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Limit formulas for the trace of the functional
calculus of quantum channels for SU(2)

Robin van Haastrecht

Abstract

Lieb and Solovej [I1] studied traces of quantum channels, defined by
the leading component in the decomposition of the tensor product of two
irreducible representations of SU(2), to establish a Wehrl-type inequality
for integrals of convex functions of matrix coefficients. It is proved that
the integral is the limit of the trace of the functional calculus of quantum
channels. In this paper, we introduce new quantum channels for all the
components in the tensor product and generalize their limit formula. We
prove that the limit can be expressed using Berezin transforms.

1 Introduction

The study of estimates of matrix coefficients of unitary representations of Lie
groups is of fundamental interest. The case of Schrodinger representations of
the Heisenberg group C™ x R has been studied extensively, see [10, I7]. Later
in [11] Lieb and Solovej proved certain Wehrl-type L2-LP-estimates for matrix
coefficients of SU(2) representations. To prove this they introduce quantum
channels. The two main ingredients of their proof are firstly finding inequalities
on partial sums of eigenvalues of the quantum channels, and secondly a limit
of the trace of quantum channels. More precisely, let #H,, be the irreducible
(1 4+ 1)-dimensional representation of SU(2) and consider the tensor product
decomposition of two irreducible representations of SU(2) [l appendix C]

I
My @ Hy = D Hprv—an. (1)

k=0
Lieb and Solovej [11] define:

T(A) = P(A® I)P* € B(H,10).
Here I, is the identity operator on H, and

P:HM®HV_>H;J,+V
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is a partial isometry. The map T is trace-preserving up to a constant and thus
a quantum channel up to this constant. Roughly speaking, it is proved that the
integral of functions of matrix coefficients

/ &(1{g - u, ) [2)dg
SU(2)

is the limit of the trace of the functional calculus for A = v ® u* [11]. Here v,
is a highest weight vector.

In this paper we introduce general quantum channels, defined by projecting
onto the irreducible & component of our decomposition (). We define

Ti(A)=P(A® L)P;.

Again, the map is trace-preserving up to a constant. It is automatically com-
pletely positive. We will study the limit formula of the trace of the functional
calculus. It will turn out that the Berezin transform and the Toeplitz operator,
which is equal to (1 + 1)R};, where R,, is the symbol defined in definition 2.9]
will be useful to study the limit. We obtain the following Theorem.

Theorem 1.1. Let ¢ € C([0,1]). Then

1
Jim SR = [ o))
for any f € C(CP') such that Jopr f(2)dz = 1 and with Toeplitz operator
R:(f) > 0.

Here we have that:

Bt = (1) S0 () min

=0

Using denseness of polynomials in continuous functions on a compact interval
we extend the result to the functional calculus of A of continuous functions. We
also note that R}, is surjective, so it is enough to consider 7, (R;,(f)) instead
of n”k(A) We also study the operator £, and find the eigenvalues.

The method we use it the following. Realizing all transforms as integral
kernels, we calculate:

Ryt p—2k T k(R ()

Now we can calculate the trace of our operator
v * * —1 v *
%,kRu - Ru+u—2kBu+u—2kR#+V*2k7;hkRu

in limit, as the inverse Berezin transform (u+ v — 2k — UB;;L/—% will be going
to the identity strongly, (v + 1)"R,(R%(f)™) is going to f™ and we have the
formula

Tr(A) = (v+1) / R, (A)(z)du(z).

C



Now we use denseness of polynomials in C([0,1]).

Lieb and Solovej [12] studied similar questions for the compact group SU(n),
proving similar inequalities by considering tensor products ()" C™ and project-
ing onto the leading components, and for the non-compact group SU(1,1), by
projecting onto the lowest weight component, also called the Cartan component,
in the tensor product of two highest weight representations [I3]. In this case
they proved some Wehrl-type inequalites; see also [4], [15] []. Some inequalities
were improved by Frank [4]. It seems that these questions can be put in a more
general context of highest weight representations of Hermitian Lie groups [20].
In a future work, I will consider the unitary highest weight representations of
the non-compact group SU(1,1) realized on the weighted Bergman spaces and
study the corresponding problem. I will calculate the trace of the quantum
channels for all components in the tensor product of unitary highest weight rep-
resentation of the non-compact group SU(1,1), which is closely related to the
case SU(2).

We note that the Berezin transform is closely related to quantization on
Kahler manifolds in Geometry and Mathematical Physics and have been studied
extensively; see e.g. [Il B, [16]. Some of our results about Berezin transforms
might be obtained from these results. However, we provide more precise results
using the representation of SU(2).

The paper is organized as follows. First we introduce representations of
SU(2) as reproducing kernel Hilbert spaces, go through some general theory
and introduce quantum channels in Section 2l In Section Bl we realize the ele-
ments of B(H,,) using the operator R}, a Toeplitz operator, and we calculate

Ryt 21T, (R}, (f)). Finally, in Sectlon [ we study the Berezin transform B,
and calculate lim, 0o Tr('ﬂ”kRZ) We also study the operator E,, 1.
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2 Preliminaries

Notation: (a), =a(a+1)...(a+mn — 1) is the rising Pochhammer symbol and
(a)® =ala—1)...(a—n+1) is the falling Pochhammer symbol.

We study the representation theory of SU(2). We define H,.

Definition 2.1. Let H, be the space of polynomials on C in z of degree less
than or equal to v and let the inner product on it be given by

/f 9(2)du (2),



(v+1) dz
I+[z[?)” m(1+]2[?)? "

where du,(z) = c

We note that dig(z) = ﬂ(lfﬁ is the SU(2)-invariant measure dt on C

such that ¢(C) = 1 (as a coordinate chart in CP'). Also, the norm is normalized
such that ||1]|, = 1. The set {2}?_, is an orthogonal basis for H, where

. 14
11 = (7).

and H, is a reproducing kernel Hilbert space (RKHS for short) with kernel
KY(z,w) = (1+ zw)".

Remark 2.2. Note that SU(2) acts on the symmetric space SU(2)/U(1) by left
multiplication. This space is isomorphic to CU {oo} = CP' when the action on
CP' is given by g - [21 : 22] = [9(z1 : 22)], matriz multiplication. Then we see
that U(1) is exactly the subgroup fizing [0 : 1], and SU(2) is transitive as it is
transitive on the unit ball. Thus CP' = SU(2)/U(1). We note that C C CP* by
2+ [2:1] is a dense coordinate chart. Thus it is enough to consider C C CP
and the action of SU(2) on G is given by:

a b az+b
Sz = .
c d cz+d
We shall mostly work on C. We note that there is a SU(2)-invariant metric on

CP' making it a Riemannian symmetric space, see [6, chapter VII, Proposition
1.1].

We now define the SU(2)-representation on #H,.

d =b
a,b € C such that |a|?> + |b|> = 1. The representation is given by

Definition 2.3. Let g € SU(2) such that g~ = (Z b) = <a_ 2), where

az+b
—bz+a

g9 f(2) = (=bz+@)"f(g7" - 2) = (=bz + )" f( )-

This is a unitary irreducible representation, the unique representation of
SU(2) of dimension v + 1. It is isomorphic to the usual realization of homoge-
neous polynomials of degree v.

Now let p,v € N and v > p (in the end we will let v — o), and it is well
known that [, appendix C]:

w
H,u ® Hu = @Hy+v72k- (2)

k=0

We define a map Ji : H, @ Hy = Hyuqv—2k-



Definition 2.4. Let Jy, : H, @ Hy — Hurv—2k be given by

z w
1+& 1+¢w

Je(f)(€) = . f(z,0)( (1 + )M (1 + W)Y duy(2)de, (w)

= [ )z~ ) (L4 €2 (L ) iy ()i o),

This operator Ji is also a differential operator given by

k

T = (—1)FY (-1 (lj) Wﬁgaﬁﬁﬂz—w—g,

=0 k=

and it intertwines the representations. This can be proved using the reproducing
kernel formula, but we skip the details here. The counterpart of J; for the
holomorphic discrete series representations of SL(2,R) is called the Rankin-
Cohen operator, see for example [I8, (1), p. 58]. The adjoint of J; can be
obtained by direct computations.

Lemma 2.5. The adjoint of Jj is:

Ji (f)(z,w) = /(1 + 26" (L 4+ w)” F(€)(2 — ) dptyur 21 (€)-

C

The map JiJ} : Hyuyv—2k = Hutv—2k is a scalar multiple of the identity by
Schur’s Lemma, since H 4, -2 is irreducible. To find the scalar we calculate
Je 3 (f)(0) for f=1.

Proposition 2.6. We have

ENp+v —2k+2)
(=) (=p)k

C.2 = k(5 (1))(0) =

Before we prove this we recall the following summation formula [2, Corollary
2.2.3].

Lemma 2.7. For n a non-negative integers and b, c integers such that |c| > n
we have that

2F1(—7’L, b7 c, 1) = (C — b)n

Now we are ready to prove Proposition

Proof. First we see that



Jp () (z,w) = /(1 + 26" (L + w€)” (2 — w) dpysy 20 (€)

C

Then we see that

Ji(J5 (1)) (0)

Using Lemma [Z7] we get

= Ji((z = w)*)(0)

:/ (z —w)k(z — @) 1#17du, (2)du, (w)
C2

:/ (z —w)k(z — @) de, (2)de, (w)
(C2

=|(z - w)k||%tu®m

Oimr=

B k! PR\ (1) (v + 1 — k)
v+ 1—k) Jz_: (J) (—n);




k!

Je(J5(1))(0) = szl(_k’ v+1—Fk,—p,1)
o k! (—M—I/—l—f'k)k
- (V+1—I€)k (_,U)k

K (ptv+1—k)*

QL (n)*

RN p v =242 KN p4v—2k42)
B ()F () k(e

We define the projection onto the irreducible subspaces.

Definition 2.8. We define P, := C, 1 Jr : Hu@Hy — Huvv—2k, where Cpy ke
1s defined in Proposition [2.6.

We see that Py is the orthogonal projection onto the subspace H,4,_2x
in Decomposition (). We need also the decomposition of L2(SU(2)/U(1)) =
L2(CP') under the action of SU(2)

L*(CP') = é% (3)
k=0

where the sum is in the L? sense and Haj =2 37'[2/1@ by the map

v (g0 (v,9- o)),

where vg is the U(1)-fixed vector in Hay, i.e. f(z) = 2¥. Note that this de-
composition is multiplicity free. For a more general result, see [7, chapter V,
Theorem 4.3]. Also, C°(CP') C L?(CP") is dense and any f € C>°(CP') can

be written as
o0
f=>fe
k=0

where fi € Hop and the convergence is absolute convergence.

Now we define some further SU (2)-invariant operators on the representation
spaces. First we define the map R,, which is commonly called the symbol of
the operator.

Definition 2.9. Let R, be the map

R, :H, ®H, — C>*(CP') C L*(CP"),

given by R, (f1 ® f2) = %; Jor f1, fa € Hy.



Observe that f, is antiholomorphic and that the map is SU (2)-igariant.
Note that we have the identification H, ® H, = B(H,), where fi ® fo corre-
sponds to the kernel (x,y) — fi(x)f2(y) of an operator. Note that by Equation

(m) v
Ho ®H_ug@7{2i-

A direct calculation shows that R} (f) = - +1 Ty, where T is the Toeplitz oper-

ator given by Tj(g) = PM¢P*(h), where h € L?(CP"), M; is multiplication by
f and P is projecting onto H,, from L?(CP'). Explicitly, this means

/ F(@)h(@) K (2, 2)du (2).

Its kernel is Ty (x,y) = [ K¥(x,2)K"(2,y) f(2)de,(z). Hence we get

Ry (f)(x,y) =

y_|_1/CK”(I’Z)KV(Zvy)f(Z)dLu(Z).

Remark 2.10. The operator R, is injective by general arguments; it can also
be proved by differentiating by 0, and Jz. As a consequence, the map R} is
surjective as the H, are finite dimensional, and the maps

R,:H,®H, = Im(R,)

and

R :Im(R,) —» H, @ H,

are bijective.

We now define the Berezin transform.

Definition 2.11. The Berezin transform B, is defined by

B, := R, R} : L*(CP') — L*(CP").

Note that B, (C*(CP')) € C>°(CP'). More explicitly, for f € C(CP') we
see that

B (I+25)"(1+7zs
B”(f)(z)_/c(1+|z|2)”( Ts

Note that by Cauchy-Schwarz

1+zs” zZs)¥
NEIE [ s ey e <11l

S F(s)duls).

)




Observe that the Berezin transform is SU(2)-invariant. Now by Decomposition
Bl and Schur’s lemma, B, must act as a _constant on each subspace Ha, C
C*°(CP'). From [19] we find that for f € Hay,

(h)?
w+k+1)!-(v—Fk)!

Bu(f) = f (4)

when k < v, and
B,(f)=0 (5)
when k > v.

As we know that any operator A € B(#,) is of the form R} (f) for some f in
Im(R,), a natural question is to see which A € H, ® H, = B(H,,) corresponds
to which f € Im(R,); that is, we want to find (R})"*(4) = B, 'R,(A). We
first split A into the 7-/[\2; components, 0 < k < v, ie. A= Ay+---4+ A,
where Ay € @ C H, ® H,. As B, acts as the constant WM on the
space Hay, B, ! acts as the constant C,, (k) = W on that space. We

conclude that

a Ak(Z,Z)

(R (A = 3 Culh) o ey

We recall some simple facts about reproducing kernel Hilbert spaces. For
a (finite dimensional) reproducing kernel Hilbert spaces H of functions on a
measure space (X, i), equipped with the L?(X) inner product and reproducing
kernel K (z,y), we have for any operator T" on it, writing K. (y) = K(y, z)

mmm:LL@mmwmm

where x — L(z,y) is in H and y — L(z,y) are in H. We note that

L(z,y) = T*(K:)(y) = (Ky, I7(Ky)) = (T(Ky), Kz) = T(Ky)(2),

Now let {ei}?i:?m) be an orthonormal base for #, then
dim(H)
K(x,y)= Y el@)ely),
i=1

and for I an operator on H,

fmm=Amem@»



3 Quantum channels & Berezin transforms

We now define quantum channels.

Definition 3.1. Associated to Decomposition [3) we define
Tik: B(M.) = B(Hytv—2k),
given by T, (A) = Pyo A® I o P}. Furthermore, we define a renormalization

~ 1
v :Mi———’mPkOA(@IOP;'

These maps will turn out to be positive and ﬁ”k will be trace-preserving,
making it a quantum channel. These channels were defined by Lieb and Solovej
[11] for the case k = 0. To my knowledge, the quantum channels for general k
are first studied here. There are many questions one can ask of these channels,
similar to the case k = 0 studied by Lieb and Solovej. Here we will mainly study
limit formulas of the trace. We prove some properties of the maps ’7;”,6

Proposition 3.2. The map 7;”1@ is completely positive, and the map ’t”k 18
completely positive and trace-preserving.

Proof. 1t is obvious that the map T” ') is completely positive, as it is the com-
posmon of the *-homomorphism A '—> A®I and A~ P, AP}. It follows that

e 18 completely positive as well.

AV . .
Now we prove 7; i 1s trace preserving. We see

TH(T4(4) = — s TP A@ To FY)
= ’M—H/ Tr(gPro A® 1o Prg t)dg
it v —2k+1 Jspe
__ krl / Tr(Py o gAg~' @ I o P})dg
it v —2k+1 Jspe
= M—H’I‘r(Pk o (/ gAg~tdg) ® I o P}).
pw+v—2k+1 SU(2)

By Schur’s Lemma fSU(z) gAg~tdg = %I Hence

n + 1 dim('Hu+u—2k)
Tr(T . (A)) = Tr(A = Tr(4).
YT A) = o o A dim(#,.) "
O
As in [I1], our eventual goal is calculating lim, dim(HLW%)Tr(EV,k(A))

10



Remark 3.3. Notationally it is easier to write lim,_,oc =Tr( . x(A)) instead
of lim,, o0 mTr( 1 (A)). They will have the same limit, as

dim(Hyqp—2k) = p+v —2k+1.

In the rest of the paper, we will often exchange u+v—2k+1 with v for notational
convenience.

We compute the integral kernel of 7/, (A4).
Proposition 3.4. The operator 7,/ (A) = Py o A® I o P has kernel

L(§,x) = Pro A® I o Pi(K.)(€)
= C2 [ (@ (L wm) = w) A )z - )
C3
(14 €2 F(1 + €)"diy ()i (2) oy (),
where A(x,y) is the kernel of A.

Proof. We calculate

)] = /c(l + 20" M1+ wd) K (& 2) (2 — ) dpys—2n ()
= (Ko (147 =) F 1+ —) Rz - m))
T

Then we see that

(ARI) o Jy(Ky)(z,w) = | Jp(Kz)(u,w)A(z, u)de,(u)

(1 + )" (1 + W) % (u — w)F Az, u)de,, (u).

J
J

Thus

Jko(A®I)oJ,j(Km)(§):/C (AR I) o Ji(K:)(z,w)-

(1 +& 1+¢w
_ / (1 +u@) (1 + )" (1 — w)* Az, u)-
CS

)k(l + &) (14 &w) dey(2)de, (w)

Z—-o)"(1+ &)1 + o) Fdu, (w)de,(2)de, (w).
Combining this with P, = C},, Jr we get the result. O

11



We consider the case k = 0. Then the formula simplifies to
Po(A@ I Fy (K2)(€) = A, 2)(1 +7€)".

In the case where k is maximal, kK = u, our kernel simplifies to

L(€,x) = % /([:3(1 + W)’ (u— w) X (1) X (2)-

(Z—w)"(1 4 &w)” Hdey(uw)de,(2)de, (w).

Then we note that (u —w)* = (—w)*(1 — £)*, thus by the reproducing kernel
property the above becomes

L x) = U:il/' 1—|—w:v)” 1+ &w)Hdu, (w),
where g = (_01 (1)> We want to calculate the trace of the functional calculus,
1
CTH((T(A))
for a continuous function ¢. We start with ¢(z) = 2™, where n = 1,2,..., i.e.

the trace 1
CTH(T(A)")
for any n. As R}, is surjective, it is enough to calculate
. 1 v *
T ST (T (RL())

It will turn out this, and in particular R,4,—2x7; R} (f), will be easier to
handle.

Proposition 3.5. We let

k() = Rugo—21 T, R ()
Then

k —k\ (v =k + DK
=Ch vk Z(—l)kfl (2 _ l) %Bu—l(f)'
£ !

Remark 3.6. We make a general remark on SU(2)-invariance. We see directly
that Ry, R}, and T, are SU(2)-invariant. Hence it will often be enough to
ascertain an identity in 0 to find it for the whole space as SU(2) acts transitively
on CP'. The following proof will be an example of that. We also know that any
H, ® M, and L*>(CP') split multiplicity free by Equations (@) and (3). As R,
R, and T, are SU(2)-invariant, Schur’s Lemma says they act as scalars on
the irreducible components.

12



Proof. We first prove

k
L0 = €S-0 () EE T o)

Then by SU(2)-invariance we get by the above remark that

k _ — 1!
)= Chas 1 () et ),

By Proposition [3.4] for any operator A on H,, we have

(00 =24 DT w0) = e [ (1400 1+ gy

(u—w)FA(z,u)(Z — @) (1 + 2Z)* (1 + 2@)" " *du,, (u)de,, (2)du, (w),

Now we calculate 7, R}, (f). We get

CQ
TR ) = 2% [ (1 a1 ) (= 0) K (25K (5.0

pw+1
Z—@) (1 +22)" (1 + 2w)" % f(s)de, (w)dey (2)de, (w)de,(s)

C
= —u“j’f /@(1 +wy)’ (L + sp) (s — w)* (5~ )"

(14 23" F (1 + 2@)" % f(s)de, (w)du, (s).

Applying R, 1, ok gives us

2

C
EZ,k(f)(Z) = RM+V—2k7;LIJ,kR;(f)(2) = (,UJ + 1)(1 j_’u|)’:|)#+l/*2k ’

@ w) (14 52 s — ) () () (s).

We will now try to write EZ © @s a sum of Berezin transforms. From the
definition we see

BNO) = [ L it

By the orthogonality of the {w'} we can evaluate By . ()(0) as

13
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14

Now we study
We note that



R G w—k+ k=) .
Z(i!(k—i)) V! 1!(¢_Z)!(_1) l

K El (v —k+i+1) .
TVl i+ D) (k—i—l)!i!(_l)

D2 (k) iy — k+ D — k+ 1+ 1), o
~ - N1+ 1)! (D)™ (1)
—1

BN =k) (v —k+ D! <= (—k+D)i(v—k+1+1);
vI(1)2 il +1);
:%gﬂ(—kﬂ,u—kﬂjw,wrl,l)
(= kDN (k— )
VIIN2(k =1 (I + 1)k
=k DRk — )
Vil (k —1)!

= (o () kO

Here we have used the Gauss formula for hypergeometric functions, Lemma 2.7
Hence we see that £, (f)(0) is

i=0

k
L0 = €S-0 (T EE T o)
> m

The result follows. O

The constant C ;= ]m% has the property

Thus

15



Kk
Jim B (f) = (Z) Z(—l)k_l(k_ki!l)mBu—z(f)

0 (§) Bt

‘We make this a definition.
Definition 3.7. E, .(f) := (4) X (—1* (") Bi(f).

Note the convergence lim,, _, E; x(f) = E,, i is uniform. We are interested
in the case when Rj (f) > 0, for which we prove some bounds.

Lemma 3.8. For f € L?(B1), z € C and R} (f) >0
0 < Eui(f)(2) < Tr(RL(f))-

Proof. We have for X € H,,

/C X ()2 f(s)den(s) = (1 + D(RL(F)(X), X) > 0.

Thus we find that
C?
BLA00) = 2 [ =) B ) (5) = 0.

and that forall 0 < j < pu

/C |9 [2F (8)duy () = (u+ D(RL() (), 7) = 0.

We also see that

C2
BLA0)0) = 2 [ =) P ) ()
— Cﬁ,v,k k k 2 v -1 ii2
- (u+1)j§(j) (u2y) [lrroa

16



Taking the limit we see

Eur(f)(0) = lim E . (£)(0)

vV—0Q
2 k

- lm ((:Tf)g (’j)(k_j) JEEEE

_ (“)ﬁ JEREE

<3 (1) [Pt = g [0 o
= [ #6)its) = TR,

We conclude that 0 < E,, (f)(0) < Tr(R* (f)). But as the action of SU(2) is
transitive and R}, (g- f) = gR;,(f)g~ wh1ch preserves the trace and positivity,
we get that for any z € C

0 < Eui(f)(2) < Tr(RL(f))-

4 Functional calculus of quantum channels

We go on to describe the functional calculus of

;Zk(R;(f)) RluAl»l/ 2k Z,k(f)

for any f € C(CP"), where Ruﬁl-u o 1s defined on Im(R,, 4, —2). We recall from

Remark 2.10] that Ry o restricted to this space is bijective, and we see

1 v o __ * * 1 1 v
R#Jrl/ 2k .k _RWrV Qk(Rquvf%) R#Jrl’ 2k .k

17
=R v — QkB;,L-‘rV 2k k>

where B;iy_% is defined on Im(R,, 4, —2r). Hence we see

ik (B(f) = By i Byt B (6)

We now want to prove that ((v+1)B,)~!f converges to f as v goes to infinity,
where f € Im(R,,4,—21). We begin by proving (v+1)B, is going to the identity.

Proposition 4.1. The sequence of operators {(v + 1)B,},, where B, is the
Berezin transform, convergences to the indentity in the strong operator topology
as an operator on C(CP').

17



Proof. Let f € C(CP"). First we look at B,(f)(0). We recall from Remark
that CP' has a metric for which the action of SU(2) is isometric. Let € be
given, now as CP' is compact we can choose a § > 0 such that for z,y € CP*
with d(z,y) < § we have |f(x) — f(y)| < e. Let U be the d-ball around 0. Then

we see

6+ DBAHO) - 7(0)
1+ 1) [ e ) — @+ 1) [ G f0)

— v+ 1) /C mms) — F(0))du(s)|

£(5) ~ S0) v+
<w+) [ U )+ 2l [ o)

We also note that there is an » > 0 such that for all for s € C\U we have
s > r > 0. We conclude that there is some vy € N such that if v > v, then
|(1fr’|‘g‘l2)y| < QII;HOO for all s € C\U. We then conclude that for v > vy

[(v +1)B,(f)(0) — f(0)]

Then we see

(v +1)Bu(f)(g-0) = flg-0) =+ 1)Bu(g™ - /)(0) = (47" HO)].
Now we see for g € SU(2) and z € U that d(g-0,g-z) <4, so

g7 F0) g7 f() = f(g-0) = flg-2) <.

It follows that for the same vy, if v > vg:

(v +1)Bu(f)(9) = f(9)l = (v + 1)Bu(g™" - £)(0) = (97" - ))(0)] < 2.

We conclude that
Tim [|B,(f) ~ f]| =0.

O

Now we look at ((v + 1)B,) '(f), where for f € Im(R,) and v > u. Note
that Im(R,,) is a finite dimensional vector space.
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Proposition 4.2. For f € Im(R,) we have that ((v + 1)B,)"(f) converges
uniformly to f as v goes to infinity. In particular, the convergence of ((p+v —
2k + 1)By+#72k)71EZ1k(f> to E,.1(f) is uniform in C(CP").

Remark 4.3. We note that C>®(CP') C L?(CP') = @2, Hor and B(H,) =
EBZ:O Hoap, where B, is injective, so that COO((CPl) D Im(R,) = @Z:O Hor. -
Hence if v > p we have

Im(R,) € Im(R,).
We conclude that B, maps Im(R,,) onto itself and B, (f) is well-defined on
Im(R,,) when v > p.

Proof. By Proposition 4.1l

lim (V + 1)Bu|1m(RM) = Iv

V—00

in the strong operator topology. As Im(R,) is of fixed finite dimension, this
convergence is also in the norm (the norm being the inherited || — ||oo norm).
Hence we have some vg such that when v > vg:

(v +1)Bylim(r,)) ™" — Il <e.

Thus we have that for v > vy:

oo

((v+ l)BV|Im(RH)>_1 = Z(I — (W +1)Bulmr,))"

n=0
and we get that

. 1
|| < :
L+ (I = (v + 1)Byllim(r,) |

(v + 1) Bylim(r,))

which is bounded. Hence we have that
NF = (v + DB (Nlloo = (¥ + 1) Boltm(r,) " (v + 1)Bu(f) = f)lloo
<7 + D Bultm(a,) - 1@+ 1DB(f) = flloo-

This proves that ((v + 1)B,)~1(f) converges uniformly to f.

For the second part, we know that £, (f) is going to E, x(f) uniformly, so
using the fact that Eﬁzl’(f), E, .k (f) € Zf:o Im(B,—;) = Im(R,) we get

(v + 1 = 2K) Bugw—2i) " B, 1 (F) = B ()l
S (W + = 26)Byyu—20) " Epr i (F) = By i (Dllso + 1B} (F) = B (Hlloo
<@+ 1= 28) Buu—at) ™" = 111 1B 5 (Do + 1Bk (f) = Bk ()l oo

The result follows. O
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We want to prove convergence of R, (R%(f)™) now.

Lemma 4.4. For each n in N the integral

(14 5153) ... (1 + 85-135) |”
I+ s1?) .. (L +[snl?)

I,(v) = (v+ 1)"/ di(s1)...du(sy)

n

is bounded in v € N. More precisely, Vyen I, (v) < 227,

Proof. It is clear when n = 1, then the integrand is (ﬁ)” Assume now
n > 2. We see for v even, i.e. v =2k

L(v) = / (14 5153) ... (1 + $n_157)2dt (51) . . - diw (50)

(1 + s182)" - (1 + 8n-150)" 3y, 0009,

-2 (-G

LLyeeey In—1

(2ﬁ>1< 2% )1 ( 2% >1(2n>1
11 11 + i T \Un—2 Fin_1 Tn—1 '

Now we note that

2k+1 (k" 241, . 2j

Al (H) ks IIxJIIi:(2H+1)/L2dL($)
k+1\jy k+1 c (14 |z|?)=

K K -1
- 2j 2\k _ R\ iti2 — K 2K
sy =3 (5118~ (7) ()

=0

_0 <I:> <z 2+Hy) e 2(?) B (7)

We continue our calculations on I,,(r). We have

2 2
> () ()
| = <21> '”<in—1)
LLyeeey tn—1
(2,{)1( 2%k )1 < 2%k )1(2,%)1
11 i1 + i " \ldn—2 Fin_1 Tn—1
K 2 -1 -1 2 2
e . i1 11 11 + 12 ia) " \ldn-1
02,.eyin—1 11=0

26\ " 2K o\t
1] + 12 U \dp—2 +in_1 Tn—1 '
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Now we see that
K 2 —1 —1 K -1 kK —1
K 2K 2K K 2K K 2K
<
) () 6T =200 06T
11 =0 11=0 11=0
e\ e\ ! AN
<i() () =)
12 0 19

Thus we see applying Inequality [7 iteratively

> lgio(fi)iiff(ffm)3(:;>2-~- (-
() G ) ()
== (0 )] ~-~(Z-:;> |
<w> () ()
S SO ()
L) )
(1) (o)
L) ()
e S ()

Consider now the case that v is odd. Then

N

~.

w

+

~.

Ny

~
L

/\

v+ 1 (1+557) .. (14 sn_150) |7
1) < v (X2 du(s1) ... du(sn
) < v v ) / (14 [s1]?) ... (1 + |sn|?) sn)--- dilsn)
14

We conclude that indeed the desired integral is bounded.

Proposition 4.5. For f € C(CP') we have the convergence

Jim (v + 1" Ry (RL(f)") = [l = 0.
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Proof. Recall by SU(2)-invariance

Ry(Ry(£)")(g-0) = Ru(g (R ()™)(0)
= Ry((97 " R;(f)9)")(0) = Ru(R; (97" £)™)(0).

Hence we can do the calculations by evaluating in 0 as in the proof of Proposition
1l We see that the kernel is

. (pyn _ f(s1) - f(sn) (1 +257)" (1 + s181)" ... (1 + sal)”
Ry (f)"(z,y) = /(Cin T+ [s12) ... (1F [sn]2)”
(14+t152)" ... (L 4+ tn-15n)"de(s1) .. . di(sp)dey (1) - o . diy (1)
f(s1) o f(sn)(X+a57)" (1 4+ $152)" ... (1 + s,Y)"

- cn T+ [s12)" ... (1 + |sn2)” di(sy)...du(sy).

Then

(v +1)" Ry (R (f)")(x)
W B ()" (z, 7)

=Ww+1) (FAFBE
_ D" [ S fs) A+ as)” . (4 saT)” ”
STERE Jor AP (s ) dlen)

f(s1) .o f(sn) (X +257)" ... (1 + 8,T)
oo (T[22 +[s12)7 .. (14 [sn[?)”

=@w+1D" du(sy) ... du(sy)

Evaluating in 0

(v +1)" R, (R, (f)")(0)
f(s1) o f(sn) (X +8152)" ... (1 4 $p—130)"
cn (L +[s1)¥ o (1 [snl?)”

=w+1)" di(s1) ... du(sy).
We also note that expanding (1+s152) ... (14 $,—15,)", only the holomorphic
parts of s; appear and by orthogonality they vanish. Then we only have the
holomorphic factors of sy, and iterating only the constant term is integrated
over. We get

n (1+515)V(1+5n71§)v
(V—i—l) /n (1+|51|2)V"'(1+|5n|2)” db(81)...db(sn)

. 1
B M e= e e

—di(s1) ... du(sn) =1

Now we take the sum metric on C", inherited by the SU(2)-invariant metric
on C, invariant under the diagonal action of SU(2), and as we are on a compact
space for every € > 0 there is a § > 0 such that d((z1,...,2n), (Y1,---,Yn)) <0
implies |f(x1) ... f(xn) — f(y1) ... f(yn)| < €. We fix € giving us a ¢, and we let
U be the open d-ball around 0,
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|(v + )" Ry (R (f)")(0) — £(0)"|
f(s1) . f(sn) (1 +$152)" ... (1 + 8p—153)"
cr (L+[s1]2)” ... (1 + [sn]?)”
f(())n(l =+ 815)1/ e (1 —+ Sn,1§>y
. (ESPRD R (e di(s1)...du(sy)]
i n (f(s1) .- f(sn) = F(0)")(1 + 5152)" ... (1 + Sp—15n)"
=1v+1) /n (¥ [512) . (L + |sn]P)”

=|(v+1)" diu(s1)...du(sy)

—w+1)"

di(s1)...du(sy)]
<+ 0" [ 1f(s0).e o)~ £O]-
de(s1)...du(sy)

+muwm/’ (v + 1)"
(Cn\U

(1 + 515) e (1 + Snflﬁ) v
(14 |s1]2) ... (1 + |sn]?)

(1 =+ 815) e (1 + Snflﬁ) v
(T4 s1]?) ... (14 [sn]?)

di(s1) ... du(sy).

It follows by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality

1+ 5153 < (14 [s12) 2 (1 + |23
that 3
(14 s152) ... (14 s,571) 1
L4112 (L4 [sn?) | 7 Q451221+ |sa]?)?
We have equality in the first inequality if and only if all s; are equal; in the

second inequality if and only if all s; are equal to 0. In C"\U we have that
there exists r > 1 such that

<1

1
- - <r<l1.
(L4 s1?)2 (14 [snl?)2

It follows that

(14 5153) ... (1 +sp—150) "

(51,0 sm) = 0 D) S N T )

<(v+1)r"

is bounded on C™\U and is going to 0. This gives us by Lebesgue dominated

convergence that an\U(]/ +1)7] (ﬁrj‘lﬁ)z)(larﬁ;:lg) [“du(sy) .

0 as v is going to infinity. Now we study

..du(sy) is going to

(r+1)"x
. n (1 + 815) ce (1 + Sn—l%)
/' (82 o) = H O g o s

We see that for (si1,...,s,) € U we have

1£(s1) - f(s0) — F(O)"] < €.

[Vde(s1) .. di(sy).
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As a consequence of Lemma [4.4] the integral

(u+1)n/U

is bounded by some R. This bound holds for each neighbourhood U. Thus
there is some vy such that for v > v

(14 5153) ... (1 + sp—135) "
(I [s1[?) ... (L4 [snl?)

di(s1)...du(sy)

(v + )" Ry (R (f)")(0) = f(0)"] < e+ Re.

The result follows like in Proposition {1} O

We combine everything to get the following Theorem.

Theorem 4.6. For f € C(CP') there is trace convergence

Jim ST = [ Bash) )

Proof. We define
9y = (VBuyv—ar)  E} 1 (f)
and
9= Eur(f)

By Proposition we have that g, converges to g. Note that here we have
exchanged v + p — 2k 4+ 1 for v as per Remark We see

||VnRu+u—2k(R tv—2k(90)") — 9" |0

< ||VnRu+V72k( tv— o (90)") — VnRququk(RZJru—zk(g)n)”oo

+ ||VnRu+V72k( v — 2k(g)n) - gn”oo

SNV Ry -2k (R 01 (90)" — Ry 0r(9)") oo

V" Ry 2k (R, zk(g)") = 9" lloo-

By Proposition we have

lim [[v" Ryyo— 2k(RZ+u—2k(9)n) = g"||ec = 0.

vV—0oQ

Now we see that
|A(z, 2)] = (A, K. @ K2) g,y | < ||l - 1K © KL || = ||A]I(1+ |2[%)",

so that |[Ry(A)|lc < [[Allp(n,) Furthermore, as vR}, ., 5. (f) is ¢, Ty, Ty

being the Toeplitz operator and ¢, = WV%H’ we see that

Rtk (DB < cullfllse,
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and lim, o ¢, = 1. It follows that

W ([ By ok (B 2k (90)" = B0k (9)")l oo

V—r00

hm [ Rusv—2k(Ty, — Tg)l|oc = 0.
Thus we conclude that
Vlggo || Rputv—2k (RZ+U—2]€ (9)") = g"l|loc = 0.

Now by Equation
LI B = T (B on (B 2i1) Bl (F)")
=6 [ BBl (0Bpa)  EL(D)) )1
=" [ By (R a0 ).

As du is a bounded measure

V—r00

—/ "du(z /Euk V(2

The result follows. O

lim v"¢ 1/RH+U 2k (R} ok (90)") (2)du(2)

Now we prove our main result.

Theorem 4.7. Let ¢ € C([0,1]). Then
.1
ulggo ;Tr(¢( o i ¢ ke (f))du(2),

for f € C(CP') such that R’ *(f) positive and [ f(z)du(z) =

Remark 4.8. We observe that the condition fc (2)du(z) = 1 is equivalent
to the condition Tr(R;,(f)) = 1. Note that the eigenvalues of T\ (R}, (f)) are
smaller than or equal to ||R},(f)|| for allv. We get this as

Tk (RN = [[1Pe (R (N@) B < [IRL(HII-

Note also that
IR, (O < Te(R),(f)),

as I (f) is positive and Tr(R},(f)) = 1. Thus the functional calculus ¢(T,; . (R}, (f)))
for ¢ € C([0,1]) is well defined. Note also that ¢(E, 1 (f)) is well defined by
LemmalZ8
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Proof. We use Weierstrass’ theorem on the density of polynomials in C([0,1]).
Let ¢ € C(]0,1]) and {p, }» a sequence of polynomials such that

lim ||¢ — pnllec = 0.
n— o0
Observe

STOTAR ~ [ B (D))
<%ﬂw P) (T (R ()
S Telon (TR DN = [ pu(Bus (D))

C
HA%—M%AMMM

By Theorem we know

i, ST (TR = [ palBualN)sl2)

v—00 UV

Furthermore
li n— @) (E d < I n — O|od =0.
Jim | [ 0= OBt < Jim [ o= olldi(c)
Now let {\;}17?* be the eigenvalues of (¢ — pn)( k(1(£))). We see that
(& = pu) (T x (R (DI < Ml¢ = palloo,

and thus for all ¢
IAil < |¢ = Palloo-
We conclude that

I—Tr((sb Pa) (T (B ()] <

and thus that

v+p—2k+1

¢ = pnllos,
v

lim |4 Tr((6 Pu) (T (B ()))] = 0.

n—,oo UV

This proves that

Jim TR = [ olBLa(N)ar(o)

O

We study E, 1 to find its spectral decomposition under the decomposition

L*(CPY) = @2020’;{\2;. It is a sum of Berezin transforms and thus SU(2)-
invariant. Schur’s lemma says it will act by a constant on each of the irreducible
subspaces Ha,, C LQ((C]P’I). We can compute this constant precisely.
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Theorem 4.9. The operator E, . acts as the constant

(=1)R() (u)?sFa(—k, —m — p— 1,m — pi; —p, —ps; 1)
(p—m)(p+m+1)!

on the space 7—[;I C COO((C]P’l), where 0 < p <m. If m > p it acts as 0.

Proof. We recall the operator E, ; from Definition Bl From Equation (&)
and the definition of E,, ; it is clear that it acts as 0 when m > p. Now we
study what happens for 0 < m < u. By Equation ) B, acts as the constant

2
% on Ham, and thus E, , acts as the constant

(%) > () e o e

=0

This is also equal to

" K[k (= DY?

(k)(_l)k par (_1>l<z (—l+m+1)" (u—1—m)!

AV (u)? ' ulptma D (= m) (k)L

= (1) G T 2.1 (e

— <”>(—1)k (n)? ' (—p—=m = 1)i(—p+mi(=k)
k (b +m+ Dl (p—m)! — ((=p)0)?0!

(p—m)(p+m+1)!

This proves our Theorem. O

We note that we have used the eigenvalues of the Berezin transform B, to
compute the eigenvalues of E,, ;. For the non-compact dual of CP', namely
the open unit disk and for general bounded symmetric domains, Unterberger
and Upmeier [16] have found the eigenvalues of the Berezin transform. We
shall study the corresponding questions about quantum channels for bounded
symmetric domains in a future work.

5 References

[1] Ali, S. T., & Englis, M. (2005). Quantization methods: a guide for physi-
cists and analysts. Reviews in Mathematical Physics, 17(04), 391-490.

[2] Askey, R., Andrews, G. E., & Roy, R. (1999). Special functions. Encyclo-
pedia of Mathematics and its Applications, 71.

27



[3] Bordemann, M., Meinrenken, E., & Schlichenmaier, M. (1994). Toeplitz
quantization of Kahler manifolds and gl(N), N — oo limits. Communica-
tions in Mathematical Physics, 165, 281-296.

[4] Frank, R. L. (2023). Sharp inequalities for coherent states and their opti-
mizers. Advanced Nonlinear Studies, 23(1), 20220050.

[5] Hall, B. C. (2013). Lie groups, Lie algebras, and representations (pp. 333-
366). Springer New York.

[6] Helgason, S. (1979). Differential geometry, Lie groups, and symmetric
spaces. Academic press.

[7] Helgason, S. (2022). Groups and geometric analysis: integral geometry,
invariant differential operators, and spherical functions (Vol. 83). American
Mathematical Society.

[8] Humphreys, J. E. (2012). Introduction to Lie algebras and representation
theory (Vol. 9). Springer Science & Business Media.

[9] Kulikov, A. (2022). Functionals with extrema at reproducing kernels. Ge-
ometric and Functional Analysis, 32(4), 938-949.

[10] Lieb, E. H. (1978). Proof of an entropy conjecture of Wehrl. Communica-
tions in Mathematical Physics, 62(1), 35-41.

[11] Lieb, E. H., & Solovej, J. P. (2014). Proof of an entropy conjecture for
Bloch coherent spin states and its generalizations.

[12] Lieb, E. H., & Solovej, J. P. (2016). Proof of the Wehrl-type Entropy Con-
jecture for Symmetric SU(N) Coherent States. Communications in Math-
ematical Physics, 348, 567-578.

[13] Lieb, E. H., & Solovej, J. P. (2019). Wehrl-type coherent state en-
tropy inequalities for SU(1,1) and its AX + B subgroup. arXiv preprint
arXiv:1906.00223.

[14] Karabegov, A. V., & Schlichenmaier, M. (2001). Identification of Berezin-
Toeplitz deformation quantization.

[15] Sugita, A. (2002). Proof of the generalized Lieb-Wehrl conjecture for integer
indices larger than one. Journal of Physics A: Mathematical and General,
35(42), L621.

[16] Unterberger, A., & Upmeier, H. (1994). The Berezin transform and invari-
ant differential operators. Communications in mathematical physics, 164,
563-597.

[17] Wehrl, A. (1979). On the relation between classical and quantum-
mechanical entropy. Reports on Mathematical Physics, 16(3), 353-358.

28


http://arxiv.org/abs/1906.00223

[18] Zagier, D. (1994). Modular forms and differential operators. Proceedings
Mathematical Sciences, 104, 57-75.

[19] Zhang, G. (1998). Berezin transform on compact Hermitian symmetric
spaces. Manuscripta mathematica, 97, 371-388.

[20] Zhang, G. (2024). Wehrl-type inequalities for Bergman spaces on domains
in C and completely positive map. Springer Proceedings in Mathematics
and Statistics 447. To appear.

29



	Introduction
	Preliminaries
	Quantum channels & Berezin transforms
	Functional calculus of quantum channels
	References

