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For the sandwiched Rényi entropy the conditional entropy can be defined two ways:
HY(A|B),, H.(A|B),. In the limiting case, a = 1, both definitions consolidate into conditional en-
tropy H(A|B) = S(AB) — S(B). The continuity inequality for conditional entropy H(A|B), called
the Alicki-Fannes-Winter (AWF) inequality, shows that if the states are close in trace-distance,
then the conditional entropies are also close. Having the AWF inequality for conditional entropy,
we show that the channel entropy defined through the relative entropy is continuous with respect
to the diamond-distance between channels. Inspired by this, similar continuity inequalities for the
Rényi conditional entropy H] for states with the same marginal were presented in [24]. We provide
continuity bounds for the sandwiched Rényi and Tsallis conditional entropies HE(A|B),, T+(A|B),
for states with the same marginal on the conditioning system. Similar to the previous bounds,
our bound depends only on the dimension of the conditioning system. We apply this result to
prove continuity of the channel entropy for Rényi and Tsallis channel entropies defined through the
sandwiched Rényi and Tsallis relative entropies.

I. INTRODUCTION

For quantum states a well-known continuity bound of the quantum entropy is given by the Fannes-Audenaert
inequality [l [0 [I1], 36]. The inequality provides an upper bound on the entropy difference in terms of the trace-
distance:

1S(p) — S(0)| < Tlogld — 1] + 55(T) |

where T = 1||p—o||1, d is the Hilbert space dimension, and s5(p) = —plogp — (1 —p) log(1 — p) is the binary entropy.
Various proofs and generalization were found afterwards [Il [4, [5] 28] [36]. These bounds are applied, in particular, to
entanglement measures [27], the capacity of quantum channels [22] 0], and others.

We ask a similar continuity question for the entropy of a channel. The channel entropy is defined through the
relative entropy of channels [10]: for two quantum channels N4, 5 and M 4_, g, the relative entropy between them is
defined as

DN M) =sup DIN @ I(p) [ M & I(p)) -
PAR

Here the supremum is taken over all systems R of any dimension and all states par. However, it is sufficient to
consider only pure states par with system R being isomorphic to system A, because of the state purification, the
data-processing inequality, and the Schmidt decomposition theorem. This definition was generalized in [20] by taking
any generalized divergence instead of the relative entropy (i.e. satisfying the data processing inequality), leading
to a divergence of channels. When divergence is a trace-distance [34], then the divergence of channels is called a
diamond-distance of channels.

The entropy of a channel A/ is then defined as [38]
S(N) =log|B| = DN|R) , (L1)

here D is the relative entropy of the channels, Ra_,5(pa) = Tr(pa)np is a completely randomizing/depolarizing
channel, and 7 = Ip/|B| is the maximally mixed state. This definition generalizes the static case, when the entropy
of a state can be written as S(p) = logd — D(p||r).

In Section [[ITA] we show that if two quantum channels are close to each other in diamond-distance, then their
channel entropy is also close

|SV) = S(M)| < f(e|B) (1.2)
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here f(e,|B]|) is the upper bound discussed below in ([.3). The proof relies on the fact that the channel entropy S(N)
can be written in terms of the conditional entropy H(A|B). And the continuity inequality for the channel entropy
reduces to a continuity inequality for the conditional entropy. For the conditional entropy, H(A|B) = S(AB) — S(B),
a continuity inequality was first proved by Alicki and Fannes [I] and later improved by Winter [36]. The inequality
is now known as the Alicki-Fannes-Winter (AFW) inequality

|H(A|B), — H(A|B),| < 2elog |A| + (e + 1) log(e + 1) — eloge =: f(e, |A]) , (L3)

where the trace-distance T' < € € [0,1]. Various analogues and generalizations of this inequality have since been
obtained in the literature. Either of these can be used in place of the AFW inequality to derive the upper bound in
the continuity of the channel entropy inequality . In particular, the authors in [§] proved that for states p and o
with the same marginal pg = o, for € close to 1, it holds that

|H(A|B), — H(A|B),| < clog(|4] - SN(pag)) + cloge+ (1 — ) log(1 ) .

where SN(p) is the Schmidt number of p, which is upper bounded by min{|A|,|B|}. The equal-marginal setting is
precisely the case needed for the continuity of the entropy itself, and therefore is a natural regime for continuity
bounds.

Note that the conditional entropy can be written in three equivalent ways

H(A|B), = S(paB) — S(pB) x4
= —D(paBllla ® pB)
= —rg}ignD(pABHIA ®og) .

For the Rényi entropy, it was shown that the generalization of the first expression has severe limitations,
as it does not satisfy the data processing inequality [3I]. The other two expressions, however, give a very useful
generalizations, studied in particular in [3], [I3], 16| 17, 241 26, [31] 32, [37]. Here, we focus on the last two expressions
for the sandwiched Rényi relative entropy D, and the sandwiched Tsallis relative entropy DT.

Conditional sandwiched Rényi entropies for a state psp are then defined as

l1—a

1
— log Tr{(p " ppg™ )°} .
HL(AIB), = *If,l}BHDa(PABHIA ®op) .

HY(A|B), = —Du(papllls ® pp) =

Continuity inequality for the conditional Rényi entropy H was derived in [24]: if $llpaB —oaplly < € for e € [0,1]
then

|H2(A|B)p - I:Ig(A|B)a| < f;m\(ﬁ) s

where

log(1+€) + 1 log <6°‘d2(1_“) +1-— (H:)l_a> ,oa<l,
fi,d(e) = 5
MH@H@M@@WWH(M%Q>WL

Here o' + 37! = 2. The last case, when a > 1, is derived from the first case, when a < 1, because of the duality
property: for a pure state papc, we have ﬁg(A|B)p+fI;(A|C’)p =0, for =1+ 371 = 2. Note that there is no similar
duality inequality for H, 4. so each case for a must be considered separately.

In Section we prove the continuity of the conditional entropy HY: if ||pap — gagll1 < € for € € [0,1] and
PB = 0B, then

|H}(A|B), — HY(A|B)s| < faya/(e)



where

log(1+¢€) + 1+ log <1 + eo‘d2(1_°‘)> , a€l3,1)

Lrlog(l+e), a>1.

fa,d(e) =

Note that for every fixed «, the fo q(€) = 0 as € — 0.

Using this inequality, we prove the continuity of the Rényi channel entropy defined through the sandwiched Rényi
relative entropy: if two quantum channels are close in diamond-distance, %HN’ — M||s < ¢, then the Rényi channel
entropy for a € [,1) U (1,00) is also close

|‘§0¢(N) - S’a(M” < fa,|B\(€) .

In Section [[ITC| we provide similar continuity inequalities for the sandwiched Tsallis conditional entropy and the
Tsallis channel entropy defined in terms of the sandwiched Tsallis relative entropy for o € [,1) U (1,2). The
sandwiched Tsallis relative entropy is defined as

~ 1 l-a 1o,
DE (pllo) = OH<TY{(U 2o po iz )M} — 1) ;

for « < 1, or @ > 1 and supp p C suppo.
Conditional sandwiched Tsallis entropies for a state pap are defined as

~ ~ 1 l-a l-a
Ti(A|B), = =D& (pas|la @ pp) = T—a (Tf{(PE?a ppE" )} — 1) ;
T3(A1B), = — min DL (papllla© 05)

Similarly to the sandwiched Rényi conditional entropy we have the following continuity inequality. For states with
the same marginals pp = o such that 3||p — o|l1 = € € [0,1], we have

T3 (AIB), — TA(AIB)o| < f1a/(e) ,
where
(L4 e)(1+eli o —1d Y, ael[d 1)

11—«
Td(ﬁ) =
“@ 1 (1+et—1]d* L +e(l+e> a2, ac(1,2).

a—1

Note that for every fixed «, the fg)d(e) —0ase—0.
We define the a-Tsallis channel entropy as follows

B ‘Bll_a—l

ST V) T — [BI'"*DI(N|R) .
This definition is different from the form for the relative entropy and the Rényi relative entropies. It is because

1—
C

afl + c¢'=DT(p||o), resulting in a different form

the Tsallis relative entropy has a different scaling: DT (p||co) =
for the entropy of a state in terms of the relative entropy.

This Tsallis channel entropy is monotone under uniformity preserving superchannels, normalized, bounded (Theo-
rem , and pseudo-additive. Note that to show boundedness, we used the conditional Tsallis entropy T defined
through the Tsallis relative entropy (non-sandwiched). In Theorem we show that the pseudo-additivity takes
the form

SIN @ M) = SIN) + 5T(M) + (1 — ) STN)SE(M) .

In Theorem we show the continuity of the Tsallis channel entropy: for two quantum channels close to each
other in diamond-distance, 1|V — M]||s < €, we have

|58 (V) = S5 (M)] < fq () -



II. PRELIMINARIES
A. Definitions

In this paper all Hilbert spaces are finite dimensional. We denote them as H 4, H 3B, . . . , where subscripts indicate the
corresponding system. A Hilbert space corresponding to multiple systems, e.g. AB, is a tensor product of individual
subsystems, e.g. Ha ® Hp. For a Hilbert space H 4, its dimension is denoted as |A| := dimH 4. For a Hilbert space
H, we denote L(H) the space of all linear operators on H.

A quantum state or a density operator pa € L(Ha) on a Hilbert space H4 is a positive semidefinite, trace-
normalized operator, i.e. pg > 0 and Trpy = 1. A state is pure if it is rank-one. A pure state 14 has an associated
vector [1) , € Ha such that (|¢) =1 and Y4 = 1) (¥] 4.

A quantum channel N : A — B is a linear completely-positive trace-preserving (CPTP) map from £(H4) to L(Hp).
The channel can also be denoted as AM4_, . The identity channel on system A is denoted as I4. The subscript in the
channels is dropped if it is evident which systems are involved.

Completely depolarizing/randomizing channel is defined as

Rasp(pa) = Tr(pa)ms ,

where 75 = I /|B] is the maximally mixed state.
A superchannel [9] A transforms a quantum channel A4_,p to a channel from C to D as follows

AWNasB)osp =MpespoNasp ®Ig) o Kosag

with the ancillary system FE, and channels Mpg_.p and Ko _aE.

A uniformity preserving superchannel A is the one sending a completely randomizing channel to a completely
randomizing one, i.e. A(Ra_,5) = Re—p with |A] =|C| and |B| = |D|.

The quantum (Umegaki) relative entropy [33] is defined as D(p|lo) = Tr(plogp — plogo) when supp p C suppo,
and 400 otherwise. The quantum entropy of a state p is defined as S(p) = —Tr(plogp). The quantum conditional
entropy can be defined any one of the following three ways:

H(A|B), = S(pag) — S(pB)
= —D(paplla ® pp)

= —minD(pABHIA ®0’B) .
op

For two quantum channels Na_, g and M 4_, g, the relative entropy of channels [I0] is defined as

DN M) =sup DIN @ I(p) [ M & I(p)) -
PAR

Here the supremum is taken over all systems R of any dimension and all states par. However, it is sufficient to
consider only pure states par with system R being isomorphic to system A, because of the state purification, the
data-processing inequality, and the Schmidt decomposition theorem.

Taking other divergences instead of the relative entropy D(:||-) above, results in various relative entropies of channels,
e.g. Rényi and Tsallis relative entropies.

Trace-norm of a linear map X is defined as || X||; = Trv/X*X. Then the trace-distance between two states p and
o is defined as [|p — oy = Tr[p — o|. Sometimes a factor of 3 is added in the definition of a trace-distance. Will use
these notions interchangeably, as it will be clear whether or not a factor is present. or it makes no difference.

The trace-distance of quantum channels N, M : A — B is defined as

IV = Ml =Spup||N(P) = M(p)lx -

The diamond-distance of channels ', M : A — B is defined as

IV = Mllo = sup [Nawp @ Ir(p) = Masp @ Ir(p)l1

PAR

where, similarly to the above, it is enough to consider dim R = dim A and only pure states in the maximization.



B. Relative entropy

The entropy of a quantum channel [38] AV4_, 5 is defined as
S(N) =log|B| — DN|R) , (I1.1)

where D(-||-) is based on the Umegaki relative entropy D(p|lo) = Tr(plogp — plog o).
Note that

D(NR) = Sup DNasp @ Ir|Y) (Y45 IRa-B @ Ir [¥) (Yl 45) = sup D(pprllTs ©® pr)
where ppr =N & I [¢) (.
The entropy of a quantum channel has the following properties [14], [T5] [38]:

e (Monotonicity) Since the divergence is monotone under quantum channels, the generalized channel entropy
is monotone under uniformity preserving superchannels: For any uniformity preserving superchannel A (i.e.
sending a completely randomizing channel to a completely randomizing one, A(Ra— ) = Rc—p with |4| = |C]
and |B| = |D|), we have

SAWN)) = SWN) .

e (Normalization) By definition, the entropy of a completely randomizing channel R is S(R) = log|B]|.

Let ®,(pa) = op be a replacer channel for some fixed state o. Then

D(@; @1 |¢) WIapIRST|Y) (Yl 45) = D(os @ YrlTB ® ¥R)
= D(a||r) .

Here we used the stability property of the divergence, which is a consequence of the monotonicity property.

Therefore, the entropy of the replacer channel is

5(®,) = log|B| - DIV|R)
~ log|B| - Do)
=5(0) .

And for a replacer channel that replaces any state with a pure state, the entropy of this channel is zero, i.e.
S(®ys) =0 for @y(p) = |¢) (¢| for some fixed pure state |@).

e (Additivity) For any two quantum channels, S(N ® M) = S(N) + S(M).

e (Boundedness) The entropy of a channel could be negative, but it is bounded, |S(N)| < log |B|. The lowest value
is achieved for the identity channel, and the highest value is achieved for a completely randomizing channel.

III. CONTINUITY INEQUALITIES
A. Relative entropy

The channel entropy can be written as a infimum of a conditional entropy:
S(W) =log|B| - D(N|R)
= log |B| — Sip DWNasp @ Ir|Y) (Y| sg [Rasp @ Ir ) (Y] 45)

= log |B| — Slqz.}pD(N® IY) Wlllmp ® Yr)
= —sipD(N@NW) (¢! 1 ® ¥r)

— 13fH(BIR)N®1|w><w|~



Here mp = Ig/|B| and ¢r = Tra |¢) (¢)|. We used D(pl||co) = D(p||o) —logc and H(B|R), = —D(pprl|/Is ® pr).
Recall the AFW continuity inequality for the conditional entropy [Il [36]: Let pap,cap be two states such that
Llp— oy < € for e € [0,1]. Then

|H(A|B), — H(A|B),| < 2¢log |A| + (e + 1) log(e + 1) — eloge =: f(e, |4]) .
One may use any other valid upper bound above, which will appear in the continuity theorem below.

II1.1 Theorem. (Continuity of channel entropy) Let N and M be two channels from A to B such that ||N =M ||, <
€. Then

[SN) = S(M)| < f(e,|B]) ,
where f(e,|B|) = 2elog|B| + (e + 1) log(e + 1) — eloge.

Proof. WLOG suppose that S(N) > S(M).
Since S(M) = infy H(B|R)pmer1iy)(y|, for any d > 0, there exists a state w such that

H(B|R) mo1iwy(w| < S(M) +0 .
Then, since S(N) = infy, H(B|R) marv)(y| < H(B|R)No1|w)(w|, We have

SWN) = S(M) < H(BIR)neriw)w| — H(B|R) meriw)w| + 6
< fle|B)+7,
since [NV @ I'|w) (w| =M & T |w) (W] [[1 < N = Mllo =sup, [N @I(p) - M@ I(p)|1 < 2¢and the AWF inequality.

Taking § — 0, we obtain the necessary continuity inequality.
O

B. Sandwiched Rényi relative entropy

Rényi entropy is defined as, for a > 0 and a # 1,
1

—

Sa(p) = 7 log Tr{p"} .

The sandwiched Rényi relative entropy is defined as

1
a—1

Dalpllo) = —— log Tr{(0 % po =)} |
for « <1, or @ > 1 and supp p C suppo.

Note that the sandwiched Rényi relative entropy obeys the data processing inequality for o € [%, 1) U (1,00) and
is jointly convex for o € [§,1). Moreover, the functional (p, o) — Tr{(olz_TapalgTa)o‘} is jointly concave for a € [3,1)
and jointly convex for a > 1, see [12].

Conditional sandwiched Rényi entropies for a state pap are defined as

1 loa  loo
log Tr{(pg" pp5* )"},

HY(A|B), = —Da(paslla ® pp) = T

AL(A|B), = —min Da(pan|la © o) .

A number of inequalities relating and bounding these and other conditional entropies was presented in a unified form
in [39], some original and some from other sources [7, [18| 211, 26, BI]. In particular, we will be using the boundedness
of both conditional entropies: for any state pap,

|H3(AIB),| <log|A] (IIL.1)
|H(AB),| < log |A] . (11L.2)
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ITI1.2 Theorem. Let o € [%7 1). Suppose that the states pap and oap have the same marginals pp = op and they
are close to each other in trace-distance 1|p — o||; = € € [0,1]. Then

—

|HY(A|B), — HL(A|B),| <log(1+¢) + . ! log <1+ea|A|2<1—a>> .

Proof. When € = 0, the bound is trivial. Then suppose that € > 0.
Denote wap =[x Q@ pg =14 ®0op and v = 1;—;‘ Then for § = p or § = o we have HY(A|B)s = —D,(0ap|lwas) =
2 log Tr{(w”éw?)*}. Therefore,

T\r{(w'ypw’y)a} _ 2(1—Q)Hi(A‘B)p , (IIIS)
Tr{(wow?)*} = o(1=a)HZ(A|B)s (I11.4)
Moreover, for any state §4p,

HI(A|B)s = — nginba(aABnIA ® &p)

log Te{ (€3 06,7 )}

= max
(B l1—«

1 oo doa
=7 _alognglngr{(fBz“ 0™ )} -

Therefore, for any state dap,
l—a 11—« ~
rIglaxTr{(ggT(Sf];T)a} — (=) HI(AIB)s
B

And, in particular,
Tr{(w6w?)*} < 20— HI(AB)s (I11.5)

Let us decompose p—o = P'—(@Q’ into positive P’ > 0 and negative Q' > 0 commuting parts. Then TrP’ = TrQ’ = .
Denote P = P'/e and Q = Q'/e. Then P, @ are density operators.

Denote
_ 1
C1+4e

n € 0 1 n €
= o
P 1+e 1+e 1+e

AAB :
Recall McCarthy’s inequality [25] or Rotfel’d inequality [29]: for X, Y > 0 and « € [0, 1], we have

Te{(X +Y)*} < Te{X°} + Te{Y°} .

Taking X = ﬁw”’pw“’ and Y = = w7 Quw” in the McCarthy’s inequality, we have

1+e
60&
Tr{(wAw")*} < ——Tr{(w”pw”)*} + ——— Tr{(w Qu™)* I11.
r{(w w)}_(He)a r{(w pw)}+(1+€)a r{(w”Quw™)"} (IIL6)
1 L €
= 9(1—a)HZ(A|B), Trd (WY Ow™ )
iToe T aroe r{(w’Quw™)*}
< 1 ouem@m, | ja-aialbe
(I+e) (I+e)
1 7l €
< —— U HI(AIB), 4~ gl 1.7
~ (1+e)> (1+e)0‘| | ( )

Here the first inequality follows from McCarthy’s inequality since w?Aw?” = X + Y. The first equality follows from
(LI1.3]). Second inequality follows (IIL.5)). The third inequality follows from the upper bound (L1I.2). Note that ([LL.6|)

was proved in [24], but was applied to different states while proving the continuity inequality for H.



On the other hand, since the trace functional Aap — Tr{(w?Apw?)*} is concave for 3 < a < 1 [12], we have

€

T TAW")4} > —Tr{(wow”)* T 7 Pw)
(7AW 2 T el (@0w)*} + e Te{ (w7 Pe))
1 70
> — (= H(AB), I11.8
T 1l4e ( )
The second inequality holds from (III.4) and since Tr{(w?Pw?)*} > 0.
Thus, combining (II1.7)) and (IIL.8f), we obtain
L ga-miiam, o 1 oa-witap, | 410
1+e T (14¢e)e (1+4e)=
Therefore
N N 1 . N
HE(AIB)o — H(A|B), < ——log{(1 + €)' 2 m B (14 o) e |4V} — HL(AIB),
-«

~ ] )
1 log{(1 + 6)17a2(170‘)Hi(A|B)” + (147> A ) + 1 log 2~ (1=@) Hz(A|B),
— —

log{(1 + €)'~ + (1 + €)' e[ A 22~ (- Tz (AIB),y

1-a
< log{(1+ €)' ™ + (1 + €)'~ A['=*|A[' 7}
-
1 o 2(1—a)
:log(l—f—e)—i-l log ¢ 14 €*|A] .
-

Here we used the lower dimensional bound (II1.1): —HY(A|B), < log |A|.
This inequality also holds with p and o interchanged. O
With a similar proof, a continuity inequality can be shown for a > 1.

I11.3 Theorem. Let o > 1. Suppose that the states pap and cap have the same marginals pp = op and they are
close to each other in trace-distance %|p — o||1 = € € [0,1]. Then

«

[H(A|B), — HY(A|B)o| < log(1+¢) .

a—1

Note that his bound is dimension-independent.

Proof. Recall McCarthy’s inequality [25]: for X,Y > 0 and o > 1, we have
Tr{(X +Y)*} > Tr{X“} + Tr{Y“} .

€

1+e

Following the proof of the previous theorem, take X = 7w pw? and Y =
Then we have

wYQw” in the McCarthy’s inequality.

(0%

Tr{(wYAw")*} > m mTr{(w”Qw”)o‘}
1

> m2<1—a>ﬁi<AlB» . (ITL.9)

Here the first inequality follows from McCarthy’s inequality since w?Aw? = X 4+ Y. The second inequality follows
from (IIL3)) and since Tr{(w7Qw")*} > 0.

On the other hand, since the trace functional Asp — Tr{(w7Aspw?)*} is convex for a > 1 [I2], we have

Tr{ (W)} +

1 €
YA < PR Y Py
Tr{(WAwY)*} < 1+6’IT{(W ow )} + lJreTr{(w Pw?)*}
1 L €
— _—— 9(l—a)HZ(A|B)s ;. _ = m T PLYY
e +1+6r{(w w?)*}
< L oAk AIB), | € o0-a)AL(AIB)r
~14e€ 1+e¢
< L p-makam, L € | gp-a (I11.10)
1+e€

1+¢



The second inequality holds from (IIL.5)), and the last one from (I11.2)).
Thus, combining ([I1.9) and (III.10]), we obtain

L su-wit@n), < L ju-wit@p, €| y-a
(14e) T 1l+4e 1+e€

Since a > 1,

1
a—1

~HL(A|B), < log{(1+ )~ 120 =M HMAIB): 4 ¢(1 4 e)o~t|Aflm0} .

Therefore,

7 7 7 1 a— —a)HY a— —a
HE(AIB)s — H(AIB), < Hi(AIB)s + — log{(1 +¢) 10 Ha (AP g e(1 4 e)* 1A )
1 79 1 79
1 2(04—1)H04(A\B)(7 1 1 a—12(1—a)Ha(A\B)a 1 a—1 A e
log b L logl(1 49 el oA

1 _
= log{(1+ )"t +e(1+ e)o‘*l|A|1*0‘2(a*1)Hi(AIB)a}

a—1
< o {(14+ " +e(l+ oA A1)
= O[illog(l—i—e) .

Here we used the bound (IIL1): H}(A|B), < log|Al|.
This inequality also holds with p and o interchanged. O

The a-Rényi channel entropy [15] is then defined as
So(N) =log|B| — Da(N|IR) . (IIL.11)
The channel entropy can be written as a infimum of a Rényi conditional entropy:
Sa(N) = log |B| — Sip D(pBR||7TB ® pR)
= —sup Da(pprllls © pr)
= iﬁf HY(B|R) n(y) (IT1.12)
Here ppr(¥) = N @ I [¢) (¢], and we used that Dy (p|lco) = Do (pllo) — loge.
Similar to the channel entropy , the Rényi channel entropy is monotone, normalized, additive, and bounded

[15]. In particular, because of (III.12)), the boundedness follows from (III.1). Similarly, the lowest value is achieved
for the identity channel, and the highest value for the completely randomizing channel.

II1.4 Theorem. (Continuity of the sandwiched Rényi channel entropy) Let Na_,p and M a_,g be two channels from
A to B such that LN — M|, < €. Then

‘ga(/\/) - SQ(M” < fa,\B|(6) )

where

log(1 +¢€) + ﬁ log [ 14 e*BP-) ) | ac [%, 1)
fa,B|(€) =

““ylog(l+e), a>1.

Proof. Because of the expression of the channel entropy in terms of the conditional entropy (I11.12)), the proof follows
the same line of argument as the proof of Theorem |III.1} Since the marginals are the same Trp(Na—,p®1R |w) (W|415) =
Trp(Ma—p ® Ir |w) (w| 4g), we use Theorems [[I1.2) and |[II.3{ to complete the proof. O
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C. Sandwiched Tsallis relative entropy

Tsallis entropy is defined as for a € (0,1) U (1, 00)

1
Sa(p) = m(TrPa -1).

The sandwiched Tsallis relative entropy is defined as
~T 1 l-a 1o,
Dq (pllo) = P Tr{(o 2> po=)*} =1,

for « < 1, or & > 1 and supp p C suppo.

The sandwiched Tsallis relative entropy obeys the data processing inequality for o € [%, 1)U (1,00) and is jointly
convex for o € [3,1). Moreover, the functional (p,o) — Tr{(a%pa%)a} is jointly concave for a € [1,1) and
jointly convex for oo > 1 [12].

Note that for d-dimensional quantum states

dl—a -1 B dl—a -1
0<S8T(p)=——-d"Df < — I11.13
< T(p) = T(plm) < (111.13)
where m = g.
Conditional sandwiched Tsallis entropies for a state pap are defined as
il HT 1 L g
Ta(AIB)p = =Dy (paslia ® pp) = 7—— | Teilog™ pog™ )*} =1
TI(AIB), = — min DE(paplla®op) .
Since sandwiched Tsallis relative entropy is monotone under partial traces, we have
= AT AT T |A[' —1
T (A|B), = —Dg (pasllla ® pp) < =Dy (pallla) = S, (pa) < 14 (I11.14)
and
it . AT AT T |A['> =1
Ta(A[B), = —min D, (pap|lla ® 05) < =Do (pallla) = 8o (pa) < ———— . (IIL.15)

To show the lower bounds on these conditional entropies, consider the Tsallis relative entropy

DL (pllo) = —— (Tefp"o' ) ~ 1)

The conditional Tsallis entropies for a state pap are defined as

1 —a
TY(A|B), = —=D{(papllla ® pp) = 14 <TT{P°‘P}3 b - 1) :

T(AIB), = ~min DY (pas|La @ 75) = ((ﬁ{(mA{pﬁB}>i})“ - 1) .

The closed expression for T is derived similarly to the Rényi conditional entropy, as was done in [31, Lemma 1].
Here, however, we will only focus on TO%.
Since Tsallis relative entropy is monotone under quantum channels we have the upper bound

< |A‘1—o¢_1
- 11—« ’

Ti(A|B), < SZ(pa) (ITL16)

The lower bound on T4 is shown through the duality inequality. Similarly to the Rényi conditional entropy [32], we
have the following duality equality:
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II1.5 Proposition. Let papc be a pure state. Then for a € (0,2), we have
T(AIB), + T3_o(A|C), =0 .

Proof. Let papc = |¢) (¢| sg- Then the marginal states satisfy (pap ® Ic)|¢) = (Iap ® pc)|¢) and (Ia ® pp ®
Ic) |¢) = (pac ® Ip) |¢). Therefore,

(1 — THAIB), = (@ — )DL (pasla @ o)
= Te(phprp @) — 1
— Te(10) (Blapc PS50 ~ 1
= (0l S5t op “10) - 1
= (8l p& Pl 16) — 1
= Tr(|¢) (dlapc 0}46&0%_1) -1
= Tr(picpe ) — 1
— (2 a - 1)Ds_alpaclia @ po)
= —(1—-a)Ty_,(4|C), .

Using this duality relation, we show that all conditional entropies are bounded.
II1.6 Proposition. For o € (0,2) both conditional entropies are bounded

A a—1 _ 1 A l—o _ 1
,Hi STi(A|B)p < ||7 ;
a—1 l1-«a
Al -1
a—1
Proof. Tsallis conditional entropies are upper bounded by the arguments above (I11.14)), (III.16[). To show the lower
bound on the Tsallis conditional entropy, let us take a purification |$) (¢| 45 of pap. Then from the Proposition

111.5| and (I11.16)), we have

TY(A|B), = TH(A|B)y = —T3_,(AlC)y > =S5 _,(pa) >

|A|1—a —1

< Tt <

(I1.17)

|A|a7171
a—1

Also, for a € [0, 00], we have the relation DT (p) < DT (p), [2,19, 23] , and therefore,

TY(A|B), < TH(A[B), .

Similarly to the sandwiched Rényi conditional entropy we have the following continuity inequality.

II1.7 Theorem. Let o € [%, 1). Suppose that the states pap and oap have the same marginals pg = op and they
are close to each other in trace-distance 1| p — oll; = € € [0,1]. Then

T4(AIB), ~ THAIB),| < -2 (14 €)1+ ' ~ DA

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Theorem [[I1.2] with a few differences. Equalities ([I11.3] [[II.4]) are replaced
with

Tr{(wpw)®} = (1 —a)THA|B), + 1, Tr{(wYow)*} = (1 —a)TH(A|B), +1. (I1.18)
And inequality (IIL.5) is replaced with, for any state d4p,

Tr{(w0w?)*} < (1 —a)T1(A|B)s +1 .
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And therefore, the upper bound ([I1.7)) becomes

0% Yy 1 —a 2 e 11—«
Tr{(w’Aw?)*} < (Fh ((1 JTH(A|B), + 1) + 7(1+6)Q|A| .

Here we either used the upper bound 77 (A|B)g < Mlll:% (II1.15]) or the fact that we showed that Tr{(w?QwY)*} <
|A‘1—a.
The lower bound (IIL.8) becomes

1

YA >
Tr{(w Aw)}_1+6

<(1 —a)TYH(A|B), + 1) .
Combining the last two inequalities, we obtain

(1-a)THAIB)y +1< (1 +e)'7 <(1 —Q)TY(A|B), + 1) +e*(1+e)' A .
Therefore,

1 ~
- _TY(AB
— ~(AlB),

1
. _a€a(1 +€)l—a|A|1—a _

THAIB), — THAIB), < (1 4 ' (TMB% . 11) .

- 1 1

= (147" = DIL(AIB)p + T (1+ AT 4 ——((1+ 97" = 1)
Al — 1 1

< l-a | a -« 11—« l-a

<((1+¢) 1) - T o€ (1+¢€) "% A] +71_a((1+e) 1)
Alt=e 1

< ((1 l—a _ 1 | al -« A -«

S+ - DI (1l

— ()4 - DA

l1—a '

Here we used the upper dimensional bound T (A|B), < IA‘;:% (III.14), since (14+€)'7* —1> 0 for @ € [,1). O
For o > 1, we have the following continuity inequality.

II1.8 Theorem. Let « € (1,2). Suppose that the states pap and oap have the same marginals pg = op and they
are close to each other in trace-distance | p — oll; = € € [0,1]. Then

TH(AIB), — TH(A|B),| < ail{ ((1 +eoel - 1) AP 4 (1 + e)‘“‘llAll“"} .
Proof. Using expressions instead of in the proof of Theorem instead of , we obtain
Tr{(w Aw)?} > ﬁ ((1 — Q) THAB), + 1) .
Instead of we obtain
T 1l+e

Te{(w? Aw)*} < —— ((1 — )THA|B)y + 1) + 1%6|A|1*a .

Thus, combining the last two inequalities, since a > 1, we have

T&L(A|B)p > :li()é{(l + G)Q_l ((1 — Q)T&L(A|B)a =+ 1) + 6(1 + G)a_1|A|1_O‘ _ 1} )
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Therefore,

Ti(A|B)a - Tcl{(AlB)p < Ti(A|B)a + 0411{(1 + e)a_l <(1 - Oz)Ti(A\B)U + 1> +e(1+ 6)a_1|A|1_0‘ _ 1}

a—1

< AP -1 ((1 +e) = 1) + 1{(1 + ) e(l+e) A - 1}

a—1 a—1

= ail{ <|A|a1 — 1) <(1 +e)t — 1) 1+ 0% e+ YAl — 1}

- ail{ <(1 +° - 1) |A]*™! + (1 + e)a1|A1a}

= T4 (A|B), <1 -1+ f)a_l) + {(1 +e)* el + e HA T - 1}

Here, since 1 — (1 +¢€)*~* < 0 for a > 1, we used the bound (IIL.17): —T(A|B), < IA‘::lfl O
Note that the entropy of a state (I1I.13)) is related to the Tsallis sandwiched relative entropy as
B|tm> -1 .
570 = 2L B BT
where m = I/|B].
Similarly, the a-Tsallis channel entropy is defined as
&T |BI'"* ~1 l1—a /T
Sa(N) = {—a |B|'""*D.,(N|R) . (111.19)
The channel entropy can be written as a infimum of a Tsallis conditional entropy:
&T |B|'"*—1 1-a AT
Sa W) = —=———~1B| Sl;PDa(PBRHWB ® pr)
= s D (pBr|I8 @ pr)
= igf TL(B|R) v (I11.20)

Here ppr(¢) = N @ I 1) (1], and we used that DL (p|co) = cl;jfl + DT (p|lo).

Similarly to the channel entropy (II.1)) and Rényi channel entropy (III.11)), the Tsallis channel entropy is monotone
under the uniformity preserving superchannels and it is normalized.

(Normalization) By definition, the entropy of a completely randomizing channel R is ST (R) = ‘Blll_%. And the

entropy of the replacer channel is S({(@U) = Sg(or).~ Therefore, for a replacer channel that replaces any state with a
pure state, the entropy of this channel is zero, i.e. SZ(®,) = 0 for ®4(p) = |¢) (¢| for some fixed pure state |¢).
From the bound on the conditional entropy ([I1.17]), the Tsallis channel entropy is also bounded. The upper bound

is reached for the completely randomizing channel, and the lower bound is reached for the identity channel.
II1.9 Theorem. (Boundedness) Let oo € (0,2). The a-Tsallis channel entropy is bounded

BT ey < B

— [e4

a—1 11—«

Note that the Tsallis entropy S is upper bounded with a bound that is a-dependent (II1.13]), resulting in different
lower and upper bound on the Tsallis channel entropy.
Tsallis relative entropy is pseudo-additive:

DX (p1 ® palloy @ 02) = DL (p1ljon) + DX (p2llo2) + (o — 1)DE (p1|o1) DE (p2lo2) -

Therefore, the channel entropy is pseudo-additive.
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II1.10 Theorem. (Pseudo-additivity) Let Na,—p, and Ma,_,p, be two channels. Then
Sa W @ M) = STN) + 55 (M) + (1 - a)S3 (NS (M) .
Proof. For completely randomizing channels Ry = R4, p, and Ry = R4, B,, we have

&T |Bi|'*|Be|' ™ —1 l—a|p |l—a HT
Sa(N®M): 1—a —|B1| |BQ| Da(./\/'@MHRl@RQ)

Therefore, the equality follows if
DI(N ® M||Ry ® Ra) = DE(VI|R1) + DY (M|[R2) + (= 1) DE (V|| R1) D (M| R2) -

The 7 > 7 inequality follows directly from the definition of the relative entropy between channels and the pseudo-
additivity of the relative entropy between states. The ” < 7 inequality follows from the proof of additivity for the
Rényi entropy [15]. We adapt this argument to the Tsallis case by using the relation between Eg; and D,.

Let ¥ ra, 4, be an arbitrary pure state. Define pa,rr = M(¢¥gpa,4,) and o4, = R2(¥pa, 4,), where R’ = ByR.
Then N ® M(q/}RAlAQ) = N(PAlR’) and R1 ® RQ(wRAlAQ) = Rl(UAlR/)- Thus,

1
a—1"

Dy (N @ M($ra, ,)IR1 ® Ra(¥Ras4,)) = DE N (payr) [Ra(0a, 7)) = Tr{(R1(0)"N(p)R1(0)")*} —

a—1

Note that the Rényi channel entropy is additive, as was discussed in Proposition 15 in [I5]. The proof of the
additivity relies on the inequality:

Do(N(pa,r)IR1 (04, 77)) < Da(N(pa,r/)[R1(pasr7)) + Dalpayrloarr) -

This inequality is shown as (24), (25) in [15] for relative entropy; the proof for the Rényi relative entropy is based on
the proof of Proposition 41 in [35]. This inequality is equivalent to

1
a—1

log X(N(pa,r/)R1(0a,r)) <

log X (N (pa,r/)IR1(pa,r)) +

1

log X / / I11.21
p— oy losXlparloar), ( )
where X (p||o) = Tr{(c7pc?)}, therefore D, (p|o) = —L-log X(p|lo) and DT (pllo) = 1(X(p”a) — 1). Now,

a—1
(L11.21)) is equivalent to

1
1 XWVlpar)Ri(oar) < =5 XN (pasr)IRi(parr)) - X(payrloarr) -

Therefore, applying this result to the Tsallis relative entropy, we have

DI(N @ M(¥ra, ;)| R1 @ Ra(ra,4,)) = DI (N (pa, r/) | R1 (04, r'))

1 1
—XWlpar)Ri(oam) — ——
! 1
< 7 XN r)[Ri(parr) - X(pasrloar) = ——
. 1
- ﬁX(./\/(,OAlR/)HR1(PAlR/)) X (Mpga,a,)|R2(Vra,4,)) — S
< Dg(N(pAlRI)HRl(pAlR’)) + DZ:(M(wRAlAQ)||R2(1/JRA1A2))

+ (a - 1)D§(N(PA1R')||R1(PA1R'))D§(M(¢RA1A2)HR2(¢RA1A2)) .

Taking supremum over all states 1¥)r4, 4, on both sides, we reach the necessary inequality. O

II1.11 Theorem. (Continuity of the sandwiched Tsallis channel entropy) Let Na_,p and Ma_p be two channels
from A to B such that 1|N — M|, < €. Then

|STN) = ST (M)| < fais)(€) -
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Here

A (T +e)(1+e)t e~ 1) &=, acli 1)
g,d(ﬁ) =

S (4ot =1d* ! +e(1+ e)“—ldl—a> . ac(1,2).

Proof. Because of the expression of the channel entropy in terms of the conditional entropy (I11.20)), the proof follows
the same line of argument as the proof of Theorem |III.1} Since the marginals are the same Trp(Na—, p®1R [w) (W|415) =

Trp(Ma—p ® Ir |w) (w| ), we use Theorems and [[TL.8| to complete the proof.
O

IV. CONCLUSION

We proved uniform continuity bounds for the sandwiched Rényi and Tsallis conditional entropies H p Ti for states
with the same marginal on the conditioning system. The bound depends only on the dimension of the conditioning
system, except for the bound of ﬁfi for a > 1, where the bound is independent of any dimension. We applied
these bounds to show that the Rényi and Tsallis channel entropies defined through the corresponding sandwiched
entropies are continuous with respect to the diamond distance on the channels. Note that we did not consider channel
entropies defined through the regular (non-sandwiched) relative entropies, as it is not clear whether these channel
entropies are additive. However, it would be of a separate mathematical interest to derive continuity inequalities for
the non-sandwiched conditional entropies.

Also note, that looking at the definitions of channel entropies , , , it is clear that generalizing
channel entropy by using a generalized divergence D(-||-) to produce a meaningful definition of a channel entropy one
must have Sp(N) = f(D(N]||R)), where D(pl|jco) = —f(D(pl|o)).
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