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BIMODULE QUANTUM MARKOV SEMIGROUPS
JINSONG WU AND ZISHUO ZHAO

ABSTRACT. We present a systematic investigation of bimodule quantum Markov semigroups
within the framework of quantum Fourier analysis. Building on the structure of quantum
symmetries, we introduce the concepts of bimodule equilibrium and bimodule detailed bal-
ance conditions, which not only generalize the classical notions of equilibrium and detailed
balance but also expose interesting structures of quantum channels. We demonstrate that the
evolution of densities governed by the bimodule quantum Markov semigroup is the bimodule
gradient flow for the relative entropy with respect to quantum symmetries. Consequently,
we obtain bimodule logarithmic Sobelov inequalities and bimodule Talagrand inequality with
respect to a hidden density from higher dimensional structure. Furthermore, we establish a
bimodule Poincaré inequality for irreducible inclusions and relative ergodic bimodule quan-
tum semigroups.

1. INTRODUCTION

Classical Markov semigroups, such as those governing heat flow, play a fundamental role in
harmonic analysis. Several important inequalities, including Young’s inequality, the entropy
power inequality, and the logarithmic Sobolev inequality, can be derived using the heat flow
method.

In the quantum setting, a quantum system is represented by a Hilbert space, while ob-
servables correspond to self-adjoint operators. The system of observables is described by
von Neumann algebras. A Markov semigroup acting on von Neumann algebras is commonly
referred to as a quantum Markov semigroup. The quantum Markov semigroup [19] [6l [7] is
a powerful tool in quantum statistical mechanics for modeling certain open quantum sys-
tems. It also plays a crucial role in noncommutative analysis, noncommutative probability
and noncommutative geometry etc.

In quantum statistical mechanics, an open system interacts with a heat flow in thermal
equilibrium, which mathematically corresponds to an equilibrium state. Due to the noncom-
mutativity of the setting, the symmetries of the heat flow relative to the equilibrium state
are more intricate than in the classical case. Two fundamental examples of such symmetries
are Gelfand-Naimark-Segal (GNS) symmetry [31] B2] and Kubo-Martin-Schwinger (KMS)
symmetry [3], 4, [5 17, 30].

Modern subfactor theory was pioneered by Vaughan Jones [15] [16]. His work on subfactors
revealed a wealth of unexpected symmetries beyond classical group symmetry, now known
as quantum symmetries. The axiomatic characterization of subfactors includes Ocneanu’s
paragroups [24], Popa’s A-lattices[28], and Jones’ planar algebras [I3]. Among these, Jones’

planar algebras provide a topological framework for studying quantum symmetries, consisting
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of a sequence of n-box spaces. Quantum Markov semigroups, when encoded by quantum
symmetries, exhibit highly intricate and fascinating structural properties.

In this paper, we investigate quantum Markov semigroups on a finite inclusion N' C M
of finite von Neumann algebras that preserve N, referred to as bimodule quantum Markov
semigroups. Assuming that the inclusion is a A-extension, as introduced by Pimsner and
Popa[20], we leverage the computational advantages of Jones’ planar algebras. We explore
equilibrium, GNS symmetry, and KMS symmetry in the bimodule setting. Inspired by the
quantum Fourier analysis developed by Jaffe, Jiang, Liu, Ren, and Wu [10], we introduce the
notions of bimodule equilibrium, bimodule GNS symmetry, and bimodule KMS symmetry
within the framework of quantum Fourier analysis (See Theorems (4.5 [£.20] [£40). Our
findings reveal that while quantum channel equilibrium exists at a single state, bimodule
equilibrium arises within a cone. Additionally, there exist quantum channels that are not GNS
symmetric but exhibit bimodule GNS symmetry. These bimodule symmetries significantly
broaden the study of symmetric quantum channels and quantum semigroups.

Bimodule quantum Markov semigroups can be fully characterized by §-positive elements,
as introduced by Huang, Jaffe, Liu, and Wu[g], in the 2-box space, along with self-adjoint
elements in the 1-box space (See Proposition [5.7] and Theorem [5.16]). The derivation associ-
ated with a bimodule quantum Markov semigroup resides in the 3-box space. Utilizing this
characterization of derivations, we establish the Poincaré inequality for irreducible subfactors
(Theorem [5.48)). For bimodule GNS-symmetric and relatively ergodic Markov semigroups,
we analyze the limit of the semigroup and derive the equation of the gradient flow. Addi-
tionally, we introduce the concept of hidden density, obtained by projecting elements from
the 2-box space into the 1-box space. This additional structure in the bimodule semigroup
framework allows us to establish both the bimodule logarithmic Sobolev inequality (Theorem
[0.4T]) under intertwining and the bimodule Talagrand inequality (Theorem [6.43]). We shall
investigate the bimodule KMS symmetric semigroups in the future.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section 2 we recall the A-extension of finite
von Neumnann algebras and examples for finite inclusions. This indicates that our work
includes the matrix cases. Section 3 we study the bimodule quantum channels in terms
of quantum Fourier analysis. Section 4 we introduce bimodule equilibrium, bimodule GNS
symmetry, bimodule KMS symmetry from equilibrium GNS symmetry, KMS symmetry nat-
urally. Section 5 we study the bimodule quantum Markov in the framework of quantum
Fourier analysis and introduce the derivation in 3-box spaces. We also prove the Poincaré
inequality for irreducible subfactors. Section 6 we study the gradient flow for bimodule GNS
symmetric and relatively ergodic Markov semigroup and introduces the hidden density of the
semigroup. Consequently, we obtain the logarithmic Sobolev inequality, Talagrand inequality
with respect to the hidden density.
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Sciences and Applications. J. W. was supported by NSFC (Grant no. 12371124) and partially
supported by NSFC (Grant no. 12031004).
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2. PRELIMINARIES

Let N' C M be an unital inclusion of finite von Neumann algebras and 7 the fixed normal
faithful tracial state on M. The inclusion N' C M is irreducible if N/ N M = C. Denote
by L?(M, 1) the GNS representation Hilbert space of 7, with cyclic separating vector Q and
modular conjugation J given by Jx{2 = 2*Q), x € M. Suppose that e; is the Jones projection
from L?(M, 1) onto L*(N, 7) and E the trace-preserving conditional expectation of M onto
N. We have that e;ze; = Ep(z)e; for any x € M. The basic construction M; = (M, e1)
is the von Neumann algebra generated by M and e;. The inclusion is finite if M, is a finite
von Neumann algebra. In this case we have M; = JN"J, where N’ is the commutant of N
on L?(M, 7). We shall focus on the finite inclusions of finite von Neumann algebras in this
paper.

Suppose 7 is a faithful normal trace on M extending 7, and let E y4 be the trace-preserving
conditional expectation onto M. The inclusion M C M, is called a A-extension of N' C M
if Erq(e1) = A for some positive constant A. The index of the extension is defined as [M :
N] = A~t. We denote by Q; the cyclic and separating vectors in L*(My, 1), and by e, the
Jones projection onto L?(M, 7). The A-extension is called extremal if for all x € N’ N M,
71(z) = 11 (JzJ). We assume all A-extensions in the paper to be extremal. We define Ey~ to
be the 7i-preserving conditional expectation from M; onto N/ N M;.

Let My = (M, e5) be the basic construction of the inclusion M C M;j, with a normal
faithful trace m extending 7. We assume M; C Mj is a A-extension of M C My, i.e.
Eq, (e2) = A, where E 4, is the mp-preserving conditional expectation onto M. Define E
to be the m-preserving conditional expectation from My onto M’ N M,.

A finite set {n;}7L, of operators in M is a Pimsner-Popa basis for N' C M, if x =

ZEN(xn;)nj, for all z € M. Equivalently, this condition can be written as 277;61%' =1
j=1 j=1

This implies that any operator in M is a finite sum of operators of the form ae;b with
a,b € M. As a consequence, for any y € M, there is a unique x € M such that ye; = xe;.

This indicates that z = A™'Ep(ye;). That N/ C M is a A-extension implies Zn;nj =1
j=1

We shall assume that the basis is orthogonal, that is Exr(ngn;) = 0 for k # j. When N'C M

is a A-extension, the conditional expectation Eﬁ\\,lﬂ, can be written as

EN, (z) = )\Zn;xnj, r € M.

J=1

Note that this implies that Eyp(e;) = A. We also have that Exy(yz) = Epap(zy) for all
y € M and x € M,.

The Pimsner-Popa inequality for the inclusion states that Ex(z) > Aepmz for any 0 <
r € M, where Ay is the Pimsner-Popa constant.



4 JINSONG WU AND ZISHUO ZHAO

The basic construction from a A-extension can be iterated to produce the Jones tower
NcMcMccMyC---

The higher relative commutants are known as the standard invariant of the inclusion. These
standard invariants are axiomatized by planar algebras as in [13].

2.1. Fourier Transform. The Fourier transform § : N/ N M; — M’ N M, and the inverse
Fourier transform §~! are defined as

S(m) :)\_3/2EM/($€261), x GN/QML
T (2) =AY By, (zerey), € M' N M.

We check that for any z € N N M:

FE (@) =F (AP njzesern;)

=1

=F A2 Z n;resern;)

J=1

= A3\ 12 Z Em, (njzeseinjeres)

Jj=1

=AY B (1 Ex(n)eerea)

j=1
= A" 20Ey, (&) = 2
It is then readily checked that § satisfies the Plancherel identity: 7o(F(x)*F(x)) = 7 (x*x),
for all z € N" N M;.
A3 (Epp (61600 )Epp (zeger)) = A2 272(61621'*77;1'626177]')

J=1

=\ Z To(ear ™ njzesEpr(n;)er)
j—l

= A" 27'2 2" Epr(n;)zeser)

= )\_27'2(56 xegeres) = T (x*x).
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In the planar algebra of the inclusion, the Fourier transform from N’ N M; to M’ N My is
described by a 90-degree rotation:

S(z) = x

There is a Fourier transform from M’ N My to NV N M, and its inverse. We shall denote
them also by § and g~

Sy) = )\_3/2EM1(€2€1?J), y e M N Ms,.
T y) = N Eap(ereny), yEN' NM,.
The planar tangle representing the Fourier transform from M’ N M, to N'NM; is the same
as the above with a reversed shading.

On the relative commutant A" N M, the 180-degree rotation is related to the modular
conjugation J as follows:

F(x)=Ja*J, v e N NM,.
To see this, we first have:

32 (LL’) = >\_3EM1 (6261EM/ (1’6261))

= >\_2 Z EM1 (62617}?25‘62617”)

j=1
= >\_2 Z EMl (62617];%'62)617]]'
j=1
Next notice that the action of the operator J(ae,b)*J € JM;J restricted to MSQ is given by
J(ae1b)*Jz2 = Ep(erzae b)), Therefore we have
)\_2EM1(626177;$62)Q = A_lEMl(IEM(em;x)eg)Q = Ja* Jn;Q,

consequently

A2 ZEMl(egem;‘xeg)emj = Ja*J.

j=1

We call Jz*J the modular conjugation of x, and denote it by Z. Since T = z, we see that
§* = id. There is a similar relation between the modular conjugation and Fourier transform
on M' N Ms.

For irreducible inclusions, we have the Hausdorff-Young inequality which states ||§ ()]0 <
AT
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Lemma 2.1. Suppose that a € N' N M. Then we have that for any x,y € M,
Sla)reiyy = M2 zayQ.
Moreover, we have that F(a)eies = A\Y?ae,.
Proof. We have that
Fla)zery =A"32E i (aeser)ze;yQy
= Z A2 anzaesen;enyy

=1
= AP B (n;)aczery
j=1

:>\_1/2Ia€261€2y91

=\"2zayQ).

Let z = y = 1. We obtain that F(a)e; = A/2aQ;. This implies that F(a)eiesQd =
M2ae5Q;. Hence §(a)eies = A2aey. This completes the proof of the lemma. O

The rotation © : M; — M, is defined as
O(x) = A Epy, (eae1Epp (wegey)), € M.

Note that O|ym, = F°.
We define the convolution between x,y € M’ N M, as

vxy =5 (()3(2))
:>\_9/2EM/ (elegEMl (6261y)EM1 (62611’)).

The convolution admits a simple graphical representation through planar algebra:

“y:.

The Schur product theorem states x x y > 0 provided that x,y > 0. If the inclusion is

irreducible, then we have Young’s inequality: |lz*yll, < 2|z, ||lyll,, for 141 =p~t4q71,

p,q,r > 1.

2.2. The Inclusion C C C". Let N' = C, M = C". Let {E}}}_, be n distinct minimal

projections in C", we define the normalized trace 7(Ey) = — for k = 1,...,n. The unit of N
n

is identified with that of M, which is Z E;.
k=1
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k-1
where T stands for the transpose. The left regular representation of M on L?*(M) is given
as

N
We can identify L?(M) with C" under the correspondence Ej$) + [O = ‘O} ’

0

Ek)—) 1

0

Define Ejj as EjpES) = 0 ;€2 for 1 < j,k < n. The set {E;;}7,_, forms a system of
matrix units of B(L*(M)) = M,(C), in which we have F; = E;;. The Jones projection is

n
e = % Z E; 1, whose image is spanned by the vector [1 e 1}. Note that we have
jk=1
1
Bk = Ejje1Ey k.

The basic construction M is the algebra generated by M and ey, i.e. the algebra generated
by the algebra of diagonal matrices and e;. We have M; = M, (C). Hence NN M = C",
and NV N M; = M,(C). The modular conjugation J on N’ N M, satisfies JX*J = XT,
X € M,(C). Note that M; = JN'J. We see that M; = M, (C) directly by the fact that
N =C.

The trace 7y is the unique normalized trace on M, (C). The conditional expectation E

on M is
Enm(X) = By X Eg .

k=1

1 1

We have Ep(e;) = —, therefore N' C M is a —-extension. We have a natural choice of
n n

Pimsner-Popa basis of N' C M given by {/nEj }7_, subject to the condition

Z VnEyreiv/nEy, = 1.
k=1
The GNS Hilbert space L*(M;) has a basis {E;xQ1}7,_;, with the left action of M; as
B, jEp 8 = 0;1,E,8. Define operators EGn),mq as E(j7k)7(p,q)Ep/,q/91 = 5(p7q),(pr7qr)Ej,kQL

The element Ej;; € M; embedded in My is Z Einp- The Jones projection on L*(M;) is
=1

ey = Z Eo kykk)- Then My is the algebra generated by M, and e,. By identifying L*(M,)
k=1
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with C" ® C™ under the unitary transformation
Eijl — \/ﬁEjQ &® EkQ,

the left /right action of M are identified with the action on the first/second tensor factor.
The left action of M; on C" ® C" is given by E;; ® I. The action of e; on C" @ C" is

given by the projection Z Ei ik @ Ey ). From this we deduce My = M, (C) ® C*. The trace

k=1
1 1
Ty on My is given as To(Ej ), k) = n_(sj’k' The inclusion M; C M is again a g—extension.

2
We have
M/ N MQ = span{Ej,j ® Ek,k|1 S j, k S n}

We remark that M’ N M, is a commutative C*-algebra.
A particular basis of M’ N M, is obtained from Fourier transforming the system of matrix
units of N7 N M. For 1 < j,k < n, we have

S(Ejx) = VnE;; @ Ej.

The multiplication of matrices is dual to the Schur product of matrices under the Fourier
transform §.

To summarize, the Jones tower for the inclusion C C C" is C ¢ C" € M, (C) C M,(C) ®
C" C ---. We remark that the full standard invariant of the inclusion C C C" is described by
spin planar algebra[l3, Example 2.8]. The tensor network also describe the same inclusion.
(See also [g]).

2.3. The Inclusion C C M,(C). Denote N' = C and M = M,(C). Let {|j)}}_, be a
orthonormal basis of C", and {E};}7,_, be a system of matrix units of M, (C) that satisfies
Ejill) = 0kalj). For 1 < j,k,p,q < n, we define operators on L*(M) by E() (pqg aS

Eiwyma) Ep.aSt = dp.q),.q) 5,682 Then {E(jyk)y(p#ﬂ}?,k,p,q:l forms a system of matrix units

of B(L*(M)). The left regular representation of E;; € M is ZE(j,S),(k,S). The Jones

s=1
projection is

1 n
= > B

J,k=1

The basic construction M, is generated by M and e;. We have M; = JN'J = B(L*(M)) =
M,2(C). We have JX*J = X T where X € M;. The trace 7, is the unique normalized trace,

1 1
with respect to which we have Ex(e;) = —. Therefore N' C M is a —-extension. A natural
n
choice of Pimsner-Popa basis for N' C M is {/nEj,}7 ;.
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We identify L*(M;) with C" ® C" ® C" @ C" by the unitary transformation
1 .
EGu.pash = —1i) @ k) @ |p) @lg).

The left action of Ej ) g € M1 on L?*(M;) is given by E;, ® By, ® I ® I. This implies
the left action of E;;, € M to be F;;, ® I ® [ ® I. The modular conjugation J; on L?(M)
acts as

) @ k) @ [p) @ lg) = [p) @ lg) @ |j) @ [k).
The Jones projection ey is given by

1 n
er=— > 1B ©18

]7k:1
We thus have My = M,,(C)@ M, (C)I®M,(C), and M'NMy = I&M,(C)IM,(C). The
1
trace 7o is given as (X @Y @ I ® Z) = ETT(X)T’F(Y)T’F(Z). The inclusion M; C M, is

1
again a —-extension. The modular conjugation J; acts on MnNMyas JJTTRXRIRXY)*J; =
n
IRYTRI®XT.
Finally the Fourier transform of the system of matrix units of AV N M, is given by

3(E(j,k),(iw)) =nl @ L @I Q Eqp.
The element E(; 1) pq) € M is depicted in the corresponding planar algebra as

Its Fourier transform in M’ N My is

Note that is minimal projection for any X and

L

To summarize, the Jones tower for the inclusion C ¢ M,(C) is C ¢ M,(C) ¢ M,(C) ®
M, (C) € M,(C) ® M,(C) ® M,(C) C ---
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2.4. Finite index inclusions from unitary fusion categories. In this section, we recall
the canonical way to construct a finite index inclusion of type II; von Neumann algebras
N C M from a Frobenius algebra in a unitary fusion category C.

We denote the tensor unit of C by 1. For an object X, denote by X the dual of X. Let
evy : X ® X — 1 be the evaluation map and coevy : 1 — X ® X the coevaluation map
satisfying the zigzag relations. Suppose that X, Y € C. We denote by Hom¢(X,Y') the space
of morphisms from X to Y, and by Hom¢(X) the algebra of endomorphisms of X, with the
identity morphism idx. By the fact that C is unitary fusion category, Hom¢(X) is a finite
dimensional C*-algebra. There is a faithful trace on Home(X) given by the categorical trace
as follows:

Tr(f) = coevy (f ®idy) o coevy, f € Home(X).
The quantum dimension of X is defined as dy = Tr(idx). In what follows we shall consider

the normalized categorical trace tr = —Tr.

d

A x-Frobenius algebra is a triple (%Xm,n) where 7 is an object in C, m : Yy ® v — 7 is
the multiplication and 7 : 1 — 7 is the unit. (See [22, Definition 3.1] for the details.) By
the universal construction of Miiger, there exists a spherical Morita context £ with objects
{2(,8}, such that C = END(2() and END(®8) is a unitary fusion category. Moreoever there
is a distinguished 1-morphism J : 2 — B such that v = J.J. Morita contexts can also be
described in terms of module categories [25].

The construction of the inclusion from - is as follows. Let ¢ be a non-negative integer. For
k = 2¢, define a finite dimensional C*-algebra M, = Hom((JJ)"J); for k = 2¢ + 1, define
M, = Hom(.J(JJ)*J). There is a natural inclusion ¢ : M, — M defined as id; ® — for k
even and idy ® — for k odd. These inclusions preserve the normalized categorical traces, so

we obtain a faithful trace 7 on the x-algebra M = U M. For k = 2{, define a C*-subalgebra
k>0

Ny C My, as Nj, = Hom((JJ)%) ® id; for k = 2¢ + 1, define Ny = Hom(J(JJ)*) ® id5. The

inclusions ¢ restricts to inclusions of Ny into Ni.1, so we obtain an inclusion of x-algebras

UNec M =M

k>0 k>0

Let L*(M, 7) be the GNS-construction of M with respect to 7, we define M to be the closure
of the left regular representation of M in B(L*(M, 7)) with respect to the weak operator
topology. It is a standard procedure to show that 7 extends to a normal faithful trace on
M. Define N' C M to be the weak-closure of the x-subalgebra U Nj. Thus N C M is an
k>0
inclusion of (hyperfinite) type II von Neumann algebras.
It follows from the properties of commuting squares [14, Proposition 5.1.9] that N C M

is a A-extension with A = —, where d, is the quantum dimension of y. By Ocneanu’s

compactness argument [I14, Theorem 5.7.1], the inclusion N' C M is irreducible if ~ is simple,
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namely Home(1,7) is 1-dimensional. The higher relative commutants of N C M can also be
computed by this theorem. We have for k = 2¢, N' N M;, = Hom(J(JJ)¢) and M’ N M, =
Hom(J(JJ)%); for k = 20+ 1, N" N M, = Hom((JJ)**!) and M’ N M, = Hom((JJ)**1). In
particular, we have N" N M; = Hom(J.J) = Home(7), and M’ N My, = Hom(y ® v) where
v ® 7 is treated as a y-bimodule in C. By a theorem of Popa [27, Corollary 3.7], N' C M
is always extremal for there are only finitely many equivalent classes of simple objects in a
fusion category. The dual inclusion M C M; of N C M can be constructed in the same
way with J and J exchanged. For the dual inclusion, we have M’ N My = Hom(y ® 7) as
7-bimodules, and M} N M3 = Home/(7).

We provide some examples of the above construction by specifying the unitary fusion
category and the Frobenius algebra. Let C be unitary fusion, then so is C X C°P. The object
v = @ X X X°P admits the structure of a simple Frobenius algebra, thus produces a

Xelrr(C)
irreducible subfactor N' C M. This is known as the quantum double construction[23]. The
fusion ring of the underlying category C is encoded in the triple (N'NM;, M'N M, §), which
is an instance of fusion bialgebras [20]. For a concrete example, consider C = Hj being the
Haagerup fusion category [I] with simple objects {1, a, o, ¢, a(, a*C} and non-commutative
fusion rules:

o’ =1, Ca=0a’C, C?=al, C=14+(+al+a*C

It then follows from [20, Proposition 7.4] that the associated inclusion A" C M has relative
commutants AN M; = C° and M'N My =2 C*® M,(C). This is an instance of an irreducible
inclusion with 1-side commutativity for 2-boxes. we have that @ = o2, i.e. the modular
conjugation acts non-trivially on NV N M;. The quantum dimensions d, = d,2 = 1 and

3 13 95+ V13
de = do¢ = dp2e = %\/_ The global dimension \™! = % We denote by N C
M" the inclusion M’ C N” on L*(M). Then MY N M% = C8. Let pa,pa2, Dcs Pacs Parc €
M N M? the minimal projections corresponding to o, a2, ¢, ¢, a*C.

3. BIMODULE QUANTUM CHANNELS

Suppose that M is a finite von Neumann algebra. A linear map ® : M — M is called
positive if it preserves the positive cone M . The map & is called completely positive if
¢ ®id, is positive on M ® M,,(C) for all n > 1, and completely bounded if sup ||® ® id,,|| is

n>1

finite. The map & is unital if (1) = 1. A quantum channel is a normal unital completely
positive map on M.

For a unital finite inclusion N' C M of finite von Neumann algebras, a linear map @ is
said to be N-bimodule, if

(I)(?JlSCyz) = qu)(m)y2,

for all y1,y2 € N and z € M. The N-bimodule map can be characterized by an element in
the relative commutant M’ N M. Suppose ® is an A-bimodule map on M. The Fourier
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multiplier ® of ® is defined as follows: for all x,y € M,

&melle =\!/2 Z xn}‘eﬁ(m)yﬁh

j=1

—\1/2 Z zEn (njer®(n;))ysh

j=1
We check that for x1,y1, x9,y2 € M:

@)(%619191)7 Toe1Y2fd1) = A2 Z(xln;elq)(nj)ylgla$2€1y2>

j=1

_ )\1/2

NE

T1 (yék@ﬂ;xm;@lq)(ﬂj)yl)
j=1

= A2 "7 (yse En (@) 2 (n))un)

j=1
= N2 (yzea @ (a5w0)y1) = NP7 (g3 @ (w501) ).
Thus ® is the unique element in M’ N M such that
@(%61%91)7 zoe1yo) = N2 (ys®(a5my)y1), 1, Ta, Y1, Y2 € M. (2)

The complete positivity of a bounded A-bimodule map ® on M is equivalent to the positivity
of its Fourier multiplier. This can be directly seen from the positivity of the bilinear form
induced by d asin Equation (2]). The bimodule map ® can be written in terms of the Fourier
multiplier d as follows:

D(z) = A2E (e2e, Deres). (3)
This can be proved by using Equation (2)) and Lemma 2] as for all x,y € M:
T(y* ®(x)) :A_g/z@zelﬂl, e1y$)
I)\_5/2T2(y*62€1€[\)$€162)
:)\_5/272(y*EM(6261€)x6162)).

Moreover, we have that ®(z)e; = A%/ 2eqe; dzeqes. We shall informally graph ®(x) as follows:

&
O
!
(=)
KH)

and write ®(z) as z x ®. We have that id = A~/2¢,.
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Proposition 3.1. Suppose ® is a bimodule bounded map. Then Z(I)(n]’-‘)emj e N'n M,
=1

= S(ZEM (njer®(n;) )— (Z@ n; e1m>.

7j=1

and

In particular, ®(x)Q) = S(@)xQ, forx e M.

Proof. This follows from Equation () and Lemma 21l here we provide a direct computation.
For x,y € M,

- (Z <I>(77}‘)6177j) very = A 2B <€16’2 Z(D(n;)elnj> e1y$h

J=1 J=1

= AT ST e B (R0, e miery)

Ji,j2=1
= N2y ey
ji=1
= EI\)l’elle.
This shows & = ! <Z (ID(n]’-‘)elnj). O
j=1

Suppose ®, ¥ are A-bimodule maps on M. The composition of bimodule maps is charac-
terized by the convolution of the Fourier multipliers:

U = U * .
For a bounded A -bimodule map ® on M, we define the adjoint of ® (with respect to 7)

by 7(®*(y)x) = 7(yP(z)). Note that ®* is a trace-preserving bimodule map if and only if ®
is unital.
Proposition 3.2. Suppose that ® is a bimodule bounded map. We have that

T =3

In particular, for a completely positive map ®, we always have > = D
Proof. For any x,y € M, we have that

T(y ' Epm(eze1Preres)) = T(Epq(eae1®@* yrerxes)).
By removing the conditional expectation [E,, we have that

T2 (y*€2€1€).§(:€162) = Tg(egelé\**y*elxeg),
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1.e.
o~

To(ege1 Pre1y™) = 1o (P* eresxery™).

By Lemma 2T we see that

no(eaF (@)zery’) = (3@ eazery”).
This implies that
§(@) =51@"),

ie. O = g . This completes the proof of the proposition. 0]

Suppose  : M — M is a bimodule quantum channel. The fixed point space of ® is given
by

M (D) = {x € M|P(x) = x}.
The multiplicative domain of ® is
N (D) ={z € M|P(z"x) = O(x)"P(z), P(xx™) = P(z)P(z)"}.

The multiplicative domain of a quantum channel forms a von Neumann subalgebra of M,
while this is not true for fixed points in general. Notice that if ® is a A'-bimodule map, then
N C #(D)N AN (D).
For a N-bimodule quantum channel ® on M with Fourier multiplier de MnN My, we
¢

have ®F = &™) The limit Eo = hm n Z P* exists as a N-bimodule quantum channel, with

the property that E2 = Eg. Moreover the image of Eg is .# (®). Taking Fourier multiplier
gives:

with IAEq) * IAECP = IE@. Therefore Eg is an idempotent whose Fourier multiplier is positive.

Suppose that the image of Eg is a x-subalgebra P C M, then it is known that Eg is a
P-bimodule map that is a contraction with respect to the operator norm. This implies that
Eg must be a conditional expectation onto P. Let ep be the projection from L?(M, ) onto
L*(P,7). Then we have that

R(F ™ (Ea)F " (Ba)") = ep.
In particular, if .#(®) = N, we have that R(F ' (Ee)F ' (Ee)*) = e1.

Remark 3.3. Note that we can not conclude that E¢ 1s trace-preserving conditional expec-
tation, even if its image is a *-subalgebra. However this is true when the inclusion N ¢ M
is irreducible [12, Proposition 3.2].
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This suggests us present the definition of convolutive support projection.

Definition 3.4 (Convolutive Support Projection). Suppose © € M’ N Msy. The convolutive
support projection €&(z) is defined to be

¢6(z) = \/ R(x * - x),

kZLEL---,EkG{L—}

where x* = x if e =1 and ¢ =T if e = -. We say = is connected if €&S(x) = 1. We denote
by €&y (x) = \/ R(zH).
k>1

Remark 3.5. We have that R(z) < €6¢(z) < €6(x) < 1 if x is positive. If N C M is
irreducible, then €& (x) is a biprojection by [12), Proposition 3.2].

Remark 3.6. Suppose G is an undirected graph and Ag is its adjacent matriz. By considering
the inclusion C C C", where n = |G|, the cardinality of G, we have that Ag € N N My and
§(Ag) is positive. Moreover, €&(F(Ag)) =1 if and only if G is connected.

Remark 3.7. Suppose ® is a bimodule quantum channel. We have that R(Eqg) < €S,(D).
We recall the relative irreducibility of a bimodule map introduced in [9].

Definition 3.8 (Relative Irreducibility). Suppose N' C M is a finite inclusion of von Neu-
mann algebras and ®: M — M is bimodule positive map. We say ® is relatively irreducible
if for any projection p € M and positive number ¢ > 0 satisfying ®(p) < cp, we have that

peN.

Remark 3.9. Theorem 5.8 in [9] shows that €&(P) = 1 implies that O is relatively irreducible
whenever ® is a completely positive bimodule map. Lemma 5.9 in [9] shows that if ® is
relatively irreducible bimodule quantum channel and N is a factor, then ® is equilibrium with
respect to a normal faithful state p, i.e. p® = p.

We recall the following useful result for relatively irreducible bimodule quantum channels
in [9].

Proposition 3.10 (Proposition 5.12 in [9]). Suppose that ® is a relatively irreducible bimodule
quantum channel and N is a factor. If there ewists a non-zero positive element x € M such
that ®(x) <z or ®(x) > z, then ®(z) = x.

Furthermore, Theorem 5.10 in [9] states that

Proposition 3.11. Suppose N' C M is a finite inclusion of finite von Neumann algebras
and ® is a relatively irreducible bimodule quantum channel. Suppose N is a factor. Then the
eigenvalues of ® with modulus 1 form a finite cyclic subgroup I of the unit circle U(1). The
fized points space M (D) = N. For each a € T, there exists a unitary u, € M (P,a) = {x €
M : ®(x) = ax} such that (P, o) = uaN = Nuy,.
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Lemma 3.12. Suppose ® is an N -bimodule quantum channel. Suppose that there exists a
faithful normal state p on M such that ® is equilibrium with respect to p. Then x € # (D)
if and only if

1’21\31/26162 = &\)1/261621’.
Consequently, 4 (®) is a von Neumann subalgebra.

Proof. Suppose that x € .#(®). By the Kadison-Schwarz inequality, ®(z*z) > &(x)*®(z) =
r*z. Since p(®(z*z) — 2*2) = 0, we have ®(z*z) = x*x as p is faithful. Let y = 2®/%e ey —
®1/2¢ e5x. Then
T(Em(y*y)) =7 (EM ((:c@l/zq@ — (/1\)1/2616226)*(3?(/1\)1/26162 — qA)l/zelegx)))
=\27 (D (2" 1)) + N 2 (aa ®(1)) — N 27 (2* ®(x)) — N/ 27 (a®(z"))
S)\3/2T(SL’*SL’) + >\3/2T(x:c*) — )\3/27'(1’*1’) — )\3/27'(:cx*)
=0.

Hence Epr(y*y) = 0. By the Pimsner-Popa inequality, y = 0. Note that z* € . (®). We see
that 1'*61/26162 = &\)1/261621'*. This implies that 626161/21' = ere@l/?.

Suppose that 2 € M and 2®/2eje, = ®/2¢1e52. We see that ®(z) = z by multiplying
€261 ®!/2 from the left hand side and taking the conditional expectation [E . O

Remark 3.13. It is known that when ® is equilibrium with respect to a normal faithful state
p, we have A (®) C N (P). In Theorem[].18, the equilibrium of a bimodule quantum channel
will be generalized to bimodule equilibrium.

Proposition 3.14. Suppose ® is an N -bimodule quantum channel equilibirum with respect
to a faithful normal state p on M. Then x € 4 (®) if and only if

~ ~

CS(D)reres = ES(D)ejxes.

Proof. Suppose that z € .#(®). We have that z* € .#(®). By Lemma B2 we have
x®2e; 65 = P1/2¢ €9z, ie. rFH(PY?) = S_l(q)l/f)x. By considering the adjoint, we have
that 2§~ (®V/2)* = F~H®Y2)*x. Multiplying F(®/2), ~1(®'/2)* multiple times, we obtain
that
pFH @Y FH Y = @YD) FH @Y%, kEN, e, e € {1%).
By Lemma 2.1] we see that
(561/2 K ook E[\)ek/2).]}'€162 = (561/2 ko ok (/I\)ek/2)61$62, kEeN, e,....e €{1,-}.

Hence €&(P1/2)zeres = €S(DV/2)erzes. Note that €S (P1/2) = €S(D). We have €& (D)zeres =
CG(CT))elxeg.

Suppose that Q:G(a))xele2 = @6((/1\))611’62. Then we obtain that @xele2 = @elx@. Multi-
plying ese; from the left hand side and taking the conditional expectation E ., we see that

O(z) =x,iex e H(D). O
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Remark 3.15. Suppose ® is an N -bimodule quantum channel equilibirum with respect to a
faithful normal state p on M and x € #(P). We have that ®*(x) = ®*(1)x and

E¢xeleg = E@€1SL’€2.

Corollary 3.16. Suppose ® is an N -bimodule quantum channel equilibirum with respect to
a faithful normal state p on M. If one of the following holds:

(1) €&(D) = 1;

(2) Eg is invertible,

then A (®) = N.

Proof. If one of the above conditions holds, we have that zejes = ejxes for any x € #(P)
by Proposition [3.14] and Remark This implies that € N'. Therefore .#(®) =N. O

4. BIMODULE EQUILIBRIUM AND BIMODULE GNS SYMMETRY

In this section, we shall introduce bimodule equilibrium and bimodule GNS symmetris.
Suppose p is a normal faithful state on M. Let 2, be the separating and cyclic vector in the
GNS representation Hilbert space L*(M, p).

Let S, . be the relative modular operator defined by S, 22 = 2*Q, for any x € M. Let
Spr = JA,l/ ? where A, is affiliated to M. Let o/ be the modular automorphism, ¢t € R. If
there is no confusion, we denote of by o; for simplicity.

The state p is canonically lifted to M; by poE,,. The relative modular operator of poE
with respect to 7y is just A,, which is viewed as an operator affiliated with M.

The modular operator A, is an unbounded operator in general. In the bimodule case, we

shall consider the operator ﬁp defined as follows. We shall assume that the modular operator
is compatible with basic construction, namely e; € Dom(c”;). Under this assumption, define

3p = A2 (Epr(0-i(er)))-
We have that ENr(ApelA;l) € NN M is bounded. Hence ﬁp e M’ N M, is bounded.

Remark 4.1. We say the normal faithful state p is a hypertrace on M over N if p|n is a
tracial state. For such p, we have A, affiliated with N' N M. Note that being a hypertrace
does not imply that A, is bounded. If the modular automorphism group of p keeps N fized
globally and the center of N is finite dimensional, then A, is bounded. For such p, we have

A, = ATV (A AL,

If plxyr = 7, we have that A,eq = e1A,. This implies that ﬁp =1. If N =Candpisa
normal faithful state on M, then p is a hyper-trace on M over N'. In this case,

AP = >‘_2EM’ (ApelAp_le2el),
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b

The contragredient A = A2Epn (A elApe2el 1s depicted as

s

Lemma 4.2. Suppose p is a normal faithful state on M and e; € Dom(o_;). Then x €
Dom(c_;) for any x € NN M.

Proof. For any y € M’ N M, we have that
ya_i(el)Ql = yApelA;I(Zl = yApelA;Ieg(Zl = Apg_l(y)Ap_lQl.

This implies that A, (y)A" is bounded and §~'(y) € Dom(o_;). Note that § is a unitary
transform from N'NM; onto M'NM,. We see that x € Dom(o_;) for any x € N'NM;. O

depicted as

Lemma 4.3. We have that
ﬁp = )\_2EM/(A})/26162A;16261A})/2) > 6.
mn M’ ' N Msy. Moreover 623[) = ﬁp@ = e9.
Proof. We denote 0” ;(e1) by Ape1 A7t Note that since e; € Dom(A,), it is also in Dom(A,l)/2).
ﬁp :)\_2EM/(EN/(ApelAgl)egel)
:)\_2EM/(Ap€1A;16261)
=2\ B (A erea ) N eser A}/,
Note that
Ney = EM/(A})ﬂelegA;lﬂ)EM/(A;l/zeQelA}/z) < EM/(A;/26162A;16261A;/2).

and
IEM/(A}J/zelegAglegelAyQ)eg :)\EM/(A}/26162A;162A;/2)
=AE¢(e1€2)
=\2e,.
This completes the proof of the lemma. O

Lemma 4.4. We have that ﬁp 18 invertible.
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Proof. Suppose p is a projection in M’ N My such that pﬁp = 0. Then we have that
pAyzelegA;legelA},mp = (0. This implies that pA,l,/2elegA;1/2 = 0 and pA,l,/2ele2 = 0.
Multiplying e;, we obtain that pA,l/ 61 = 0. By taking the conditional expectation Ey,,, we

see that Ey, (p) Ay %e; = 0. Note that Eny, (p) € M'NM; and Ay is invertible. We see that
Ea, (p)er = 0. Applying the Pimsner-Popa basis {n; we see that Ey, (p) = 0. Finally,

we see that p = 0. Hence ﬁp is invertible. O

m
=D

4.1. Bimodule Equilibrium. In this section, we shall study the equilibrium in the bimodule
case.

Theorem 4.5. Suppose that ® is a bimodule quantum channel and p is a faithful normal
state on M such that e; € Dom(o_;). Then ® is equilibrium with respect to p if and only if

EM(@elﬁpgel@) = \5/2 gnd
6261$Ap61A;191 = 6261$£p61§21.
Proof. Suppose that x € M. We have that
(Epi(ezer Preres) AY2Qy, A2Q,) = N2(2 A0, AL2Qy).
Note that egA,l/2§21 = A}/zﬁl. We see that
Mezer@rei AY2Q, AL2Q) = M2 (AL, AL?Q,).

By taking Fourier transform, we have that
(1 (@)wes AY2Q, A2, ) = MaAL2Qy, AY2Qy).

Now we have that

/3 Q)xe;Aydr = )\/xApdT{,

where 71 = Jy7J; and / -dr is the trace-like functional on the Banach space Ll(./\/ll). By
the fact that e; € Dom(o_;), we have that

/S Q)xA,0i(er)dr| = )\/xApdT{.

Hence for any ¥ € L'(M), we have that
/S g VZoi(ey)dr, —)\/de{.

e (oi(er))dr] = )x/?)de{.

Now we have that

—
=
‘o]
B
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By taking conditional expectation E ., we have that

/EM(EN/(ai(el))g_l(g))de{ = )\/fEdT{.
This implies that
Epd(Bar (0:(e1)) (D)) = A (4)

and
Epm(oi(e1)F (D)) = Ep(Bar(0:(e1)FH(®)). (5)
By the computation, we have that the Equations (@) and (B) imply that ® is equilibrium

with respect to p.
Note that Equation () is equivalent to

eser 5 H(Epr (Ui(el)))56162 = Me,,

ie. 6261£p§)€162 = M\%2¢, and this is equivalent to the first condition. By taking Fourier
transform, we see that Equation () is equivalent to the second condition. This completes
the proof of the theorem. O

Remark 4.6. In Theorem[{.], the first condition EM(62613pEI\)€162) = \3/2 s more attractive
to us. It is equivalent to the following statements:
(1) EM (6261(/IBKP€162> = )\5/2,'

(2) B (Bae(03(e)§1(®)) = AV2;

(3) Em(§H(®)Enr(0-i(er))) = A2

(4) BaaleserB,51(B)) = A;

(5) Eay (RA,) = A2,

The last statement is obtained from the condition by taking 180° rotation.

Corollary 4.7. Suppose that ® is a bimodule quantum channel and p is a hyper-trace

on M such that e, € Dom(o_;). Then ® is equilibrium with respect to p if and only if

EM(6261£pEI\)6162) = )\5/2.

Proof. 1f p is a hyper-trace, then A, € N"N M. By Theorem LI we see that ® is equilibrium

with respect to p if and only if Exq(ezeA,Pejeq) = N2, O
By Theorem [4.5] we shall generalize the equilibrium of a quantum channel to bimodule

equilibrium as follows.

Definition 4.8 (Bimodule Equilibrium). Suppose ® is a contractive bimodule completely
positive map and A € M0 My is positive such that Aey = ey, We say ® is bimodule
equilibrium to A if

EM (6261356162) = )\5/2.
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Remark 4.9. The bimodule equilibrium is weaker than the equilibrium for a bimodule quan-
tum channel in general. Suppose ® is equilibrium with respect to a faithful normal state p
and e; € Dom(o_;). By Theorem [[.5, we see that ® is bimodule equilibrium with respect to
A,.

Remark 4.10. A possible definition for bimodule equilibrium is that EM(6261£1/2<AI>£1/26162) =
N/ However, this assumption does not imply that the fized point space of ® is a von Neu-
mann algebra.

Remark 4.11. The condition for the bimodule equilibrium is also equivalent to the one of
the following statements:

(1) EM (6261(I)A€162) = )\5/2

(2) Ex(3 1 (2)F @—W;
(3) Em(3 <> (R)) = A2
(4) Epi(eaer AF1(D)) = A;

€2€ 1
(5) EMI@& A2,

Remark 4.12. The pictorial interpretation of the bimodule equilibrium is the following:

If p is a hyper-trace, then by Corollary [4.7, we see that ® is equilibrium with respect to a
faithful normal state p if and only if

Let BE(P) be the set given by
BE(@) = {0 S 3 c M/ N M2 : 362 = 62,EM(€261£$€1€2) = >\5/2} .
It is clear that BE(P) is a convex set.

Example 4.13. Consider the inclusion N' = C and M = C3. We define a quantum channel
O: M — MbyP(Ey) = Egq1, wherek =1,2,3 mod 3. We determine the convez set BE(®P)
3

and the extreme points of its closure. The Fourier multiplier of ® is P = \/gz Eif111®
j=1

E; ;. The coefficient matriz of P is V3 . Now let A € M'N My be an element

O = O
—_ O O
O O =
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1 dip dis
with coefficient matrix |dyy 1 dog|. Then Aey = ey and it is positive if the off-diagonal
d3; dzpp 1

elements in the coefficient matriz are positive. The coefficient matriz of s given by the

T

1 dlg dlg 0 0 1 d21 d31 1 .
diagonal part of |do1 1 dos 1 0 0 = |1 dsg dia|. Thus A € BE(P) if and
d31 d32 1 010 d23 1 d13
only if doy = dsa = di3 = 1 and all other d;; are positive. We thus obtain
1 dip 1
BE(®) = 1 1 dys| |dig,das,ds1 >0
dy 11
101 -
The only extreme point of the closure BE(®) is |1 1 0f = ﬁé + es. Notice this set is
0 11

convez but non-compact. L
In fact, we can make the set BE compact by symmetrizing ®. That is, we now consider

_ 011
U with W = ® + ®. The coefficient matriz of ¥ s |1 0 1|, and the coefficient of A that
1 10
satisfies the bimodule equilibrium condition for W must satisfies
1 d12 d13 T 011 1 * x
d21 1 d23 1 0 1| =1]%x 1 =« s
d31 d32 1 1 10 * % 1

which amounts to doy + ds31 = dig + dso = diz + doz = 1. Thus we obtain:

1 dipg 1 —dy
BE(W) = 1 —ds 1 da3 1> dyg,dos,d3 >0
dsi 1 —di 1

It is easy to see that BE(Y) is compact and has 8 extreme points.

Remark 4.14. We have the following questions regarding the bimodule equilibrium.:

(1) When is BE(P) compact or equivalently bounded?

(2) If BE(P) is compact, can we characterize its extreme points?

(3) Suppose M (P) is a von Neumann algebra. Is BE(®) = 0 true?

(4) Does there exist an N -bimodule quantum channel ® : M — M such that there is no
faithful normal states on M invariant under ®, but we still have BE(®) # 07
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Remark 4.15._F07’ a bimodule quantum channel ® wiﬂz 662 =0 and EM(6261$66162) =
N5/2 take A = ® + ey we find that Aes = ey and A® = ®P. Thus A € BE(D).

Remark 4.16. Suppose N' C M is irreducible. Then ® is bimodule equilibrium with respect
to any positive A € M’ N My with 7'2(35) = A2 qnd Aey = es.

Example 4.17. Suppose that N C M is irreducible and p € M'NMy is a minimal projection
)\1/2
R 2(p)
This implies that ® is a bimodule quantum channel. By taking A = es + k?p + k72D, we have
that

such that p # p. This implies that p # ey. Let P = kp + k=P such that k + kK =

)\_5/2EM(6261£66162) = )\_5/2EM(6261EI\)6162) =1.
We see that ® s bimodule equilibrium with respect to A. Suppose that N C M comes from
the Haagerup fusion category described in Section[2.4] Then ® can be taken as kpe + K 'paz.

ThAeorem 4.18. Suppose ® is a bimodule quantum channel bimodule equilibrium with respect
to A. Then x € 4 (®) if and only if

10 2e 16y = D6 9.
Consequently, 4 (®) is a von Neumann subalgebra.
Proof. Suppose that z € .#(®). By Kadison-Schwarz inequality, ®(z*z) > ®(2)*®(x) = 2" x.
We shall consider the item ((®(z*x) — 2*2)Q, Ae1§2;) and show it is equal to 0. Note that
<<I>(x*x)Ql,ZelQl> :>\_3/2<€261$*ZI}'(/13616291,Zelgl>

—~

=\"Herr 2, eaF (D) Depeafdy)
=\"Yex Q) egelggelegﬁl)
=(e1x" 2y, ).

On the other hand, we have that

<£L’*$91,Z€191> = (2" 204, 1)
and
(@(z*z) — 2°2)Q1, Aer Q1) =((B(27z) — 7)1, e11)
=M(P(x"x) — x"x), Q) >0,
by using the fact that Aey = es. Combining the equalities, we have that
(P(x*x) — x"2), Q1) = 0.
We now have ®(z*x) = x*z. The rest follows from the argument in Lemma [3.12] O
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Remark 4.19. Theorem[{.1§ gives a weaker condition to see that the fized point space M (D)
of a bimodule quantum channel is a von Neumann algebra.

Propositign 4.20. Suppose ® is an N -bimodule quantum channel bimodule equilibirum with
respect to A € M' N My. Then x € #(P) if and only if

~ ~

Q:G((I))l’eleg = €6(<I>)61x62.
Proof. Tt follows from Proposition [3.14 0J

Reinark 4.21. Suppose @ is a bimodule quantum channel bimodule equilibirum with respect
to A € M' N M. If one of the following holds:

(1) €&() = 1;
(2) Eg is invertible,
then M (®) = N.

Let A (®,a) = {x € M : &(x) = ax}. By using bimodule equilibrium, Theorem 5.7 in [9]
will have the following form.

Theorem 4.22. Suppose N' C M is a finite inclusion of finite von Neumann algebra and ®
is a bimodule quantum channel bimodule equilibrium to 0 < A € M’ N My with Aey = ey.
Then the following statements hold.
(i) (P, ) = (P, @) for any o € a(P) N U(1), where U(1) is the unit circle;
(1) (P, 1) M (P, 2) C A (P, 102) for any ay, an € o(®) NU(1);
In particular, 4 (P, o). # (P, @) is a x- subalgebra of M (P, 1);
We further assume # (®) is a factor.
(11i) The set I' := a(®) N U(1) is a finite cyclic group;
(iv) Then there exists a unitary u, € A (P, a), a € I', such that
MNP, ) = upg M (P, 1) = M (P, 1)uy,.
Moreover, 4 (®,a)" = #(®,a"™), n € N. In particular, #(®,a)"| = #(®,1), where
|| is the order of the finite cyclic group I'. This implies that A (®,«) is invertible

M (D)-A (P)-bimodule, and the eigenspaces form a bimodule category which is a unitary
fusion category.

Suppose that ¢ is a bimodule quantum channel equilibrium with respect to a faithful
noraml state p. Then @2 is also equilibrium with respect to p. However if @ is bimodule
equilibrium with respect to A, we do not have ®? bimodule equilibrium with respect to A in
general. Rotating the condition for bimodule equilibrium, we have that

i

This suggests following a stronger version of bimodule equilibrium.
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Definition 4.23 (Strong Bimodule Equilibrium). Suppose that ® is a bimodule quantum
channel anAd 0 <A e MnNMsy with Aey = ey. We say @ is strong bimodule equilibrium with
respect to A if

Ox A=A
Remark 4.24. Suppose ® is a quantum bimodule channel strong bimodule equilibrium with

respect to A. Then ® is bimodule equilibrium with respect to A and ®? is bimodule equilibrium
with respect to A.

4.2. Bimodule GNS Symmetry. In the following, we shall investigate the GNS symmetry
of a bimodule quantum channel. Suppose p is a faithful normal state on M. A quantum
channel ® satisfies p-detailed balance condition if

ply"@(x)) = p((y)"x), x,y € M. (6)
In this case, we also say that the quantum channel ® is GNS-symmetry with respect to p.

Lemma 4.25. Suppose that ® is a bimodule quantum channel GNS-symmetry with respect
to a normal faithful state p. Then for any x € M, we have that

O(oy(2)) = 0y(P(2)), teR.

Proof. Suppose that x € Dom(o_;). By Equation (@), we have that for any M,

(Spr®(2)"Q, Sy ry™ Q) = (Sp2"Q, S, - 2(y)" Q).
and

<A;/2(I>(x)*Q,A;/2y*Q> = <A;/2x*Q,A;/2CI>(y)*Q>.

Replacing = by o_;(x), we obtain that

p(@(0-i(2))"y) =(A,2R(A,2A, 1) Q, A2y Q)

~1/200A Q) A1/2<I>( ) Q)

=(
(A,
(N2D, (), A2 20)
(A
(@

A2y, A28, (2)0)
( ) A1/2Q y*A1/2Q>

=p(y®(z)").
This implies that ®,(x) € Dom(o_;) and ®(o_;(z)) = o0_;®(x). Suppose that x is analytic
with respect to . We have that ®(o_;,(x)) = 0_;,P(x) for any m € Z, where Z is the set
of all integers. Therefore, ®(o;(z)) = 0,P(x) for any ¢ € R. Note that the set of analytic

elements is weakly dense in M. We have that ®(o;(z)) = 0,®(z) for any t € R and z € M.
This completes the computation. O

In the following, we shall characterize the detailed balance condition in terms of Fourier
multiplier.
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Theorem 4.26. Suppose ® is a bimodule quantum channel and p is a normal faithful state
on M such that e, € Dom(o_;). Then ® satisfies the p-detailed balance condition if and only

if b= <I>A and
R(@)A;lelApﬁl = R(&D)ﬁ_pelﬁl (7)
Proof. The p-detailed balance condition (@) implies that
(Spr @), S, y" Q) = (5,270, S, D(y)" Q).
Reformulating it, we obtain that
(D(2)A)?Q,yAN2Q) = (xAL2Q, ©(y)ALQ).
In terms of the Fourier multiplier of ®;, we see that
<EM(6261§>$6162)A}/2Q,yA;/2Q> = <a:A;/2Q,EM(egeliyeleg)AyQQ)
Now by removing the conditional expectation E,,, we have that
<€2€1(/I;$€162A;/291, yA;/291> = <IA;/291, €2€1€)y6162A})/291>.
Note that e;2; = ;. We have that
<€1EI\)I€1A})/291, yA;/291> = <A})/2Qh $*61y$€1A})/291>.
Rewriting it in M, we obtain that
(31 (@) wer AP0, y AP = (AL, a7eryF ! (2)A] ).
By shifting e;, we have that
(FU@) TAY2Q, yo_i(e)) AY2Q) = (AY2Qy 2 e yF (D) AL2Q).
By the fact that ®ejeq = A\V/2F— () )62, i.e. Lemma 2], we see that
<$€1IA;/291, ya_i(el)A;/zQﬁ = <A;/2Qh I*€1y$€1Ai/291>. (8)
By taking the conditional expectation [E,~, we have that
<6y*ele;/2Q1,EN/(a_i(el))A;/ZQQ = (Aé/Qﬂl,z*ely&\)elAé/Qﬁl). (9)
Combining Equations (§) and (@), we see that
CDO'_ (el)Al/ Ql CDEN/(O'_ (61))A1/291 CDA 61A1/ Ql &\)61Q1.
This implies that

ga_i(el)eg = SEN/(O'_i(el))eg = gﬁpeleg = E]36162.
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This indicates that the condition ([7]) holds. Note that 63p6162 = 2136162 implies that &\Dﬁpel =

<IA)el Applying the Pimsner-Popa basis, we see that @3,) = 0. By taking contragredient, we
obtain that

3%,
Suppose g = QA)A_,, By the previous computation, we see that
<$y*€1l’A})/2Qh EN’/(O'_Z'(el))A;/le> = <A;/2Qh x*elyielA;ﬁQl).
By the fact that Equation (7)) holds, we see that ® satisfies p-detailed balance condition. [

Remark 4.27. Suppose that ® isAGNS symmetry with respect to a normal faithful normal
state p with ey € Dom(o_;). If ® is invertible, by Theorem [{.20, we have that o;(e;) =
1A

Proposition 4.28. Suppose ® is a bimodule quantum channel and p is a hyper-trace on M
over N such that e; € Dom(o_;). Then ® satisfies p-detailed balance condition if and only if
3 dA,

Proof. Note that p is hyper-trace. We have that A,e; ATt = Env(Ape;A7Y). By Theorem
[4.26l we see that the proposition holds. O
Remark 4.29. Suppose @ is a bimodule quantum channel and p is a hyper-trace on M with
e; € Dom(o_;). Then the p-detailed balance condition ® = 63,,, which is depicted as

Proposition 4.30. Suppose ® is a bimodule quantum channel and p is a normal faithful
state on M with e; € Dom(o_;). Then ® satisfies the p-detailed balance condition if and only

ng = qADE,, and
ATFTHR)A,Q = A5 (D). (10)
Proof. Suppose ® satisfies the p-detailed balance condition. Then
@A;lelApﬁl = 63p6191.

Applying Lemma 2] we see that Equation (I0) holds.
Suppose that Equation (I0) holds. We see that ® satisfies the p-detailed balance condition.
O

Remark 4.31. By Proposition [[-30, we see that o;(F(®)) € N' N My. Note that we do
not know if o_;(e;) € N' N M.
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Corollary 4.32. Suppose ® is a bimodule quantum channel satisfying the p-detailed balance
condition, where p is a normal faithful state on M with e; € Dom(o_;). Then
SR, _R 3 GA A

Proof. By the fact that D= <T>£_p, we see that @ﬁ_p = ﬁ_,ff) and © — ﬁ;l@ This implies that
ﬁ;lzﬁ = @3;1. Hence ZI\DKP = ﬁp?b. This completes the proof of the corollary. O

Now we suggest the following definition of detailed balanced condition for bimodule quan-
tum channels.
Definition 4.33 (Bimodule Detailed Balance Condition). Suppose ® is a bimodule quantum
channel, A € M' N My is strictly positive and Ae; = e3. We say  satisfies the bimodule
detailed balance condition with respect to A if

N

We also say that ® satisfies the bimodule GNS symmetry with respect to A.

Remark 4.34. Suppose ® is a bimodule quantum chcmnel bimodule GNS symmetry with
respect to AeMn My, which is strictly positive and Aey = ey. Then ® is bimodule
equilibrium with respect to A.

Remark 4.35. If R(® ) + R( ), we see that @ is not bimodule GNS symmetry to any strictly
positive AeMn My with Aeg = e5.

Remark 4.36. Suppose that N' C M is irreducible and R(®) = R(g) By taking A =

~=—1 ~ ~
OO +1-R(P), we see that P is bimodule GNS symmetry with respect to A. In Example[{.17,

we have that ® is bimodule GNS symmetry with respect to A = ey +k2p+r2p+s(1—ea—p—p),
~ 1/2 ~
s >0, where ® = kp+ k7P, p# P and Kk + k1 = T Note that A is not in the ideal
T2\P

Zey M N My. There is no faithful normal state p with e; € Dom(o;) such that A= 3

Proposition 4.37. Suppose @ is a bimodule quantum channel bimodule GNS symmetry with
respect to A e M'N Moy, which is strictly positive and A62 = ey. Then we have that

(1) 85~ 30

(2) PA = Ad.

(3) 3O = 3.

(4) RE®AA = R(@)AA = R(®).

Proof. (1) follows from AP —d = — A (2) follows the same argument applied to

DA = 3. (3) follows from 33 = DDA = PAD = . For (4), note that we have
A
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Also, ZI\DZA = gﬁ = ®. Thus the conclusion follows. 0]

Proposition 4.38. Suppose that ® is a bimodule quantum channel and p is a normal faithful
state on M such that e; € Dom(o_;). Then we have that ® is bimodule GNS symmetry with

respect to ﬁp.

Proof. 1t follows from Theorem [4.26] O

Remark 4.39. Suppose that A= éﬂ , for some strictly positive A € N' N M. Then

[ ]

|
[

L=

By taking convolution with 6, we have that

This implies that ®* is bimodule GNS symmetry with respect to A. Howewver, this is not true
i general.

4.3. Bimodule KMS Symmetry. Suppose that p is a faithful normal state on M and ¢
is a bimodule quantum channel. The bimodule quantum channel ¢ is KMS symmetry with
respect to p if

(J(x)* JAY?Q,yAY2Q) = (Ja* JAY?Q, B(y)AL2Q),

whenever z,y € M. In this section, we shall introduce bimodule KMS symmetry for bimodule
quantum channels. Let

Kp,l/Z = )\_1/23(15/\//(A}/zelA;lﬂ)).
By a similar argument in Lemmas (4.3 and [£.4] , we have that
(1) ﬁp,1/2 e M’ N M, is positive and 3;),1/262 = €.

~

(2) Apqy2 is invertible.
Theorem 4.40. Suppose that ® is a bimodule quantum channel and p is a normal faithful
state on M with e; € Dom(o_;/2). Then ® is KMS-symmetric with respect to p if and only

if ®A,172 = 8,100, R(D)A ],

~ =

= R((I))Aml/g and

R(@)A;1/261A;/291 :,R,((/I;)Kml/gelQl,

R((I))A})/2€1A;1/291 :’R(@)ﬁm/gel&)l.
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Equivalently

Proof. We will follow a similar argument in Theorem .26l For any z,y € M, we have

JINSONG WU AND ZISHUO ZHAO

A—1/23—1(A)A1/291

p

A1/23r ( ) 1/2Q1

<A}>/2(I’(93)Ql,yA,l/291> =
Reformulating it in terms of the Fourier multiplier, we obtain that

<A;/2€1(/I;ZL’€191, yA;/291> =

Assuming that x € Dom(o_
(Y o_ip2(er)o_ip(x) AP0, AVPFH) Q) = (y er0-ipa(a) A0, Bey AL2Q).

Hence

i/2), we obtain that

A1 3 (D),

/\

p 1/23' ( )
<A})/2[EQ1, é(y)A})/2Q1>a

<A/1)/2.§L’Ql, €1 @yelA;ﬂQﬁ .

<y*0'_2‘/2(61)1'A/1)/291, A;/2§6191> = <y*61$A;/2Q1, 661Aé/2Q1>.

By taking the conditional expectation Ej~ and the Fourier transform, we have that

<y*3p71/261IA;/291, A})/2EI\)€191> =

Meanwhile, we have that

Similarly, we have that

@U_i/2(61)62 =

<y*€1IA;/2Qh @elA})MQI).

@A%l/gelﬁ’g.

<y*£p’1/2611’A;/291, $£p71/261Aé/2Q1> = <y*61IAé/2Q1, 661Aé/2Q1>.

By removing the inner product, we see that

Kp,1/2(/153p,1/26

By removing e;, e5, we obtain that

ﬁp,l/ﬁ;&m

Reformulating Equation (I2)), we see that

<y*3p71/261IA;/291, (T)A;/zelﬁl) =

This implies that

Moreover, we have that

ANprp® =

q)02/2(€1)€2

169 = qA)eleg.

12 = D

(e zAY20, BAL2A, | per Q).
N

(I)Ap 1/2€1€2.

(11)

(12)

(13)

(14)
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Combining Equations (I4]) and (IZ]), we obtain that

~ ~_ =~

R(@)A;&m =R(P)A, /2. (17)
If Equations (I3), (I4), (I5), (IT) hold, we see that Equation (II]) holds. This completes
the proof of the theorem. O

Theorem [4.40) inspires us to introduce bimodule KMS symmetry as follows.

Definition 4.41 (Bimodule KMS-Symmetry). Suppose ® is a_bimodule quantum channel
and A € M' N My is strictly positive such that Aey = €3, R(P)A = R(®)A™L. We say @ is
bimodule KMS-symmetry with respect to A if

~ AT~

d = ADA,

Proposition 4.42. Suppose that ® is a bimodule quantum channel and p is a normal faithful
state on M such that e; € Dom(o_;/2). Then we have that ® is bimodule KMS symmetry

with respect to A, /2.
Proof. Tt follows from Theorem [4.40L O

Remark 4.43. Note that bimodule KMS-symmetry does not imply that bimodule equilibrium.
Hence the fixed point space of a bimodule quantum channel bimodule KMS equilibrium with

respect to A maight not be a von Neumann algebra. ]fﬁ = Eg , then the bimodule KMS

symmetry implies the bimodule equilibrium. The bimodule GNS symmetry implies bimodule
KMS symmetry.

5. BIMODULE QUANTUM MARKOV SEMIGROUPS
In this section, we shall discuss the bimodule quantum Markov semigroup.
5.1. Bimodule Quantum Markov Semigroup.

Definition 5.1 (Bimodule Quantum Markov Semigroup). Suppose N' C M is a finite inclu-
sion of finite von Neumann algebras and {®; : M — M} is a quantum Markov semigroup.
We say {®¢}i>0 is a bimodule quantum Markov semigroup if ®; is a bimodule quantum channel
fort > 0.

Proposition 5.2. Suppose {®;}1>0 is a bimodule quantum Markov semigroup for a finite
inclusion N' C M of finite von Neumann algebras. Then {®;}>o is uniformly continuous.

Proof. Suppose 7 is a normal faithful tracial state on M and 2 is the cyclic and separating
vector in the GNS Hilbert space L?(M, 7). We define y(t) on L*(M) as follows

y(t)zQ = &y (2)Q, =€ M. (18)

Then we see that y(t) € N’ N M;. Note that N C M is a finite inclusion. We find that
N''N M is finite dimensional. Hence {y(t)};>o is a uniformly continuous one-parameter
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semigroup. We denote by h the generator of this semigroup. Then h € N’ N M; and
y(t) = e We have that

[Pe(z) —zf] = sup [[(Pe(x) — )all]

r(a*a)=1
= sw_[lJa' (@)~
= sw_ [Jay(t) = Da’e
3 s 0 Ea(o(0) - 1))
! g IEr(erz(y(t) —1)%)aQ

AHEm(erz(y(t) — 1))
This implies that &, is uniformly continuous. U
Let £ be the generator of a bimodule quantum Markov semigroup {®; };>¢ such that e ¢ =
®,, which is also called Lindbladian.

By Proposition 5.2, we see that {®;};>¢ is uniformly continuous. Then the generator £ is
a bounded map on M. The Fourier multiplier of £ is defined as follows

LaeryQ = N2 " aniei Ln)yh,  for all 2,y € M.
j=1
~ R -1/2., _ &
We have that £ € M’ N My and £ = lim u.

t—0

Proposition 5.3. Suppose that {®;}+>0 is a bimodule quantum Markov semigroup for a finite
extremal inclusion N C M and L is its generator. Then

(1) Ea(eserLeres) = 0. Pictorially, [ =0.
(2) L* = L.

~

(3) —(1 - 62)£(1 - 62) Z 0.

Proof. (1): Let h be the generator of {y(t)}:>o defined in Equation (I8). We see that h €
NN M and y(t) = e, t > 0. Note that &, = e=*“. We have that haQ = —L(z)Q for any
r € M. By the fact that ®,(1) = 1, we have that e **() = 1. This implies that £(1) = 0
and hQ) = 0. Hence he; = 0. Reformulating it in terms of the Fourier multiplier, we obtain
that EM (€2€1£61€2) = 0.

(2): By the fact that ®;(x)* = &,(2*), we have that L£(z)* = L(z*). This implies that
L= L.
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(3): Suppose that for any n € N and z;, y, € M with Z:Bjyj = 0. Then

=1
~ . U@y — yiaiTeyk
= D L) = 3 lim ;
k=1 k=1
i $ BT
t—0 t -
k=1

Reformulating it in terms of the Fourier multiplier, we have that

n
0< =Y yEumlerera; Lareren)y
k=1

=—Eum <62 Z y;elzv;fzz a:kelyk@) )
j=1 k=1
This implies that for any Z € M; with E,(Z) = 0, we have that
—Epq(e2®* Lies) > 0. (19)
Note that E (%) = 0 is equivalent to esZes = 0. Equation (I9) can be reformulated to

~

—EM(EQi’*(l — 62)5(1 — 62)!2’62) Z 0. (20)

For any § € M, we have that Ey(g — Exr (7)) = 0. Replacing & by § — Exr(7) in Equation
(20), we have that

—Ep(e2i (1 — e)L(1 — e3)gies) > 0. (21)
Then
0 < —(Epm(ead (1 — e2)L(1 — es)ije) 2, ).
This implies that

~

—7'2(?]*62?](1 — 62)£(1 — 62)) Z 0. (22)
Suppose 7, . . ., Ny, is the Pimsner-Popa basis for M C M. Then for any £ € M, we have
= TreaMe, T € Mjy.

k=1
This implies that

m
~ o~k ~  ~% *
k=1

Finally, we see that Equation (22)) implies that —(1 — 62)2(1 —e3) >0 O
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Suppose L: M — M is bounded bimodule map. We say £ is conditional negative if

— Z y; L(xjoe)yr > 0 for any ijyj = 0, where zy,...,2,, Y1,...,Yn € M. This is
g k=1 j=1
equivalent to the following condition:

—y Lo(x*x)y >0, z,y € M® M,(C) with zy = 0.

The gradient form T' of {®; = e },5 is defined as
1 * * *

P(x,y) = Sy L2) + L{y)"z = L(y"@)), 2.y € M.

Let £, =L ® I, on M ® M,(C) for n € N and
1 * * *
Palz,y) = 5 (" L) + La(y)'e = Laly'e)), 2,y € M@ Ma(C).
We say L is completely dissipative if for any n € N and 2z € M @ M, (C), I';,(xz,z) > 0, i.e.
2 Ly(x) + Ly(x)*'x — L, (") > 0.

Prop051t10n 5.4. Suppose L : M — M is a bounded bimodule map with L£L(1) = 0 and
L* = L. Then the following are equivalent:
(1) ®, = e~ is completely positive for t > 0 and ®;(1) = 1;
(2) L is completely dissipative;
(3) L is conditionally negative;
(4) —(1 —e9)L(1 —eg) > 0.
Proof. By Proposition 5.3 we see that (1)=-(3)=-(4) is true.
(3)=(2): Suppose that x € M ® M, (C). Let T = (g (1]) and § = (

Y
have that §*Ls, ()7 > 0. This implies that 7L, (&) 4+ L. (§)*F — L,(7%)) >
see that L is completely dissipative.

8
oo
o~
H
=
@D
=
£

(2)=(3): Suppose Z1,...,Tn, Y1,---,Yn € M with ijyj =0. Let z = (xy,...,z,) and
=1
y= (y1,---,yn). Then z*L,(z) + L, (x)*x — L,(z*z) > 0 and y*z*L,(z)y + v* L, (z)* vy —
y*L,(z*x)r > 0. This implies that £ is conditional negative.
(2)=(1): Note that ||[I+tL|| = sup |lu+tL(u)||, where Z (M) is the set of all unitaries

UEY (M)
in M. Then by the fact that £ is completely dissipative, we have that ||[I +tL|| < 1+2||L|*.

I+tL]|—1
u < 0. Hence @, is contractive. By the fact that £(1) =

we see that ®;(1) = 1. This implies that ®; is positive.
(4)=(3): The assumption implies that Equation (20) is true. The Equation (I9) is true.
Hence L is conditionally negative. 0

Remark 5.5. The equivalence of (1), (2) is discussed in [19].

This implies that lim
t—0
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Theorem 5.6. Suppose u = u* € M’ N My satisfies the following conditions:

(1) EM(€2€1U€162) =0.
(2) —(1 — es)u(l — e5) > 0.

Then there exists a bimodule quantum Markov semigroup {®:}e>0 with generator L such that

~

u=L.
Proof. We define a map £ : M — M such that
L(x) = )\_5/2EM(6261U:B6162), r e M.

Then ®;, = e~ ** is a bimodule semigroup. By Proposition [5.4], we see that ®; is completely
positive. Then {®;};>¢ is a bimodule quantum Markov semigroup. O

We define the two components of L as follows:
Lo=—(1—e)L(1—ey).
21 2622(1 — 62).

By the fact that )\_3/2EM(626126162) = )\ = 0, we have that
23
|\ I

>\ :)\1/2EM (62262) + >\_1/2EM (626129 + >\_1/2EM (216162),
=AY2E v (eales) + NEp (T HLL)) + NE(F(LD)).

where EM(Zleleg) e NN M.

In what follows we shall impose that Z(M) = C, i.e. M is a factor. In this case ey is a
minimal projection in M’ N M,. Let . = 2., M’ N My, where z,, is the central carrier of
the Jones projection e;. We have that . is isomorphic to a multi-matrix algebra. When
622 = Eeg, we have that El = 0. In particular, when N’ C M is irreducible, i.e. N'NM = C,
we have that 21 = 0. In general, we have that 21 = 622262.

The spectral decomposition of Lo is given as follows

Eoz Z WiPjs

JEAUS

1.e.

where {p;};e. is an orthogonal family of minimal projections in (1 — eg)z., M’ N My and
{p;}jesn is an orthogonal family of minimal projections in (1 — z.,) M’ N M,. We denote by
S = Jy U .F for convenience. For each minimal projection p;, there exists v; € NN M
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such that
-

where the algebraic expression of the right hand side is
)\_1/2@(1);-()62@(’0]') = >\_13/2EM1 (6261EM/(U;6261))€2EM1 (6261EM/(Uj6261)).

Note that we also denote ©(v;) by 7; € M’ N M;j. Then by the fact that pje; = 0 and
pjp;s = 0; ypj, we have that

7(vj) =0, T(vjv;,) = )\1/25”/.

Moreover, each p; implements a completely positive bimodule map on M as z * p; = vjzv,
for x € M.

Proposition 5.7. Suppose {®:}i>0 is a bimodule quantum Markov semigroup. Then for

rEeM,
L(z) = X VPEp(eales)s + N PEpq(eser L3)x + A2 0 (Lieres) — @ % Lo.
Proof. We have that
L(x) =\"2E (62612336162)
:)\_S/QEM(egelegﬁAegzeleg) + )\_5/2EM(6261622(1 — ey)rerey)+
+ AR (egeq (1 — 62)21’626162) + AT2E \q (ege (1 — 62)2(1 — eg)Teres)

:A_l/zEM(@Z@)l’ + AR (216162)$ + )\_3/21’15/\4(626121)* —xx Ly,
This completes the computation. O
Remark 5.8. Suppose that 6222 Eeg. We have that 21 =0 and

L(z) = A\ PEp(eales)s — 2 % Lo = (1% Lo)x — z % Lo.

If the inclusion N C M is irreducible, we see that 6222 262.
Remark 5.9. This is a bimodule version of Proposition 5 in [19].

Definition 5.10 (Laplacian). Suppose {®;}i>0 is a bimodule quantum Markov semigroup.
The bimodule map L, defined by

1 ~ 1 ~ ~
Lo(x) = 5(1 x Lo)x + 5:5(1 x Lo) —x*x Ly, €M,

is called the Laplacian of {®;}i>o.
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Remark 5.11. We have that

L="Ly+ Ly,
where
Lu(w) =ilz, SEm(E(L1))],
SEM(F () =5 (Bad(E (L) ~ En(F ' (£1))
Note that

1 .
where y = 5(1 x Lo) and

where x = SEp(F1(L1)). In particular, Lo as follows:

(1= e3)La(l —es) = (1 — e9)L(1 — e3) = —Ly.
Proposition 5.12. Suppose that EM(S‘I(El))* = EM(S_I(El)). Then L, = 0. If M is a
factor, then we have that L., = 0 if and only if Ex (L))" = Ep(FHLY)).
Proof. 1t is clear that if By (F(£1))" = Exm(F1(£1)) then £, = 0. Note that £, = 0 if
and only if SE(F71(Ly)) is in the center of M. Note that SE(F1(L1)) € NN M. Note
that 7(SEa(F (L)) = 0. If M is a factor, then £,, = 0 if and only if Ey(F (L))" =
Er (S HLY)). OJ

Definition 5.13 (Pure Generator). We say the generator L is pure if EO is a multiple of
projection.

Corollary 5.14. Suppose N' = C and M = M,(C) and {®:}+>0 is a quantum Markov
semigroup on M, (C). Then there exist v;, w in M,(C) with hermitian w such that

1 .
L(z) = Z swilvivy, v} — wjvizv; +iw, 7]

: 2
Jj€H
=3 Z w;vi [z, v;] + 3 Z wj[v}, Tlv; + ilw, 2],
JE€ES J€SH

subject to T(vjvy) = )\1/25j,k; 7(vj) = 0, and w; > 0.
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1 ~ ~
Proof. Note that £L = L,+L,,. Letw = % <)\_3/2EM (e2e1L7) — A T32E (Eleleg)) € M, (C).
i

Then L, (z) = i[z, w] for any x € M. Writing = , and Lo = Z w;pj is the spectral
J€S

decomposition with p; minimal projection, we have that

= E w]vjxvj.

JES
Hence
=5 Z Wi+ 5 Z Wi TV V) — Z w;viTv; + ifw, .
JEH JEH JE€H
This completes the computation. O

Remark 5.15. For the inclusion C C M, (C), we have that

05

Theorem 5.16. Suppose 0 < Lo € M'N My and L; = Ly € N' N M. We define a bounded
bimodule map L : M — M as follows:

1 1
Then L is the generator of a bimodule quantum Markov semigroup.

Proof. By a direct computation, we have that

J s
%N

where Ly = %+iL1. Now it is clear that —(1 —62)2(1 —e9) = (1—e9)Lo(1—e2) > 0. By

Theorem [5.6] we see that L is the generator of a bimodule quantum Markov semigroup. [J

E:

4

5.2. Derivation. We define the derivation 0 : M — M, for the bimodule quantum Markov
semigroup {®;};>o as follows

Or = [z, HLSD)], zeM,
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and the conjugation 0 : M — M, as follows
Ox = 2,5 NLYDY, zeM.

Remark 5.17. The Fourier multiplier of O is in the 3-box space of the corresponding planar
algebra and depicted as follows

t—1 51/2 o 21/2
o T @R = o | £yl

M M ‘ [
We see that the adjoint 0* : M; — M of 0 is
0" = Epm(o, §7 (L)), =€ M.
and the adjoint 8 : M; — M of 3 is

0 x=EBum(z, 3 (L)), =€ M.

We have that for any x € M and y € Mj,
Ty 0x) =7((9"y)"x),
m(y 0z) =7((0"y)*x).

In particular, we have that 7 (y*0*0x) = 7 ((0y)*(0x)) for any x,y € M. Now we define the
directional derivation 0, as follows

Ojr =w)?[x, 37 ()], je s

We then have that
djx w [:E 3 p)] :wjl-/z[x,g_l(@)], je sz,
By considering the adjoint, we obtain that
Ojr =w;"Eaa((, 7' (0)))) = w"Baa([2. 37 @))), J€ 7.
and
0w =0 "Em(le, 5 0))), Je€s.

> o

JESUS

Remark 5.18. Suppose that N = C and M = M,,(C). We have that
0:)3—Zw1/2:£$ (p;)] Zw [, v;] ® V7,

JES JjE€EA

8x—2w1/2x3 (pj)* Zw1/2 [z, v}] @ Tj.

J€H JES

We have that
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This indicates O can be characterized by 05 completely.
Lemma 5.19. We have that
(0x)es :)\_1/23(1]/2 [z, e1]ea,
e2(07) =A"%es[x, e L5
Proof. By Lemma [2.1] we have that
(825‘)62 = >\_1/2$Zé/2€1€2 - )\_1/225/261621’ = )\_1/225/2 [SL’, 61]62.
This completes the computation.
Remark 5.20. We have that M C Kerd;. In fact, for any x € M, we see that
(O;z)ez = eafr, § () ]e2 = A Peapjla, er)es = 0,
by the fact that pjes = 0.
Lemma 5.21. We have that for j # k,
90, =0, 0; 0 =0.
and
0;0;x = M0 (1 pj)a + AV 2wx(1 ;) — X 2wz * (77 + pj)-
Proof. For any z € M, we have that
« /2 1/2 _ 1
¢20;0; () =exeo*w "En([[r,F " (p))]. § ' (PD)))

=eaw "} [le, §7 (), § (R e

212 _ _

=A"w, W (veserDjPrer e — exe1DjrPre s

— €9€1PRTPje1€2 + €21 PEP;j€1€2T)

=0.

This implies that 9;0), = 0. Similarly, we have that 8_J*8_k = 0. Moreover, we have that
e20;0;() =)"tw;(regerPrereq — egerPiwe ey
— €2€1XPje1€2 + €2€1pj61€2$).
Applying E,, we obtain that
8;@(:6) :>\_2Wj(]EM(SL’€2€1p_j€1€2) — EM(egelxp_jel@)
— Ep(eze1xpjeres) + Exq(ezerpjerest))
:)\1/2wj(x(1 *Dj) —x*xD; —x*xp; + (L*pj)x).

This completes the proof of the Lemma.
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Remark 5.22. We have that
00z =Y 90w =\N((1xLo)x+x(1*Lo) — v (Lo+ Ly)).
JESUSN

Lemma 5.23. We have that for any v € M,

A 1/2

L) =~ B @ T 00) + 25 Ban@n)F (£,

Proof. We have that

L,(z) :1(1 « Lo)x + %x(l x Lo) — x * Lo

2
)\—5/2 - ~
= 5 (EM(6261£06162[L’) — EM(6261£0£L’6162))

)\—5/2

2
>\—5/2 —~ )\_5/2
== E(ege Lolz, e1]e2) + 9

2 —2

A
= — TEM (6261£ (al’)EQ) + TEM(eg(&r)EO 26162)

)\ 3/2

== 5 Eum(e5" YL (0)es) +

>\—1/2 . T/2
=== Em(3(L£y7)(0x)) +

_|_

<EM (1’6261206162) - EM (626120.]]6162))

IE/\/1(62 [95, 61]206162)

—3/2

En(ea(02)F Ly )es)
-1/2

Ead((02)F 1 (Ly?)).

This completes the computation. O
Remark 5.24. Suppose that N = C, M = M, (C). We have that
1 * *
L,(x) —3 Z wjlz, vi]v; — wivi[w, vyl
JE€H
subject to T(vjvy) = A28, T(v;) =0, and w; > 0.
Lemma 5.25. We have that for any v € M,

)\—1/2 —1/2

(5757 E) + 25 (15 B

Li(x) = — ), (E”z)]) :
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Proof. Suppose z,y € M. We have that

T(Lo(y) w) =7(y*La())

\1/2 — A1/2 _ ~
=~ S5 (W Es(@ (L) (00) + S5y Em((0)3 7 (£5))
A s B0 + A @) )
X @S B + e (@05 B ).
This implies that
£l == 2o @+ AT B )
A (5B @) N (05 & 5 ).
This completes the computation. 0

Remark 5.26. Suppose that N = C and M = M, (C). For any x € M, we have that
* 1 * *
Lo(z) =—5 > wilvjr, v7] + wjlzvy, vy,
JES

subject to T(vjvy) = )\1/25j,k; 7(vj) = 0, and w; > 0.

We define the completely bouned map Lz as follows:
1 - 1 - -
Lq(z) = 5(1 x Lo)r + 53:(1 x L) — x *x Lo.

By Lemma [(5.23] we have that

—-1/2 N _ -1/2 —1/2
B B @) + B (05 By ).

La(x) = —

If 7(y*L(z)) = 7(L(y)*z) for any z,y € M, i.e. L is symmetric with respect to 7, then
EE - ;C:;

Proposition 5.27. We have that for any xr € M,

)\—1/2

(a*a + 5*5) = Lo+ Lq
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Proof. For any z € M, we have that

Lo(2) 4+ Lo(z) = (1*£0)x—l—;x(1*£0)—x*£0

l\DI}—t

(1*Z)x+%x(1*£70)—x*£70

> +
{l\DI»—t

=== D 0 0z +00u
jEﬂoUﬂ1

)\ 1/2 >\—1/2

—k—

0 O0r + 0" 0.

This completes the computation.
Remark 5.28. We have that Ker(L, + Lz) is a von Neumann subalgebra.
Proposition 5.29. For any z,y € M, we have that
o (z,y) =y* (1 % Lo)x — y*(z * Lo) — (y* * Lo)z + (y*z) * Ly

=\PE([y, Lo *eres) [z, Lo *eres))

=X TRy, L)) 3L )

="’ En((9y)"(0))

A2 Ea((059)(952)).

JESUSA
Proof. By Proposition (5.7, we have that
20 (2, y) =y L(x) + L(y) v — L(y"x)
=A"V2E i (ealex)y s + A3 2y Epg(eser L5)x + A2y Eag (Lreres)x
—y"(@* Lo) — (y* * Lo)z + (y'z) = Lo
=y"(1 % ZO)ZL’ —y*(x * EO) — (y* * ZO)ZL’ + (y"z) * Lo.
On the other hand, we have that
Erm([y, Zé/zeleg]*[:c, 2(1)/26162]) :EM(e2ely*20xele2) —Eum (y*62€120$€162)
— Ep(esery Loerear) + Epg(y eser Loereat)
=N (y* (1% Lo)x — y*(x % Lo) — (y* * Lo)z + (y*x) * Lo).
Note that EO/ ereg = N2F1(L 1/2) es. We obtain that
B[y, Ly *erea] [, £ erea]) =NEn(ealy, §H(Lo*))" [z, 57 (Lo *)]e2)
=NEa(ly, (L)), 571 (L))
=NEum((9y)*(0)).
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This completes the computation. O

Corollary 5.30. Suppose that N C M is irreducible, z € M and y € M’ N My is positive.
Then we have

(a"2) %y +a* (L y)a — 2™ (2 x y) — (" x y)o 2 N[0, FH (7)1
In particular, if x xy =0, then
(a* )y + 2" (Lxy)z > N[, F 1 (y2)] %
and
Iz, 37 (5" 2)]ll2 < V2Ily [ [||2-
Proof. Note that
(z*x)xy+a*(1*xy)r —x*(xxy) — (" xy)x

=APEm [,y Pere) (1, y' Peres))

=2\ PE ([ F )] e 3 )))

A2, F YY) 2§ )] = A [ 3 )]

Suppose that z+y = 0. We see that (z*z) xy+2*(Lxy)z > A/2|[z, § 1 (y/?)]|%. By taking
trace, we obtain that

T((x"2) * y) + (@ (Lxy)z) = A2|fz, 3 (v )5
Note that
T((2*x) *y) < A2lzl3llyll.  1xy < AV2yll.
We see that ||[z, 37 (y?)]|l2 < V2|Jy||*/?||z||2. If N C M is irreducible, then
T((2*z) *y) = N2 zl3llylh,  1xy=Aly]s.
This completes the computation. O

Corollary 5.31. Suppose that N C M is irreducible and ® is bimodule completely positive
map. Then for any x € M, we have that

O(2*z) + 2 0(1)z — 2" ®(x) — D(z*)x > ANV/2|[z, §1(BY?)]|?
In particular, for x € M with ®(z) = 0, we have that
B(az) + 2" B(1)x > N[z, §7(212)]

Proof. Tt follows from the same argument as Corollary [5.30L 0J
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5.3. Invariant Subalgebras. In this section, we shall investigate the invariant subspace of
a bimodule quantum Markove semigroup {®;}>o.
Proposition 5.32. Suppose that {®:}i>0 is a bimodule quantum Markov semigroup. Then
Kerl' :=={z € M : ['(z,x) = 0},

={z e M: [1.371(Ly)) = 0},

={reM: Zoxele2 = Zoelxe2},

={xr e M: 660(20)936162 = QGO(EO)elzeg},

={reM:0;x=0,j€ HU}.
Proof. 1t follows from Proposition 0J

Definition 5.33. Suppose that {®;}i>0 is a bimodule quantum Markov semigroup. The fized
point subspace M ({P:}>0) is defined to be

M{Pt}i>0) ={r e M : O (x) =2,t >0}
The multiplicative domain N ({®Ps}i>0) of {Pi}iso is defined to be
N ({Pi}is0) = {z € M Oy (2")Dy(x) = Oy(z™x), Py(2)Py(2") = Oy(xx™),t > 0}.
Remark 5.34. By the definition of Lindbladian, we see that 4 ({P;}1>0) = Ker(L).

Remark 5.35. By differentiating ®;(x*)®;(x) = O(x*z) with respect to t at t = 0, we have
that L(x*x) = L(x*)x + x*L(x). This implies that A ({®;}1>0) C KerT'.
Proposition 5.36. Suppose that {®,}i>0 is a bimodule quantum Markov semigroup such

that ®, is bimodule equilibrium with respect to Ay € M’ N May. Then A ({Pi}i>0) is a von
Neumann algebra.

Proof. Tt follows from Proposition [4.20] O

Remark 5.37. Suppose that {®:}i>¢ is a bimodule quantum Markov semigroup such that
®, is bimodule equilibrium with respect to A, € M’ N M,y. We have that M ({ Pt }>0) C
A ({Pe}ez0)-

Remark 5.38. Suppose that {®:}i>¢ is a bimodule quantum Markov semigroup such that
®, is bimodule equilibrium with respect to AeMn My fort > 0. We have that Eg s

t
bimodule equilibrium to A by the fact that E¢ = tlim n ®.ds. Furthermore, we have that
—00 0

EM(€261£Z\€1€2) = 0.
Theorem 5.39. Suppose that {®;}i>0 s a bimodule quantum Markov semigroup and ®; is

bimodule equilibrium with respect to ;. Then M ({Pi}i>0) = A ({Pt}i>0) if and only if

~ 1 [t~
lim &; = lim - d.ds.
t—o0 t—o0 0
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I I
Proof. Suppose that lim ®;(z) = lim — [ ®4(x)ds for any x € M. Note that lim = [ ®,(z)ds
t—00 t—oo t 0 t—00 0
exists. We define Eg to be
1 t
Eg(x) = lim = | ®y(z)ds, x= € M.
t—oo ¢ 0

Then E2 = Eg is a conditional expectation onto the fixed point space of {®;};o, which is
a von Neumann subalgebra. By the assumption, we see that tlim O, (x) = Eg(z) for any
—00

r € M.
Suppose © € A (). Then &, (z*z) = &;(x*)P,(z). By taking limit as ¢ — oo, we obtain
that Eg(2*x) = Eg(z*)Eg(x). Hence
Eo((x — Eg(2)) (2 — Eg(z))) = Eg(2"2) — Eg(z")Eg(x) = 0.
This implies that x = E¢(z), i.e. © € A ({P;}1>0).

Suppose that A ({P:}i>0) = A ({Pi}i>0). Let © € M with ||z|| = 1. Then {®:(x)}>0 is
bounded. By Banach-Alaoglu theorem, there exists a subnet Z such that w*- lirrzl O () = xo.
s€

Note that
(Pe(yryz) — Pe(yr) Pelya))Qu, Arer ) = My, (1= (@) T (21))y1 ).
Hence
(oD () Dy(2)) — Do Ps()) ®y(Ds(2))) 1, Arer )
=M, (FHP) T D) — F 7 (Rrrs) T (Prrs)) 7).
By taking limit as s € Z, we have that

(@y(xtag) — By(0) @y (20)) 1, Ager ) = 0.

Hence zy € A ({®i}is0). Note that A4 ({Pi}is0) = A ({Pi}is0). We see that zp €

A ({ Pt }1>0). Applying the conditional expectation Eg, we obtain that o = Eg¢ (). Therefore

w*- lirg O (z) = E¢(z), which is independent of the choice of the subnet, i.e. w*- tlim Oy(x) =
seJ —00

Eg(z). By the fact that the inclusion is finite, we see that tlim ®y(x) = Eg(x) for any
—00
r € M. UJ

Remark 5.40. Theorem [5.39 generalizes Theorem 3.1 in [6] and is a bimodule version of
Theorem 3.4 in [1].

Definition 5.41 (Relative Irreducibility). Suppose that {®;}+>0 is a bimodule quantum Markov
semigroup. We say {®;}1>0 is relatively irreducible if for any projection p € M satisfying
. (p) < ¢4p for some ¢; > 0 and for all t > 0, we have that p € N.

Remark 5.42. By the fact that ®; = e=**, we see that @, is relatively irreducible for some
to # 0 if and only if {P;}i>0 is relatively irreducible.
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Definition 5.43 (Relative Ergodicity). Suppose {®;}i>0 is a bimodule quantum Markov semi-
group. We say {®;}i>0 is relatively ergodic if KerL = N or equivalently # ({®;}>0) = N
Proposition 5.44. Supgose {®:}1>0 is a bimodule quantum Markov semigroup. Then x €

~

KerL if and only if F71(L)z*Q = 0.
Proof. For any = € KerL, we have that £(z) = 0. This implies that E(eze1Lzeies) = 0 and
Ey(erz§ (L)) = 0. Removing Epq, we have that e;zF (L) = 0. Multiplying e; from
the left hand side, we obtain that e;2F*(£)Q; = 0. Note that §2; is a separating vector. We
see that e;2F (L) = 0.

FUL) e = F (L))" = 0.

If §1(£))z*Q = 0, we see that 2 € KerL. O
Proposition 5.45. Suppose {®;}1>0 is a bi'module quantum Markov semigroup. Then {®;}1>0
is relatively ergodic if and only if R(F7H(L)) =1 — e;.

Proof. 1t follows from Proposition [5.441 0J

Proposition 5.46. Suppose {®;}i>0 is a bimodule quantum Markov semigroup and L,, = 0.
If €S(Ly) = 1, then { Py }i>¢ is relatively ergodic.

Proof. Tt follows from Remark [£.27] O

5.4. Poincaré Inequality. In this section, we shall obtain the Poincaré inequalities for
bimodule quantum Markov semigroups.

Theorem 5.47 (Poincaré Inequality). Suppose {®;}i>0 is a bimodule quantum Markov semi-
group, Nﬁ a factor and €&¢(Ly) = 1. Let 203 be the second mazximal eigenvalue of

§Y(Lo+ Lo). Then for any v € M with Ex(z) = 0,

(0, 2)) > (B = B)r(a"x),
where 0 # B is the minimal eigenvalue of A‘l/QEM(|3_1(£A(1]/2)|2).
Proof. We have that

T((T(z,2)) =

)\—3/2

=S mlea(le, (L) (.57 (L) ]e2))

)\—5/2 ~
= 5 ’7'2(62[1’, 61]*£O[x>61]62))

=\ 21y (2 2By (eger Loerea))

)\—1/2

71((92)"(0))

-1

—TTg(xelx*S_l(Zo + 570))
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Now by the fact that A is factor, we see that e; is a rank-one projection in N’ N M. By the
fact that Ly is connected and the Perron-Frobenius theorem for §-positive elements, there is

a unique positive eigenvector for 3_1(20 + ﬁTo) and
F Lo+ Lo) < 215 (Lo)ller +28(1 — e).
This implies that for any © € M with Ex(z) = 0,
%Tg(xelx*s_l(zo + 570)) < Br(reix™ (1 —ey)) < \B7(z*x).
On the other hand, we have that
A2y (w* g B p(ezer Loeres)) = AV 2my(w e B (1§ 1Ly D) ?) > Bralaa).

Now we slAlall show that B\ > (0. Suppose that p is a projection in N/ N M such that
PEr(e2e1Loe1e2) = 0. Then we have that
p(EAO * Eo)p < )\_5/2pIEM(6261206162)p =0

by the Schur product theorem. Repeating the process, we see that pfé*k) = (0 for any k£ > 2.
Moreover, we have that p€S&Sy(Ly) =0, i.e. p=0. O

If the inclusion is irreducible, we have much better estimation for [E (62612061 es).

Theorem 5.48 (Poincaré Inequality). Suppose {®;}i>0 is a bimodule quantum Markov semi-

group. Assume that N C M is irreducible. Let B be spectral projection of 3_1(20 + Zo)
corresponding to its maximal eigenvalue and 23 is the second maximal eigenvalue. Then for
any x € M with Bxe; =0,

T([(z,2)) > (A\V?r(Lo)) — B)r(z*),

Proof. By Corollary 6.12 in [I1] and the Hausdorff-Young inequality, we have that B is a
biprojection and

Tg(xelx*g_l(zo + Zo))

<my(wera*(2A"V215(Lo) B + 26(1 — B)))

=201y (ze1z") = 2\B71 (" T).
This implies that

7(D(z, ) >A"V25y(Lo)7(2*z) — Br(a*z)

=(AV20y(Ly) — B)r(a* ).
Note that
28 < |57 (Lo + Lo)|| = A2 Zo + Lo}y = 2027 (L)

This completes the proof of the theorem. O
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5.5. Divergence and Gradients. In this section, we shall recall the divergence and gra-
dients for a bimodule quantum Markov semigroup {®;};>o. For any x € M, we define the
noncommutative gradients V: M — @; My and V: M — P, M, as follows

Vi = (8jx)j€f0Uﬂ17 VSL’ = (a_jx)jéfoufl’

For any (7;)jenun € @; M, we define the divergences Div : @Ml — M and Div :
J

@ M, — M as follows

J
. % _— o
Div(z))jemun = Y Oz, Div(x))jesun = »_ 0
JESUI JESUI
This implies that

—1/2_ -1
Div V +

Ea + EE = DIVV

Remark 5.49. Suppose N =C, M = M,(C). We have that
1 * *
Lo(z) + La(z) = 3 > willz, 3] v] + w2, vy, )]
JES

subject to T(v;vy) = A\Y25; 4, 7(v;) =0, and w; > 0.

6. GRADIENT FLOW

In this section, we shall study bimodule quantum Markov semigroups satisfying bimodule
detailed balance condition.

Definition 6.1 (Bimodule GNS Symmetric Semigroups). Suppose {®:}i>0 is a quantum
bimodule Markov semigroup and A € M' (Y My is strictly positive and Aey = e3. We say

{®:}i>0 is GNS-symmetric with respect to A z'fZ = CA.

Remark 6.2. By Theorem[].26], we have that if {®;}>0 satisfies p-detailed balance condition
for some normal faithful state p, then {®;}i>0 is GNS-symmetry with respect to A,.

Remark 6.3. Suppose that A = Eg , for some strictly positive A € N'NM. By Remark

[4.39, we have that ®, is bimodule GNS symmetry with respect to A fort eR.

Proposition 6.4. Suppose {®:}1>0 is bimodule GNS symmetric with respect to A. Then
L=_CLA. and

-~ -~

LA=AL [A=AL R(ELAA=R(L), t>0.
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Moreover,

£To = EOZ = Zﬁo, LoAV2 = LoA-1Y2 = LoA~Y2 = LAL2

Proof. By Proposition .37, we have that ZA = EZ, LA = KZ, EAZ = ZE Furthermore, we
have that R(E)Kﬁ = R(E)

Note that
Lo=—(1—e)l(l—e5) = —(1—e)LA(1 — e5)
— (1 —e)L(1 — ex)A = LA,
The rest equalities are true by similar arguments. U

Remark 6.5. Suppose {(I)t}t>0 is a quantum bimodule Markov semigroup and N ./\/l’ﬂ./\/lg
1s strictly positive and Aeg = ey. We say { P }i>0 is KMS-symmetric with respect to A if
L = ALA.
By Theorem [{.26, we have that if {®i}i>0 is KMS symmetry with respect to a normal
faithful state p with e; € Dom(o_;/2), then {®;}i>0 is KMS-symmetry with respect to ﬁp,l/g.
Suppose {P:}i>0 is bimodule KMS symmetric with respect to A. Then by differentiating
with respect to t, we have that

L=ALA, AL=[A,
By multiplying (1 — e3), we have that
Lo=ALoA, AV2L A2 = RV2L,AY? = A2L A2,
We see that AV2Lo A2 will produce a GNS symmetry bimodule quantum Markov semigroup.

Proposition 6.6. Suppose {®:}i>0 is bimodule GNS symmetric with respect to A. Then
L, =0.

Proof. By Proposmon- we have that egﬁ(l —eg) = 625(1 —e9), i.e. ET’{ = ;. This implies
that §1(L1)* = §'(£;). Hence L, = 0 and £ = L. O

Remark 6.7. Suppose {®;}i>0 is bimodule KMS symmetry with respect to A. Note that

622\(1—62) = 622(1—62)Z. This implies thatﬁT’{ = EE In general, L,, # 0. ]fﬁ = Eg ,
then the bimodule KMS symmetry implies that L,, =

Proposition 6.8. Suppose that N C M is irreducible and {®;};>0 is a bimodule quantum
Markov semigroup. Suppose that there exists a strictly positive element A € M' N My with

362 = ey such that EAO = KZO. Then {®;}i>0 is bimodule GNS symmetry with respect to A
and Py is bimodule GNS symmetry.
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Proof. By the fact that N' C M is irreducible, we have that £,, = 0. Then we have that
E: 7'2(20)62 — EO.

It is clear that LA = ZA, i.e. £ is bimodule GNS symmetry with respect to A. Hence { P+ }>0
is bimodule GNS symmetry with respect to A. Note that R(L) = R(L). We obtain that for

t#0,
=/ RILD) = \/R(L ) =R(P).
k>0 k>0
This implies that ®; is bimodule GNS symmetry. U
Remark 6.9. Suppose that N' C M s urreducible and p % P are minimal pmjectwns in
M N M. Let Loy = kp+ 'p. Then L = (k + k H7a(p)es — kp — k7 p.  Then the
correspondmg bimodule quantum Markov semigroup is bimodule GNS symmetry with respect

to A, where A = ey + k2p+ P+ (1 — ey —p+p). If €&(Ly) = €So(Ly) = 1, then the
semigroup is relatively ergodic.

Lemma 6.10. Suppose {®;}i>o is bimodule GNS symmetric with respect to A. Then
Kerl' = KerL = Kerﬁa = f/V({(I)t}tZ()) = %({(I)t}tZO)-
Proof. By Proposition [6.6] we have that KerL, = KerL. For any z € Kerl', we have that

N N —1/2
Eé/2xele2 E(l]/ e1xes by Proposmon 5321 By Pl"OpOSlthIl | we have that £y zejes =

Ly eixey. This implies that xegelﬁo = 6261£0 2. Now we have that
1 ~ 1 ~ ~
L(x) = 5(1 x Lo)T + 517(1 x Lo) —xx Lo=0,

ie. x € KerL.
Suppose that € KerL. Then we have that x € #({®:}+>0). By Theorem E.I8, we have

that x@teleg = @telxeg. This implies that ZL’E€1€2 = Lejxey. Hence x£06162 Eoelxeg By
Proposition .32 we see that z € Kerl'.
Note that A ({P:}i>0) C A ({Pt}i>0) C Kerl'. We see the lemma is true. O
Theorem 6.11. Suppose {®;};>¢ is bimodule GNS symmetric with respect to A. Then tlim <IA)t
= —00

exists. If moreover {®;}i>¢ is relatively ergodic, then

lim &; = Ep, (Z)_l .

t—o0
Proof. By Proposition [6.6], we see that £ = L£,. By Lemma [6 we have that Kerl" =
Kerl, = KerL = A ({®:}+>0). By Theorem (.39 we obtain that hm ®, = E5. When

{®, }4>0 is relatively ergodic, we have Kerl = A. Note that hm IEN@( ) = thm ®,(x) for
—00
any x € M. We see that IECP *IEN = Eq;.. This implies that Eq;. = EMI(E¢), so Eg € M'NM,.
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Since @, is bimodule GNS symmetry with respect to K, then we have E¢ = EgA. Pictorially,
we have

~ = ~ — ~ —\ —1
Hence EsEar, (A) = Eng, (BoA) = Epg, (Eg) = 1, and Eg = Epy, (A) . O

Notation 6.1. We denote Fp = hm <I>t We have Fi = Fy when it exists. If {®;}1>0 is
relatively ergodic, we have that Fg E /\/l N M;.
Corollary 6.12. Suppose {®;}i>0 is bimodule GNS symmetric with respect to A and relatively
ergodic. Then for any D € M, we have that

lim ®;(D) = E(D)Fs,
If ®; is bimodule GNS symmetry with respect to A for allt € R, then for any D € M., we
have that

lim (D) = By (D)Ens, (Z)_l,

t—o00

— -1

where E (A) is viewed as an element in M' N My and the contragredient is taken in
the space M’ N M.

Proof. By Theorem [6.11], we have that
lim ®:(D) = lim A/2E(ese1®, Deres)
t—o0 t—o0

~

1
:)\_5/2EM(6261EM1 (A) D6162),

-\ —1

where E 4, (A) is viewed as an element in M’ N M, and the contragredient is taken in

M’ N Ms. Continuing the computation, we have that

I
lim @7 (D) =\ E (2B, (A) e1Deyes)

=\ 1
N PEu(eE, (B) Ex(D)eres)

— —1

~Ex(D)A " Eai(e:En, (B)  ere)

—En(D)E, (Z>_1.

This completes the computation. O
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=1
Remark 6.13. In Corollaryl6.12, the pictorial representation of Epq, (A) is the following:

‘ -1
A‘l/z[:ﬁ
{

—~ =\ 1 —~
If A= Eg , then Epq, (A) = A. This indicates that if A comes from a faithful normal

state p, then lim ®;(D) =Eyx(D)A,. If N =C, then Jim ®;(D) = 1(D)A,.
—00 —00

Remark 6.14. Suppose that N' C M is irreducible and {®;};>o is bimodule GNS symmetry
with respect to A. Then tlim ®, is a multiple of biprojection. If {®,}i>0 is relatively ergodic,
—00 =

then lim ®, = A2,
t—o0

6.1. Derivation. In the following, we shall consider Eoﬁ_l/ 2 and study its spectral decom-
position. Let &/ be the C*-algebra generated by Lo, AR(®,), AR(®,) with identity R(®,)
By Proposition 6.4, o7 is commutative. Therefore we can find a complete set of orthogonal
minimal projections p;, j € . U .#; and non-negative reals wj, y1;, that has the following

properties:
(1) LoA™V2 = > iesusn Wibis

(2) A =2 jesum P
(3) for each j there exists j* € £ U .# such that p; = p;«.

Note that (3) follows from £oA~1/2 = £,A=/2 and that .« is invariant under the contragra-
dient. These properties entails Therefore

Wi = Wjx, jeﬂgufl.
Remark 6.15. We have that for any j withw; # 0, pipj- = 1 which follows from R(@QZK =
R(D,).
Example 6.16. Suppose N'=C and M = M, (C). We have that

BRI =Y wfn]=Yw " . B=Y 5 .
=54 =54 % eI %
JE JE JE

Now we see that

A 1/2
Ly = Z,uj/ W;p;-

JjeS
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Define the balanced derivation 9* : M — M, with respect to A as follows:

Oa = [0, 3 (LAY
We have that 954 = 9 and

(0%z)ey = )\_1/22(1)/23_1/4[:)3, e1)es, x € M.
The j-th directional derivation 8]-A of 0? is defined as follows:
0»Ax :wl-/z[:)s,g_l(pj)], je Ss.

We now obtain that 8]4( ) = —02(x) for z € M and

0; = o, je AU

Let T2 — A_Tl/z(aﬁ)*aA _ A

Z ,uj_l/ 28;8]- be the modified gradient form.

jes
Theorem 6.17. Suppose { P, }1>¢ is bimodule GNS symmetric with respect to A and CG(ZO) =

. =1/2
1. Let B be the second mazimal eigenvalue of F(LoA ). Then for any x € M with
E/\/(I) = 0,

~

7(P(x,2)) > (B = B)r(a"2),

where 0 # (3 is the minimal eigenvalue of \™Y/E 4 (‘3_1(5(1)/2A )

)

Proof. We have that

-1/2
(2 (. 2)) =2 (0%2) (0 )
-3/2 - —~
=2 mafealle, 3 (B AT (i, 5 EHR )
>\—5/2

= 5 7'2(62[56’ 61]*2 3_1/2[33 61]62)>

—\"%/2 o (2" xEM(egelﬁoA /6162))
-1 o~ o~
_%72(936193*3_1(£0A_1/2))'

Now by the fact KerL = Kerf, = N and the Perron-Frobenius theorem for F-positive
. =1/2
elements [8, Theorem 3.10], there is a unique positive eigenvector for (LA ) and

FULA ) < 15 Lo)ller + B(1— 1),
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This implies that for any z € M with Ex(x) =0,
1 xm—1/ 7 71/2 * *
§Tg(xelx S (LoA ) < Br(zeix™(1 —er)) < Aor(x”z).
On the other hand, we have that

~=1/2
APy (e B (eaer LoD eres))

/4 |2

~ o<1
=\"V21y (2" 2 pq (‘S_l(ﬁé/zA )

)) > 57'2(:5*1').

Combining the two inequalities above, we see the theorem is true. O
In the following, we shall extend the domain of @A to M.
Lemma 6.18. For any j € YU S and x € M, we have that
AV z)es =(07)es,
A0 eA ey =0} (i PaF T (0y) — 173 0y )en.
Consequently, A‘lEMl(ﬁl/‘l(ajA:c)@) = 0z, and

A E g, (AV2 (0228 Yes) = w) P (1 P2 (py) — 1) *F 7 (py)).- (23)

J
Furthermore, Oz = A" 'E g, (AY4(0%2)es) and
> w0 s ) — P8 (0)2) = A Ean, (B (0% R e
JEAUSA
Proof. The first equality is true by a routine computation. For any x € M, we have that
31/2(8]4553_1)62 :A_l/zﬁl/Q(w;/ij [933_1, e1])es
:A‘1/2u;/2(w;/2pj (,uj_lxel —e1x))es

_ 12, —1/2 1/2

=\ 1/2(wj/ py(,uj / xrey — /.L]/ 611’))62

=wi? (15 22§ (p)ea — 115 (py)wes).

This implies the second equality. By taking the conditional expectation E , we have Equation
(23). By taking the sum, we see the last equality is true. O

Remark 6.19. Suppose N = C and M = M,,(C). We have that

ﬁl/z(ﬁfxﬁ_l)eg :w;ﬂ(u;l/zxvj — N;/2sz) ® vles.

There are alternative formulae for the derivations.



56 JINSONG WU AND ZISHUO ZHAO

Lemma 6.20. For any j € YU S and x € M, we have that
€2 (02 2) A =ey(0;2),
ea(OPTATYAY? =0 Pes (1 PaFH (py) — 1l PF T (py) ).
Consequently, A‘lEMl(eg(ﬁij)ﬁ_l/‘l) = 0z, and
A B (20708 )AY) = w3 e ) - 18 (B5)), (24)
Furthermore, 1 = A" By, (e2(8%2)A~14) and
> @) (i a5 ) = 175 pi)x) = A B (ea(0°2ATHAN2),

jeAUA
Proof. For any z € M, we have that
62(8]4553_1)31/2 :)\_1/200]1-/262 [:53_1, el]p_jgl/z
=\"1/2 _1/2(,0]1-/26 (ze; — pjerx)p;
A2 ey (4 ey — e )
w;'%e (u] VeF T ) — T ).

The rest equalities follows directly. O
Remark 6.21. We have that 9z = A" E, (A"V4(0%2)es) and 0z = A By, (e2(02 1) AYY).

Proposition 6.22. We have that
—2

A x = A2 ~
L(z) ZTEM(A—U%{)AU@)@@Q/ ) — TEM(ﬁo 6162(8AZL’)A_1/4).

Proof. Now by Lemmas [(5.23] and [6.20, we have that

>\ 1/2 B >\—1/2 . 1 A1)
La(z) = = —5—Em(F (£,7)(02)) + Em((02)F (L))
_ A3 —1/p1/2 A \AN—1/4 A3 N—1/4/9A ok
== 5 Em(S (L )ea(9%2) A7) + Er(ATVH(0%2)eaF (Ly))
A2 ~ A2 ~ =13
=— TEM(cg/2eleZ(aAg;)A—l/4) + G EM(AT (@ x)ener L),
This completes the computation. O]
Proposition 6.23. Suppose N = C and M = M, (C). We have that

Z w],u_l/ [z, vj]v} — w],u]/ iz, vl

JEfo

=5 Z wipty* ([ vila, vil),

JEfo
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subject to T(v;vy) = A\Y25; 4, 7(v;) =0, and w; > 0.

Proof. We have that

At ~_ =73. A7} _ _ _
FEMATV 0% 0)eser L) =5 D g iy P Byl 37 0)leaern)
Jj€S
)\ 1/2 _1)2 . i
ZM WiBa([z, F (ps)leaF (ps)")
J€H
16/0

and
-1

A =V ~_ AT - “1(p)|p7
BB erea0P 0B =2 3 P B Tresea e, 5 0, 17)

JE€ES

A 1/2 *

J€H

This implies that

1/2 3+
E :WJ,U I v;v; — wjp i T, vg],
JEﬂo

12 .
=— Z Wik / | — U3 [T, v5]).

JEﬂo

This completes the computation. O

Proposition 6.24. We have that for any x € M,
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Proof. For any z,y € M, we have that
Nr(L5(y) ) =N7(y"L(x))

=5 (B VO D ly?) - o (v B e nA )

:%7'2 ((8Ax)e2elﬁﬁ_l/4y*> — % 9 ((8Ax)y*£_1/4?eleg>
N (@05 ER ) - gn (@200 B o)
=37 ((0%)23/25_1/ 46162y*) Gy

:%72 ((0*2) 2B ey — Alyer)es

:372 ((aA JAV2LIPAT Y eqy* ATt — A 161)62)

=3 (0° A 2(0*yA Yy e)

=1 (0% B (BV(@°yR ) es))

=571 (#0°Eas, (ex(0*yA DAY,

The rest follows from Lemma [6.20l This completes the computation. 0J
Proposition 6.25. Suppose that N' = C and M = M, (C). We have that
L) = 5 3 wllny ey — o). ),
JEH
subject to T(v;vy) = A28, 4, 7(v;) = 0, and w; > 0.
Proof. We have that

£4(a) %24” (0 (i 205 0)) — 15 )2

—12 1/2 *
=5 2 el an; = i Puy) i)

J€HS

This completes the computation. O]

6.2. Divergence. Suppose that D € M is strictly positive and p > 0. We define the linear
map Kp , : My — M as follows:

1
Kp () :/ pEDsxD " ds, 1 € M.
0
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Let f(s) = pl=2*Dsv D% for v € M;. Then
f'(S) =(u"'D)*((log u~ ' D)v — vlog uD)(uD)'~*
=(u"'D)*((log D)v — vlog D)(uD)"~* — 2(log o) (=" D)*v(puD)*~
This implies that
Kp,((logu™ ' D)v —vloguD) = p~'Dv — pvD, v € M.

The inverse of Kp , is known to be
Ky, (z) = / (s 4+ pD) (s +p'D)Mds, x€ M.
0

For any j € S U f, we let Kp; =K, L2 and
o

Kp,(z) = Kp,(z = A" Eay, (07 log A)es)), o € My,
Remark 6.26. Suppose that A= éﬂ , for some strictly positive A € N' N M. Then

Ean, (07 1og A)er)) = w) "B, ([log A, F ' (py)]e2) = Awj*log A, 57 (py)].
This indicates that the item Ea, (05 log A)es)) contains more information.
Theorem 6.27. Suppose that D € M is strictly positive. We have that
o1 .
LDy =5 > Eum(0°Kp, (9 (logD))).
JESHUSA

Proof. Note that (log A)es = 0. We have that

. 1 - _
cD)y=5 ), Wi *E <8A (uj EDE py) — 1) *F (pj)D)>
JESUSN
Y w"Enm (5’AK ,1/2(10gu]1/2D)3‘1(pj)—3 (pg)(logul/QD)»
JESUSN
1 _ _
=5 > wE s (07K, o (108 D)F ™ (p) = § (p)(log D) = § ' (p) log 1) )
JESUSN
)\ _ ~_
2 Y WEy <8AKD]<EM1((logDA NE 1 (p)es — T (p;)(log DA 1)62)))
2
]G/oU/l
> B (0°Kp, (92(0g D))
JESUSN
This completes the computation. O

Remark 6.28. Theorem[0.27 generalizes Theorem 5.10 in [2]
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We shall modify the divergence and gradients for bimodule GNS symmetric semigroups.
The divergence Div : M'{ﬂ' — M is defined as

Div(z;)jer = Y Em(07a;),
jes
and the gradient V : M — M‘lj‘ is defined as
Vi = (8J4x)j€y,
where z; € My, j € £ and v € M.

Lemma 6.29. Suppose the bimodule quantum Markov semigroup {®; }1>o is relatively ergodic.
Then the range of Div is

Ran(Div) = {x € M : Ey(z) = 0}.
Proof. Note that KerV = N. We have that
Ran(Div) = (KerV)* = N = {z € M : Ey(z) = 0}.
This completes the proof of the Lemma. O
Remark 6.30. Note that M C Ker&f*. We have that M|’ C KerDiv.

We extend Kp ; to the linear map Kp : M M as
Kp(z))jesr = (Kp,jzj)jer,
where (7;);er € M!?l. The inverse of Kp is K;)' = (KB?].)]-EJ.
Definition 6.31. Suppose X = (x;)jer and Y = (y;)jer, where z;,y; € My. We define
(X,Y)px as follows:
(X.Y)pa =D n((Kpy)z).
jes

The sesquilinear form (-, '>D,£ s an inner product on M‘lj‘. The induced norm is denoted by
I 1lp &

Suppose X,Y € M‘lﬂ. We denote by X L,z Y if (X,Y), zx =0. We denote by (-, -) the
usual inner product, i.e. (X,Y) = Z m1(y;7;). Hence we have that

jes
(X,Y)pz = (KpX,Y) = (X, KpY).

Suppose that ¥ : M; — M, is a trace-preserving completely positive map. Denote by

VG M'lj‘ — M'{ﬂ' the map (z;)jes — (V(z;))jer. Then

(W1(X), Kyl U71(X) ) < (X KRH(X), (25)
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which follows from the Lieb’s concavity theorem [I§] for the following map:
(x,D) / m1((s + puD) a(s + puD) ' a*)ds.
0

Theorem 6.32. Suppose the bimodule quantum Markov semigroup {®;}i>¢ is relatively er-
godic, {Ds}scj—c.q 15 a continuous family of density operators in M with Ea (D) independent

of s. Then there exists X = (x;);jer € MYV such that

L1
Do = 5DivKp(X).

If X is minimal subject to || - ||, &, then there exists a unique self-adjoint element x € M
such that X = Vz and Eyx(z) = 0.

Proof. Note that E (Do) = 0. By relative ergodicity and Lemma .29, there exists X € M
such that Dy = DivKp(X).
Suppose X € M!”! is minimal subject to the norm || - Ip.aand A € M with DivA = 0.
. 1
Let Y = X +7K;'A, r € C. Then Dy = iDiVKD(Y) and (X, X)), 3 < (V.Y),z. This
implies that

|71
1

(X,Kp'A)pz = 0= (X, A).
Hence X L KerDiv, i.e. X € Ran(V). Therefore there exists x; € M such that Vz; = X.
. 1 1
Note that the adjoint x] also satisfies Dy = §DiVKD(V:E’f). Then xo = 5(1'1 + x7) is also a

solution. Let x = x9 — Epr(z9). We see that z is a solution.

Suppose that y is a solution such that y = y* and Ex(y) = 0. We have that V(z —y) = 0.
This implies that x —y € N, i.e. z = y. We see that z is unique subject to z = x* and
Epn(z) = 0. 0]

Let XA € M such that
(A_lEMl((a]A lOg 3)62)> = VXA + (Ij)je]>

jes
where (z;)jes Lz Ran(V). Note that
AN B (92 log A)es = (log 11)F ™ (py)-

By the fact that (log u;)§ *(p;)* = —log p;+F '(pj+). We have that Xa can be chosen as a
self-adjoint element and Ex(Xa) = 0. Let Da = e*2. We shall call the element DA as a
hidden density.

Remark 6.33. Suppose that A = Eg . Then by Remark [6.26, we see that Xa can be

—~

-
taken aslog A and Da = A. By Remark[6.13, we have that E (A) = A. However, Da

might not be taken as Fg in general.
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Proposition 6.34. Suppose that D is a strictly positive element in M. We have that
1
L*(D) = §DivKD (VlegD — Vlog Da) .

Proof. We have that
1 ~
L'D)=5 > Eu (aAKD,j (92 (log D)))
JESUSN
1. /4
:§D1V (KDJ-(ajA(log D)))
1

=5 DivKp <(8f(logD))jeﬂ - (A_lEMl((ﬁjA log £>€2>)jeﬂ)

JjeS

1
:§D1VKD (Vleg D — Vlog Da) .
This completes the computation. O

6.3. Relative Entropy. In this section, we shall study the relative entropy with respect to
the hidden density.

Definition 6.35 (Riemannian Metric). Suppose {Ds}scjap is continuous path in M. with
En(Dys) independent of s. The Riemannian metric gz on My with respect to {®;}i>o is
defined as

. ‘ L1
[Dallye = min { X115 Do = 3DNECH(X). }

Suppose f : M, — R is a differentiable function. For any self-adjoint x € M with
7(x) = 0, there exists % € M such that
J(D+s2)—f(D) __(df

dD" ]’
Definition 6.36 (Gradient Vector Field). Suppose f is a differentiable function. The gradient
vector field grad, pf € {Vz : 2 =2* € M,Ex(x) = 0} is defined as
d 1

%f(Ds) = 5 <gradg,Df7 V$>D’£ )

s=0

lim
s—0 S

. 1
where Dy = §DiVKD(VZL’) and Dy = D. Note that the gradient vector field is unique.

Lemma 6.37. Suppose f is a differentiable function. Then

daf
grad, pf = Vd—D.
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and

||gradg7Df||%, <D1VKDV ar 4 >

dD’ dD
Proof. For any differentiable path { Dy} of density operators, we have that

%f(Ds) _ <;{) D0>
<§llf) DivK p(Va )>
<vj{) Kp(Va )>
df

Vﬁ, Vz
dD DA
dD’

Let f(D) = H(D||Da) be the relative entropy. A differentiable path {Ds} is a gradient

o 1. d
flow (See [21]) for f if D, = §D1VKD ( le;S

N — [\:>|

This implies that grad, ,f = V—— O

). Then we have the following theorem:

Theorem 6.38. Suppose that {P;}i>0 is a bimodule quantum Markov semigroup bimodule

GNS symmetric with respect to A. Suppose {Ds}se(—ee) 15 a differentiable path of density
operators such that Ex(Dy) is independent of s satisfying

D, = L*(Dy).
Then it is the gradient flow for the relative entropy H(D| Da).
Proof. Let f(D) = H(D||Da) = 1(Dlog D — Dlog Da). Then for any z € M with Ex(z) =

0, we have

d o D
gf(D + tx) B =7(z(log D — log DA)) +/0 T (mx) dr

=7(x(log D —log Dp)).

Hence j—lf) = log D — log Da. On the other hand, we have that

1
L*(Dy) :§DivKD (Vloeg Dy — Vlog Da)

1_. d
:§D1VKD ( le;s) .

This completes the proof of the theorem. O
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Corollary 6.39. Suppose that {Dg}sc(—ce) 15 a differentiable path of density operators such
that Exr(Dy) is independent of s. Then

E

=D,
ds

= ngad%Df H 2D7£’
ac

where f(D) = H(D||Da).
Proof. We have that

d ) d 1.
H%DS B :mm{”XHDS’ﬁ : £Ds = §D1VKDS(X).}
d,
dDs ||p &
=llgrad, pfllp a-
This completes the computation. O

Now we shall show the bimodule version of the logarithm Sobolev inequality and Talagrand
inequality under the intertwining property.

Definition 6.40 (Intertwining Property). Suppose that {®;}i>¢ is a bimodule quantum Markov

semigroup bimodule GNS symmetric with respect to A. We say that {®;}i>0 satisfies the in-
tertwining property if there exists 8 > 0 such that

®'Div = e *'Divd, , ¢ >0,
where :}z = O, En : My — M.

Theorem 6.41 (Bimodule Logarithmic Sobolev Inequality). Suppose that {®;}i>0 is a bi-

module quantum Markov semigroup bimodule GNS symmetric with respect to A and satisfies

the intertwining property. Then for any density operator D € M, we have that
H(@/(D)|[Da) = HEx(D)F| D) a0
<e™*" (H(D||Da) — H(Ex(D)Fs| Da))

Furthermore, we have that
— 1
H(D|IDa) = H(Ex(D)FsDa) < 557(£"(D)(10g D~ log Da). (27)

This is called the generalized logarithmic Sobolev inequality.

d 1
Proof. Suppose that X(s) is the solution of d—Ds = iDiVKDX(S) minimizing [|X(s)| 5 A,

s
where {D,}; is a differentiable path in M such that Dy = D and Ex(D;) is independent of
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s. We have that

1 1 —
icb:(Ds) =_®!DivKp X (s) = —e "'Divd, (X(s))
ds 2 2
=5 M DIVK ;) (Kl ) @1 (X(5)))
Now we have that
d . 2 JEp—
000 < I B (XD
ac
< (Kl @ (X(5)), 8 X (5) )
<e (K, X (s), X(s))
2
:6—2Bt iDS
d ac
d ..
This implies that hm ‘ dsq) (Dg)|| =0 and
gc
d| d ? d ?
—|=®:(D,)|| < -28|-—:(D,
1 PN R FLIEY
L 9c

By Corollary [6.39, we have that

ngadg @7 (Ds) f||¢ *(Ds) < _2Bt||gradg,Dsf||§)s,ﬁ’

Hence
d d 2 < =2 d
%nga g,@?(Ds)fHD’g ot ﬁ”gra gDS.f |DA
Note that
d df
— (P (D =— D
Gieio)| == (Few)
1 df df
-9 (dDD Ko (vdD))
1 f f
2 <KD (VdD> val_D>
1
- §||gl"adg,Df||;g-
We see that

d .
QEH(‘I% (Dy)||[Da) =

rad, ¢ ‘ .
& Dsf @1 (Ds),A
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Hence
d 2
2 GH@(D D) =~ | L7 D) )
< d | d ?
:/t ar ||7s 2 (Ps) , dr
L
<=2 [ llradd a0 1, 50
t
=4B8H(E4(Ds)[|Da) — 4BH (27 (Ds)|| Da),
i.e.
d . , .
S H(@i(D)lDa) < 26H(Eq(Ds)l|Da) = 28H(®;(Ds)l|Da)- (29)

By integrating Equation (29) with respect to ¢, we obtain that
H(®}(D,)||Da) — H(E4(DJ)||Da) < e (H(Ds||Da) — H(E(Ds)||Da))-
By Equation (28]), we obtain that
. 1
H(Ds||Da) — H(Eg(Ds)||Da) < @ngadg,pflﬁ),g
Note that
H(E4(Ds)||Da) = H(Ex(Ds)Fo| Da),
We see the first equality of the theorem is true. By Lemma [6.37, we have that
Jarad, p 17, 5 = 27(£*(D)(log D — log Da)).

We see that the second inequality of the theorem is true.

Remark 6.42. If A = Eﬂ , then by Remarks and [6.26, we have that

H(Ex(D)Fa||Da) =H (Ex(D)A[|A)
=7 (Ex(D)AlogEn(D)A —Epn(D)Alog A)
—7(Ex(D)Alog Ex(D)).
If N = C, we see that H(Ex(D)Fg||Da) = 0 for density operator D € M.

In [2], Talagrand inequality [29] was obtained for quantum Markov semigroups. In the
following, we obtain a bimodule version of Talagrand inequality.
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Theorem 6.43 (Talagrand Inequality). Suppose that {®:}i>o is a bimodule quantum Markov

semigroup bimodule GNS symmetry with respect to A and relatively ergodic. Suppose that
Equation (27) holds. We have that

H(D||Da) — H(E/\/(D)F_@HDA)‘

Proof. Suppose that D € M is a density operator. Let Ap = Ex(D)Fp. Then the distance
between D and Ap is described by the following equation:

10,80 = [~ i

2

d
= —2—H(®;(D)||Da). By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, for any

d *
Note that H E(Dt (D) pn

9
0 < t; <ty < 00, we have that

/ !
t1

Fix € > 0, for each k € N, we take ¢, € R such that

i@:w)

= LEE 2VE — 11\ H(®;,(D)|Da) — H(®},(D)|Da)

H(®;, (D)[|Da) — H(Ex(D)Fo[|Da)
=¢ *(H(D||Ds) — H(Ex(D)Fs||Da)).

d

By Equation (26), we have that ¢, — t;_1 < % By Equation (26) again, we have that
— dt
dt

<f W—WH (D) Da) — H(®;,(D)|| Da)
sﬁ\/ 53 (€ 07 = ) (H(D]| D) ~ H(Ex(D)F D)

\/Ee—ks/2m\/H(DHDA> — }IQ(BEN(D)F_@HDA).

o3 (D)
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Note that

o0 —6/2 / € __ 1
lim ) e %2 /e(ec — 1) =lim ‘ ele )
e—0 ] e—0 1— 6_5/2

' e(ec — 1)
—11_I>I(1) ec/2 — 1

e(e/2 4+ 1)

=lim g

e—0

e—0 66/2 -1

By taking summation of Equation ([B0) with respect to k, we see that the theorem is true.
O
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