∞,p = sup
‖A‖p′≤1

sup
h∈S
|Tr((∂hx)A)| = sup

‖A‖p′≤1
sup
h∈S

∣∣Tr
(

(∇hπ(x)(e))A
)∣∣

= sup
‖A‖p′≤1

sup
h∈S

√
ω(h) |fxA(h)− fxA(e)|

(1)
= sup
‖A‖p′≤1

sup
g∈G,h∈S

√
ω(h) |fxA(gh)− fxA(g)|

= sup
‖A‖p′≤1

‖fxA‖Lip .

The identity (1) uses that for any g ∈ G and y ∈ B(H),

fyA(gh)− fyA(g) = Tr(Au(gh)yu(gh)∗)− Tr(Au(g)yu(g)∗)

= Tr(u(g)∗Au(g)u(h)yu(h)∗)− Tr(u(g)∗Au(g)y)

= fyu(g)∗Au(g)(h)− fyu(g)∗Au(g)(e) . (81)

Therefore, applying the commutation relation (77), we get

‖∂P(x)‖∞,p = sup
‖A‖p′≤1

sup
h∈S
|Tr(∂hP(x)A)| = sup

‖A‖p′≤1
sup
h∈S

∣∣Tr
(

(∇h(Kπ(x))(e))A
)∣∣

= sup
‖A‖p′≤1

sup
h∈S
|∇hKfxA(e)|

(2)
= sup
‖A‖p′≤1

sup
g∈G,h∈S

√
ω(h) |KfxA(gh)−KfxA(g)|

= sup
‖A‖p′≤1

‖KfxA‖Lip

≤ (1− κ) sup
‖A‖p′≤1

‖fxA‖Lip = ‖∂x‖∞,p ,

where (2) above follows again from (81). �

6. Examples and applications

6.1. Quantum Gibbs samplers. Let G = (V,E) be a hypergraph with |V | = n, and let
HV :=

⊗
v∈V Hv be the Hilbert space of a local quantum system, where we assume that Hv :=

Cd for some local dimension d ∈ N. The interactions are modeled through the Hamiltonian
H :=

∑
A∈E hA with local self-adjoint operators hA with ‖hA‖ ≤ 1 supported on the hyperedges

A ∈ E. Here, we also assume that the Hamiltonian is of finite-range, which means that the
size and diameter of any hyperedge are uniformly bounded by a constant. The Gibbs state ω at
inverse temperature β > 0 is defined as

ω :=
e−βH

Tr
[
e−βH

] . (82)

A Gibbs sampler is a locally defined quantum channel which prepares an approximation of the
Gibbs state ω starting from any initial state on HV . The efficiency of the Gibbs sampler depends
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on the time it takes to reach the approximating state. In the recent years, various Gibbs samplers
were proposed in the literature [44, 14, 8, 19, 7]. In [53, 65, 29], the authors prove curvature
lower bounds for different Gibbs samplers and Lipschitz constants. Here, we provide a variant
of these results which leads to a transportation information inequality with a tight scaling of the
constant with the size n of the system: for a given site v ∈ V , we denote the composition of the
partial trace Trv on v with the Petz recovery map of v as follows:

Ψ†v(ρ) = Φ†v ◦ Trv(ρ) = ω
1
2 (ω

− 1
2

vc ρvcω
− 1

2
vc ⊗ Iv)ω

1
2 , (83)

where ω is the Gibbs state of the Hamiltonian H, and we denote by ωA the reduced density on
subregion A ⊆ V . Clearly, when H is made of commuting terms, the map Ψv acts non-trivially
on the neighborhood of v, which is defined as

Nv :=
⋃
{A ∈ E : v ∈ A} . (84)

Next, we introduce the generator of the heat-bath dynamics

LV :=
∑
v∈V
Lv , (85)

where Lv := Ψ†v − id. The quantum Markov semigroup t 7→ etL
†
V generated by L†V converges to

ω as t→∞. Here, we prove a Lipschitz estimate for the semi-norm

‖x‖L := max
v∈V
‖x− τv(x)‖

below some critical inverse temperature βc > 0, where τv(x) = Trv(x) ⊗ 1v
d is the normalized

partial trace at site v. This implies a coarse Ricci curvature lower bound independent of size
n. Our analysis follows that of [53, 65] who instead considered the oscillator norm ‖x‖osc =∑

v∈V ‖x− τv(x)‖.

Proposition 6.1. With the above notations and assuming H is a sum of commuting terms hA,
there exists an inverse temperature βc > 0 such that for any β < βc, there is a constant κ(β) < 1
such that for all x ∈ B(HV ),

‖etLV (x)‖L ≤ e−(1−κ(β))t ‖x‖L . (86)

Proof. For any v ∈ V , we denote ∂v := id−τv. Clearly, we have

Ψv(X) = ω
−1/2
vc Trv(ω

1/2Xω1/2)ω
−1/2
vc , ∂v ◦ Lv = ∂v ◦Ψv − ∂v = −∂v .

Using this, we have

d

ds
∂v e

sLV = ∂v ◦ LV esLV = −∂vesLV + Lvc ◦ ∂vesLV +
∑
w 6=v

[∂v,Lw] ◦ esLV ,

where we set Lvc =
∑

w 6=v Lw. Therefore,

d

ds

(
ese(t−s)Lvc∂ve

sLV
)

=
∑
w 6=v

ese(t−s)Lvc
(
[∂v,Lw]esLV

)
. (87)
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After integrating s from 0 to t and using that etLvc is a contraction in operator norm, we find
for any x ∈ B(HV )

‖∂vetLV (x)‖ ≤ e−t ‖∂vx‖+

∫ t

0
es−t

∑
w 6=v
‖[∂v,Lw]esLV (x)‖ ds . (88)

Moreover, since ω is the Gibbs state of a commuting Hamiltonian, Lw is supported in a neighbor-
hood Nw of w of size depending on the interaction range of H. Then, denoting the normalized
partial trace corresponding to the region Nw by τNw , we have that for any x ∈ B(HV ) and
v ∈ Nw\w,

‖[∂v,Lw](x)‖ = ‖[τv,Lw − ∂w](x− τNw(x))‖ ≤ 2‖Lw − ∂w‖cb‖x− τNw(x)‖ ,

where the first identity comes from the fact that [τv,Lw−∂w]τNw(x) = 0. Moreover, [∂v,Lw] = 0
whenever v ∈ N c

w. Using these estimates in Equation (88), we have that

‖∂vetLV (x)‖ ≤ e−t ‖∂vx‖+ 2

∫ t

0
es−t

∑
w|Nw3v

‖Lw − ∂w : L∞ → L∞‖cb ‖(id−τNw)(esLV (x))‖ ds

≤ e−t ‖x‖L + 2 max
v
nv max

w
‖Lw − ∂w : L∞ → L∞‖cb |Nw|

∫ t

0
es−t‖esLV (x)‖L ds ,

(89)

where nv denotes the number of vertices w such that v ∈ Nw. Since Lw → ∂w as the inverse
temperature β → 0, there exists a critical inverse temperature βc such that for any β < βc,

κ(β) := 2 max
v
nv max

w
‖Lw − ∂w : L∞ → L∞‖cb |Nw| < 1 .

Taking maximum over site v, we have

‖etLV (x)‖L ≤ e−t ‖x‖L + κ(β)

∫ t

0
es−t‖esLV (x)‖L ds .

Denote f(t) = ‖etLV (x)‖⊗. Differentiating the above inequality at t = 0, we have

f ′(0) ≤ −(1− κ(β))f(0) .

By the semigroup property, f ′(t) ≤ −(1 − κ(β))f(t) and by the Gronwall Lemma, this implies

f(t) ≤ e−(1−κ(β))tf(0). That completes the proof. �

6.2. Bosonic beam-splitter channels. In this example, we consider Bosonic beam-splitter
channels [40]. Recall that an n-mode Bosonic quantum system is modeled by the algebra M :=
B(L2(Rn)). For all i ∈ [n], we define the annihilation operator ai as

(aiψ)(x) =
xi ψ(x) + ∂xiψ(x)√

2
, (90)

and denote the creation operator, i.e. the adjoint of ai, by a∗i . Creation and annihilation
operators satisfy the following canonical commutation relations:

[ai, a
∗
j ] = δij1 , [ai, aj ] = [a∗i , a

∗
j ] = 0 . (91)
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Given a two-mode Bosonic system with creation operators a1 ≡ a and a2 ≡ b, the beam-splitter
of transmissivity 0 ≤ λ ≤ 1 is given by the unitary

Uλ = exp
((
a∗b− b∗a

)
arccos

√
λ
)

(92)

which performs linear rotations on the annihilation operators a and b:

U∗λaUλ =
√
λa+

√
1− λb, U∗λbUλ = −

√
1− λa+

√
λb . (93)

For a quantum state σ on L2(R) and any λ ≥ 0, we define the Bosonic beam-splitter channels

Pλ : B(L2(R))→ B(L2(R)) , Pλ(x) = Tr2

[
(1⊗ σ)U∗λ(x⊗ 1)Uλ

]
. (94)

The state σ is usually called the environment state. Such channels were recently examined in
the context of quantum information theory, where extensions of well-known information theo-
retic inequalities such as the entropy power inequality and information isoperimetric inequality
were obtained (see [60] and the references therein for an up-to-date review of the topic). In
around the same time, Carlen and Maas found the sharp entropic Ricci curvature bound for
the quantum Ornstein-Uhlenbeck semigroup, which is given by the maps Pe−t with σ being a
thermal Gaussian state at a finite temperature [22]. Both the entropy power inequality and the
entropic Ricci curvature lower bound were then shown to imply the (sharp) modified logarithmic
Sobolev inequality for the aforementioned semigroup. In analogy with the commutative setting,
these inequalities can be derived from an intertwining relation between the channel Pλ and the
derivations [a, ·] and [a∗, ·] which directly originates from Equation (93). Here, we make similar
use of these relations in order to derive non-commutative coarse Ricci curvature bounds for the
maps Pλ. Our differential structure is given by the derivations

∂ = (∂a, ∂a∗) , ∂a(x) = [a, x] , ∂a∗(x) = [a∗, x] .

Recall that a operator x ∈ B(L2(R)) is called a Schwartz operator if it can be written as x =∫
R2 f(z)ei(za+z̄a∗)dzdz̄ for some Schwartz function f on C ∼= R2 [45]. We denote by S(L2(R)) the

set of Schwartz operator on L2(R). It is clear that S(L2(R)) is a core for the derivation ∂ as a
densely defined operator on L2(R). We consider the Lipschitz semi-norm

‖x‖L := ‖∂(x)‖ = max
{
‖[a, x]‖, ‖[a∗, x]‖

}
.

Proposition 6.2. Let 0 ≤ λ ≤ 1 and Pλ be the beam-splitter channel defined in Equation (94).

Then Pλ satisfies the intertwining relation ∂Pλ =
√
λ(Pλ ⊗ id2)∂. Therefore,

(i) for any Schwartz operator x ∈ S(L2(R)),

‖∂Pλ(x)‖≤
√
λ ‖∂x‖ .

In particular, (B(L2(R)),BL,Pλ) has coarse Ricci curvature lower bounded by 1− λ.
(ii) for any state ρ and any Schwartz operator x ∈ S(L2(R)),

‖∂Pλ(x)‖ρ ≤ λ ‖∂x‖P†λ(ρ)
.

In particular, (B(L2(R)),B∂ ,Pλ) has coarse Ricci curvature lower bounded by 1−λ, where
B∂ induces the quantum Wassersetin 2-metric defined in Example 3.11.
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Proof. For any x ∈ S(L2(R)),[
a,Pλ(x)

]
= Pλ

(
[a, x]

)
+ Tr2

[
(1⊗ σ)

[
a, U∗λ

]
(x⊗ 1)Uλ

]
+ Tr2

[
(1⊗ σ)U∗λ(x⊗ 1)

[
a, Uλ

]]
.

Then, it is easy to verify from (93) that

[a, Uλ] =
(
a(1−

√
λ) +

√
1− λb

)
Uλ , [a, U∗λ ] = −U∗λ

(
a(1−

√
λ) +

√
1− λb) . (95)

Therefore,
[
a,Pλ(x)

]
=
√
λPλ

(
[a, x]

)
. Since the same relations stand when replacing a by a∗,

we have the intertwining relation

∂(Pλx) =
√
λ(Pλ ⊗ 12)∂ .

The other assertions follow from Proposition 5.1 and Theorem 5.2. �

We shall now compare WL with other transportation cost metrics in the literature. It was
proved in [62] that (the statement is for finite dimensional systems but the proof works identically
for the case here)

WL(ρ1, ρ2) ≤ 2(cosh(β/2))
1
2 WBose,β

1 (ρ1, ρ2) ≤ 2(cosh(β/2))
1
2 WBose,β

2 (ρ1, ρ2) , (96)

where WBose,β
1 is the metric dual to the semi-norm

|||x|||2,β :=
√

2 cosh(β/2)
(
‖[a, x]‖2 + ‖[a∗, x]‖2

) 1
2 ≤ 2

√
cosh(β/2) ‖∂(x)‖ . (97)

The metric WBose,β
2 is associated to the Bosonic Ornstein-Uhlenbeck semigroup given by the

generator

LBose
β (x) =

1

2

(
eβ/2(a∗[x, a] + [a∗, x]a) + e−β/2(a[x, a∗] + [a, x]a∗)

)
.

Here β is the inverse temperature and the semigroup e−L
Bose
β t admits a unique invariant state

σβ :=
e−βa

∗a

Tr
(
e−βa∗a

) . (98)

For a state ρ, we define the weighted multiplication operator acting on V = (V1, V2) ∈ B(H) ⊕
B(H) as

Λρ,β(V) :=
(∫ 1

0
e−β( 1

2
−s)ρsV1ρ

1−sds,

∫ 1

0
eβ( 1

2
−s)ρsV2ρ

1−sds
)
.

where the pseudo-metric is defined as

‖x‖2g,γ(s) = inf
x=∂∗(Λρ,βV)

〈V,Λρ,βV〉Tr (99)

with V that satisfies the continuity equation x = ∂∗(Λρ,βV). The semigroup e−L
Bose
β t is the

gradient flow of relative entropy w.r.t WBose,β
2 , and it is proved in [22, Theorem 8.6] that it has

entropic curvature bound sinh(β/2). The following transportation cost inequality then follows
from [23, Theorem 11.5] (see also [28, 62]),

WBose,β
2 (ρ, σβ) ≤

√
2D(ρ‖σβ)

sinh(β/2)
, (100)

Combined with inequality (96), we have the following Proposition. Recall that the energy of a
state ρ is defined as Eρ := Tr(a∗aρ).
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Proposition 6.3. Let β > 0. The following bounds hold:

(i) For any two states ρ1, ρ2 ∈ D(L2(R)) with E := max{Eρ1 , Eρ2},

WL(ρ1, ρ2) ≤ inf
β>0

√
64 coth(β/2)

(
βE − ln

(
1− e−β

))
. (101)

(ii) Let Pλ be a beam-splitter channel with environment state σ satisfying Eσ < ∞. Then,

for E := max{Eρ, (
√
λEρ +

√
(1− λ)Eσ)2},

JL(ρ) := WL(ρ,P†λ(ρ)) ≤ inf
β>0

√
64 coth(β/2)

(
βE′ − ln

(
1− e−β

))
. (102)

(iii) If in additional [b, σ] is trace class, then Pλ admits a unique invariant state ρ∞ such that
Eρ∞ <∞.

Proof. (i) By the triangle inequality of WBose,β
2 and (100), we find

WL(ρ1, ρ2) ≤

√
8 cosh(β/2)

sinh(β/2)

(√
D(ρ1‖σβ) +

√
D(ρ2‖σβ)

)
. (103)

Moreover, evaluating the relative entropy we have

D(ρ‖σβ) = −H(ρ)− Tr(ρ lnσβ)

≤ −Tr(ρ lnσβ)

= β Tr(ρa∗a) + Tr(e−βa
∗a) = βE − ln(1− e−β) .

This prove (i). For (ii), it suffices to evaluate the energy of P†λ(ρ) in terms of that of ρ and that
of σ:

Tr
(
P†λ(ρ)a∗a

)
= Tr

(
ρPλ(a∗a)

)
= Tr

(
(ρ⊗ σ)U∗λ(a∗a)Uλ

)
= Tr

(
ρ⊗ σ

(
(U∗λa

∗Uλ)(U∗λaUλ)
))

= Tr
(
ρ⊗ σ

(
(
√
λa+

√
1− λb)∗(

√
λa+

√
1− λb)

))
= Tr

(
ρ⊗ σ

(
λa∗a+

√
(1− λ)λ(a∗b+ b∗a) + (1− λ)b∗b

))
≤λEρ + (1− λ)Eσ + 2

√
(1− λ)λEρEσ

≤(
√
λEρ +

√
(1− λ)Eσ)2 . (104)

The result follows from (i). For (iii), we choose any ρ such that Eρ <∞ and write ρn = (P†λ)n(ρ).
We have by Proposition 6.2 that

WL(ρn, ρn+1) ≤ λ
n
2WL(ρ, ρ1) = λ

n
2JL(ρ) .

Combined with Proposition 6.4 below, this implies for n > 1

‖ρn − ρn+1‖1 ≤ λ
n−1
2

√
λ

1− λ
‖[b, σ]‖1WL(ρ, ρ1) . (105)



38 RICCI CURVATURE OF QUANTUM CHANNELS

Thus {ρn}n≥0 is a Cauchy sequence in D(L2(R)), which converges to some limit ρ∞ in ‖ · ‖1. ρ∞
is an invariant state of P†λ because

‖P†λ(ρ∞)− ρ∞‖1 = lim
n→∞

‖ρn+1 − ρn‖1 = 0 .

Moreover by the contraction of WL, such an invariant state ρ∞ is unique. Indeed, if there is
another invariant state ω∞, we have for any n

‖ρ∞ − ω∞‖1 = ‖(P†λ)n(ρ∞)− (P†λ)n(ω∞)‖1

≤ λ
n−1
2

√
λ

1− λ
‖[b, σ]‖1WL(ρ∞, ω∞)

≤ λ
n−1
2

√
λ

1− λ
(WL(ρ∞, σβ) +WL(ω∞, σβ)) .

Note that by assumption on ρ, we have for any β > 0

WL(ρ∞, σβ) ≤WL(ρ∞, ρ) +WL(ρ, σβ)

≤ 1

1−
√
λ
JL(ρ) +

√
8 cosh(β/2)D(ρ‖σβ)

sinh(β/2)
<∞

Similarly, WL(ω∞, σβ) <∞, hence WL(ρ∞, ω∞) <∞ and this implies ‖ρ∞ − ω∞‖1 = 0. To see
that ρ∞ has finite energy, we denote by En = E

(P†λ)nρ
. By the estimate (104),√

En+1 ≤
√
λEn +

√
(1− λ)Eσ .

Solving this inequality, we have√
En ≤

√
λ
n
(
√
E0 −

1−
√
λ√

1− λ
√
Eσ) +

1−
√
λ√

1− λ
√
Eσ .

This implies Eρ∞ ≤ lim
n→∞

En ≤
(1−

√
λ)2

1− λ
Eσ. �

Finally, we prove the inequality (105) used above and which upper bounds the trace distance

between two output states of P†λ in terms of the Wasserstein distance WL. Classically, this
amounts to proving the following regularity in the dual picture:

‖∂f ∗λ h‖L∞(R) = sup
t∈R

∣∣∣∂t ∫ f
(√
λ t+

√
1− λ s

)
h(s) ds

∣∣∣ (106)

=
1√

1− λ
sup
t∈R

∣∣∣∂t ∫ f(u)h
(u−√λt√

1− λ

)
du
∣∣∣ (107)

≤
√

λ

1− λ
‖f‖L∞(R) ‖∂h‖L1(R) . (108)

where ∗λ is the convolution with parameter λ. Then by duality,

‖µ1 ∗λ h− µ2 ∗λ h‖TV ≤ ‖∂h‖L1(R)

√
λ

1− λ
WL(µ1, µ2) . (109)

The next proposition extends this idea to the quantum setting:
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Proposition 6.4. For any two states ρ1, ρ2 ∈ D(L2(R)), we have

‖P†λ(ρ1 − ρ2)‖1 ≤
√

λ

1− λ
‖[b, σ]‖1WL(ρ1, ρ2) . (110)

Proof. For any Schwartz operator x ∈ S(L2(R)), we have

[a,Pλ(x)] =
[
a,Tr2

[
(1⊗ σ)U∗λ(x⊗ 1)Uλ

]]
(111)

=
[
a,Tr2

[
(1⊗ σ)U1−λ(1⊗ x)U∗1−λ

]]
(112)

(1)
= (1−

√
1− λ)[a,Pλ(x)] +

√
λTr2(1⊗ σ)

[
b, U1−λ(1⊗ x)U∗1−λ

]
(113)

(2)
= (1−

√
1− λ)[a,Pλ(x)]−

√
λTr2

[
(1⊗ [b, σ])U1−λ(1⊗ x)U∗1−λ

]
. (114)

where (1) uses the the commutation relation (95), and (2) uses the tracial property in [17,
Theorem 17]. Therefore

[a,Pλ(x)] = −
√

λ

1− λ
Tr2

[
(1⊗ [b, σ])U1−λ(1⊗ x)U∗1−λ

]
. (115)

Taking the operator norm:

‖[a,Pλ(x)]‖ =

√
λ

1− λ
sup
‖y‖1≤1

Tr
[
(y ⊗ [b, σ])U1−λ(1⊗ x)U∗1−λ

]
(116)

≤
√

λ

1− λ
‖[b, σ]‖1 ‖x‖ , (117)

and similarly for ‖[a∗,Pλ(x)]‖. The result follows by duality. �

As a corollary, we obtain mixing times for the beam-splitter channel Pλ:

Corollary 6.5. For any ρ1, ρ2 ∈ D(L2(R)) with finite energy, and any n ∈ N,

‖(P†λ)n(ρ1 − ρ2)‖1 ≤
16λ

n
2

√
1− λ (1−

√
λ)
‖[b, σ]‖1 inf

β>0

√
coth(β/2)

(
βE − ln

(
1− e−β

))
(118)

where

E := (
√
λmax{Eρ1 , Eρ2}+

√
(1− λ)Eσ)2

Proof. This is a direct application of Lemma 4.15, Propositions 6.4, 6.2 and 6.3. �

6.3. Fermionic systems. The curvature of a beam-splitter channel can also be obtained in
the context of Fermionic systems, which we briefly outline in this subsection. Recall that an n-
mode Fermionic system coincides with an n-qubit system which can be described by the Clifford
generators {c1, · · · , c2n} satisfying the CAR relation

ci = c∗i , cicj + cjci = 2δi,j1 .

For each 1 ≤ j ≤ n, the annihilation and creation operators are given by

aj =
1

2
(c2j−1 + ic2j) , a∗j =

1

2
(c2j−1 − ic2j) .
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Each element x ∈ M2n(C) can be written as

x =
∑
A⊂[n]

λAcA .

Here, A is a subset of [n] = {1, · · · , n} and cA = ci1 · · · cik is the (ordered) product for A =
{i1, · · · , ik} and i1 < i2 < · · · < ik. In particular, x is an even element if x only contains
elements CA with support |A| even.

We denote the algebra as C ∼= M2n(C). Let Ĉ be a copy of C with generator ĉ1, · · · , ĉn. As

in the Bosonic case, there is a beam-splitter unitary Uλ ∈ C ⊗ Ĉ of transmissivity 0 ≤ λ ≤ 1 (see
[51, Lemma 3.1]), which performs linear rotations on the Clifford generators

U∗λcjUλ =
√
λcj +

√
1− λĉj , U∗λ ĉjUλ = −

√
1− λcj +

√
λĉj . (119)

Let σ be a state on Ĉ. For any 0 ≤ λ ≤ 1, we define the quantum channel

Pλ : M2n(C)→ M2n(C) , Pλ(x) = Tr2

(
(1⊗ σ)U∗λ(x⊗ 1)Uλ

)
. (120)

where Tr2 is the trace on Ĉ. We consider the differential structure given by the derivation

∂ = (∂j)
2n
j=1 : C →

2n⊕
j=1

C , ∂j(x) = [cj , x].

We have the following analog of Proposition 6.2

Proposition 6.6. Let 0 ≤ λ ≤ 1, Pλ be the Bosonic channel defined above. Then Pλ satisfies

the intertwining relation ∂P =
√
λ
→
P∂ with

→
P = (P,P, . . . ,P). Moreover,

(i) Define the semi-norm ‖x‖L = maxj ‖∂jx‖. Then for any x ∈ M2n(C)

‖Pλx‖L ≤
√
λ‖x‖L .

Therefore, (M2n(C),BL,Pλ) has coarse Ricci curvature lower bounded by 1−
√
λ.

(ii) for any state ρ and operator x ∈ M2n,

‖∂Pλx‖ρ ≤ λ‖∂x‖P†λρ .

where ‖ · ‖ρ is the weighted norm defined in (41). Therefore, for the binary relation
B∂ (26) inducing the Wasserstein 2-metric, (M2n(C),B∂ ,Pλ) has coarse Ricci curvature
lower bounded by 1− λ.

Proof. The proof is identical to Proposition 6.2. �

Remark 6.7. The channel Pλ is different from the Gaussian channel considered in [16]. The
latter uses a beam-splitter unitary Uλ satisfying (119) for c1, · · · , c2n and ĉ1, · · · , ĉ2n forming a

2n-mode Fermionic system, as opposed to the tensor product C ⊗ Ĉ considered here. For such a
channel, we can only obtain the estimates in Proposition 6.6 for even elements.
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6.4. Pauli channels. Recall that the Pauli matrices in M = M2(C) are

σ0 = 1 , σ1 =

[
0 1
1 0

]
, σ2 =

[
0 −i
i 0

]
, σ3 =

[
1 0
0 −1

]
.

We consider the Pauli channel on the n-qubit system

P : M2n(C)→ M2n(C) , P(x) :=
∑
α∈I

λασαxσα ,

where I ⊂ {0, 1, 2, 3}n is a multi-index subset and given a string α ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3}n, σα =
⊗n

i=1 σαi
is the tensor product of Pauli matrices. Note that each σα is a self-adjoint unitary and

σασβ = (−1)c(α,β)σβσα

commute up to a sign depending on α and β. The coefficients λα form a probability distribution
over the set I. We assume that λα > 0 for any α ∈ I and 0 ∈ I. We consider the differential
structure given by derivation

∂ :M→
⊕
α∈I
M , ∂α(x) = [σα, x] .

For each β ∈ I, we have ∂β(σβxσβ) = −∂β(x) and

∂β(σαxσα) = σβσαxσα − σαxσασβ = (−1)c(α,β)(σασβxσα − σαxσβσα) = (−1)c(α,β)σα∂β(x)σα .

Then

∂β ◦ P(x) =
∑
α∈I

λα ∂β(σα xσα)

=
∑
α∈I
α 6=β

(−1)c(α,β)λα σα ∂βxσα − λβδβ(x)

= (λ0 − λβ)∂β(x) +
∑
α∈I

α/∈{0,β}

(−1)c(α,β)λασα∂β(x)σα .

Denote λ(β) = min{λ0, λβ}. We define the map

−→
P = (P(β))β∈I , P(β)(x) := (1− 2λ(β))−1

(
(λ0 − λβ)x+

∑
α∈I

α/∈{0,β}

(−1)c(α,β)λασα xσα

)
.

Then we have ∂P = P(β)∂. Note that for each β, P(β) is a complete contraction on Lp(M) for
1 ≤ p ≤ ∞ because

|λ0 − λβ|+
∑

α∈I/{0,β}

λα = 1− 2λ(β) .

Define the semi-norm

‖x‖∂,∞ = max
α∈I
‖∂βx‖ .



42 RICCI CURVATURE OF QUANTUM CHANNELS

Therefore,

‖P(x)‖∂,∞ = max
β∈I

(
1− 2λ(β)

)
‖P(β)∂β(x)‖ (121)

≤ max
β∈I

(
1− 2λ(β)

)
‖∂β(x)‖ (122)

≤ (1− 2 min
β∈I

λ(β))‖x‖∂,∞ (123)

= (1− 2 min
β∈I

λβ)‖x‖∂,∞ . (124)

In other words, the triple (M2n(C),B∂,∞,P) has coarse Ricci curvature lower bounded by 2 minβ∈I λβ .
Moreover, by the triangle inequality

‖x‖∂,∞ ≤ 2‖x‖ .

Then, we have by duality that for any two states ρ, σ, 1
2‖ρ− σ‖1 ≤WΓ(ρ, σ). Denote

EI(ρ) =
1

|I ′|
∑
γ∈I′

σγxσγ ,

where I ′ is the set of Pauli strings generated by those in I. It is easy to see that Pk(ρ)→ EI(ρ)
for any state. Denote W∂,∞ to be the Wasserstein 1-distance dual to ‖ · ‖∂,∞ Then we conclude
that for all k,

‖Pk(ρ)− EI(ρ)‖1 ≤ 2W∂,∞(Pk(ρ), EI(ρ)) ≤
(
1− 2 min

β∈I
λβ
)k
W∂,∞(ρ,EI(ρ)) (125)

≤
(
1− 2 minβ∈I λβ

)k
2 minβ∈I λβ

J∂,∞(ρ) . (126)

where J∂,∞(ρ) := W∂,∞(ρ,P(ρ)) is the jump of ρ. We summarise the above discussion in the
following proposition.

Proposition 6.8. Let P(x) :=
∑

α∈I λασαxσα be a Pauli channel. Suppose 0 ∈ I and
λα > 0 for any α ∈ I. Then P has coarse Ricci curvature lower bound 2 minβ∈I to the metric
W∂,∞(ρ,P(ρ)) defined above. Moreover, for any state ρ and k ≥ 1,

‖Pk(ρ)− EI(ρ)‖1 ≤
(
1− 2 minβ∈I λβ

)k
2 minβ∈I λβ

J∂,∞(ρ) .
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