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NON-COMMUTATIVE f-DIVERGENCE FUNCTIONAL

MOHAMMAD SAL MOSLEHIAN AND MOHSEN KIAN

ABSTRACT. We introduce the non-commutative f-divergence functional 9(2, £~3) =
fT Bt%f (B;%AtBt_%) Bt% dy(t) for an operator convex function f, where A= (Ap)ter
and B = (Bt)ter are continuous fields of Hilbert space operators and study its prop-
erties. We establish some relations between the perspective of an operator convex
function f and the non-commutative f-divergence functional. In particular, an op-
erator extension of Csiszar’s result regarding f-divergence functional is presented.
As some applications, we establish a refinement of the Choi-Davis—Jensen operator
inequality, obtain some unitarily invariant norm inequalities and give some results
related to the Kullback—Leibler distance.

1. INTRODUCTION AND PRELIMINARIES

Let B(2°) be the algebra of all bounded linear operators on a complex Hilbert space
¢ and I denote the identity operator. If dim . = n, we identify B(.7) with the
algebra M,,(C) of all n x n matrices with entries in the complex number field C. An
operator A is said to be positive (denoted by A > 0) if (Ax,z) > 0 for all vectors
x € . If, in addition, A is invertible, then it is called strictly positive (denoted by
A >0). By A > B we mean that A — B is positive, while A > B means that A — B
is strictly positive. A map ® on B(7#) is called positive if ®(A) > 0 for each A > 0.
An operator C' is called an isometry if C*C' = I, a contraction if C*C < [ and an
expansive operator if C*C' > I.

A continuous real valued function f defined on an interval J is said to be operator

convex if
JOMA+ (1 —=X)B) < Af(A)+ (1= N f(B),

for all self-adjoint operators A, B with spectra contained in J and any A € [0,1]. If —f
is operator convex, then f is said to be operator concave. Let J; and J; be two real

intervals. A jointly operator convex function is a function f defined on J; x J; such

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 47A63, 461.05, 26D15, 15A60, 60E15.
Key words and phrases. Information theory; Kullback—Leibler distance; f-divergence functional;

Csiszar’s result; perspective function; operator convex.
) )
1


http://arxiv.org/abs/1301.7349v1

2 M.S. MOSLEHIAN, M. KIAN

that
SOMA, B)+ (1= \)(C, D)) < Af(A,B)+ (1 =\ f(C, D),

for all self-adjoint operators A, C' with spectra contained in Ji, all self-adjoint operators
B, D with spectra contained in J5 and all A € [0, 1]; see e.g. [16] for the definition of
f(A, B).

The Jensen operator inequality, due to Hansen and Pedersen states that f:.J — R

is operator convex if and only if
F(C*AC) < C*F(A)C, (1.1)

for any isometry C' and any self-adjoint operator A with spectrum contained in J,
see [10] for various equivalent assertions. If 0 € J and f(0) < 0, then f is operator
convex on J if and only if (1.1) holds for any contraction C'. Some other various
characterizations of operator convexity can be found in [10, Chapter 1]; see also [18, 19]
and references therein.

The Choi-Davis—Jensen inequality states that if f is operator convex, then

F(2(A)) < O(f(A)), (1.2)

for any unital positive linear map ® and any self-adjoint operator A, whose spectrum
is contained in the domain of f; see [20] for a characterization for the case of equality.
An extension of this significant inequality reads as follows.

Theorem A. [17] Let f be an operator convex function on J and ®q,--- , @, be positive
linear maps on B() with Y7 ®;(I) = I. Then

f (Z <I>i<Ai>> < Z@(f(Ai)), (1.3)

for all self-adjoint operators A; (i =1,--- ,n) with spectra contained in J. In partic-

ular,

f (i Cff‘h’@) < zn:cff(Ai)Cia (1.4)
i—1 i—1

whenever > " | CfC; =1

Let T be a locally compact Hausdorff space and 2 be a C*-algebra of Hilbert space
operators. A field (A;);er of operators in 2 is said to be continuous if the function
t — A; is norm continuous on 7. Moreover, If p is a Radon measure on 7' and the
function ¢ — A, is integrable on 7', then the Bochner integral fT Aydp(t) is defined to
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be the unique element of 2l with the property that

([ Aau) = [ staranco,

for any linear functional p in the norm dual 2A* of 2.

Furthermore, let 2 and B be C*-algebras of operators. A field (®y)ier : A — B of
positive linear maps is said to be continuous if the function ¢ — ®;(A) is continuous on
T for every A € 2. If the C*-algebras 2 and B are unital and the function ¢ — ®(1)
is integrable on T" with integral I, then we say that the field (®;);er is unital.

The following result, is the Jensen operator inequality for continuous fields of oper-
ators.

Theorem B. [l1] Let f be an operator convex function defined on an interval J, and
let A and B be unital C*-algebras. If (Py)ier : A — B is a unital field of positive linear
maps defined on a locally compact Hausdorff space T with a bounded Radon measure

1, then

/ ( / @(At)du(t)) < [ ®standuto) (15)

for every norm bounded continuous field (Ay)er of self-adjoint operators in 2 with
spectra contained in J.

Let f be a convex function on a convex set K C R. Following [12], the perspective
function g associated to f is defined on the set {(z,y):y >0 and S € K} by

g(@,y) =yf (g) :

As an operator extension of the perspective function, Effros [9] introduced the per-

spective function of an operator convex function f by

g(L.R) = Rf (g) |

for commuting strictly positive operators L and R and proved the following notable
theorem.
Theorem C. [9] If f is operator convex, when restricted to the commuting strictly
positive operators, then the perspective function (L, R) — g(L, R) = Rf (%) is jointly
operator convex.

He also extended the generalized perspective function, defined by Maréchal [14, 15]
to operators. Given continuous functions f and h and commuting strictly positive

operators L and R, Effros defined the operator extension of the generalized perspective
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function by
AR =R (s )
h(R)
and proved the following assertion.
Theorem D. If [ is operator convex with f(0) < 0 and h is operator concave with
h >0, then fAh is jointly conver on commuting strictly positive operators.

The authors of [8] extended Effros results by removing the restriction to commuting
operators and proved analogue results to Theorem C and Theorem D.

An interesting study of such functions for operators was introduced by Kubo and
Ando. They considered the case where f is an operator monotone function and es-
tablished a relation between the operator monotone functions and the operator means
(see [10, Chapter 5]).

One of the most principal matters in applications of probability theory is to find a
suitable measure between two probability distributions. Many kinds of such measures
have been studied and applied in several fields such as signal processing, genetics and
economics. One of the most famous of such measures is the Csiszar f-divergence
functional, which includes several measures.

For a convex function f : [0,00) — R, Csiszar [1, 5] introduced the f-divergence

functional by

Is(p,q) = ngf (%) : (1.6)

for positive n-tuples p = (p1,--+ ,pn) and ¢ = (q1, - , Gn), in which undefined expres-

sions were interpreted by

£(0) = lim f(t),  Of (g) —0, 0f (%) — lim f(%) —plim 1O

t—0+ e—0+ t—oo t

Also Csiszar and Korner [6] obtained the following result.

Theorem E. If f : [0,00) — R is convex, then 1;(p,q) is jointly convez in p and q

and

;qu <§”22) < 14(p, ) (1.7)

for all positive n-tuples p = (p1,- -+ ,Pn), ¢ = (q1,** s qn)-

A series of results and inequalities related to f-divergence functionals can be found
in [1, 3,7, 13].

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we introduce an operator extension

of f-divergence functional for an operator convex function f, which is more general
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than the perspective function associated to f. We give some properties of our non-
commutative f-divergence functional and establish its relationship to the perspective of
f. In particular, an operator extension of (1.7) is presented. In section 3, we provide
some applications for our results. More precisely, a refinement of the Choi-Davis—
Jensen operator inequality is obtained, some unitarily invariant norm inequalities are

presented and some results related to the Kullback—Leibler distance are given.

2. NON-COMMUTATIVE f-DIVERGENCE FUNCTIONALS

Throughout this section, assume that T is a locally compact Hausdorff space with a
bounded Radon measure p and 2 and 8 are C*-algebras of Hilbert space operators.
Assume that A = (Ay)ier and B = (B;)ier are continuous fields of self-adjoint and
strictly positive operators in 2, respectively, and (®y)er : A — B is a unital field of
positive linear maps. Furthermore, when 7T is the finite set {1,--- ,n} and p is the
counting measure, suppose that L= (Ly, -+, Ly,) and R= (Ry,- -, R,) are n-tuples
of self-adjoint and strictly positive operators on a Hilbert space .7, respectively, and
(®q,- -+, D,) is an n-tuple of positive linear maps on B(J7).

Let f:]0,00) — R be a convex function. The perspective function g associated to
f is defined by

1

9(L.R) := R* f(R"2LR"*)R?,

where L is a self-adjoint operator and R is a strictly positive operator on a Hilbert
space . 1In [8] it is shown that f is operator convex if and only if ¢ is jointly
operator convex. We consider a more general case. Let us define the non-commutative

f-divergence functional © by
O(A, B) == / B f (B[EAtBF) B du(t). (2.1)
T

Hence, in the discrete case © is defined by

[NIES

~ ~ "1 _1 _1
O(L,R)=> RZf(R,*LiR, *)R?. (2.2)
i=1
By the same argument as in [3], it is easy to see that © is jointly operator convex if
and only if f is operator convex. In the sequel, we study some properties of © and

establish some relations between © and g. The following result is an extension of (1.7).

Theorem 2.1. Let f be an operator convex function, and g be the corresponding per-

spective function. Then

g(A,B) < ©(A, B), (2.3)
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where A = [, Aydp(t) and B = [, Bidpu(t).
Proof.

f(B34B%)

-1((/ Bsdms))_; [ avtute) ([ Bsdms))_é)

y /T ( /T Bsdu(S))_ A ( /T Bsdms))_%du(t))

([ ([ maue) s (5 ) B ( [ Bans) ) du(t))
<[(/ Bsdu(S))_éB}f(B[ ) ot ([ Bans)) anto

( by the Jensen operator inequality (1.5))
1
3

_ ( /T Bsd,u(s)>_é /T B? f(B; PA,B; ) BEdu(t) ( /T Bsd,u(s))

= B 1O(A,B)B"*,

D=

N=
(SIS

[NIES

whence we obtain the desired inequality (2.3). O

Corollary 2.2. Let f be an operator convex function and g be the perspective function
of f. Then

(i) The perspective function g of an operator convex function f is sub-additive.

More general,

g9 (Z L;, ZRZ) < Zg(Li, R;). (2.4)
i=1 i=1 i=1
(i) fOo L) <>, g(Li, R;), whenever > | Ry =1.

Let T7 and T5 be disjoint locally compact Hausdorff spaces and T' = T; U T5. The
following refinement of (2.3) holds.

Corollary 2.3. Let g be the perspective function of an operator convex function f.
Then

29 (3(4.5)) < gln. Br) + 9(An, Bry) < O(4.B) 25)

where A = [, Audu(t), B = [, Bidu(t), Ap, = le Adu(t) and Br, = le Bydu(t).
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Proof. Since (A, B) = (Ar,, Bry) + (Aq,, Br,), the first inequality of (2.5) follows from
the joint convexity of g. The second inequality follows immediately from Theorem
2.1. 0

Theorem 2.4. Let L;; and R;; (1 < i,j < n) be self-adjoint and strictly positive
operators, respectively, and let p; (1 < j < n) be positive numbers. If f is operator

convezx, then
i=1 i=1

where LZ = Z?:l ijij’ RZ - Z?:l ijij; EZ = (Lila te >Lin); él = (Ri1> e aRm)
Proof. Using (2.3) for A; and B; (1 <1i < n) we obtain
1 1 1y 1 -~ o~
g(Li,R)) = R f (Ri LR, ) R? <©(pL,pRY), (1<i<n), (2.6)

where p;{’ = (plAila s 7pnAm) and pgl = (plBih v 7pnan) In addition,

O(pL', pR) = Z(ijij>%f((ijij)_%(ijij)(ijij)_%> (p;Rij)?

j=1
= > pR:f(R*LiR,;* )R, (2.7)
j=1

Summing (2.6) over i we get

> gL, R) < Y O(pL',pR')
i=1

i=1
I 1 1 11

= Zzijz?jf(RijQLinijQ)Rz?j (by (2.7))
i=1 j=1

n "1 1 11
= D opiy REF(RLyR* R
=1 i=1

j=1
O
For continuous functions f and h and commuting matrices L and R, Effros [9] defined
the function (L, R) — (fAh)(L, R) by

L

(FAR)(LF) = f (m) WR).



8 M.S. MOSLEHIAN, M. KIAN

He also proved that if f is operator convex with f(0) < 0 and h is operator concave

with A > 0, then fAh is jointly operator convex. In [8], definition and properties of

fAh were naturally given for two not necessarily commuting self-adjoint operators.
Let f and h be continuous real valued functions defined on an interval J and p be

a probability measure on T'. As a generalization of fAh, we define fVh by

(FVR)(A, B) = /

T

R(By)Ef (R(B) ™2 A(By) ™) h(Bu)*du(t).

It is not hard to see that f is operator convex with f(0) < 0 and h is operator concave
with A > 0 if and only if fVh is jointly operator convex.
The next result, is a Choi-Davis—Jensen type inequality for fAh.

Theorem 2.5. Let f be an operator convex function with f(0) < 0 and h be an operator
concave function with h > 0. If [ ®,(I)du(t) < I, then

(FAR) ( [ etanaute. [ <I>t(Bt)du(t)) < [erane. By, @9

In particular, if g is the perspective function of f, then

g ( [ etanaute. [ <1>t(Bt)du(t)) < [ wgan Bt (2.9)

where By s strictly positive for anyt € T.

Proof. Let (By)ier be a continuous filed of self-adjoint operators. Define the field of
positive linear maps ¥, : 2l — B by

D=

1
2

U,(X) = h ( /T @t(Bt)du(t)) @, (MBI Xh(B)}) b < /T (I)t(Bt)d,u(t))

Since h is operator concave, h > 0 and [, ®,(1)dpu(t) < I, we have

[ dntany < ( [ omoan).

Therefore

1
2

[ wnaun = [ n ( / <1>t(Bt)du(t))_% &, (h(B)h ( / @(Bt)du(t)) <1
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Put C = [, ®¢(B;)du(t). We have

(fAR) ( (A du(t) /T @t(Bt)du(t)>

D=
D=

=101 (e) ¥ [ Ayt ey t) acc)

N|=
D=

=131 ( [ ne)F ey nE)Hauo) acc)

N

= 1031 ( [ e (B E AchB) ) dut)) )

—
[NIE

< h(C): / W, (7 (h(B) S Ah(B)S) ) du()h(C)

(by the Jensen operator inequality (1.5))

= [ @(raman B,
which gives rise to (2.8). O

As special cases of Theorem 2.5 we have the following result.

Corollary 2.6. Let f be an operator convex function with f(0) < 0 and h be an
operator concave function with h > 0. If ® is a positive linear map on B(I) with
®(I) < I, then

(fAR) (®(A), (B)) < ®((fAh)(A, B)), (2.10)

for all self-adjoint operators A, B. In particular, if g is the perspective function asso-
ciated to f, then

g9(2(A), ©(B)) < 0(g(A, B)), (2.11)
for any self-adjoint operator A and any strictly positive operator B.

Example 2.7. Let ® be a positive linear map on B(). Applying Corollary 2.6 to
the operator convex function f(t) =t (=1 <3 <0or 1< 3 <2) and the operator
concave function h(t) =t* (0 < a < 1), we obtain
«@ «@ —« ﬁ «@ @ «@ «@ «@

o(B)% (@(B)‘?(I)(A)@(B)T) o(B) < (Bf (B‘?AB‘E)ﬁBf) L (212)

In particular, for a = % and § = —1, inequality (2.12) gives rise to
O(B)id(A)'B(B): < D (B%A—lB%) .
Note that with & = 1 and 5 = —1, inequality (2.12) gives rise to the known inequality
®(B)®(A)"'®(B) < ® (BA™'B).
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Corollary 2.8. Let f be an operator convex function with f(0) < 0 and h be an
operator concave function with h > 0. Then

(fAh) ((Az, z), (Br,x)) < (fAR)(A, B)z, 7)),

for all self-adjoint operators A, B € B() and all unit vectors x € . In particular,
if g is the perspective function of f, then

9 ((Az,x), (B, x)) < (9(A, B)z, x), (2.13)

for any self-adjoint operator A € B(J), any strictly positive operator B € B(J) and
any unit vector v € .

Theorem 2.9. Let f1 and fy be operator convex functions with f1(0) < 0 and f2(0) <0
and let h be an operator concave function with h > 0. The following assertions are
equivalent:

(1) fi < for

(2) (AAR) (fr ®(ANdu(t), [ (BAu()) < [ ®u((r00)(Ary B))dpu(t) for all
unital fields (Py)ier and all continuous fields of operators (Ay)ier and (By)ier;

(3) f1 ([ Pe(A)du(t)) < [, Pu(fo(Ar))du(t) for all continuous fields of operators
(Ap)ser-

Proof. (1) = (2) Let fi < fy and (By)ier be a continuous field of self-adjoint operators
in A Let C' = [, ®(B,;)dpu(t). Define the field of positive linear maps (¥;)er : A — B
by

SIS

W (X) = h(C) 3@, (A(By)> XA(B,)* ) h(C) 2.
It follows from the operator concavity of h and A > 0 that

[ odntany < ( [ omoa).

Therefore

/T W, (1)du(t) = / W(C) @, (h(BY)A(C) s < I

T
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% (Adute). [ @(Bt)du(t)))

!

= h(C)fy <h<0>‘% /T ‘1>t(At)du(t)h(C)‘%) h(C)?

" </T (n(B)2 AN, )
s e (s ancsy ) ao ) o
(B2

<h %/T\Ift(fz h

h

(&F v,
< h(C)? \
(€) )7#) ) h(C)?
(by the Jensen operator inequality (1.5))
~ [ @uthana, 5.

(2) = (3) Let h(t) = t. Then

A ([ o) = don ([ oo, [ o)
< [ @ran s D) = [ @A)

T

(3) = (1) Putting 7" = {1} and ®;(A) = A in (3) we get (1). O
Applying the theorem above to h(t) =t we get the following result.

Corollary 2.10. Let f; and fy be operator convex functions and ¢, and gy be the
corresponding operator perspective functions, respectively. The following assertions are
equivalent:

(1) fi < fo,

(2) g1 (P(A),®(B)) < P(ga2(A, B)) for any unital positive linear map ® on B(H),
any self-adjoint operator A € B(J) and any strictly positive operator B €
B(s7).

(3) f1(P(A)) < P(f2(A)) for any unital positive linear map ® on B(I) and any
self-adjoint operator A € B().

In the next theorem, we establish a relation between two functions fAh and fVh.
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Theorem 2.11. Let f be an operator convezr function with f(0) < 0 and h be an

operator concave function with h > 0. If u is a probability measure on T, then
(FAR)(A, B) < (fVh)(4, B), (2.14)
where A = [, Aydp(t) and B = [, Bidpu(t).

Proof.

Il
kh
—
S~
>=
VRS
S~
&

»
=8
=
w
S~—
~~_
e
=
Sy
o
~
=
S
et
Sl
=
=
Sy
et
[l
——
=
S
S~—
Sl
>
N\
S
=
S8
E
=
~~
|
S8
=
S
S~—
SN—"

Since h is operator concave,

[ Biaut < ( / Btdmt)) |

So, (2.15), the operator convexity of f and f(0) < 0 imply that

7 (h(B)~3 An(B) )

= (B [ BB (B ARB) ) B () H(B)
= h(B)"2(fVh)(A, B)h(B) ",
whence we get the required inequality (2.14). O
In the discrete case, assume that p = (p1,- -+ ,pn) and ¢ = (q1, - - - , ¢,) are probability

distributions. In this case let us define fVh by
(fVh)(L, R, p,q) = Zpih(QiRi)%f <h(QiRi)_%Lih(QiRi)_%> h(giR;)?.
i=1

Note that with py =¢g =1land p;=¢ =0 (i =2,---,n), fVh = fAh.
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Remark 2.12. We can generalize (2.10) to fVh as follows. If f is operator convex with
f(0) <0, h is operator concave with h > 0, and ® is a unital positive linear map on
B(s), then

(FVR)(@(L), ®(R),5,7) < ®((fVh)(L, R 5, 7),

—_~— —_~—

where ®(L) = (®(L1), -, P(L,)) and D(R) = (P(Ry), -, P(R,)).
The following result similar to (2.14) may be stated.

Corollary 2.13. Let f be an operator convex function with f(0) < 0 and h be an
operator concave function with h > 0. If p = (p1,--+ ,pn) and ¢ = (q1,* -+ ,qn) are
probability distributions, then

(fAR)(L, R) < (fVh)(L, R, p,q), (2.16)
where L =" p;L;, R=>"" ¢R;.

The next theorem, gives a bound for the non-commutative f-divergence functional,
when f is differentiable.

Theorem 2.14. Let g and © be the perspective function and the non-commutative
f-divergence functional associated to a differentiable operator convex function f, re-

spectively. Then

71) [ But) = 1/0) [ (Be= A)dutt) < (A, B) (217)
Proof. 1t follows from the convexity of f that
fly) = fz) < fy)ly — ), (2.18)
for each x,y. Using the functional calculus to (2.18) we obtain
P =1 (BB ) < £ (1- B AB ), (2.19)

for each t € T'. Multiplying both sides of (2.19) by Bt% and integrating over t we get
71) [ Budu(t) - (L B) < 1'0) [ (B~ A)duo)
T T
which ensures (2.17). O

Corollary 2.15. If f is operator convex and differentiable and g is the perspective
function of f, then

f) ZRi (DY (Ri— L) <) g(Li ).

i=1 i=1
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3. APPLICATIONS

In this section, we use the results of section 2 to derive some interesting operator

inequalities.

3.1. Refinements of Choi-Davis—Jensen inequality. Let 7} and 75 be disjoint
locally compact Hausdorff spaces, 77 UT, = T" and p be a bounded Radon measure on
T. As the first application of our result in section 2, we obtain the following refinement

of the Jensen operator inequality (1.5).

Theorem 3.1. Let f be an operator convex function, (Ay)er be a continuous field of
self-adjoint operators in A, (P;)ier : A — B be a unital field of positive linear maps,
Dry = [, ®:(1)du(t) and Dy, = [, ®:(1)du(t). Then

1

0 1 ( [ et
<D f (D2 [ oanaut 05F) i+ if (02 [ wagantoy 0 ) 0}
< [ @0 (B A)00) ) BD) i)

séaqmmww. (3.1)

i) [ @ - f(ééA&MMﬂ)

v

/T O, (f(A))dp(t) — D%f (D;ﬁ /T <I>t(At)D;1%du(t)) D%
>0 1 (32)

Proof. (i) Put Cy = D% and Cy = D%. Clearly C7C, 4+ C5Cy = 1. 1t follows from
(1.4) that

D: f (D;f /T By (A)du(?) D;f) D: 1 D3 f (D;; /T By( A du(t) D;;) D},
:=@fQﬁ*é}mmmM@Of)oﬁ4fo§*L@M&mmwaf)@

zf(ﬁfﬂ&mmw+ﬁfM&mmw)W@>

=1 ([ oavautn)).
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which is the first inequality of (3.1). Assume that g is the perspective function of f.
It follows from Theorem 2.1 that

1 _1 _1 1 1 _1 _1 1
Dhf (07 [ @dagaut pi}) b+ Dht (7 [ aagauo vt ) o}
T T

(] DA du(0), pr)+o [ O (A)(0), Dr.)
() a4t | D)+ ( [ o (Agaute). [ (Dt

< / 9(Du(AL), D)) du(t) + / 9(®4(AL), B:(1))dp(t) (by (2.3))
_ / 9(@4(AL), ®(1))du(t)
= [ @it (2D R a1 ) @Dt

whence we get the second inequality of (3.1). For each t € T, let the unital positive
linear map W, : A — B be defined by

D=

Uy (X) = (I)t(f)_%q)t(X>q)t(]>_

Since f is operator convex, we have

f(@D b eane(nt) = f(w(A)
< W(f(Ay))
= O,(1) 2P, (f(A)) ()2 (3.3)

The last inequality of (3.1) now follows from (3.3).
(ii) Let W be the unital positive linear map defined by

V(Aer ®B) = | @(A)dutt) + D} BD},
Ts

Applying Choi-Davis—Jensen’s inequality (1.2) to ¥ we obtain

([ oaoann) = ([ oanane+ i (03} [ aarmons!) o)
f( ( | Avdutey o 05 [ aiaganog? ) )

At d/JJ ) + D%lf (D;f / (bt(At)d/J(t)D;f) D%l
T
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Hence

/cht(f(At))du(t) —f (/T <I>t(At)du(t))
> [ @i - [ (A0t
~oht (05! [ sihvmonn!) o}

1 1 1\ 1
:/ D, (f(Ar))du(t) — Dy, f (DT12/ (I)t(At)d/i(t)Dle) Dr,
Ty T
> 0.
The last inequality follows from (1.5). O

Assume that @, --- , ®,, be positive linear maps on B(.2) with """ | ®;(I) = I and
Ay, -+, A, be self-adjoint operators on 2. Applying Theorem 3.1 to T'= {1,--- ,n},
Ty CT, T, =T — T, and the counting measure p, we have the following consequence,
which is a refinement of (1.3).

Corollary 3.2. Let f be an operator conver function, Dy, = 3, .. ®;(I) and Dy, =
> ien, Pi(l). Then

<> @A) (34
(i) D ®i(f(Ai) — f (Z @(A»)
> > i(f(4)) - Dif (D;F > @(A»D?) D},
> 0. (3.5)

We give an example to show that all inequalities of (3.4) are sharp. So either (3.1)

or (3.4) is really a refinement of the Choi-Davis—Jensen inequality.
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Example 3.3. Let f(t) =t*, T = {1,2,3} and T} = {1}. Consider the positive linear
maps Oy, Py, O3 : M3(C) — My (C) defined by
1 1
®1(4) = S(ayhciger,  P2(A) = P3(A) = 3(aiy)azijes,

where A € M3(C). Clearly ®,(I3) + ®o(13) + P5(I3) = Io, where I3 and I, are the
identity operators in M3(C) and My (C), respectively. Also Dy, = ®1(I3) = 31, and

Dy, = ®y(I3) + O(I3) = 21, 1f

2
A1:3 O
1

S = O
o O =

0 01 10
, Ay=31 010 ], A3=3[00
1 00 11

then

B (f(A1) + ol f(As)) + Bs(f(As)) = < 231 135 ) .

Now inequalities

105§153§183§213’
5 9 3 6 3 9 3 15

show that all inequalities of (3.1) can be strict. By similar computations, one may

show that inequalities of (ii) are strict.
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Corollary 3.4. Let f be an operator convex function, Ay, --- , A, be self-adjoint oper-
ators and Cy,--- ,Cy, be such that Y, C¥C; = 1. Then

f (Z OJAZ-O,)
i=1

€Ty 1€Tn

NI

< Y (CIG)Hf (G105 ACH(CIC) ) (CiC)

<Y CrF(ANG,
i=1
where Cry = ) ;o CfCi and Cpy, = )i p, C7 0.
Proof. Apply Corollary 3.2 to ®;(A) = CFAC; (1 <1 <n). O

3.2. Unitarily invariant norm inequalities. Now we use the results of section 2
to obtain some norm inequalities. For this end, we need to recall some preliminary
concepts. A norm |||-||| on M,,(C) is said to be unitarily invariant if |||UAV||| = ||| A]||,
for any A € M,,(C) and all unitaries U,V € M, (C). For a Hermitian matrix A €
M, (C), we denote by A\{(A) > \y(A) > -\, (A) the eigenvalues of A arranged in the
decreasing order with their multiplicities counted. By s1(A) > s5(A) > --+ > s,(A)

172 ie., the singular values of A. One of

we denote the eigenvalues of |A| = (A*A)
important classes of unitarily invariant norms is the class of the Ky Fan k-norms
defined by

k
ANl = S s4),  1<k<n.

i=1

We need the following lemmas.

Lemma 3.5. [2, Theorem I11.3.5] Let A € M,,(C). Then

k

> (4 :maXZ<Aui,ui> (k=1,---,n),

i=1
where the maximum is taken over all choices of orthonormal vectors uy,--- ,u, € C"

under the usual inner product (-, ).

Lemma 3.6. [2, Theorem IV.2.2] Let A and B be two matrices. Then |||A|||x) <

B[y for all k = 1,--- n if and only if |||Al|| < |||Bl|| for all unitarily invariant

norms.
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The following lemma is an extension of the Jenesen inequality to separately convex
functions of two variables.

Lemma 3.7. [16, Lemma 2.2] Let f : [a,b] X [c,d] — R be a separately convex function
and A, B € M,,(C). Then

f((Au, u), (Bu,v)) < (f(A, Blu®v,u®v),
for all unit vectors u,v € C".

Theorem 3.8. Let f be an operator convex function and g be the perspective function
of f. Then

g(IAIL B < Hllg(A, B, (3.6)

for all unitarily invariant norms ||| - ||| and positive-definite matrices A, B € M, (C).

Proof. Let \;(A), u;(B) denote the eigenvalues of A, B, respectively. We have

g (Z)\i(A)aZMi(B)) =9 <Z<Aui>uz‘>,z<3%w>)

i=1 =1

< Zg((Auian% (Bui, vi)) (by (2.4))

< Z<9(A, B)u; ® v;,u; @ v;)  (by Lemma 3.7)
i—1
< > uilg(A B)) (by Lemma 3.5).

i=1

Now, (3.6) follows from Lemma 3.6. O

Example 3.9. Applying Theorem 3.8 to the operator convex function f(t) = t°
(-1 < <0orl1<pg<2), we obtain

1 1 _1\”? 1 11 o 1\A
BIE (BIEHAINIBI) BN < 1BE (B-EAB~H)" B,
for all strictly positive matrices A, B € M,,(C). In particular,
IANIBII AN < [1AB Al

for all unitarily invariant norms ||| - |||.
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3.3. Kullback—Leibler distance. The Kullback—Leibler distance is obtained from
f-divergence functional (1.6), where f(t) = —logt and is defined by

~ . Di
i=1 v

where p = (p1,-+- ,pn) and ¢ = (q1, -, ¢,) are probability distributions. By defini-
tion (2.2), the non-commutative f-divergence functional ©, which we will call it ”the

operator Kullback—Leibler functional”, is defined by
-~ "1 1 1\ 1
O(L,R) =Y Rilog (RIL'R! ) ;.
i=1
Applying Corollary 2.2 to f(t) = —logt, we get

; R? log (REL;lRf) R?

() (&) (B2) (£

In particular, for strictly positive operators A, B, C, D, we have

RS
vt
=
SN—————

|

Ablog (A%C—lA%) A% + Bilog (B%D—lB%) B3

D=

< (A+ B)?log ((A +B)3(C+ D) (A + B)%) (A+ B)s.

Moreover, f'(t) = —1/t. Using Corollary (2.15) we get

n

Z(Ri — L) < O(L, R),

1=1

or equivalently

i R < i R log (R7L;'RY) RY + iL
=1 i—1 i=1
In particular, for L = (C, D) and R= (A, B), we obtain
A+B<C+D+ Ablog (Aéc—lA%) A% + Bllog (B%D—lB%) B3,
The function f(t) = tlogt is operator convex and f'(t) = logt + 1. Again, it follows

from Corollary 2.15 that

n

S (Li— Ri) < zn: LR, ? log (R;%LiR;%) R:.

i=1 =1

[NIES
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In particular

1]

C+D<CA%log (A—%CA—%) A% + DB % log (B—%DB—%) B + A+ B.
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