arXiv:1710.05143v2 [math.FA] 15 Nov 2018

A COMPLEMENTARY INEQUALITY TO THE INFORMATION
MONOTONICITY FOR TSALLIS RELATIVE OPERATOR ENTROPY

HAMID REZA MORADI' AND SHIGERU FURUICHI?

ABSTRACT. We establish a reverse inequality for Tsallis relative operator entropy involving a
positive linear map. In addition, we present converse of Ando’s inequality, for each parameter.
We give examples to compare our results with the known results by Furuta and Seo. In
particular, we establish an extension and a reverse of the Lowner-Heinz inequality under certain
condition. Some interesting consequences of inner product spaces and norm inequalities are also

presented.

1. Introduction

This paper continues the study of Tsallis relative operator entropy started in [15]. Let B (H)
be the C*-algebra of all (bounded linear) operators on a Hilbert space H. The order relation
A < B for A,B € B(H) means that both A and B are self-adjoint and B — A is positive.
Therefore 0 < A means that A is positive. Further, 0 < A means that 0 < A and A is
invertible.

For two invertible positive operators A and B and p € R with p # 0, the Tsallis relative
operator entropy 1), (A|B) is defined by

A, B — A 1 1\P
T AB) = 2B A T hee A B — Ab (A—%BA—i) A,
p
In what follows we use the usual symbol f, instead of g, for the case 0 < p < 1. Also we use
instead of f;, for simplicity. Here 15 denotes the identity operator on H.
The Tsallis relative operator entropy enjoys the following property for —1 < p < 1 with

p # 0 (see [4, Proposition 2.3 | and [3, Theorem 3.1]):
(1.1) ® (7, (A[B)) < T, (2 (A)[®(B)),
where ® is a unital positive linear map on B (H).
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Furuta proved in [6, Theorem 2.1 the following two reverse inequalities involving Tsallis

relative operator entropy 7, (A|B) via generalized Kantorovich constant K (p):

Let A and B be two positive invertible operators such that 0 < mi1ly < A < M;14 and
0 <maly < B < Mly. Patm =132, M= ﬁ\n/[—f, h =2 and p € (0,1]. Let ® be a unital
positive linear map on B (#). Then the following inequalities hold:

T, (® (4)|® (B)) < (1‘7“’)) D (A) 5,@ (B) + @ (T, (A B)),

p
and
T, (8.(4)[9 (B) < F ()@ (4) + & (T, (4]B)).
where
- (-1 -1 L A YA
o= ian (e ) - F0=5 (G=7) (- sw).

There are a few other results in this direction; see, e.g., [5, 11]. In the present paper, we give
alternative bounds for Furuta’s inequalities.

Section 2 presents a reverse inequality of (1.1) when 0 < mly < 1y < A2BA": <
M14. We also present two inequalities related to Lowner-Heinz inequality. Our main idea,
and technical tool, is Lemma 2.1 below. Most of the results below are rather straightforward
consequences of Lemma 2.1. Section 3, a related but independent complement, gives several

norm and inner product inequalities.

2. Main Results

The following lemma plays a crucial role in our proofs.

Lemma 2.1. Let 0 <m <1<t < M.
(i) If p < 1 with p # 0, then

y
(2.1) M-y < D2 ot o
b
(i) Ifp > 1, then
»_1
(2.2) Pt —1) < S < e — 1)
p

Proof. Assume that f : I — R is a continuous differentiable function such that o < f'(t) < 8
where a, € R. It is an evident fact that two functions g, (t) = f (t) —at and gz (t) = ft— f (1)

are monotone increasing functions, i.e.,
g (@) < ga (b) fla) —aa < f(b) —ab
a<b = &

(2.3) ,
gs (a) < gp (b) Ba— f(a) < Bb— f(b)
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for any a,b € [m, M] C I where 0 <m < M.

Letting f () = 2 with € [m, M] and 0 < p < 1, a little calculation leads to
a’ — pMP~ta < b — pMP~lh
(2.4) 0O<m<a<b<M = .
pmP o —aP < pmP~h — 1P

Dividing the both sides in two inequalities given in (2.4) by a? and taking ¢t = g, we get

p—1
<M< M p<;) (t_l)gtp_l.
¢ ! tp—1§p<ﬂ)p_l (t— 1)
a
Setting = and % again m and M respectively, we obtain the desired inequalities in (2.1). For
the case of p < 0, since f(z) = P is decreasing and we find o = pm?~! and 8 = pMP~! in the
setting of g,(t) = f(t) — at and g(t) = St — f(t), we get similarly (2.4) which implies (2.1).
For the case of p > 1, since f(z) = 2” is increasing and we find a = pm?~! and 8 = pMP~!
in the setting of ¢,(t) = f(t) — ot and gs(t) = Bt — f(t), we get similarly

a? —pmPra < B — pmPth
O<m<a<b< M = .
pMPra — a? < pMP~1h— 1P

This implies the inequalities (2.2).

From the preceding result, one may derive an interesting operator inequality:

Theorem A. Let A,B € B(H) be two positive operators such that 0 < mly < 1y <
A"3BA3 < M1y and ® be a unital positive linear map on B (H).

(1) If =1 < p < 1 with p # 0,
(2.5) T, (@ (A) [ (B)) < & (T, (A|B)) + (" — M7™) & (B - A).
(2) f1<p<2,
(2.6) ® (T, (AlB)) < T, (2 (4) |2 (B)) + (M"™" —=m"™1) @ (B — 4).
Proof. On account of the first inequality in (2.1) we infer that
MP10 (B — A) < (T, (A|B)),
and the second one gives

T, (@ (A)[® (B)) < m"'® (B - 4).
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Combining above two inequalities with the previous inequality (1.1) for —1 < p < 1 with p # 0,
we have the desired inequality (2.5). In the case of p > 1, by (2.2) we infer that

MPO (B - A) > & (T, (AIB)), Ty (®(A)[®(B) =m0 (B - A).
We obtain the inequality (2.6), since we have the following relation
O (T, (AIB) > T, (® (4) |0 (B)),  1<p<?
which can be shown by the similar way to the proof of [3, Theorem 2.2]. O
Using the same strategy as in the proof of [11, Corollary 2], we get the following converse of
Ando’s inequality ® (AfB) < ® (A) P (B) (see [1]), for each parameter.

Corollary 2.1. Let the assumptions of Theorem A be satisfied. Then we have the following

inequalities.

(1) Ifo<p<i,

© (A)£,®(B) < @ (A,B) +p (m™ = MP) (B - A).
(2) If -1 <p <0,

© (A) 5,2 (B) = @ (Ag,B) +p (m™ = MP) (B - A).
3) If1<p<2,

® (A,B) < ©(A)5,2 (B) +p (M~ —m') @ (B~ 4).

Remark 2.1. Let ®(X) = ==Tr[X] and let A, B be density operators (which are positive

operators with unit trace). Then Corollary 2.1 gives Tr[A§,B] > 1 for 0 < p < 1, and
Tr[Ag,B] <1 for—1<p<0orl<p<2.
The following two examples illustrate Theorem A and Corollary 2.1 are nontrivial.

Example 2.1. We compare our result with Furuta’s results. We consider 2 X 2 matrices. Take
O(X)=LTr[X],p=1% and

-2 2
A 2 3 ’ B 3 4 .
3 5 4 6

Then the eigenvalues of A and B are respectively HE:;\/E and 915/% so that we put m; = 7_3\/5,
M, = %\/g; my = % and My = %. According to the setting in Introduction, we set

m = 37 ~ 0.0332645, M = %—f ~ 60.1242 and h = X ~ 1807.46. Since the eigenvalues of

m
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A"2BA™% are approzimately 1 and 2 so that we have the condition mly < A~YV2BA=Y2 <

M1y. Then we calculate the following quantities:

1
5 (mP~t — MP") Tr [B — A] ~ 5.35393,

% <1—T{<(p)) Tr[A]"Tr[B] =~ 5.55857,

%F (p) Tr [A] ~ 12.6413.

This example shows our result is better than Furuta’s ones (at least in this case).

Example 2.2. We also compare our result with Seo’s result [14, Theorem 1]:

where
MP —mP \ o1 MmP — mMP
CmMp =p-—1)——— —_
m ) = - 1) () A A

for 0 <p <1 and mA < B < MA for some scalar 0 < m < M. Many examples show Seo’s

result is better than ours. However, we can find the example such that our result is better than

Seo’s result in the following. We consider 2 x 2 matrices. Setting ® (X) = +Tr [X], p= 5 and

2 2.
A 3 ’ B 01 3 .
3 5 3 5.01

Since the eigenvalues of A"3BA™% are approximately 1.06854 and 1.001459, we take M = 1.07
and m = 0.999. A little calculation shows that

—C' (m, M, p) ® (A) ~ 0.000524.

Also we have

p(mP~t — MP~") @ (B — A) ~ 0.0001688.

As an immediate consequence of Corollary 2.1, we have the following result.

Corollary 2.2. Replacing A by 13, and B by A in Corollary 2.1, we get the following inequal-
ities.

(1) If0<p <1, then ®(A)P < B (AP) +p(mP~' — MP~H) (D (A) — 14).

(2) If =1 < p <0, then P(A)’ > O (A7) +p(mP~H — MP71) (D (A) — 14) .

(3) If 1 < p <2, then ®(AP) < (AP +p(MP~1 —mP~1) (D (A) — 14).
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We recall the following famous inequality [8, 9]:
Theorem 2.1. (Léwner-Heinz inequality) Let A, B € B (H) be two positive operators. Then
A<B = A< pr, 0<p<l.
It is essential to notice that Lowner-Heinz inequality does not always hold for p > 1.

Using Lemma 2.1 we get a kind of extension and reverse of the Lowner-Heinz inequality
under the assumption ||Al| 1y < B (here ||A|| stands for the usual operator norm of A). For

the sake of convenience, we cite a useful lemma which we will use in the below.

Lemma 2.2. Let A be a positive operator.

(i) If 0 <p <1, then

(2.7) AP < AP Ly = pll AP (1A 13— A).
(i) If p>1 orp <0, then

(2.8) 1A L3 = plI AN (1A 13 — A) < AP,

Proof. Since A < ||A|| 14, M = ||A]| and A commute with 14, we can use directly the scalar
inequality a? —pMP~ta < b* —pMP~ b for a < basa = A and b = ||A|| 1. Then we can obtain
(2.7). (2.8) can be proven by the similar way to use the inequality pm?~'a — a? < pmP~'b — bP
for a <'b. O

Now we come to the announced theorem.

Theorem B. Let A, B € B(H) be two positive operators such that ||A|| 13 < B.
(1) If0 <p <1, then

(2.9) plIBI" (B —A) < B” — AP,
(2) If p>1o0rp <0, then
(2.10) BP — AP < p||B|IP"" (B - A).

Proof. Replacing a by [|A|| and then applying functional calculus for the operator B in the first
inequality in (2.4), we get

1Al 1 < B < M1y = (JJA|" = pM"™" || A]l) 1 < B — pM"™' B.
On account of the inequality (2.7), we have

A = pMPTTA < (JJA]]” = pMPTH[[A]]) 1.
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This is the same as saying
|A|1y < B< M1y, = AP —pMP~'A < BP — pMP'B.

The choice M = ||B]| yields (2.9). By the same method the inequality (2.10) is obvious by
(2.8).
U

Now, we illustrate Theorem B by the following example.

3 -1 0 9 0 1
Example 2.3. Taking A= | -1 2 1|,B=10 6 2|. Then, after a straight forwards
0 1 1 127
computation,
(i) forp=3

0.398  0.186 —0.035
BY— A" — (p||B|P""(B—A)) ~ | 018 0541 —0.225 | = 0.
—0.035 —0.225 0.842
(ii) forp=14

14675.664 2845.944  1333.944
plBIP (B — A) — (B” — A?) ~ | 2845.944 12145.776 1141.944 | = 0.
1333.944  1141.944 17699.664

(iii) forp= -3

2.371  6.373 —8.624
plIB|P" (B —A)— (B? — A") ~ | 6.373 17.366 —23.62 | = 0.
—8.624 —23.62 32.367

Remark 2.2. Theorem B shows that if ||A|| 14 < B, then

pHB—“p_ll <p|B|F""(B—A) < BP — AP 0<p<l.
(G : T
We compare this with the following result given in [13, Corollary 2.5 (i)]
p
0< B[ 1% - (HBH - m> 1y < B — AP,

for0<p<1and0<A<B. Sincel <||B(B-— A)_1H <|B|||(B - A)_lH = s, we show

(2.11) psPt <8P — (s — 1), 0<p<l1, s>1.
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Putting t = %, the inequality (2.11) is equivalent to the inequality
(1—tP <1-—pt, 0<p<1,0<t<l.

This inequality can be proven by putting f,(t) = 1 — pt — (1 —t)? and then calculate f,(t) =
p{(1 —t)P~t — 1} > 0 which implies f,(t) > f,(0) = 0. The inequality (2.11) thus implies the
relation

Pl B siree — (151 1 )

3. More Applications of Lemma 2.1

In this section we present many hidden consequences of Lemma 2.1, several of them improving

classical inequalities.

3.1. Some Inequalities in Inner Product Space. The following is an extension of the result

by Mond and Pecari¢ [7, Theorem 1.2] for convex functions to differentiable functions.

Theorem C. (A weakened version of Mond-Pecari¢ inequality) Let A, B € B(H) such that
0<mly < B< A< Mly. If fis a continuous differentiable function such that o < f' < 3
with o, f € R, then

a((A=B)xz,z) <(f(A)z,z) = [ ((Bx,z)) < 5{(A—B)z,z),
for every unit vector x € H.

Proof. We follow a similar path as in the proof of Theorem 3.3 in [12]. Due to relation (2.3),
we have
f(a)1y —aaly < f(A) —ad
Baly — f(a) 1y < BA— f(A)
So for all x € H with [|z|| = 1, we have
fla) —aa < (f(A)z,z) — a(Az,z)
Ba— f(a) < B (Az,z) — (f (A)z,z)

With the substitution a = (Bx, z) this becomes

a < (Axz,z) = {

f((Bx,z)) —a(Bzx,z) < (f(A)z,x) — a(Ax,z)
B(Bx,x) — f((Bx,)) < B({Az,z) — (f (A) x,2)

which is the desired conclusion. O

(Bzr,x) < (Az,x) = {
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The next theorem will play a role, which was given in [10] in a more general setting.

Theorem 3.1. (Hélder-McCarthy inequality) Let A € B(H) be a positive operator and x € H
be a unit vector.

(1) (APz,z) < (Az,z)* for all0 <p < 1.

(2) (Az,z)’ < (APz,z) for allp > 1.

(3) If A is invertible, then (Ax,z)’ < (APz,x) for all p < 0.

Using Lemma 2.1, we are able to point out the following reverse and improvement of the

Holder-McCarthy inequality:.

Proposition 3.1. Let A be a positive operator with 0 < mly < A< M1y and let x € H be a

unit vector.

(1) If 0 <p < 1, then

B =

% <<Ax,x> - (Ap%l‘)%) < (Az, )’ — (A'z, ) <

(2) If p>1 orp<0, then

mjl)—l’ ((Apx,:v)% - (Az,x>> < (APx,z) — (A, 2)! < % ((Apx,xﬁ - <Ax,:v)> :

<<Ax, x) — (APz, x)

mi-p

Proof. The first one follows from (2.4) by taking a = (Apx,xﬁ, b= (Az,x) with 0 < p < L.

The second one is completely similar as that before, so we leave out the details. O

3.2. Norm Inequalities. Let A € B(H). As is well known,

(3.1) A< 1Al < (1Al
where |||, [||ly, |||l; are usual operator norm, Hilbert-Schmidt norm and trace class norm,
respectively.

As a consequence of the inequality (2.3) we have a refinement and a reverse of (3.1) as follows:

1A]l3 — A" AT — A2
[A]] < W + [l Al < [1A]l, < W +Al, < [Al,, p>1orp<0
1 1
AllP — [LA|IP AlP — (AP
WAy g, < g, < PEZIEE g <psn
pIIA[T p IA[[
More in the same vein as above, if A € B(H), then
w(A)P —r(A)P Al —w(A)P
r(A) < <p|>|AHp_<1 L) < wa) < %ww <JAl. p2lorp<o
and
w(A)” —[JA” w(A)" —r(A)’

+ Al < w (A) < +r(A), 0<p<l1

pll Al pll AP~
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where 7 (A), w (A) and ||A]| are the spectral radius, numerical radius and the usual operator

norm of A, respectively. The inequalities above follow from the fact that for any A € B (H),

r(A) < w (A) <[[A]l

The following norm inequalities are well known.

Theorem 3.2. Let A, B be two positive operators.
(1) [2, Theorem IX.2.1] If 0 < p <1, then

(3.2) 1AP B[] < | AB]".
(2) [2, Theorem IX.2.3] If p > 1, then
(3.3) IAB[” < [|A”B|| .

The following proposition provides a refinement and a reverse for the inequalities (3.2) and

(3.3). The proof is the same as one of Proposition 2.2 and we omit it.

Proposition 3.2. Let A, B be two positive operators such that 0 < mly < A, B < M1y.
Then

p 1 p 1
(34) = (4Bl = |47B"|7) < |AB|P - | 478" < = (|| AB| — |4°B"|7)

for any 0 < p < 1. Moreover, if p > 1, then

D Pp%_ < pRP|| _ 1”<p pP%_
(35— (I147B%17 — | AB]) < |48 - | AB| < 2= (4Bl - | AB])).

1-p 1-p

Remark 3.1. The interested reader can construct other norm (trace and determinant) inequal-
ities using our approach given in Lemma 2.1. We leave the details of this idea to the interested

reader, as it is just an application of our main results.
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