arXiv:1609.01254v3 [math.OA] 25 Apr 2017

GRADIENT FLOW AND ENTROPY INEQUALITIES FOR QUANTUM MARKOV SEMIGROUPS WITH DETAILED BALANCE

ERIC A. CARLEN AND JAN MAAS

Abstract. We study a class of ergodic quantum Markov semigroups on finitedimensional unital C^∗-algebras. These semigroups have a unique stationary state σ, and we are concerned with those that satisfy a quantum detailed balance condition with respect to σ. We show that the evolution on the set of states that is given by such a quantum Markov semigroup is gradient flow for the relative entropy with respect to σ in a particular Riemannian metric on the set of states. This metric is a non-commutative analog of the 2-Wasserstein metric, and in several interesting cases we are able to show, in analogy with work of Otto on gradient flows with respect to the classical 2-Wasserstein metric, that the relative entropy is strictly and uniformly convex with respect to the Riemannian metric introduced here. As a consequence, we obtain a number of new inequalities for the decay of relative entropy for ergodic quantum Markov semigroups with detailed balance.

Keywords: quantum Markov semigroup, entropy, detailed balance, gradient flow.

Subject Classification Numbers: 46L57, 81S22, 34D05, 47C90

1. introduction

Let A be a finite-dimensional C^∗-algebra with unit 1. We may identify A with a C^∗- subalgebra of M_n(C), the C^∗-algebra of n × n matrices, for some n. In finite dimension, there is no difference between weak and norm closure, and so A is also a von Neumann algebra. A Quantum Markov Semigroup (QMS) is a continuous one-parameter semigroup of linear transformations (P_t)_{t≥0} on A such that for each t ≥ 0, P_t is completely positive and P_t1 = 1. Associated to any QMS P_t = e^{tL} , is the dual semigroup P^†_t acting on S_+(A), the set of faithful states of A. (When there is no ambiguity, we simply write S_+.) The QMS P_t is ergodic in case 1 spans the eigenspace of P_t for the eigenvalue 1. In that case, there is a unique invariant state σ. While σ need not be faithful, a natural projection operation allows us to assume, effectively without loss of generality, that σ ∈ S_+(A). Characterizations of the generators of quantum Markov semigroups on the C^∗-algebra M_n(C) of all n × n matrices were given at the same time by Gorini, Kossakowski and Sudershan [30], and by Lindblad [45] in a more general setting (but still assuming norm continuity of the semigroup). Such semigroups are often called Lindblad semigroups.

The notion of detailed balance in the theory of classical Markov processes has several different quantum counterparts, as discussed below. One of these is singled out here, with a full discussion of how it relates to other variants and why it is physically natural. Suffice it to say here that, as we shall see, the class of ergodic QMS that satisfy the detailed balance condition includes a wide variety of examples arising in physics.

The set of faithful states S_+(A) may be identified with the set of invertible density matrices σ on C^n that belong to A, as is recalled below. For ρ, σ ∈ S_+(A), the relative 1

entropy of ρ with respect to σ is the functional

D(ρ‖σ) = Tr[ρ(log ρ − log σ)] . (1.1)

We show in Theorem 7.6 that associated to any QMS P_t = e^{tL} satisfying detailed balance, there is a Riemannian metric g_L on S_+ such that the flow on S_+ induced by the dual semigroup P^†_t is gradient flow for the metric g_L of the relative entropy D(·‖σ) with respect to the invariant state σ ∈ S_+. In several cases, we shall show that the relative entropy functional is geodesically convex for g_L, and as a consequence, we shall deduce a number of functional inequalities that are useful for studying the evolution governed by P_t. In particular, we shall deduce several sharp relative entropy dissipation inequalities. Some of these are new; see e.g. Theorem 8.5 and Theorem 8.6.

The Riemannian distance corresponding to g_L will be seen to be a very natural analog of the 2-Wasserstein distance on the space of probability densities on R^n [72, Chapter 6]. Otto showed [54] that a large number of classical evolution equations could be viewed as gradient flow in the 2-Wasserstein metric for certain functionals, and that when the functionals were geodesically uniformly convex for this geometry, a host of useful functional inequalities were consequently valid. This is for instance the case when the functional driving the flow is classical relative entropy with respect to a Gaussian reference measure. In this case, the flow is given by the classical Ornstein-Uhlenbeck semigroup, described by the Fokker-Planck equation with linear drift. One of the inequalities that is a consequence of the uniform geodesic convexity of the relative entropy is the sharp bound on entropy dissipation for solutions of the Fokker-Planck equation.

The present paper also greatly extends our previous paper [11] in which we obtained a gradient flow structure for the Fermi Ornstein-Uhlenbeck semigroup. In particular, we prove a sharp geodesic convexity result for the von Neumann entropy in this setting, thereby solving a problem that was left open in [11]. Thus, our results can be viewed as a non-commutative extension of Otto’s investigation of classical gradient flows.

Mielke [49, 50] investigated related variational formulations for dissipative quantum systems based on Öttinger’s so-called GENERIC framework [52, 53]. However, the gradient flow structure considered in Mielke’s papers is in general different from the one introduced in the present paper, as the approach in [49, 50] gives rise to nonlinear evolution equations that are different from the linear Lindblad equations that we obtain here. Also, Junge and Zeng [38] have recently developed an approach to some non-commutative functional inequalities involving a non-commutative analog of the 1-Wasserstein metric.

We restrict our attention to the case that A is a finite-dimensional C^∗-algebra because this setting already includes many examples of physical interest, and we wish to explain our methods in a way that does not encumber them with the host of technical and topological difficulties that would follow in an infinite-dimensional setting. For example, in an infinitedimensional setting, it would matter that A is a von Neumann algebra and not only a C^∗-algebra with a unit, so that A would have a pre-dual, and then what we call S_+(A) here would be the set of normal states; i.e., states that are continuous with respect to the weak-∗ topology on A, and we would require that P_t be normal for each t; i.e., continuous with respect to the weak-∗ topology on A. The innocent formula P_t = e^{tL} would require closer scrutiny, and so forth. Many of the issues involved in extending our results to a more general infinite-dimensional setting are standard but not all of them. This will be done elsewhere. We also refer to a forthcoming paper for a treatment of more general transport metrics, general entropy functionals, and their geodesic convexity properties [12].

Here instead, we present a development of our methods that will be readily understood by people who are interested in the many physically interesting finite-dimensional examples. We shall also show that our methods may be applied in the infinite-dimensional setting to particular examples without first generalizing the whole theory. We illustrate this with the family of Bose Ornstein-Uhlenbeck semigroups, which are always infinitedimensional since all non-trivial representations of the Canonical Commutation Relations are infinite-dimensional. We use our methods to prove a new sharp relative entropy dissipation inequality for this family that had recently been conjectured in [37]; see Theorem 8.5. We also prove some other sharp inequalities of this type; e.g., Theorem 8.6.

While this introduction has, in the interest of brevity, used a considerable amount of terminology without explanation, the rest of the paper is elementary and quite selfcontained. We do assume a basic familiarity with C^∗-algebras, von Neumann algebras and completely positive maps. Many readers will have this familiarity, but for background on C^∗ and von Neumann algebras, we refer to Sakai [63], and for completely positive maps to Paulsen [58]. Terminology and facts that are used here without explanation can be found in these references.

We close the introduction with some preliminary definitions and by establishing some notation that will be in use throughout the paper.

1.1. Preliminary definitions and notation. A will always denote a finite-dimensional C^∗-algebra with unit 1, regarded as subalgebra of some matrix algebra M_n(C). The center of A is generated by a single self-adjoint element Z ∈ A, and its spectral projections yield a decomposition of A into a finite direct sum of factors: Let {λ_1, . . . , λ_p} for some 1 ≤ p ≤ n be the distinct eigenvalues of Z, and let H_j be the eigenspace with eigenvalue λ_j . Then each H_j is invariant under A, and letting A_j denote the restriction of A to H_j, A_j has a trivial center; that is, A_j is a factor.

The structure of finite-dimensional factors is well-known: H_j is unitarily equivalent to C^{ℓj} ⊗ C^{rj} , and there is a unitary equivalence in which each A ∈ A_j takes the form I_{ℓj} ⊗ ^A where ^A ∈ M_{rj} (C). That is, each factor may be identified in a natural way with a full matrix algebra. However, not all finite-dimensional C^∗-algebras arising in mathematical physics are factors. For example, a Clifford algebra with an odd number k of generators, arising in the description of a system of k Fermi degrees of freedom, is not a factor. This example will be discussed in detail later on.

Let τ denote the normalized trace on A given by τ(A) = Tr[A]/Tr[1] for all A ∈ A. Then τ is a faithful state on A. Let H_A denote the Hilbert space formed by equipping A with the GNS inner product determined by τ. That is, for all A, B ∈ A, ⟨A, B⟩_{HA} = τ[A^∗B] . We could use this inner product to identify H_A with the space of linear functionals on A, but to keep contact with the physics literature, we do something slightly different: We use the un-normalized trace to write the general linear functional φ on A in the form

φ(B) = Tr[AB]

for some A ∈ A. It is easy to see that φ is a positive linear functional (in the sense that φ(B) ≥ 0 whenever B ≥ 0) if and only if A ≥ 0 in A. It follows that the set of faithful states on A may be identified with the set of strictly positive elements A of A such that Tr[A] = 1. Since A ∈ A is strictly positive in A if and only if it is strictly positive in M_n(C), we may identify the set of faithful states on A with the set of invertible density matrices ρ on M_n(C) that belong to the subalgebra A. In the following, we always write S_+ to denote this set, whether we think of it as a set of faithful states or as a set of density matrices.

1.1. DEFINITION (Modular operator and modular group). Let σ ∈ S_+. Define a linear operator Δ_σ on H_A, or, what is the same thing, on A, by

Δ_σ(A) = σAσ^{−1}

for all A ∈ A. Δ_σ is called the modular operator. The modular generator is the self-adjoint element h ∈ A given by h = − log σ .

The modular automorphism group α_t on A is the group defined by α_t(A) = e^{ith}Ae^{−ith} (1.2) for t ∈ C. Note that Δ_σ = α_i.

The modular operator and the modular automorphism group are central to the characterization of an important class of quantum Markov semigroups.

First, Davies [20] identified a class of quantum Markov semigroups that he rigorously showed to arise from coupling a finite quantum system with internal Hamiltonian h to an infinite fermion heat bath and then taking a weak coupling limit. The whole class of quantum Markov semigroups he found has the property that the semigroup commutes with the modular automorphism group α_t given by (1.2) where h is the internal Hamiltonian, and then σ = e^{−h}/Tr[e^{−h}]. (Note that adding a scalar constant to h has no effect on (1.2).) Of course an operator on H_A commutes with the modular group if and only if it commutes with the modular operator.

Second, Alicki [4] showed that commutativity with respect to the modular operator is central to one natural extension of the notion of detailed balance from classical Markov chains to the quantum setting. Before explaining this fact, which is important for our work here, we first introduce some more terminology and notation.

A linear operator K on A is positivity preserving in case K A ≥ 0 whenever A ≥ 0. A linear operator K on A is self-adjointness preserving in case (K A)^∗ = K A^∗, or, equivalently, in case K A is self-adjoint whenever A is self-adjoint. Evidently, any positivity preserving operator is self-adjointness preserving. When P_t = e^{tL} is a selfadjointness preserving semigroup, then its generator L = lim_{t→0} t^{−1}(P_t − I) is selfadjointness preserving as well.

Let σ ∈ S_+ and note that (Δ_σA)^∗ = Δ^{−1}_σ (A^∗) for all A ∈ A. Moreover, for all A, B ∈ A,

Tr[A^∗Δ_σB] = Tr[(Δ_σA)^∗B] and Tr[A^∗Δ_σA] = Tr[|σ^{1/2}Aσ^{−1/2}|^2] ,

so that Δ_σ is a positive operator on H_A. A dagger † will be used to denote the adjoint with respect to the inner product in H_A, or, what is the same, with respect to the Hilbert- Schmidt inner product. We will encounter many other inner products on A, but the GNS inner product associated to τ has a special role. We may then rewrite one of the conclusions from just above as Δ^†_σ = Δ_σ.

Because of the self-adjointness of Δ_σ there is an orthonormal basis {E_1, . . . , E_m} of H_A consisting of eigenvectors of Δ_σ. Since Δ_σ1 = 1, we may always assume that E_1 = 1. In this case, Tr[E_γ ] = τ(E_γ ) = 0 for all γ > 1. Furthermore, since Δ_σ is strictly positive, all eigenvalues of Δ_σ are strictly positive, hence we may write them in the form e^{−ωγ} . Since (Δ_σA)^∗ = Δ^{−1}_σ A^∗, it follows that for all E ∈ H_A,

Δ_σE = e^{−ω}E ⇐⇒ Δ_σE^∗ = e^ωE^∗ . (1.3)

In particular, if for ω ≠ 0, e^{−ω} is an eigenvalue of Δ_σ, then so is e^ω, and the two eigenspaces are orthogonal and have the same dimension. It follows that there exists an orthonormal basis of H_A with the properties listed in the next definition:

1.2. DEFINITION (Modular basis). Let A be a finite-dimensional C^∗-algebra and let σ ∈ S_+(A). Then there exists an orthonormal basis {E_1, . . . , E_m} of H_A with the following properties:

(i) {E_1, . . . , E_m} consists of eigenvectors of Δ_σ. (ii) E_1 = 1. (iiI) {E_1, . . . , E_m} = {E^∗_1 , . . . , E^∗_m} 2. Detailed balance

There is a large literature on the detailed balance condition in a quantum setting, starting with the work of Agarwal [2], which initiated a number of investigations in the 1970’s including [4, 13, 41, 67]. Already in these papers, one finds several different, and nonequivalent, definitions. A number of more recent investigations [1, 24, 26, 47, 69] have added to the variety of meanings attached to this term. We therefore carefully explain the context of the definition that we use here, and why it is the most natural for our purposes.

Let P_{i,j} be the Markov transition matrix for a Markov chain on a finite state space S with elements {x_1, . . . , x_n}. Suppose that σ is a probability density on S that is invariant under this transition function: σ_j = ∑_n i=1 σ_iP_{i,j} for all i. The transition matrix satisfies the detailed balance condition with respect to σ in case

σ_iP_{i,j} = σ_j P_{j,i} for all i, j . (2.1)

Let X_n be the Markov process started from the initial distribution σ, so that the process is stationary. Let Pr be measure on the path space of the process. Then (2.1) is equivalent to Pr{X_n = i, X_{n+1} = j} = Pr{X_n = j, X_{n+1} = i} for all i, j and all n .

In other words, (X_n, X_{n+1}) has the same joint distribution as (X_{n+1}, X_n), so that (2.1) characterizes time reversal invariance. There is another characterization of (2.1) in terms of self-adjointness: The matrix P is self-adjoint on C^n equipped with the inner product ⟨f, g⟩_σ = n∑ k=1 σ_kf_kg_k , (2.2)

if and only if (2.1) is satisfied.

There are a number of different ways one might generalize the inner product (2.2) to the quantum setting, and these give different notions of self-adjointness. Let P_t be a QMS on A. A state σ ∈ S_+(A) is invariant under P^†_t in case P^†_t σ = σ for all t ≥ 0, or equivalently, L^†σ = 0. These conditions are equivalent to Tr[σP_t(A)] = Tr[σA] for all t > 0 and all A ∈ A, or equivalently, Tr[σL (A)] = 0 for all A ∈ A.

2.1. DEFINITION (Compatible inner product). An inner product ⟨·, ·⟩ is compatible with σ ∈ S_+(A) in case for all A ∈ A, Tr[σA] = ⟨1, A⟩.

If a quantum Markov semigroup P_t is self-adjoint with respect to an inner product ⟨·, ·⟩ that is compatible with σ ∈ S_+, then for all A ∈ A, Tr[σA] = ⟨1, A⟩ = ⟨P_t1, A⟩ = ⟨1, P_tA⟩ = Tr[σP_tA] , and thus σ is invariant under P^†_t .

2.2. DEFINITION. Let σ ∈ S_+ be a non-degenerate density matrix. For each s ∈ R, and each A, B ∈ A, define

⟨A, B⟩_s = Tr[(σ^{(1−s)/2}Aσ^{s/2})^∗(σ^{(1−s)/2}Bσ^{s/2})] = Tr[σ^sA^∗σ^{1−s}B] . (2.3)

Evidently each of these inner products is compatible with σ. At s = 1, this is the GNS inner product associated to the state φ(A) = Tr[σA]. The value s = 1/2 is also special; ⟨·, ·⟩_{1/2} is called the KMS inner product. A number of its properties are developed in [60].

The inner products in (2.3) can be written as

⟨A, B⟩_s = Tr[A^∗Δ^{1−s}_σ Bσ] . (2.4)

More generally, given any function f : (0, ∞) → (0, ∞), define

⟨A, B⟩_f = Tr[A^∗f(Δ_σ)Bσ] . (2.5)

Note that ⟨·, ·⟩_1 is the σ-GNS inner product whether 1 is interpreted as a number, as in (2.4), or as the constant function f(t) = 1, as in (2.5).

Let R_A denote right multiplication by A, and define Ω^f_σ = R_σ ∘ f(Δ_σ). Then another way to write (2.5) is ⟨A, B⟩_f = Tr[A^∗Ω^f_σB]. For all linear operators K on A,

⟨A, K B⟩_f = ⟨[Ω^f_σ]^{−1}K^†(Ω^f_σA), B⟩_f .

It follows immediately that K is self-adjoint with respect to the inner product ⟨·, ·⟩_f if and only if

Ω^f_σ ∘ K = K^† ∘ Ω^f_σ .

2.3. Remark. For f(t) = t^s, the adjoint K^′ of K with respect to the inner product ⟨·, ·⟩_s is K^′B = σ^{s−1}K^†(σ^{1−s}Bσ^s)σ^{−s} . For s = 1/2, this reduces to K^′B = σ^{−1/2}K^†(σ^{1/2}Bσ^{1/2})σ^{−1/2}. Since K^† is positivity preserving if and only if K is positivity preserving, it is evident that for s = 1/2, K^′ is positivity preserving if and only if K is positivity preserving. However, for other values of s, K^′ need not be positivity preserving when K is. This is one feature that sets the KMS inner product apart from the inner products ⟨·, ·⟩_s for other values of s.

In [69, Definition 16], detailed balance is defined in terms of self-adjointness with respect to ⟨·, ·⟩_f , yielding a number of a priori different notions of detailed balance depending on the choice of f. The example following Proposition 18 in [69] shows that different choices of f can yield distinct classes of self-adjoint operators, and hence distinct notions of detailed balance. Specifically, it is shown in [69] that self-adjointness with respect to ⟨·, ·⟩_{1/2} is not the same as self-adjointness with respect to ⟨·, ·⟩_f where f(t) = (1 + t)/2, corresponding to the Bures metric, as discussed in [69]. The authors of [69] conclude: “The family of quantum detailed balance conditions is therefore much richer than the classical counterpart”.

However, it turns out that self-adjointness with respect to the GNS inner product, or indeed with respect to ⟨·, ·⟩_s for any s ≠ 1/2 implies self-adjointness with respect to ⟨·, ·⟩_f for all f. The argument leading to this conclusion, for which we have found no reference, is simple and will prove useful.

The following is a simple variant on the well-known KMS symmetry condition:

2.4. LEMMA. For s ∈ R, let ⟨·, ·⟩_s be the inner product defined in (2.3). Then for all t ∈ R and all A, B ∈ A, ⟨α_{it}(A), B⟩_s = ⟨A, B⟩_{s−t} = ⟨A, α_{it}(B)⟩_s . (2.6) In particular, α_{it} is self-adjoint with respect to ⟨·, ·⟩_s.

Proof. Using the definitions we obtain ⟨α_{it}(A), B⟩_s = Tr[σ^s(σ^tAσ^{−t})^∗σ^{1−s}B] = Tr[σ^{s−t}A^∗σ^{1−s+t}B] = ⟨A, B⟩_{s−t} = ⟨A, α_{it}(B)⟩_s , which is the desired identity □

The following lemma is a result of Alicki [4] for s = 1, and the generalization to s ∈ [0, 1], s ≠ 1/2, can be found in [25, Propositon 8.1]. The following short proof, a simple adaptation of Alicki’s argument, is included for the reader’s convenience.

2.5. LEMMA. Let σ ∈ S_+ be a non-degenerate density matrix, and let s ∈ [0, 1], s ≠ 1/2. Let K be any operator on A that is self-adjoint with respect to ⟨·, ·⟩_s and also preserves self-adjointness. Then K commutes with α_t, for all t, real and complex.

Proof. For any A, B ∈ A,

⟨K α_{i(2s−1)}(A), B⟩_s = Tr[σ^s(K (σ^{2s−1}Aσ^{1−2s}))^∗σ^{1−s}B] = Tr[σ^s(σ^{2s−1}Aσ^{1−2s})^∗σ^{1−s}K (B)] = Tr[σ^{1−s}A^∗σ^sK (B)] = Tr[σ^s(K (B^∗))^∗σ^{1−s}A^∗] = Tr[σ^sBσ^{1−s}K (A^∗)] = Tr[σ^{1−s}(K (A))^∗σ^sB] = ⟨K (A), B⟩_{1−s}

Since s − (2s − 1) = 1 − s, (2.6) yields ⟨K (A), B⟩_{1−s} = ⟨α_{i(2s−1)}(K (A)), B⟩_s. As B is arbitrary, α_{i(2s−1)}K = K α_{i(2s−1)}. Since K commutes with α_{i(2s−1)}, it commutes with every polynomial in the positive self-adjoint operator α_{i(2s−1)} = Δ^{2s−1}_σ , and hence with f(Δ^{2s−1}_σ ) for every function f. In particular, K commutes with α_t for all t. □

2.6. Remark. Davies [20] has studied a class of quantum Markov semigroups that arise in a general model of an n-level quantum system coupled to an infinite heat bath. He studied the weak-coupling limit and gave conditions under which the weak-coupling limit produces a quantum Markov semigroup. This procedure always yields a semigroup that commutes with the evolution given by (1.2) where h is the internal Hamiltonian of the n-level system. This is true whether or not the semigroup has a particular self-adjointness property. In view of Davies’ result, it is natural to focus on quantum Markov semigroups that commute with the modular operator associated to their invariant states.

2.7. Remark. The condition that the generator L of a quantum Markov semigroup P_t = e^{tL} commutes with Δ_σ imposes strong restrictions on the structure of L . Consider the case A = M_2(C). Let σ ∈ S_+ have two distinct eigenvalues λ_1, λ_2 > 0. Let {η_1, η_2} be an orthonormal basis of C^2 consisting of eigenvectors of σ: ση_j = λ_j η_j for j = 1, 2. Then Δ_σ has three distinct eigenvalues 1, λ_1/λ_2 and λ_2/λ_1. The latter two eigenvalues have one-dimensional eigenspaces spanned by |η_1⟩⟨η_2| and |η_2⟩⟨η_1| respectively. If L commutes with Δ_σ, then |η_1⟩⟨η_2| and |η_2⟩⟨η_1| must be eigenvectors of L with eigenvalues, say, ν and ν̃. Since A := |η_1⟩⟨η_2| + |η_2⟩⟨η_1| is self-adjoint and L is self-adjointness preserving, it follows that L (A) = ν|η_1⟩⟨η_2| + ν̃|η_2⟩⟨η_1| is self-adjoint, which implies that ν̃ = ν. Moreover, since both A and L (A) = νA are self-adjoint, it follows that ν is real. Thus L has at most 3 eigenvalues 1, μ and ν, and ν has multiplicity 2 (or 3 in case ν = μ). To summarize, it follows that

L (|η_1⟩⟨η_2|) = ν|η_1⟩⟨η_2| and L (|η_2⟩⟨η_1|) = ν|η_2⟩⟨η_1| with ν ∈ R . (2.7)

From here it is not hard to see that the value s = 1/2 is genuinely exceptional in Lemma 2.5. Suppose that L is self-adjoint with respect to the σ-KMS inner product ⟨·, ·⟩_{1/2} for σ ∈ S_+, where σ has distinct eigenvalues and {η_1, η_2} is an orthonormal basis of C^2 consisting of eigenvectors of σ. It follows from the discussion above that if (2.7) is violated, L does not commute with Δ_σ. There are many such operators L on M_2(C). An explicit construction is given in Appendix B.

2.8. LEMMA. Let σ ∈ S_+ be a non-degenerate density matrix. Let K be any operator on A such that K α_t = α_tK for all t, or equivalently, Δ_σK = K Δ_σ. If K is self-adjoint with respect to the inner product ⟨·, ·⟩_f for some function f : (0, ∞) → (0, ∞), then the same holds for every function f : (0, ∞) → (0, ∞).

Proof. Suppose that K is self-adjoint with respect to the inner product ⟨·, ·⟩_f for some function f : (0, ∞) → (0, ∞). Let g : (0, ∞) → (0, ∞) be arbitrary, and write h = g/f. Since K commutes with Δ_σ, it also commutes with h(Δ_σ). Thus, for all A, B ∈ A,

⟨A, K (B)⟩_g = Tr[σA^∗g(Δ_σ )K (B)] = Tr[σA^∗f(Δ_σ)K h(Δ_σ )B] = ⟨A, K h(Δ_σ )B⟩_f = ⟨K (A), h(Δ_σ )B⟩_f = Tr[σK (A)^∗f(Δ_σ)h(Δ_σ )B] = ⟨K (A), B⟩_g ,

which is the desired result. □

We summarize some immediate consequences of the last lemmas in a theorem:

2.9. THEOREM. Let σ ∈ S_+ be a non-degenerate density matrix, and let K be any operator on A. Then:

(1) If K is self-adjoint with respect to the GNS inner product ⟨·, ·⟩_1, and K A^∗ = (K A)^∗ for all A ∈ A, then K commutes with the modular automorphism group of σ and moreover, K is self-adjoint with respect to ⟨·, ·⟩_f for all f : (0, ∞) → (0, ∞).

(2) If K commutes with the modular automorphism group of σ, and if K is self-adjoint with respect to ⟨·, ·⟩_f for some f : (0, ∞) → (0, ∞), then K is self-adjoint with respect to ⟨·, ·⟩_g for all g : (0, ∞) → (0, ∞).

This brings us to the definition of detailed balance, which is one the various definitions that may be found in the physical literature.

2.10. DEFINITION (Detailed balance). A QMS P_t on A satisfies the detailed balance condition with respect to σ ∈ S_+(A) in case for each t > 0, P_t is self-adjoint in the σ-GNS inner product ⟨·, ·⟩_1. In this case σ is invariant under P^†_t , and we say that the QMS P_t satisfies the σ-DBC.

2.11. Remark. Every QMS P_t = e^{tL} is self-adjointness preserving: P_tA^∗ = (P_tA)^∗. Thus, when P_t satisfies the σ-DBC, it follows from Theorem 2.9 that

α_t′ (P_t(A)) = P_t(α_t′ (A)) (2.8)

for all t, t^′ and all A ∈ A. This crucial observation is due to Alicki [4], and it means that P_t commutes with the time-translation governed by the Hamiltonian h corresponding to the state σ. The condition (2.8) may therefore be viewed as a quantum analog of time-translation invariance or stationarity.

Theorem 2.9 asserts that in the presence of detailed balance, P_t is self-adjoint with respect to a wide variety of inner products and also that P_t commutes with the modular group. Moreover, under the condition that P_t commutes with the modular group, selfadjointness with respect to any member of this wide family of inner products implies self-adjointness with respect to all of them. This is important in what follows.

The inner products defined just above include a number of inner products that arise naturally in the theory of operator algebras and mathematical physics. One that will be especially useful here is the Bogoliubov-Kubo-Mori inner product: ⟨A, B⟩_{BKM} = ∫_1 0 Tr[σ^{1−s}A^∗σ^sB]ds =

∫_1 0 Tr[σA^∗Δ^s_σB]ds = ⟨A, B⟩_{f0} , where f_0(t) =

∫_1 0 t^sds = t − 1 log t . The BKM inner product arises naturally in statistical mechanics and our work here as follows: For a self-adjoint operator h on a finite-dimensional Hilbert space H, and β > 0, define the Gibbs state σ_β by

σ_β = 1 Tr[e^{−βh}] e^{−βh} . The free energy is the functional F(β, h) = β^{−1} log(Tr[e^{−βh}]). A simple calculation using Duhamel’s formula shows that for any self-adjoint A, d^2 ds^2 F(β, h + sA) | | |_{s=0} = β [ ⟨A, A⟩_{BKM} − (Tr[σ_β A])^2 ] . In particular, up to a factor of β, ⟨A, A⟩_{BKM} arises as the restriction of the Hessian of F to the space of self-adjoint matrices A satisfying Tr[σ_βA] = 0. It is well known that for fixed β, the function h → F(β, h) is the Legendre transform of the von Neumann entropy S(ρ) on the set of density matrices. Since the gradients and Hessians of conjugate convex functions are inverse to one another, the Hessian of the free energy is the inverse of Hessian of the entropy; a fact that explains why the BKM inner product will arise naturally in the study of gradient flows of the relative entropy.

3. Generators of quantum Markov semigroups satisfying detailed balance

Since a QMS P_t = e^{tL} on A that satisfies the σ-DBC for some σ ∈ S_+(A) has a generator L that commutes with the modular operator Δ_σ, and since Δ_σ is positive with respect to the GNS inner product, Δ_σ and L can be simultaneously diagonalized. In the case A = M_n(C), the diagonalization of Δ_σ reduces immediately to the diagonalization of σ: Let σ = e^{−h} be a density matrix on C^n. Let {η_1, . . . , η_n} be an orthonormal basis of C^n consisting of eigenvectors of h = − log σ: hη_j = λ_j η_j. For α = (α_1, α_2) ∈ {(i, j) : 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n}, define numbers ω_α (called the Bohr frequencies) by

ω_α = λ_{α1} − λ_{α2} , (3.1)

and rank-one operators F_α given by F_α = |η_{α1} ⟩⟨η_{α2} | where, using a standard physics notation, for η, ξ ∈ C^n, |η⟩⟨ξ| is the rank-one operator sending ζ to ⟨ξ, ζ⟩_Cn η. Evidently

Δ_σF_α = e^{−ωα} F_α and F^∗_α = F_α′ where α^′ = (α_2, α_1) . (3.2)

Alicki [4] exploited such a construction to show that for σ ∈ S_+ with non-degenerate spectrum (in the sense that each eigenvalue of σ is simple), the generator L of a quantum Markov semigroup on M_n(C) that satisfies the σ-DBC (so that L commutes with Δ_σ) has the form described in (3.3) below; see [4, Theorem 3]. (Alicki actually considered the more general case that L is normal with respect to the σ-GNS inner product. His formula reduces to (3.3) when L is self-adjoint.) The hypothesis that σ has non-degenerate spectrum turns out to unnecessary. In the context of full matrix algebras this has been shown in [41] for the alternate canonical form given in [4, Theorem 3]. It is possible to give a simple and self-contained proof of Alicki’s Theorem in a somewhat more general setting. This is done in Appendix A; the theorem proved there is:

3.1. THEOREM. Let P_t = e^{tL} be a QMS on a unital C^∗-subalgebra A of M_n(C). Suppose that P_t satisfies the σ-DBC for σ ∈ S_+(A) and that P_t has an extension ^P_t to a QMS on M_n(C). Regard the modular operator Δ_σ as an operator on M_n(C) and let τ denote the normalized trace on M_n(C). Then the generator L of P_t has the form L A = ∑ j∈J ( e^{−ωj /2}V^∗_j [A, V_j ] + e^{ωj /2}[V_j , A]V^∗_j ) (3.3) = ∑ j∈J e^{−ωj /2} ( V^∗_j [A, V_j ] + [V^∗_j , A]V_j ) (3.4)

where ω_j ∈ R for all j ∈ J , and {V_j }_{j∈J} is a set in M_n(C) with the properties: (i) τ[V^∗_j V_k] = δ_{j,k} for all j, k ∈ J . (ii) τ[V_j ] = 0 for all j ∈ J . (iii) {V_j }_{j∈J} = {V^∗_j }_{j∈J} .

(iv) {V_j }_{j∈J} consists of eigenvectors of the modular operator Δ_σ with

Δ_σV_j = e^{−ωj} V_j . (3.5) Conversely, given any σ ∈ S_+(A), and any set {V_j }_{j∈J} satisfying (iii) and (iv) for some {ω_j }_{j∈J} ⊆ R, the operator L given by (3.3) is the generator of a QMS P_t that satisfies the σ-DBC.

3.2. Remark. The eigenvectors of Δ_σ with eigenvalues other than 1 cannot be self-adjoint on account of (1.3). However, when σ is the normalized trace, Δ_σ is the identity, so that each V_j is an eigenvector of Δ_σ with eigenvalue 1, thus ω_j = 0. It is then possible to take each V_j to be self-adjoint, so that (3.4) reduces to L A = − ∑ j∈J [V_j , [V_j , A]] . (3.6)

This formulation arises naturally in various applications, as we shall see in Section 6.

3.3. Remark. By Theorem 3.1, the Hilbert-Schmidt adjoint of L is given by

L^†ρ = ∑ j∈J ( e^{−ωj /2}[V_jρ, V^∗_j ] + e^{ωj /2}[V^∗_j , ρV_j ] ) (3.7) = ∑ j∈J e^{−ωj /2} ( [V_jρ, V^∗_j ] + [V_j , ρV^∗_j ] ) . 3.4. Remark. Note that the operators in {V_j }_{j∈J} need not belong to A itself. The Fermi Ornstein-Uhlenbeck semigroup in the Clifford algebra with an odd number of generators provides an example in which they do not, as we discuss shortly.

3.5. Remark. By properties (i) and (ii), the index set J has cardinality |J | no greater than n^2 − 1. While in general the set {V_j }_{j∈J} is not uniquely determined, the proof in the appendix shows that |J | is uniquely determined. Moreover, if {V_j }_{j∈J} and {Ṽ_j }_{j∈J} are two such sets, there is an |J | × |J | unitary matrix U_{j,k} such that for all j ∈ J , Ṽ_j = ∑ k∈J U_{j,k}V_k, and such that unless ω̃_k = ω_j, U_{k,j} = 0. Thus, in a strong sense, the sets

{V_j }_{j∈J} and {ω_j }_{j∈J} are canonically associated to L . (Indeed, since Δ_σV_j = e^{−ωj} V_j, the numbers {ω_j}_{j∈J} are fixed once σ and the set {V_j }_{j∈J} is fixed.)

4. Restriction to commutative subalgebras

Let A be a unital C^∗-algebra, and let σ ∈ S_+(A). Let A_1, A_2 be eigenvectors of Δ_σ: Δ_σ(A_j ) = λ_jA_j , j = 1, 2. Then λ_1, λ_2 > 0, and since the modular operator is an automorphism, Δ_σ(A_1A_2) = Δ_σ(A_1)Δ_σ(A_2) = λ_1λ_2A_1A_2 .

That is, the product of eigenvectors of Δ_σ is again an eigenvector of Δ_σ, and moreover, the eigenspace of Δ_σ for the eigenvalue 1 is an algebra. In fact, by (1.3) it is a ∗-algebra, and it consists exactly of those elements A ∈ A that commute with σ. Clearly, σ itself always belongs to A_σ.

4.1. DEFINITION (Modular subalgebra). Let A be a unital C^∗-algebra, and let σ ∈ S_+(A). The σ-modular subalgebra of A, denoted A_σ, is the C^∗-subalgebra of A consisting of the eigenspace of Δ_σ with eigenvalue 1.

Of course if σ = 1, Δ_σ is the identity on A, and then A_σ = A. On the other hand, suppose that A = M_n(C) and let {η_1, . . . , η_n} be an orthonormal basis of C^n consisting of eigenvectors of σ with ση_j = e^{−λj} η_j for j = 1, . . . , n. Then for each 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n, |η_i⟩⟨η_j | is an eigenvector of Δ_σ with eigenvalue e^{λj −λi} . If the numbers {λ_1, . . . , λ_m}, which are the eigenvalues of the modular generator h, are all distinct, then the eigenspace of Δ_σ for the eigenvalue 1 is exactly the span of the set {|η_j ⟩⟨η_j |}^n_{j=1} [4]. In this case A_σ is an n-dimensional commutative C^∗-subalgebra of A.

Let P_t = e^{tL} be an ergodic QMS on A, and let σ ∈ S_+ be its unique invariant state. Suppose that P_t satisfies the σ-DBC. Since L and Δ_σ commute by Theorem 2.9, the σ-modular subalgebra A_σ of A is invariant under P_t (and under P^†_t as well). In this case, let ^ P_t denote the restriction of P_t to A_σ.

If A_σ is commutative, then ^ P_t is an ergodic QMS on a commutative subalgebra of M_n(C), which may be identified with the transition semigroup of a classical Markov chain. This happens whenever each eigenvalue of σ is simple [4].

Therefore, consider a QMS P_t = e^{tL} on M_n(C) that satisfies the σ-DBC. Suppose that A is a unital commutative C^∗-subalgebra of M_n(C) that is invariant under P^†_t . If P_t is ergodic, it follows using the self-adjointness of L with respect to ⟨·, ·⟩_1, that for any ρ ∈ S_+(A), σ = lim_{t→∞} P^†_t ρ, and hence σ ∈ A.

In our finite-dimensional setting, there exists a finite set {E_1, . . . , E_m} of minimal projections in A such that ∑_m k=1 E_k = 1. Consequently, E_jE_k = 0 for all j ≠ k, and A is the span of {E_1, . . . , E_m}: For all A ∈ A we have A = m∑ k=1 a_k Tr[E_k]

E_k where a_k = Tr[E_kA] . (4.1)

Define an m × m matrix Q by Q_{k,ℓ} = 1 Tr[E_k]

Tr[E_kL E_ℓ] . (4.2)

A vector ⃗ρ = (ρ_1, . . . , ρ_m) ∈ R^m is a probability vector in case ρ_k ≥ 0 for all k, and ∑_m k=1 ρ_k = 1.

4.2. THEOREM. Let P_t = e^{tL} be an ergodic QMS on M_n(C) that satisfies the σ-DBC for its invariant state σ. Let A be a unital commutative C^∗-subalgebra of M_n(C) that is invariant under P^†_t . Let {E_1, . . . , E_m} be a set of minimal projections in A such that ∑_m k=1 E_k = 1. The m × m matrix Q defined by (4.2) specifies an ergodic continuous-time Markov chain on {1, . . . , m} with jump rates Q_{k,ℓ} from k to ℓ. The corresponding forward equation, governing the evolution of site occupation probabilities is d dt ρ_ℓ(t) = m∑ k=1 ( ρ_k(t)Q_{k,ℓ} − ρ_ℓ(t)Q_{ℓ,k} ) . (4.3)

A time-dependent probability vector ⃗ρ(t) satisfies (4.3) if and only if the time-dependent state ρ(t) on A given by ρ(t) = m∑ k=1 ρ_k(t) Tr[E_k]

E_k (4.4)

satisfies d dt ρ(t) = L^†ρ(t). Moreover, the probability vector ⃗σ given by σ_k = Tr[σE_k] for k = 1, . . . , m is the unique invariant probability vector for the Markov chain, and the classical detailed balance condition

σ_kQ_{k,ℓ} = σ_ℓQ_{ℓ,k} (4.5)

is satisfied.

Proof. We first show that the matrix Q satisfies ∑_m ℓ=1 Q_{k,ℓ} = 0 and that Q_{k,ℓ} ≥ 0 for all k ≠ ℓ, which makes it a transition rate matrix.

Since 0 = L 1 = ∑_m ℓ=1 L E_ℓ, we have ∑_m ℓ=1 Q_{k,ℓ} = 0. Let L be given in the form (3.4).

Then for k ≠ ℓ, simple computations yield

Tr[E_kL E_ℓ] = 2 ∑ j∈J e^{−ωj /2}Tr[E_kV^∗_j E_ℓV_j]. Since E_k and V^∗_j E_ℓV_j are positive, Tr[E_kV^∗_j E_ℓV_j ] ≥ 0, showing that Q_{k,ℓ} ≥ 0 for all k ≠ ℓ.

Now suppose that a_k := ∑ ℓ≠k Qk,ℓ = 0. Then from the definition, Tr[L

†(E_k)E_ℓ] = Tr[E_kL (E_ℓ)] = 0 for all k ≠ ℓ, and then, since ∑_m ℓ=1 Q_{k,ℓ} = 0, also Tr[L^†(E_k)E_k] = 0. It would follow that L^†(E_k) = 0. Since P_t is ergodic, this is impossible unless A is spanned by 1, a trivial case. Hence we may proceed assuming that a_k > 0 for all k.

Define the matrix P_{k,ℓ} by P_{k,ℓ} = 1 a_k Q_{k,ℓ} ℓ ≠ k 0 ℓ = k . Evidently P is an m × m stochastic matrix. Define the m × m matrix M by M_{k,ℓ} = a_kδ_{k,ℓ}. Then Q = M(P − 1_m) where 1_m is the m × m identity matrix. The equation d dt ⃗ρ(t) = Q^†⃗ρ(t) is solved in terms of the initial data ⃗ρ_0 by ⃗ρ(t) = e^{tQ†} ⃗ρ_0, and it gives the site occupation probabilities for a continuous time Markov chain in which the jump rate for leaving site k is a_k, and when such a jump occurs, the probability that site ℓ is the new site occupied is given by P_{k,ℓ}.

The equation d dt ⃗ρ(t) = Q^†⃗ρ(t) can be written as d dt ρ_ℓ(t) = m∑ k=1 ρ_k(t)Q_{k,ℓ} = m∑ k=1 ( ρ_k(t)Q_{k,ℓ} − ρ_ℓ(t)Q_{ℓ,k} ) , (4.6)

where the second equality follows from the first and the fact that Q_{ℓ,ℓ} = − ∑ k≠ℓ Qℓ,k. This gives us (4.3).

To show that this Markov chain satisfies the classical detailed balance condition (4.5), observe that σE_k = σ_k(Tr[E_k])^{−1}E_k = E_kσ by (4.1), and therefore σ_kQ_{k,ℓ} = σ_k Tr[E_k]

Tr[E_kL (E_ℓ)] = Tr[σE_kL (E_ℓ)] = Tr[σL (E_k)E_ℓ]

= Tr[E_ℓσL (E_k)] = σ_ℓ Tr[E_ℓ]

Tr[E_ℓL (E_k)] = σ_ℓQ_{ℓ,k} ,

where the third equality holds since L is self-adjoint for the σ-GNS inner product. It follows immediately from (4.6) that ⃗σ is invariant.

Finally, it is easy to check using the definition of the matrix Q in terms of the generator L that ⃗ρ(t) satisfies (4.6) if and only if^d_{dt} ρ(t) = L^†ρ(t). Ergodicity of the Markov chain ^ P_t now follows from the ergodicity of P_t. □

5. Dirichlet form representation associated to a quantum Markov generator

Let H = L^2(X, B, μ) be the space of square integrable real-valued functions on some probability space (X, B, μ). A closed and densely defined, symmetric non-negative bilinear form E on H defines a non-negative unbounded operator −A through E(f, g) = −⟨f, Ag⟩_H. A special case (μ is a probability measure) of a theorem of Beurling and Deny [7, 8] states that P_t = e^{tA} is a Markov semigroup if and only if for all f ∈ H, E( ^f, ^f) ≤ E(f, f) where ^f denotes the projection of f onto the closed convex set {g ∈ H : 0 ≤ g ≤ 1 a.e.}.

A powerful non-commutative extension of this theory has been developed starting with the early work of Gross [31, 32], and continuing with [3, 15, 16, 18, 21, 29]. We shall not need the whole theory at present, but the Dirichlet form representation of the generator of a QMS will be useful to us.

Let P_t = e^{tL} be a QMS on A that satisfies the σ-DBC for some σ ∈ S_+(A). The generator L can then be written in the canonical form specified in (3.4) of Theorem 3.1. Throughout the rest of this section we fix such a generator L , and the sets {V_j }_{j∈J} and {ω_j} that specify L in the form (3.4).

Define operators ∂_j on A by

∂_j A = [V_j , A] so that ∂^†_j A = [V^∗_j , A] .

The operators ∂_j are derivations, and we may consider them as non-commutative analogs of partial derivatives associated to L . With respect to the Hilbert-Schmidt inner product, we may then form non-commutative analogs of the gradient, divergence and Laplacian associated to L . We begin with the Laplacian:

Given the set {V_j }_{j∈J} , we define an operator L_0 on H_A by

L_0A = − ∑ j∈J ∂^†_j ∂_j A = − ∑ j∈J [V^∗_j , [V_j , A]] .

Evidently L^†_0 = L_0, and we may write L_0A = ∑ j∈J (V^∗_j [A, V_j ] + [V_j , A]V^∗_j ). Thus, by

Theorem 3.1, L_0 is the generator of a quantum Markov semigroup P_{0,t} = e^{tL0} satisfying detailed balance with respect to τ. We call this semigroup the heat semigroup associated to P_t = e^{tL} , and the operator L_0 the Laplace operator associated to L .

We define the Hilbert space H_{A,J} by H_{A,J} = ⨁ j∈J H^{(j)}_A ,

where each H^{(j)}_A is a copy of H_A. For A ∈ H_{A,J} and j ∈ J , let A_j denote the component of A in H^{(j)}_A . Thus, picking some linear ordering of J , we can write A = (A_1, . . . , A_{|J |}) . We equip H_{A,J} with the usual inner product ⟨A, B⟩_{HA,J} = ∑ j∈J ⟨A_j , B_j ⟩_{HA} . Define an operator ∇ : H_A → H_{A,J} by ∇A = (∂_1, . . . , ∂_{|J |}A) . Thinking of elements of A as non-commutative analogs of functions on a manifold, we may think of A = (A_1, . . . , A_{|J |}) as a vector field. This point of view will be justified in the next section. We define the operator div : H_{A,J} → H_A by div A = − ∑ j∈J ∂^†_j A_j = ∑ j∈J [A_j , V^∗_j ] .

Note that div is minus the adjoint of the map ∇ : H_A → H_{A,J} , so that L_0 is negative semidefinite. With these definitions, L_0 = div ∘∇. We call ∇ the non-commutative gradient associated to L , and div the non-commutative divergence associated to L . 5.1. Remark. In this finite-dimensional setting, by elementary linear algebra, ( Null(div) )_⊥ = Ran(∇) . (5.1) In the terminology introduced above, elements of Null(div) are divergence free vector fields. Then (5.1) says that a vector field A is a gradient if and only if it is orthogonal in H_{A,J} to every divergence free vector field.

The differential structure introduced above allows us to write the generator L of a QMS in terms of a non-commutative Dirichlet form.

5.2. LEMMA. For all s ∈ [0, 1], all j ∈ J , and all A, B ∈ A we have ⟨∂_j B, A⟩_s = ⟨B, e^{sωj} (e^{−ωj} V^∗_j A − AV^∗_j )⟩_s . (5.2) Proof. For any A, B ∈ M_n(C), ⟨∂_j B, A⟩_s = Tr[σ^s(∂_j B)^∗σ^{1−s}A] = Tr[σ^s(V_j B − BV_j )^∗σ^{1−s}A] = Tr[σ^sB^∗V^∗_j σ^{1−s}A] − Tr[σ^sV^∗_j B^∗σ^{1−s}A] = Tr[σ^sB^∗σ^{1−s}Δ^{s−1}_σ (V^∗_j )A] − Tr[Δ^s_σ(V^∗_j )σ^sB^∗σ^{1−s}A] = e^{(s−1)ωj} Tr[σ^sB^∗σ^{1−s}V^∗_j A] − e^{sωj} Tr[V^∗_j σ^sB^∗σ^{1−s}A] = ⟨ B, e^{sωj} (e^{−ωj} V^∗_j A − AV^∗_j ) ⟩ s , where in the fourth line we have used (3.5). □

It follows from (5.2) that for all s ∈ [0, 1], and all A, B ∈ A, e^{(1/2−s)ωj} ⟨∂_j B, ∂_jA⟩_s = − ⟨ B, e^{−ωj /2}V^∗_j [A, V_j ] + e^{ωj /2}[V_j, A]V^∗_j ⟩ s . Using the expression for L given in (3.3), we obtain E_s(B, A) = −⟨B, L A⟩_s , where E_s(B, A) := ∑ j∈J e^{(1/2−s)ωj} ⟨∂_j B, ∂_j A⟩_s . In particular, taking s = 1/2, we see that

E_{1/2}(B, A) = −⟨B, L A⟩_{1/2} , where E_{1/2}(B, A) := ∑ j∈J ⟨∂_j B, ∂_jA⟩_{1/2} , (5.3)

which expresses L in terms of a Dirichlet form in the sense of [29, 15, 16].

As a simple consequence of the Dirichlet form representation, we state an ergodicity result. Recall that a QMS P_t = e^{tL} is ergodic in case for each t > 0, the 1-eigenspace of P_t is spanned by the identity, or, what is the same thing, the 0-eigenspace of L is spanned by the identity. We refer to [28] for an early study of ergodicity for quantum dynamical semigroups.

5.3. THEOREM. Let P_t = e^{tL} be QMS on A that satisfies the σ-DBC for σ ∈ S_+(A). Let L be given in the form (3.4). Then the commutant of {V_j }_{j∈J} equals the null space of L . In particular, P_t is ergodic if and only if the commutant of {V_j }_{j∈J} is spanned by the identity.

Proof. Suppose that A belongs to the commutant of {V_j }_{j∈J} . By definition, this means that ∂_jA = 0 for all j ∈ J , and therefore A ∈ Null(L ) by (3.3).

Conversely, if L A = 0, then by (5.3), 0 = −⟨A, L A⟩_{1/2} = ∑ j∈J ⟨∂_j A, ∂_j A⟩_{1/2} , which is the case if and only if [V_j, A] = 0 for all j. This means that A belongs to the commutant of {V_j }_{j∈J} . □

5.4. THEOREM. Let P_t = e^{tL} be an ergodic QMS on A that satisfies the σ-DBC for σ ∈ S_+(A), and let L_0 be the associated Laplacian. Then for given B ∈ H_A, the equation

L_0X = B

has a solution if and only if τ[B] = 0. Consequently, when τ[B] = 0, there is a non-trivial affine subspace of H_{A,J} consisting of elements A for which div A = B.

Proof. Since ⟨A, L_0A⟩_{HA} = −⟨∇A, ∇A⟩_{HA,J} , we have Null(L_0) = Null(∇). Since P_t is ergodic, it follows from Theorem 5.3 that Null(∇) is spanned by 1. Since L_0 is self-adjoint on H_A, the assertion now follows from the Fredholm alternative. □

The following identity will be useful going forward.

5.5. LEMMA (Chain rule identity). For all V ∈ M_n(C), ρ ∈ S_+ and ω ∈ R, ∫_1 0 e^{ω(s−1/2)}R_ρΔ^s_ρ ( V log(e^{−ω/2}ρ) − log(e^{ω/2}ρ)V ) ds = e^{−ω/2}V ρ − e^{ω/2}ρV . (5.4)

Proof. Define f(s) = e^{ω(1/2−s)}ρ^{1−s}V ρ^s. The right side of (5.4) equals f(1) − f(0) and f^′(s) = e^{ω(1/2−s)}ρ^{1−s} ( − ωV − log(ρ)V + V log(ρ) ) ρ^s = e^{ω(1/2−s)}ρ^{1−s} ( V log(e^{−ω/2}ρ) − log(e^{ω/2}ρ)V ) ρ^s . Thus the left side of (5.4) equals

∫_1 0 f^′(1 − s) ds, which yields the result. □

5.6. Remark. Consider the function f_ω defined by

f_ω(t) :=

∫_1 0 e^{ω(s−1/2)}t^s ds = e^{ω/2} t − e^{−ω} log t + ω

. (5.5)

Then (5.4) can be formulated as

R_ρf_ω(Δ_ρ) ( V log(e^{−ω/2}ρ) − log(e^{ω/2}ρ)V ) = e^{−ω/2}V ρ − e^{ω/2}ρV . (5.6) Notice that for ω = 0, (5.4) reduces to the commutator identity R_ρf_0(Δ_ρ)([V, log ρ]) = [V, ρ] . (5.7) This identity provides a quantum analog of the classical identity for smooth, strictly positive probability densities ρ(x) on R^n:

ρ(x)∇ log ρ(x) = ∇ρ(x) . (5.8) To see this, note that if A commutes with ρ, f_ω(Δ_ρ)A = A so that for each ω, the operation A → R_ρf_ω(Δ_ρ)A is one of the non-commutative interpretations of multiplication of A by ρ. Now applying (5.7) with V = V_j, we have R_ρf_0(Δ_ρ)(∂_j log ρ) = ∂_j ρ for each j, which yields a quantum analog of (5.8).

Lemma 5.5 and the previous remark motivate the following definition:

5.7. DEFINITION. For ρ ∈ S_+, and ω ∈ R, define the operator [ρ]_ω : M_n(C) → M_n(C) by [ρ]_ω = R_ρ ∘ f_ω(Δ_ρ) (5.9) For each ω, [ρ]_ω, which is one of the non-commutative forms of multiplication by ρ, is evidently invertible, and its inverse, [ρ]^{−1}_ω = (1/f_ω)(Δ_ρ) ∘ R_ρ−1 may then be viewed as the corresponding non-commutative form of division by ρ.

We remark that [ρ]^{−1}_ω is a kernel operator that can be used to define a monotone metric on density matrices in the sense of [61]. However, the Riemannian metric on density matrices that we introduce in this paper will be different.

5.8. LEMMA. For all ω ∈ R, the maps ρ → [ρ]_ω and ρ → [ρ]^{−1}_ω are C^∞ on S_+. Furthermore, for all A, ([ρ]_ω A)^∗ = [ρ]_{−ω}A^∗ and consequently ([ρ]^{−1}_ω A)^∗ = [ρ]^{−1}_{−ω}A^∗ . (5.10)

Proof. Recall the identities

∫_1 0 λ^{1−s}μ^s ds = λ − μ log λ − log μ and ∫_∞ 0 1 (t + λ)(t + μ) dt = log λ − log μ λ − μ , (5.11)

which hold for λ, μ > 0. By (5.5) and (5.9) we obtain

[ρ]_ω = R_ρf_ω(Δ_ρ) =

∫_1 0 e^{ω(1/2−s)}L^s_ρR^{1−s}_ρ ds = ∫_1 0 (e^{−ω/2}L_ρ)^s(e^{ω/2}R_ρ)^{1−s} ds , (5.12) and it follows from (5.11) that

[ρ]^{−1}_ω = ∫_∞ 0 (t + e^{−ω/2}L_ρ)^{−1}(t + e^{ω/2}R_ρ)^{−1} dt .

The fact that ρ → [ρ]^{−1}_ω is C^∞ now follows immediately from the resolvent identity, and then the C^∞-differentiability of ρ → [ρ]_ω is clear. Moreover, (5.10) follows from (5.12). □

It is now a simple matter to write the quantum heat flow equation ∂ρ/∂t = L^†_0 ρ in a form that leads directly to its interpretation as gradient flow for the relative entropy with respect to the normalized trace: For all ρ ∈ S_+,

L^†_0 ρ = div([ρ]_0∇ log ρ) ,

where [ρ]_0 is applied to each component of ∇ log ρ. As we show in the next section, it follows easily from this formula that there is a Riemannian metric on S_+, which is a natural analog of the 2-Wasserstein metric, such that the quantum heat flow on S_+ associated to {V_j }_{j∈J} is a gradient flow for the relative entropy of ρ with respect to the normalized trace τ. For a comprehensive treatment of the theory of gradient flows with respect to the 2-Wasserstein metric, see [5] and [72, Chapters 23-25].

In fact, the next lemma provides the means to extend this result to the general class of quantum Markov semigroups that satisfy detailed balance with respect to some nondegenerate state σ.

5.9. LEMMA. Let P_t = e^{tL} be QMS on A that satisfies the σ-DBC for σ ∈ S_+(A). and let L be given in the form (3.4). Then for all ρ ∈ S_+, and all j ∈ J ,

∂_j (log ρ − log σ) = V_j log(e^{−ωj /2}ρ) − log(e^{ωj /2}ρ)V_j .

Proof. By (3.5) we have Δ^s_σV_j = e^{−sωj} V_j , and thus [V_j, log σ] = −∂_s|_{s=0}Δ^s_σV_j = ω_jV_j. It follows that

∂_j (log ρ − log σ) = [V_j , log ρ] − ω_jV_j = V_j log(e^{−ωj /2}ρ) − log(e^{ωj /2}ρ)V_j ,

which is the desired identity. □

5.10. THEOREM. Let P_t = e^{tL} be QMS on A that satisfies the σ-DBC for σ ∈ S_+(A), and let L be given in the form (3.4). Then, for all ρ ∈ S_+, −L^†ρ = ∑ j∈J ∂^†_j ( [ρ]_{ωj} ∂_j (log ρ − log σ) ) .

Proof. Using Lemma 5.9 and (5.6) we obtain ∑ j∈J ∂^†_j ( [ρ]_{ωj} ∂_j (log ρ − log σ) ) = ∑ j∈J ∂^†_j ( [ρ]_{ωj} ( V_j log(e^{−ωj /2}ρ) − log(e^{ωj /2}ρ)V_j ))

= ∑ j∈J ∂^†_j ( e^{−ωj /2}V_jρ − e^{ωj /2}ρV_j )

= − ∑ j∈J ( e^{−ωj /2}[V_jρ, V^∗_j ] + e^{ωj /2}[V^∗_j , ρV_j ] ) = −L^†ρ , where the final identity follows from (3.7). □

6. Examples

6.1. The infinite-temperature Fermi Ornstein-Uhlenbeck semigroup. As Segal emphasized [65], the Fermion number operator for n degrees of freedom can be represented in terms of the generators of a Clifford algebra. This permits the semigroup it generates to be realized as a QMS, a fact that was effectively exploited by Gross [31, 32] using Segal’s non-commutative integration theory [64, 66].

Let {Q_1, . . . , Q_n} be self-adjoint operators on a finite-dimensional Hilbert space satisfying the canonical anti-commutation relations (CAR):

Q_j Q_k + Q_kQ_j = 2δ_{jk}1 .

The Clifford algebra C^n is the 2^n-dimensional algebra generated by {Q_j }^n_{j=1}. Let Γ : C^n → C^n be the principle automorphism on C^n, i.e., the unique algebra isomorphism satisfying Γ(Q_j) = −Q_j for all j. The product of all of the generators Q_1Q_2 · · · Q_n (in some order) is evidently unitary, and the CAR imply that it commutes with each Q_j if n is odd, and anticommutes with each Q_j if n is even. Hence when n is odd, the center of C^n is non-trivial and C^n is not a factor.

In the even case n = 2m, form the m self-adjoint unitary operators iQ_{2j−1}Q_{2j}, j = 1, . . . n. These all commute with one another, and we define

W = i^mQ_1Q_2 · · · Q_{2m} .

Evidently W ∈ C^n is unitary and self-adjoint, and since W anti-commutes with each Q_j , the principle automorphism is inner and is given by

Γ(A) = W AW = W^∗AW = W AW^∗ for all A ∈ C^n . (6.1)

Let {0, 1}^n be the set of fermion multi-indices, and for all α = (α_j )_j ∈ {0, 1}^n, define Q^α = Q^{α1}_1 · · · Q^{αn}_n and |α| = ∑_n j=1 α_j . Let τ be the canonical trace on C^n, determined by τ(Q^α) := δ_{0,|α|}. In a standard representation of C^n as an algebra of operators on (C^2)^{⊗n} due to Brauer and Weyl, τ is simply the normalized trace. See [10, 11] for references and further background.

Gross [32] defined a differential structure and a Dirichlet form on C^n as follows: For j ∈ {1, . . . , n}, let ^ ∂_j be given by ^ ∂_j(A) = 1 2 (Q_j A − Γ(A)Q_j ) . (6.2)

Each ^ ∂_j is a skew derivation. That is, for all A, B ∈ C^n, ^ ∂_j(AB) = ( ^ ∂_jA)B + Γ(A) ^ ∂_jB. Gross defined the Dirichlet form E(A, B) on C^n by E(A, B) = ∑_n j=1 τ[( ^ ∂_j A)^∗ ^ ∂_j B], and defined the operator L on C^n by −τ[A^∗L B] = E(A, B). Simple computations show that for all A ∈ C^n, ^ ∂^†A = 1 2 ( Q_jA + Γ(A)Q_j ) and L A = 1 2 n∑ j=1 ( Q_j Γ(A)Q_j − A ) . (6.3)

It is evident that L Q^α = −|α|Q^α, hence −L is the fermion number operator.

When n is even, so that Γ(A) = W^∗AW , we define V_j = iW Q_j, so that each V_j is both self-adjoint and unitary. Then, using the fact that V^2_j = 1, we may rewrite (6.3) as L A = 1 2 n∑ j=1 ( V_j AV_j − A ) = − 1 4 n∑ j=1 [V_j , [V_j , A]] , which has the form (3.6). Thus, e^{tL} is a QMS satisfying the τ-DBC. Gross discussed this QMS as a fermionic analog of the classical Ornstein-Uhlenbeck semigroup; we refer to it as the infinite temperature Fermi Ornstein-Uhlenbeck semigroup. One good reason is that it is generated by the negative of the fermionic number operator. Another is that as conjectured by Gross [32] and proved in [10], it has the same optimal hypercontractivity properties as the classical Ornstein-Uhlenbeck semigroup. We shall further develop the analogy here. (The infinite temperature part of the name will be justified in the next example.)

To relate the differential structure in (6.2) to the one considered here, note that when n is even, so that Γ is the inner automorphism given by (6.1), we have, with V_j defined as above, ^ ∂_j A = 1 2i W [V_j, A] = 1 2i W ∂_jA and ^ ∂^†_jA = − 1 2i ∂^†_j (W A) = − 1 2i ∂_j (W A) (6.4)

for j = 1, . . . , n. Thus, Gross’s differential structure in terms of skew derivations may be substituted with the present differential structure in terms of derivations when n is even. When n is odd, this is achieved by embedding C^n is an a larger Clifford algebra: One can add one more generator, or, perhaps better, embed the Clifford algebra generated by {Q_1, . . . , Q_n}, in the phase space Clifford algebra with 2n generators {Q_1, . . . , Q_n, P_1, . . . , P_n} that is discussed next.

6.2. The finite-temperature Fermi Ornstein-Uhlenbeck semigroup. Let A be the Clifford algebra C^n of dimension n = 2m for some m ∈ N. Consider a set of generators {Q_1, . . . , Q_m, P_1, . . . , P_m} , where

Q_j Q_k + Q_kQ_j = P_jP_k + P_kP_j = 2δ_{j,k}1 and Q_jP_k + P_kQ_j = 0 for all 1 ≤ j, k ≤ m .

We think of A as the full set of phase space observables, the subalgebra generated by {Q_1, . . . , Q_m} as the algebra of configuration space observables, and the subalgebra generated by {P_1, . . . , P_m} as the algebra of momentum space observables.

Form the operators

Z_j = 1 √ 2 (Q_j + iP_j ) so that Z^∗_j = 1 √ 2 (Q_j − iP_j ) . It is easy to check that

Z_j Z_k + Z_kZ_j = 0 and Z_j Z^∗_k + Z^∗_k Z_j = 2δ_{j,k}1 for all 1 ≤ j, k ≤ m . (6.5)

Consider the complementary orthogonal projections N_j and N^⊥_j defined by

N_j = 1 2 Z^∗_j Z_j and N^⊥_j = 1 2 Z_j Z^∗_j for all 1 ≤ j ≤ m .

Then (6.5) implies that

Z_j N_j = N^⊥_j Z_j = Z_j and N_j Z_j = Z_jN^⊥_j = 0 . (6.6)

Note also that

Z_j N_k = N_kZ_j and Z_j N^⊥_k = N^⊥_k Z_j for all j ≠ k . (6.7)

Moreover, {N_1, . . . , N_m, N^⊥_1 , . . . , N^⊥_m} is a set of commuting orthogonal projections.

For each j, Q_jP_j commutes with both Q_k and P_k for all k ≠ j. Hence the operators {Q_1P_1, . . . , Q_mP_m} all commute with one another. As in the previous example, let W = i^m ∏_m j=1 Q_j P_j so that W is self-adjoint and unitary, and for all A ∈ A, let Γ(A) = W AW .

Note that Q_j P_j Z_j = iZ_j for each j.

For any set of m real numbers {e_1, . . . , e_m}, and any parameter β ∈ (0, ∞), to be interpreted as the inverse temperature, define the free Hamiltonian h and the Gibbs state σ_β by h = m∑ j=1 e_j N_j and σ_β = 1 τ[e^{−βh}] e^{−βh} . where τ is the canonical trace as in Section 6.1.

Since the N_j are commuting orthogonal projections, e^{−βh} is the product, in any order, of the operators e^{−βej} N_j + N^⊥_j . Therefore, for each 1 ≤ j ≤ m,

Δ_{σβ} (Z_j ) = (e^{−βej} N_j + N^⊥_j )Z_j (e^{βej} N_j + N^⊥_j ) = e^{βej} Z_j ,

where we have used (6.6) and (6.7). Consequently, Δ_{σβ} (Z^∗_j ) = e^{−βej} Z^∗_j . Since W commutes with every even element of A, it follows that

Δ_{σβ} (W Z_j) = e^{βej} W Z_j and Δ_{σβ} (Z^∗_j W ) = e^{−βej} Z^∗_j W .

Define the operators V_j = W Z_j, 1 ≤ j ≤ m , so that^1_2 V^∗_j V_j = N_j and^1_2 V_j V^∗_j = N^⊥_j . Then {V_1, . . . , V_m, V^∗_1 , . . . , V^∗_m} is set of operators on A satisfying the conditions (i), (ii), (iii) and (iv) of Theorem 3.1. Therefore, the operator L_β defined by L_βA = 1 4 m∑ j=1 [ e^{βej /2} ( V^∗_j [A, V_j ] + [V^∗_j , A]V_j ) + e^{−βej /2} ( V_j [A, V^∗_j ] + [V_j , A]V^∗_j )] (6.8)

is the generator of a QMS P_t = e^{tLβ} that satisfies the σ_β -DBC.

It is a simple matter to diagonalize L_β : For each 1 ≤ j ≤ m, define the four operators

K_{j,(0,0)} = 1 , K_{j,(1,0)} = Z_j , K_{j,(0,1)} = Z^∗_j and K_{j,(1,1)} = e^{βej /2}N_j − e^{−βej /2}N^⊥_j .

One readily checks that this set of four operators is orthonormal in any of the inner products ⟨·, ·⟩_s based on σ_β.

Using the fact that for each j, V_j and V^∗_j commute with P_k and Q_k for all k ≠ j, and using the identities V_j K_{j,(1,1)} = e^{βej /2}V_j and K_{j,(1,1)}V_j = −e^{−βej /2}V_j , we readily compute that

L_β Z_j = − cosh(βe_j /2)Z_j and L_β K_{j,(1,1)} = −2 cosh(βe_j /2)K_{j,(1,1)} . (6.9) Therefore, for all 0 ≤ k, ℓ ≤ 1, L_β K_{j,(k,ℓ)} = −(k + ℓ) cosh(βe_j /2)K_{j,(k,ℓ)} . Let α = (α_1, . . . , α_m) denote a generic element of the index set {{0, 1} × {0, 1}}^m , and for α = (k, ℓ) ∈ {0, 1} × {0, 1}, define |α| = k + ℓ. Then the functions K_α := K_{1,α1} K_{2,α2} · · · K_{m,αm} are an orthogonal (but not normalized) basis for H_A consisting of eigenvectors of L_β:

L_β K_α = − m∑ j=1 |α_j | cosh(βe_j /2)

K_α . (6.10)

It is now easy to check that in the infinite temperature limit (i.e., β → 0), lim_{β→0} L_β = L_0 where

L_0A = − 1 4 m∑ j=1 ( [V_j , [V^∗_j , A]] + [V^∗_j , [V_j , A]] )

= 1 2 m∑ j=1 ( Q_jΓ(A)Q_j + P_j Γ(A)P^∗_j − 2A ) , From the previous example, we recognize L_0 as the negative of the number operator on A = C^n. That is, in the infinite temperature limit (β → 0), we recover the infinite temperature Fermi Ornstein-Uhlenbeck semigroup, justifying our nomenclature.

As in the infinite temperature case, there is a differential calculus that is more closely adapted to L_β : For 1 ≤ j ≤ m, define the operators ^ ∂_jA = 1 2 (Z_j A − Γ(A)Z_j ) = 1 2 W [V_j, A] and ^ ∂_j A = 1 2 (Z^∗_j A − Γ(A)Z^∗_j ) = − 1 2 W [V^∗_j , A] We readily compute that ^ ∂_jK_{j,(0,0)} = ^ ∂_j K_{j,(1,0)} = 0 , ^ ∂_j K_{j,(0,1)} = K_{j,(0,0)} and ^ ∂_jK_{j,1,1} = cosh(βe_j /2)K_{j,(1,0)} ,

(6.11)

and that ^ ∂_j K_{j,(0,0)} = ^ ∂_jK_{j,(0,1)} = 0 , ^ ∂_j K_{j,(1,0)} = K_{j,(0,0)} and ^ ∂_j K_{j,(1,1)} = − cosh(βe_j /2)K_{j,(0,1)} .

(6.12)

Again using the fact that for each j, V_j and V^∗_j commute with P_k and Q_k for all k ≠ j, one determines the effect of ^ ∂_j and ^ ∂_j on all of A. The orthonormal basis {K_α} may be viewed as consisting of analogs of multivariate Krawtchouck polynomials – the discrete analogs of the Hermite polynomials. The differential operators ^ ∂_j and ^ ∂_j, which are skew derivations as in the infinite temperature case, have the advantage over the closely related derivations ∂_j A = [V_j , A] and ∂_jA = [V^∗_j , A] that they always lower the “degree” of any K_α by one, as one would expect. The operators ∂_jA and ∂_jA do not do this.

Using (6.11) and (6.12) one readily deduces the identities, valid for all ^ ∂_jL_β K_α − L_β ^ ∂_j K_α = − cosh(βe_j /2) ^ ∂_j K_α (6.13) and ^ ∂_j L_βK_α − L_β ^ ∂_j K_α = − cosh(βe_j /2) ^ ∂_jK_α . (6.14) Finally, we observe that each of the vectors K_α is an eigenvector of Δ_{σβ} . Moreover, it is easy to see that if {e_1, . . . , e_m} is linearly independent over the integers, then Δ_{σβ} K_α = K_α if and only if for each k, |α_k| ≠ 1. The span of the set of such K_α is the same as the span of {N_1, N^⊥_1 , . . . , N_m, N^⊥_m} . (6.15) Hence in this case, the modular algebra A_{σβ} is the algebra generated by the commuting projections in (6.15). Let us denote this algebra, which does not depend on β, by B. While it need not be the modular algebra when {e_1, . . . , e_m} is not linearly independent over the integers, it is easy to see (by continuity or computation) that it is always invariant under P_t.

The projections in (6.15) are not minimal in B, but the set of the 2^m distinct non-zero products one can form from them is a full set of minimal projections. We may identify this set with the discrete hypercube Q^m = {0, 1}^m. Set J = {1, . . . , m}, and let s_j : Q^m → Q^m define the j-th coordinate swap defined by s_j(x_1, . . . , x_m) = (x_1, . . . , −x_j , . . . , x_m).

Let x denote a generic point of Q^m. Define E_x = m∏ j=1 N^{x1}_j (N^⊥_j )^{1−x1} . The restriction ^ P_t of P_t to B is a nearest neighbor random walk on Q^m with transition rates that are readily computed using Theorem 4.2.

For a standard representation in which the elements of A operate on C^{2m} , and τ is the normalized trace, each E_x is rank one, so that the transition rate matrix D defined in (4.2) is simply D_{x,x}′ = Tr[E_x, L E_x′ ]. Using (6.9) through (6.10), one readily computes that D_{x,x}′ = 0 unless x^′ = s_j(x) for some j, and in that case

D_{x,x}′ = 2 cosh(βe_j ) 1 + e^{−βej} x_j = 1 2 cosh(βe_j ) 1 + e^{βej} x_j = 0 ,

and this gives the jump rates along the edges of Q^m for the classical Markov chain corresponding to ^ P_t.

6.3. The Bose Ornstein-Uhlenbeck semigroup. A set {Q_1, . . . , Q_m, P_1, . . . , P_m} of self-adjoint operators on a Hilbert space H is a representation of the Canonical Commutation Relations (CCR), in case for all 1 ≤ j, k ≤ m,

[Q_j , Q_k] = 0 , [P_j , P_k] = 0 and [Q_j , P_k] = iδ_{j,k}1 .

All representations of the CCR are necessarily infinite-dimensional, since otherwise we would have Tr[[Q_j , P_j ]] = 0 which is incompatible with [Q_j, P_j ] = i1. The CCR algebra is the C^∗-algebra generated by the unitaries {e^{−t1Q1} , . . . , e^{itm Qm} , e^{−s1P1} , . . . , e^{ismPm} } for all t_1, . . . , t_m, s_1, . . . , s_m, or, what is the essentially the same thing, the Weyl operators. Not only is H necessarily infinite-dimensional, but the operators {Q_1, . . . , Q_m, P_1, . . . , P_m} are unbounded.

Therefore, the CCR algebra for m Bose degrees of freedom lies outside the scope of the theory being developed in this paper. However, even without fully extending this theory to infinite dimensions, we shall be able to deduce new results for an important QMS on A, namely the Bose Ornstein-Uhlenbeck semigroup.

To keep things simple in this excursion into the infinite-dimensional case, we take m = 1. Exactly as in the Fermi case, we form the operators Z = 1 √ 2 (Q + iP ) so that Z^∗ = 1 √ 2 (Q − iP ) . It is easy to check that [Z, Z^∗] = 1 . (6.16) In one standard representation that we may as well fix here, H = L^2(R, γ(x)dx) where γ(x) = (2π)^{−1/2}e^{−x2/2} and Z = ∂/∂x. Then a simple computation shows that Z^∗ = x − ∂/∂x, and (6.16) is satisfied. Define the Hamiltonian h by h = Z^∗Z. It is evident that for each k, the linear space of polynomials in x of degree at most k is invariant under h. Since h is self-adjoint, this means the eigenfunctions of h are orthogonal polynomials in H, and hence are the Hermite polynomials. It is well known and easy to check that the kth Hermite polynomial is an eigenfunction of h with eigenvalue k. That is, h is the Bose number operator (for one degree of freedom). Fixing an inverse temperature β ∈ (0, ∞), we define σ_β as

σ_β = ( Tr [ e^{−βh} ])−1 e^{−βh} . Note that Tr [ e^{−βh} ] is finite by what we have said concerning the spectrum of h. One readily finds that [Z, h] = Z, which is the differential version of the identity

Δ_{σβ} (Z) = e^βZ .

It follows that Z and Z^∗ are eigenfunctions of the modular operator. (Note that since they are unbounded, they do not belong to the CCR algebra, and are only affiliated to its von Neumann algebra closure.)

Define V_1 = Z and V_2 = Z^∗. Then {V_1, V_2} is a set of operators satisfying conditions (iii) and (iv) of Theorem 3.1 (with ω_1 = −β and ω_2 = β), but not conditions (i) and (ii), since in the infinite-dimensional case, it is in general too much to ask that the V_j be trace-class. (However, since V_1, V_2 and 1 are eigenvectors of Δ_σ with distinct eigenvalues there is a natural sense in which they are orthogonal so that a natural analog of (i) and (ii) is valid.)

In any case, we may define

L_β A = 1 2 [ e^{β/2} ( Z^∗[A, Z] + [Z^∗, A]Z ) + e^{−β/2} ( Z[A, Z^∗] + [Z, A]Z^∗ )] = e^{β/2} ( Z^∗AZ −^1_2 {Z^∗Z, A} ) + e^{−β/2} ( ZAZ^∗ −^1_2 {ZZ^∗, A} ) , (6.17)

where {A, B} denotes the anti-commutator AB + BA. The operator L_β is in fact the generator of an ergodic QMS, as shown in [17]. These authors construct the QMS first on the infinite-dimensional analog of H_A, which in this case strictly contains A, and then show that the resulting semigroup has the Feller property; i.e., it preserves A.

In [17], another detailed balance condition based on self-adjointness with respect to the KMS inner product is used. However, Theorem 2.9 and what we have said above about the modular operator shows that the semigroup also satisfies the σ_β-DBC as defined here. In this sense, the example falls into our framework.

Simple computations show that for ∂_1A = [Z, A] and ∂_2A = [Z^∗, A],

∂_j L_β A − L_β∂_j A = − sinh(β/2)∂_j A (6.18)

for j = 1, 2 and all A in a dense domain of analytic vectors for L_β that is discussed in [17]. We shall use this identity on this domain later to prove a sharp entropy dissipation inequality for this semigroup, as conjectured in [37, equation (9)]. Note that the corresponding formula for the Fermi Ornstein-Uhlenbeck semigroup involves cosh in place of sinh. This reflects the fact that in the Fermi case, taking the infinite temperature limit (β → 0) yields a QMS with a stationary state, while for the Bose Ornstein-Uhlenbeck semigroup, this is not the case: the β → 0 limit cannot be taken in (6.3).

The modular generator h has non-degenerate spectrum, and so the modular algebra A_{σβ} in this case is simply the set of all operators that commute with σ_β, which is the same thing as the algebra generated by the spectral projections of h. In particular, A_{σβ} is commutative and independent of β. It is easy to see that the restriction ^ P_t of P_t to A_{σβ} corresponds, as in Theorem 4.2, to a birth-death process on N.

7. Riemannian metrics and gradient flow

Let P_t = e^{tL} be QMS on A that satisfies the σ-DBC for σ ∈ S_+(A). In this section we define a Riemannian metric on S_+ that is determined by L , and for which, as we shall see, the flow given by the dual semigroup P^†_t , is gradient flow for the relative entropy with respect to σ. Let L be given in the standard form (3.4). Throughout this section, {V_j }_{j∈J} and {ω_j}_{j∈J} are fixed, and we assume that P_t is ergodic.

Let ρ(t), t ∈ (t_0, t_1), be any differentiable path in S_+ regarded as a convex subset of A. For each t ∈ (t_0, t_1), let .ρ(t) ∈ A denote the derivative of ρ(t) in t. If ρ(t) is any differentiable path in S_+ defined on (−ϵ, ϵ) for some ϵ > 0 such that ρ(0) = ρ_0, then Tr[ .ρ(0)] = 0, so that by Theorem 5.4, there is an affine subspace of H_{A,J} consisting of elements A for which .ρ(0) = div A . (7.1)

We wish to rewrite (7.1) as an analog of the classical continuity equation for the time evolution of a probability density ρ(x, t) on R^n: ∂ ∂t ρ(x, t) + div[v(x, t)ρ(x, t)] = 0 . (7.2)

In the classical case, for ρ strictly positive, any expression of the form ∂ ∂t ρ(x, t) = div[a(x, t)] (7.3)

gives rise to (7.2) with v(x, t) = −ρ^{−1}(x, t)a(x, t). Conversely, given (7.2) and defining a(x, t) = −ρ(x, t)v(x, t), (7.3) is satisfied. In the quantum case, there are many different ways to multiply and divide by ρ ∈ S_+.

Definition 5.7 gives a one-parameter family of ways to multiply A ∈ A by ρ that is relevant here. In the next definition, we extend this to multiplication of vector fields A ∈ H_{A,J} by ρ.

7.1. DEFINITION. Let ⃗ω ∈ R^{|J |}. For ρ ∈ S_+ we define the linear operator [ρ]_{⃗ω} on H_{A,J} by [ρ]_{⃗ω} ( A_1, . . . , A_{|J |} ) = ( [ρ]_{ω1} A_1, . . . , [ρ]_{ω|J |} A_{|J |} ) . Note that [ρ]_{⃗ω} is invertible with [ρ]^{−1}_{⃗ω} ( A_1, . . . , A_{|J |} ) = ( [ρ]^{−1}_{ω1} A_1, . . . , [ρ]^{−1}_{ω|J |} A_{|J |} ) . (7.4)

where we have used the fact that R_ρ and Δ_ρ commute.

We are now ready to write (7.1) in the form of a continuity equation: Pick some ⃗ω ∈ R^{|J |}, and define V by V = −[ρ]^{−1}_{⃗ω} A. Then evidently (7.1) becomes .ρ(0) + div([ρ]_{⃗ω} V) = 0 . (7.5)

The vector field A in (7.1) is not unique; however according to Theorem 5.4, the set of such vector fields is an affine space, and thus, in our finite-dimensional setting a closed convex set. It follows immediately that while the vector field V in (7.5) is not unique, the set of such vector fields is a closed affine subspace of ⊕^{|J |}A, and consequently there is a unique element of minimal norm in ⊕^{|J |}A for any Hilbertian norm on ⊕^{|J |}A. We now define the class of Hilbertian norms that is relevant here:

7.2. DEFINITION. For each ρ ∈ S_+, and the given generator L , define an inner product ⟨·, ·⟩_{L ,ρ} on ⊕^{|J |}A by ⟨W, V⟩_{L ,ρ} = ∑ j∈J ⟨W_j , [ρ]_{ωj} V_j⟩_{HA} .

We write ‖V‖_{L ,ρ} for the corresponding Hilbertian norm.

This norm can be viewed as a non-commutative analog of a weighted L^2-norm for vector fields.

7.3. THEOREM. Let ρ(t) be a differentiable path in S_+ defined on (−ϵ, ϵ) for some ϵ > 0 such that ρ(0) = ρ_0. Then there is a unique vector field V ∈ ⊕^{|J |}A of the form V = ∇U with U ∈ A , for which the non-commutative continuity equation .ρ(0) = − div([ρ_0]_{⃗ω}V) = − div([ρ_0]_{⃗ω}∇U) (7.6)

holds. Moreover, U can be taken to be traceless, and is then self-adjoint and uniquely determined. Furthermore, if W is any other vector field such that .ρ(0) = − div([ρ_0]_{⃗ω}W), then ‖V‖_{L ,ρ0} < ‖W‖_{L ,ρ0} . Proof. In view of the discussion above, it remains to show that the unique norm-minimizing vector field V is a gradient. To see this, let A be an arbitrary divergence-free vector field, set W := [ρ_0]^{−1}_{⃗ω} A, and V_ε := V + εW, so that .ρ(0) + div([ρ_0]_{⃗ω}V_ε) = 0 for all ε. Since ‖V‖_{L ,ρ0} < ‖V_ε‖_{L ,ρ0} for all ε, it follows that ⟨V, W⟩_{L ,ρ0} = 0, and therefore ⟨V, A⟩_{HA} = 0. This means that V is orthogonal to the set of divergence-free vector fields, hence it is the gradient of some U ∈ A . By subtracting a multiple of the identity, we may take U to be traceless, and then U is uniquely determined, in view of Theorem 5.3 and the ergodicity of P_t.

To show that U is self adjoint, define the operator L_ρ by

L_ρA = div([ρ_{⃗ω}]∇A) . (7.7)

A direct computation yields L_ρA = ∑ j∈J ( [ρ]_{ωj} (V_j A − AV_j ) ) V^∗_j − ∑ j∈J V^∗_j ( [ρ]_{ωj} (V_j A − AV_j) ) . Then using (5.10) of Lemma 5.8,

(L_ρA)^∗ = ∑ j∈J ( [ρ]_{−ωj} (V^∗_j A^∗ − A^∗V^∗_j ) ) V_j − ∑ j∈J V_j ( [ρ]_{−ωj} (V^∗_j A^∗ − A^∗V^∗_j ) ) . Now use the fact that {V_j }_{j∈J} = {V^∗_j }_{j∈J} and that for all j ∈ J , Δ_σ(V_j ) = e^{−ωj} V_j and Δ_σ(V^∗_j ) = e^{ωj} V^∗_j . It follows that (L_ρA)^∗ = L_ρA^∗. Using (7.7) we write (7.6) as .ρ(0) = −L_{ρ(0)}U for the U found above. Since .ρ(0) is self-adjoint, it follows from what we have just shown that we also have .ρ(0) = −L_{ρ(0)}U^∗. By the uniqueness of U, U is self-adjoint. □

7.4. DEFINITION. For each ρ ∈ S_+, we identify the tangent space T_ρ at ρ = ρ_0, with the set of gradients vector fields G := {∇U : U ∈ A , U = U^∗} through the one-to-one correspondence provided by (7.6). We define the Riemannian metric g_L on S_+ by ‖ .ρ(0)‖^2_{gL ,ρ} = ‖V‖^2_{L ,ρ} where .ρ(0) and V are related by (7.6).

The metric we have just defined is C^∞. Indeed, let A be m-dimensional and let A_1, . . . , A_{m−1} be an orthonormal set of m − 1 self-adjoint traceless elements of H_A. Then we can define a coordinate map u : S_+ → R^{m−1} by u(ρ) = ( Tr[A_1ρ], . . . , Tr[A_{m−1}ρ] ) . Note that u(τ) = 0. Evidently u is a one-to-one map of S_+ onto an open bounded convex subset of R^{m−1}. We give S_+, as usual, the corresponding differential structure. Conveniently, an atlas of just one chart covers the manifold.

Let u^k(ρ) = Tr[A_kρ] by the kth coordinate function. The kth coordinate vector field is tangent to the curve t → ρ + tA_k for t in the open interval in which the right hand side belongs to S_+. The operator div[ρ]_{⃗ω}∇ is invertible on the orthogonal complement of the identity; i.e., on the span of A_1, . . . , A_{m−1}. Define the kth potential function X_k(ρ) to be the unique traceless solution X of

div[ρ]_{⃗ω}∇X = A_k .

It then follows that for the curve t → ρ + tA_k, .ρ(0) = div[ρ]_{⃗ω}∇X_k(ρ). This means that the kth coordinate tangent vector field ∂/∂u^k is given by ∂ ∂u^k = ∇X_k(ρ) , Therefore, in this coordinate system, the k, ℓ component of the metric tensor is given by

[g_L (ρ)]_{k,ℓ} = ∑ j∈J ⟨∇X_k(ρ), [ρ]_{ωj} ∇X_ℓ(ρ)⟩_{HA} , By Lemma 5.8, for each j, ρ → [ρ]_{ωj} is C^∞, and it follows from this that the map ρ → [div[ρ]_{⃗ω}∇]^{−1}, where the inverse is the inverse on the orthogonal complement of 1, is C^∞. Thus, for each k, ℓ, [g_L (ρ)]_{k,ℓ} is a C^∞ function of ρ.

Now let F : S_+ → R be a differentiable function. The differential of F, denoted δF δρ (ρ), is the unique traceless self-adjoint element in A satisfying

lim_{t→0} 1 t ( F(ρ + tA) − F(ρ) ) = Tr [ δF δρ (ρ)A ] (7.8)

for all traceless self-adjoint A ∈ A. This notation is traditional in the context of gradient flows for the 2-Wasserstein metric, and it allows us to reserve the symbol D for covariant derivatives on our Riemannian manifold.)

The corresponding gradient vector field, denoted grad_{gL} F(ρ), will be interpreted using the identification of the tangent space given in Definition 7.4: it is the unique element in G satisfying d dt F(ρ(t)) | | |_{t=0} = ⟨ grad_{gL} F(ρ), ∇U ⟩ L ,ρ (7.9)

for all differentiable paths ρ(t) defined on (−ϵ, ϵ) for some ϵ > 0 with ρ(0) = ρ and .ρ(0) + div([ρ]_{⃗ω}∇U) = 0 for some self-adjoint U. Combining (7.8) and (7.9), it follows that − ⟨δF δρ (ρ), div ( [ρ]_{⃗ω}∇U )⟩ H_A = ⟨ grad_{gL} F(ρ), [ρ]_{⃗ω}∇U ⟩ H_{A,J} . Since this argument holds for arbitrary paths ρ(t), Theorem 7.3 implies that this identity holds for arbitrary U. Therefore, we have proved:

7.5. THEOREM. For a differentiable function F on S_+, the Riemannian gradient of F with respect to the Riemannian metric g_L is given by

grad_{gL} F(ρ) = ∇ δF δρ (ρ) , and the corresponding gradient flow equation (for steepest descent) is .ρ(t) = div ([ρ(t)]_{⃗ω} ∇δF δρ (ρ(t)) ) . Let P_t = e^{tL} be a QMS on A that satisfies the σ-DBC for σ ∈ S_+(A). Recall that the relative entropy with respect to σ is the functional D(·‖σ) on S_+ defined by (1.1). An easy calculation shows that for F(ρ) = D(ρ||σ), δF δρ = log ρ − log σ .

Therefore, Theorem 5.10 and Theorem 7.5 yield:

7.6. THEOREM. Let P_t = e^{tL} be QMS on A that satisfies the σ-DBC for σ ∈ S_+(A). Then ∂ ∂t ρ = L^†ρ (7.10)

is gradient flow for the relative entropy D(·||σ) in the metric g_{ρ,L} canonically associated to L through its representation in the form (3.4).

In [11], we proved the special case of Theorem 7.6 in which P_t is the infinite temperature Fermi Ornstein-Uhlenbeck semigroup, except that there we defined the metric in terms of the differential calculus associated to the skew derivations ^ ∂_j , defined in (6.2) instead of the derivations ∂_j used here. The two metrics are in fact the same, and the alternate form of the metric in terms of the skew derivatives will be useful to us in the next section.

Therefore we explain the equivalence, using the notation introduced in section 6. Let ρ(t) be a smooth path in S_+(C^n) defined on a neighborhood of 0 with ρ(0) = ρ. Suppose that .ρ(0) = −^n∑ j=1 ∂_j ([ρ]_0∂_j U) (7.11)

for some self-adjoint U ∈ C^n. (We recall that since V_j is self-adjoint in this case, ∂^†_j = ∂_j , and that ω_j = 0 for each j.) Then by (6.4) and the integral representation for [ρ]_0, we can rewrite (7.11) as

.ρ(0) = −4^n∑ j=1 ^ ∂_j(W [ρ]_0(W ^ ∂_j U)) = −4 n∑ j=1 ∫_1 0 ^ ∂_j (W ρ^sW ^ ∂_j Uρ^{1−s})ds

= −4 n∑ j=1 ∫_1 0 ^ ∂_j (Γ(ρ^s) ^ ∂_jUρ^{1−s})ds .

The operation A →

∫_1 0 Γ(ρ^s)Aρ^{1−s}ds is precisely the non-commutative analog of “multiplication by ρ” that was used in [11]. Thus apart form the trivial factor of 4, the realization of the tangent space and interpretation of continuity equation in [11] is the same as it is here; the two formulation of the continuity equation are equivalent.

The same applies to the metric. With .ρ(0) as above, ‖ .ρ(0)‖^2_{gL} as we have defined it here is given by

‖ .ρ(0)‖^2_{gL} = n∑ j=1 ⟨∂_j , U[ρ]_0∂_j U⟩_{HCn} = 4 n∑ j=1 ⟨W ^ ∂_jU, [ρ]_0(W ^ ∂_jU)⟩_{HCn}

= 4 n∑ j=1 ∫_1 0 ⟨ ^ ∂_j U, Γ(ρ^s) ^ ∂_jUρ^{1−s}⟩_{HCn} ds . (7.12)

The ultimate term in (7.12) is, apart from a trivial factor of 4, precisely how the metric tensor was defined in [11].

This shows two things: First, that Theorem 7.6 is an extension, and not merely an analog, of our work in [11]. Second, it makes available to us the differential calculus based on the skew derivations when studying the geometry associated to the Fermi Ornstein- Uhlenbeck semigroup. (We have explicitly discussed the infinite temperature case, but the same reasoning applies in general.) Since the skew derivations have the property of “lowering polynomial degree by one” for the eigenfunctions of L , as discussed between (6.12) and (6.13), this alternate formulation of the metric will be extremely helpful in the next section.

8. Geodesic convexity and relaxation to equilibrium

In this section we develop the advantages of having written the evolution equation (7.10) as gradient flow for the relative entropy. We draw on work of Otto and Westdickenberg [56] and Daneri and Savaré [19]. Both pairs of authors were primarily interested in infinitedimensional problems concerning metrics on spaces of probability densities, but several of their results are new and interesting in finite dimension. The approach of Otto and Westdickenberg is thoroughly developed in the finite-dimensional setting in Section 2 of [19]. We briefly summarize what we need.

Let (M, g) be any smooth, finite-dimensional Riemannian manifold. For x, y in M, the Riemannian distance d_g(x, y) between x and y is given by minimizing an action integral of paths γ : [0, 1] → M running from x to y:

d^2_g(x, y) = inf {∫_1 0 ‖.γ(s)‖^2_{g(γ(s))} ds : γ(0) = x, γ(1) = y } , where ‖.γ(s)‖^2_{g(γ(s))} = g_{γ(s)}(.γ(s), .γ(s)) .

(If the infimum is achieved, any minimizer γ will be a geodesic.) If F is a smooth function on M, let grad_gF denote its Riemannian gradient. Consider the semigroup S_t of transformations on M given by solving γ̇(t) = −grad_gF (γ(t)); we assume for now that nice global solutions exist. The semigroup S_t, t ≥ 0, is gradient flow for F .

For λ ∈ R, the function F is λ-convex in case whenever γ : [0, 1] → M is a distance minimizing geodesic, then for all s ∈ (0, 1), d^2 ds^2 F (γ(s)) ≥ λg(.γ(s), .γ(s)) . It is a standard result that whenever F is λ-convex, the gradient flow for F is λcontracting in the sense that for all x, y ∈ M and t > 0, d dt d^2_g(S_t(x), S_t(y)) ≤ −2λd^2_g(S_t(x), S_t(y)) . (8.1)

Otto and Westdickenberg [56] developed an approach to geodesic convexity that takes (8.1) as its starting point. Let {γ(s)}_{s∈[0,1]} be any smooth path in M with γ(0) = x and γ(1) = y. They use the gradient flow transformation S_t to define a one-parameter family of paths γ^t : [0, 1] → M, t ≥ 0 defined by γ^t(s) = S_tγ(s) . Since γ^t is admissible for the variational problem that defines d_g(S_t(x), S_t(y)), it is immediate that for each t ≥ 0,

d^2_g(S_t(x), S_t(y)) ≤

∫_1 0 ‖ ‖ ‖ d ds γ^t(s) ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 g(γ^t(s)) ds . (8.2)

In the present smooth setting it is shown in [19, (2.8) – (2.11)] that if for all smooth curves γ : [0, 1] → M, d dt | | |_{0+} (‖ ‖ ‖ d ds γ^t(s) ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 g(γ^t(s)) ) ≤ −2λ ‖ ‖ ‖ d ds γ^0(s) ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 g(γ^0(s))

, (8.3)

for all s ∈ (0, 1), then F is geodesically λ-convex.

To see the connection between (8.3) and the contraction property, suppose that x and y are connected by a minimal geodesic γ so that

d^2_g(x, y) =

∫_1 0 ‖ ‖ d ds γ(s) ‖ ‖^2 g(γ(s)) ds . (If x and y are sufficiently close, this is the case.) Then (8.2) and (8.3) combine to yield d dt | | 0+ d^2_g(S_t(x), S_t(y)) ≤ −2λd^2_g(x, y) , and then, provided that S_t(x) and S_t(y) continue to be connected by a minimal geodesic for all t, the semigroup property of S_t yields the exponential λ-contractivity of the flow: d_g(S_t(x), S_t(y)) ≤ e^{−λt}d_g(x, y) . (8.4) The local argument in [19] proves the geodesic λ-convexity of F when (8.3) is valid for all smooth paths in M, and thus leads to (8.4) without any assumptions of geodesic completeness.

When (8.3) is valid for some λ > 0, and hence also (8.4) for the same λ, F has at most one fixed point x_0 in M, which is necessarily a strict minimizer of F on M. We may normalize F (x_0) = 0, and then under the geodesic λ-convexity of F , is it well known that for all x, d dt F (S_t(x)) ≤ −2λF (S_t(x)) , (8.5)

which gives us another way to measure the rate of convergence to the fixed point under the flow S_t.

There is also a more direct route from (8.3) to (8.5). If γ(t) is given by the gradient flow of F through γ(t) = S_t(x), then d dt F (γ(t)) = −‖grad_gF (γ(t))‖^2_{g(γ(t))} . (8.6)

Define the energy function E associated to F by

E(x) = ‖grad_gF (x)‖^2_{g(x)} . (8.7)

Then (8.3) applied with γ^t(s) = S_{s+t}(x) together with the semigroup property yields d dt E(S_t(x)) ≤ −2λE(S_t(x)) . Hence (8.3) not only leads to the contractivity property (8.4), but also to the exponential convergence estimates

F (S_t(x)) ≤ e^{−2λt}F (x) and E(S_t(x)) ≤ e^{−2λt}E(x) . (8.8)

Moreover, combining (8.8) with (8.6) and (8.7), we obtain the inequality F (x) ≤ 1 2λ E(x) . (8.9)

In our setting, when F is a relative entropy function, (8.9) will be a generalized logarithmic Sobolev inequality.

The relations between (8.4) and the bounds in (8.8) and geodesic convexity of F have all been discussed by Otto [54] as the basis of his approach to quantitative estimates on the rates of relaxation for solutions of the porous medium equation.

Thus, to prove geodesic convexity of F , and hence (8.4) and (8.8), it suffices to prove (8.3). This first derivative estimate can provide a much easier route to a proof of λconvexity of F than direct calculation of the Hessian of F followed by an estimate of its least eigenvalue. The point of view of Otto and Westdickenberg is that this approach can be especially fruitful in an infinite-dimensional setting (such as that of [54]) given all the regularity issues to go along with computing the Hessian of F . In the remainder of this section, we shall show that it is also quite fruitful in our finite-dimensional setting. Related work in the commutative setting can be found in [22, 23, 27, 44, 46, 48]. For the difficulties relating to direct computation and analysis of the Hessian even for the Fermi Ornstein-Uhlenbeck semigroup, see our previous paper [11].

8.1. Geodesic convexity using intertwining relations. For the rest of this section, let σ ∈ S_+, and fix P_t = e^{tL} , an ergodic QMS that satisfies the σ-DBC. Let L be given in the standard form (3.4), so that the data specifying L are the sets {V_j }_{j∈J} and {ω_j }_{j∈J} . Let ∇ : H_A → H_{A,J} and div : H_{A,J} → H_A be the associated non-commutative gradient and divergence (as opposed to the associated Riemannian gradient and divergence).

Let ρ : [0, 1] → S_+ be a smooth path in S_+, and define the one-parameter family of paths, ρ^t(s), (s, t) ∈ [0, 1] × [0, ∞) by

ρ^t(s) = P^†_t ρ(s) .

By what has been explained above, it we can prove that d dt | | |_{0+} (‖ ‖ ‖ d ds ρ^t(s) ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 g(ρ^t(s)) ) ≤ −2λ ‖ ‖ ‖ d ds ρ^0(s) ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 g(ρ^0(s))

(8.10)

for all smooth ρ : [0, 1] → M and all s ∈ (0, 1), we will have proved the geodesic convexity of the relative entropy functional, and consequently, we shall have proved D(P^†_t ρ||σ) ≤ e^{−2λt}D(ρ||σ) . We now present a simple sufficient condition for (8.10) that we shall be able to verify in a number of interesting examples.

8.1. DEFINITION. A semigroup ⃗P_t on H_{A,J} intertwines with a semigroup P_t on H_A in case for all t > 0, and all A ∈ H_A, ∇P_tA = ⃗P_t∇A . (8.11) By duality, the intertwining relation ∇ ∘ P_t = ⃗P_t ∘ ∇ implies the identity

P^†_t div(A) = div( ⃗P_t^†A) , for A ∈ H_{A,J} .

We will be particularly interested in cases in which for some λ ∈ R, ⃗P_tA = (e^{−λt}P_tA_1, . . . , e^{−λt}P_tA_{|J |}) . (8.12) 8.2. Remark. A classical example is provided by the Mehler formula for the classical Ornstein-Uhlenbeck semigroup, which was first studied by Mehler in 1866. For β > 0, let γ_β(x) = (β/2π)^{n/2}e^{−β|x|2/2} be the centered Gaussian density on R^n with zero mean and variance n/β. For t > 0 and bounded continuous functions f on R^n, define P_tf by P_tf(x) = ∫ R^n

f(e^{−t}x + (1 − e^{−2t})^{1/2}y)γ_β(y) dy . (8.13)

Then P_t is a classical Markov semigroup; namely the Mehler or Ornstein-Uhlenbeck semigroup. The dual semigroup P^†_t acting on probability densities ρ on R^n is defined by ∫ R^n P^†_t ρ(x)f(x) dx = ∫ R^n ρ(x)P_tf(x) dx A change of variables yields the dual Mehler formula:

P^†_t ρ(x) = ∫ R^n ρ ( e^{−t}x − (1 − e^{−2t})^{1/2}y ) γ_β ( (1 − e^{−2t})^{1/2}x + e^{−t}y ) dy . A Taylor expansion in (8.13) and then integration by parts show that f(x, t) := P_tf(x) and ρ(x, t) := P^†_t ρ(x) satisfy ∂ ∂t f(x, t) = ( 1 β div −x ) ∇f(x, t) and ∂ ∂t ρ(x, t) = div ( 1 β ∇ + x ) ρ(x, t) . It is immediate from (8.13) that ∇P_tf(x) = ⃗P_t∇f(x) (8.14) where ⃗P_t(v_1, . . . v_n)(x) = e^{−t}(P_tv_1(x), . . . , P_tv_n(x)). We shall see below that an identity similar to (8.14) is readily proved for the Fermi and Bose Ornstein-Uhlenbeck semigroup.

Using (8.14), which is a direct analog of (8.11) and (8.12), Ledoux [43, p. 447] gave a very simple proof of the optimal logarithmic Sobolev inequality for the classical Ornstein- Uhlenbeck semigroup. A key element in his proof is the joint convexity of (a, r) → |a|^2/r on R^n × (0, ∞), for which we will need a suitable non-commutative analogue.

The latter is provided by a well-known convexity inequality for matrices, which asserts that, for all ω ∈ R, the mapping (ρ, A) → ⟨A, [ρ]^{−1}_ω A⟩_{HA} = Tr [ ∫_∞ 0 (t1 + e^{−ω/2}ρ)^{−1}A^∗(t1 + e^{ω/2}ρ)^{−1}A dt ] (8.15)

is jointly convex on S_+ × A; see [35, 36]. Note that if ρ and A are scalars, the right-hand side reduces to A^2/ρ. The non-commutative convexity result ultimately derives from Lieb’s concavity Theorem [40]. Since P^†_t is completely positive, it follows from (8.15) that

⟨P^†_t A, [P^†_t ρ]^{−1}_ω P^†_t A⟩_{HA} ≤ ⟨A, [ρ]^{−1}_ω A⟩_{HA} . (8.16)

There is a well-developed theory of monotone metrics beginning with work of Chentsov and Morozova [51] for classical Markov processes and its non-commutative extension initiated by Petz [61], and further developed in [39, 33, 59, 34, 69]. Other results from this theory will be useful in further developments.

Now consider any smooth path ρ : [0, 1] → S_+, and for each s ∈ (0, 1) write .ρ(s) = div A(s)

where A(s) is the solution of .ρ(s) = div A(s) that minimizes ⟨A, [ρ]^{−1}_{⃗ω} A⟩_{L ,ρ} so that, by the definitions in Section 7, g_{L ,ρ}( .ρ(s), .ρ(s)) = ∑ j∈J ⟨A_j (s), [ρ(s)]^{−1}_{ωj} A_j (s)⟩_{HA} .

Set ρ^t(s) := P^†_t ρ(s), and suppose that the semigroup ⃗P_t defined by (8.12) intertwines with P_t. It follows that d ds ρ^t(s) = P^†_t div A(s) = div ⃗P^†_t A(s) .

Consequently, by (8.12) and (8.16), ‖ ‖ ‖ d ds ρ^t(s) ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 g(ρ^t(s)) ≤ e^{−2λt} ∑ j∈J ⟨P^†_t A_j(s), [P^†_t ρ(s)]^{−1}_{ωj} P^†_t A_j (s)⟩_{HA}

≤ e^{−2λt} ∑ j∈J ⟨A_j (s), [ρ(s)]^{−1}_{ωj} A_j (s)⟩_{HA} = e^{−2λt} ‖ ‖ ‖ d ds ρ(s) ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 g(ρ(s)) , which clearly implies (8.10). Altogether we have proved:

8.3. THEOREM. Let σ ∈ S_+, and let P_t = e^{tL} be an ergodic QMS that satisfies the σ-DBC. Let ∇ and div denote the associated non-commutative gradient and divergence. Suppose that for some λ > 0, the semigroup ⃗P_t defined by (8.12) intertwines with P_t. Then the relative entropy with respect to σ is geodesically λ-convex on S_+ for the Riemannian metric (g_{L ,ρ})_ρ. Moreover, the exponential convergence estimate D(P^†_t ρ||σ) ≤ e^{−2λt}D(ρ||σ) holds, as well as the generalized logarithmic Sobolev inequality D(ρ||σ) ≤ 1 2λ τ [ − L^†(ρ) ( log ρ − log σ )] . (8.17)

While it is a problem of ongoing research to extend Theorem 8.3 to the infinite dimensional setting, the part of it concerning entropy and entropy production inequalities is relatively robust, as it relies most essentially on Lieb’s convexity result, while the part of it concerning geodesic convexity is more involved and requires more work to generalize. Therefore, with regard to the infinite dimensional Bose-Ornstein-Uhlenbeck semigroup, we are not presently in a positions to make any statements about geodesic convexity of the entropy, but the situation is much better concerning entropy and entropy production.

Let D[ρ] = τ [ − L^†(ρ) ( log ρ − log σ )] be the entropy dissipation functional, which is minus the derivative of D(P^†_t ρ||σ) at t = 0. By Theorem 5.10, −L^†ρ = ∑ j∈J ∂^†_j ( [ρ]_{ωj} ∂_j (log ρ − log σ) ) = div(A) .

The entropy dissipation functional D[ρ] is then given by D[ρ] = ∑ j∈J ⟨A_j , [ρ]^{−1}_{ωj} A_j ⟩_{HA} .

Now replace ρ by ρ(t) := P^†_t ρ and let us assume that ρ is in the domain of L^†, a trivial assumption in the finite dimensional case. Then d dt ρ(t) = P^†_t (L^†ρ) = P^†_t (div(A)) ,

and assuming that ⃗P_t defined by (8.12) intertwines with P_t, we have that A(t) = e^{−λt}(P^†_t A_1, . . . , P^†_t A_{|J |}) . Therefore, by the convexity argument used in the proof of Theorem 8.3 D[P^†_t ρ] = e^{−2λt} ∑ j∈J ⟨P^†_t A_j , [P^†_t ρ]^{−1}_{ωj} P^†_t A_j ⟩_{HA} ≤ e^{−2λt}D[ρ] . By a standard argument, the generalized log-Sobolev inequality (8.17) follows immediately for ρ in the domain of L^†. In summary, if one is interested more in entropy dissipation inequalities than the geodesic convexity of the entropy Theorem 5.10 together with an intertwining relation allows one to bypass the Riemannian structure. This fact also underlines the utility of writing the evolution equation as gradient flow for the entropy, which is essential for the argument.

In the rest of this section we explain how intertwining formulas may be proved. We consider two examples, already introduced, namely the Bose and Fermi Ornstein-Uhlenbeck semigroups. In the Fermi case, we are within the scope of the finite dimensional picture developed here, and we will be able to prove the geodesic convexity of the relative entropy. In the Bose case, we are in an infinite dimensional setting, and work remains to be done to rigorously prove the geodesic convexity in this case. However, by what has been explained in the preceding paragraphs, we shall obtain a rigorously valid generalized logarithmic Sobolev inequality.

8.2. Intertwining via commutation formulas. For both the Fermi and Bose Ornstein- Uhlenbeck semigroups P_t, there is a Mehler type formula for P_t from which the intertwining can be readily checked. In the Fermi case, this can be found in formulas (4.1) and (4.2) of [10], and the formula in the Bose case is a simple adaptation of this.

Fortunately however, it is not necessary to find an explicit formula for the action of the semigroup P_t to prove the intertwining identity and (8.12). In case where such identities are true, they can often be readily checked using the form of the generator L .

8.4. LEMMA. Suppose that for some numbers a_j, j ∈ J ,

[∂_j , L ] = −a_j∂_j (8.18)

for each j ∈ J . Then defining ⃗P_t on H_{A,J} by ⃗P_t(A_1, . . . , A_{|J |}) = (e^{−ta}1 P_tA_1, . . . , e^{−ta}|J | P_tA_{|J |}) , we have the intertwining relation ∂_j P_t = ⃗P_t∂_j on A.

Proof. Let A ∈ A and define A(t) = ∂_j P_tA. Then A(0) = ∂_j A and d dt A(t) = ∂_j L P_tA = L ∂_j P_tA − a_j ∂_j P_tA = [L − a_jI]A(t) .

It follows that t → e^{taj} A(t) is the unique solution of d dt X(t) = L X(t) with X(0) = ∂_j A, which is of course P_t∂_j A. Therefore, ∂_j P_tA = e^{−taj} P_t∂_j A. □

8.5. THEOREM. Let P_t be the Bose Ornstein-Uhlenbeck semigroup with generator L_β given in (6.17), and let σ_β be its invariant state. Then for all ρ ∈ S_+, D(P_tρ||σ_β) ≤ e^{−2 sinh(β/2)t}D(ρ||σ_β ) . Proof. Using (6.18), we may apply Lemma 8.4, and then the remarks following Theorem 8.3. (Note that for all t > 0, P^†_t is in the domain of L^† so that the generalized log-Sobolev inequality is valid.) □

Results in [37, Appendix D] show that the constant 2 sinh(β/2) in Theorem 8.5 cannot be improved.

We may make a similar application of Lemma 8.4, and then Theorem 8.3 itself to the Fermi Ornstein-Uhlenbeck semigroup. However, in this case, it is not the differential structure in terms of the derivations ∂_j for which we have (8.18), but the skew derivations ^ ∂_j and ^ ∂_j . This was proved in (6.13) and (6.14). However, the metric can be written in terms of ^ ∂_j and ^ ∂_j just as well, bringing in the principle automorphism Γ, and indeed, this is how the metric was written in [11]. This permits us to argue as above in the Bose case, and we conclude:

8.6. THEOREM. For β ≥ 0, let P_t be the Fermi Ornstein-Uhlenbeck semigroup with generator L_β given in (6.8), and let σ_β be its invariant state. Then for all ρ ∈ S_+, D(P_tρ||σ_β ) ≤ e^{−2λβ t}D(ρ||σ_β ) where λ_β = min{cosh(βe_j /2) : j = 1, . . . , m}. Moreover, the realtive entropy functional ρ → D(ρ||σ_β ) is geodesically λ_β convex in the Riemannain metric associated to L_β .

8.3. Talagrand type inequalities. Our final results in this section extend a result from outr earlier paper [11] to the present more generla setting. The proof is step-for-step the one from our previous paper, with only minor modifications, and we shall thereofre be brief. However, it is worth recording the more general result since this subject has recently attracted the attention of other researchers [42, 62].

The connection between logarithmic Sobolev inequalities and transport inequalities of Talagrand type [68] was originally discovered and developed by Otto and Villani [55]. The fact that a Talgrand type inequlaity holds for our transport metric is further evidence that it is indeed a bona-fide transport metric.

8.7. THEOREM (Talagrand type inequality). Let L be the generator of an ergodic QMS that satisifes the σ-DBC with respect to σ ∈ S_+. Suppose that the generalized logarithmic Sobolev inequality (8.17) is valid for some λ > 0. Let d(ρ_1, ρ_2) denote the Riemannain distance on S_+ associated to L . For all ρ ∈ S_+, d(ρ, σ) ≤ √ 2D(ρ||σ) λ . (8.19)

Proof. Given ρ ∈ S_+, define ρ(t) = P_tρ for t ∈ (0, ∞). Since lim_{t→∞} ρ(t) = σ, it follows that d(ρ, σ) ≤ arclength[ρ(·)] = ∫_∞ 0 √ g_{ρ(t)}(ρ̇(t), ρ̇(t)) dt .

Since the evolution described by t → P^†_t ρ is gradient flow for the relative entropy, g_{ρ(t)}(ρ̇(t), ρ̇(t)) = − d dt D(ρ(t)||σ) so that for any 0 ≤ t_1 < t_2 < ∞, ∫_{t2} t_1 √ g_{ρ(t)}(ρ̇(t), ρ̇(t)) dt ≤ √ t_2 − t_1 √ D(ρ(t_1)||σ) − D(ρ(t_2)||σ) . (8.20) Fix any ϵ > 0. Define the sequence of times {t_k}, k ∈ N, D(ρ(t_k)||σ) = e^{−kϵ}D(ρ||σ) . (Since t → D(ρ(t)||σ) is strictly decreasing, t_k is well defined.) Since D(ρ(t)||σ) ≤ e^{−2λt}D(ρ||σ), for each k, t_k − t_{k−1} ≤ ϵ 2λ . Then by (8.20), with this choice of {t_k}, ∫_{tk} t_{k−1} √ g_{ρ(t)}ρ(t)(ρ̇(t), ρ̇(t)) dt ≤ √ ϵ 2λ (e^{−(k−1)ϵ} − e^{−kϵ})D(ρ||σ)

= √ D(ρ||σ) 2λ e^{−kϵ/2} √ ϵ(e^ϵ − 1) . Since

lim_{ϵ→0} (_∞ ∑ k=1 e^{−kϵ/2} √ ϵ(e^ϵ − 1) ) = lim_{ϵ→0} (_∞ ∑ k=1 e^{−kϵ/2}ϵ ) = ∫_∞ 0 e^{−x/2} dx = 2 , we obtain the desired bound. □

Appendix A. Proof of Theorem 3.1

In this appendix we present a simple and self-contained proof of Theorem 3.1. The starting point is an isometry that is crucial to the characterization of quantum Markov semigroup generators given by Gorini, Kossakowski and Sudarshan [30]:

For any finite dimensional Hilbert space H, let C_2(H) denote the linear operators from H to H equipped with the normalized Hilbert-Schmidt inner product ⟨A, B⟩_{C2(H)} = (dim(H))^{−1}Tr[A^∗B] so that ‖1‖_H = 1. As above, we use † for the Hermitian adjoint in C_2(H). A special case deserves a special notation: let H_n denote the n×n complex matrices M_n(C) equipped with this same normalized Hilbert-Schmidt inner product.

A particular orthonormal basis in H_n plays a distinguished role in what follows: For 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n, let E_{i,j} denote the n × n matrix whose i, j entry is 1, and whose other entries are all 0. If {e_1, . . . , e_n} is the standard basis of C^n, then E_{i,j} is the rank one operator that is written as |e_i⟩⟨e_j | in a standard quantum mechanical notation introduced before. In this notation, one has E_{i,j} ⊗ E_{i,j} = (|e_i⟩⟨e_j |) ⊗ (|e_i⟩⟨e_j |) = |e_i ⊗ e_i⟩⟨e_j ⊗ e_j | . (A.1) It follows that 1 n n∑ i,j=1 E_{i,j} ⊗ E_{i,j} = |Ψ⟩⟨Ψ| where Ψ = 1 √ n n∑ j=1 e_j ⊗ e_j (A.2)

is a rank one projection in C^n ⊗ C^n, and, in particular, is positive. This observation is due to Choi, and some of the simple but fundamental conclusions he drew from it are related below. More immediately, {E_{i,j} }_{1≤i,j≤n} is an orthonormal basis of H_n called the matrix unit basis.

There is a natural identification of C_2(H_n) with H_n ⊗ H_n that takes advantage of the multiplication on H_n: For A, B ∈ H_n, define the operator #(A ⊗ B) : H_n → H_n by #(A ⊗ B) : M_n(C) → M_n(C) , #(A ⊗ B)X = AXB , for all X ∈ H_n. It follows that the adjoint of #(A ⊗ B) as an operator on H_n is given by ( #(A ⊗ B) )_† = #(A^∗ ⊗ B^∗). Moreover, Tr[#(A ⊗ B)] = Tr[A]Tr[B] . (A.3) The left-hand side of (A.3) involves the trace for operators on H_n, whereas the right-hand side involves the trace for operators on C^n.

A.1. LEMMA. Let {F_α} and {G_β } be two orthonormal bases of H_n, so that {F_α ⊗ G_β } is an orthonormal basis of H_n ⊗ H_n. Then {#(F_α ⊗ G_β)} is orthonormal in C_2(H_n). In particular, the map # is unitary from H_n ⊗ H_n into C_2(H_n).

Proof of Lemma A.1. We may compute the trace on H_n using any orthonormal basis, and using the matrix unit orthonormal basis {E_{i,j}}_{1≤i,j≤n}, we have for all α, β and μ, ν,

⟨#(F_α ⊗ G_β ), #(F_μ ⊗ G_ν )⟩_{C2(Mn(C))} = n^{−2} n∑ i,j=1 Tr[(F_αE_{i,j} G_β)^∗F_μE_{i,j}G_ν ]

= n^{−2} n∑ i,j=1 Tr[G^∗_β E_{j,i}F^∗_α F_μE_{i,j}G_ν ] = n^{−2} n∑ i,j=1 (G_ν G^∗_β )_{j,j}(F^∗_α F_μ)_{i,i}

= n^{−1}Tr[G_ν G^∗_β ]n^{−1}Tr[F^∗_αF_μ] = δ_{α,μ}δ_{β,ν} . □ Consider any linear transformation K on M_n(C), and hence on H_n. Let {F_β } be any orthonormal basis of H_n. Then {F^∗_α } is also an orthonormal basis of H_n, and by Lemma A.1, {#(F^∗_α ⊗ F_β )} is an orthonormal basis of C_2(H_n). Thus K has the expansion K = ∑ α,β c_{α,β}#(F^∗_α ⊗ F_β) . (A.4)

or, what is the same, K (A) = ∑ α,β c_{α,β}F^∗_α AF_β for all A ∈ M_n(C) , (A.5)

where the coefficients c_{α,β} are given by c_{α,β} = ⟨#(F^∗_α ⊗ F_β ), K ⟩_{C2(Hn)} . (A.6) This orthonormal expansion is fundamental to the work of Gorini, Kossakowski and Sudarshan on the structure of generators of quantum Markov semigroups. A.2. DEFINITION. The n^2 × n^2 matrix c_{α,β} with entries given by (A.6) is called the GKS matrix for the operator K with respect to the orthonormal basis {F_α}. When we wish to emphasize the dependence on K , we write c_{α,β}(K ).

A.3. Remark. Let A, B ∈ M_n(C) and consider the case K = #(A⊗B). By the isometry proved in Lemma A.1, the GKS matrix of K is given by c_{α,β} = ⟨#(F^∗_α ⊗ F_β ), #(A ⊗ B)⟩_{C2(Hn)} = ⟨F^∗_α ⊗ F_β, A ⊗ B⟩_{Hn⊗Hn} = n^{−2}Tr[F_αA]Tr[F^∗_β B] .

In particular, the identity transformation on M_n(C) results from the choice A = B = 1, and so the GKS matrix of the identity transformation is the rank-one matrix c_{α,β} = n^{−2}Tr[F_α]Tr[F^∗_β ] . (A.7) This formula will be useful later on.

The following lemma is from [30]; for the convenience of the reader we give a short proof.

A.4. LEMMA. Let K be a linear operator on M_n(C), and let {F_α} be an orthonormal basis of M_n(C). Then the GKS matrix of K with respect to {F_α} is self-adjoint if and only if (K A)^∗ = K A^∗ for all A ∈ M_n(C).

Proof. Write K as in (A.4) and define ~K (A) := (K A^∗)^∗. Then ~K (A) = ( ∑ α,β c_{α,β} F^∗_αA^∗F_β )_∗ = ∑ α,β c_{α,β}F^∗_β AF_α = ∑ α,β c_{β,α}F^∗_α AF_β . By the uniqueness of the expansion (A.4), K̃ = K if and only if c_{α,β} = c_{β,α} for all α, β. □ The GKS matrix of a linear transformation K from M_n(C) to M_n(C) is closely related to the Choi matrix of K . Let {E_{i,j}}_{1≤i,j≤n} be matrix unit basis of H_n. The Choi matrix of K is the element of M_n2 (C)

C(K ) = n∑ i,j=1 K (E_{i,j} ) ⊗ E_{i,j} , (A.8) viewed as the n × n block matrix with entries in M_n(C) whose i, j entry is K (E_{i,j} ).

If we now identify C^n ⊗C^n with M_n(C) by identifying v⊗w with ∑_n i,j=1 viwj Ei,j, C(K ) becomes an operator on H_n.

The identity provided by the following lemma was pointed out in [57], and used there to simplify part of the proof [30] of their theorem on the structure of generators of quantum Markov semigroups on M_n(C).

A.5. LEMMA. Let K be a linear operator on M_n(C), and let C(K ) be defined by (A.8). Identify C^n ⊗ C^n with M_n(C) by identifying v ⊗ w with ∑_n i,j=1 viwjEi,j, so that C(K ) is identified with an operator on H_n. Then for all F, G ∈ H_n, ⟨G, C(K )F ⟩_{Hn} = ⟨#(G ⊗ F^∗), K ⟩_{C2(Hn)} (A.9) Proof. By direct computation, ⟨G, C(K )F ⟩_{Hn} = n∑ k,ℓ,m,p=1 G_{k,m}[K (E_{i,j} )]_{k,ℓ}[E_{i,j} ]_{m,p}F_{ℓ,p}

= n∑ k,ℓ,m,p=1 F_{ℓ,p}[E_{j,i}]_{p,m}G_{k,m}[K (E_{i,j} )]_{k,ℓ}

= n∑ k,ℓ=1 (F E_{j,i}G^∗)_{ℓ,k}[K (E_{i,j})]_{k,ℓ}

= n∑ k,ℓ=1 (GE_{i,j} F^∗)^∗_{ℓ,k}[K (E_{i,j})]_{k,ℓ} = ⟨#(G ⊗ F^∗), K ⟩_{C2(Hn)} .

□ A fundamental theorem of Choi [14] says that a linear transformation K on M_n(C) is completely positive if and only if its Choi matrix C(K ) is positive as an operator on H_n. Indeed, in the notation of (A.2) C(K ) = nK ⊗ 1_{Mn(C)} (|Ψ⟩⟨Ψ|) , Hence, when K is completely positive, C(K ) is positive. The converse is also true: Choi used an elementary spectral decomposition [14] to show that when C(K ) is positive, then K is completely positive.

A.6. Remark. The identity (A.9) shows that if {F_α} is any orthonormal basis of H_n, then the GKS matrix of K with respect to this basis is positive if and only if K is completely positive. In other words, the GKS representation (A.5) of a linear operator K on M_n(C) is well-suited to the question of whether K is completely positive or not.

Going forward, it will be convenient to assume that our orthonormal bases {F_α} of H_n are indexed by α ∈ {1, . . . , n} × {1, . . . , n}, and we write α = (α_1, α_2). For such bases, we make the following definition:

A.7. DEFINITION. Let L be an operator on M_n(C) such that L 1 = 0 and (L A)^∗ = L A^∗ for all A ∈ M_n. Let {F_α} be any orthonormal basis of H_n such that F_{(1,1)} = 1. Let c_{α,β} be the GKS matrix for L with respect to {F_α}. The (n^2 − 1) × (n^2 − 1) matrix with entries c_{α,β} where α and β range over the set {(i, j) : 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n and (i, j) ≠ (1, 1)} is called the reduced GKS matrix of L for the basis {F_α}.

The following lemma is due to Parravinci and Zecca [57]:

A.8. LEMMA. Let L be a linear operator on M_n(C), and let P_t = e^{tL} . Let {F_α} be an orthonormal basis for H_n with F_{(1,1)} = 1. Let c_{α,β} be the GKS matrix of L with respect to {F_α}. Then P_t is completely positive for all t ≥ 0 if and only if the reduced GKS matrix of L is positive.

Proof. Suppose that P_t is completely positive for each t > 0. By (A.7), the GKS matrix of the identity transformation is

c_{α,β}(I) = δ_{α,(1,1)}δ_{β,(1,1)} . (A.10)

In particular, the reduced GKS matrix of the identity is zero. Then since c_{α,β}(t^{−1}(P_t − I)) = t^{−1}c_{α,β}(P_t) − t^{−1}c_{α,β} (I) , it follows that the reduced GKS matrix of t^{−1}(P_t − I) coincides with the reduced GKS matrix of t^{−1}P_t, and by Remark A.6 this is positive. Taking the limit t → 0, we conclude that the reduced GKS matrix of L is positive.

Conversely, suppose that the reduced GKS matrix of L is positive. For small t > 0, c_{α,β} (P_t) = c_{α,β} (I) + tc_{α,β}(L ) + o(t) By (A.10), this is positive for all sufficiently small t. By Remark A.6, P_t is completely positive for all sufficiently small t > 0. Then by the semigroup property, P_t is completely positive for all t > 0. □

We now temporarily put aside complete positivity, and consider a linear transformation L on M_n(C) such that L preserves self-adjointness, and such that L 1 = 0.

A.9. THEOREM. Let L be a linear operator on M_n(C) such that L 1 = 0 and (L A)^∗ = L A^∗ for all A ∈ M_n. Let {F_α} be any orthonormal basis of H_n such that F_{(1,1)} = 1. Let c_{α,β} be the GKS matrix of L for {F_α}. Then L is given by L A = −i[H, A] + 1 2 ∑ α,β ≠(1,1) c_{α,β} (F^∗_α [A, F_β ] + [F^∗_α , A]F_β ) (A.11)

where H is the traceless self-adjoint matrix given by H = 1 2i ∑ β≠(1,1) (c_{(1,1),β} F_β − c_{β,(1,1)}F^∗_β ) . (A.12)

Notice that only the reduced GKS matrix figures in the second term on the right in (A.11).

Proof of Theorem A.9. Let c_{α,β} be the GKS matrix for L with respect to {F_α} where F_{(1,1)} = 1. Then by Lemma A.4, c_{α,β} is a self-adjoint matrix. By (A.5), for all A ∈ M_n(C), L A = ∑ α,β c_{α,β} F^∗_αAF_β = G^∗A + AG + ∑ α,β ≠(1,1) c_{α,β} F^∗_αAF_β (A.13)

where G = c_{(1,1),(1,1)} 2 1 + ∑ β≠(1,1) c_{(1,1),β} F_β . Let K =^1_2 (G + G^∗) and H =^1_{2i} (G − G^∗) be the

self-adjoint matrices such that G = K + iH. Then (A.13) becomes L A = −i[H, A] + KA + AK + ∑ α,β ≠(1,1) c_{α,β}F^∗_αAF_β .

Then L 1 = 0 implies K = − 1 2 ∑ α,β ≠(1,1) c_{α,β} F^∗_αF_β , and thus, for all A ∈ M_n(C),

L A = −i[H, A] + ∑ α,β ≠(1,1) c_{α,β} ( F^∗_αAF_β − 1 2 F^∗_αF_β A − 1 2 AF^∗_α F_β )

= −i[H, A] + 1 2 ∑ α,β ≠(1,1) c_{α,β} (F^∗_α[A, F_β ] + [F^∗_α , A]F_β ) .

Since Tr[G] =^n_2 c_{(1.1),(1,1)} ∈ R, and Tr[H] is the imaginary part of Tr[G], it follows that Tr[H] = 0. □ A.10. THEOREM. Let L be the generator of a QMS that is self-adjoint with respect to the inner product ⟨·, ·⟩_s for some s ∈ [0, 1], s ≠ 1/2. Let c_{α,β} be the GKS matrix of L with respect to a modular orthonormal basis of H_A defined in Definition 1.2. Then for all α, β, e^{ωα} c_{α,β} = c_{α,β} e^{ωβ} , (A.14) and c_{α,β} = e^{−ωα} c_β′_{,α}′ , (A.15) where the ω_α are defined in (3.1). In particular, c commutes with the diagonal matrix [δ_{α,β}e^{ωβ} ], so that the eigenspaces of the latter are eigenspaces of c.

A.11. Remark. The conditions (A.14) and (A.15) are independent of s. Furthermore, (A.14) implies that ω_α ≠ ω_β ⇒ c_{α,β} = 0 . (A.16) Therefore with an ordering of the indices α so that α ≥ β ⇐⇒ ω_α ≥ ω_β, the matrix [c_{α,β}] is block-diagonal.

Proof of Theorem A.10. Since L is the generator of a quantum Markov semigroup, L preserves self-adjointness and L 1 = 0. Thus, for any orthonormal basis {F_α} of H_n such that F_{(1,1)} = 1, Theorem A.9 applies. We now fix such a basis and focus on the additional consequences of self-adjointness with respect to ⟨·, ·⟩_s.

By Lemma 2.5, L commutes with the modular group, and this means that for all A, L A = σ^{−1}(L (σAσ^{−1}))σ . In terms of the GKS expansion for L , and making use of (3.2), ∑ α,β c_{α,β}F^∗_α AF_β = L A = σ^{−1}(L (σAσ^{−1}))σ = ∑ α,β c_{α,β} σ^{−1}F^∗_α σAσ^{−1}F_βσ = ∑ α,β c_{α,β}e^{ωβ −ωα} F^∗_αAF_β . Now (A.14) follows from the uniqueness of the coefficients. To prove (A.15), note that for any A, B, Tr[B^∗L A] = ∑ α,β Tr[B^∗c_{α,β}F^∗_α AF_β ] = ∑ α,β Tr[c_{α,β} F_β B^∗F^∗_α A] = ∑ α,β Tr[(c_{α,β} F_αBF^∗_β )^∗A] .

Using Lemma A.4 we conclude that L^†B = ∑ α,β c_{α,β}F_αBF^∗_β = ∑ α,β c_{β,α}F_αBF^∗_β . Then

⟨L A, B⟩_s = Tr[(L (A))^∗σ^{1−s}Bσ^s] = Tr[A^∗L^†(σ^{1−s}Bσ^s)] = ⟨A, σ^{s−1}L^†(σ^{1−s}Bσ^s)σ^{−s}⟩_s . The self-adjointness of L with respect to ⟨·, ·⟩_s then yields L (B) = σ^{s−1}L^†(σ^{1−s}Bσ^s)σ^{−s} for all B. Using the GKS expansion for a modular basis and (3.2), ∑ α,β c_{α,β} F^∗_αBF_β = ∑ α,β c_{β,α}σ^{s−1}F_ασ^{1−s}Bσ^sF^∗_β σ^{−s} = ∑ α,β c_{β,α}e^{(1−s)ωα} e^{sωβ} F_αBF^∗_β . Since F^∗_γ = F_γ′ and ω_γ = −ω_γ′ for all γ, we can rewrite this as ∑ α,β c_{α,β}F^∗_α BF_β = ∑ α,β c_β′_{,α}′ e^{(s−1)ωα} e^{−sωβ} F^∗_α BF_β . By the uniqueness of the coefficients, it follows that e^{−sωα} c_{α,β} e^{sωβ} = e^{−ωα} c_β′_{,α}′ for all α, β. However, by (A.14), c commutes with the sth power of [δ_{α,β}e^{ωα} ], and thus e^{−sωα} c_{α,β} e^{sωβ} = c_{α,β}. This proves (A.15). □

Proof of Theorem 3.1. By assumption P_t has an extension ^P_t from A to a QMS on all of M_n(C). It suffices to treat ^P_t, and to simplify the notation we assume the extension is done and P_t is a QMS on M_n(C).

Let {F_α} be a modular basis for σ, and consider the GKS expansion L A = ∑ α,β c_{α,β}F^∗_α AF_β . (A.17)

By Theorem A.9, we can rewrite (A.17) as L A = −i[H, A] + 1 2 ∑ α,β ≠(1,1) c_{α,β} (F^∗_α [A, F_β ] + [F^∗_α , A]F_β ) , (A.18) where by (A.16), (A.12) reduces to H = 1 2i √ n ∑ β≠(1,1), ω_β =0

(c_{(1,1),β} F_β − c_{β,(1,1)}F^∗_β )

= 1 2i √ n ∑ β≠(1,1), ω_β =0

(c_{(1,1),β} − c_β′_{,(1,1)})F_β .

By (A.15) and (A.16), c_{(1,1),β} = c_β′_{,(1,1)}, and therefore H = 0.

Making use of the fact that for all γ, F^∗_γ = F_γ′ , we replace α with β^′ and β with α^′ and use (A.15) to rewrite (A.17) as L A = ∑ α,β c_{α,β} F_α′ AF^∗_β′ = ∑ α,β c_β′_{,α}′ F_β AF^∗_α = ∑ α,β c_{α,β} e^{ωα} F_β AF^∗_α . (A.19)

By Theorem A.9, we can rewrite (A.19) as L A = −i[ ^H, A] + 1 2 ∑ α,β ≠(1,1) c_{α,β} e^{ωα} (F_β[A, F^∗_α ] + [F_β , A]F^∗_α ) (A.20)

By (A.16), (A.12) reduces to ^H = 1 2i √ n ∑ α≠(1,1), ω_α=0 (c_{(1,1),α}F^∗_α − c_{α,(1,1)}F_α). The same

argument that led to H = 0 leads to ^H = 0.

Averaging (A.18) and (A.20), taking into account H = ^H = 0, we obtain L A = 1 4 ∑ α,β≠(1,1) c_{α,β} [(F^∗_α [A, F_β ] + [F^∗_α, A]F_β ) + e^{ωα} (F_β [A, F^∗_α ] + [F_β , A]F^∗_α )] . (A.21)

Now let U be an (n^2 − 1) × (n^2 − 1) unitary matrix that diagonalizes the reduced GKS matrix c_{α,β} of L and which commutes with the matrix δ_{α,β} e^{ωα} , α, β ≠ (1, 1) so that U_{γ,α} = 0 unless ω_γ = ω_α. We may then write c_{α,β} = 1 2 ∑ γ≠(1,1) U^∗_{α,γ} e^{−ωγ /2}c_γ U_{γ,β} (A.22) Each c_γ is non-negative since, by Lemma A.8 the reduced GKS matrix c_{α,β} is positive, and since U_{γ,α} = 0 unless ω_γ = ω_α, we also have e^{ωα} c_{α,β} = 1 2 ∑ γ U^∗_{α,γ} e^{ωγ /2}c_γ U_{γ,β} . Defining

V_γ = ∑ β U_{γ,β}F_β, we may rewrite (A.21) as L A = 1 2 ∑ γ≠(1,1) c_γ [e^{−ωγ /2} ( V^∗_γ [A, V_γ ] + [V^∗_γ , A]V_γ ) + e^{ωγ /2} ( V_γ [A, V^∗_γ ] + [V_γ , A]V^∗_γ ) ] . (A.23) By symmetry, we may assume without loss of generality that c_γ = c_γ′ where as before (γ_1, γ_2)^′ = (γ_2, γ_1) so that V^∗_γ = V_γ′ . Then the expression simplifies to L A = ∑ γ≠(1,1) c_γ [e^{−ωγ /2}V^∗_γ [A, V_γ ] + e^{ωγ /2}[V_γ , A]V^∗_γ ]

which is (3.3). Simply using (A.22) directly in (A.18) leads to the alternate form L A = ∑ γ≠(1,1) c_γ e^{−ωγ /2} ( V^∗_γ [A, V_γ ] + [V^∗_γ , A]V_γ ) . Again since U_{γ,α} = 0 unless ω_γ = ω_α, (3.2) implies that for all γ and all t, σ^tV_γ σ^{−t} = e^{−tωγ} V_γ (A.24)

Letting J = {(k, ℓ) : 1 ≤ k, ℓ, ≤ n and (k, ℓ) ≠ (1, 1) }, we see that under the hypotheses of the theorem, L must have the form (3.3), and (3.5) is the differential statement of (A.23). The final step is to absorb the c_j ’s nto the V_j’s: Since c_j ≥ 0 for each j, we can absorb these by by making the replacement V_j → √c_j V_j . This proves that the generator L of a QMS satisfying the σ-DBC has the from specified in Theorem 3.1.

For the converse, if L has the specified form, one restores the c_j’s by normalizing the V_j’s, and then writes L in its GKS form for this orthonormal basis (after including 1 and any V_j ’s with c_j = 0). The reduced GKS matrix of L is unchanged as the argument starting from (A.13) shows. Thus, by Remark A.6, L generates a completely positive semigroup P_t, and evidently L 1 = 0, so that P_t is a QMS. The σ-DBC is then readily checked (using the fact that the V_j are eigenvectors of Δ_σ). □

A.12. Remark. It is easy to check the existence of an extension of P_t from A to M_n(C) in many relevant cases; e.g., when A is a Clifford algebra with an odd number of generators. One might hope that there is a general extension using the conditional expectation.

Recall that for any unital C^∗-subalgebra A of M_n(C), there is the conditional expectation E_A which is the orthogonal projection in H_{Mn(C)} onto H_A [71]. This may be written as an average over the unitaries in the commutant of A [9, 70]; the connected component of this group U that contains the identity is a Lie subgroup of SU(n), on which there exists a normalized Haar measure μ, and then for all X ∈ M_n(C), E_AX = ∫ U U^∗XUdμ(U). Evidently, E_A is a completely positive map with E_A1 = 1. That is, E_A is a quantum Markov operator.

If K is a linear transformation on A, define a linear transformation ^K on M_n(C) by ^K = K ∘ E_A. Note that when a linear operator P on A is completely positive, so is ^P, and the restriction of ^P to A is simply P. Moreover, if L_1 and L_2 are two linear transformations of A, then ^L_2 ^L_1 = ^L_2L_1. In this way we can “lift” any QMS P_t on A up to a one-parameter family of Markov operators ^P_t on M_n(C) such that for all s, t ≥ 0, ^P_t ^P_s = ^P_{t+s}. This construction fails to yield a semigroup only because lim_{t→0} ^P_t = E_A

and not lim_{t→0} ^P_t = I_A. However, if P_t = e^{tL} , then lim_{t→0} 1 t ( ^P_t − E_A) = ^L . The operator ^L is evidently a self-adjointness preserving linear transformation from M_n(C) to M_n(C), and ^L 1 = 0. If P_t satisfies the σ-DBC for σ ∈ S_+(A), then for all A, B ∈ M_n(C),

τ[σB^∗ ^P_tA] = τ[σB^∗E_AP_t(E_AA)] = τ[(E_A(Bσ)^∗)P_t(E_AA)] = τ[σ(E_AB)^∗P_t(E_AA)] ,

where we have used the fact that since σ ∈ A, E_A(σB^∗) = σE_AB^∗. It follows that for each t ≥ 0, ^P_t is self-adjoint with respect to the σ-GNS inner product on M_n(C). Consequently, the same is true of ^L .

Therefore, the proof of Theorem 3.1 given just above shows that ^L has the form specified in Theorem 3.1 except that some c_j’s might be negative: Applicability of Lemma A.8 requires that lim_{t→0} P_t = I_{Mn(C)}.

Appendix B. Note on KMS-symmetry

We give a construction of a class of operators K that satisfy (K A)^∗ = K A^∗ for all A and that are self-adjoint with respect to the σ-KMS inner product ⟨·, ·⟩_{1/2} for some σ ∈ S_+, but which do not commute with Δ_σ, and consequently are not self-adjoint with respect to the σ-GNS inner product. An operator K on M_n(C) that is self-adjoint with respect to ⟨·, ·⟩_{1/2} for some σ ∈ S_+ is called KMS-symmetric.

When K is completely positive with K (1) = 1, it has a Kraus representation

K (A) = m∑ j=1 K^∗_j AK_j where m∑ j=1 K^∗_j K_j = 1

for some set {K_1, . . . , K_m} ⊂ M_n(C). Evidently, K^†A = ∑_m j=1 K_j AK^∗_j . Suppose that K^†σ = σ with σ ∈ S_+. The dual set of Kraus operators { ^K_1, . . . , ^K_m} is given by ^K_j = Δ^{1/2}_σ K^∗_j = σ^{1/2}K^∗_j σ^{−1/2} .

Then m∑ j=1 ^K^∗_j ^K_j = 1 and m∑ j=1 ^K_j σ ^K^∗_j = σ. It follows that the operator ^K defined by ^K A =^m ∑ j=1 ^K^∗_j A ^K_j is completely positive with ^K (1) = 1 and ^K †(σ) = σ. A simple

calculation shows that ⟨ ^K B, A⟩_{1/2} = ⟨B, K A⟩_{1/2} for all A, B ∈ M_n(C). Thus, ^K is the adjoint of K with respect to the σ-KMS inner product, and ^K K is a completely positive operator on M_n(C) such that ^K K (1) = 1 and ( ^K K )^†σ = σ.

Define a quantum Markov semigroup P_t by

P_t = ∞∑ n=0 e^{−t} t^n n! ( ^K K )^n = e^{t( ^K K −I)} . Evidently P_t is KMS-symmetric for each t > 0 since ^K K is KMS-symmetric. Furthermore, P_t commutes with Δ_σ for each t > 0 if and only if ^K K commutes with Δ_σ. We will show that the latter is not generally the case.

To construct counterexamples, consider n = 2; the construction that follows is readily generalized. Let {u_1, u_2} be an orthonormal basis in C^2 and let {v_1, v_2} be a set of two linearly independent unit vectors in C^2 that are not orthogonal. Define the rank-one operators K_1 and K_2 by K_j = |v_j ⟩⟨u_j |, j = 1, 2. Evidently, K^∗_1 K_1 + K^∗_2 K_2 = 1, and we define K A = K^∗_1 AK_1 + K^∗_2 AK_2 so that K 1 = 1. Then the range of K^† is spanned by { |v_1⟩⟨v_1| , |v_2⟩⟨v_2| } . A simple computation yields K^† ( α_1|v_1⟩⟨v_1| + α_2|v_2⟩⟨v_2| ) = β_1|v_1⟩⟨v_1| + β_2|v_2⟩⟨v_2| ,

where ( β_1 β_2 ) = [ 1 − a b a 1 − b ] ( α_1 α_2 ) , (B.1)

with a = |⟨v_1, u_2⟩|^2 and b = |⟨v_2, u_1⟩|^2, and since {v_1, v_2} is not orthogonal, a + b > 0. The

vector ( b a ) is an eigenvector with eigenvalue 1, and hence σ = b a + b |v_1⟩⟨v_1| + a a + b |v_2⟩⟨v_2| (B.2)

satisfies K^†σ = σ, and hence, as we just noted, ( ^K K )^†σ = σ. The other eigenvalue of the matrix in (B.1) is 1 − a − b < 1, so that (B.2) gives the unique invariant state. It follows that the eigenvalues of K^† are 1, 1 − a − b and 0, with

Null(K^†) = Span { |u_1⟩⟨u_2| , |u_2⟩⟨u_1| } . Consequently, the null space of K is 2-dimensional as well, and same holds for the null space of ^K K , since ^K is the σ-KMS dual of K . By ergodicity, it is the only eigenspace of ^K K with this property.

Generically, σ will have two distinct eigenvalues. (For example, take {u_1, u_2} to be

the standard basis of C^2, and take v_1 =^{1√}_2 ( 1 1 ) and v_2 =^{1√}_5 ( 1 2 ) , so that σ = 1 7 [ 2 3 3 5 ] .) Let {η_1, η_2} be an orthonormal basis of eigenvectors of σ. If P_t and Δ_σ

were to commute, then Remark 2.7 would imply that |η_1⟩⟨η_2| and |η_2⟩⟨η_1| are linearly independent eigenvectors of ^K K with the same eigenvalue. This eigenvalue can only be zero by the above. But then 0 = K (|η_1⟩⟨η_2|) = K (|η_2⟩⟨η_1|). Hence we would have

0 = K (|η_2⟩⟨η_1|) = ⟨v_1, η_2⟩⟨η_1, v_1⟩|u_1⟩⟨u_1| + ⟨v_2, η_2⟩⟨η_1, v_2⟩|u_2⟩⟨u_2| ,

which would mean that

⟨v_1, η_2⟩⟨η_1, v_1⟩ = 0 and ⟨v_2, η_2⟩⟨η_1, v_2⟩ = 0 . (B.3)

Suppose ⟨v_1, η_2⟩ = 0. Then since {v_1, v_2} is not orthogonal, and {η_1, η_2} is, ⟨v_2, η_1⟩ ≠ 0. The second equality in (B.3) then yields ⟨v_2, η_2⟩, but we cannot have both ⟨v_1, η_2⟩ = 0 and ⟨v_2, η_2⟩ = 0 since this would imply that η_2 = 0.

Under this condition, the first equality in (B.3) would yield ⟨η_1, v_1⟩ = 0. As above, this would imply ⟨η_2, v_2⟩ ≠ 0, and hence ⟨η_1, v_2⟩ = 0. We cannot have both ⟨v_1, η_1⟩ = 0 and ⟨v_2, η_1⟩ = 0 since this would imply that η_1 = 0. Hence K (|η_2⟩⟨η_1|) = 0 is impossible.

Thus, with this choice of K , L := ^K K − I is the generator of a quantum Markov semigroup with invariant state σ ∈ S_+ such that L is self-adjoint with respect to the σ-KMS inner product ⟨·, ·⟩_{1/2}, but such that L does not commute with Δ_σ. It follows that L is not self-adjoint with respect to the GNS inner product.

Acknowledgements E.C. was partially supported by NSF grant DMS 1501007, and thanks IST Austria for hospitality during a visit in June 2015. E.C. thanks the Mittag- Leffler Institute for hopitality during the final work on this paper. Both authors thank the Erwin Schrödinger Institute in Vienna for hospitality during a visit in June 2016.

References

[1] L. Accardi, F. Fagnola, and R. Quezada, On three new principles in non-equilibrium statistical mechanics and Markov semigroups of weak coupling limit type, Infin. Dimens. Anal. Quantum Probab. Relat. Top., 19(2):1650009, 37 pp., 2016.

[2] G. S. Agarwal, Z. Physik 258, 409-422, 1973.

[3] S. Albeverio, R. Høegh-Krohn, Dirichlet Forms and Markovian semigroups on C^∗ algebras, Comm.

Math. Phys. 56 173-187, 1977 [4] R. Alicki, On the detailed balance condition for non-Hamiltonian systems, Rep. Math. Phys., 10 249-258. 1976 [5] L. Ambrosio, N. Gigli, and G. Savaré, Gradeint flows in metric spaces and in the space of probability measures, Lectures in Mathematics ETH Zürich, Birkhäuser Verlag, Basel, 2005.

[6] J. D. Benamou and Y. Brenier, A computational fluid mechanics solution to the Monge–Kantorovich mass transfer problem, Numer. Math., 84 375-393. 2000 [7] A. Beurling and J. Deny, Espaces de Dirichlet I: le cas elementaire, Acta Math. 99, 203-224, 1958. [8] A. Beurling and J. Deny, Dirichlet spaces, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. 45, 208-215, 1959. [9] E. A. Carlen Trace inequalities and quantum entropy: an introductory course. Entropy and the quantum, 73–140, Contemp. Math., 529, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2010.

[10] E. A. Carlen and E. H. Lieb, Optimal hypercontractivity for Fermi fields and related noncommutative integration inequalities, Comm. Math. Phys. 155, 27-46, 1993.

[11] E. A. Carlen and J. Maas, An analog of the 2-Wasserstein metric in non-commutative probability under which the fermionic Fokker-Planck equation is gradient flow for the entropy, Comm. Math. Phys. 331, 887–926, 2014.

[12] E. A. Carlen and J. Maas, On the geometry of dissipative quantum systems with detailed balance, in preparation.

[13] H. J. Carmichael and D. F. Walls,: Z. Physik B23, 299-306, 1976.

[14] M. D. Choi, Completely positive linear maps on complex matrices, Lin. alg. and Appl. 10 285-290 1975.

[15] F. Cipriani Dirichlet forms and Markovian semigroups on standard forms of von Neumann algebras.

J. Funct. Anal. 147, 259-300, 1997.

[16] F. Cipriani, Dirichlet forms on noncommutative spaces, in Quantum potential theory, vol. 1954 of Lecture Notes in Math., Springer, Berlin, 161-276, 2008.

[17] F. Cipriani, F. Fagnola, J. M. Lindsay, Spectral analysis and Feller property for quantum Ornstein– Uhlenbeck semigroups, Comm. Math. Phys. 210 85-105, 2000.

[18] F. Cipriani and J. L. Sauvageot, Derivations as square roots of Dirichlet forms, J. Funct. Anal., 201 78-120, 2003 [19] S. Daneri and G. Savare, Eulerian calculus for the displacement convexity in the Wasserstein distance, SIAM J. Math. Anal., 40, 1104-1122, 2008.

[20] E. B. Davies, Markovian Master Equation, Commun. Math. Phys. 39, 91-110, 1974. [21] E. B. Davies, J. M. Lindsay, Non-commutative symmetric Markov semigroups, Math. Z. 210 379-411, 1992.

[22] M. Erbar and J. Maas, Ricci curvature of finite Markov chains via convexity of the entropy, Arch.

Ration. Mech. Anal., 206, 997-1038, 2012.

[23] M. Erbar, J. Maas and P. Tetali. Discrete Ricci curvature bounds for Bernoulli–Laplace and random transposition models, Ann. Fac. Sci. Toulouse Math 24, 781-800, 2015.

[24] F. Fagnola and R. Reboledo, Entropy production and detailed balance for a class of quantum Markov semigroups, Open Syst. Inf. Dyn. 22, 1550013 (2015).

[25] F. Fagnola and V. Umanità, Generators of Detailed Balance Quantum Markov Semigroups, Infin.

Dimens. Anal. Quantum Probab. Relat. Top., 10, no. 3, 335-363, 2007.

[26] F. Fagnola and V. Umanità, Generators of KMS Symmetric Markov Semigroups on B(h): Symmetry and Quantum Detailed Balance. Commun. Math. Phys. 298, 523-547, 2010.

[27] M. Fathi and J. Maas. Entropic Ricci curvature bounds for discrete interacting systems, Ann. Appl.

Probab., 26, 1774-1806, 2016.

[28] A. Frigerio and M. Verri. Long-time asymptotic properties of dynamical semigroups on W^∗-algebras.

Math. Z., 180(2):275–286, 1982.

[29] S. Goldstein and J. M. Lindsay, Beurling-Deny conditions for KMS-symmetric dynamical semigroups, C. R. Acad. Sci. Paris Ser. I 317,1053-1057., 1993.

[30] V. Gorini, A. Kossakowski and E. C. G. Sudarshan, Completely positive dynamical semigroups of N-level systems, J. Math. Phys. 17, 821-825,1976.

[31] L. Gross, Existence and uniqueness of physical ground states, J. Funct. Anal. 10 59-109, 1972. [32] L. Gross, Hypercontractivity and logarithmic Sobolev inequalities for the Clifford-Dirichlet form, Duke Math. J. 42 383-396, 1975.

[33] F. Hiai and H. Kosaki, Means for matrices and comparison of their norms, Indiana Univ. Math. J., 48, 899-936, 1999.

[34] F. Hiai, H. Kosaki, D Petz, and M. B. Ruskai, Families of completely positive maps associated with monotone metrics, Lin. Alg. Appl. 439, 1749–1791, 2013.

[35] F. Hiai, D Petz, Convexity of quasi-entropy type functions: Lieb’s and Ando’s convexity theorems revisited, J. Math. Phys. 54, 062201, 2013.

[36] F. Hiai, D Petz, From quasi-entropy to various quantum information quantities, Publ. Res. Inst. Math.

Sci. 48, 525-542, 2012.

[37] S. Huber, R. König, and A. Vershynina. Geometric inequalities from phase space translations, arXiv:1606.08603, 2016.

[38] M. Junge and Z. Zeng, Noncommutative martingale deviation and Poincaré type inequalities with applications, Probab. Theory Related Fields 161, no. 3-4, pp. 449–507, 2015.

[39] A. Lesniewski and M. B. Ruskai, Monotone Riemannian metrics and relative entropy on noncommutative probability spaces, J. Math. Phys. 40, 5702-5724, 1999.

[40] E. H. Lieb Convex trace functions and the Wigner-Yanase-Dyson conjecture, Adv. Math. 11, 267-288, 1973.

[41] A. Kossakowski, A. Frigerio, V. Gorini, and M. Verri, Quantum detailed balance and KMS condition, Comm. Math. Phys., 57, 97-110, 1977.

[42] M. Junge and Q. Zeng, Noncommutative martingale deviation and Poincarné type inequalities with applications, Probability Theory and Related Fields 161 449-507, 2015 [43] M. Ledoux, On an integral criterion for hypercontractivity of diffusion semigroups and extremal functions, J. Func. Anal. 105, 445-467, 1992.

[44] M Liero and A. Mielke, Gradient structures and geodesic convexity for reaction-diffusion systems, Philos. Trans. R. Soc. Lond. Ser. A 371 20120346, 2013.

[45] G. Lindblad, On the generators of quantum dynamical semigroups, Comm. Math. Phys., 48, 119-130, 1976.

[46] J. Maas, Gradient flows of the entropy for finite Markov chains, J. Funct. Anal., 261, 2250-2292, 2011.

[47] W. A. Majewski and R. F. Streater, Detailed balance and quantum dynamical maps, J. Phys. A: Math.

Gen. 31, (1998) 7981-7995.

[48] A. Mielke. Geodesic convexity of the relative entropy in reversible Markov chains, Calc. Var. Part.

Diff. Equ., 48(1): 1–31, 2013.

[49] A. Mielke, Dissipative quantum mechanics using GENERIC. Recent trends in dynamical systems, Springer Proc. Math. Stat., 35, 555–585.

[50] A. Mielke, On thermodynamical couplings of quantum mechanics and macroscopic systems. Mathematical results in quantum mechanics, 331–348, World Sci. Publ., Hackensack, NJ, 2015.

[51] E A. Morozova and N. N. Chentsov, Markov invariant geometry on the state manifolds (Russian), Itogi Nauki i Tekhniki 36, 69-102, 1990.

[52] H. C. Öttinger. Beyond Equilibrium Thermodynamics. John Wiley, New Jersey, 2005. [53] H. C. Öttinger. The nonlinear thermodynamic quantum master equation. Phys. Rev. A, 82, 052119(11), 2010.

[54] F. Otto, The geometry of dissipative evolution equations: the porous medium equation, Comm. Partial Diferential Equations, 26, 101-174, 2001.

[55] F. Otto and C. Villani: Generalization of an inequality by Talagrand and links with the logarithmic Sobolev inequality, J. Funct. Anal. 173, 2000, pp. 361–400 [56] F. Otto and M. Westdickenberg, Eulerian calculus for the contraction in the Wasserstein distance, SIAM J. Math. Anal., 37, 1227-1255, 2005.

[57] G. Parravinci and A. Zecca, On the generator of completely positive dynamical semigroups of N-level systems, Rep. Math. Phys., 12, 423-424, 1972 [58] V. Paulsen, Completely bounded maps and operator algebras, vol. 78 of Cambridge Studies in Advanced Mathematics, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2002.

[59] D. Perez-Gacia, M. M. Wolf, D. Petz, and M. B. Ruskai, Contractivity of positive and trace- preserving maps under L^p norms, Journal of mathematical physics, 47, 083506, 2006.

[60] D. Petz, A dual in von Neumann algebras. Quart. J. Math. Oxford 35, 475-483, 1984. [61] D. Petz, Monotone metrics on matrix spaces, Linear Algebr. Appl. 244, 81-96, 1996. [62] C. Rouze and N. Datta, Concentration of quantum states from quantum functional and Talagrand inequalities, arXiv preprint 1704.02400.

[63] S. Sakai, C^∗-algebras and W^∗-algebras, Springer-Verlag, New York-Heidelberg, 1971. Ergebnisse der Mathematik und ihrer Grenzgebiete, Band 60.

[64] I.E. Segal: A non-commutative extension of abstract integration, Annals of Math., 57, 401–457, 1953. [65] I.E. Segal.: Tensor algebras over Hilbert spaces II, Annals of Math., 63, 160-175, 1956. [66] I.E. Segal.: Algebraic integration theory, Bull. Am. Math. Soc.., 71, no. 3, pp. 419-489, 1965. [67] H. Spohn and J. L. Lebowitz, Stationary non-equilibrium states of infinite harmonic systems, Comm.

Math. Phys., 54, 97-120, 1977.

[68] M. Talagrand: Transportation cost for Gaussian and other product measures, Geom. Funct. Anal. 6, 1996, pp. 587–600 [69] K. Temme, M. J. Kastoryano, M. B. Ruskai, M. M. Wolf, and F. Verstraete, The χ^2 divergence and mixing time of quantum Markov processes, J. Math. Phys. 51, 122201 (2010).

[70] A. Uhlmann: Sätze über Dichtematrizen, Wiss. Z. Karl-Marx Univ. Leipzig 20, 633-653, 1971 [71] H. Umegaki: Conditional expectation in operator algebras I, Tohoku Math. J., 6, 1954, pp. 177-181 [72] C. Villani, Optimal transport, old and new, Springer Verlag, Berlin, 2008.

Department of Mathematics, Hill Center, Rutgers University, 110 Frelinghuysen Road, Piscataway, NJ 08854-8019, USA E-mail address: carlen@math.rutgers.edu

Institute of Science and Technology Austria (IST Austria), Am Campus 1, 3400 Klosterneuburg, Austria

E-mail address: jan.maas@ist.ac.at