
ar
X

iv
:2

50
4.

09
57

6v
1 

 [
qu

an
t-

ph
] 

 1
3 

A
pr

 2
02

5

BIMODULE QUANTUM MARKOV SEMIGROUPS

JINSONG WU AND ZISHUO ZHAO

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

1. Introduction

Classical Markov semigroups, such as those governing heat flow, play a fundamental role in
harmonic analysis. Several important inequalities, including Young’s inequality, the entropy
power inequality, and the logarithmic Sobolev inequality, can be derived using the heat flow
method.
In the quantum setting, a quantum system is represented by a Hilbert space, while ob-

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

equilibrium, which mathematically corresponds to an equilibrium state. Due to the noncom-
mutativity of the setting, the symmetries of the heat flow relative to the equilibrium state
are more intricate than in the classical case. Two fundamental examples of such symmetries
are Gelfand-Naimark-Segal (GNS) symmetry [31, 32] and Kubo-Martin-Schwinger (KMS)
symmetry [3, 4, 5, 17, 30].
Modern subfactor theory was pioneered by Vaughan Jones [15, 16]. His work on subfactors

revealed a wealth of unexpected symmetries beyond classical group symmetry, now known
as quantum symmetries. The axiomatic characterization of subfactors includes Ocneanu’s
paragroups [24], Popa’s λ-lattices[28], and Jones’ planar algebras [13]. Among these, Jones’
planar algebras provide a topological framework for studying quantum symmetries, consisting
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2 JINSONG WU AND ZISHUO ZHAO

of a sequence of n-box spaces. Quantum Markov semigroups, when encoded by quantum
symmetries, exhibit highly intricate and fascinating structural properties.
In this paper, we investigate quantum Markov semigroups on a finite inclusion N ⊂ M

of finite von Neumann algebras that preserve N , referred to as bimodule quantum Markov
semigroups. Assuming that the inclusion is a λ-extension, as introduced by Pimsner and
Popa[26], we leverage the computational advantages of Jones’ planar algebras. We explore
equilibrium, GNS symmetry, and KMS symmetry in the bimodule setting. Inspired by the
quantum Fourier analysis developed by Jaffe, Jiang, Liu, Ren, and Wu [10], we introduce the
notions of bimodule equilibrium, bimodule GNS symmetry, and bimodule KMS symmetry
within the framework of quantum Fourier analysis (See Theorems 4.5, 4.26, 4.40). Our
findings reveal that while quantum channel equilibrium exists at a single state, bimodule
equilibrium arises within a cone. Additionally, there exist quantum channels that are not GNS
symmetric but exhibit bimodule GNS symmetry. These bimodule symmetries significantly
broaden the study of symmetric quantum channels and quantum semigroups.
Bimodule quantum Markov semigroups can be fully characterized by F-positive elements,

as introduced by Huang, Jaffe, Liu, and Wu[8], in the 2-box space, along with self-adjoint
elements in the 1-box space (See Proposition 5.7 and Theorem 5.16). The derivation associ-
ated with a bimodule quantum Markov semigroup resides in the 3-box space. Utilizing this
characterization of derivations, we establish the Poincaré inequality for irreducible subfactors
(Theorem 5.48). For bimodule GNS-symmetric and relatively ergodic Markov semigroups,
we analyze the limit of the semigroup and derive the equation of the gradient flow. Addi-
tionally, we introduce the concept of hidden density, obtained by projecting elements from
the 2-box space into the 1-box space. This additional structure in the bimodule semigroup
framework allows us to establish both the bimodule logarithmic Sobolev inequality (Theorem
6.41) under intertwining and the bimodule Talagrand inequality (Theorem 6.43). We shall
investigate the bimodule KMS symmetric semigroups in the future.
The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section 2 we recall the λ-extension of finite

von Neumnann algebras and examples for finite inclusions. This indicates that our work
includes the matrix cases. Section 3 we study the bimodule quantum channels in terms
of quantum Fourier analysis. Section 4 we introduce bimodule equilibrium, bimodule GNS
symmetry, bimodule KMS symmetry from equilibrium GNS symmetry, KMS symmetry nat-
urally. Section 5 we study the bimodule quantum Markov in the framework of quantum
Fourier analysis and introduce the derivation in 3-box spaces. We also prove the Poincaré
inequality for irreducible subfactors. Section 6 we study the gradient flow for bimodule GNS
symmetric and relatively ergodic Markov semigroup and introduces the hidden density of the
semigroup. Consequently, we obtain the logarithmic Sobolev inequality, Talagrand inequality
with respect to the hidden density.

Acknowledgement. J. W. were supported by grants from Beijing Institute of Mathematical
Sciences and Applications. J. W. was supported by NSFC (Grant no. 12371124) and partially
supported by NSFC (Grant no. 12031004).
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2. Preliminaries

Let N ⊂ M be an unital inclusion of finite von Neumann algebras and τ the fixed normal
faithful tracial state on M. The inclusion N ⊂ M is irreducible if N ′ ∩ M = C. Denote
by L2(M, τ) the GNS representation Hilbert space of τ , with cyclic separating vector Ω and
modular conjugation J given by JxΩ = x∗Ω, x ∈ M. Suppose that e1 is the Jones projection
from L2(M, τ) onto L2(N , τ) and EN the trace-preserving conditional expectation of M onto
N . We have that e1xe1 = EN (x)e1 for any x ∈ M. The basic construction M1 = 〈M, e1〉
is the von Neumann algebra generated by M and e1. The inclusion is finite if M1 is a finite
von Neumann algebra. In this case we have M1 = JN ′J , where N ′ is the commutant of N
on L2(M, τ). We shall focus on the finite inclusions of finite von Neumann algebras in this
paper.
Suppose τ1 is a faithful normal trace onM1 extending τ , and let EM be the trace-preserving

conditional expectation onto M. The inclusion M ⊂ M1 is called a λ-extension of N ⊂ M
if EM(e1) = λ for some positive constant λ. The index of the extension is defined as [M :
N ] = λ−1. We denote by Ω1 the cyclic and separating vectors in L2(M1, τ1), and by e2 the
Jones projection onto L2(M, τ). The λ-extension is called extremal if for all x ∈ N ′ ∩ M,
τ1(x) = τ1(JxJ). We assume all λ-extensions in the paper to be extremal. We define EN ′ to
be the τ1-preserving conditional expectation from M1 onto N ′ ∩M1.
Let M2 = 〈M1, e2〉 be the basic construction of the inclusion M ⊂ M1, with a normal

faithful trace τ2 extending τ1. We assume M1 ⊂ M2 is a λ-extension of M ⊂ M1, i.e.
EM1

(e2) = λ, where EM1
is the τ2-preserving conditional expectation onto M1. Define EM′

to be the τ2-preserving conditional expectation from M2 onto M′ ∩M2.
A finite set {ηj}mj=1 of operators in M is a Pimsner-Popa basis for N ⊂ M, if x =

m∑

j=1

EN (xη∗j )ηj, for all x ∈ M. Equivalently, this condition can be written as
m∑

j=1

η∗j e1ηj = 1.

This implies that any operator in M1 is a finite sum of operators of the form ae1b with
a, b ∈ M. As a consequence, for any y ∈ M1, there is a unique x ∈ M such that ye1 = xe1.

This indicates that x = λ−1EM(ye1). That N ⊂ M is a λ-extension implies

m∑

j=1

η∗j ηj = λ−1.

We shall assume that the basis is orthogonal, that is EN (ηkη
∗
j ) = 0 for k 6= j. When N ⊂ M

is a λ-extension, the conditional expectation EN ′

M′ can be written as

E
N ′

M′(x) = λ

m∑

j=1

η∗jxηj , x ∈ M2.

Note that this implies that EM′(e1) = λ. We also have that EM′(yx) = EM′(xy) for all
y ∈ M and x ∈ M2.
The Pimsner-Popa inequality for the inclusion states that EN (x) ≥ λN⊂Mx for any 0 ≤

x ∈ M, where λN⊂M is the Pimsner-Popa constant.
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The basic construction from a λ-extension can be iterated to produce the Jones tower

N ⊂ M ⊂ M1 ⊂ M2 ⊂ · · · .

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

2.1. Fourier Transform. The Fourier transform F : N ′ ∩M1 → M′ ∩M2 and the inverse
Fourier transform F−1 are defined as

F(x) =λ−3/2
EM′(xe2e1), x ∈ N ′ ∩M1.

F−1(x) =λ−3/2
EM1

(xe1e2), x ∈ M′ ∩M2.

We check that for any x ∈ N ′ ∩M1:

F−1(F(x)) = F−1(λ−3/2λ

m∑

j=1

η∗jxe2e1ηj)

= F−1(λ−1/2
m∑

j=1

η∗jxe2e1ηj)

= λ−3/2λ−1/2

m∑

j=1

EM1
(η∗jxe2e1ηje1e2)

= λ−2
m∑

j=1

EM1
(η∗jEN (ηj)xe2e1e2)

= λ−2xEM1
(λe2) = x.

It is then readily checked that F satisfies the Plancherel identity: τ2(F(x)
∗F(x)) = τ1(x

∗x),
for all x ∈ N ′ ∩M1.

λ−3τ2(EM′(e1e2x
∗)EM′(xe2e1)) = λ−2

m∑

j=1

τ2(e1e2x
∗η∗jxe2e1ηj)

= λ−2
m∑

j=1

τ2(e2x
∗η∗jxe2EN (ηj)e1)

= λ−2
m∑

j=1

τ2(e2x
∗η∗jEN (ηj)xe2e1)

= λ−2τ2(x
∗xe2e1e2) = τ1(x

∗x).
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In the planar algebra of the inclusion, the Fourier transform from N ′ ∩M1 to M′ ∩M2 is
described by a 90-degree rotation:

F(x) := x .

There is a Fourier transform from M′ ∩ M2 to N ′ ∩ M1 and its inverse. We shall denote
them also by F and F−1:

F(y) = λ−3/2
EM1

(e2e1y), y ∈ M′ ∩M2.

F−1(y) = λ−3/2
EM′(e1e2y), y ∈ N ′ ∩M1.

The planar tangle representing the Fourier transform from M′∩M2 to N ′∩M1 is the same
as the above with a reversed shading.
On the relative commutant N ′ ∩ M1, the 180-degree rotation is related to the modular

conjugation J as follows:

F2(x) = Jx∗J, x ∈ N ′ ∩M1.

To see this, we first have:

F2(x) = λ−3
EM1

(e2e1EM′(xe2e1))

= λ−2

m∑

j=1

EM1
(e2e1η

∗
jxe2e1ηj)

= λ−2
m∑

j=1

EM1
(e2e1η

∗
jxe2)e1ηj

Next notice that the action of the operator J(ae1b)
∗J ∈ JM1J restricted to MΩ is given by

J(ae1b)
∗JzΩ = EM(e1zae1b)Ω. Therefore we have

λ−2
EM1

(e2e1η
∗
jxe2)Ω = λ−1

EM1
(EM(e1η

∗
jx)e2)Ω = Jx∗Jη∗jΩ,

consequently

λ−2
m∑

j=1

EM1
(e2e1η

∗
jxe2)e1ηj = Jx∗J.

We call Jx∗J the modular conjugation of x, and denote it by x. Since x = x, we see that
F4 = id. There is a similar relation between the modular conjugation and Fourier transform
on M′ ∩M2.
For irreducible inclusions, we have the Hausdorff-Young inequality which states ‖F(x)‖∞ ≤

λ−1/2‖x‖1.
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Lemma 2.1. Suppose that a ∈ N ′ ∩M1. Then we have that for any x, y ∈ M,

F(a)xe1yΩ1 = λ1/2xayΩ1.

Moreover, we have that F(a)e1e2 = λ1/2ae2.

Proof. We have that

F(a)xe1yΩ1 =λ−3/2
EM′(ae2e1)xe1yΩ1

=

m∑

j=1

λ−1/2xη∗j ae2e1ηje1yΩ1

=
m∑

j=1

λ−1/2xη∗jEN (ηj)ae2e1yΩ1

=λ−1/2xae2e1e2yΩ1

=λ1/2xayΩ1.

Let x = y = 1. We obtain that F(a)e1Ω1 = λ1/2aΩ1. This implies that F(a)e1e2Ω1 =
λ1/2ae2Ω1. Hence F(a)e1e2 = λ1/2ae2. This completes the proof of the lemma. �

The rotation Θ : M1 → M1 is defined as

Θ(x) = λ−3
EM1

(e2e1EM′(xe2e1)), x ∈ M1.

Note that Θ|N ′∩M1
= F2.

We define the convolution between x, y ∈ M′ ∩M2 as

x ∗ y =F−1(F(y)F(x))

=λ−9/2
EM′(e1e2EM1

(e2e1y)EM1
(e2e1x)).

The convolution admits a simple graphical representation through planar algebra:

x ∗ y = yx .

The Schur product theorem states x ∗ y ≥ 0 provided that x, y ≥ 0. If the inclusion is
irreducible, then we have Young’s inequality: ‖x∗y‖r ≤ λ1/2‖x‖p‖y‖q, for r−1+1 = p−1+q−1,
p, q, r ≥ 1.

2.2. The Inclusion C ⊂ Cn. Let N = C, M = Cn. Let {Ek}nk=1 be n distinct minimal

projections in C
n, we define the normalized trace τ(Ek) =

1

n
for k = 1, . . . , n. The unit of N

is identified with that of M, which is
n∑

k=1

Ek.
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We can identify L2(M) with Cn under the correspondence EkΩ 7→
[
0 · · ·0︸ ︷︷ ︸
k−1

1 0 · · ·0
]T

,

where T stands for the transpose. The left regular representation of M on L2(M) is given
as

Ek 7→




0
. . .

1
. . .

0



.

Define Ej,k as Ej,kElΩ = δk,lEjΩ for 1 ≤ j, k ≤ n. The set {Ej,k}nj,k=1 forms a system of

matrix units of B(L2(M)) = Mn(C), in which we have Ej = Ej,j. The Jones projection is

e1 =
1

n

n∑

j,k=1

Ej,k, whose image is spanned by the vector
[
1 · · · 1

]
. Note that we have

1

n
Ej,k = Ej,je1Ek,k.

The basic construction M1 is the algebra generated by M and e1, i.e. the algebra generated
by the algebra of diagonal matrices and e1. We have M1 = Mn(C). Hence N ′ ∩M = C

n,
and N ′ ∩ M1 = Mn(C). The modular conjugation J on N ′ ∩ M1 satisfies JX∗J = XT,
X ∈ Mn(C). Note that M1 = JN ′J . We see that M1 = Mn(C) directly by the fact that
N = C.
The trace τ1 is the unique normalized trace on Mn(C). The conditional expectation EM

on M1 is

EM(X) =

n∑

k=1

Ek,kXEk,k.

We have EM(e1) =
1

n
, therefore N ⊂ M is a

1

n
-extension. We have a natural choice of

Pimsner-Popa basis of N ⊂ M given by {√nEk,k}nk=1 subject to the condition
n∑

k=1

√
nEk,ke1

√
nEk,k = 1.

The GNS Hilbert space L2(M1) has a basis {Ej,kΩ1}nj,k=1, with the left action of M1 as
Et,jEk,lΩ1 = δj,kEt,lΩ1. Define operators E(j,k),(p,q) as E(j,k),(p,q)Ep′,q′Ω1 = δ(p,q),(p′,q′)Ej,kΩ1.

The element Ej,k ∈ M1 embedded in M2 is
n∑

l=1

E(j,l)(k,l). The Jones projection on L2(M1) is

e2 =
n∑

k=1

E(k,k)(k,k). Then M2 is the algebra generated by M1 and e2. By identifying L2(M1)
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with Cn ⊗ Cn under the unitary transformation

Ej,kΩ1 7→
√
nEjΩ⊗EkΩ,

the left/right action of M are identified with the action on the first/second tensor factor.
The left action of M1 on Cn ⊗ Cn is given by Ej,k ⊗ I. The action of e2 on Cn ⊗ Cn is

given by the projection

n∑

k=1

Ek,k ⊗Ek,k. From this we deduce M2
∼= Mn(C)⊗Cn. The trace

τ2 on M2 is given as τ2(E(j,l),(k,l)) =
1

n2
δj,k. The inclusion M1 ⊂ M2 is again a

1

n
-extension.

We have

M′ ∩M2 = span{Ej,j ⊗Ek,k|1 ≤ j, k ≤ n}.

We remark that M′ ∩M2 is a commutative C∗-algebra.
A particular basis of M′∩M2 is obtained from Fourier transforming the system of matrix

units of N ′ ∩M1. For 1 ≤ j, k ≤ n, we have

F(Ej,k) =
√
nEj,j ⊗ Ek,k.

The multiplication of matrices is dual to the Schur product of matrices under the Fourier
transform F.
To summarize, the Jones tower for the inclusion C ⊂ Cn is C ⊂ Cn ⊂ Mn(C) ⊂ Mn(C)⊗

Cn ⊂ · · · . We remark that the full standard invariant of the inclusion C ⊂ Cn is described by
spin planar algebra[13, Example 2.8]. The tensor network also describe the same inclusion.
(See also [8]).

2.3. The Inclusion C ⊂ Mn(C). Denote N = C and M = Mn(C). Let {|j〉}nj=1 be a
orthonormal basis of Cn, and {Ej,k}nj,k=1 be a system of matrix units of Mn(C) that satisfies

Ej,k|l〉 = δk,l|j〉. For 1 ≤ j, k, p, q ≤ n, we define operators on L2(M) by E(j,k),(p,q) as
E(j,k),(p,q)Ep′,q′Ω = δ(p,q),(p′,q′)Ej,kΩ. Then {E(j,k),(p,q)}nj,k,p,q=1 forms a system of matrix units

of B(L2(M)). The left regular representation of Ej,k ∈ M is
n∑

s=1

E(j,s),(k,s). The Jones

projection is

e1 =
1

n

n∑

j,k=1

E(j,j),(k,k).

The basic construction M1 is generated by M and e1. We have M1 = JN ′J = B(L2(M)) ∼=
Mn2(C). We have JX∗J = XT, where X ∈ M1. The trace τ1 is the unique normalized trace,

with respect to which we have EM(e1) =
1

n2
. Therefore N ⊂ M is a

1

n2
-extension. A natural

choice of Pimsner-Popa basis for N ⊂ M is {√nEj,k}nj,k=1.
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We identify L2(M1) with Cn ⊗ Cn ⊗ Cn ⊗ Cn by the unitary transformation

E(j,k),(p,q)Ω1 7→
1

n
|j〉 ⊗ |k〉 ⊗ |p〉 ⊗ |q〉.

The left action of E(j,k),(p,q) ∈ M1 on L2(M1) is given by Ej,p ⊗ Ek,q ⊗ I ⊗ I. This implies
the left action of Ej,k ∈ M to be Ej,k ⊗ I ⊗ I ⊗ I. The modular conjugation J1 on L2(M1)
acts as

J1|j〉 ⊗ |k〉 ⊗ |p〉 ⊗ |q〉 = |p〉 ⊗ |q〉 ⊗ |j〉 ⊗ |k〉.
The Jones projection e2 is given by

e2 =
1

n2

n∑

j,k=1

I ⊗ Ej,k ⊗ I ⊗Ej,k.

We thus haveM2 = Mn(C)⊗Mn(C)⊗I⊗Mn(C), andM′∩M2 = I⊗Mn(C)⊗I⊗Mn(C). The

trace τ2 is given as τ2(X ⊗ Y ⊗ I ⊗ Z) =
1

n3
Tr(X)Tr(Y )Tr(Z). The inclusion M1 ⊂ M2 is

again a
1

n2
-extension. The modular conjugation J1 acts onM′∩M2 as J1(I⊗X⊗I⊗Y )∗J1 =

I ⊗ Y T ⊗ I ⊗XT.
Finally the Fourier transform of the system of matrix units of N ′ ∩M1 is given by

F(E(j,k),(p,q)) = nI ⊗ Ek,j ⊗ I ⊗ Eq,p.

The element E(j,k),(p,q) ∈ M1 is depicted in the corresponding planar algebra as

Ej,pEk,q .

Its Fourier transform in M′ ∩M2 is

Ej,p

Eq,k

.

Note that

X

X∗

is minimal projection for any X and

Ej,k

Ek,j

= Ej,jEk,k .

To summarize, the Jones tower for the inclusion C ⊂ Mn(C) is C ⊂ Mn(C) ⊂ Mn(C) ⊗
Mn(C) ⊂ Mn(C)⊗Mn(C)⊗Mn(C) ⊂ · · · .
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2.4. Finite index inclusions from unitary fusion categories. In this section, we recall
the canonical way to construct a finite index inclusion of type II1 von Neumann algebras
N ⊂ M from a Frobenius algebra in a unitary fusion category C.
We denote the tensor unit of C by 1. For an object X , denote by X the dual of X . Let

evX : X ⊗ X → 1 be the evaluation map and coevX : 1 → X ⊗ X the coevaluation map
satisfying the zigzag relations. Suppose that X, Y ∈ C. We denote by HomC(X, Y ) the space
of morphisms from X to Y , and by HomC(X) the algebra of endomorphisms of X , with the
identity morphism idX . By the fact that C is unitary fusion category, HomC(X) is a finite
dimensional C∗-algebra. There is a faithful trace on HomC(X) given by the categorical trace
as follows:

Tr(f) = coev∗X(f ⊗ idX) ◦ coevX , f ∈ HomC(X).

The quantum dimension of X is defined as dX = Tr(idX). In what follows we shall consider

the normalized categorical trace tr =
1

dX
Tr.

A ∗-Frobenius algebra is a triple (γ,m, η) where γ is an object in C, m : γ ⊗ γ → γ is
the multiplication and η : 1 → γ is the unit. (See [22, Definition 3.1] for the details.) By
the universal construction of Müger, there exists a spherical Morita context E with objects
{A,B}, such that C = END(A) and END(B) is a unitary fusion category. Moreoever there
is a distinguished 1-morphism J : A → B such that γ = JJ . Morita contexts can also be
described in terms of module categories [25].
The construction of the inclusion from γ is as follows. Let ℓ be a non-negative integer. For

k = 2ℓ, define a finite dimensional C∗-algebra Mk = Hom((JJ)ℓJ); for k = 2ℓ + 1, define
Mk = Hom(J(JJ)ℓJ). There is a natural inclusion ιk : Mk → Mk+1 defined as idJ ⊗− for k
even and idJ ⊗ − for k odd. These inclusions preserve the normalized categorical traces, so

we obtain a faithful trace τ on the ∗-algebra M =
⋃

k≥0

Mk. For k = 2ℓ, define a C∗-subalgebra

Nk ⊂ Mk as Nk = Hom((JJ)ℓ)⊗ idJ ; for k = 2ℓ + 1, define Nk = Hom(J(JJ)ℓ)⊗ idJ . The
inclusions ιk restricts to inclusions of Nk into Nk+1, so we obtain an inclusion of ∗-algebras

⋃

k≥0

Nk ⊂
⋃

k≥0

Mk = M.

Let L2(M, τ) be the GNS-construction of M with respect to τ , we define M to be the closure
of the left regular representation of M in B(L2(M, τ)) with respect to the weak operator
topology. It is a standard procedure to show that τ extends to a normal faithful trace on

M. Define N ⊂ M to be the weak-closure of the ∗-subalgebra
⋃

k≥0

Nk. Thus N ⊂ M is an

inclusion of (hyperfinite) type II von Neumann algebras.
It follows from the properties of commuting squares [14, Proposition 5.1.9] that N ⊂ M

is a λ-extension with λ =
1

dγ
, where dγ is the quantum dimension of γ. By Ocneanu’s

compactness argument [14, Theorem 5.7.1], the inclusion N ⊂ M is irreducible if γ is simple,
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namely HomC(1, γ) is 1-dimensional. The higher relative commutants of N ⊂ M can also be
computed by this theorem. We have for k = 2ℓ, N ′ ∩Mk = Hom(J(JJ)ℓ) and M′ ∩Mk =
Hom(J(JJ)ℓ); for k = 2ℓ+ 1, N ′ ∩Mk = Hom((JJ)ℓ+1) and M′ ∩Mk = Hom((JJ)ℓ+1). In
particular, we have N ′ ∩M1 = Hom(JJ) = HomC(γ), and M′ ∩M2 = Hom(γ ⊗ γ) where
γ ⊗ γ is treated as a γ-bimodule in C. By a theorem of Popa [27, Corollary 3.7], N ⊂ M
is always extremal for there are only finitely many equivalent classes of simple objects in a
fusion category. The dual inclusion M ⊂ M1 of N ⊂ M can be constructed in the same
way with J and J exchanged. For the dual inclusion, we have M′ ∩M2 = Hom(γ ⊗ γ) as
γ-bimodules, and M′

1 ∩M3 = HomC(γ).
We provide some examples of the above construction by specifying the unitary fusion

category and the Frobenius algebra. Let C be unitary fusion, then so is C ⊠ Cop. The object

γ =
⊕

X∈Irr(C)

X ⊠ Xop admits the structure of a simple Frobenius algebra, thus produces a

irreducible subfactor N ⊂ M. This is known as the quantum double construction[23]. The
fusion ring of the underlying category C is encoded in the triple (N ′∩M1,M′∩M2,F), which
is an instance of fusion bialgebras [20]. For a concrete example, consider C = H3 being the
Haagerup fusion category [1] with simple objects {1, α, α2, ζ, αζ, α2ζ} and non-commutative
fusion rules:

α3 = 1, ζα = α2ζ, ζα2 = αζ, ζ2 = 1 + ζ + αζ + α2ζ.

It then follows from [20, Proposition 7.4] that the associated inclusion N ⊂ M has relative
commutants N ′∩M1

∼= C6 and M′∩M2
∼= C2⊕M2(C). This is an instance of an irreducible

inclusion with 1-side commutativity for 2-boxes. we have that α = α2, i.e. the modular
conjugation acts non-trivially on N ′ ∩ M1. The quantum dimensions dα = dα2 = 1 and

dζ = dαζ = dα2ζ =
3 +

√
13

2
. The global dimension λ−1 =

9(5 +
√
13)

4
. We denote by N h ⊂

Mh the inclusion M′ ⊂ N ′ on L2(M). Then Mh
1
′ ∩ Mh

2 = C6. Let pα, pα2 , pζ, pαζ , pα2ζ ∈
Mh′ ∩Mh

2 the minimal projections corresponding to α, α2, ζ, αζ, α2ζ .

3. Bimodule Quantum Channels

Suppose that M is a finite von Neumann algebra. A linear map Φ : M → M is called
positive if it preserves the positive cone M+. The map Φ is called completely positive if
Φ⊗ idn is positive on M⊗Mn(C) for all n ≥ 1, and completely bounded if sup

n≥1
‖Φ⊗ idn‖ is

finite. The map Φ is unital if Φ(1) = 1. A quantum channel is a normal unital completely
positive map on M.
For a unital finite inclusion N ⊂ M of finite von Neumann algebras, a linear map Φ is

said to be N -bimodule, if

Φ(y1xy2) = y1Φ(x)y2,

for all y1, y2 ∈ N and x ∈ M. The N -bimodule map can be characterized by an element in
the relative commutant M′ ∩ M2. Suppose Φ is an N -bimodule map on M. The Fourier
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multiplier Φ̂ of Φ is defined as follows: for all x, y ∈ M,

Φ̂xe1yΩ1 =λ1/2
m∑

j=1

xη∗j e1Φ(ηj)yΩ1,

=λ1/2
m∑

j=1

xEN ′(η∗j e1Φ(ηj))yΩ1

(1)

We check that for x1, y1, x2, y2 ∈ M:

〈Φ̂(x1e1y1Ω1), x2e1y2Ω1〉 = λ1/2

m∑

j=1

〈x1η
∗
j e1Φ(ηj)y1Ω1, x2e1y2〉

= λ1/2
m∑

j=1

τ1(y
∗
2e1x

∗
2x1η

∗
j e1Φ(ηj)y1)

= λ1/2

m∑

j=1

τ1(y
∗
2e1EN (x∗

2x1η
∗
j )Φ(ηj)y1)

= λ1/2τ1(y
∗
2e1Φ(x

∗
2x1)y1) = λ3/2τ(y∗2Φ(x

∗
2x1)y1).

Thus Φ̂ is the unique element in M′ ∩M2 such that

〈Φ̂(x1e1y1Ω1), x2e1y2Ω1〉 = λ3/2τ(y∗2Φ(x
∗
2x1)y1), x1, x2, y1, y2 ∈ M. (2)

The complete positivity of a bounded N -bimodule map Φ onM is equivalent to the positivity
of its Fourier multiplier. This can be directly seen from the positivity of the bilinear form

induced by Φ̂ as in Equation (2). The bimodule map Φ can be written in terms of the Fourier

multiplier Φ̂ as follows:

Φ(x) = λ−5/2
EM(e2e1Φ̂xe1e2). (3)

This can be proved by using Equation (2) and Lemma 2.1, as for all x, y ∈ M:

τ(y∗Φ(x)) =λ−3/2〈Φ̂xe1Ω1, e1yΩ1〉
=λ−5/2τ2(y

∗e2e1Φ̂xe1e2)

=λ−5/2τ2(y
∗
EM(e2e1Φ̂xe1e2)).

Moreover, we have that Φ(x)e2 = λ−3/2e2e1Φ̂xe1e2. We shall informally graph Φ(x) as follows:

Φ(x) = Φ̂x ,

and write Φ(x) as x ∗ Φ̂. We have that îd = λ−1/2e2.



BIMODULE QUANTUM MARKOV SEMIGROUPS 13

Proposition 3.1. Suppose Φ is a bimodule bounded map. Then
m∑

j=1

Φ(η∗j )e1ηj ∈ N ′ ∩ M1

and

Φ̂ = F

(
m∑

j=1

EN ′(η∗j e1Φ(ηj))

)
= F−1

(
m∑

j=1

Φ(η∗j )e1ηj

)
.

In particular, Φ(x)Ω = F(Φ̂)xΩ, for x ∈ M.

Proof. This follows from Equation (1) and Lemma 2.1, here we provide a direct computation.
For x, y ∈ M,

F−1

(
m∑

j=1

Φ(η∗j )e1ηj

)
xe1yΩ1 = λ−3/2xEM′

(
e1e2

m∑

j=1

Φ(η∗j )e1ηj

)
e1yΩ1

= λ−1/2x

m∑

j1,j2=1

η∗j1e1EM

(
Φ(η∗j2)e1ηj2ηj1e1y

)
Ω1

= λ1/2x

m∑

j1=1

η∗j1e1Φ(ηj1)yΩ1

= Φ̂xe1yΩ1.

This shows Φ̂ = F−1

(
m∑

j=1

Φ(η∗j )e1ηj

)
. �

Suppose Φ,Ψ are N -bimodule maps on M. The composition of bimodule maps is charac-
terized by the convolution of the Fourier multipliers:

Φ̂Ψ = Ψ̂ ∗ Φ̂.
For a bounded N -bimodule map Φ on M, we define the adjoint of Φ (with respect to τ)

by τ(Φ∗(y)x) = τ(yΦ(x)). Note that Φ∗ is a trace-preserving bimodule map if and only if Φ
is unital.

Proposition 3.2. Suppose that Φ is a bimodule bounded map. We have that

Φ̂∗ = Φ̂
∗

.

In particular, for a completely positive map Φ, we always have Φ̂∗ = Φ̂.

Proof. For any x, y ∈ M, we have that

τ(y∗EM(e2e1Φ̂xe1e2)) = τ(EM(e2e1Φ̂∗
∗
y∗e1xe2)).

By removing the conditional expectation EM, we have that

τ2(y
∗e2e1Φ̂xe1e2) = τ2(e2e1Φ̂∗

∗
y∗e1xe2),
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i.e.

τ2(e2e1Φ̂xe1y
∗) = τ2(Φ̂∗

∗
e1e2xe1y

∗).

By Lemma 2.1, we see that

τ2(e2F
−1(Φ̂)xe1y

∗) = τ2(F
−1(Φ̂∗

∗
)e2xe1y

∗).

This implies that

F−1(Φ̂) = F−1(Φ̂∗
∗
),

i.e. Φ̂∗ = Φ̂
∗

. This completes the proof of the proposition. �

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

M (Φ) = {x ∈ M|Φ(x) = x}.
The multiplicative domain of Φ is

N (Φ) = {x ∈ M|Φ(x∗x) = Φ(x)∗Φ(x),Φ(xx∗) = Φ(x)Φ(x)∗}.
The multiplicative domain of a quantum channel forms a von Neumann subalgebra of M,
while this is not true for fixed points in general. Notice that if Φ is a N -bimodule map, then
N ⊆ M (Φ) ∩ N (Φ).

For a N -bimodule quantum channel Φ on M with Fourier multiplier Φ̂ ∈ M′ ∩ M2, we

have Φ̂k = Φ̂(∗k). The limit EΦ = lim
ℓ→∞

1

ℓ

ℓ∑

k=1

Φk exists as aN -bimodule quantum channel, with

the property that E2
Φ = EΦ. Moreover the image of EΦ is M (Φ). Taking Fourier multiplier

gives:

ÊΦ = lim
ℓ→∞

1

ℓ

ℓ∑

k=1

Φ̂(∗k),

with ÊΦ ∗ ÊΦ = ÊΦ. Therefore EΦ is an idempotent whose Fourier multiplier is positive.
Suppose that the image of EΦ is a ∗-subalgebra P ⊂ M, then it is known that EΦ is a

P-bimodule map that is a contraction with respect to the operator norm. This implies that
EΦ must be a conditional expectation onto P. Let eP be the projection from L2(M, τ) onto
L2(P, τ). Then we have that

R(F−1(ÊΦ)F
−1(ÊΦ)

∗) = eP .

In particular, if M (Φ) = N , we have that R(F−1(ÊΦ)F
−1(ÊΦ)

∗) = e1.

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

Definition 3.4 (Convolutive Support Projection). Suppose x ∈ M′ ∩M2. The convolutive
support projection CS(x) is defined to be

CS(x) =
∨

k≥1,ǫ1,...,ǫk∈{1, }

R(xǫ1 ∗ · · · ∗ xǫk),

where xǫ = x if ǫ = 1 and xǫ = x if ǫ = . We say x is connected if CS(x) = 1. We denote

by CS0(x) =
∨

k≥1

R(x(∗k)).

Remark 3.5. We have that R(x) ≤ CS0(x) ≤ CS(x) ≤ 1 if x is positive. If N ⊂ M is
irreducible, then CS(x) is a biprojection by [12, Proposition 3.2].

Remark 3.6. Suppose G is an undirected graph and AG is its adjacent matrix. By considering
the inclusion C ⊂ Cn, where n = |G|, the cardinality of G, we have that AG ∈ N ′ ∩M1 and
F(AG) is positive. Moreover, CS(F(AG)) = 1 if and only if G is connected.

Remark 3.7. Suppose Φ is a bimodule quantum channel. We have that R(ÊΦ) ≤ CS0(Φ̂).

We recall the relative irreducibility of a bimodule map introduced in [9].

Definition 3.8 (Relative Irreducibility). Suppose N ⊆ M is a finite inclusion of von Neu-
mann algebras and Φ: M → M is bimodule positive map. We say Φ is relatively irreducible
if for any projection p ∈ M and positive number c > 0 satisfying Φ(p) ≤ cp, we have that
p ∈ N .

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

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

Proposition 3.10 (Proposition 5.12 in [9]). Suppose that Φ is a relatively irreducible bimodule
quantum channel and N is a factor. If there exists a non-zero positive element x ∈ M such
that Φ(x) ≤ x or Φ(x) ≥ x, then Φ(x) = x.

Furthermore, Theorem 5.10 in [9] states that

Proposition 3.11. Suppose N ⊆ M is a finite inclusion of finite von Neumann algebras
and Φ is a relatively irreducible bimodule quantum channel. Suppose N is a factor. Then the
eigenvalues of Φ with modulus 1 form a finite cyclic subgroup Γ of the unit circle U(1). The
fixed points space M (Φ) = N . For each α ∈ Γ, there exists a unitary uα ∈ M (Φ, α) = {x ∈
M : Φ(x) = αx} such that M (Φ, α) = uαN = Nuα.
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Lemma 3.12. Suppose Φ is an N -bimodule quantum channel. Suppose that there exists a
faithful normal state ρ on M such that Φ is equilibrium with respect to ρ. Then x ∈ M (Φ)
if and only if

xΦ̂1/2e1e2 = Φ̂1/2e1e2x.

Consequently, M (Φ) is a von Neumann subalgebra.

Proof. Suppose that x ∈ M (Φ). By the Kadison-Schwarz inequality, Φ(x∗x) ≥ Φ(x)∗Φ(x) =

x∗x. Since ρ(Φ(x∗x)− x∗x) = 0, we have Φ(x∗x) = x∗x as ρ is faithful. Let y = xΦ̂1/2e1e2 −
Φ̂1/2e1e2x. Then

τ(EM(y∗y)) =τ
(
EM

(
(xΦ̂1/2e1e2 − Φ̂1/2e1e2x)

∗(xΦ̂1/2e1e2 − Φ̂1/2e1e2x)
))

=λ3/2τ(Φ(x∗x)) + λ3/2τ(xx∗Φ(1))− λ3/2τ(x∗Φ(x))− λ3/2τ(xΦ(x∗))

≤λ3/2τ(x∗x) + λ3/2τ(xx∗)− λ3/2τ(x∗x)− λ3/2τ(xx∗)

=0.

Hence EM(y∗y) = 0. By the Pimsner-Popa inequality, y = 0. Note that x∗ ∈ M (Φ). We see

that x∗Φ̂1/2e1e2 = Φ̂1/2e1e2x
∗. This implies that e2e1Φ̂

1/2x = xe2e1Φ̂
1/2.

Suppose that x ∈ M and xΦ̂1/2e1e2 = Φ̂1/2e1e2x. We see that Φ(x) = x by multiplying

e2e1Φ̂
1/2 from the left hand side and taking the conditional expectation EM. �

Remark 3.13. It is known that when Φ is equilibrium with respect to a normal faithful state
ρ, we have M (Φ) ⊆ N (Φ). In Theorem 4.18, the equilibrium of a bimodule quantum channel
will be generalized to bimodule equilibrium.

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

CS(Φ̂)xe1e2 = CS(Φ̂)e1xe2.

Proof. Suppose that x ∈ M (Φ). We have that x∗ ∈ M (Φ). By Lemma 3.12, we have

xΦ̂1/2e1e2 = Φ̂1/2e1e2x, i.e. xF−1(Φ̂1/2) = F−1(Φ̂1/2)x. By considering the adjoint, we have

that xF−1(Φ̂1/2)∗ = F−1(Φ̂1/2)∗x. Multiplying F−1(Φ̂1/2), F−1(Φ̂1/2)∗ multiple times, we obtain
that

xF−1(Φ̂1/2)ǫ1 · · ·F−1(Φ̂1/2)ǫk = F−1(Φ̂1/2)ǫ1 · · ·F−1(Φ̂1/2)ǫkx, k ∈ N, ǫ1, . . . , ǫk ∈ {1, ∗}.
By Lemma 2.1, we see that

(Φ̂ǫ1/2 ∗ · · · ∗ Φ̂ǫk/2)xe1e2 = (Φ̂ǫ1/2 ∗ · · · ∗ Φ̂ǫk/2)e1xe2, k ∈ N, ǫ1, . . . , ǫk ∈ {1, }.
Hence CS(Φ̂1/2)xe1e2 = CS(Φ̂1/2)e1xe2. Note that CS(Φ̂1/2) = CS(Φ̂). We have CS(Φ̂)xe1e2 =

CS(Φ̂)e1xe2.

Suppose that CS(Φ̂)xe1e2 = CS(Φ̂)e1xe2. Then we obtain that Φ̂xe1e2 = Φ̂e1xe2. Multi-
plying e2e1 from the left hand side and taking the conditional expectation EM, we see that
Φ(x) = x, i.e x ∈ M (Φ). �
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Remark 3.15. Suppose Φ is an N -bimodule quantum channel equilibirum with respect to a
faithful normal state ρ on M and x ∈ M (Φ). We have that Φ∗(x) = Φ∗(1)x and

ÊΦxe1e2 = ÊΦe1xe2.

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

(1) CS(Φ̂) = 1;

(2) ÊΦ is invertible,

then M (Φ) = N .

Proof. If one of the above conditions holds, we have that xe1e2 = e1xe2 for any x ∈ M (Φ)
by Proposition 3.14 and Remark 3.15. This implies that x ∈ N . Therefore M (Φ) = N . �

4. Bimodule Equilibrium and Bimodule GNS Symmetry

In this section, we shall introduce bimodule equilibrium and bimodule GNS symmetris.
Suppose ρ is a normal faithful state on M. Let Ωρ be the separating and cyclic vector in the
GNS representation Hilbert space L2(M, ρ).
Let Sρ,τ be the relative modular operator defined by Sρ,τxΩ = x∗Ωρ for any x ∈ M. Let

Sρ,τ = J∆
1/2
ρ , where ∆ρ is affiliated to M. Let σρ

t be the modular automorphism, t ∈ R. If
there is no confusion, we denote σ

ρ
t by σt for simplicity.

The state ρ is canonically lifted to M1 by ρ◦EM. The relative modular operator of ρ◦EM

with respect to τ1 is just ∆ρ, which is viewed as an operator affiliated with M1.
The modular operator ∆ρ is an unbounded operator in general. In the bimodule case, we

shall consider the operator ∆̂ρ defined as follows. We shall assume that the modular operator
is compatible with basic construction, namely e1 ∈ Dom(σρ

−i). Under this assumption, define

∆̂ρ = λ−1/2F(EN ′(σ−i(e1))).

We have that EN ′(∆ρe1∆
−1
ρ ) ∈ N ′ ∩M1 is bounded. Hence ∆̂ρ ∈ M′ ∩M2 is bounded.

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

∆̂ρ = λ−1/2F(∆ρe1∆
−1
ρ ).

If ρ|N = τ , we have that ∆ρe1 = e1∆ρ. This implies that ∆̂ρ = 1. If N = C and ρ is a
normal faithful state on M, then ρ is a hyper-trace on M over N . In this case,

∆̂ρ = λ−2
EM′(∆ρe1∆

−1
ρ e2e1),
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depicted as

∆ρ ∆−1
ρ .

The contragredient ∆̂ρ = λ−2EM′(∆−1
ρ e1∆ρe2e1) is depicted as

∆−1
ρ

∆ρ .

Lemma 4.2. Suppose ρ is a normal faithful state on M and e1 ∈ Dom(σ−i). Then x ∈
Dom(σ−i) for any x ∈ N ′ ∩M1.

Proof. For any y ∈ M′ ∩M2, we have that

yσ−i(e1)Ω1 = y∆ρe1∆
−1
ρ Ω1 = y∆ρe1∆

−1
ρ e2Ω1 = ∆ρF

−1(y)∆−1
ρ Ω1.

This implies that ∆ρF
−1(y)∆−1

ρ is bounded and F−1(y) ∈ Dom(σ−i). Note that F is a unitary
transform from N ′∩M1 onto M′∩M2. We see that x ∈ Dom(σ−i) for any x ∈ N ′∩M1. �

Lemma 4.3. We have that

∆̂ρ = λ−2
EM′(∆1/2

ρ e1e2∆
−1
ρ e2e1∆

1/2
ρ ) ≥ e2.

in M′ ∩M2. Moreover e2∆̂ρ = ∆̂ρe2 = e2.

Proof. We denote σρ
−i(e1) by ∆ρe1∆

−1
ρ . Note that since e1 ∈ Dom(∆ρ), it is also in Dom(∆

1/2
ρ ).

∆̂ρ =λ−2
EM′(EN ′(∆ρe1∆

−1
ρ )e2e1)

=λ−2
EM′(∆ρe1∆

−1
ρ e2e1)

=λ−2
EM′(∆1/2

ρ e1e2∆
−1
ρ e2e1∆

1/2
ρ ).

Note that

λ2e2 = EM′(∆1/2
ρ e1e2∆

−1/2
ρ )EM′(∆−1/2

ρ e2e1∆
1/2
ρ ) ≤ EM′(∆1/2

ρ e1e2∆
−1
ρ e2e1∆

1/2
ρ ).

and

EM′(∆1/2
ρ e1e2∆

−1
ρ e2e1∆

1/2
ρ )e2 =λEM′(∆1/2

ρ e1e2∆
−1
ρ e2∆

1/2
ρ )

=λEM′(e1e2)

=λ2e2.

This completes the proof of the lemma. �

Lemma 4.4. We have that ∆̂ρ is invertible.
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Proof. Suppose p is a projection in M′ ∩ M2 such that p∆̂ρ = 0. Then we have that

p∆
1/2
ρ e1e2∆

−1
ρ e2e1∆

1/2
ρ p = 0. This implies that p∆

1/2
ρ e1e2∆

−1/2
ρ = 0 and p∆

1/2
ρ e1e2 = 0.

Multiplying e1, we obtain that p∆
1/2
ρ e1 = 0. By taking the conditional expectation EM1

, we

see that EM1
(p)∆

1/2
ρ e1 = 0. Note that EM1

(p) ∈ M′∩M1 and ∆
1/2
ρ is invertible. We see that

EM1
(p)e1 = 0. Applying the Pimsner-Popa basis {ηj}mj=1, we see that EM1

(p) = 0. Finally,

we see that p = 0. Hence ∆̂ρ is invertible. �

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

Theorem 4.5. Suppose that Φ is a bimodule quantum channel and ρ is a faithful normal
state on M such that e1 ∈ Dom(σ−i). Then Φ is equilibrium with respect to ρ if and only if

EM(e2e1∆̂ρΦ̂e1e2) = λ5/2 and

e2e1Φ̂∆ρe1∆
−1
ρ Ω1 = e2e1Φ̂∆̂ρe1Ω1.

Proof. Suppose that x ∈ M. We have that

〈EM(e2e1Φ̂xe1e2)∆
1/2
ρ Ω1,∆

1/2
ρ Ω1〉 = λ5/2〈x∆1/2

ρ Ω1,∆
1/2
ρ Ω1〉.

Note that e2∆
1/2
ρ Ω1 = ∆

1/2
ρ Ω1. We see that

λ〈e2e1Φ̂xe1∆1/2
ρ Ω1,∆

1/2
ρ Ω1〉 = λ5/2〈x∆1/2

ρ Ω1,∆
1/2
ρ Ω1〉.

By taking Fourier transform, we have that

〈F−1(Φ̂)xe1∆
1/2
ρ Ω1,∆

1/2
ρ Ω1〉 = λ〈x∆1/2

ρ Ω1,∆
1/2
ρ Ω1〉.

Now we have that ∫
F−1(Φ̂)xe1∆ρdτ

′
1 = λ

∫
x∆ρdτ

′
1,

where τ ′1 = J1τJ1 and

∫
·dτ1 is the trace-like functional on the Banach space L1(M1). By

the fact that e1 ∈ Dom(σ−i), we have that
∫

F−1(Φ̂)x∆ρσi(e1)dτ
′
1 = λ

∫
x∆ρdτ

′
1.

Hence for any x̃ ∈ L1(M), we have that
∫

F−1(Φ̂)x̃σi(e1)dτ
′
1 = λ

∫
x̃dτ ′1.

Now we have that ∫
F−1(Φ̂)x̃EN ′(σi(e1))dτ

′
1 = λ

∫
x̃dτ ′1.
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By taking conditional expectation EM, we have that∫
EM(EN ′(σi(e1))F

−1(Φ̂))x̃dτ ′1 = λ

∫
x̃dτ ′1.

This implies that

EM(EN ′(σi(e1))F
−1(Φ̂)) = λ. (4)

and

EM(σi(e1)F
−1(Φ̂)) = EM(EN ′(σi(e1))F

−1(Φ̂)). (5)

By the computation, we have that the Equations (4) and (5) imply that Φ is equilibrium
with respect to ρ.
Note that Equation (4) is equivalent to

e2e1F
−1(EN ′(σi(e1)))Φ̂e1e2 = λ2e2,

i.e. e2e1∆̂ρΦ̂e1e2 = λ3/2e2 and this is equivalent to the first condition. By taking Fourier
transform, we see that Equation (5) is equivalent to the second condition. This completes
the proof of the theorem. �

Remark 4.6. In Theorem 4.5, the first condition EM(e2e1∆̂ρΦ̂e1e2) = λ3/2 is more attractive
to us. It is equivalent to the following statements:

(1) EM(e2e1Φ̂∆̂ρe1e2) = λ5/2;

(2) EM(EN ′(σi(e1))F
−1(Φ̂)) = λ1/2;

(3) EM(F−1(Φ̂)EN ′(σ−i(e1))) = λ1/2;

(4) EM(e2e1∆̂ρF
−1(Φ̂)) = λ;

(5) EM1
(Φ̂∆̂ρ) = λ1/2.

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

Corollary 4.7. Suppose that Φ is a bimodule quantum channel and ρ is a hyper-trace
on M such that e1 ∈ Dom(σ−i). Then Φ is equilibrium with respect to ρ if and only if

EM(e2e1∆̂ρΦ̂e1e2) = λ5/2.

Proof. If ρ is a hyper-trace, then ∆ρ ∈ N ′∩M. By Theorem 4.5, we see that Φ is equilibrium

with respect to ρ if and only if EM(e2e1∆̂ρΦ̂e1e2) = λ5/2. �

By Theorem 4.5, we shall generalize the equilibrium of a quantum channel to bimodule
equilibrium as follows.

Definition 4.8 (Bimodule Equilibrium). Suppose Φ is a contractive bimodule completely

positive map and ∆̂ ∈ M′ ∩ M2 is positive such that ∆̂e2 = e2. We say Φ is bimodule
equilibrium to ∆̂ if

EM(e2e1∆̂Φ̂e1e2) = λ5/2.
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Remark 4.9. The bimodule equilibrium is weaker than the equilibrium for a bimodule quan-
tum channel in general. Suppose Φ is equilibrium with respect to a faithful normal state ρ

and e1 ∈ Dom(σ−i). By Theorem 4.5, we see that Φ is bimodule equilibrium with respect to

∆̂ρ.

Remark 4.10. A possible definition for bimodule equilibrium is that EM(e2e1∆̂
1/2Φ̂∆̂1/2e1e2) =

λ5/2. However, this assumption does not imply that the fixed point space of Φ is a von Neu-
mann algebra.

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

(1) EM(e2e1Φ̂∆̂e1e2) = λ5/2;

(2) EM(F−1(∆̂)F−1(Φ̂)) = λ1/2;

(3) EM(F−1(Φ̂)F−1(∆̂)) = λ1/2;

(4) EM(e2e1∆̂F−1(Φ̂)) = λ;

(5) EM1
(Φ̂∆̂) = λ1/2.

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

Φ̂

∆̂
= 1.

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

∆ρ ∆−1
ρ

Φ̂

= 1.

Let BE(Φ) be the set given by

BE(Φ) =
{
0 ≤ ∆̂ ∈ M′ ∩M2 : ∆̂e2 = e2,EM(e2e1∆̂Φ̂e1e2) = λ5/2

}
.

It is clear that BE(Φ) is a convex set.

Example 4.13. Consider the inclusion N = C and M = C3. We define a quantum channel
Φ : M → M by Φ(Ek) = Ek+1, where k = 1, 2, 3 mod 3. We determine the convex set BE(Φ)

and the extreme points of its closure. The Fourier multiplier of Φ is Φ̂ =
√
3

3∑

j=1

Ej+1,j+1 ⊗

Ej,j. The coefficient matrix of Φ̂ is
√
3



0 0 1
1 0 0
0 1 0


. Now let ∆̂ ∈ M′ ∩ M2 be an element
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with coefficient matrix




1 d12 d13
d21 1 d23
d31 d32 1


. Then ∆̂e2 = e2 and it is positive if the off-diagonal

elements in the coefficient matrix are positive. The coefficient matrix of
Φ̂

∆̂
is given by the

diagonal part of




1 d12 d13
d21 1 d23
d31 d32 1



T 

0 0 1
1 0 0
0 1 0


 =



d21 d31 1
1 d32 d12
d23 1 d13


. Thus ∆̂ ∈ BE(Φ) if and

only if d21 = d32 = d13 = 1 and all other dij are positive. We thus obtain

BE(Φ) =








1 d12 1
1 1 d23
d31 1 1



∣∣∣∣∣d12, d23, d31 ≥ 0



 .

The only extreme point of the closure BE(Φ) is



1 0 1
1 1 0
0 1 1


 =

1√
3
Φ̂ + e2. Notice this set is

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

Ψ with Ψ̂ = Φ̂ + Φ̂. The coefficient matrix of Ψ̂ is



0 1 1
1 0 1
1 1 0


, and the coefficient of ∆̂ that

satisfies the bimodule equilibrium condition for Ψ must satisfies




1 d12 d13
d21 1 d23
d31 d32 1



T


0 1 1
1 0 1
1 1 0


 =



1 ∗ ∗
∗ 1 ∗
∗ ∗ 1


 ,

which amounts to d21 + d31 = d12 + d32 = d13 + d23 = 1. Thus we obtain:

BE(Ψ) =








1 d12 1− d23
1− d31 1 d23
d31 1− d12 1



∣∣∣∣∣1 ≥ d12, d23, d31 ≥ 0



 .

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

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

(1) When is BE(Φ) compact or equivalently bounded?
(2) If BE(Φ) is compact, can we characterize its extreme points?
(3) Suppose M (Φ) is a von Neumann algebra. Is BE(Φ) = ∅ true?
(4) Does there exist an N -bimodule quantum channel Φ : M → M such that there is no

faithful normal states on M invariant under Φ, but we still have BE(Φ) 6= ∅?
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Remark 4.15. For a bimodule quantum channel Φ with Φ̂e2 = 0 and EM(e2e1Φ̂Φ̂e1e2) =

λ5/2, take ∆̂ = Φ̂ + e2 we find that ∆̂e2 = e2 and ∆̂Φ̂ = Φ̂Φ̂. Thus ∆̂ ∈ BE(Φ).
Remark 4.16. Suppose N ⊂ M is irreducible. Then Φ is bimodule equilibrium with respect

to any positive ∆̂ ∈ M′ ∩M2 with τ2(∆̂Φ̂) = λ1/2 and ∆̂e2 = e2.

Example 4.17. Suppose that N ⊂ M is irreducible and p ∈ M′∩M2 is a minimal projection

such that p 6= p. This implies that p 6= e2. Let Φ̂ = κp + κ−1p such that κ + κ−1 =
λ1/2

τ2(p)
.

This implies that Φ is a bimodule quantum channel. By taking ∆̂ = e2 + κ2p+ κ−2p, we have
that

λ−5/2
EM(e2e1∆̂Φ̂e1e2) = λ−5/2

EM(e2e1Φ̂e1e2) = 1.

We see that Φ is bimodule equilibrium with respect to ∆̂. Suppose that N ⊂ M comes from
the Haagerup fusion category described in Section 2.4. Then Φ̂ can be taken as κpα+κ−1pα2.

Theorem 4.18. Suppose Φ is a bimodule quantum channel bimodule equilibrium with respect

to ∆̂. Then x ∈ M (Φ) if and only if

xΦ̂1/2e1e2 = Φ̂1/2e1e2x.

Consequently, M (Φ) is a von Neumann subalgebra.

Proof. Suppose that x ∈ M (Φ). By Kadison-Schwarz inequality, Φ(x∗x) ≥ Φ(x)∗Φ(x) = x∗x.

We shall consider the item 〈(Φ(x∗x)− x∗x)Ω1, ∆̂e1Ω1〉 and show it is equal to 0. Note that

〈Φ(x∗x)Ω1, ∆̂e1Ω1〉 =λ−3/2〈e2e1x∗xΦ̂e1e2Ω1, ∆̂e1Ω1〉

=λ−1〈e1x∗xΩ1, e2F
−1(∆̂)Φ̂e1e2Ω1〉

=λ−1〈e1x∗xΩ1, e2e1∆̂Φ̂e1e2Ω1〉
=〈e1x∗xΩ1,Ω1〉.

On the other hand, we have that

〈x∗xΩ1, ∆̂e1Ω1〉 = 〈x∗xΩ1, e1Ω1〉
and

〈(Φ(x∗x)− x∗x)Ω1, ∆̂e1Ω1〉 =〈(Φ(x∗x)− x∗x)Ω1, e1Ω1〉
=λ〈(Φ(x∗x)− x∗x)Ω1,Ω1〉 ≥ 0,

by using the fact that ∆̂e2 = e2. Combining the equalities, we have that

〈(Φ(x∗x)− x∗x)Ω1,Ω1〉 = 0.

We now have Φ(x∗x) = x∗x. The rest follows from the argument in Lemma 3.12. �
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Remark 4.19. Theorem 4.18 gives a weaker condition to see that the fixed point space M (Φ)
of a bimodule quantum channel is a von Neumann algebra.

Proposition 4.20. Suppose Φ is an N -bimodule quantum channel bimodule equilibirum with
respect to ∆̂ ∈ M′ ∩M2. Then x ∈ M (Φ) if and only if

CS(Φ̂)xe1e2 = CS(Φ̂)e1xe2.

Proof. It follows from Proposition 3.14. �

Remark 4.21. Suppose Φ is a bimodule quantum channel bimodule equilibirum with respect

to ∆̂ ∈ M′ ∩M2. If one of the following holds:

(1) CS(Φ̂) = 1;

(2) ÊΦ is invertible,

then M (Φ) = N .

Let M (Φ, α) = {x ∈ M : Φ(x) = αx}. By using bimodule equilibrium, Theorem 5.7 in [9]
will have the following form.

Theorem 4.22. Suppose N ⊆ M is a finite inclusion of finite von Neumann algebra and Φ

is a bimodule quantum channel bimodule equilibrium to 0 ≤ ∆̂ ∈ M′ ∩ M2 with ∆̂e2 = e2.
Then the following statements hold.

(i) M (Φ, α)∗ = M (Φ, α) for any α ∈ σ(Φ) ∩ U(1), where U(1) is the unit circle;
(ii) M (Φ, α1)M (Φ, α2) ⊆ M (Φ, α1α2) for any α1, α2 ∈ σ(Φ) ∩ U(1);

In particular, M (Φ, α)M (Φ, α) is a ∗- subalgebra of M (Φ, 1);
We further assume M (Φ) is a factor.

(iii) The set Γ := σ(Φ) ∩ U(1) is a finite cyclic group;
(iv) Then there exists a unitary uα ∈ M (Φ, α), α ∈ Γ, such that

M (Φ, α) = uαM (Φ, 1) = M (Φ, 1)uα.

Moreover, M (Φ, α)n = M (Φ, αn), n ∈ N. In particular, M (Φ, α)|Γ| = M (Φ, 1), where
|Γ| is the order of the finite cyclic group Γ. This implies that M (Φ, α) is invertible
M (Φ)-M (Φ)-bimodule, and the eigenspaces form a bimodule category which is a unitary
fusion category.

Suppose that Φ is a bimodule quantum channel equilibrium with respect to a faithful
noraml state ρ. Then Φ2 is also equilibrium with respect to ρ. However if Φ is bimodule

equilibrium with respect to ∆̂, we do not have Φ2 bimodule equilibrium with respect to ∆̂ in
general. Rotating the condition for bimodule equilibrium, we have that

Φ̂ ∆̂ = .

This suggests following a stronger version of bimodule equilibrium.
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Definition 4.23 (Strong Bimodule Equilibrium). Suppose that Φ is a bimodule quantum

channel and 0 ≤ ∆̂ ∈ M′∩M2 with ∆̂e2 = e2. We say Φ is strong bimodule equilibrium with

respect to ∆̂ if

Φ̂ ∗ ∆̂ = ∆̂.

Remark 4.24. Suppose Φ is a quantum bimodule channel strong bimodule equilibrium with

respect to ∆̂. Then Φ is bimodule equilibrium with respect to ∆̂ and Φ2 is bimodule equilibrium

with respect to ∆̂.

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

ρ(y∗Φ(x)) = ρ(Φ(y)∗x), x, y ∈ M. (6)

In this case, we also say that the quantum channel Φ is GNS-symmetry with respect to ρ.

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

Φ(σt(x)) = σt(Φ(x)), t ∈ R.

Proof. Suppose that x ∈ Dom(σ−i). By Equation (6), we have that for any M,

〈Sρ,τΦ(x)
∗Ω, Sρ,τy

∗Ω〉 = 〈Sρ,τx
∗Ω, Sρ,τΦ(y)

∗Ω〉.
and

〈∆1/2
ρ Φ(x)∗Ω,∆1/2

ρ y∗Ω〉 = 〈∆1/2
ρ x∗Ω,∆1/2

ρ Φ(y)∗Ω〉.
Replacing x by σ−i(x), we obtain that

ρ(Φ(σ−i(x))
∗y) =〈∆1/2

ρ Φ(∆ρx∆
−1
ρ )∗Ω,∆1/2

ρ y∗Ω〉
=〈∆−1/2

ρ x∗∆ρΩ,∆
1/2
ρ Φ(y)∗Ω〉

=〈∆1/2
ρ Φt(y)Ω,∆

1/2
ρ xΩ〉

=〈∆1/2
ρ yΩ,∆

1/2
ρ Φt(x)Ω〉

=〈Φ(x)∗∆1/2
ρ Ω, y∗∆1/2

ρ Ω〉
=ρ(yΦ(x)∗).

This implies that Φt(x) ∈ Dom(σ−i) and Φ(σ−i(x)) = σ−iΦ(x). Suppose that x is analytic
with respect to σ. We have that Φ(σ−im(x)) = σ−imΦ(x) for any m ∈ Z, where Z is the set
of all integers. Therefore, Φ(σt(x)) = σtΦ(x) for any t ∈ R. Note that the set of analytic
elements is weakly dense in M. We have that Φ(σt(x)) = σtΦ(x) for any t ∈ R and x ∈ M.
This completes the computation. �

In the following, we shall characterize the detailed balance condition in terms of Fourier
multiplier.
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Theorem 4.26. Suppose Φ is a bimodule quantum channel and ρ is a normal faithful state
on M such that e1 ∈ Dom(σ−i). Then Φ satisfies the ρ-detailed balance condition if and only

if Φ̂ = Φ̂∆̂ρ and

R(Φ̂)∆−1
ρ e1∆ρΩ1 = R(Φ̂)∆̂ρe1Ω1. (7)

Proof. The ρ-detailed balance condition (6) implies that

〈Sρ,τΦ(x)
∗Ω, Sρ,τy

∗Ω〉 = 〈Sρ,τx
∗Ω, Sρ,τΦ(y)

∗Ω〉.
Reformulating it, we obtain that

〈Φ(x)∆1/2
ρ Ω, y∆1/2

ρ Ω〉 = 〈x∆1/2
ρ Ω,Φ(y)∆1/2

ρ Ω〉.
In terms of the Fourier multiplier of Φt, we see that

〈EM(e2e1Φ̂xe1e2)∆
1/2
ρ Ω, y∆1/2

ρ Ω〉 = 〈x∆1/2
ρ Ω,EM(e2e1Φ̂ye1e2)∆

1/2
ρ Ω〉.

Now by removing the conditional expectation EM, we have that

〈e2e1Φ̂xe1e2∆1/2
ρ Ω1, y∆

1/2
ρ Ω1〉 = 〈x∆1/2

ρ Ω1, e2e1Φ̂ye1e2∆
1/2
ρ Ω1〉.

Note that e2Ω1 = Ω1. We have that

〈e1Φ̂xe1∆1/2
ρ Ω1, y∆

1/2
ρ Ω1〉 = 〈∆1/2

ρ Ω1, x
∗e1yΦ̂e1∆

1/2
ρ Ω1〉.

Rewriting it in M1, we obtain that

〈F−1(Φ̂)∗xe1∆
1/2
ρ Ω1, y∆

1/2
ρ Ω1〉 = 〈∆1/2

ρ Ω1, x
∗e1yF

−1(Φ̂)∆1/2
ρ Ω1〉.

By shifting e1, we have that

〈F−1(Φ̂)∗x∆1/2
ρ Ω1, yσ−i(e1)∆

1/2
ρ Ω1〉 = 〈∆1/2

ρ Ω1, x
∗e1yF

−1(Φ̂)∆1/2
ρ Ω1〉.

By the fact that Φ̂e1e2 = λ1/2F−1(Φ̂)e2, i.e. Lemma 2.1, we see that

〈Φ̂e1x∆1/2
ρ Ω1, yσ−i(e1)∆

1/2
ρ Ω1〉 = 〈∆1/2

ρ Ω1, x
∗e1yΦ̂e1∆

1/2
ρ Ω1〉. (8)

By taking the conditional expectation EN ′ , we have that

〈Φ̂y∗e1x∆1/2
ρ Ω1,EN ′(σ−i(e1))∆

1/2
ρ Ω1〉 = 〈∆1/2

ρ Ω1, x
∗e1yΦ̂e1∆

1/2
ρ Ω1〉. (9)

Combining Equations (8) and (9), we see that

Φ̂σ−i(e1)∆
1/2
ρ Ω1 = Φ̂EN ′(σ−i(e1))∆

1/2
ρ Ω1 = Φ̂∆̂ρe1∆

1/2
ρ Ω1 = Φ̂e1Ω1.

This implies that

Φ̂σ−i(e1)e2 = Φ̂EN ′(σ−i(e1))e2 = Φ̂∆̂ρe1e2 = Φ̂e1e2.
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This indicates that the condition (7) holds. Note that Φ̂∆̂ρe1e2 = Φ̂e1e2 implies that Φ̂∆̂ρe1 =

Φ̂e1 Applying the Pimsner-Popa basis, we see that Φ̂∆̂ρ = Φ̂. By taking contragredient, we
obtain that

Φ̂ = Φ̂∆̂ρ.

Suppose Φ̂ = Φ̂∆̂ρ. By the previous computation, we see that

〈Φ̂y∗e1x∆1/2
ρ Ω1,EN ′(σ−i(e1))∆

1/2
ρ Ω1〉 = 〈∆1/2

ρ Ω1, x
∗e1yΦ̂e1∆

1/2
ρ Ω1〉.

By the fact that Equation (7) holds, we see that Φ satisfies ρ-detailed balance condition. �

Remark 4.27. Suppose that Φ is GNS symmetry with respect to a normal faithful normal

state ρ with e1 ∈ Dom(σ−i). If Φ̂ is invertible, by Theorem 4.26, we have that σi(e1) =

F−1(∆̂ρ)
∗.

Proposition 4.28. Suppose Φ is a bimodule quantum channel and ρ is a hyper-trace on M
over N such that e1 ∈ Dom(σ−i). Then Φ satisfies ρ-detailed balance condition if and only if

Φ̂ = Φ̂∆̂ρ.

Proof. Note that ρ is hyper-trace. We have that ∆ρe1∆
−1
ρ = EN ′(∆ρe1∆

−1
ρ ). By Theorem

4.26, we see that the proposition holds. �

Remark 4.29. Suppose Φ is a bimodule quantum channel and ρ is a hyper-trace on M with

e1 ∈ Dom(σ−i). Then the ρ-detailed balance condition Φ̂ = Φ̂∆̂ρ, which is depicted as

Φ̂ =
∆−1

ρ ∆ρ

Φ̂
.

Proposition 4.30. Suppose Φ is a bimodule quantum channel and ρ is a normal faithful
state on M with e1 ∈ Dom(σ−i). Then Φ satisfies the ρ-detailed balance condition if and only

if Φ̂ = Φ̂∆̂ρ and

∆−1
ρ F−1(Φ̂)∆ρΩ1 = ∆̂ρF

−1(Φ̂)Ω1. (10)

Proof. Suppose Φ satisfies the ρ-detailed balance condition. Then

Φ̂∆−1
ρ e1∆ρΩ1 = Φ̂∆̂ρe1Ω1.

Applying Lemma 2.1, we see that Equation (10) holds.
Suppose that Equation (10) holds. We see that Φ satisfies the ρ-detailed balance condition.

�

Remark 4.31. By Proposition 4.30, we see that σi(F
−1(Φ̂)) ∈ N ′ ∩ M1. Note that we do

not know if σ−i(e1) ∈ N ′ ∩M1.
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Corollary 4.32. Suppose Φ is a bimodule quantum channel satisfying the ρ-detailed balance
condition, where ρ is a normal faithful state on M with e1 ∈ Dom(σ−i). Then

Φ̂∆̂ρ = ∆̂ρΦ̂, Φ̂∆̂ρ = ∆̂ρΦ̂.

Proof. By the fact that Φ̂ = Φ̂∆̂ρ, we see that Φ̂∆̂ρ = ∆̂ρΦ̂ and Φ̂ = ∆̂−1
ρ Φ̂. This implies that

∆̂−1
ρ Φ̂ = Φ̂∆̂−1

ρ . Hence Φ̂∆̂ρ = ∆̂ρΦ̂. This completes the proof of the corollary. �

Now we suggest the following definition of detailed balanced condition for bimodule quan-
tum channels.

Definition 4.33 (Bimodule Detailed Balance Condition). Suppose Φ is a bimodule quantum

channel, ∆̂ ∈ M′ ∩ M2 is strictly positive and ∆̂e2 = e2. We say Φ satisfies the bimodule

detailed balance condition with respect to ∆̂ if

Φ̂ = Φ̂∆̂.

We also say that Φ satisfies the bimodule GNS symmetry with respect to ∆̂.

Remark 4.34. Suppose Φ is a bimodule quantum channel bimodule GNS symmetry with

respect to ∆̂ ∈ M′ ∩ M2, which is strictly positive and ∆̂e2 = e2. Then Φ is bimodule

equilibrium with respect to ∆̂.

Remark 4.35. If R(Φ̂) 6= R(Φ̂), we see that Φ is not bimodule GNS symmetry to any strictly

positive ∆̂ ∈ M′ ∩M2 with ∆̂e2 = e2.

Remark 4.36. Suppose that N ⊂ M is irreducible and R(Φ̂) = R(Φ̂). By taking ∆̂ =

Φ̂Φ̂
−1

+1−R(Φ̂), we see that Φ is bimodule GNS symmetry with respect to ∆̂. In Example 4.17,

we have that Φ is bimodule GNS symmetry with respect to ∆̂ = e2+κ2p+κ−2p+s(1−e2−p−p),

s > 0, where Φ̂ = κp + κ−1p, p 6= p and κ + κ−1 =
λ1/2

τ2(p)
. Note that ∆̂ is not in the ideal

ze2M′ ∩M2. There is no faithful normal state ρ with e1 ∈ Dom(σi) such that ∆̂ = ∆̂ρ.

Proposition 4.37. Suppose Φ is a bimodule quantum channel bimodule GNS symmetry with

respect to ∆̂ ∈ M′ ∩M2, which is strictly positive and ∆̂e2 = e2. Then we have that

(1) Φ̂∆̂ = ∆̂Φ̂.

(2) Φ̂∆̂ = ∆̂Φ̂.

(3) Φ̂Φ̂ = Φ̂Φ̂.

(4) R(Φ̂)∆̂∆̂ = R(Φ̂)∆̂∆̂ = R(Φ̂).

Proof. (1) follows from ∆̂Φ̂ = Φ̂
∗

= Φ̂ = Φ̂∆̂. (2) follows the same argument applied to

Φ̂∆̂−1 = Φ̂. (3) follows from Φ̂Φ̂ = Φ̂Φ̂∆̂ = Φ̂∆̂Φ̂ = Φ̂Φ̂. For (4), note that we have

Φ̂∆̂∆̂ = ∆̂Φ̂∆̂ = ∆̂Φ̂ = Φ̂.
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Also, Φ̂∆̂∆̂ = Φ̂∆̂ = Φ̂. Thus the conclusion follows. �

Proposition 4.38. Suppose that Φ is a bimodule quantum channel and ρ is a normal faithful
state on M such that e1 ∈ Dom(σ−i). Then we have that Φ is bimodule GNS symmetry with

respect to ∆̂ρ.

Proof. It follows from Theorem 4.26. �

Remark 4.39. Suppose that ∆̂ = ∆ ∆−1 , for some strictly positive ∆ ∈ N ′ ∩M. Then

∆−1

Φ̂
=

∆−1

Φ̂

By taking convolution with Φ̂, we have that

(Φ̂ ∗ Φ̂)∆̂ = Φ̂ ∗ Φ̂.

This implies that Φ2 is bimodule GNS symmetry with respect to ∆̂. However, this is not true
in general.

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

〈JΦ(x)∗J∆1/2
ρ Ω, y∆1/2

ρ Ω〉 = 〈Jx∗J∆1/2
ρ Ω,Φ(y)∆1/2

ρ Ω〉,
whenever x, y ∈ M. In this section, we shall introduce bimodule KMS symmetry for bimodule
quantum channels. Let

∆̂ρ,1/2 = λ−1/2F(EN ′(∆1/2
ρ e1∆

−1/2
ρ )).

By a similar argument in Lemmas 4.3 and 4.4 , we have that

(1) ∆̂ρ,1/2 ∈ M′ ∩M2 is positive and ∆̂ρ,1/2e2 = e2.

(2) ∆̂ρ,1/2 is invertible.

Theorem 4.40. Suppose that Φ is a bimodule quantum channel and ρ is a normal faithful
state on M with e1 ∈ Dom(σ−i/2). Then Φ is KMS-symmetric with respect to ρ if and only

if Φ̂∆̂ρ,1/2 = ∆̂ρ,1/2Φ̂, R(Φ̂)∆̂−1
ρ,1/2 = R(Φ̂)∆̂ρ,1/2 and

R(Φ̂)∆−1/2
ρ e1∆

1/2
ρ Ω1 =R(Φ̂)∆̂ρ,1/2e1Ω1,

R(Φ̂)∆1/2
ρ e1∆

−1/2
ρ Ω1 =R(Φ̂)∆̂ρ,1/2e1Ω1.
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Equivalently

∆−1/2
ρ F−1(Φ̂)∆1/2

ρ Ω1 =∆̂ρ,1/2F
−1(Φ̂)∗Ω1,

∆1/2
ρ F−1(Φ̂)∗∆−1/2

ρ Ω1 =∆̂ρ,1/2F
−1(Φ̂)Ω1.

Proof. We will follow a similar argument in Theorem 4.26. For any x, y ∈ M, we have

〈∆1/2
ρ Φ(x)Ω1, y∆

1/2
ρ Ω1〉 = 〈∆1/2

ρ xΩ1,Φ(y)∆
1/2
ρ Ω1〉, (11)

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

〈∆1/2
ρ e1Φ̂xe1Ω1, y∆

1/2
ρ Ω1〉 = 〈∆1/2

ρ xΩ1, e1Φ̂ye1∆
1/2
ρ Ω1〉.

Assuming that x ∈ Dom(σ−i/2), we obtain that

〈y∗σ−i/2(e1)σ−i/2(x)∆
1/2
ρ Ω1,∆

1/2
ρ F−1(Φ̂)∗Ω1〉 = 〈y∗e1σ−i/2(x)∆

1/2
ρ Ω1, Φ̂e1∆

1/2
ρ Ω1〉.

Hence

〈y∗σ−i/2(e1)x∆
1/2
ρ Ω1,∆

1/2
ρ Φ̂e1Ω1〉 = 〈y∗e1x∆1/2

ρ Ω1, Φ̂e1∆
1/2
ρ Ω1〉.

By taking the conditional expectation EN ′ and the Fourier transform, we have that

〈y∗∆̂ρ,1/2e1x∆
1/2
ρ Ω1,∆

1/2
ρ Φ̂e1Ω1〉 = 〈y∗e1x∆1/2

ρ Ω1, Φ̂e1∆
1/2
ρ Ω1〉. (12)

Meanwhile, we have that

Φ̂σ−i/2(e1)e2 = Φ̂∆̂ρ,1/2e1e2. (13)

Similarly, we have that

〈y∗∆̂ρ,1/2e1x∆
1/2
ρ Ω1, Φ̂∆̂ρ,1/2e1∆

1/2
ρ Ω1〉 = 〈y∗e1x∆1/2

ρ Ω1, Φ̂e1∆
1/2
ρ Ω1〉.

By removing the inner product, we see that

∆̂ρ,1/2Φ̂∆̂ρ,1/2e1e2 = Φ̂e1e2.

By removing e1, e2, we obtain that

∆̂ρ,1/2Φ̂∆̂ρ,1/2 = Φ̂. (14)

Reformulating Equation (12), we see that

〈y∗∆̂ρ,1/2e1x∆
1/2
ρ Ω1, Φ̂∆

1/2
ρ e1Ω1〉 = 〈y∗e1x∆1/2

ρ Ω1, Φ̂∆
1/2
ρ ∆̂ρ,1/2e1Ω1〉.

This implies that

∆̂ρ,1/2Φ̂ = Φ̂∆̂ρ,1/2. (15)

Moreover, we have that

Φ̂σi/2(e1)e2 = Φ̂∆̂ρ,1/2e1e2. (16)
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Combining Equations (14) and (15), we obtain that

R(Φ̂)∆̂−1
ρ,1/2 = R(Φ̂)∆̂ρ,1/2. (17)

If Equations (13), (14), (15), (17) hold, we see that Equation (11) holds. This completes
the proof of the theorem. �

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

Definition 4.41 (Bimodule KMS-Symmetry). Suppose Φ is a bimodule quantum channel

and ∆̂ ∈ M′ ∩M2 is strictly positive such that ∆̂e2 = e2, R(Φ̂)∆̂ = R(Φ̂)∆̂−1. We say Φ is

bimodule KMS-symmetry with respect to ∆̂ if

Φ̂ = ∆̂Φ̂∆̂.

Proposition 4.42. Suppose that Φ is a bimodule quantum channel and ρ is a normal faithful
state on M such that e1 ∈ Dom(σ−i/2). Then we have that Φ is bimodule KMS symmetry

with respect to ∆̂ρ,1/2.

Proof. It follows from Theorem 4.40. �

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

respect to ∆̂ might not be a von Neumann algebra. If ∆̂ = ∆ ∆−1 , then the bimodule KMS

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

5. Bimodule Quantum Markov Semigroups

In this section, we shall discuss the bimodule quantum Markov semigroup.

5.1. Bimodule Quantum Markov Semigroup.

Definition 5.1 (Bimodule Quantum Markov Semigroup). Suppose N ⊂ M is a finite inclu-
sion of finite von Neumann algebras and {Φt : M → M}t≥0 is a quantum Markov semigroup.
We say {Φt}t≥0 is a bimodule quantum Markov semigroup if Φt is a bimodule quantum channel
for t ≥ 0.

Proposition 5.2. Suppose {Φt}t≥0 is a bimodule quantum Markov semigroup for a finite
inclusion N ⊂ M of finite von Neumann algebras. Then {Φt}t≥0 is uniformly continuous.

Proof. Suppose τ is a normal faithful tracial state on M and Ω is the cyclic and separating
vector in the GNS Hilbert space L2(M, τ). We define y(t) on L2(M) as follows

y(t)xΩ = Φt(x)Ω, x ∈ M. (18)

Then we see that y(t) ∈ N ′ ∩ M1. Note that N ⊂ M is a finite inclusion. We find that
N ′ ∩ M1 is finite dimensional. Hence {y(t)}t≥0 is a uniformly continuous one-parameter
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semigroup. We denote by h the generator of this semigroup. Then h ∈ N ′ ∩ M1 and
y(t) = eht We have that

‖Φt(x)− x‖ = sup
τ(a∗a)=1

‖(Φt(x)− x)aΩ‖

= sup
τ(a∗a)=1

‖Ja∗(Φt(x
∗)− x∗)Ω‖

= sup
τ(a∗a)=1

‖Ja∗(y(t)− 1)x∗Ω‖

=λ−1 sup
τ(a∗a)=1

‖Ja∗EM((y(t)− 1)x∗e1)Ω‖

=λ−1 sup
τ(a∗a)=1

‖EM(e1x(y(t)− 1)∗)aΩ‖

≤λ−1‖EM(e1x(y(t)− 1)∗)‖.

This implies that Φt is uniformly continuous. �

Let L be the generator of a bimodule quantum Markov semigroup {Φt}t≥0 such that e−tL =
Φt, which is also called Lindbladian.
By Proposition 5.2, we see that {Φt}t≥0 is uniformly continuous. Then the generator L is

a bounded map on M. The Fourier multiplier of L is defined as follows

L̂xe1yΩ1 = λ1/2

m∑

j=1

xη∗j e1L(ηj)yΩ1, for all x, y ∈ M.

We have that L̂ ∈ M′ ∩M2 and L̂ = lim
t→0

λ−1/2e2 − Φ̂t

t
.

Proposition 5.3. Suppose that {Φt}t≥0 is a bimodule quantum Markov semigroup for a finite
extremal inclusion N ⊂ M and L is its generator. Then

(1) EM(e2e1L̂e1e2) = 0. Pictorially, L̂ = 0.

(2) L̂∗ = L̂.
(3) −(1− e2)L̂(1− e2) ≥ 0.

Proof. (1): Let h be the generator of {y(t)}t≥0 defined in Equation (18). We see that h ∈
N ′ ∩M and y(t) = eth, t ≥ 0. Note that Φt = e−tL. We have that hxΩ = −L(x)Ω for any
x ∈ M. By the fact that Φt(1) = 1, we have that e−tL(1) = 1. This implies that L(1) = 0
and hΩ = 0. Hence he1 = 0. Reformulating it in terms of the Fourier multiplier, we obtain

that EM(e2e1L̂e1e2) = 0.
(2): By the fact that Φt(x)

∗ = Φt(x
∗), we have that L(x)∗ = L(x∗). This implies that

L̂∗ = L̂.
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(3): Suppose that for any n ∈ N and xj , yk ∈ M with
n∑

j=1

xjyj = 0. Then

−
n∑

j,k=1

y∗jL(x∗
jxk)yk =

n∑

j,k=1

lim
t→0

y∗jΦt(x
∗
jxk)yk − y∗jx

∗
jxkyk

t

= lim
t→0

n∑

j,k=1

y∗jΦt(x
∗
jxk)yk

t
≥ 0.

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

0 ≤−
n∑

j,k=1

y∗jEM(e2e1x
∗
j L̂xke1e2)yk

=− EM

(
e2

n∑

j=1

y∗j e1x
∗
j L̂

n∑

k=1

xke1yke2

)
.

This implies that for any x̃ ∈ M1 with EM(x̃) = 0, we have that

−EM(e2x̃
∗L̂x̃e2) ≥ 0. (19)

Note that EM(x̃) = 0 is equivalent to e2x̃e2 = 0. Equation (19) can be reformulated to

−EM(e2x̃
∗(1− e2)L̂(1− e2)x̃e2) ≥ 0. (20)

For any ỹ ∈ M1, we have that EM(ỹ − EM(ỹ)) = 0. Replacing x̃ by ỹ − EM(ỹ) in Equation
(20), we have that

−EM(e2ỹ
∗(1− e2)L̂(1− e2)ỹe2) ≥ 0. (21)

Then

0 ≤ −〈EM(e2ỹ
∗(1− e2)L̂(1− e2)ỹe2)Ω1,Ω1〉.

This implies that

−τ2(ỹ
∗e2ỹ(1− e2)L̂(1− e2)) ≥ 0. (22)

Suppose η̃1, . . . , η̃m is the Pimsner-Popa basis for M ⊂ M1. Then for any x̃ ∈ M2, we have

x̃ =
m∑

k=1

xke2η̃k, xk ∈ M1.

This implies that

x̃x̃∗ =
m∑

k=1

xke2η̃kη̃
∗
ke2x

∗
k.

Finally, we see that Equation (22) implies that −(1− e2)L̂(1− e2) ≥ 0. �
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Suppose L : M → M is bounded bimodule map. We say L is conditional negative if

−
n∑

j,k=1

y∗jL(x∗
jxk)yk ≥ 0 for any

n∑

j=1

xjyj = 0, where x1, . . . , xn, y1, . . . , yn ∈ M. This is

equivalent to the following condition:

−y∗Ln(x
∗x)y ≥ 0, x, y ∈ M⊗Mn(C) with xy = 0.

The gradient form Γ of {Φt = e−tL}t≥0 is defined as

Γ(x, y) =
1

2
(y∗L(x) + L(y)∗x−L(y∗x)), x, y ∈ M.

Let Ln = L ⊗ In on M⊗Mn(C) for n ∈ N and

Γn(x, y) =
1

2
(y∗Ln(x) + Ln(y)

∗x− Ln(y
∗x)), x, y ∈ M⊗Mn(C).

We say L is completely dissipative if for any n ∈ N and x ∈ M⊗Mn(C), Γn(x, x) ≥ 0, i.e.

x∗Ln(x) + Ln(x)
∗x−Ln(x

∗x) ≥ 0.

Proposition 5.4. Suppose L : M → M is a bounded bimodule map with L(1) = 0 and

L̂∗ = L̂. Then the following are equivalent:

(1) Φt = e−tL is completely positive for t ≥ 0 and Φt(1) = 1;
(2) L is completely dissipative;
(3) L is conditionally negative;

(4) −(1− e2)L̂(1− e2) ≥ 0.

Proof. By Proposition 5.3, we see that (1)⇒(3)⇒(4) is true.

(3)⇒(2): Suppose that x ∈ M ⊗Mn(C). Let x̃ =

(
x 1
0 0

)
and ỹ =

(
−1 0
x 0

)
. Then we

have that ỹ∗L2n(x̃
∗x̃)ỹ ≥ 0. This implies that ỹ∗Ln(x̃) + Ln(ỹ)

∗x̃− Ln(ỹ
∗x̃)) ≥ 0. Hence we

see that L is completely dissipative.

(2)⇒(3): Suppose x1, . . . , xn, y1, . . . , yn ∈ M with

n∑

j=1

xjyj = 0. Let x = (x1, . . . , xn) and

y = (y1, . . . , yn). Then x∗Ln(x) + Ln(x)
∗x − Ln(x

∗x) ≥ 0 and y∗x∗Ln(x)y + y∗Ln(x)
∗xy −

y∗Ln(x
∗x)x ≥ 0. This implies that L is conditional negative.

(2)⇒(1): Note that ‖I+ tL‖ = sup
u∈U (M)

‖u+ tL(u)‖, where U (M) is the set of all unitaries

in M. Then by the fact that L is completely dissipative, we have that ‖I+ tL‖ ≤ 1+ t2‖L‖2.
This implies that lim

t→0

‖I + tL‖ − 1

t
≤ 0. Hence Φt is contractive. By the fact that L(1) = 0,

we see that Φt(1) = 1. This implies that Φt is positive.
(4)⇒(3): The assumption implies that Equation (20) is true. The Equation (19) is true.

Hence L is conditionally negative. �

Remark 5.5. The equivalence of (1), (2) is discussed in [19].
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Theorem 5.6. Suppose u = u∗ ∈ M′ ∩M2 satisfies the following conditions:

(1) EM(e2e1ue1e2) = 0.
(2) −(1− e2)u(1− e2) ≥ 0.

Then there exists a bimodule quantum Markov semigroup {Φt}t≥0 with generator L such that

u = L̂.
Proof. We define a map L : M → M such that

L(x) = λ−5/2
EM(e2e1uxe1e2), x ∈ M.

Then Φt = e−tL is a bimodule semigroup. By Proposition 5.4, we see that Φt is completely
positive. Then {Φt}t≥0 is a bimodule quantum Markov semigroup. �

We define the two components of L̂ as follows:

L̂0 =− (1− e2)L̂(1− e2).

L̂1 =e2L̂(1− e2).

By the fact that λ−3/2EM(e2e1L̂e1e2) = λ L̂ = 0, we have that

λ2
L̂ + λ L̂1 + λ L̂∗

1 − L̂0 = 0,

i.e.

λ L̂0 =λ1/2
EM(e2L̂e2) + λ−1/2

EM(e2e1L̂∗
1) + λ−1/2

EM(L̂1e1e2),

=λ1/2
EM(e2L̂e2) + λEM(F−1(L̂1)) + λEM(F(L̂∗

1)).

where EM(L̂1e1e2) ∈ N ′ ∩M.
In what follows we shall impose that Z(M) = C, i.e. M is a factor. In this case e2 is a

minimal projection in M′ ∩M2. Let S = ze2M′ ∩M2, where ze2 is the central carrier of
the Jones projection e2. We have that S is isomorphic to a multi-matrix algebra. When

e2L̂ = L̂e2, we have that L̂1 = 0. In particular, when N ⊂ M is irreducible, i.e. N ′∩M = C,

we have that L̂1 = 0. In general, we have that L̂1 = e2L̂ze2.
The spectral decomposition of L̂0 is given as follows

L̂0 =
∑

j∈I0∪I1

ωjpj ,

where {pj}j∈I0
is an orthogonal family of minimal projections in (1 − e2)ze2M′ ∩ M2 and

{pj}j∈I1
is an orthogonal family of minimal projections in (1− ze2)M′ ∩M2. We denote by

I = I0 ∪ I1 for convenience. For each minimal projection pj , there exists vj ∈ N ′ ∩ M
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such that

pj =

vj

vj∗

,

where the algebraic expression of the right hand side is

λ−1/2Θ(v∗j )e2Θ(vj) = λ−13/2
EM1

(e2e1EM′(v∗j e2e1))e2EM1
(e2e1EM′(vje2e1)).

Note that we also denote Θ(vj) by vj ∈ M′ ∩ M1. Then by the fact that pje2 = 0 and
pjpj′ = δj,j′pj , we have that

τ(vj) = 0, τ(vjv
∗
j′) = λ1/2δj,j′.

Moreover, each pj implements a completely positive bimodule map on M as x ∗ pj = v∗jxvj
for x ∈ M.

Proposition 5.7. Suppose {Φt}t≥0 is a bimodule quantum Markov semigroup. Then for
x ∈ M,

L(x) = λ−1/2
EM(e2L̂e2)x+ λ−3/2

EM(e2e1L̂∗
1)x+ λ−3/2xEM(L̂1e1e2)− x ∗ L̂0.

Proof. We have that

L(x) =λ−5/2
EM(e2e1L̂xe1e2)

=λ−5/2
EM(e2e1e2L̂e2xe1e2) + λ−5/2

EM(e2e1e2L̂(1− e2)xe1e2)+

+ λ−5/2
EM(e2e1(1− e2)L̂xe2e1e2) + λ−5/2

EM(e2e1(1− e2)L̂(1− e2)xe1e2)

=λ−1/2
EM(e2L̂e2)x+ λ−3/2

EM(L̂1e1e2)x+ λ−3/2xEM(e2e1L̂1)
∗ − x ∗ L̂0.

This completes the computation. �

Remark 5.8. Suppose that e2L̂ = L̂e2. We have that L̂1 = 0 and

L(x) = λ−1/2
EM(e2L̂e2)x− x ∗ L̂0 = (1 ∗ L̂0)x− x ∗ L̂0.

If the inclusion N ⊂ M is irreducible, we see that e2L̂ = L̂e2.
Remark 5.9. This is a bimodule version of Proposition 5 in [19].

Definition 5.10 (Laplacian). Suppose {Φt}t≥0 is a bimodule quantum Markov semigroup.
The bimodule map La defined by

La(x) =
1

2
(1 ∗ L̂0)x+

1

2
x(1 ∗ L̂0)− x ∗ L̂0, x ∈ M,

is called the Laplacian of {Φt}t≥0.
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Remark 5.11. We have that

L = La + Lw,

where

Lw(x) =i[x,ℑEM(F−1(L̂1))],

ℑEM(F−1(L̂1)) =
i

2

(
EM(F−1(L̂1))

∗ − EM(F−1(L̂1))
)
.

Note that

L̂a =

y

+

y

− L̂0 ,

where y =
1

2
(1 ∗ L̂0) and

L̂w = i

x

− i

x

,

where x = ℑEM(F−1(L̂1)). In particular, L̂0 as follows:

(1− e2)L̂a(1− e2) = (1− e2)L̂(1− e2) = −L̂0.

Proposition 5.12. Suppose that EM(F−1(L̂1))
∗ = EM(F−1(L̂1)). Then Lw = 0. If M is a

factor, then we have that Lw = 0 if and only if EM(F−1(L̂1))
∗ = EM(F−1(L̂1)).

Proof. It is clear that if EM(F−1(L̂1))
∗ = EM(F−1(L̂1)) then Lw = 0. Note that Lw = 0 if

and only if ℑEM(F−1(L̂1)) is in the center of M. Note that ℑEM(F−1(L̂1)) ∈ N ′∩M. Note

that τ(ℑEM(F−1(L̂1))) = 0. If M is a factor, then Lw = 0 if and only if EM(F−1(L̂1))
∗ =

EM(F−1(L̂1)). �

Definition 5.13 (Pure Generator). We say the generator L̂ is pure if L̂0 is a multiple of
projection.

Corollary 5.14. Suppose N = C and M = Mn(C) and {Φt}t≥0 is a quantum Markov
semigroup on Mn(C). Then there exist vj, w in Mn(C) with hermitian w such that

L(x) =
∑

j∈I0

1

2
ωj{v∗j vj , x} − ωjv

∗
jxvj + i[w, x]

=
1

2

∑

j∈I0

ωjv
∗
j [x, vj ] +

1

2

∑

j∈I0

ωj[v
∗
j , x]vj + i[w, x],

subject to τ(vjv
∗
k) = λ1/2δj,k, τ(vj) = 0, and ωj ≥ 0.
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Proof. Note that L = La+Lw. Let w =
1

2i

(
λ−3/2

EM(e2e1L̂∗
1)− λ−3/2

EM(L̂1e1e2)
)
∈ Mn(C).

Then Lw(x) = i[x, w] for any x ∈ M. Writing pj =

vj

v∗j

, and L̂0 =
∑

j∈I0

ωjpj is the spectral

decomposition with pj minimal projection, we have that

x ∗ L̂0 =
∑

j∈I0

ωj

vj

v∗j

x =
∑

j∈I0

ωjv
∗
jxvj .

Hence

L(x) = 1

2

∑

j∈I0

ωjv
∗
j vjx+

1

2

∑

j∈I0

ωjxv
∗
j vj −

∑

j∈I0

ωjv
∗
jxvj + i[w, x].

This completes the computation. �

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

F−1(L̂0) =
∑

j∈I0

ωj
vj v∗j .

Theorem 5.16. Suppose 0 ≤ L0 ∈ M′ ∩M2 and L∗
1 = L1 ∈ N ′ ∩M. We define a bounded

bimodule map L : M → M as follows:

L(x) = 1

2
(1 ∗ L0)x+

1

2
x(1 ∗ L0) + iL1x− ixL1 − x ∗ L0.

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

Proof. By a direct computation, we have that

L̂ =

L2∗

+

L2

− L0 ,

where L2 =
1
2

L0 + iL1. Now it is clear that −(1− e2)L̂(1− e2) = (1− e2)L0(1− e2) ≥ 0. By

Theorem 5.6, we see that L is the generator of a bimodule quantum Markov semigroup. �

5.2. Derivation. We define the derivation ∂ : M → M1 for the bimodule quantum Markov
semigroup {Φt}t≥0 as follows

∂x = [x,F−1(L̂1/2
0 )], x ∈ M,
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and the conjugation ∂ : M → M1 as follows

∂x = [x,F−1(L̂1/2
0 )∗], x ∈ M.

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

F−1(L̂
1/2
0 ) −

F−1(L̂
1/2
0 )

= L̂
1/2
0 −

L̂
1/2
0

.

We see that the adjoint ∂∗ : M1 → M of ∂ is

∂∗x = EM([x,F−1(L̂1/2
0 )∗]), x ∈ M1.

and the adjoint ∂
∗
: M1 → M of ∂ is

∂
∗
x = EM([x,F−1(L̂1/2

0 )]), x ∈ M1.

We have that for any x ∈ M and y ∈ M1,

τ1(y
∗∂x) =τ((∂∗y)∗x),

τ1(y
∗∂x) =τ((∂

∗
y)∗x).

In particular, we have that τ1(y
∗∂∗∂x) = τ1((∂y)

∗(∂x)) for any x, y ∈ M. Now we define the
directional derivation ∂j as follows

∂jx =ω
1/2
j [x,F−1(pj)], j ∈ I .

We then have that

∂jx =ω
1/2
j [x,F−1(pj)

∗] = ω
1/2
j [x,F−1(pj)], j ∈ I .

By considering the adjoint, we obtain that

∂∗
jx =ω

1/2
j EM([x,F−1(pj)

∗]) = ω
1/2
j EM([x,F−1(pj)]), j ∈ I .

and

∂j
∗
x =ω

1/2
j EM([x,F−1(pj)]), j ∈ I .

We have that

∂ =
∑

j∈I0∪I1

∂j .

Remark 5.18. Suppose that N = C and M = Mn(C). We have that

∂x =
∑

j∈I0

ω
1/2
j [x,F−1(pj)] =

∑

j∈I0

ω
1/2
j [x, vj ]⊗ v∗j ,

∂x =
∑

j∈I0

ω
1/2
j [x,F−1(pj)

∗] =
∑

j∈I0

ω
1/2
j [x, v∗j ]⊗ vj .
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This indicates ∂ can be characterized by ∂∗
j completely.

Lemma 5.19. We have that

(∂x)e2 =λ−1/2L̂1/2
0 [x, e1]e2,

e2(∂x) =λ−1/2e2[x, e1]L̂1/2
0 .

Proof. By Lemma 2.1, we have that

(∂x)e2 = λ−1/2xL̂1/2
0 e1e2 − λ−1/2L̂1/2

0 e1e2x = λ−1/2L̂1/2
0 [x, e1]e2.

This completes the computation. �

Remark 5.20. We have that M ⊂ Ker∂∗
j . In fact, for any x ∈ M, we see that

(∂∗
jx)e2 = e2[x,F

−1(pj)
∗]e2 = λ−1/2e2pj[x, e1]e2 = 0,

by the fact that pje2 = 0.

Lemma 5.21. We have that for j 6= k,

∂∗
j ∂k = 0, ∂j

∗
∂k = 0.

and

∂∗
j ∂jx = λ1/2ωj(1 ∗ pj)x+ λ1/2ωjx(1 ∗ pj)− λ1/2ωjx ∗ (pj + pj).

Proof. For any x ∈ M, we have that

e2∂
∗
k∂j(x) =e2ω

1/2
k ω

1/2
j EM([[x,F−1(pj)],F

−1(pk)])

=e2ω
1/2
k ω

1/2
j [[x,F−1(pj)],F

−1(pk)]e2

=λ−1ω
1/2
k ω

1/2
j (xe2e1pjpke1e2 − e2e1pjxpke1e2

− e2e1pkxpje1e2 + e2e1pkpje1e2x)

=0.

This implies that ∂∗
j ∂k = 0. Similarly, we have that ∂j

∗
∂k = 0. Moreover, we have that

e2∂
∗
j ∂j(x) =λ−1ωj(xe2e1pje1e2 − e2e1pjxe1e2

− e2e1xpje1e2 + e2e1pje1e2x).

Applying EM, we obtain that

∂∗
j ∂j(x) =λ−2ωj(EM(xe2e1pje1e2)− EM(e2e1xpje1e2)

− EM(e2e1xpje1e2) + EM(e2e1pje1e2x))

=λ1/2ωj(x(1 ∗ pj)− x ∗ pj − x ∗ pj + (1 ∗ pj)x).
This completes the proof of the Lemma. �
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Remark 5.22. We have that

∂∗∂x =
∑

j∈I0∪I1

∂∗
j ∂jx = λ1/2((1 ∗ L̂0)x+ x(1 ∗ L̂0)− x ∗ (L̂0 + L̂0)).

Lemma 5.23. We have that for any x ∈ M,

La(x) = −λ−1/2

2
EM(F−1(L̂1/2

0 )(∂x)) +
λ−1/2

2
EM((∂x)F−1(L̂1/2

0 )).

Proof. We have that

La(x) =
1

2
(1 ∗ L̂0)x+

1

2
x(1 ∗ L̂0)− x ∗ L̂0

=
λ−5/2

2

(
EM(e2e1L̂0e1e2x)− EM(e2e1L̂0xe1e2)

)

+
λ−5/2

2

(
EM(xe2e1L̂0e1e2)− EM(e2e1L̂0xe1e2)

)

=− λ−5/2

2
EM(e2e1L̂0[x, e1]e2) +

λ−5/2

2
EM(e2[x, e1]L̂0e1e2)

=− λ−2

2
EM(e2e1L̂1/2

0 (∂x)e2) +
λ−2

2
EM(e2(∂x)L̂1/2

0 e1e2)

=− λ−3/2

2
EM(e2F

−1(L̂1/2
0 )(∂x)e2) +

λ−3/2

2
EM(e2(∂x)F

−1(L̂1/2
0 )e2)

=− λ−1/2

2
EM(F−1(L̂1/2

0 )(∂x)) +
λ−1/2

2
EM((∂x)F−1(L̂1/2

0 )).

This completes the computation. �

Remark 5.24. Suppose that N = C, M = Mn(C). We have that

La(x) =
1

2

∑

j∈I0

ωj[x, v
∗
j ]vj − ωjv

∗
j [x, vj ],

subject to τ(vjv
∗
k) = λ1/2δj,k, τ(vj) = 0, and ωj ≥ 0.

Lemma 5.25. We have that for any x ∈ M,

L∗
a(x) = −λ−1/2

2
EM

(
[F−1(L̂1/2

0 )y,F−1(L̂1/2
0 )∗]

)
+

λ−1/2

2
EM

(
[yF−1(L̂0

1/2

),F−1(L̂1/2
0 )]

)
.



42 JINSONG WU AND ZISHUO ZHAO

Proof. Suppose x, y ∈ M. We have that

τ(L∗
a(y)

∗x) =τ(y∗La(x))

=− λ−1/2

2
τ(y∗EM(F−1(L̂1/2

0 )(∂x)) +
λ−1/2

2
τ(y∗EM((∂x)F−1(L̂1/2

0 )))

=− λ−1/2

2
τ1(y

∗F−1(L̂1/2
0 )(∂x)) +

λ−1/2

2
τ1(y

∗(∂x)F−1(L̂1/2
0 ))

=− λ−1/2

2
τ1((∂

∗F−1(L̂1/2
0 )y)∗x) +

λ−1/2

2
τ1((∂

∗
yF−1(L̂0

1/2

))∗x).

This implies that

L∗
a(y) =− λ−1/2

2
∂∗F−1(L̂1/2

0 )y +
λ−1/2

2
∂
∗
yF−1(L̂0

1/2

)

=− λ−1/2

2
EM

(
[F−1(L̂1/2

0 )y,F−1(L̂1/2
0 )∗]

)
+

λ−1/2

2
EM

(
[yF−1(L̂0

1/2

),F−1(L̂1/2
0 )]

)
.

This completes the computation. �

Remark 5.26. Suppose that N = C and M = Mn(C). For any x ∈ M, we have that

L∗
a(x) = −1

2

∑

j∈I0

ωj[vjx, v
∗
j ] + ωj[xv

∗
j , vj],

subject to τ(vjv
∗
k) = λ1/2δj,k, τ(vj) = 0, and ωj ≥ 0.

We define the completely bouned map La as follows:

La(x) =
1

2
(1 ∗ L̂0)x+

1

2
x(1 ∗ L̂0)− x ∗ L̂0.

By Lemma 5.23, we have that

La(x) = −λ−1/2

2
EM(F−1(L̂1/2

0 )(∂x)) +
λ−1/2

2
EM((∂x)F−1(L̂0

1/2

)).

If τ(y∗L(x)) = τ(L(y)∗x) for any x, y ∈ M, i.e. L is symmetric with respect to τ , then
La = L∗

a.

Proposition 5.27. We have that for any x ∈ M,

λ−1/2

2

(
∂∗∂ + ∂

∗
∂
)
= La + La.
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Proof. For any x ∈ M, we have that

La(x) + La(x) =
1

2
(1 ∗ L̂0)x+

1

2
x(1 ∗ L̂0)− x ∗ L̂0

+
1

2
(1 ∗ L̂0)x+

1

2
x(1 ∗ L̂0)− x ∗ L̂0

=
λ−1/2

2

∑

j∈I0∪I1

∂j
∗
∂jx+ ∂∗

j ∂jx

=
λ−1/2

2
∂
∗
∂x+

λ−1/2

2
∂∗∂x.

This completes the computation. �

Remark 5.28. We have that Ker(La + La) is a von Neumann subalgebra.

Proposition 5.29. For any x, y ∈ M, we have that

2Γ(x, y) =y∗(1 ∗ L̂0)x− y∗(x ∗ L̂0)− (y∗ ∗ L̂0)x+ (y∗x) ∗ L̂0

=λ−5/2
EM([y, L̂1/2

0 e1e2]
∗[x, L̂1/2

0 e1e2])

=λ−1/2
EM([y,F−1(L̂1/2

0 )]∗[x,F−1(L̂1/2
0 )])

=λ−1/2
EM((∂y)∗(∂x))

=λ−1/2
∑

j∈I0∪I1

EM((∂jy)
∗(∂jx)).

Proof. By Proposition 5.7, we have that

2Γ(x, y) =y∗L(x) + L(y)∗x−L(y∗x)
=λ−1/2

EM(e2L̂e2)y∗x+ λ−3/2y∗EM(e2e1L̂∗
1)x+ λ−3/2y∗EM(L̂1e1e2)x

− y∗(x ∗ L̂0)− (y∗ ∗ L̂0)x+ (y∗x) ∗ L̂0

=y∗(1 ∗ L̂0)x− y∗(x ∗ L̂0)− (y∗ ∗ L̂0)x+ (y∗x) ∗ L̂0.

On the other hand, we have that

EM([y, L̂1/2
0 e1e2]

∗[x, L̂1/2
0 e1e2]) =EM(e2e1y

∗L̂0xe1e2)− EM(y∗e2e1L̂0xe1e2)

− EM(e2e1y
∗L̂0e1e2x) + EM(y∗e2e1L̂0e1e2x)

=λ5/2(y∗(1 ∗ L̂0)x− y∗(x ∗ L̂0)− (y∗ ∗ L̂0)x+ (y∗x) ∗ L̂0).

Note that L̂1/2
0 e1e2 = λ1/2F−1(L̂1/2

0 )e2. We obtain that

EM([y, L̂1/2
0 e1e2]

∗[x, L̂1/2
0 e1e2]) =λEM(e2[y,F

−1(L̂1/2
0 )]∗[x,F−1(L̂1/2

0 )]e2)

=λ2
EM([y,F−1(L̂1/2

0 )]∗[x,F−1(L̂1/2
0 )])

=λ2
EM((∂y)∗(∂x)).
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This completes the computation. �

Corollary 5.30. Suppose that N ⊂ M is irreducible, x ∈ M and y ∈ M′ ∩M2 is positive.
Then we have

(x∗x) ∗ y + x∗(1 ∗ y)x− x∗(x ∗ y)− (x∗ ∗ y)x ≥ λ1/2|[x,F−1(y1/2)]|2.
In particular, if x ∗ y = 0, then

(x∗x) ∗ y + x∗(1 ∗ y)x ≥ λ1/2|[x,F−1(y1/2)]|2.
and

‖[x,F−1(y1/2)]‖2 ≤
√
2‖y‖1/2‖x‖2.

Proof. Note that

(x∗x) ∗ y + x∗(1 ∗ y)x− x∗(x ∗ y)− (x∗ ∗ y)x
=λ−5/2

EM([x, y1/2e1e2]
∗[x, y1/2e1e2])

=λ−1/2
EM([x,F−1(y1/2)]∗[x,F−1(y1/2)])

≥λ1/2[x,F−1(y1/2)]∗[x,F−1(y1/2)] = λ1/2|[x,F−1(y1/2)]|2.

Suppose that x∗ y = 0. We see that (x∗x) ∗ y+x∗(1 ∗ y)x ≥ λ1/2|[x,F−1(y1/2)]|2. By taking
trace, we obtain that

τ((x∗x) ∗ y) + τ(x∗(1 ∗ y)x) ≥ λ1/2‖[x,F−1(y1/2)]‖22.
Note that

τ((x∗x) ∗ y) ≤ λ1/2‖x‖22‖y‖, 1 ∗ y ≤ λ1/2‖y‖.

We see that ‖[x,F−1(y1/2)]‖2 ≤
√
2‖y‖1/2‖x‖2. If N ⊂ M is irreducible, then

τ((x∗x) ∗ y) = λ1/2‖x‖22‖y‖1, 1 ∗ y = λ1/2‖y‖1.
This completes the computation. �

Corollary 5.31. Suppose that N ⊂ M is irreducible and Φ is bimodule completely positive
map. Then for any x ∈ M, we have that

Φ(x∗x) + x∗Φ(1)x− x∗Φ(x)− Φ(x∗)x ≥ λ1/2|[x,F−1(Φ̂1/2)]|2

In particular, for x ∈ M with Φ(x) = 0, we have that

Φ(x∗x) + x∗Φ(1)x ≥ λ1/2|[x,F−1(Φ̂1/2)]|2

Proof. It follows from the same argument as Corollary 5.30. �
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5.3. Invariant Subalgebras. In this section, we shall investigate the invariant subspace of
a bimodule quantum Markove semigroup {Φt}t≥0.

Proposition 5.32. Suppose that {Φt}t≥0 is a bimodule quantum Markov semigroup. Then

KerΓ :={x ∈ M : Γ(x, x) = 0},
={x ∈ M : [x,F−1(L̂1/2

0 )] = 0},
={x ∈ M : L̂0xe1e2 = L̂0e1xe2},
={x ∈ M : CS0(L̂0)xe1e2 = CS0(L̂0)e1xe2},
={x ∈ M : ∂jx = 0, j ∈ I0 ∪ I1}.

Proof. It follows from Proposition 5.29. �

Definition 5.33. Suppose that {Φt}t≥0 is a bimodule quantum Markov semigroup. The fixed
point subspace M ({Φt}t≥0) is defined to be

M ({Φt}t≥0) = {x ∈ M : Φt(x) = x, t ≥ 0}
The multiplicative domain N ({Φt}t≥0) of {Φt}t≥0 is defined to be

N ({Φt}t≥0) = {x ∈ M : Φt(x
∗)Φt(x) = Φt(x

∗x),Φt(x)Φt(x
∗) = Φt(xx

∗), t ≥ 0}.
Remark 5.34. By the definition of Lindbladian, we see that M ({Φt}t≥0) = Ker(L).
Remark 5.35. By differentiating Φt(x

∗)Φt(x) = Φt(x
∗x) with respect to t at t = 0, we have

that L(x∗x) = L(x∗)x+ x∗L(x). This implies that N ({Φt}t≥0) ⊂ KerΓ.

Proposition 5.36. Suppose that {Φt}t≥0 is a bimodule quantum Markov semigroup such

that Φt is bimodule equilibrium with respect to ∆̂t ∈ M′ ∩M2. Then M ({Φt}t≥0) is a von
Neumann algebra.

Proof. It follows from Proposition 4.20. �

Remark 5.37. Suppose that {Φt}t≥0 is a bimodule quantum Markov semigroup such that

Φt is bimodule equilibrium with respect to ∆̂t ∈ M′ ∩ M2. We have that M ({Φt}t≥0) ⊂
N ({Φt}t≥0).

Remark 5.38. Suppose that {Φt}t≥0 is a bimodule quantum Markov semigroup such that

Φt is bimodule equilibrium with respect to ∆̂ ∈ M′ ∩ M2 for t ≥ 0. We have that EΦ is

bimodule equilibrium to ∆̂ by the fact that ÊΦ = lim
t→∞

1

t

∫ t

0

Φ̂sds. Furthermore, we have that

EM(e2e1∆̂L̂e1e2) = 0.

Theorem 5.39. Suppose that {Φt}t≥0 is a bimodule quantum Markov semigroup and Φt is

bimodule equilibrium with respect to ∆̂t. Then M ({Φt}t≥0) = N ({Φt}t≥0) if and only if

lim
t→∞

Φ̂t = lim
t→∞

1

t

∫ t

0

Φ̂sds.
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Proof. Suppose that lim
t→∞

Φt(x) = lim
t→∞

1

t

∫ t

0

Φs(x)ds for any x ∈ M. Note that lim
t→∞

1

t

∫ t

0

Φs(x)ds

exists. We define EΦ to be

EΦ(x) = lim
t→∞

1

t

∫ t

0

Φs(x)ds, x ∈ M.

Then E2
Φ = EΦ is a conditional expectation onto the fixed point space of {Φt}t≥0, which is

a von Neumann subalgebra. By the assumption, we see that lim
t→∞

Φt(x) = EΦ(x) for any

x ∈ M.
Suppose x ∈ N (Φ). Then Φt(x

∗x) = Φt(x
∗)Φt(x). By taking limit as t → ∞, we obtain

that EΦ(x
∗x) = EΦ(x

∗)EΦ(x). Hence

EΦ((x− EΦ(x))
∗(x− EΦ(x))) = EΦ(x

∗x)− EΦ(x
∗)EΦ(x) = 0.

This implies that x = EΦ(x), i.e. x ∈ M ({Φt}t≥0).
Suppose that M ({Φt}t≥0) = N ({Φt}t≥0). Let x ∈ M with ‖x‖ = 1. Then {Φt(x)}t≥0 is

bounded. By Banach-Alaoglu theorem, there exists a subnet I such that w∗- lim
s∈I

Φs(x) = x0.

Note that

〈(Φt(y
∗
1y2)− Φt(y1)

∗Φt(y2))Ω1, ∆̂te1Ω1〉 = λ〈y2Ω1, (1− F−1(Φ̂t)
∗F−1(Φ̂t))y1Ω1〉.

Hence

〈(Φt(Φs(x)
∗Φs(x))− Φt(Φs(x))

∗Φt(Φs(x)))Ω1, ∆̂te1Ω1〉
=λ〈xΩ1, (F

−1(Φ̂s)
∗F−1(Φ̂s)− F−1(Φ̂t+s)

∗F−1(Φ̂t+s))xΩ1〉.
By taking limit as s ∈ I, we have that

〈(Φt(x
∗
0x0)− Φt(x0)

∗Φt(x0))Ω1, ∆̂te1Ω1〉 = 0.

Hence x0 ∈ N ({Φt}t≥0). Note that M ({Φt}t≥0) = N ({Φt}t≥0). We see that x0 ∈
M ({Φt}t≥0). Applying the conditional expectation EΦ, we obtain that x0 = EΦ(x). Therefore
w∗- lim

s∈I

Φs(x) = EΦ(x), which is independent of the choice of the subnet, i.e. w∗- lim
t→∞

Φt(x) =

EΦ(x). By the fact that the inclusion is finite, we see that lim
t→∞

Φt(x) = EΦ(x) for any

x ∈ M. �

Remark 5.40. Theorem 5.39 generalizes Theorem 3.1 in [6] and is a bimodule version of
Theorem 3.4 in [7].

Definition 5.41 (Relative Irreducibility). Suppose that {Φt}t≥0 is a bimodule quantum Markov
semigroup. We say {Φt}t≥0 is relatively irreducible if for any projection p ∈ M satisfying
Φt(p) ≤ ctp for some ct > 0 and for all t ≥ 0, we have that p ∈ N .

Remark 5.42. By the fact that Φt = e−tL, we see that Φt0 is relatively irreducible for some
t0 6= 0 if and only if {Φt}t≥0 is relatively irreducible.
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Definition 5.43 (Relative Ergodicity). Suppose {Φt}t≥0 is a bimodule quantum Markov semi-
group. We say {Φt}t≥0 is relatively ergodic if KerL = N or equivalently M ({Φt}t≥0) = N .

Proposition 5.44. Suppose {Φt}t≥0 is a bimodule quantum Markov semigroup. Then x ∈
KerL if and only if F−1(L̂)x∗Ω = 0.

Proof. For any x ∈ KerL, we have that L(x) = 0. This implies that EM(e2e1L̂xe1e2) = 0 and

EM(e1xF
−1(L̂)) = 0. Removing EM, we have that e2xF

−1(L̂)Ω1 = 0. Multiplying e1 from

the left hand side, we obtain that e1xF
−1(L̂)Ω1 = 0. Note that Ω1 is a separating vector. We

see that e1xF
−1(L̂) = 0.

F−1(L̂))x∗e1Ω = F−1(L̂))x∗Ω = 0.

If F−1(L̂))x∗Ω = 0, we see that x ∈ KerL. �

Proposition 5.45. Suppose {Φt}t≥0 is a bimodule quantum Markov semigroup. Then {Φt}t≥0

is relatively ergodic if and only if R(F−1(L̂)) = 1− e1.

Proof. It follows from Proposition 5.44. �

Proposition 5.46. Suppose {Φt}t≥0 is a bimodule quantum Markov semigroup and Lw = 0.

If CS(L̂0) = 1, then {Φt}t≥0 is relatively ergodic.

Proof. It follows from Remark 4.21. �

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

Theorem 5.47 (Poincaré Inequality). Suppose {Φt}t≥0 is a bimodule quantum Markov semi-

group, N is a factor and CS0(L̂0) = 1. Let 2β be the second maximal eigenvalue of

F−1(L̂0 + L̂0). Then for any x ∈ M with EN (x) = 0,

τ(Γ(x, x)) ≥ (β̂ − β)τ(x∗x),

where 0 6= β̂ is the minimal eigenvalue of λ−1/2
EM(|F−1(L̂1/2

0 )|2).
Proof. We have that

τ((Γ(x, x)) =
λ−1/2

2
τ1((∂x)

∗(∂x))

=
λ−3/2

2
τ2(e2([x,F

−1(L̂1/2
0 )])∗([x,F−1(L̂1/2

0 )]e2))

=
λ−5/2

2
τ2(e2[x, e1]

∗L̂0[x, e1]e2))

=λ−5/2τ2(x
∗xEM(e2e1L̂0e1e2))

−λ−1

2
τ2(xe1x

∗F−1(L̂0 + L̂0)).



48 JINSONG WU AND ZISHUO ZHAO

Now by the fact that N is factor, we see that e1 is a rank-one projection in N ′∩M1. By the

fact that L̂0 is connected and the Perron-Frobenius theorem for F-positive elements, there is

a unique positive eigenvector for F−1(L̂0 + L̂0) and

F−1(L̂0 + L̂0) ≤ 2‖F−1(L̂0)‖e1 + 2β(1− e1).

This implies that for any x ∈ M with EN (x) = 0,

1

2
τ2(xe1x

∗F−1(L̂0 + L̂0)) ≤ βτ2(xe1x
∗(1− e1)) ≤ λβτ(x∗x).

On the other hand, we have that

λ−5/2τ2(x
∗xEM(e2e1L̂0e1e2)) = λ−1/2τ2(x

∗xEM(|F−1(L̂1/2
0 )|2)) ≥ β̂τ2(x

∗x).

Now we shall show that β̂ > 0. Suppose that p is a projection in N ′ ∩ M such that

pEM(e2e1L̂0e1e2) = 0. Then we have that

p(L̂0 ∗ L̂0)p ≤ λ−5/2pEM(e2e1L̂0e1e2)p = 0

by the Schur product theorem. Repeating the process, we see that pL̂(∗k)
0 = 0 for any k ≥ 2.

Moreover, we have that pCS0(L̂0) = 0, i.e. p = 0. �

If the inclusion is irreducible, we have much better estimation for EM(e2e1L̂0e1e2).

Theorem 5.48 (Poincaré Inequality). Suppose {Φt}t≥0 is a bimodule quantum Markov semi-

group. Assume that N ⊂ M is irreducible. Let B be spectral projection of F−1(L̂0 + L̂0)
corresponding to its maximal eigenvalue and 2β is the second maximal eigenvalue. Then for
any x ∈ M with Bxe1 = 0,

τ(Γ(x, x)) ≥ (λ−1/2τ2(L̂0))− β)τ(x∗x),

Proof. By Corollary 6.12 in [11] and the Hausdorff-Young inequality, we have that B is a
biprojection and

τ2(xe1x
∗F−1(L̂0 + L̂0))

≤τ2(xe1x
∗(2λ−1/2τ2(L̂0)B + 2β(1− B)))

=2βτ2(xe1x
∗) = 2λβτ(x∗x).

This implies that

τ(Γ(x, x)) ≥λ−1/2τ2(L̂0)τ(x
∗x)− βτ(x∗x)

=(λ−1/2τ2(L̂0)− β)τ(x∗x).

Note that

2β < ‖F−1(L̂0 + L̂0)‖ = λ−1/2‖L̂0 + L̂0‖1 = 2λ−1/2τ(L̂0).

This completes the proof of the theorem. �
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5.5. Divergence and Gradients. In this section, we shall recall the divergence and gra-
dients for a bimodule quantum Markov semigroup {Φt}t≥0. For any x ∈ M, we define the
noncommutative gradients ∇ : M →⊕

j M1 and ∇ : M →⊕
j M1 as follows

∇x = (∂jx)j∈I0∪I1
, ∇x = (∂jx)j∈I0∪I1

.

For any (xj)j∈I0∪I1
∈ ⊕

j M1, we define the divergences Div :
⊕

j

M1 → M and Div :

⊕

j

M1 → M as follows

Div(xj)j∈I0∪I1
=

∑

j∈I0∪I1

∂∗
jxj , Div(xj)j∈I0∪I1

=
∑

j∈I0∪I1

∂j
∗
xj .

This implies that

La + La =
λ−1/2

2
Div ∇+

λ−1/2

2
Div∇.

Remark 5.49. Suppose N = C, M = Mn(C). We have that

La(x) + La(x) =
1

2

∑

j∈I0

ωj [[x, v
∗
j ], vj ] + ωj[[x, vj ], v

∗
j ]

subject to τ(vjv
∗
k) = λ1/2δj,k, τ(vj) = 0, and ωj ≥ 0.

6. Gradient Flow

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

Definition 6.1 (Bimodule GNS Symmetric Semigroups). Suppose {Φt}t≥0 is a quantum

bimodule Markov semigroup and ∆̂ ∈ M′ ∩ M2 is strictly positive and ∆̂e2 = e2. We say

{Φt}t≥0 is GNS-symmetric with respect to ∆̂ if L̂ = L̂∆̂.

Remark 6.2. By Theorem 4.26, we have that if {Φt}t≥0 satisfies ρ-detailed balance condition

for some normal faithful state ρ, then {Φt}t≥0 is GNS-symmetry with respect to ∆̂ρ.

Remark 6.3. Suppose that ∆̂ = ∆ ∆−1 , for some strictly positive ∆ ∈ N ′∩M. By Remark

4.39, we have that Φt is bimodule GNS symmetry with respect to ∆̂ for t ∈ R.

Proposition 6.4. Suppose {Φt}t≥0 is bimodule GNS symmetric with respect to ∆̂. Then

L̂ = L̂∆̂. and

L̂∆̂ = ∆̂L̂, L̂∆̂ = ∆̂L̂, R(L̂)∆̂∆̂ = R(L̂), t ≥ 0.
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Moreover,

L̂0 = L̂0∆̂ = ∆̂L̂0, L̂0∆̂1/2 = L̂0∆̂−1/2 = L̂0∆̂
−1/2 = L̂0∆̂1/2

Proof. By Proposition 4.37, we have that L̂ = L̂∆̂, L̂∆̂ = ∆̂L̂, L̂∆̂ = ∆̂L̂. Furthermore, we

have that R(L̂)∆̂∆̂ = R(L̂).
Note that

L̂0 =− (1− e2)L̂(1− e2) = −(1− e2)L̂∆̂(1− e2)

=− (1− e2)L̂(1− e2)∆̂ = L̂0∆̂.

The rest equalities are true by similar arguments. �

Remark 6.5. Suppose {Φt}t≥0 is a quantum bimodule Markov semigroup and ∆̂ ∈ M′∩M2

is strictly positive and ∆̂e2 = e2. We say {Φt}t≥0 is KMS-symmetric with respect to ∆̂ if

L̂ = ∆̂L̂∆̂.
By Theorem 4.26, we have that if {Φt}t≥0 is KMS symmetry with respect to a normal

faithful state ρ with e1 ∈ Dom(σ−i/2), then {Φt}t≥0 is KMS-symmetry with respect to ∆̂ρ,1/2.

Suppose {Φt}t≥0 is bimodule KMS symmetric with respect to ∆̂. Then by differentiating
with respect to t, we have that

L̂ = ∆̂L̂∆̂, ∆̂L̂ = L̂∆̂.

By multiplying (1− e2), we have that

L̂0 = ∆̂L̂0∆̂, ∆̂1/2L̂0∆̂1/2 = ∆̂1/2L̂0∆̂
1/2 = ∆̂1/2L̂0∆̂1/2.

We see that ∆̂1/2L̂0∆̂1/2 will produce a GNS symmetry bimodule quantum Markov semigroup.

Proposition 6.6. Suppose {Φt}t≥0 is bimodule GNS symmetric with respect to ∆̂. Then
Lw = 0.

Proof. By Proposition 6.4, we have that e2L̂(1−e2) = e2L̂(1−e2), i.e. L̂∗
1 = L̂1. This implies

that F−1(L̂1)
∗ = F−1(L̂1). Hence Lw = 0 and L = La. �

Remark 6.7. Suppose {Φt}t≥0 is bimodule KMS symmetry with respect to ∆̂. Note that

e2L̂(1−e2) = e2L̂(1−e2)∆̂. This implies that L̂∗
1 = L̂1∆̂. In general, Lw 6= 0. If ∆̂ = ∆ ∆−1 ,

then the bimodule KMS symmetry implies that Lw = 0.

Proposition 6.8. Suppose that N ⊂ M is irreducible and {Φt}t≥0 is a bimodule quantum

Markov semigroup. Suppose that there exists a strictly positive element ∆̂ ∈ M′ ∩M2 with

∆̂e2 = e2 such that L̂0 = ∆̂L̂0. Then {Φt}t≥0 is bimodule GNS symmetry with respect to ∆̂
and Φt is bimodule GNS symmetry.
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Proof. By the fact that N ⊂ M is irreducible, we have that Lw = 0. Then we have that

L̂ = τ2(L̂0)e2 − L̂0.

It is clear that L̂∆̂ = L̂, i.e. L is bimodule GNS symmetry with respect to ∆̂. Hence {Φt}t≥0

is bimodule GNS symmetry with respect to ∆̂. Note that R(L̂) = R(L̂). We obtain that for
t 6= 0,

R(Φ̂t) =
∨

k≥0

R(L̂(∗k)) =
∨

k≥0

R(L̂
(∗k)

) = R(Φ̂t).

This implies that Φt is bimodule GNS symmetry. �

Remark 6.9. Suppose that N ⊂ M is irreducible and p 6= p are minimal projections in

M′ ∩ M2. Let L̂0 = κp + κ−1p. Then L̂ = (κ + κ−1)τ2(p)e2 − κp − κ−1p. Then the
corresponding bimodule quantum Markov semigroup is bimodule GNS symmetry with respect

to ∆̂, where ∆̂ = e2 + κ2p + κ−2p + (1 − e2 − p + p). If CS(L̂0) = CS0(L̂0) = 1, then the
semigroup is relatively ergodic.

Lemma 6.10. Suppose {Φt}t≥0 is bimodule GNS symmetric with respect to ∆̂. Then

KerΓ = KerL = KerLa = N ({Φt}t≥0) = M ({Φt}t≥0).

Proof. By Proposition 6.6, we have that KerLa = KerL. For any x ∈ KerΓ, we have that

L̂1/2
0 xe1e2 = L̂1/2

0 e1xe2 by Proposition 5.32. By Proposition 6.4, we have that L̂0

1/2

xe1e2 =

L̂0

1/2

e1xe2. This implies that xe2e1L̂1/2
0 = e2e1L̂1/2

0 x. Now we have that

L(x) = 1

2
(1 ∗ L̂0)x+

1

2
x(1 ∗ L̂0)− x ∗ L̂0 = 0,

i.e. x ∈ KerL.
Suppose that x ∈ KerL. Then we have that x ∈ M ({Φt}t≥0). By Theorem 4.18, we have

that xΦ̂te1e2 = Φ̂te1xe2. This implies that xL̂e1e2 = L̂e1xe2. Hence xL̂0e1e2 = L̂0e1xe2. By
Proposition 5.32, we see that x ∈ KerΓ.
Note that M ({Φt}t≥0) ⊂ N ({Φt}t≥0) ⊂ KerΓ. We see the lemma is true. �

Theorem 6.11. Suppose {Φt}t≥0 is bimodule GNS symmetric with respect to ∆̂. Then lim
t→∞

Φ̂t

exists. If moreover {Φt}t≥0 is relatively ergodic, then

lim
t→∞

Φ̂t = EM1

(
∆̂
)−1

.

Proof. By Proposition 6.6, we see that L = La. By Lemma 6.10, we have that KerΓ =

KerLa = KerL = N ({Φt}t≥0). By Theorem 5.39, we obtain that lim
t→∞

Φ̂t = ÊΦ. When

{Φt}t≥0 is relatively ergodic, we have KerL = N . Note that lim
t→∞

ENΦt(x) = lim
t→∞

Φt(x) for

any x ∈ M. We see that ÊΦ ∗ ÊN = ÊΦ. This implies that ÊΦ = EM1
(ÊΦ), so ÊΦ ∈ M′∩M1.
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Since Φt is bimodule GNS symmetry with respect to ∆̂, then we have ÊΦ = ÊΦ∆̂. Pictorially,
we have

ÊΦ∆̂ =
ÊΦ

∆̂
=

ÊΦ

= ÊΦ.

Hence ÊΦEM1
(∆̂) = EM1

(ÊΦ∆̂) = EM1
(ÊΦ) = 1, and ÊΦ = EM1

(
∆̂
)−1

. �

Notation 6.1. We denote FΦ = lim
t→∞

Φ̂t. We have F 2
Φ = FΦ when it exists. If {Φt}t≥0 is

relatively ergodic, we have that FΦ ∈ M′ ∩M1.

Corollary 6.12. Suppose {Φt}t≥0 is bimodule GNS symmetric with respect to ∆̂ and relatively
ergodic. Then for any D ∈ M+, we have that

lim
t→∞

Φ∗
t (D) = EN (D)FΦ,

If Φt is bimodule GNS symmetry with respect to ∆̂ for all t ∈ R, then for any D ∈ M+, we
have that

lim
t→∞

Φ∗
t (D) = EN (D)EM1

(
∆̂
)−1

,

where EM1

(
∆̂
)−1

is viewed as an element in M′ ∩ M1 and the contragredient is taken in

the space M′ ∩M1.

Proof. By Theorem 6.11, we have that

lim
t→∞

Φ∗
t (D) = lim

t→∞
λ−5/2

EM(e2e1Φ̂tDe1e2)

=λ−5/2
EM(e2e1EM1

(
∆̂
)−1

De1e2),

where EM1

(
∆̂
)−1

is viewed as an element in M′ ∩ M2 and the contragredient is taken in

M′ ∩M2. Continuing the computation, we have that

lim
t→∞

Φ∗
t (D) =λ−5/2

EM(e2EM1

(
∆̂
)−1

e1De1e2)

=λ−5/2
EM(e2EM1

(
∆̂
)−1

EN (D)e1e2)

=EN (D)λ−5/2
EM(e2EM1

(
∆̂
)−1

e1e2)

=EN (D)EM1

(
∆̂
)−1

.

This completes the computation. �
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Remark 6.13. In Corollary 6.12, the pictorial representation of EM1

(
∆̂
)−1

is the following:

λ−1/2
∆̂

−1

.

If ∆̂ = ∆ ∆−1 , then EM1

(
∆̂
)−1

= ∆. This indicates that if ∆̂ comes from a faithful normal

state ρ, then lim
t→∞

Φ∗
t (D) = EN (D)∆ρ. If N = C, then lim

t→∞
Φ∗

t (D) = τ(D)∆ρ.

Remark 6.14. Suppose that N ⊂ M is irreducible and {Φt}t≥0 is bimodule GNS symmetry

with respect to ∆̂. Then lim
t→∞

Φ̂t is a multiple of biprojection. If {Φt}t≥0 is relatively ergodic,

then lim
t→∞

Φ̂t = λ1/2.

6.1. Derivation. In the following, we shall consider L̂0∆̂
−1/2 and study its spectral decom-

position. Let A be the C∗-algebra generated by L̂0, ∆̂R(Φ̂t), ∆̂R(Φ̂t) with identity R(Φ̂t)
By Proposition 6.4, A is commutative. Therefore we can find a complete set of orthogonal
minimal projections pj , j ∈ I0 ∪ I1 and non-negative reals ωj, µj, that has the following
properties:

(1) L̂0∆̂
−1/2 =

∑
j∈I0∪I1

ωjpj;

(2) ∆̂ =
∑

j∈I0∪I1
µjpj;

(3) for each j there exists j∗ ∈ I0 ∪ I1 such that pj = pj∗ .

Note that (3) follows from L̂0∆̂−1/2 = L̂0∆̂
−1/2 and that A is invariant under the contragra-

dient. These properties entails Therefore

ωj = ωj∗, j ∈ I0 ∪ I1.

Remark 6.15. We have that for any j with ωj 6= 0, µjµj∗ = 1 which follows fromR(Φ̂t)∆̂∆̂ =

R(Φ̂t).

Example 6.16. Suppose N = C and M = Mn(C). We have that

L̂0∆̂
−1/2 =

∑

j∈I

ωj
pj =

∑

j∈I

ωj

vj

v∗j

, ∆̂ =
∑

j∈I

µj

vj

v∗j

.

Now we see that

L̂0 =
∑

j∈I

µ
1/2
j ωjpj .
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Define the balanced derivation ∂∆ : M → M1 with respect to ∆̂ as follows:

∂∆x = [x,F−1(L̂1/2
0 ∆̂−1/4)].

We have that ∂∆ = ∂∆ and

(∂∆x)e2 = λ−1/2L̂1/2
0 ∆̂−1/4[x, e1]e2, x ∈ M.

The j-th directional derivation ∂∆
j of ∂∆ is defined as follows:

∂∆
j x =ω

1/2
j [x,F−1(pj)], j ∈ I .

We now obtain that ∂∆
j (x) = −∂∆

j∗(x) for x ∈ M and

∂j = µ
1/4
j ∂∆

j , j ∈ I0 ∪ I1.

Let Γ∆ =
λ−1/2

2
(∂∆)∗∂∆ =

λ−1/2

2

∑

j∈I

µ
−1/2
j ∂∗

j ∂j be the modified gradient form.

Theorem 6.17. Suppose {Φt}t≥0 is bimodule GNS symmetric with respect to ∆̂ and CS(L̂0) =

1. Let β be the second maximal eigenvalue of F−1(L̂0∆̂
1/2

). Then for any x ∈ M with
EN (x) = 0,

τ(Γ∆(x, x)) ≥ (β̂ − β)τ(x∗x),

where 0 6= β̂ is the minimal eigenvalue of λ−1/2EM

(∣∣∣∣F−1(L̂1/2
0 ∆̂

1/4

)

∣∣∣∣
2
)
.

Proof. We have that

τ((Γ∆(x, x)) =
λ−1/2

2
τ1((∂

∆x)∗(∂∆x))

=
λ−3/2

2
τ2(e2([x,F

−1(L̂1/2
0 ∆̂−1/4)])∗([x,F−1(L̂1/2

0 ∆̂−1/4)]e2))

=
λ−5/2

2
τ2(e2[x, e1]

∗L̂0∆̂
−1/2[x, e1]e2))

=λ−5/2τ2(x
∗xEM(e2e1L̂0∆̂

−1/2e1e2))

−λ−1

2
τ2(xe1x

∗F−1(L̂0∆̂
−1/2)).

Now by the fact KerL = KerLa = N and the Perron-Frobenius theorem for F-positive

elements [8, Theorem 3.10], there is a unique positive eigenvector for F−1(L̂0∆̂
1/2

) and

F−1(L̂0∆̂
1/2

) ≤ ‖F−1(L̂0)‖e1 + β(1− e1).
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This implies that for any x ∈ M with EN (x) = 0,

1

2
τ2(xe1x

∗F−1(L̂0∆̂
1/2

)) ≤ βτ2(xe1x
∗(1− e1)) ≤ λβτ(x∗x).

On the other hand, we have that

λ−5/2τ2(x
∗xEM(e2e1L̂0∆̂

1/2

e1e2))

=λ−1/2τ2(x
∗xEM

(∣∣∣∣F−1(L̂1/2
0 ∆̂

1/4

)

∣∣∣∣
2
)
) ≥ β̂τ2(x

∗x).

Combining the two inequalities above, we see the theorem is true. �

In the following, we shall extend the domain of ∂∆
j to M2.

Lemma 6.18. For any j ∈ I0 ∪ I1 and x ∈ M, we have that

∆̂1/4(∂∆
j x)e2 =(∂jx)e2,

∆̂1/2(∂∆
j x∆̂

−1)e2 =ω
1/2
j (µ

−1/2
j xF−1(pj)− µ

1/2
j F−1(pj)x)e2.

Consequently, λ−1EM1
(∆̂1/4(∂∆

j x)e2) = ∂jx, and

λ−1
EM1

(∆̂1/2(∂∆
j x∆̂

−1)e2) = ω
1/2
j (µ

−1/2
j xF−1(pj)− µ

1/2
j F−1(pj)x). (23)

Furthermore, ∂x = λ−1EM1
(∆̂1/4(∂∆x)e2) and

∑

j∈I0∪I1

ω
1/2
j (µ

−1/2
j xF−1(pj)− µ

1/2
j F−1(pj)x) = λ−1

EM1
(∆̂1/2(∂∆x∆̂−1)e2).

Proof. The first equality is true by a routine computation. For any x ∈ M, we have that

∆̂1/2(∂∆
j x∆̂

−1)e2 =λ−1/2∆̂1/2(ω
1/2
j pj[x∆̂

−1, e1])e2

=λ−1/2µ
1/2
j (ω

1/2
j pj(µ

−1
j xe1 − e1x))e2

=λ−1/2(ω
1/2
j pj(µ

−1/2
j xe1 − µ

1/2
j e1x))e2

=ω
1/2
j (µ

−1/2
j xF−1(pj)e2 − µ

1/2
j F−1(pj)xe2).

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

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

∆̂1/2(∂∆
j x∆̂

−1)e2 =ω
1/2
j (µ

−1/2
j xvj − µ

1/2
j vjx)⊗ v∗j e2.

There are alternative formulae for the derivations.
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Lemma 6.20. For any j ∈ I0 ∪ I1 and x ∈ M, we have that

e2(∂
∆
j x)∆̂

1/4 =e2(∂jx),

e2(∂
∆
j x∆̂

−1)∆̂1/2 =ω
1/2
j e2(µ

−1/2
j xF−1(pj)− µ

1/2
j F−1(pj)x).

Consequently, λ−1EM1
(e2(∂

∆
j x)∆̂

−1/4) = ∂jx, and

λ−1
EM1

(e2(∂
∆
j x∆̂

−1)∆̂1/2) = ω
1/2
j (µ

−1/2
j xF−1(pj)− µ

1/2
j F−1(pj)x). (24)

Furthermore, ∂x = λ−1EM1
(e2(∂

∆x)∆̂−1/4) and
∑

j∈I0∪I1

ω
1/2
j

(
µ
−1/2
j xF−1(pj)− µ

1/2
j F−1(pj)x

)
= λ−1

EM1
(e2(∂

∆x∆̂−1)∆̂1/2).

Proof. For any x ∈ M, we have that

e2(∂
∆
j x∆̂

−1)∆̂1/2 =λ−1/2ω
1/2
j e2[x∆̂

−1, e1]pj∆̂
1/2

=λ−1/2µ
−1/2
j ω

1/2
j e2(xe1 − µje1x)pj

=λ−1/2ω
1/2
j e2(µ

−1/2
j xe1 − µ

1/2
j e1x)pj

=ω
1/2
j e2(µ

−1/2
j xF−1(pj)− µ

1/2
j F−1(pj)x).

The rest equalities follows directly. �

Remark 6.21. We have that ∂x = λ−1EM1
(∆̂−1/4(∂∆x)e2) and ∂x = λ−1EM1

(e2(∂
∆x)∆̂1/4).

Proposition 6.22. We have that

L(x) =λ−2

2
EM(∆̂−1/4(∂∆x)e2e1L̂1/2

0 )− λ−2

2
EM(L̂1/2

0 e1e2(∂
∆x)∆̂−1/4).

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

La(x) =− λ−1/2

2
EM(F−1(L̂1/2

0 )(∂x)) +
λ−1/2

2
EM((∂x)F−1(L̂1/2

0 ))

=− λ−3/2

2
EM(F−1(L̂1/2

0 )e2(∂
∆x)∆̂−1/4) +

λ−3/2

2
EM(∆̂−1/4(∂∆x)e2F

−1(L̂1/2
0 ))

=− λ−2

2
EM(L̂1/2

0 e1e2(∂
∆x)∆̂−1/4) +

λ−2

2
EM(∆̂−1/4(∂∆x)e2e1L̂1/2

0 ).

This completes the computation. �

Proposition 6.23. Suppose N = C and M = Mn(C). We have that

L(x) =1

2

∑

j∈I0

ωjµ
−1/2
j [x, vj ]v

∗
j − ωjµ

1/2
j v∗j [x, vj ],

=
1

2

∑

j∈I0

ωjµ
1/2
j ([x, v∗j ]vj − v∗j [x, vj ]),
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subject to τ(vjv
∗
k) = λ1/2δj,k, τ(vj) = 0, and ωj ≥ 0.

Proof. We have that

λ−1

2
EM(∆̂−1/4(∂∆x)e2e1L̂1/2

0 ) =
λ−1

2

∑

j∈I0

µ
−1/4
j ω

1/2
j µ

−1/4
j ω

1/2
j EM(pj[x,F

−1(pj)]e2e1pj)

=
λ−1/2

2

∑

j∈I0

µ
−1/2
j ωjEM([x,F−1(pj)]e2F

−1(pj)
∗)

=
λ

2

∑

j∈I0

µ
−1/2
j ωj[x, vj ]v

∗
j ,

and

λ−1

2
EM(L̂1/2

0 e1e2(∂
∆x)∆̂−1/4) =

λ−1

2

∑

j∈I0

µ
1/4
j ω

1/2
j µ

1/4
j ω

1/2
j EM(pje1e2[x,F

−1(pj)]pj)

=
λ

2

∑

j∈I0

µ
1/2
j ωjv

∗
j [x, vj ].

This implies that

L(x) =1

2

∑

j∈I0

ωjµ
−1/2
j [x, vj ]v

∗
j − ωjµ

1/2
j v∗j [x, vj ],

=
1

2

∑

j∈I0

ωjµ
1/2
j ([x, v∗j ]vj − v∗j [x, vj ]).

This completes the computation. �

Proposition 6.24. We have that for any x ∈ M,

L∗(x) =
λ−2

2
EM

(
∂∆

EM1
(e2(∂

∆x∆̂−1)∆̂1/2)
)
,

=
λ−1

2

∑

j∈I0∪I1

ω
1/2
j EM

(
∂∆
(
µ
−1/2
j xF−1(pj)− µ

1/2
j F−1(pj)x

))
.
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Proof. For any x, y ∈ M, we have that

λ2τ(L∗(y)∗x) =λ2τ(y∗L(x))

=
1

2
τ2

(
y∗∆̂−1/4(∂∆x)e2e1L̂1/2

0

)
− 1

2
τ2

(
y∗L̂1/2

0 e1e2(∂
∆x)∆̂−1/4

)

=
1

2
τ2

(
(∂∆x)e2e1L̂1/2

0 ∆̂−1/4y∗
)
− 1

2
τ2

(
(∂∆x)y∗∆̂−1/4L̂1/2

0 e1e2

)

=
1

2
λ1/2τ2

(
(∂∆x)e2F

−1(L̂1/2
0 ∆̂

−1/4

)y∗
)
− 1

2
τ2

(
(∂∆x)y∗∆̂−1/4L̂1/2

0 e1e2

)

=
1

2
τ2

(
(∂∆x)L̂1/2

0 ∆̂
−1/4

e1e2y
∗

)
− 1

2
τ2

(
(∂∆x)y∗∆̂−3/4L̂1/2

0 e1e2

)

=
1

2
τ2

(
(∂∆x)L̂1/2

0 ∆̂1/4(e1y
∗ − ∆̂−1y∗e1)e2

)

=
1

2
τ2

(
(∂∆x)∆̂1/2L̂1/2

0 ∆̂−1/4(e1y
∗∆̂−1 − y∗∆̂−1e1)e2

)

=
1

2
τ2

(
(∂∆x)∆̂1/2(∂∆y∆̂−1)∗e2

)

=
1

2
τ1

(
(∂∆x)EM1

(∆̂1/2(∂∆y∆̂−1)∗e2)
)

=
1

2
τ1

(
x(∂∆

EM1
(e2(∂

∆y∆̂−1)∆̂1/2)∗
)
.

The rest follows from Lemma 6.20. This completes the computation. �

Proposition 6.25. Suppose that N = C and M = Mn(C). We have that

L∗(x) =
1

2

∑

j∈I0

ωj [(µ
−1/2
j xvj − µ

1/2
j vjx), v

∗
j ],

subject to τ(vjv
∗
k) = λ1/2δj,k, τ(vj) = 0, and ωj ≥ 0.

Proof. We have that

L∗(x) =
1

2

∑

j∈I0

ω
1/2
j EM

(
∂∆
(
µ
−1/2
j xF−1(pj)− µ

1/2
j F−1(pj)x

))

=
1

2

∑

j∈I0

ωj[(µ
−1/2
j xvj − µ

1/2
j vjx), v

∗
j ].

This completes the computation. �

6.2. Divergence. Suppose that D ∈ M is strictly positive and µ > 0. We define the linear
map KD,µ : M1 → M1 as follows:

KD,µ(x) =

∫ 1

0

µ1−2sDsxD1−sds, x ∈ M1.
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Let f(s) = µ1−2sDsvD1−s for v ∈ M1. Then

f ′(s) =(µ−1D)s((log µ−1D)v − v log µD)(µD)1−s

=(µ−1D)s((logD)v − v logD)(µD)1−s − 2(log µ)(µ−1D)sv(µD)1−s.

This implies that

KD,µ((logµ
−1D)v − v logµD) = µ−1Dv − µvD, v ∈ M1.

The inverse of KD,µ is known to be

K−1
D,µ(x) =

∫ ∞

0

(s+ µD)−1x(s + µ−1D)−1ds, x ∈ M1.

For any j ∈ I0 ∪ I1, we let KD,j = K
D,µ

−1/2
j

and

K̃D,j(x) = KD,j(x− λ−1
EM1

((∂∆
j log ∆̂)e2)), x ∈ M1.

Remark 6.26. Suppose that ∆̂ = ∆ ∆−1 , for some strictly positive ∆ ∈ N ′ ∩M. Then

EM1
((∂∆

j log ∆̂)e2)) = ω
1/2
j EM1

([log ∆̂,F−1(pj)]e2) = λω
1/2
j [log∆,F−1(pj)].

This indicates that the item EM1
((∂∆

j log ∆̂)e2)) contains more information.

Theorem 6.27. Suppose that D ∈ M is strictly positive. We have that

L∗(D) =
1

2

∑

j∈I0∪I1

EM

(
∂∆K̃D,j

(
∂∆
j (logD)

))
.

Proof. Note that (log ∆̂)e2 = 0. We have that

L∗(D) =
1

2

∑

j∈I0∪I1

ω
1/2
j EM

(
∂∆
(
µ
−1/2
j DF−1(pj)− µ

1/2
j F−1(pj)D

))

=
1

2

∑

j∈I0∪I1

ω
1/2
j EM

(
∂∆K

D,µ
1/2
j

(
(logµ

−1/2
j D)F−1(pj)− F−1(pj)(log µ

1/2
j D)

))

=
1

2

∑

j∈I0∪I1

ω
1/2
j EM

(
∂∆K

D,µ
1/2
j

(
(logD)F−1(pj)− F−1(pj)(logD)− F−1(pj) logµj

))

=
λ−1

2

∑

j∈I0∪I1

ω
1/2
j EM

(
∂∆KD,j

(
EM1

((logD∆̂−1)F−1(pj)e2 − F−1(pj)(logD∆̂−1)e2)
))

=
1

2

∑

j∈I0∪I1

EM

(
∂∆K̃D,j

(
∂∆
j (logD)

))
.

This completes the computation. �

Remark 6.28. Theorem 6.27 generalizes Theorem 5.10 in [2]
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We shall modify the divergence and gradients for bimodule GNS symmetric semigroups.

The divergence Div : M|I |
1 → M is defined as

Div(xj)j∈I =
∑

j∈I

EM(∂∆∗
j xj),

and the gradient ∇ : M → M|I |
1 is defined as

∇x = (∂∆
j x)j∈I ,

where xj ∈ M1, j ∈ I and x ∈ M.

Lemma 6.29. Suppose the bimodule quantum Markov semigroup {Φt}t≥0 is relatively ergodic.
Then the range of Div is

Ran(Div) = {x ∈ M : EN (x) = 0}.
Proof. Note that Ker∇ = N . We have that

Ran(Div) = (Ker∇)⊥ = N⊥ = {x ∈ M : EN (x) = 0}.
This completes the proof of the Lemma. �

Remark 6.30. Note that M ⊂ Ker∂∆∗
j . We have that M|I | ⊂ KerDiv.

We extend KD,j to the linear map KD : M|I |
1 → M|I |

1 as

KD(xj)j∈I = (KD,jxj)j∈I ,

where (xj)j∈I ∈ M|I |. The inverse of KD is K−1
D = (K−1

D,j)j∈I .

Definition 6.31. Suppose X = (xj)j∈I and Y = (yj)j∈I , where xj , yj ∈ M1. We define
〈X, Y 〉D,∆̂ as follows:

〈X, Y 〉D,∆̂ =
∑

j∈I

τ1((KD,jyj)
∗xj).

The sesquilinear form 〈·, ·〉D,∆̂ is an inner product on M|I |
1 . The induced norm is denoted by

‖ · ‖D,∆̂.

Suppose X, Y ∈ M|I |
1 . We denote by X ⊥D,∆̂ Y if 〈X, Y 〉D,∆̂ = 0. We denote by 〈·, ·〉 the

usual inner product, i.e. 〈X, Y 〉 =
∑

j∈I

τ1(y
∗
jxj). Hence we have that

〈X, Y 〉D,∆̂ = 〈KDX, Y 〉 = 〈X,KDY 〉.
Suppose that Ψ : M1 → M1 is a trace-preserving completely positive map. Denote by

Ψ|I | : M|I |
1 → M|I |

1 the map (xj)j∈I 7→ (Ψ(xj))j∈I . Then
〈
Ψ|I |(X),K−1

Ψ(D)Ψ
|I |(X)

〉
≤ 〈X,K−1

D (X)〉, (25)
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which follows from the Lieb’s concavity theorem [18] for the following map:

(x,D) 7→
∫ ∞

0

τ1((s+ µD)−1x(s+ µD)−1x∗)ds.

Theorem 6.32. Suppose the bimodule quantum Markov semigroup {Φt}t≥0 is relatively er-
godic, {Ds}s∈[−ǫ,ǫ] is a continuous family of density operators in M with EN (Ds) independent

of s. Then there exists X = (xj)j∈I ∈ M|I |
1 such that

Ḋ0 =
1

2
DivKD(X).

If X is minimal subject to ‖ · ‖D,∆̂, then there exists a unique self-adjoint element x ∈ M
such that X = ∇x and EN (x) = 0.

Proof. Note that EN (Ḋ0) = 0. By relative ergodicity and Lemma 6.29, there exists X ∈ M|I |
1

such that Ḋ0 = DivKD(X).

Suppose X ∈ M|I |
1 is minimal subject to the norm ‖ · ‖D,∆̂ and A ∈ M|I |

1 with DivA = 0.

Let Y = X + rK−1
D A, r ∈ C. Then Ḋ0 =

1

2
DivKD(Y ) and 〈X,X〉D,∆̂ ≤ 〈Y, Y 〉D,∆̂. This

implies that

〈X,K−1
D A〉D,∆̂ = 0 = 〈X,A〉.

Hence X ⊥ KerDiv, i.e. X ∈ Ran(∇). Therefore there exists x1 ∈ M such that ∇x1 = X .

Note that the adjoint x∗
1 also satisfies Ḋ0 =

1

2
DivKD(∇x∗

1). Then x2 =
1

2
(x1 + x∗

1) is also a

solution. Let x = x2 − EN (x2). We see that x is a solution.
Suppose that y is a solution such that y = y∗ and EN (y) = 0. We have that ∇(x− y) = 0.

This implies that x − y ∈ N , i.e. x = y. We see that x is unique subject to x = x∗ and
EN (x) = 0. �

Let X∆ ∈ M such that(
λ−1

EM1
((∂∆

j log ∆̂)e2)
)
j∈I

= ∇X∆ + (xj)j∈I ,

where (xj)j∈I ⊥D,∆̂ Ran(∇). Note that

λ−1
EM1

((∂∆
j log ∆̂)e2 = (log µj)F

−1(pj).

By the fact that (log µj)F
−1(pj)

∗ = − logµj∗F
−1(pj∗). We have that X∆ can be chosen as a

self-adjoint element and EN (X∆) = 0. Let D∆ = eX∆ . We shall call the element D∆ as a
hidden density.

Remark 6.33. Suppose that ∆̂ = ∆ ∆−1 . Then by Remark 6.26, we see that X∆ can be

taken as log∆ and D∆ = ∆. By Remark 6.13, we have that EM1

(
∆̂
)−1

= ∆. However, D∆

might not be taken as FΦ in general.
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Proposition 6.34. Suppose that D is a strictly positive element in M. We have that

L∗(D) =
1

2
DivKD (∇ logD −∇ logD∆) .

Proof. We have that

L∗(D) =
1

2

∑

j∈I0∪I1

EM

(
∂∆K̃D,j

(
∂∆
j (logD)

))

=
1

2
Div

(
K̃D,j(∂

∆
j (logD))

)
j∈I

=
1

2
DivKD

(
(∂∆

j (logD))j∈I −
(
λ−1

EM1
((∂∆

j log ∆̂)e2)
)
j∈I

)

=
1

2
DivKD (∇ logD −∇ logD∆) .

This completes the computation. �

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

Definition 6.35 (Riemannian Metric). Suppose {Ds}s∈[a,b] is continuous path in M+ with
EN (Ds) independent of s. The Riemannian metric gL on M+ with respect to {Φt}t≥0 is
defined as

‖Ḋ0‖gL = min

{
‖X‖D,∆̂ : Ḋ0 =

1

2
DivKD(X).

}

Suppose f : M+ → R is a differentiable function. For any self-adjoint x ∈ M with

τ(x) = 0, there exists
df

dD
∈ M such that

lim
s→0

f(D + sx)− f(D)

s
= τ

(
df

dD
x

)
.

Definition 6.36 (Gradient Vector Field). Suppose f is a differentiable function. The gradient
vector field gradg,Df ∈ {∇x : x = x∗ ∈ M,EN (x) = 0} is defined as

d

ds
f(Ds)

∣∣∣∣
s=0

=
1

2

〈
gradg,Df,∇x

〉
D,∆̂

,

where Ḋ0 =
1

2
DivKD(∇x) and D0 = D. Note that the gradient vector field is unique.

Lemma 6.37. Suppose f is a differentiable function. Then

gradg,Df = ∇ df

dD
.
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and

‖gradg,Df‖2D,∆̂
=

〈
DivKD∇

df

dD
,
df

dD

〉
.

Proof. For any differentiable path {Ds}s of density operators, we have that

d

ds
f(Ds)

∣∣∣∣
s=0

=

〈
df

dD
, Ḋ0

〉

=
1

2

〈
df

dD
,DivKD(∇x)

〉

=
1

2

〈
∇ df

dD
,KD(∇x)

〉

=
1

2

〈
∇ df

dD
,∇x

〉

D,∆̂

This implies that gradg,Df = ∇ df

dD
. �

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

flow (See [21]) for f if Ḋs =
1

2
DivKD

(
∇ df

dDs

)
. Then we have the following theorem:

Theorem 6.38. Suppose that {Φt}t≥0 is a bimodule quantum Markov semigroup bimodule

GNS symmetric with respect to ∆̂. Suppose {Ds}s∈(−ǫ,ǫ) is a differentiable path of density
operators such that EN (Ds) is independent of s satisfying

Ḋs = L∗(Ds).

Then it is the gradient flow for the relative entropy H(D‖D∆).

Proof. Let f(D) = H(D‖D∆) = τ(D logD−D logD∆). Then for any x ∈ M with EN (x) =
0, we have

d

ds
f(D + tx)

∣∣∣∣
s=0

=τ(x(logD − logD∆)) +

∫ ∞

0

τ

(
D

(D + r)2
x

)
dr

=τ(x(logD − logD∆)).

Hence
df

dD
= logD − logD∆. On the other hand, we have that

L∗(Ds) =
1

2
DivKD (∇ logDs −∇ logD∆)

=
1

2
DivKD

(
∇ df

dDs

)
.

This completes the proof of the theorem. �
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Corollary 6.39. Suppose that {Ds}s∈(−ǫ,ǫ) is a differentiable path of density operators such
that EN (Ds) is independent of s. Then

∥∥∥∥
d

ds
Ds

∥∥∥∥
gL

= ‖gradg,Df‖2D,∆̂
,

where f(D) = H(D‖D∆).

Proof. We have that
∥∥∥∥
d

ds
Ds

∥∥∥∥
gL

=min

{
‖X‖Ds,∆̂

:
d

ds
Ds =

1

2
DivKDs(X).

}

=

∥∥∥∥∇
df

dDs

∥∥∥∥
D,∆̂

=‖gradg,Df‖D,∆̂.

This completes the computation. �

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

Definition 6.40 (Intertwining Property). Suppose that {Φt}t≥0 is a bimodule quantum Markov

semigroup bimodule GNS symmetric with respect to ∆̂. We say that {Φt}t≥0 satisfies the in-
tertwining property if there exists β > 0 such that

Φ∗
tDiv = e−βtDivΦ̃t

∗
, t ≥ 0,

where Φ̃t = ΦtEM : M1 → M1.

Theorem 6.41 (Bimodule Logarithmic Sobolev Inequality). Suppose that {Φt}t≥0 is a bi-

module quantum Markov semigroup bimodule GNS symmetric with respect to ∆̂ and satisfies
the intertwining property. Then for any density operator D ∈ M, we have that

H(Φ∗
t (D)‖D∆)−H(EN (D)FΦ‖D∆)

≤e−2βt
(
H(D‖D∆)−H(EN (D)FΦ‖D∆)

) (26)

Furthermore, we have that

H(D‖D∆)−H(EN (D)FΦ‖D∆) ≤
1

2β
τ(L∗(D)(logD − logD∆)). (27)

This is called the generalized logarithmic Sobolev inequality.

Proof. Suppose that X(s) is the solution of
d

ds
Ds =

1

2
DivKDX(s) minimizing ‖X(s)‖D,∆̂,

where {Ds}s is a differentiable path in M+ such that D0 = D and EN (Ds) is independent of
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s. We have that

d

ds
Φ∗

t (Ds) =
1

2
Φ∗

tDivKDX(s) =
1

2
e−βtDivΦ̃t

∗
(X(s))

=
1

2
e−βtDivKΦ∗

t (D)

(
K−1

Φ∗
t (D)Φ̃t

∗
(X(s))

)
.

Now we have that
∥∥∥∥
d

ds
Φ∗

t (Ds)

∥∥∥∥
2

gL

≤e−2βt‖K−1
Φ∗

t (D)Φ̃t

∗
(X(s))‖2

Φ∗
t (D),∆̂

≤e−2βt
〈
K−1

Φ∗
t (D)Φ̃t

∗
(X(s)), Φ̃t

∗
X(s)

〉

≤e−2βt
〈
K−1

D X(s), X(s)
〉

=e−2βt

∥∥∥∥
d

ds
Ds

∥∥∥∥
2

gL

.

This implies that lim
t→∞

∥∥∥∥
d

ds
Φ∗

t (Ds)

∥∥∥∥
gL

= 0 and

d

dt

∥∥∥∥
d

ds
Φ∗

t (Ds)

∥∥∥∥
2

gL

≤ −2β

∥∥∥∥
d

ds
Φ∗

t (Ds)

∥∥∥∥
2

gL

.

By Corollary 6.39, we have that

‖gradg,Φ∗
t (Ds)f‖2Φ∗

t (Ds),∆̂
≤ e−2βt‖gradg,Ds

f‖2
Ds,∆̂

.

Hence

d

dt
‖gradg,Φ∗

t (Ds)f‖2D,∆̂

∣∣∣∣
t=0+

≤ −2β‖gradg,Ds
f‖2

D,∆̂
.

Note that

d

dt
f(Φ∗

t (D))

∣∣∣∣
t=0

=− τ

(
df

dD
L∗(D)

)

=− 1

2
τ

(
df

dD
DivKD

(
∇ df

dD

))

=− 1

2

〈
KD

(
∇ df

dD

)
,∇ df

dD

〉

=− 1

2
‖gradg,Df‖2D,∆̂

.

We see that

2
d

dt
H(Φ∗

t (Ds)‖D∆) = −
∥∥∥gradg,Φ∗

t (Ds)f
∥∥∥
2

Φ∗
t (Ds),∆̂

. (28)
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Hence

2
d

dt
H(Φ∗

t (Ds)‖D∆) =−
∥∥∥∥
d

ds
Φ∗

t (Ds)

∥∥∥∥
2

gL

=

∫ ∞

t

d

dr

∥∥∥∥
d

ds
Φ∗

r(Ds)

∥∥∥∥
2

gL

dr

≤− 2β

∫ ∞

t

‖gradg,Φ∗
r(Ds)f‖2Φ∗

r(Ds),∆̂
dr

=4βH(E∗
Φ(Ds)‖D∆)− 4βH(Φ∗

t (Ds)‖D∆),

i.e.

d

dt
H(Φ∗

t (Ds)‖D∆) ≤ 2βH(E∗
Φ(Ds)‖D∆)− 2βH(Φ∗

t (Ds)‖D∆). (29)

By integrating Equation (29) with respect to t, we obtain that

H(Φ∗
t (Ds)‖D∆)−H(E∗

Φ(Ds)‖D∆) ≤ e−2βt(H(Ds‖D∆)−H(E∗
Φ(Ds)‖D∆)).

By Equation (28), we obtain that

H(Ds‖D∆)−H(E∗
Φ(Ds)‖D∆) ≤

1

4β
‖gradg,Df‖2D,∆̂

.

Note that

H(E∗
Φ(Ds)‖D∆) = H(EN (Ds)FΦ‖D∆),

We see the first equality of the theorem is true. By Lemma 6.37, we have that

‖gradg,Df‖2D,∆̂
= 2τ(L∗(D)(logD − logD∆)).

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

Remark 6.42. If ∆̂ = ∆ ∆−1 , then by Remarks 6.13 and 6.26, we have that

H(EN (D)FΦ‖D∆) =H(EN (D)∆‖∆)

=τ (EN (D)∆ logEN (D)∆− EN (D)∆ log∆)

=τ(EN (D)∆ logEN (D)).

If N = C, we see that H(EN (D)FΦ‖D∆) = 0 for density operator D ∈ M.

In [2], Talagrand inequality [29] was obtained for quantum Markov semigroups. In the
following, we obtain a bimodule version of Talagrand inequality.
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Theorem 6.43 (Talagrand Inequality). Suppose that {Φt}t≥0 is a bimodule quantum Markov

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

d(D,D∆) ≤ 2

√
H(D‖D∆)−H(EN (D)FΦ‖D∆)

β
.

Proof. Suppose that D ∈ M is a density operator. Let ∆D = EN (D)FΦ. Then the distance
between D and ∆D is described by the following equation:

d(D,∆D) =

∫ ∞

0

∥∥∥∥
d

dt
Φ∗

t (D)

∥∥∥∥
gL

dt.

Note that

∥∥∥∥
d

dt
Φ∗

t (D)

∥∥∥∥
2

gL

= −2
d

dt
H(Φ∗

t (D)‖D∆). By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, for any

0 < t1 < t2 < ∞, we have that

∫ t2

t1

∥∥∥∥
d

dt
Φ∗

t (D)

∥∥∥∥
gL

dt ≤
√
2
√
t2 − t1

√
H(Φ∗

t1(D)‖D∆)−H(Φ∗
t2(D)‖D∆)

Fix ǫ > 0, for each k ∈ N, we take tk ∈ R such that

H(Φ∗
tk
(D)‖D∆)−H(EN (D)FΦ‖D∆)

=e−kǫ(H(D‖D∆)−H(EN (D)FΦ‖D∆)).

By Equation (26), we have that tk − tk−1 ≤
ǫ

2β
. By Equation (26) again, we have that

∫ tk

tk−1

∥∥∥∥
d

dt
Φ∗

t (D)

∥∥∥∥
gL

dt

≤
√
2
√
t2 − t1

√
H(Φ∗

t1(D)‖D∆)−H(Φ∗
t2(D)‖D∆)

≤
√
2

√
ǫ

2β
(e−(k−1)ǫ − e−kǫ)(H(D‖D∆)−H(EN (D)FΦ‖D∆))

=
√
2e−kǫ/2

√
ǫ(eǫ − 1)

√
H(D‖D∆)−H(EN (D)FΦ‖D∆)

2β
.

(30)
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Note that

lim
ǫ→0

∞∑

k=1

e−kǫ/2
√

ǫ(eǫ − 1) = lim
ǫ→0

e−ǫ/2
√

ǫ(eǫ − 1)

1− e−ǫ/2

= lim
ǫ→0

√
ǫ(eǫ − 1)

eǫ/2 − 1

= lim
ǫ→0

√
ǫ(eǫ/2 + 1)

eǫ/2 − 1

=
√
2 lim
ǫ→0

√
ǫ

eǫ/2 − 1
= 2.

By taking summation of Equation (30) with respect to k, we see that the theorem is true.
�
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[22] M. Müger. From subfactors to categories and topology i: Frobenius algebras in and morita equivalence

of tensor categories. Journal of Pure and Applied Algebra, 180(1):81–157, 2003.
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