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QUANTUM SMOOTH UNCERTAINTY PRINCIPLES FOR VON
NEUMANN BI-ALGEBRAS

LINZHE HUANG, ZHENGWEI LIU, AND JINSONG WU

ABSTRACT. In this article, we prove various smooth uncertainty principles on
von Neumann bi-algebras, which unify numbers of uncertainty principles on
quantum symmetries, such as subfactors, and fusion bi-algebras etc, studied in
quantum Fourier analysis. We also obtain Widgerson-Wigderson type uncer-
tainty principles for von Neumann bi-algebras. Moreover, we give a complete
answer to a conjecture proposed by A. Wigderson and Y. Wigderson.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Uncertainty principles have been investigated for more than hundred years in
mathematics and physics inspired by the famous Heisenberg uncertainty principle
[6, 14 21] with significant applications in information theory [2] [3].

Recently quantum uncertainty principles on subfactors, an important type of
quantum symmetires [I1] [5], have been established for support and for von Neu-
mann entropy in [9] and for Rényi entropy in [18]. These quantum uncertainty prin-
ciples have been generalized on other types of quantum symmetries, such as Kac
algebras [I7T], locally compact quantum groups [10] and fusion bialgebras [16] etc, in
the unified framework of quantum Fourier analysis [8]. Such quantum inequalities
were applied in the classification of subfactors [I5] and as analytic obstructions of
unitary categorifications of fusion rings in [16].

In 2021, A. Wigderson and Y. Wigderson [22] introduced k-Hadamard matrices,
as an analogue of discrete Fourier transforms, and they proved various uncertainty
principles such as primary uncertainty principles, support uncertainty principles etc.
Their work unifies numbers of proofs of uncertainty principles in classical settings.

In this paper, we unify several quantum entropic uncertainty principles on quan-
tum symmetries and we further generalize the results to various smooth entropies.
Inspired by the notion of k-Hadamard matrices, we introduce k-transforms between
a pair of finite von Neumann algebras, and we call their combination a von Neumann
k-bi-algebra. We introduce various smooth entropies and prove the corresponding
uncertainty principles for von Neumann k-bi-algebras. On one hand, our results
generalized numbers of uncertainty principles for quantum symmetries in [9, [16].
On the other hand, these results are slightly stronger than uncertainty principles
for k-Hadamard matrices in [22]. See Theorems [3.9] B.13] and

The primary uncertainty principle for k-Hadamard matrices plays a key role
in [22] and we call this type of uncertainty principle the Wigderson-Wigderson
uncertainty principle. We prove the Wigderson-Wigderson uncertainty principle for
von Neumann k-bi-algebras in Theorems 2.8 and for subfactors in Theorem
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In [22], A. Wigderson and Y. Wigderson proposed a conjecture on the Wigderson-
Wigderson uncertainty principle for the real line R. We give a complete answer to
the conjecture, see Theorem [A.3] for details.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2] we introduce k-transforms and
von Neumann k-bi-algebras with examples from quantum Fourier analysis. We
prove some basic uncertainty principles for von Neumann k-bi-algebras. In Section
[l we prove uncertainty principles on von Neumann bi-algebras for smooth support
and von Neumann entropy perturbed by p-norms. We prove Wigderson-Wigderson
uncertainty principles on von Neumann bi-algebras, with a better constant in the
case of subfactors. In Section @l we provide a bound for Wigderson-Wigderson
uncertainty principle on the real line R and this answers a conjecture proposed by
A. Wigderson and Y. Wigderson in [22].

Acknowledgement. Zhengwei Liu was supported by NKPs (Grant no. 2020YFA0713000)
and by Tsinghua University (Grant no. 100301004). Jinsong Wu was supported by
NSFC (Grant no. 11771413 and 12031004).

2. VON NEUMANN BI-ALGEBRAS AND K-TRANSFORMS

In this section, we recall some basic definitions and results about von Neumann
algebras. We introduce von Neumann bi-algebras with interesting examples and we
prove some basic properties and uncertainty principles.

A von Neumann algebra M is said to be finite if it has a faithful normal tracial
positive linear functional 7, see e.g. [13]. We will call this linear functional as
trace in the rest of the paper. We denote ||z||, = TM(|{E|;D)%, for p > 0. When
1<p<ool|-|pis called the p-norm. Moreover, ||| = ||z||, the operator norm
of z. It is clear that ||z||, = ||z*|l, = |||zl for p > 0.

The following inequalities will be used frequently in the rest of the paper.

Proposition 2.1 (Holder’s inequalities). For any x,y,z € M, we have
(1) [raa(ey)] < lallyllylly, where 1 <p,q < oo, 141 =1;
2) |Tm(zy2)] < Nzllpllyllllzlly, where 1 < p,g,r < oo, 545+ 5 =1
3) llzyllr < lzlpllyllg, where 0 < p,q,r < o0, =

Proof. See e.g. Theorems 5.2.2 and 5.2.4 in [23]. O

Notation 2.2. Suppose A and B are two finite von Neumann algebras with traces
d and T respectively. Let F : A — B be a linear map. For any 0 < p,q < oo, define

[Fllg=p := sup{[[F (@)l : = € A, [[zllg = 1}.

Definition 2.3. Suppose A and B are two finite von Neumann algebras with traces
d and T respectively. For k > 0, a k-transform F from A into B is a linear map
such that || Fllisee < 1 and ||F*F(2)|leo > kllz|co for any x € A. We call the

quintuple (A, B,d, 7, F) a von Neumann k-bi-algebra.

Example 2.4. The definition of k-transform is inspired by the definition of k-
Hadamard matriz of A. Wigderson and Y. Wigderson (Definition 2.2 in [22]). In
particular, a k-Hadamard matrix F can be extended to a von Neumann k-bi-algebra
(A,B,d, 7, F), such that A and B are finite-dimensional abelian von Neumann al-
gebras, d and T are counting measures.
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Example 2.5. Let the quintuple (A, B,d, 7, F) be a fusion bialgebra (See Definition
2.12 in [16]), where A and B are finite-dimensional von Neumann algebras with
traces d and T respectively, and A is commutative, and F : A — B is unitary
with respect to 2-norms. By the quantum Hausdorff-Young inequality | F|1—00 = 1,
(Theorem 4.5 in [16]), we have that (A, B,d,T,F) is a von Neumann 1-bi-algebra.

Example 2.6. Suppose &P, is an irreducible subfactor planar algebra with finite
Jones index (See Definition on page 4 in [11]) 6%, § > 0. Let Try + be the un-
normalized Markov trace of Py +, for n € N, and F : Pp 4 — P, _ be the
string Fourier transform, which is unitary. Then by the quantum Hausdorff-Young
inequality, (Theorem 4.8 and Theorem 7.3 in [9]), we have that for any n € N,
2<p<c0andl/p+1/q¢=1,

1\ "%
1l =(3)

Therefore, |07 |[1500 = 1 and the quintuple (Ppn +, Pn,—Trn 4+, Trn _,0.F) is a
von Neumann §%-bi-algebra.

Remark 2.7. The quantum Hausdorff-Young inequality, Theorem 7.8 in [9], also
applies to reducible subfactor planar algebras, and in that case & is replaced by
certain constant 0g. Then (P 4+, P~ Trp 4, Trn —,00F) is a von Neumann 5(2)-
bi-algebra.

In [22], Wigderson and Wigderson proved the primary uncertainty principles
(See Theorem 2.3 in [22]) for any k-Hadamard matrix A,

(1) [oll1f|Avlls = Ef[ollcol| Av]joo, v € C",

which is the fundamental result of that paper. We call the inequality as Wigderson-
Wigderson uncertainty principle. In this paper, we prove the following quantum ver-
sion of Wigderson-Wigderson uncertainty principle for von Neumann k-bi-algebras.
When a von Neumann k-bi-algebra is obtained from Example[Z4] then our theorem
implies Theorem 2.3 in [22].

Theorem 2.8 (The quantum Wigderson-Wigderson uncertainty principle). Let
(A, B,d, 7, F) be a von Neumann k-bi-algebra. For any x € A, we have
[zl I F (@)l = Kl ool | F (2)[loo-
Proof. When 1 < p,q < oo and 1/p+1/q = 1, we have that || F*|,—q = | Fllp=q>
because
[ Fllp—q =sup{l|F(z)llg : w € A, [|lz]l, = 1}
=sup{|7(F(2)y")|: z € Ay € B, |z|, =1, [lyll, = 1}
=sup{|d(z(F*(¥))")| : x € Ay € B, [|lz], = 1, [lyll, = 1}
=sup{[| 7" W)llq : v € B, [[yll, = 1}
=[F*{lp—q -
This implies that || F*|l1500 = || F|l1500 < 1. Then for any x € A, we have
[F@)lloo < llzllr,  Ellzlloo < [[F*F(@)lloo < [IF ()1
Multiplying the above two inequalities, we obtain
][I F (@)][1 = Ellz]loo | F ()l oo
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This completes the proof of the theorem. (I

Using the primary uncertainty principle, A. Wigderson and Y. Wigderson further
prove the Donoho-Stark uncertainty principle for arbitrary k-Hadamard matrices
(See Theorem 3.2 in [22]). In this paper, we prove the Donoho-Stark uncertainty
principle for von Neumann k-bi-algebras using the quantum Wigderson-Wigderson
uncertainty principle. Firstly, let’s recall the notion of the support in a finite von
Neumann algebra.

Definition 2.9. Let M be a finite von Neumann algebra with a trace Toq. For any
x € M, let R(x) be the range projection of x. The support S(z) of x is defined as

TMm(R(2)).

The support has been used in the quantum Donoho-Stark uncertainty principles
on quantum symmetries such as subfactors and fusion rings, see Theorem 5.2 in [9]
and Theorem 4.8 in [16] respectively. We generalize the Donoho-Stark uncertainty
principles from these quantum symmetries to von Neumann k-bi-algebras.

Theorem 2.10 (Quantum Donoho-Stark uncertainty principle). Let (A, B,d, T, F)
be a von Neuman k-bi-algebra. Then for any non-zero operator x € A, we have

S(z)S(F(x)) > k.

Proof. We already have, from Theorem 28] that for any nonzero x € A,
[zl | F (@)l = Ellzlloo [ F ()] oo-

Thus, all we need is to bound the 1-norm by the support of x, which can be
implemented through Hoélder’s inequality, for any x € A,

[zl = [R(@)allr < [[#lloo [RA(2)[[1 = [l oS ().

Applying this bound to both 2 and F(z), we obtain the result.
O

Remark 2.11. Our theorem is a generalization of the Donoho-Stark uncertainty
principle in [4] and some variations,

(1) In Ezxample[27), Theorem implies Theorem 3.2 in [22];
(2) In Example[Z2, Theorem implies Theorem 4.8 in [16];
(3) In Ezxample[2.6, Theorem implies Theorem 5.2 in [9].

3. QUANTUM SMOOTH UNCERTAINTY PRINCIPLES

In this section, we prove a series of smooth uncertainty principles for von Neu-
mann bi-algebras. We firstly prove the quantum smooth support uncertainty princi-
ples in §3.11 Then we proceed to prove quantum Wigderson-Wigderson uncertainty
principles for general p-norms, 1 < p < oo, and give an example concerning the
quantum Fourier transform on subfactor planar algebras in §3.21 Finally, we also
prove quantum smooth Hirschman-Becker uncertainty principles in §3.3
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3.1. Quantum smooth support uncertainty principles. We firstly introduce
a new smooth support which is slightly different from the classical smooth support.

Definition 3.1. Let M be a finite von Neumann algebera with a trace Taoq. Let
€ € [0,1] and p € [1,00]. For any element x € M, we define the (p,€) smooth
support to be

SP(x) =inf{Tm(HR(z)) : He M, 0< H <I, ||(I-H)z|, <e¢|z|p}
where R(x) is the range projection of x.
Remark 3.2. Since the set
S(e,px)={HeM: 0<H<I ||(I - H)zll, <ellz|,}
18 compact in the weak operator topology and the trace is normal, there exits an
Hy € .7 such that SP(x) = Tm(HoR(z)).
Remark 3.3. Take e =0, then (I — H)x = 0 and this implies HR(z) = R(x). In
this case, 8§ (z) = S(x).
Besides Definition [3.I], there are three kinds of notions of the smooth support.

Definition 3.4. Let M be a finite von Neumann algebra with a trace Trq. Let
e €[0,1] and p € [1,00]. For any element x € M, define

file,p,x) = nf{Tm(R(Y)) : y € M, [z —yllp < ez},

fole,p, ) == inf{rm(R(Hz)) : He M, 0< H <I, |[(I-H)zx|, <e€lz|p}

fale,p, ) = nf{Tm(R(Q2)) : Q € M, Q = Q" = Q% [|(I — Q)z[l, < ellz],}-
Proposition 3.5. For any x € M, we have

Sf(il?) < fl(eapv ‘I) = f?(eapv ‘I) = f3(€7p;:17)'
Proof. Tt is clear that fi(e,p,x) < fa(e,p,x) < f3(e, p, x).
For any y € M, we claim that
T™M(R(R(y)z)) < Tm(R(y)), I —=Ry)zllp < llz —yllp-
If the claim holds, then fs5(e,p,z) < fi(e,p,x). Since R(R(y)z) < R(y), the first
inequality holds.

Next, we prove the second inequality in the claim. It is enough to prove that
|z — R(y)x| < |x — y|. Since /- is an operator-monotone function, it reduces to
prove (x — R(y)z)* (z — R(y)x) < (z — y)*(z — y). For any normal state p on M,
by the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, we have

2|p(y*z)| =2|(z, y),|
=2[(R(y)z,y), |
1
<2(R(y)z, R(y)z)?

<p(x*R(y)z) + ply

()2
Y).
Therefore,

p(x*y) + py™z) < p(2"R(y)x) + p(y™y).

Rearranging the above inequality, we obtain
p((z = R(y)z)"(z = R(y)z)) < p((x —y)"(z —y)).
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Thus,
(z = R(y)x)* (z = R(y)z) < (v —y)*(z — ).
The claim holds and we have fi(e,p,z) = fa(e, p,z) = f3(e,p, ).
For any H € M, 0< H < I, we have
Tm(R(@)H) < Tm(|R(2)H) < Tam(IR(2) HIIR(H ) < Taa(R(He)).

The first inequality is true by Holder’s inequality. The second one uses the fact
that |y*| < ||y||R(y), y € M. The last inequality is due to [|[R(x)H]| < 1. So we
have

SéD(I) S fz(f,l% ‘I)
In summary, the statement holds. (]

In [22], A. Wigderson and Y. Wigderson introduced the following smooth support
for the finite-dimensional and abelian case.

Definition 3.6. (See Definition 3.15 in [22]) Let M = C™, n € N*, and 71 be the
counting measure. Let € € [0,1] and p € [1,00]. For an operator x € M, the (p,¢€)
support-size of x is defined to be

|supp? (z)| = min{rp(Q) 1 Q € M, Q =Q" = Q% (I - Q)zl, < ellz|p}-
Remark 3.7. When M is finite-dimensional and abelian and Ty is the counting
measure, then fs(e,p,x) is equal to |supp?(x)|. In this case, SP(x) < |supp?(z)].
Lemma 3.8. For any x € M, we have SP(x) is continuous with respect to e.

Proof. When 0 < ¢ < 1, take an H € M such that
S¢(x) = Tm(HR(z)), (I - H)zllp <ellzl,, 0<H<I
Let H =1 —c¢(I — H), then 0 < H' < I. Moreover, we have
TMH'R(z)) = (1 = )t;m(R(z)) + eSE(x), (I — H')zlp < cellz]p.
Therefore,
(2) S¢(z) < Sl (x) < (1 = )Tm(R(x)) + S ().

So
lim & (z) = SP(z).

c—1—
When ¢ > 1, replacing ¢ by ¢! and € by ce in Inequality (@), we have
1 1
St < ) < (1= 1) Rl + 1S a).
c

C

So
i P () — SP
11I{1+ SP (z) = SP(x).

c—r

From the above discussions, SP(x) is continuous with respect to e.

We have the following quantum L' smooth support uncertainty principle.

Theorem 3.9 (The quantum L' smooth support uncertainty principle). Let the
quintuple (A, B,d,,F) be a von Neumann k-bi-algebra and x € A be a non-zero
operator. For any e,n € [0, 1], we have

8¢ ()8, (F(x)) = k(1 = )(1 —1).
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Proof. Take a positive operator H in A such that

Si(x) =dR(2)H), (I - H)z|s <elal, 0<H<I.
By Holder’s inequality, we have

d(e"|(I = H)) < d(|z*(I = H)|) = [|(I = H)z[|1 < e[z}
Thus

= o Azl R(2) H)

1
> d(|z*|H) = ——d(|z*|) — ——d(|z*|(I — H
ol 01D = g 4070 = s 1 = H)
[[z]]x 1
> - d(|=*(I — H)])
2/l ll#lloo
[[]]x
> (1-¢
]| oo
Repeating the above process for F(x), we obtain
F(z)llh
siF@) = LWl )
K [F () lloo

Multiplying these two inequalities, we have

)8 (Flay) > Bl IF@IL
5 @& (F@) 2 172 17 @) e

The second inequality uses Theorem 28 the quantum Wigderson-Wigderson un-
certainty principle. ([

(L=e)(L—n) = k(1 —e)(1—n).

Remark 3.10. We can obtain Theorem [2.10 from Theorem by assuming € =
n=0.

Applying Theorem B.9 to the quantum Fourier transform on subfactor planar
algebras, we obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 3.11. Suppose P is an irreducible subfactor planar algebra with finite
Jones index §%. Let F be the Fourier transform from %, 1 onto Py, . Then for
any non-zero n-boxr x € &, 1, we have

S (2)8)(F (x)) = 6°(1 — €)(1 — ).

When p = 2 in Definition Bl we are able to choose a positive contraction H
in the abelian *-subalgebra generated by |z*| such that the (2,€) support-size is
exactly the trace of H. More precisely, we have

Proposition 3.12. Suppose M is a finite von Neumann algebra with a trace Tr.
Let z € M, and let N be the abelian von Neumann subalgebra generated by |x*| in
M. For any € € [0,1], we have

S2(z) =min{rm(H): He N, 0< H<R(x), ||(I - H)x|s < ez}
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Proof. Let ® be the trace-preserving conditional expectation from M onto A. For
any H e M, 0< H <. Take H = ®(H)R(z), then

Tm(H') = T(m(Q(H)R(2)) = T(m(R(2)H),
and H € Nand 0 < H' < R(x).

Note that any pure state p on A is multiplicative, so p(|®(y)|?) = |po ®(y)|?, for
any y € M. Moreover. po ® is a state on M, by the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality,
[po@(y)[> < po@(lyl*). So p(|2(y)*) < p(®(|y[*)), and therefore |2 (y)[* < (|y[?).

Take y = I — H, then

I(Z = H)zll3 = |®(I — H)R(x)al3
= T:m(|(I — H)[?|2*[?)
< (@I = HI?)|a" )
= T:m(|I — HP|2*[?)
= |I(1 — H)a|f3.

Therefore, the statement holds.

We have the following quantum L? smooth support uncertainty principle.

Theorem 3.13 (The quantum L? smooth support uncertainty principle). Let
(A,B,d, 7, F) be a von Neumann k-bi-algebra. Suppose A and B are finite dimen-
sional and F*F = kI. For any non-zero operator x € A, we have

S2(2)SHF(x) = k(1—e—n)?, Venel0,1], e+n< 1.

Proof. Take W = F/Vk, then W*W = I. Since the definition of 8727 is invariant
under rescaling, we have that S (W (z)) = S (F(x)).

Let © = |2*|U and y = W (x) = |y*|V be the polar decompositions, where U and
V' are the polar parts in A and B respectively. Let Ay be the abelian von Neumann
subalgebra of A generated by |z*| and By be the abelian von Neumann subalgebra
of B generated by |y*|. Let ® be the trace-preserving conditional expectation
from B onto By and M = ®PRy-WRy. Then M is a linear operator from Ay
into By such that M|z*| = |y*[. Let {e;}}; and {f;}7"; be mutually orthogonal
minimal projections in Ay and By such that Y ., e; = I4 and E;nzl f; = I. The

M, 17>

IWhseo < 1/VE
By Proposition B.12] we can find two positive operators H in Ay and K in By
such that

0<H<R(x), 0<K<R(y),
(I — H)allz < ellzllz, (I = K)yllz < nllylle,
d(H) = 8(x), 7(K)=S8a(y).

By direct computations, we have

=2 ey o K_g ()
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Let M = KMH, then M is a linear operator from Ag into By. For any v € Ay, we
have

m

1Moll3 = ZT

S S
ZI

3
N

@
=
I

| A

d(e;
1J|2 ] Zd €;) |UJ|2
m

T(fil
2

i=1

eJ

|| I3

aij|* —A =4

<.

1 N 71(fi K)?
z;T

(H)T( )

< ————|lvll5.

IN

Zd(d ol

J=1

The first inequality is true by the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and the second one
uses the fact that |a;;| < d(e;)/Vk. This implies

3) 1M]|22 < VA(H)T(K) /VE = 1 /S2(2)S2(y)/VE.
For the lower bound of M. , we firstly observe that
[M(I — H)[z"[]2 = |®Rv-WRy (I — H)|z"[|2
< ||Rv-WRu(I = H)lz™|[|2
= (I = H)[z"[]]2.
Since K is a contraction, so
[KM(I—H)|z"||l2 < [MI — H)|z*[[[2 < [[(I = H)|z"|[]2-
Therefore, we have
[M]a"| = Mz*|||lz = [[M|a"| = KMH|a"|||2
= (I = K)M|z*[ + KM(I — H)|z"|[|2
<= K)ly*lllz + 1( = H)|z"|||2
< (e+n)lllz"[ll2-
This implies
[M]z*[[]2 = [|M]z"[[|2 — (e +n)l[|lz"]]]2
(4) = llly*lll2 = (e +m)lllz"[l2
=1 —e=n)lz"[]2.
Finally, combining equations ([B)) and (@) we see that
S2(x)S;(F(x)) = k(1 —e—n)*.
This completes the proof of the theorem. O

Remark 3.14. When F is a k-Hadamard matriz, A. Wigderson and Y. Wigderson
proved the following results (See Theorems 3.17 and 3.20 in [22] ):
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(1) For any x € M,
|suppe (z)||suppy, (F(2))] > (1= €)(1—n), Ven € [0,1];
(2) If F*F = kI, then for any x € M,
|supp? ()| |suppy (F(2))] = (1 —e—n)*  VYene0,1], e+n<l
By Remark[37, we have
|suppe (z)||suppy (F(2))| = 8¢ (2)S, (F(2)) = (1 - €)(1 ),
|supp? () ||suppy, (F (2))| = S (2)8;(F(2)) = (1 — e —)*.
So Theorems and [313 imply Theorems 3.17 and 3.20 in [22].

When F is a k-Hadamard matrix, Theorems and are strictly stronger
than Theorems 3.17 and 3.20 in [22]. We construct the following example.

Example 3.15. Let A = B = C®C and d(f) = 7(f) = f(0) + f(1), f € C°.
Take * = (1,1) € C? and ¢ = n = 1/3. Then |suppl(z)| = |supp?(z)| = 2 while
SH(x) = 82(x) = 4/3. Let F = I be the 1-transform, we have

4 = [suppe (v)||suppy (F(2))] > 8 ()8, (F(2)) = —
4 = [supp? (@)||supp;, (F ()] > SE(2)S;(F (@) = -

Applying Theorem B.13] to the quantum Fourier transform on subfactor planar
algebras, we obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 3.16. Suppose P is an irreducible subfactor planar algebra with finite
Jones index 6%. Let F be the Fourier transform from &, 1 onto P, . Then for
any non-zero n-boxr x € &, 1, we have

Sf(x)S?](f(:v)) >k(l—e—n)? Venel0,1], e+n<1.

3.2. Quantum Wigderson-Wigderson uncertainty principle. In this section,
we prove the quantum Wigderson-Wigderson uncertainty principle for von Neu-
mann k-bi-algebras for 1/p + 1/¢ = 1, and for quantum Fourier transform on
subfactor planar algebras for any 0 < p, ¢ < co.

We prove the quantum Hausdorff-Young inequality for k-transforms using the
standard interpolation method.

Theorem 3.17. Let (A, B,d, 7, F) be a von Neumann k-bi-algebra such that F*F =
kI. For any x € A, we have

1
[F @)y < k7 lzllq,
where 2 <p <oo and 1/p+1/qg=1.
Proof. Note that
IF @)oo < Ny, 1 F@)]l2 = VEl|z[l2.

Applying the Riesz-Thorin interpolation theorem ([I9], Theorem IX.17), we have
that |7 (@)l < k7 [|z],. 0

Then we have the following quantum Wigderson-Wigderson uncertainty princi-
ples for k-transforms.
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Theorem 3.18. Let (A, B,d, 7, F) be a von Neumann k-bi-algebra such that F*F =
kI. For any x € A, we have

_2
lllglF ()]l = &~ flallp | F (@),
where 2 <p<oo and1/p+1/q¢=1.
Proof. By Theorem B.I7] we have
1
[F @)y < k7 lzllq-
For the adjoint operator F*, we have

1F 1500 <1, | F* |25z = V.

Applying the same process in Theorem B.I7 to F*, we also have
" 1
IF*F(@)llp < k> [|F(@)]q-
Multiplying the above two inequalities, we obtain
_2 _2
Izllg|F(@)llq 2 k™7 |F*F@)llpllF (@)l = k7 |2l | F (@)l

This completes the proof of the theorem. (I

Next, we introduce the quantum Wigderson-Wigderson uncertainty principle for
quantum Fourier transform for any 0 < p,q < oo, based on the norm of quantum
Fourier transform computed in [I§].

Theorem 3.19 (The norm of quantum Fourier transform). Suppose P is an irre-
ducible subfactor planar algebra. Let % be the Fourier transform from Po 1 onto
Po,x. Let x € Py 1 be a 2-box and 0 < p,q < oo. Then

1 1\ ! (1 1)
K(-,- z|l, < ||.F (x <K=, )zl
(p q) el < 12 @) < & (3, 2) )

We refer the readers to Appendix [A] for the specific definition of the function
K (3, 3) = 1 Fllpoa.

p’q
The following theorem follows immediately from Theorem [3.19

Theorem 3.20 (The quantum Wigderson-Wigderson uncertainty principle for
quantum Fourier transform). Let x € P2 1, we have

11\ 2
el 2 (@), > K(a’ 5) el Z (@)l

Proof. By Theorem [3.19] we have

11 11
||f<x>||ps1<(a,]—9>||x||q, |x||ps1<< )nﬂ‘(x)nq-

q’ p

Multiplying the above two equations, we can obtain the result. O
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3.3. Quantum Hirschman-Beckner uncertainty principle. In this subsection,
we will prove the quantum (smooth) Hirschman-Beckner uncertainty principle (See
Theorems and B28) for von Neumann k-bi-algebras. For classical Hirschman-
Beckner uncertainty principle [7), 1], the Shannon entropy is used to describe the
uncertainty principle on R. For finite von Neumann algebras, we would like to use
von Neumann entropy instead of Shannon entropy.

Definition 3.21. Let M be a finite von Neumann algebra with a positive trace Ta.
The von Neumann entropy of |x|?> € M is defined as follows

H(|a?) == —tm(|2* log [2*) = =T (2" w log ™).

We have the quantum Hirschman-Beckner uncertainty principle for von Neu-
mann k-bi-algebras.

Theorem 3.22. Let (A, B,d, T, F) be a von Neumann k-bi-algebra. Suppose A and
B are finite-dimensional and F*F = kI. Let x be a non-zero element in A. Then
we have

H(lz*)  H(F(z))
3 17 ()13
In particular, since | F(z)||3 = k||x||3, we have
H(|z|? H 2
(|I|2) n (|f(117)|2) >0
13 IF (@)I3

> —log||z[|3 — log|| F ()3 + log k.

whenever ||z||2 = 1.
Proof. By Theorem B.17, we have
1
[F@)llq < K llz]lp,

where 2 < ¢ < oo and % + % =1. Let f(q) =log||F(z)|q —log|lz||, — %1ogk, then
f(g) <0 and f(2) = 0, which implies f/(2) < 0. Let |F(z)| = Y., Aie; be the
spectral decomposition. We have

d d < - 1
—F@NL =D INl0re)| =D AP log | ilr(e:) = =5 H(IF(2)]?).
dq _y dg“ 9 ‘ 2
q= i=1 q= i=1
Analogously,
d dp d 1 9
—||x||? = — —||z||? = —H(|z|*).
G| =), =3
Thus
d 1 H(|F(=)]?)
— log || F ()| = —log || F(@)[5 — =5
aq |, 1 T AR @)
and
d 1 H(|z|*)
— log || = —log lz[l5 + :
ag 8 NWle| =Rl T
We have
1 HIF@E) 1, Hzf) 1
£12) = = log||F(@))2 — 2T 200122 - + ~logk.
1 2T @R 1T e
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Since f/(2) < 0, we obtain
H(|=[) = H(F(@)P)
I3 17 ()13
This completes the proof. (I

> —log||z[|3 — log|| F(2)]3 + log k.

Remark 3.23. Using the inequality log S(z) > H(|x|?) when |z|2 = 1, we could
obtain

S(x)S(F(x)) > k,
the quantum support uncertainty principle (See Theorem [2.10).

A natural question is to consider the perturbations of the inequality in Theorem
B.2201 We firstly consider the smooth von Neumann entropy.

Definition 3.24. Let M be a finite von Neumann algebra. For any x € M,
€ €[0,1] and p € [1,], the (p,e) smooth entropy of |z|? is defined by
H?(|xf*) == inf{H(ly]*) : y € M, [z —yll, < €},

Remark 3.25. We thank Kaifeng Bu for referring us to another smooth Renyi
entropy studied by R. Renner and S. Wolf in quantum information in [20].

The von Neumann entropy is continuous with respect to the operator norm and
satisfies the Lipschitz condition.

Lemma 3.26. Let A, B be two matrices in M, (C). Let Ay > --- > X\, > 0 and
AL > - > N, >0 be the eigenvalues of |A| and |B|, respectively. Then we have

sup [\ —N| < [|4— B

1<i<n

Proof. Let {e;}"_; and {fi}_; be two orthonormal basis of C" such that |Ale; =
Aie; and |B|f; = N, fi. Since |||A|| = | B|l| < ||A — B||, we have [A\; — Aj| < ||A— B].
Suppose there exits 1 < j < n such that [\, — )| < ||A — BJ| for i < j and
|Aj = Ai| > [|A — BJ|, we may assume that A\; > A + |[|[A — BJ|. Let E be the
projection from C™ onto span{es,...,e;} and F be the projection from C™ onto
span{fj,..., fn}, then EAF # (). Take a unit vector v in E A F', we have

A= Bl > I[(A— B)v|2 > [|Av|2 — || Bvl|2
= [[[Alvll2 = I Blvll2 > Aj = A} > [|A = B,
which leads to a contradiction. O

Proposition 3.27 (Lipschitz condition). Let M be a finite-dimensional von Neu-
mann algebra with a trace Tpm. For any x,y € M, let t = max{||z|, ||y, 1}, we
have

[H(|21*) = H(ly*)| < f&)ra(D]z =yl
where f(t) = 4tlogt + 2t.

Proof. Since M is finite-dimensional, we may assume that

K

M = @Mng (C).
=1
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Let T'r; be the unnormalized trace on M, (C), then we have o = > i, 6;Tr;. In
particular, Ta(I) = Y00, diny. Let o =30 oy and y = >0y, leb oy > -0 >
Qin, and B;1 > -+ > Bin, be eigenvalues of |z;| and |y;|, respectively. Then we have

[H(ly[*) — H(|2[*)| = |m;m(ly[* log [y[* — |«|* log |[*)]

< Z(Si|T7"i(|yi|210g|yi|2 — |ai|* log |z4]?)]

=1

- Z(S |Z o logaz; — B3 log B7)|
i=1 J=1

2(5 Z |aij — Bij| - (4tlogt + 2t).
By Lemma [3.26] we have |a;; — ;5] < ||z — y||. Then

[H(ly1*) = H(J2[)] < dimi - (4t logt + 2t)||z — yl| = f(O)raa()l|x = yll.

i=1

Suppose A and B are finite-dimensional, let
dy = min{d(e) : e is a minimal projection in A}
71 = min{7(f) : f is a minimal projection in 5}.
We have the quantum smooth Hirschman-Beckner uncertainty principle.

Theorem 3.28. Let (A, B,d, 7, F) be a von Neumann k-bi-algebra. Suppose A and
B are finite-dimensional and F*F = kI. Let x be a non-zero element in A. For
any €,n € [0,1] and p,q € [1, 0], we have

o) | BYFWRD Gl o
T 2 sl = o D~ S
where Cy(z) = f(||z]| +1) and Co(z) = f(|F ()| + 1) and f(t) = 4tlogt + 2t, dy

and 11 are two constants independent of x.

Ca(x) -1

Proof. By Proposition B.27, for any y € A with ||z — y||, < €, we have

H(lyl?) — H(|2?)| < Ci(@)d(Dz =yl < Cr(@)d; * (Dl — yl,.
Thus we have
1 (j2) 2 H(af?) = C1(2)d " d(De.
Analogously, we have

HY(|F(2)]?) > H(|F(2)*) = Calz)ry *7(I)n.

Adding the above two equations and applying Theorem B.22] we obtain the result.
O

Applying Theorem [B.2§ to quantum Fourier transform on subfactor planar alge-
bras, we have the following corollary.
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Corollary 3.29. Suppose x is a non-zero 2-box in an irreducible subfactor planar
algebra. For any e,n € [0,1] and p,q € [1,00], we have

HE(|2]?) + Hi(| 7 (2)?) = ||z]3(2log 6 — 4log ||z[|2) — C(x)8% (e +n),
where C(x) = f(||z||2+1) and f(t) = 4tlogt+2t 4(||z||2+1) log(||z|l2+1)+2(||z||2+
1) and ¢ is the square root of Jones index.

Remark 3.30. We have the following statements:
(1) In Example [2.3, take e = n = 0, then Theorem implies Theorem 4.9

in [16];
(2) In Example [28, take e = n = 0, then Theorem implies Theorem 5.5

In [9], the minimizers of Hirschman-Beckner uncertainty principle on subfactor
planar algebras were characterized as bi-shifts of biprojections (See Theorems 6.4
and 6.13 in [9]). So it is natural to ask the following inverse problem.

Problem 3.31. Find a positive function C(e,d), fore,é > 0, such that HH(lJ C(e,0) —
e—

0, and for any 2-box x of any irreducible subfactor planar algebra with Jones index
0%, ||zlla =1, if

H(|z|*) + H(|.Z (z)|*) > 2log§ — €,
then ||z — y|| < C(e,0) for some bi-shift of biprojection y.

4. AN ANSWER TO A CONJECTURE OF WIGDERSON AND WIGDERSON

The famous Heisenberg uncertainty principle in [6] could be mathematically for-
mulated in terms of Schwarz functions on R, (see e.g. [14], 2I] and Theorem 4.9 in
[22]), as follows:

Theorem 4.1 (Heisenberg’s uncertainty principle). Let S(R) be the space of Schwartz
functions. For any f € S(R),
. 1 .
[ U@ [ €17©Pds = 1 IARIAR
R R 0

where f(£) = Jg [ ()e™*™ 8 dx is the Fourier transform of f.

In [22], A. Wigderson and Y. Wigderson proved the following generalization of
Heisenberg’s uncertainty principle for arbitrary g-norm.
Theorem 4.2 (See Theorem 4.11 in [22]). For any f € S(R), and any 1 < ¢ < oo,
10

[ 1r@Pds [ 1f©)Pds 2 2752 211
R R

In order to compare these inequalities for different ¢, they proposed the following
conjecture

Conjecture 1 (Conjecture 4.13 in [22]). For any non-zero f € S(R), ¢ € (1,00],
define

Ul e 1Al Al
F,(f) = o _ .
O = Falfle — 1413

Then the image of Fy: S(R) \ {0} — R, is Ry for all ¢ # 2.
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Moreover, they proved the conjecture for ¢ = oo in Theorem 4.12 in [22].
In the following theorem, we verify Conjecture [I] for ¢ > 2 and disprove Conjec-
ture [l for 1 < ¢ < 2. More precisely,

Theorem 4.3. (1) If1<q<?2, take 1/p+1/q=1, then
Fy(f) = [pY7 /¢ 12, vf € S[R) \ {0}.
(2) If ¢ > 2, then the image of Fy is Rsg.
To prove Theorem [£.3] we firstly prove a technical lemma.

Lemma 4.4. Let 1 < p < g < 00, and define a function Fp, ;: S(R) \ {0} = Rxo
by
_ £ lall 1l
1l £l
If there exist two sequences {fn}52 1 and {gn}22, in S(R) \ {0} such that

Fpq(f)

nlggo Fpq(fn) =0, nlggo Fpq(gn) = oo,
and Afn + (1 — X)gn # 0 for any A € [0,1] and all n > 1, then the image of Fy, 4 is
all of Ryg.
Proof. We define
hn(X) = Fpq(Afn 4+ (1 = N)gn),

then h,(\) is a continuous function for any n > 1. Thus h,(\) can take all real
values between F), ,(f,) and F, ,(¢9n). The result follows immediately from the
assumptions. 0

Theorem 4.5. Let 1 < p < ¢ < o0, and define a function F, 4: S(R)\ {0} = Rxo
by
_ ||f||q||f||q_
£ 11l £l
When 1—17 + % < 1, then the image of F, 4 is all of Ro.

Fpq(f)

Proof. We will consider two special families of Schwartz functions. Let a > b > 0
be real numbers. Define

— ; 2 2 32\ 2 o g2
fa,b(il?) — o m((atib)x)? _ —m(a®=b*)a? j—2miaba?

From the definition, we see that |f,5(z)| = e=m(@*=b")2" " We can compute the
r-norm of f,

1 1
,Tﬂ.(aszz)zzd )“" < 1 )T 1
ab(lT)lyr = e x = | —/——= s <r < oo.
[ fa.p (@)l (/ D

When r = oo, the above equality means || fo,5(2)||cc = 1. The Fourier transform of
fa,b is

—_ 1 -\ 2 1 2 2 2 2 2,2 L2 2 242
_ = —m(&/(atbi))* _ _ ~ 7w (a”=b")/(a”+b")" 2mif7ab/(a”+b7)
fap(§) = e’ = ne e .
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In particular,

- 1 Cn€2(a2—b2) /(a2 1b2)2
|Fan(€)] = e (@ 0 (@487

Similarly, we can compute the r-norm of fa\b(ﬁ)

— B 1 a2+b2
|fa,b<5>||r—WW(W(QLM) Cl<rsw

When r = oo, Hfa\b(ﬁ)ﬂw = This implies that

3=

1
Va2+b2’
A 1
_ W llll fllg _ ¢/pa® £ 0%
1
q

Il @ala? —b2)a™
If ¢ > 1 and b =+/a2? — 1, then we get

S| Bl

Fpq(fap) , 1l<p<qg<oo.

Fyolfor i) = %M )

Q=
S

So
(5) lim Fy4(f, vaz—1) =0, 1<p<g<oo.

a— 00

Next, we consider another family of functions
1
ge(z) = %efﬁ(m/cy +ee ™) 50,

Both items of g. are positive, so

1,1 1
2 (el e+ elle™™ ) < lgelle < 2 lle™™ 4 Velle T
for any 1 < r < 0o, namely
1_1 1_1 1_1 1_
cr~ 2 4+ c2 T<H ” <C7‘ 2 4 c2
2 T TR

Note that g. = g, so we obtain an estimation of F}, ,(g.

YB(cTF 4B

3=

1

Ag/p(ci™% 4¢3

Q=

)2

< F,o(g.) < ., l<p<q<oo.
A Trd e S g
Therefore,
1,1
00, =+=-<1, 1<p<qg<oo,
(6) lim Fq(gc) = BTy ret
c—00 0, 5+E>1,1<p<q§oo.

Combining equation (B)) and equation (@), we have
alggo Fp,q(fa7\/m) =0, Clglolo Fpq4(ge) = o0
when % + % < 1. Then by Lemma [£.4] we can obtain the conclusion. O

In particular, take p = 2, then 2 < g < oo, which implies that Conjecture [[lholds
for all 2 < ¢ < 0.



18 LINZHE HUANG, ZHENGWEI LIU, AND JINSONG WU

Theorem 4.6. When 1 < g < 2, we have
fllallf Fllallf
Fy(f) = £ gl Fllg _ | ||qA||2||q > [P fga)ir,
£ ll211 £ 1|2 /13
where % + % =1, for any f € SR) \ {0}.

Proof. By the sharp Hausdorfl-Young inequality (See Theorem 1 in [1]), we have
1Fllp < la"/*/p" 1211 £l
for any f € S(R) \ {0}. By Holder’s inequality, we further have
1713 < 1F 1ol Flla-

Combining the above two equations, we obtain

Fq(f) > [pl/p/ql/q]1/2 ||f||;DA||.§||q > [pl/p/ql/q]1/2'
- Iz

Now, we give the proof of Theorem

Proof of Theorem[{.3 Combining Theorem and Theorem [£.6] we can obtain
the conclusion. (]

By Theorem 3, we have known that F,(f) > [p'/?/q"/9]*/? for all f € S(R)\{0}
when 1 < ¢ < 2. Let C, = inf{F,(f): f € S(R)\ {0}}, then C, > [p/?/q"/9]'/2
by Theorem [46] So it is natural to ask what the optimal constant Cy is.

Problem 4.7. Determine the constant Cq = inf{F,(f) : f € S(R) \ {0}} when
l<g<2.

APPENDIX A. THE FUNCTION K(1/P,1/Q)

4
Rrr
1 5i % Rr
K(1/p,1/q) = §at
0.5
Rr s'-%
0 0.5 1 >l
p

FIGURE 1. The norm of the Fourier transform .%.
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The first quadrant is divided into three regions Rr, Rr, Rrp as follows:

Rp: = {(1/p,1/q) €[0,00*: 1/p+1/q<1,1/qg <1/2},
Rr: = {(1/p,1/q)€[0,00]> : 1/p+1/q>1,1/p>1/2},
= {(1/p,1/q) € 10,00 : 1/p < 1/2,1/q > 1/2}.

The function K(1/p.1/q) on [0,00)? is given by

RTF .

—_ Y~/

§'=%r  for (1/p,1/q) € Rp,
K(1/p,1/q) =4 6¥9*  for (1/p,1/q) € Rr,
§2/a=2/p  for (1/p,1/q) € RrrF.
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