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In this paper, we introduce the notion of the Tsallis relative operator
p-entropy between two strictly positive operators and verify its properties
such as joint convexity, joint subadditivity, and monotonicity. We also give
the Shannon type operator inequality and its reverse one satisfied by the
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1. Introduction

Let H be an infinite-dimensional (separable) Hilbert space. By B(H), B(H )sa,
and B(H)™" we denote the set of all bounded linear operators, the set of all self-
adjoint operators, and the set of all strictly positive operators on H, respectively.
A continuous real function f on [0,00) is said to be operator monotone (more
precisely, operator monotone increasing) if A < B implies f(A) < f(B) for A, B €
B(H)sa. For a self-adjoint operator A, the value f(A) is defined via the functional
calculus as usual. The function f is called operator convex on an interval [ if

fleAr + (1= ¢)Az) < cf (A1) + (1 — ¢) f(A2)

for all A1, Ay € B(H)sa whose spectra are contained in I, and ¢ € [0, 1] and the
function f is operator concave if — f is operator convex. A real valued continuous
function f on an interval [ is said to be operator subadditive on I whenever

f(A+B) < f(A)+ f(B)

for all A, B € B(H)sa whose spectra are contained in I and f is operator super-
additive if —f is operator subadditive. The function g of two variables is called
jointly convex if

g(cA1+ (1 —c)Asg,cB1 + (1 — ¢)Bs) < cg(A1,B1) + (1 — ¢)g(Asg, Bg)
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for all Ay, Ay, By, B2 € B(H)sa and ¢ € [0, 1], and the function g is jointly concave
if —g is jointly convex. The function g is called jointly subadditive whenever

g(A1 + Az, By + Ba) < g(A1,B1) + g(A2, Ba)

for all Ay, Ag, B1, By € B(H)sa, and the function g is jointly supperadditive if —g
is jointly subadditive.

Let f and h be two continuous functions defined on [0, 00) and let h be strictly
positive in the sense that h(A) € B(H)™" for A € B(H)"". Effros introduced in
[3] an operator version of perspectivity for commuting operators and proved that
the perspective of an operator convex function is operator convex as a function
of two variables. Following Effros’ approach, we dropped the commutativity
assumption and defined in [2] a fully noncommutative perspective of two variables
(associated to f), by choosing an appropriate ordering, as follows:

Pi(A,B) := AV2f(AY2BATY2) A2,

We also defined the operator version of a fully noncommutative generalized per-
spective of two variables (associated to f and h) as follows:

Pran(A, B) == h(A)2 f(h(A)"/>Bh(A)~'/?)h(A)'/?

for A € B(H)™" and B € B(H)sa- In fact, Pran(A,B) = Py(h(A),B). We
remark that the noncommutative case should have a deep influence on quantum
mechanics and quantum information theory. We then proved several striking ma-
trix analogues of a classical result for operator convex functions. More precisely,
we proved the necessary and sufficient conditions for joint convexity of a fully
noncommutative perspective and generalized perspective function. We proved
some characterizations of the operator perspective in [19].

The axiomatic theory for connections and means for pairs of positive operators
was developed by Nishio and Ando [23]. Kubo and Ando [11] proved the existence
of an affine order isomorphism between the class of connections and the class

of positive operator monotone functions on R*. This isomorphism, o < f, is
characterized by the relation AcB = AY2f(A~1/2BA1/2)A1/2,

Definition 1.1. Let A, B,C,... be strictly positive operators. A binary
operation o defined on the set of strictly positive operators is called a connection
if
(i) A<C,B<Dimplies AcB < CoD,

(il) C(AoB)C < (CAC)o(CBC),

(iii) Ax | A and By | B imply AxoBy | AoB.

A connection with the normalization condition Icl = I is called an operator
mean.
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When f is a positive operator monotone function with f(1) = 1, the operator
perspective Py reduces to the operator mean o with the representing function f.
Yanagi et al. [22] defined the notion of the Tsallis relative operator entropy and
gave its properties and the generalized Shannon inequalities (see also [16]). In this
paper, we give the Shannon type operator inequality and its reverse one satisfied
by the Tsallis relative operator p-entropy and in particular by the Tsallis relative
operator entropy. Moreover, we verify some properties of the Tsallis relative
operator g-entropy such as joint convexity, joint subadditivity, and monotonicity.

2. Subadditivity and superadditivity of non-commutative gen-
eralized perspectives

We refined Theorem 2.4 and Corollary 2.6 of [2] as follows. For more details
and proofs we refer to [3,15, 18].

Theorem 2.1. Suppose that f and h are two continuous functions defined
on [0,00) and h > 0.

(i) If f is operator convexr and h is operator concave with f(0) < 0, then the
generalized perspective function Prayp is jointly convex.

(ii) If f and h are operator concave with f(0) > 0, then the generalized perspec-
tive function Prap ts jointly concave.

The following two results are due to Kubo and Ando.

Theorem 2.2 ([11,17]). If A < C, B < D and f is a positive operator
monotone function on [0,00), then

Py(A,B) < P¢(C, D).

Theorem 2.3 ([11]). If f is a positive operator monotone function on [0, 00),
then Py is jointly superadditive.

Theorem 2.4. Suppose that f and h are two continuous functions defined on
[0,00) and h > 0. If f is a positive operator monotone function and h is operator
superadditive, then Pray 1s jointly superadditive.

Proof. An operator monotone function f : (0,00) — R is automatically op-
erator concave [9, Corollary 2.2]. Let {A1, Ag,..., A,} and {B1, Ba,..., By} be
two sequences of strictly positive operators on a Hilbert space H. Define

L= ZH:BZ», R= Zn:h(Ai).
=1 =1

Then we have

f(R—l/ZLR—l/Q) _ f(z R—1/2BiR—1/2)
i=1
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= f(i R_l/Qh(Ai)l/g(h(A@')_1/QBih(Ai)_I/Q)h(Ai)l/zR_l/Q).
1=1

Since

ZR_1/2h(AZ'>1/2h(Ai)l/2R_1/2 -]
i=1
and f is operator concave, Theorem 2.1 of [7] implies

f(R_1/2LR_1/2) > ZR_I/Qh(Ai)l/2f(h(Ai)_I/QBih(Ai)_1/2)h(Ai)l/2R_1/2.

i=1

Therefore,
n
Ps(R,L) = > Pan(As, Bi).
i=1

Whence,

Py (Z h(A:), ) Bi) > Pran(Ai, By). (2.1)

=1 =1 i=1

From the superadditivity of h and Theorem 2.2, we detect that

P; (h(z 40),) Bi> > Py (Z h(A:),) Bi> . (2.2)
=1 =1 =1 =1

We note that the left-hand side of (2.2) is equal to PfAh<Z?:1 A S Bi).
So, in view of (2.1) and (2.2), we observe that Pray, is jointly superadditive. [

In the following theorem, the case of an operator concave function is just the
result of Kubo and Ando, see Theorem 2.3.

Theorem 2.5. Suppose that f is a continuous function defined on [0,00).
If f is an operator convex (respectively, concave) function, then Py is jointly
subadditive (respectively, superadditive).

Proof. Let {A;, Ay, ..., Ay} and {By, Ba, ..., By} be two sequences of strictly
positive operators on a Hilbert space H. Define

i=1 =1

Since f is operator convex (respectively, concave), using the same approach as in
the proof of Theorem 2.4, we see that

n

Pr(R,L) < (2))_ Pr(Ai By).
=1
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We now provide some non-trivial examples of operator subadditive (respec-
tively, superadditive) functions. The following functions are non-trivial examples
of operator subadditive functions (see [4, Remark 1]):

h(t) =log(t™' +1), t >0,
h(t) =t%, a € [-1,0), t > 0.

It is easy to see that the following functions on [0, 00) are also operator subadditive
(see [21]):

(1) h(t)=at+p (e« €eR, f>0);

(2) h(t) = 11+t

Moslehian et. al [12] proved that some operator convex functions under certain
conditions on the sequence of self adjoint operators are operator superadditive.
Indeed, by letting A = 0 in [12, Corollary 2.5], one may deduce the following
result.

Remark 2.6. Let {By,...,B,} be a sequence of strictly positive operators
with B, < M < E?:l B; for every 1 < k < n and some M > 0. Then every
operator convex function f on [0, 00) with f(0) < 0 has the operator superadditive

property, i.e.,
f (Z Bz’) > Zf(Bi)- (2.3)
i=1 i=1

Uchiyama et. al [12] proved that some operator convex (respectively, non-
negative operator monotone) functions under certain conditions on the sequence
of strictly positive operators are operator superadditive (respectively, subaddi-
tive).

Remark 2.7. Let {Bi,...,B,} be a sequence of positive operators with
Z:-;éj B;Bj > 0. With this assumption Uchiyama et. al [24, Theorem 2.1] proved
that every operator convex function f on [0, 00) with f(0) < 0 has the operator
superadditive property (2.3) and every non-negative operator monotone function
f on [0,00) has the operator subadditive property, i.e.,

f (Z&) <Y f(BY).
i=1 i=1

Substituting the operator convex function tlogt on [0,00) to Remark 2.7
deduces that if Z?#j B;Bj > 0 for strictly positive operators B; (i =1,2,...,n),

then . . .
<Z BZ») <log > BZ-) > " B;log Bi.
i=1 =1

i=1
The following corollary is a well-known result, see [6, Theorem 5.7], and The-
orem 2.5 confirms it by considering f(t) = t?, p € [0, 1].
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Corollary 2.8. Let {A1, Ag, ..., An} and {B1, Ba, ..., By} be two sequences
of strictly positive operators on a Hilbert space H and p € [0,1]. Then

S A#B <[> A #, (DB
j=1 j=1 j=1

The notion of the operator («, 5)-geometric mean as a generalization of the
notion of the operator a-geometric mean was introduced by Nikoufar et al. [13]
for a, B > 0 as follows:

— AB/2 ( 4-B/2 R 4-B/2\" £B8/2
At o, B i= AT (AP2BATPI2) " 4912

The following interesting result indicates that the operator (a, 8)-geometric mean
is jointly superadditive under a certain condition.

Corollary 2.9. Let {A1, Ay, ..., Ay} and {By, Ba, ..., By} be two sequences
of strictly positive operators on a Hilbert space H with Ay, < M < Y | A; for
every 1 <k <mn and some M > 0. Ifa € [0,1], B € [1,2], then

Y AitanBi < | DA | #as | DB
j=1 j=1 j=1

Proof. The function h(t) = t%, 3 € [1,2] is operator convex with f(0) =
0. So, by Remark 2.6, h satisfies the operator superadditive property for the
sequence of strictly positive operators {A;, As, ..., An}. Apply Theorem 2.4 for
the operator concave function f(¢) = t%, a € [0, 1] and the operator superadditive
function h to obtain the result. O

Note that, by Remark 2.7, if the sequence of strictly positive operators
{A1, Az, ..., An} satisfies the condition ), ,; A;A; > 0, then Corollary 2.9 holds
again.

3. Tsallis relative operator gp-entropy

The concepts of the relative operator entropy and the operator entropy play
an important role in different subjects, such as statistical mechanics, informa-
tion theory, dynamical systems, etc. The Tsallis relative operator entropy was
introduced by Yanagi et al. [22] and defined by

Al/Q(A—l/QBA—1/2))\A1/2 — A

T\(A|B) == <

for A,B € B(H)™" and 0 < A\ < 1. Some operator inequalities related to the
Tsallis relative operator entropy were proved in [25].

The operator perspective corresponding to the operator monotone functions
t and tAT*l for 0 < A <1 are called the weighted geometric mean and the Tsallis
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relative operator entropy between A and B, respectively. Note that the weighted
geometric mean is denoted by A#,B and it is the perspective of the function
t*. The Tsallis relative operator entropy is denoted by Th(A, B) and it is the

perspective of the function tAT_l Indeed,

A#\B = P (A, B) = AV2(A7V2BAY/2)2 412
Al/2 A—1/2BA—1/2 )\AI/Q — A
Ty\(A,B) = Pa_,(A,B) = ( S ) .
A

So, we consider the Tsallis relative operator entropy for A € R\{0} and denote it
again by T)(A, B). It is a well-known monotonicity for A#,B and T)\(A, B).

Corollary 3.1 ([5, Proposition 2.1])). Let A € [0,1] and A, B,C, D € B(H)*™.
(i) IfA<C and B < D, then A#,B < C#,D.

(ii) If B< D, then Tx(A, B) < T\(A4, D).

Monotonicity of the Tsallis relative operator entropy can be generalized as
follows.

Corollary 3.2. I[f A< C, B< D and X € (0,1], then

—A
T3(A,B) < To(C, D) + T
Proof. By using Corollary 3.1, we obtain
A#,\B— A D—-A —A
Ty(A, B) = 27 < G —nop)+ =4 0

A - A A

Moreover, by virtue of Theorem 2.2, we infer the following result.

Corollary 3.3. If A< C and B < D, then
T\(A, A+ B) <T\(C,C+ D)
for A,B € B(H)™™ and X € [-1,0) U (0,1].
Proof. Consider
f(t) = (tHA)Al t>0.

Then the function f is positive and operator monotone for A € [—1,0) U (0, 1].
Since A < C and B < D, it follows from Theorem 2.2 that P;(A, B) < Pf(C, D).
On the other hand,

A71V2BATY2 1)) —
Py(A, B) = 4124
f( ) ) )\

A1/2(A—1/2(B + A)A_1/2)>‘A1/2 — A
B A

In the same way, P;(C,D) = T\(C,C + D) and so the result follows. O

]‘Al/2

=T\(A,A+B). (3.1)
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We know that the Tsallis relativerperator entropy can be interpreted as the
perspective of the function f(t) = %, namely, T\(A, B) = Pf(A, B). Thus,
due to Theorem 2.5, we conclude the following theorem.

Theorem 3.4. T)\(A, B) is jointly superadditive for A € [—1,0) U (0,1] and
jointly subadditive for A € [1,2].

We introduce the notion of the Tsallis relative operator p-entropy between
the operators A, B € B(H)*t™" and establish its properties. Our results are gen-
eralizations of the superadditivity and the subadditivity of the Tsallis relative
operator entropy [5].

Definition 3.5. For A, B € B(H)™" and X € R\{0},

©(A)2(p(A) 12 Bp(A) ") p(A)1/2 — o(A)
)

is called the Tsallis relative operator ¢-entropy between A and B, where ¢ > 0
is a function defined on [0, c0).

We would remark that 7Y (A, B) = Th(¢(A), B) for A € R\{0}. In particular,
when ¢ is the identity operator and 0 < A < 1, the Tsallis relative operator
p-entropy is indeed the Tsallis relative operator entropy.

A crucial property of the Tsallis relative operator p-entropy can be stated as
follows in the framework of quantum information theory. The quantum relative
entropies, no matter in which form (Umegaki, quasi, a-z, ...), can be considered
as a measurement to distinguish two quantum states. If the relative entropy of
p with respect to o is small, then p and o should be ‘close’. In particular, if
the relative entropy is 0, then p and ¢ must be the same, so that we can not
tell one from the other. Corollary 3.3 indicates that the Tsallis relative operator
p-entropy evaluated on two quantum states p and o are subjected to p(p) < p
can not increase. Indeed,

T¢(A,B) =

T (p,(p) + o) = Tale(p), ¢(p) + o) < Ta(p, p+ 0)

subject to ¢(p) < p. One may note that p(t) = ¢ for 3 € [~1,0) U (0,1] and
t > 1 and ¢(t) = log(t) for t > 1 are two concrete examples satisfying the above
conditions.

We verify when the Tsallis relative operator p-entropy is jointly convex (re-
spectively, jointly concave) and when it is jointly subadditive (respectively, jointly
superadditive).

Corollary 3.6. Let {A1, Ag, ..., An} and {B1,Ba, ..., By} be two sequences
of strictly positive operators on a Hilbert space H. If the function ¢ is operator
superadditive and X € (0, 1], then

5¢ (Z Aiasz) > TP (Ai, Bi) —% (@ (Z Ai) - ZSO(AL')) - (32)
i=1 i=1 i=1 =1 i=1

Moreover, the function o is additive if and only if Tf 1s jointly superadditive.
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Proof. In view of Corollary 3.2, we have

r(Eegn) () £

n(Sngn) 5 (+(5) )

Taking into account Theorem 3.4, we obtain

3¢ (Z Aiszz) > Ta(e(A), By) — % (SD (Z 1) - Z@(&))
; : : i i=1

Moreover, if the function ¢ is additive, then

¢ (Z Ai) = ()
=1 =1

and it follows from (3.2) that TY is jointly superadditive. Conversely, let T} be
jointly superadditive. Then

1.1 1 1
® ® ©
T <A+B,2I+2I> > T} <A, 21) +TY (B, 21).

So, by simplifying the above inequality, one can deduce

1

P(A+ B — p(A+ B) > 5rp(A) ™ — p(4) + 5

(B)'"* — o(B).
Let A — 17. This entails that
p(A+B) < p(4) +¢(B) -1,
and since p(A), p(B) > 0, we reach
P(A+ B) < ¢(A) + ¢(B).

Hence, ¢ is subadditive. By assumption, ¢ is superadditive, and thus ¢ is addi-

tive. Ul
Note that in Corollary 3.6 the additivity of ¢ 1mphes ©(0) = 0 and the
only additive function is the function of the form ¢(t) = ¢t, ¢ > 0 and ¢ > 0,

see [21, Theorem 1].

Corollary 3.7. Let {A1, Ag, ..., An} and {B1, Ba, ..., B,} be two sequences
of strictly positive operators on o Hilbert space H. If the function ¢ is operator
superadditive and X € [—1,0) U (0, 1], then

1t (Sae (Sa) + 08) > Srga st + )
i=1 i=1 i=1
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Proof. In view of Corollary 3.3 and Theorem 3.4, one gets

¢ (g&-,w (g&-) +§BZ’> = (cp (;AI) v (gAZ) +gBi>

> Ty (Z P(Ai), Y p(Ai) + ) Bi)
=1 =1

=1

T (p(Ai), 0(Ai) + Bi)

M-

@
Il
—

Il
AM:

N
Il
—

The function ¢(t) = t#, ¢t > 0 and 3 € [1,2], is an interesting example of an
operator superadditive function (Remark 2.6) under a certain condition on the
sequence of strictly positive operators. For the Tsallis relative operator («, (3)-
entropy introduced in [14,18] and in the sense of Corollary 3.6, 3.7, respectively,
we have the following results. Let {41, Ag,..., A} and {By, Be, ..., B,} be two
sequences of strictly positive operators on a Hilbert space H with Ay < M <
oy A; for every 1 < k <n and some M > 0.

(i) Let a €(0,1], 8 €[1,2]. Then

n n n n AZ 5 0 Aﬁ
Ta’ﬁ(zAi’ ZBZ) 2 ZTQ,,B(A'L', B'L) - (2171 ) 3 Zz_l (2
i=1 =1 i=1

(ii) Let o € [-1,0) U (0,1], B € [1,2]. Then
Ta,,@(ZAi, (Z Az)ﬁ + ZBZ) > ZTa,6<Aia Af + Bz)
=1 =1 =1 1

i=

We may note, by Remark 2.7, that if the sequence of strictly positive operators
{A1,A2,..., Ay} satisfles the condition >, ,; A;4; > 0, then (i) and (ii) hold

again.

Corollary 3.8. Suppose that the function ¢ is operator concave.

(1) IfAell,2], then TY is jointly convex.
(ii) If A € [-1,0), then TY is jointly concave.

Proof. (i) Define f(t) = tAT_l Then we have TY (A, B) = Pray(A, B). Due
to the operator convexity of f and f(0) = —% < 0, the operator concavity of ¢
and Theorem 2.1 (i), we get the result.

(ii) According to the operator concavity of f and f(0) = —% > 0, the operator
concavity of ¢, and Theorem 2.1 (ii), we reach the result. O
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The special case ¢(t) = ct has an essential meaning for our discussion when
0 < ¢ < 1. Since one of the subjects was ¢(p) < p in the framework of quantum
information theory, clearly, the condition ¢p < p holds and one can use the Tsallis
relative operator w-entropy in this situation.

Corollary 3.9. Suppose that ¢(t) = ct, ¢ > 0.

i) IfXe[1,2], then TY is jointly subadditive.
(i) X is jointly
(ii) IfA e [-1,0)U(0,1], then TY is jointly superadditive.

Corollary 3.10. Suppose that ¢(t) = ct, ¢ > 0. If A € (0,1], then TY is
jointly concave.

We give the Shannon type operator inequality and its reverse one satisfied
by the Tsallis relative operator g-entropy. In particular, when ¢ is the identity
operator in Theorems 3.11 (ii) and 3.12, we obtain the Shannon type operator
inequality and its reverse one satisfied by the Tsallis relative operator entropy [22,
Theorem 1].

Theorem 3.11. Let {A;, As, ..., Ap} and { By, Ba, ..., By} be two sequences
of strictly positive operators on a Hilbert space H such that > " | A; => " | B; =
I.

(i) If A€ (0,1]U[—=1,0) and ¢ is strictly operator superadditive, then
D TR (Aiyo(A) + Bi) < T (L, o(1) + 1)
i=1

The reverse inequality holds when ¢ is strictly operator subadditive.
(i) If A€ (0,1]U[-1,0) and ¢(t) = ct, ¢ > 0, then
> T(A,By) < TY(I, ).
=1
The reverse inequality holds when A € [1,2].

Proof. (i) From Corollary 3.3, Theorem 3.4, and strict superadditivity of ¢,
it follows that

TL(I o(I) + 1) = Ta(e(1), (1) + I)

-1 (o (S) o (S) +2m)
=1 =1 =1
- (zwmi), S + zBi)
=1

i=1 i=1
n n

> ) Ta(p(Ai),o(Ai) + Bi) = Y T{(Ai, 0(Ai) + By).
] =1
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(ii) By applying Theorem 3.4, we get

TI(I,1) = Ta(e(I), 1) = Ty (‘P <ZAZ> ,ZBz) =T, (CZAiaZBi>
i=1 i i=1 =1

=1

n

i=1

i=1 =1

Theorem 3.12. Let {A;, Ao, An} and {B1, Ba, ..., By} be two sequences
of strictly positive operators on a Hilbert space H and > | p(A;)

) =1.
(i) IfAe[-1,0)U(0,1], then

(ii) If X € [1,2], then

n A
ZT (A;, By) i I—(Z«p(Ai)Bflw(Ai)>
=1

Proof. (i) Assume that A € (0,1]

. Applying the operator convexity of the
function f(t) =t~ and [8

, Theorem 2.1], we deduce

n -
(Z SO(Ai)BflsD(Ai)) (ZSO )2 (e )1/235190(141')1/2)90(141')1/2)
i=1
< Zs@ Y2 (p(A) 2B o(A)?) (4 V2
_ ZSO 1/2( A)” 1/2B (A ) 1/2) (P(Ai)l/g-

Subtracting the identity operator I from both sides, letting I = Y"1 | p(A;) i

A in
the right-hand side of the above inequality and dividing by A, we conclude the
desired result.

Assume that A € [—1,0). Using the operator concavity of the function f(t) =
t=* and [8, Theorem 2.1], we find that

(z": g0(/11)‘81—180(141)>_ > Zgo 1/2( ) 1/23 (A ) 1/2) (P(Ai)l/2-
=1

Consequently, by subtracting the operator I from both sides and dividing by
negative A\, we deduce the result.
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(ii) Using the operator convexity of the function f(t) = t* and [8, Theorem
2.1], we find that

-

<zn:go(Ai)Bi ) <Z¢ 1/2( (A)V2Bip(A;)~ 1/2) (A)Y2.
=1

Subtracting the operator I from both sides and dividing by negative —\, we
conclude the result. O

Theorem 3.13. Suppose the hypothesis of Theorem 3.12 s satisfied and m <
A, B; < M.

(i) If A e[-1,0)U(0,1], then

n n -2
> T{(Ai, Bi) < —§ I—B(A9) (Z SO(Az')Bi_IW(Az‘))

i=1

(ii) If X €[1,2], then

n A
ZT (A;, By) %I—B(A,’y) (Zw(Ai)Bflw(Azo :

where

_ _ A
B = 1= { Ay =Y }
’ A+ =1 LA+0)A =72
1s the generalized Kantorovich constant and v = %

Proof. (i) Since the function f(t) = ¢~ is strictly convex for A € (0,1],
by [20, Theorem 8.3], one can deduce

" .Y
A7) <Z SD(Ai)Bi_ISO(Ai)>

Y
(Z‘P )2 (e )1/QB;I¢(AZ»)1/2)4/;(,41»)1/2)

SO(AZ‘)I/Z (go(A )1/23 Lo(A; )1/2) /\QD(AZ‘)I/2

-

1

7

I
.M:

(A2 (1(A) ™ Big(A) ) (). (3.3)

=1

Subtracting I from both sides, letting I = >~ | ¢(A;) in the right-hand side of
the above inequality and dividing by A, we conclude the desired result.

For the case where A\ € [—1,0), the function f(t) = ¢~ is strictly concave,
and thus the reverse inequality in (3.3) holds. By subtracting the operator I from
both sides and dividing by negative A, the result follows.
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(ii) Using the convexity of the function f(t) = t* and [20, Theorem 8.3], we
find that

" A
BA7) (Z sO(Ai)BZlcp(Ai))
=1
<37 A2 (A Bl ) g
=1

Subtracting the identity operator I from both sides, letting I = """ | ¢(A4;) in
the right-hand side of the above inequality and dividing by negative —\, we reach
the result. O

Finally, we show the informational monotonicity of the Tsallis relative oper-
ator p-entropy.

Corollary 3.14. Let ® be a unital positive linear map from the set of the
bounded linear operators on a Hilbert space to itself. If ¢ is operator concave,
then

2154, B)) < T (2(4), @) + ZHA) 2]

for every A, B € B(H)™" and X € (0,1].
Proof. The Choi-Davis-Jensen inequality [1] shows that ®(¢(A)) < p(P(A4)).

By the informational monotonicity of the Tsallis relative operator entropy [5,
Proposition 2.3] and Corollary 3.2, we get

O(T (A, B)) = ©(Ta(¢(A), B)) < TA(2(p(A4)), 2(B))

p(P(A)) — P(p(4))
)

_ rp(a(n, a(5) + 2O =) .

< Th(p(2(A4)), 2(B)) +

Corollary 3.15. Let ® be a unital positive linear map from the set of the
bounded linear operators on a Hilbert space to itself. If ¢ is operator concave,
then

(T (A, p(A) + B)) < I ((A), p(2(4)) + 2(B)) (34)

for every A, B € B(H)™ and \ € [-1,0) U (0, 1].

Proof. Similar to that of Corollary 3.14 and by using Corollary 3.3, one can
deduce

Remark 3.16. In the case where A € (1,2], Corollaries 3.14 and 3.15 do not
work properly because of the crucial role of Corollaries 3.2 and 3.3 in their proofs,
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respectively. By an example, we show that Corollary 3.2 does not hold for A =
2. Consider

O A B Y B Y B A
Then

[4 0] — Ty(A, B) > Th(C, D) + (3.5)

C—A [-15/16 0
0 18 2 ‘

0  —25/54

While for

12 0 o 2 0
A‘[o 1/2]’ B=0C=1, D‘{o 2]

the inequality is reversed in (3.5). One can find a similar example to show that
Corollary 3.3 does not work for A\ € (1,2].

The multiplicative domain Mg of a linear map ® : B(H) — B(H) is defined
as

Mg ={X € B(H) : ®(XY) = ®(X)®(Y), d(YX) = ®(Y)®(X),Y € B(H)}.

Note that when ® is positive, Mg is closed under the adjoint operation, and the
restriction of ® onto Mg is a x-homomorphism. By [10, Lemma 2.5], for any
unital positive linear map ® and any normal element A in Mg, ®(A) is also
normal, and for any function ¢ on o(A) Ua(P(A)), o(P(A)) = ®(¢(A)). So, we
have the following result.

Corollary 3.17. Let ® be a unital positive linear map from the set of the
bounded linear operators on a Hilbert space to itself. Then

(T (A, B)) < T (2(A), ®(B))

for every A€ Mo NB(H)™, Be B(H)™ and X € (0,1].
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Jlesiki BJJaCTUBOCTI BiJITHOCHOI OE€pPATOPHOI (-€HTPOIIil
Hanmaica

Ismail Nikoufar

V miit poboTi MU BBOIMMO IIOHSITTS BiIHOCHOI OIEPATOPHOI (-€HTPOIIil
TTammica Mik JaBOMa CyBOpPO MO3UTHBHUMHM OIl€paTOpaMU i mepeBipsemMo i1
BJIACTUBOCTi, TaKi K CIIJbHA OMYKJICTb, CIijJbHA CyOAIUTHUBHICTD Ta MO-
HOTOHHICTB. MU TakoK HaBOJAUMO orepaTopHy HepiBHicTb Tuiy Illennona
Ta, 00epHEHY HEPIBHICTD, IKi 38J0BOJIbHSIE BiJTHOCHA OIEPATOPHA (P-€HTPOITist
Tammica.

KirouoBi cjoBa: mnepcrieKTuBHa (QYHKIlsI, y3arajbHEHa IIePCIIEKTHBHA
dyHKIis, BigHOCHA omeparopHa enrpomis [lasurica, BigHOCHA OmepaTopHa
p-enrporiga Hasurica
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