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Abstract

G nutzm ann and _Zyczkowskihave proposed the R�enyi-W ehrlentropy asa generalization ofthe

W ehrlentropy,and conjectured thatitsm inim um is obtained forcoherentstates. W e prove this

conjecturefortheR�enyiindex q= 2;3;:::in thecasesofcom pactsem isim pleLiegroups.A general

form ula forthem inim um value isgiven.
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

The Husim ifunction [1]isa usefultoolto investigate dynam icalpropertiesofquantum

system s.W ehrlproposed a classicalentropy [2]using theHusim ifunction and conjectured

thatthe m inim um ofthe entropy isobtained forcoherentstates. Hisconjecture wassoon

proved by Lieb [3].However,Lieb’sanalogousconjectureforspin coherentstatein thesam e

paperhasrem ained unproved form orethan 20 years.

TheHusim ifunction forthedensity operator �̂ isde�ned as

�(�)� h�ĵ�j�i (1)

wherej�iisa coherentstate.Thegeneralized coherentstatesde�ned by Perelom ov [4]can

also be used instead ofthe standard coherentstate. Gnutzm ann and _Zyczkowski[5]have

recently generalized the W ehrlentropy by analogy with the well-known R�enyientropy [6].

TheR�enyi-W ehrlentropy isde�ned as

S
(q)[̂�]=

1

1� q
logM (q)[̂�]: (2)

Here,M (q) isthem om entoftheHusim ifunction

M
(q)[̂�]= c

Z

d�(�)f�(�)gq (3)

where d�(�)isthe Haarm easure and cisa norm alization constant. In the lim itq ! 1,it

reproducestheusualform oftheentropy

lim
q! 1

S
(q)[̂�]= S[̂�]� �c

Z

d�(�)�(�)log�(�): (4)

Thegeneralized Lieb-W ehrlconjectureform ed in [5]isthefollowing.

C onjecture 1 The m inim um value ofthe R�enyi-W ehrlentropy for q > 0 is obtained for

coherentstates.

W e prove this conjecture for integer indices q � 2 in the cases ofthe coherent states of

com pactsem isim ple Liegroups.Thecaseofspin (SU(2))coherentstateshasalready been

proved [5,7].In the case ofthe standard coherentstate,q = 1 correspondsto the original

W ehrl’sconjectureproved in [3],and theorem 3 therein givestheproofforarbitrary q> 1.
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II. G EN ER A LIZED C O H ER EN T STAT ES

Beforecom ing to the proof,letusreview the de�nition and som e propertiesofthe gen-

eralized coherentstates[4].LetG be a com pactsem isim ple Liegroup.The Lie algebra of

G can be written in so-called Cartan basisfH j;E �g.An irreducible representation ofG is

characterized by the lowest(orthe highest)weight. Letj� �ibe the lowestweightstate

with the weight��. W e denote the irreducible representation space speci�ed by j� �ias

D �.Coherentstatesin D � areobtained by theaction ofthegroup G on j� �i,which can

bewritten explicitly as[11]

j�i= N (�)exp(��E �)j� �i: (5)

Here,N (�)isthenorm alization constantand�runsoverallpositiveroots.Theexpansion of

theexponentialfunction becom esa �niteseriesbecauseD � is�nitedim ensional.Therefore

~ (�)�
h j�i

N (�)
(6)

isa polynom ialof� forany statej i.W ewillusethisfactlaterto provelem m a 1.

The\resolution ofunity"

ID �
= dim D �

Z

d�(�)j�ih�j (7)

isvalid,and hencethenorm alization constantin (3)should betaken as

cD �
= dim D �; (8)

in orderto satisfy thenorm alization condition M (1) = 1.

III. P R O O F O F T H E M A IN R ESU LT

Turning now to theproof,we�rstnotethefollowing lem m a.

Lem m a 1 If�̂ m inim izesS(q)[̂�]forsom e q> 0,�̂ m ustbe a pure state.

This is a generalization oflem m a 2 in [3],and can be proved in the sam e way (see the

appendix).Hereafterweconcentrateon purestates.
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Letusconsiderthesim plestcaseq= 2.W ewillseelaterthatthediscussion in thiscase

can be easily generalized. W e have to prove thatthe m axim um ofthe second m om ent of

theHusim ifunction

M
(2)

j’i
� cD �

Z

d�(�)jh�j’ij4 (9)

isgiven by coherentstates.

Letusrewrite(9)as

M
(2)

j’i
= (h’j
 h’j)cD �

Z

d�(�)(j�i
 j�i)(h�j
 h�j)(j’i
 j’i): (10)

Thekey observation isthatthetensorproductofthecoherentstatesj�i
 j�iisa coherent

statein theirreduciblerepresentation spaceD 2� whoselowestweightstateisj� �i
 j� �i.

Thesam eidea isused in [7]forSU(2).Itcan beshown explicitly as

(H j 
 I+ I
 H j)j� �i
 j� �i = �2�jj� �i
 j� �i (11)

(E � � 
 I+ I
 E � �)j� �i
 j� �i = 0 (12)

j�i
 j�i = N (�)2exp[��(E � 
 I+ I
 E �)]j� �i
 j� �i (13)

where � runsoverpositive roots.Therefore
R
d�(�)(j�i
 j�i)(h�j
 h�j)isproportionalto

theprojection operatorto D 2� in D � 
 D �,i.e.

cD �

Z

d�(�)(j�i
 j�i)(h�j
 h�j)=
dim D �

dim D 2�

PD 2�
: (14)

Heretheproportionalconstantisdeterm ined from (7).Hence

M
(2)

j’i
=

dim D �

dim D 2�

(h’j
 h’j)PD 2�
(j’i
 j’i) (15)

and wehave

j’i
 j’i2 D 2� ( ) M
(2)

j’i
= M

(2)

m ax �
dim D �

dim D 2�

: (16)

Then weshould prove

j’i:coherentstate ( ) j’i
 j’i2 D 2�: (17)

LHS ) RHS isobvious,becausej’i
 j’iisobtained by theaction ofG on j� �i
 j� �i

which belongsto D 2� by de�nition.
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Then we prove LHS ( RHS.Letusconsiderthe quadratic Casim iroperatorC2 ofthe

group G.By taking an orthonorm albasisfTag oftheLiealgebra,itcan bewritten as

C2 = T
2
�

X

a

T
2

a: (18)

In thetensorproductspaceD � 
 D �,thequadraticCasim iroperatoriswritten as

C
(2)

2 �
X

a

(Ta 
 1+ 1
 Ta)
2 = T

2

 1+ 1
 T

2
+ 2

X

a

Ta 
 Ta: (19)

Therefore

(h’j
 h’j)C
(2)

2 (j’i
 j’i)= 2< T
2
> +2< T >

2 (20)

wherethesym bol<> denotestheexpectation valueforj’i.

Herewenotethelem m a proved in [8]:

Lem m a 2 (D elbourgo and Fox) Them inim um oftheuncertainty (�T)2 �< T
2
> � <

T > 2 isobtained forcoherentstates

(�T)2
ism inim um ( ) j’i:coherentstate: (21)

Since C2 = T
2 isa constantin D �,< T > 2 ism axim um when j’iisa coherentstate,and

hence C
(2)

2 takesthe m axim um value atD 2� because itcontainsthe tensorproductofthe

coherentstates.Therefore

j’i
 j’i2 D 2� =) < T > 2 ism axim um =) j’i:coherentstate: (22)

Thiscom pletestheproofof(17).

The generalization to the higherm om entsisstraightforward.By considering the tensor

productspaceD

 q

� �

q
z }| {
D � 
 D � 
 :::
 D �,onecan easily show

M
(q)

j’i
�

dim D �

dim D q�

�
h’j


 q
�
PD q�

�
j’i


 q
�

(23)

and

�
h’j


 q
�
C
(q)

2

�
j’i


 q
�
= q< T

2
> +q(q� 1)< T >

2 (24)

in obviousnotation.From thesetwo form ulaewecan conclude

M
(q)

j’i
= M

(q)
m ax ( ) j’i


 q
2 D q� ( ) j’i:coherentstate: (25)

Com bining thisand Lem m a 1,weobtain them ain resultofthispaper:
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T heorem 1 LetS(q) be the R�enyi-W ehrlentropy with an integerindex q� 2 ofa com pact

sem isim ple Lie group.The m inim um value ofS(q) isobtained forcoherentstates

S
(q)[̂�]ism inim um ( ) �̂ = j’ih’j; j’i:coherentstate: (26)

The m inim um value S
(q)

m in isgiven by

S
(q)

m in =
1

1� q
log

 
dim D �

dim D q�

!

(27)

where D � isthe irreducible representation space in which S(q) isde�ned.

IV . M IN IM U M VA LU ES FO R SO M E SP EC IA L C A SES

Finally,let us exam ine the generalform ula for the m inim a (27) in som e specialcases.

Cases(i),(ii),and (iii)in thefollowing can beused to investigate thedynam icsofbosons,

ferm ionsand distinguishable particles,respectively [12][9].

(i) G = SU(N ),D � = [1m ](sym m etric productofm fundam entalrepresentations)

dim D q� = dim [1qm ]=
(N + qm � 1)!

(N � 1)!(qm )!
(28)

S
(q)

m in =
1

1� q
log

�(N + m )�(qm + 1)

�(N + qm )�(m + 1)
: (29)

Assum ing that(29)holdsalso fornon-integerq,weobtain

lim
q! 1

S
(q)

m in = m f (N + m )�  (m + 1)g (30)

where  (z)� d

dz
log�(z)isthe digam m a function. Thisresultagreeswith the value

ofS(1) forcoherentstatesgiven in [10],exceptfortheshiftby � lnN dueto another

norm alization ofthecoherentstates.

(ii) G = SU(N ),D � = [m ](anti-sym m etric productofm fundam entalrepresentations)

dim D q� = dim [m q]=

m � 1Y

j= 0

(N + q� j� 1)!j!

(N � j� 1)!(q+ j)!
(31)

S
(q)

m in =
1

1� q

m � 1X

j= 0

log
�(N + 1� j)�(q+ j+ 1)

�(N + q� j)�(j+ 2)
: (32)

In thiscase,them inim um valueforq= 1 isexpected to be

lim
q! 1

S
(q)

m in =

m � 1X

j= 0

f (N � j+ 1)�  (j+ 2)g: (33)
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(iii) G =

m
z }| {
SU(N )� :::� SU(N ),D � = [1]
 m

dim D q� = dim [1q]
 m =

 
(N + q� 1)!

(N � 1)!q!

! m

(34)

S
(q)

m in =
m

1� q
log

�(N + 1)�(q+ 1)

�(N + q)
: (35)

Them inim um valueforq= 1 isexpected to be

lim
q! 1

S
(q)

m in = m f (N + 1)�  (2)g: (36)
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A P P EN D IX A :P R O O F O F LEM M A 1

Hereweprovelem m a 1:if�̂ m inim izesS(q)[̂�]forsom e q> 0,�̂ m ustbe a pure state.

W econsiderthree cases(i)0 < q< 1,(ii)q= 1 and (iii)1 < q separately. �̂ m inim izes

M (q) and S in cases (i) and (ii),respectively, and m axim izes M (q) in case (iii). Let us

decom pose the density operator as �̂ =
P

i�i�̂i, where
P

i�i = 1 and �̂i � j iih ijis

a pure state. Since m (q)(x) = xq (0 < q < 1) and s(x) = �xlogx are concave, and

m (q)(x)= x� q (q> 1)isconvex,

M
(q)[̂�]�

X

i

�iM
(q)[̂�i] (0< q< 1) (A1)

S[̂�]�
X

i

�iS[̂�i] (A2)

M
(q)[̂�]�

X

i

�iM
(q)[̂�i] (q> 1): (A3)

The equality m usthold in atleastone ofthe three inequalities. Then �i(�)= �j(�),and

hence
�
�
�~ i(�)

�
�
� =

�
�
�~ j(�)

�
�
� in the notation of(6),alm osteverywhere foralli;j. Since ~ i isa

polynom ial, ~ i = a~ j,and hence j ii= a�j ji,with jaj= 1. Therefore �̂i = �̂j foralli;j,

which m eans �̂ isa purestate.
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