Note on norm and pointwise convergence of
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Abstract. The aim of this paper is to study the exponential symmetric prod-
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1. Introduction and Results

The Trotter or Trotter—Kato product formula or the exponential product formula
is a useful tool to approximate the semigroup for a generator being a sum of two
operators ([15], [12]). One of the typical cases is: if A and B are nonnegative
selfadjoint operators in a Hilbert space H and if the operator sum H := A+ B
with domain D[H] := D[A] N D|B] is selfadjoint in H, it holds in strong operator
topology that

—tH

t t
—amBe—w ,

n:e

e_ﬁB]

lim [e_%Ae_%B]" = lim [e
n—oo n—oo

uniformly on each bounded t-interval in the closed half-line [0, c0).
It has been shown in [8], [11] that it holds even in operator norm, namely,
that forn=1,2,...,

e~ wAe =B —e || = O(n™), 1.1

] e I R A (12)



2 Yoshiki Azuma and Takashi Ichinose

uniformly on each bounded t-interval in the closed half-line [0, c0). Further, if H
is strictly positive, the convergence is uniform in the whole closed half-line [0, c0).
Here the error bound O(n~1!) is optimal, in the sense that there exists a pair of
unbounded selfadjoint operators A and B with their sum H being selfadjoint such
that the left-hand side of the non-symmetric/symmetric product case (1.1)/(1.2)
is bounded from below by c(t)n~! with a nonnegative continuous function c¢(t) in
t > 0, positive in ¢t > 0 with ¢(0) = 0. Note that, for both A and B bounded
operators, the error bound in the non-symmetric product case is O(n~1!), while in
the symmetric product case O(n=2).

This result applies, needless to say, to the Schrodinger operator H = A +
B in L*(R%) with A := Hy = —%A the Laplacian and B := V(z) a poten-
tial function growing polynomially as |z| — oo, i.e. satisfying V(z) > C(1 +
|z[2)P/2, 102V (z)] < Call + |2[?)P=01eD+/2 for some constants C, C,, > 0 and
p>0,0< 4§ <1. In this case, Takanobu [14] showed the integral kernels also con-
verge pointwise uniformly with error bound O(n‘p/ 2), using the Feynman-Kac
formula. Recently we proved in [9] (cf. [10]) that the symmetric product formula
(1.2) holds even with the error bound O(n~2), sharper than the general optimal
O(n~1), both pointwise for the integral kernels and in operator norm, the con-
vergence taking place uniformly on each compact t-interval in the open half-line
(0,00). As it had been anticipated that there be also a pair of unbounded selfad-
joint operators A and B for which the error bound is O(n~=?2), this problem was
thus settled.

The aim of this paper is to specifically consider the one-dimensional harmonic
oscillator H := f%A + %1’2 with Hy = f%A, V= %xz, in L?(R) to improve
slightly these results in [9]. In fact, we show in the symmetric product case, apart
from the non-symmetric case, that the integral kernels converge pointwise wumni-
formly on each bounded interval (0,T] in the open half-line (0,00) just with the
error bound O(n~2). As a by-product, we also show that the error bound O(n~2)
for the symmetric product formula in norm is optimal not only from above but
also from below. It is our main aim to settle this problem on optimal error bounds.
We put the symmetric product as

K(n)(t) = [e_ﬁve_%Hoe_ﬁv}n7 (13)
and its integral kernel as K (t,z,y). The integral kernel K (t,x,y) of the semi-
group K (t) := e~ is known and ezplicitly given (e.g. [3]) by

1

K(t,z,y) = e —— exp [

4y — (er +e ) (2 + y2)]

2(et —e~t) ; (14)

this fact is crucial in the process of this paper. The proof is made in an elementary
way with Taylor’s theorem, first obtaining an explicit expression of K (t,z,v)
and then estimating its difference from K(¢,z,y).

We give two theorems. The first theorem concerns the pointwise convergence
of the integral kernels of the exponential symmetric product formula.
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Theorem 1.1. There exist uniformly bounded sequences {R™(t,z,y)}>2, and

{Q™ (t,2,y)}22, of continuous functions in (0,00) x R x R satisfing the following
conditions: it holds for every fixed T > 0 and for sufficiently large n that
K™ (t,2,y) — K(t,z,y) = R™(t,2,y)n "2, (1.5)
R (t,2,y) = R(t,,y) + QM (t,z,y)n" ", (1.6)
in (t,z,y) € (0,T] x R x R, where R(t,x,y) is a bounded continuous function in
(0,00) x R x R given by

R(t,z,y) — K(t,x,y)[ﬁ(letﬂ‘t (€t+6_t)xy—(:v2+y2)>

12\4 et — et (et —et)2
t° dry — (' +e ) (2 +y?)
(1 )} 1.7
+16( + et —e~t (1.7)

Ift >0, R(t,x,y) can become positive and negative. R(t,x,y), Q™ (t,z,y) and so
RM(t,x,y) satisfy

lim sup |R(t, x,y)| = lim sup |R(¢, z,y)| = 0, (1.8)
t—0 z,y t—oo z,y

lim sup sup [Q") (¢, z,y)| = 0, (1.9)
—Y ' n zy

lim sup sup |[R™ (¢, z, )| = 0. (1.10)
t—0 o z,y

In this theorem it is interesting that R(¢,x,y) appearing in the main part of
the error term can be identified as (1.7). Note that it determines Q™ (t,z,y) as
well as R(™(t,z,y) through the relations (1.5) and (1.6).

Remark. As t — 0+, the integral kernel K (t,z,y) converges to d(x — y) in the
sense of distributions in R?. The approximation K™ (t,z,y) can cancel out well
the singularity of K (¢, z,y) in the limit when ¢ approaches zero, since the right-
hand side of (1.5) is uniformly bounded in (0,7] x R x R and for sufficiently
large n, i.e. R(t,z,y) is uniformly bounded in (0,00) x R x R, and Q™ (¢, z,%)
uniformly bounded in (0,7] x R x R and for sufficiently large n, and satisfy (1.8)
and (1.9), respectively, although both K" (¢, z,y) and K (t,z,v) are unbounded as
functions in R? and ¢ > 0. We should like to emphasize that this point is clarified
by the theorem. In this respect, Theorem 1.1 turns out to be an improvement of
our previous result in [9].

From Theorem 1.1 we can also show the second theorem on the convergence

in L2- operator norm with sharp error bounds.

Theorem 1.2. There exist nonnegative, bounded continuous functions C(t) and c(t)
in t > 0, positive except t = 0 with C(0) = ¢(0) = 0, independent of n, such that,
for every fixed T > 0 and for sufficiently large n,

ctyn=2 < |[em Ve wHoem V] — e tH | < C(t)n~2, (1.11)
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intel0,T].

Of the two bounds in (1.11), the lower one and the upper with such t-
dependent C(¢) are new. In [9] the upper bound was established, for more general
potentials growing at infinity, as a sharp upper error bound Cn~2 uniformly on
each compact t-interval inside the open half line (0,00) with C being a positive
constant possibly depending on this interval. We shall show Theorem 1.2 by ex-
ploiting the integral kernels to be obtained in the proof of Theorem 1.1.

We note that the first results on the norm convergence were obtained by
Rogava [13] for a more restricted pair of selfadjoint operators A and B with error
bound O(n~'/?logn), and by B. Helffer [4] for the Schrédinger operator H =
Hy + V(x) as above with p = 2,§ = 0 with error bound O(n~!). The latter result
was extended in [7] and [2] to the general p and §. For some result on the form sum
of two selfadjoint operators we refer to [6], and for further extensive references on
related subjects to [5], [8] and [16].

The present paper is a slightly enlarged version of the results obtained by
the first author [1].

Section 2 is devoted to derivation of the expression of the integral kernel of
the product K (™ (t) through an recursion relation. In Section 3 we find R(t, z,y),
and prove the results described in Section 1. Section 4 briefly remarks another
derivation of R(t,z,y) by a sophisticated method of commutators as used in [9].

2. The integral kernel of K (t)

Let t > 0. Since the semigroup e~ in (1.3) has the integral kernel
Mo (a,y) = 3B (a,y) = (2mt) 2o TV, (2.1)
the integral kernel K™ (t,z,y) of K(™) can be written as the following integral:

K™ (t,z,y) (2.2)

n—l times
27rt -3 (zj—=z;—1)° )
= H eT AT T E/m e anTi-1 dry - dr, 1

with o = yO x,, = x. The (n — 1)-ple integral on the right of (2.2) is calculated
in the following lemma.
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Lemma 2.1. The integral kernel of K™ is given by

Proof. For any integer k with 2 < k < n, put

K (t2,y) (2.4)
(k —1) times
N e N k 9
2t — 32 o2 _mimEie0t o
(—) [e mTje 2/m e %=1 dry - drg_q,
n R R [

with x¢g = yO zp, = z.
We are going to derive an explicit expression of K ]gn) (t,x,y) by induction on k.

Puta = ﬁ, b= 2. Though they satisfy b = é, we shall not use this relation for a

while. We use the formula for the Gaussian integral fR e A +Br gy — \/§682/4A
to perform calculation.

For k = 2, we have with o = y and xo = 20O
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If k£ = 3, we have with 9 =y and x3 =z00

27'l't —3/2 (zj—wj_1)? 2
H e~ 4n Je 2t/n e ij*1:|d$1d$2

27rt —-3/2
\ 2( a-i-b 2(a+b) — 2(a+b)

K (t,2,y)

xexp{ a+b— 3
( (“+b) - 2(};—_11,)
2
b2 (bfb)Q
—(a+b-— — ot xQ]
( 2a+0)  4(2a+b) - 5 55) "
b3
a+b
exp[ 1701”3]-
2(a+b) — 2(:7117)

We note, in the expression for k = 3 above, that the coefficient of 23 coincides
with that of 22, because

2
b2 N (aLM)Q _ b2
2
2(a+b)  4(2(a+b) - a+b)) 2(a +b) — §+b)
Now define the finite continued fractions A; by the recursion relation
b2
Ak = A2 - 5 k Z 3, Ag = 2(a + b) (25)
Ag—1
Note that A3 = Ay — 2= =2(a+b) — 2(5711)) and Ay = Ay — Z—z. As a result, we
turn to have
n 2t —1/ m \1/2 As b2 2b2
K ke = (37) (g) exp [~ (= )"+ exp [ o],
2t —3/2 , w2 \1/2 A b2 203 xy
&P = (55) T (gg) o[- G- )t ew [T
5 (tz,y) " L) P (5 As)( 7] exp | 3
Then we want to prove that for general k with 2 < k < n with ¢y = y and z = =0
K" (t,2,y)

Jj=1

k
—k/2 (@j—wj—1)?
B (27rt / /H o LEh o ﬁxﬁ—l}dm”-dxk,l
k—

1
- (2;7) m(AQA‘3 A,)l/z
X exp [(—% + jk)(x% + x%)] exp {AgAjbkAkxomk} (2.6)

We have seen above that this is valid for £ = 2 and also for & = 3.
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Now assuming the validity for k, we shall show the case k£ + 1. Then we have
by induction hypothesis for £ with ¢ = y and x11 = x,

K (t2,y)
_k j )? t
_ 27Tt 2 / / H “aihe— e Tﬁw?ﬂ} dzq---dxp—1
B k—1
_ (@) (k+1)/2 /(e—aziJrle—b(rkJrl—fﬁk)ze_axi) (71'7) v
" A2A3 . Ak

20"

Ay B o o
)(fEk + Io):| exp {ngxk} dxk

xexp[f(?f};—k
—(k+1)/ k=1 /
G )

n
2 2 §
X /exp |:— Ak+1xk + (2b$k+1 + mﬂfo)xk} dxk
Ao Ao b2

X exXp |:— 7$i+1 — (7 — Ik)x%}

(27rt)—(k+1)/2( ok )1/2 { 2bk+1 }
== — e ex e ——— T
n AgAg - Apq P AyAg - Apyy R

b2k

A2 b2 2 A2 b2 2
X exp |:_ (7 - Ak+1 )xk+1 - (7 - AfIc - (14214.3 . 'Ak)gAk+1 )IO:|

Here we can see that the coefficients of #§ and 27 | coincide. In fact, it holds that
b2 bZlc b2
— + = B n 2 37 2.7
Ap - (Ao Ap)*Appr Arnr ®7)
where we recall to have put A, = Ay — ﬁ:, Az =2(a+b) in (2.5). To show it,

since the left-hand side of (2.7) is equal to
(Ag - Apo1)? Ap A b + 025 b2 (g Apo1)? ApAggq + 02D

(Ao A Aips Appa (AsAg - Ay)?
we need to confirm that
... 2 2(k—1)
(Ag---Ap_1) AkAk+12+ b —1, (2.8)
(AgAz--- Ay)

or

(A2 Apo1)? ApApgr + 027 = (445 Ap)”,
In view of the recursion relation, it is equivalent to

Ag(Ag -+ Ap_1)? A — (Ag -+ A1) + p2F7D
= Ag(Ag-+ Ap_1)?Ap — (Ag -+ Ajo)? A1 Agb?.
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In the same way, it is equivalent to

Ax(Ag- - Ap_a)? Ap1b® — (Ag -+ Ap_g)? Ap_g A1 b* + 0?1

= Ap(Ay-- Ap_2)?Ap1b* — (Ag- - A_)bY,

and again to

(A Ap_g)?b8 + 0257 = (Ay -+ Ap_g)? A3 Aj_ab",
and further again to

(Ag - Ap_5)? Ap_ g Ap_sb® + *F~1 = (Ay .- Ajp_y)?0%.
Thus at last we reach its equivalent

(A9)2 A3 Agb2E=2) 1 p2(k=1) — (4, A5)2p2(k=3),
whence
(Ag) 26202 _ p2(e=1) — gy A, p2(k=2)

The last equation holds, because A3 = Ay — %' Therefore we have proved (2.8) to

yield the expression of K ,gi)l (t,z,y), thus establishing the desired expression (2.6)
for any k£ < n.

Finally, we determine A, from their recursion relation (2.5). Let p and ¢ be
the two solutions of
22 —2(a+b)z+b* = 0.
We have
p=(a+0b)+vVa2+2a, q=(a+b)— a2+ 2ab,

so that p+ ¢ = 2(a + b), pg = b%. It follows that
2(a+b)A, — b —pA,  qA, —V?

Apy1—p = A A
9(An —b%/q) _ q(An —p)
A, A,
and similarly,
A, —
Apny1—q= ul A ?

Therefore

An—p _qAn—p _ (g)”*z’Az —-p
An—q pAys—q p As —q
Hence we obtain

An

3 n

P —q
pnfl _ qnfl

1 (GErirVae ) (Ve )
2(4 . n t2 nl t
<%+?+\/m+1) —<%+

+[3
|
)Jk‘ﬁ_
©
W)

_|_
—_
———
i
—
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Substituting this A4,, into K,(Cn)(t, x,y), we have

— k—1
0 i)

ok wk=lok, J1 4 2, 1z

ok tkk k k
(ari+vam+1) —(m+i-am+1)

r 2

1 V1t 1z

1/2
k k :
™ t2 t t2 t2 t t2 ]
- (1+W+; 1+m) —<1+W—m/1+m)

S

We have also

bk _2(n)k In?
AsAs--- Ay \2t > k > k
(Bra+ya+1) —(F+3-Vi+1)
2
B 20/1+ 4=
@ 2\ e 2\
1+2n2+n 1+4n2 1+ n?2 n 1+4n2
and
Ao b2
2 Ay
b2
= _— b —_—
(a+b) + -
. . " 1k71 . . = 11@71
ot ’n+<n)22(2n+t+ me) —<%+?— WJF)
T dn 2t 2 )k

t n t2 k t n t2
(%JF?JF W+1) —(%JF?— 17 +1

t2 ¢ 2\t
t n+n(1+W+E 1+m) -

in 2t 2t t2 t 2 k t2 t +2 k
(1+W+E\/1+W) _<1+W_R 1+W)

t2 ¢ 2\t 2 t e\t
n(l (1+W+ﬁ 1+W) *(1+W*5 1+477> >

k k
(1 st iy1 i) - (1 a5+ )
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Hence

t t2 2 \F! t t2 2 \F!
(1+E 1+4n2+2n2) 7(1777 1+4n2+2n2) )
k k
t t2 t2 t t2 t2
<1+E\/1+W+W) —(1—5\/1+W+W)

Putting k& = n0 so that x; = x,, = = and ¢ = y, we have obtained K (¢, z,v)
in (2.3) in Lemma 2.1. O

(w2+y2)}-

3. Proof of the theorems

We shall prove first Theorem 1.1 and next Theorem 1.2.

3.1. Proof of Theorem 1.1

Introduce

t 12 12 \n t t2 t2 \n
E,(t ::(1 LY —) f(1fﬂ/1 = —) . 31
n(t) * n * 4n? * n2 n + 4n?2 + 2n2 (3.1)
t t2 t2 \n—1 t t2 t2 \n—1
F,(t) == (1 A1+ — —) - (1 — 1+ — —) (3.2
(*) Jrn Jr4n2+2n2 n Jr4n2+2n2 (3.2)

Then we may write K (¢,z,9) in (2.3) in Lemma 2.1 as the product of the
following three factors a(t,z,y), b(t,x,y) and c(t, z,y):

1{<1+4i‘;>”2]”2

at,z,y) = N AT (3.3)
21+ £2)""
b(t,x,y) = exp[En(t)xy, (3.4)

c(t,r,y) = exp [—(t + ﬁ(1 _ B )) (z% + yQ)} (3.5)
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We want to estimate the difference between K (t,z,y) and K(t,z,y). To
this end, put with R(¢,z,y) in (1.7)

R™(t,z,y) = n*(K™(t,2,y) — K(t,z,y)), (3.6)
QM(t,x,y) = n(R™(t,z,y) — R(t,z,y)). (3.7)

First we shall study the property of R(t, z,y), accepting its explicit expression
as in (1.7) in Proposition 3.1, and next derive this expression in the proof of
Proposition 3.2. It will turn out to be given through

L Rt ay) = L Ko (tay)
2| ,.’E,y _852 7xvy 5:07

where K¢(t,z,y) is defined through
K (t,a,y) = K™ (t,2,y)

first by putting € = 1/n and then by letting € be an arbitrary positive number. We
can also see that K¢(t, z,y) makes sense for ¢ < 0. Defining K¢(¢,z,y) = K(t,z,y)
for € = 0, because lim._,o K¢(t,z,y) = K(t,z,y), we see further that K*(¢,z,y)
is real-analytic in € € R. Here note that the identity

72 72 72 72\-1
1_”/1+Z+?_(1+”/1+Z+?) (3.8)

holds for 7 real, and

$222 $+2g2\ 1/¢ 122 t2g2\ 1/¢
lim[<1+ts\/1+i+7€> 7(17t5 1+7€+7g) }:etfe*t,
e—0 4 2 4 2

so that lim,, e Fyn(t) = lim, o F(t) = et — et Another derivation of R(t,z, )
through the commutator method is given in Section 4.

Proposition 3.1. Ift > 0, R(t,z,y) takes positive and negative values, and satisfies
|R(t,z,y)| < C1(¢) in (0,00) x RxR, where Cy(t) is a bounded continuous function
int > 0 such that lim;_,oy C1(t) = limy_,oo C1(t) = 0. In particular, R(t,z,y)
satisfies (1.8).

Proof. We may rewrite the expression of R(¢,z,y) in (1.7) as

R(t,z,y) = K(t,z,y)s(t, z,y), (3.9)
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with
3 let+e b (el +e oy — (22 + y?)
s(t2,y) = 12 (Z et — et (et —et)2 )
t2 4oy — (et + e ) (22 + y?)
s ) 3.10
+ 16 ( * et —e™t ( )

t? /1 t et et
£, ey
2\8 24et —et

Az — (et —tN(.2 2 1 t et —t 43

LY (e te )(.13 +y)t2< 76 te )+ ( 2 2).

* 2(et —e™t) 8 ' et —et 48" Ty
(3.11)
In this section we use the second expression (3.11). Put
4 _ (ot —t 2 2
Pt z,y) = — 22y = (e e )@ +y7) (3.12)

2(et —e~t) ’

o= (62)

which is nonnegative for all z, y and every ¢t > 0, so that K(¢,z,y) = —=x.
’ ’ ’ V/r(et—e—t)

Put also
dltiay) = AN (L LEH Lty
= et D) - 6], (3.13)
so that from (3.11)
s(t,x,y) = g(é + i%) —q(t,z,y). (3.14)

The coefficients of 2% and y? in q(t,z,y) in (3.13) are nonnegative, because
they are equal and given by

etre—t 3 ; _
(e +e (3 + d 5t ) — frlef —e ) (3062 — o2) 1 ar)

2(et —et) B 48(et — e~t)2
Further, ¢(¢, z,y) is nonnegative. To see it, note that for ¢ > 0 and (x,y) # (0,0),

t

t?r(t,z,y) 8 24et—et + 24 '

qt,z,y) 1+iet+e_t t et —e”

— x?f} _ (615 —|—6_t)

Since —2 < 224 < 2 for (x,y) # (0,0), it follows that

:1:2+y2
1 N tel+et t  el—e? - q(t,z,y)
8 2et—et 24(et+et)—2 T 2r(t,z,y)

1 t et +et t et —e?

RSy —— S 2 (et e t) 427

IA
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which is equivalent to that

Lot U albay)

8 12et—e7t 7 2r(t,x,y)

t 1
12 et —e—t’

= +
8
Then, since the first member of the above inequality is equal to % + % >
1

15, and the last member bounded by %, we obtain

i < M < 1 (3_15)
12 =~ 2r(t,z,y) ~ 6
In particular, we have shown that ¢(t, z,y) is nonnegative, since r(¢,x,y) is non-
negative. Thus, in view of (3.14), we see that if ¢ > 0, s(¢,z,y) takes positive and
negative values, and so does R(t, z,y).
Next, to see that R(t,z,y) is bounded in (0,00) x R x R and satisfies (1.8),

we note that for fixed m > 1 > a > 0,
tm m—o
(@ —etye = c(a, m)[t™ ™" A 1], t>0, (3.16)

¢ —t -1
m€ te <e+e
-1

+e !

m—1 e m
t vt < —— [1vem], >0, (3.17)

et—et T e—e
with a postive constant ¢(a, m) depending on « and m, where we write a A b :=
min{a, b} and a V b := max{a, b} for positive numbers a and b. Indeed, for (3.16)
we have used the fact that 7%~ < (a/e)® for all 7 > 0 and a > 0.

Then we have by (3.16) and (3.17)

emrtmy) 42 1 4 ety et
m(et —e~t) 2 (g Toe - e*t>
4 1 (efr(t,w,y)r(t,:v’y)) q(t,z,y) .2
(et —e?) t2r(t, z,y)
1 1 1 etet 1
(et —e™?) <E + 48 ¢ — e 1 v+ @)tQ
_ ) (3.18)

Then C(t) is bounded in ¢ > 0, because by (3.16), we have C(¢t) < 61%7

with a positive constant C; independent ¢. It also satisfies lim;_ g4 C1(t) = 0,
and so we may define C1(0) = 0. Here we have used (3.15). We can also see
lim;—, oo C1(t) = 0. This shows that R(t, z,y) is bounded in (0,00) x R x R, also
satisfying (1.8). This proves Proposition 3.1.

[R(t,z,y)| <

IN

O

Now we are going to estimate R(™ (t,z,y) when 0 < t < n'/2. After proving
it, we shall show it yields Theorem 1.1. We note that 0 < ¢t < n'/? if and only it
t(t/n) < 1, which also implies t(t/n)? <n~U=1/2 <1 for j > 2.
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Proposition 3.2. Let 0 < t < n'/2. Then Q" (t,z,y) and R™ (t,x,y) in (3.6)/(3.7)
or (1.5)/(1.6) satisfy

< Ca(t), (3.19)
< Cy(t) + Ca(t), (3.20)

Q™ (t, z,y)|
IRM™(t,2,y)

|
in (z,y) € RxR for large n, where Cy(t) is the same bounded continuous function
in Proposition 3.1, i.e. (3.18), and Cs(t) another bounded continuous function in
t > 0 such that lim;_,o4 Ca(t) = 0.

Before proving this proposition, we provide two lemmas to get expansions of
E,(t), F,(t) in (3.1), (3.2) with respect to the powers of t/n with 0 < ¢t < n'/2,

Lemma 3.3. Let 7 be real. Then

T2 72
(i) 1+Z:1+§+O(|T‘4),
2 72 2 3
1 1+ —4+—=1 — 4 — 5
(ii) + T +4+2 +T+2+8+O(|T|)

72 72\-1 2 3
1+7m/1+ = —) —1-7+— - 4 o(rp).
(+T tTt3 T+ 3 8+(\T|)

Proof. The assertion (i) and the first of (ii) follow from Taylor’s theorem
Q+2)2=1+ g - %(1 +02)732 2> 1,
1

for some 0 < 6 < 1, with z = 172, and the second from (3.8). O

Lemma 3.4. Let 0 < |t| < n'/2. Then

O (i1 S ) = e fim Lm0l

4n2 = 2n2
t 12 2 \n—1
.. 1 t 7)
(i) (+n +42+2n2

= i/ + (5 - g )@ + (= 5+ 50) /) + 6+ 2) O(1t/nl?)]

Proof. (i) First note that by Taylor’s theorem we have for > —1
2 3 4 5

x
logl+z)=o2— —+ — +

X X
- (1 —5
2 73 1 5(+9x)

for some 0 < 0 < 1, and next that if 7 > —1, then 7

so that (1—&—9(7’1/14—%—&-7—;))71 (1_1+f>71:

2 2 2
T2 T T
Then, for 7 > —1
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or, in particular, for |7| < 1, we obtain

4
—1)i-1 2 J
= Z( ) (r+ S+ S +o(r)
- i 2 8
Jj=1
1 2 7 / 72\ 5
+5(T+3+§ |7'| ><1+9T 1+Z+?)> 5

so that log( +7'1/1+72+ ): L4 O(|7|°). Hence
1 72 72
21 (1 Ji+ o —)—1—— o(|7]%).
—log + T +4+2 24+ (I71%)

Then, by taking 7 = t/n, we obtain for |t| < n'/? or [t||t/n| < 1
t t2 t2 " [, 12 Ti\n
7 2

exp E log(1474/1+ TZ + %)}

2
— - 4
= exp [t(1— 22 +O(Ir|")]

1
_ _1 2 4
= e'exp [t( 24(t/n) + O((t/n) ))}

t

! [1 = 57 (t/m) + (It + [1)0((t/m))].

In the last equality above we note that since [t| < n'/2, we have |t]] 55 (t/n)?
L] = n~1/20(1), which becomes less than 1 for n large.

(1 ) In the same way as in (i) above with Lemma 3.3 (ii), we have

¢ 2 t2 n—1
14+ 241 -
<+n 4n2+2n2>
t 2 2\ t 2 2\
1+ 54/1+ S I LY . .
( +n +2n2) ( +n +4n2+2n2>

- ;—4<t/n> (4 )0 )|
(1L Tame - L+ 0<|t/n|5>)
= e[1-/m+ (% —gn) WP+ (= 5 o) (1 RO/
because for the coefficient of O((t/n)*) we have |t|—|—|t|2+|t/n|—|—|t||t/n\ < 2(|t]+]¢)?)
when [t| < n'/2. This proves the desired expansions. O
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Now we start the proof of Proposition 3.2.

Proof of Proposition 3.2. We need to seek, when 0 < t < n'/2, expansions of
the factors a(t, z,y), b(t, z,y)and c(t, z,y) in (3.3), (3.4) and (3.5) of K™ (t,z,y).
Since that 0 < t < n'/? implies that t(t/n)? < n=U=1/2 <1, j > 2, we see by
use of Lemma 3.4 (i) and (ii) that E,(¢) and F,(¢) in (3.1) and (3.2) have the
following expansions

E,(t) = el —e™t — i(et +e D (t/n)? + (t+t3) (e + e HO((t/n)h))

24
= (¢t —et) [1 - %ZZ i 2: (t/n)? + 1V tz]()((t/n)‘*)], (3.21)
Fot) = e —e~t — (" + e ) (t/n) + (et _ze_t 4 ;f_t)(t/n)2
(S T w4 ) 0/
= (¢ -1 TS + (3 - gy )
—t(%% = %)(t/n)i" + [V EJo((/n)h). (3.22)

Here note by (3.17) that (£ +t2) &+ < [1V ]+ [1 V2] < 2[1V#2].

t_eft

By using these new expressions (3.21) and (3.22), we find expansions for
a(t,x,y), b(t,z,y) and c(t,z,y). As to a(t, x,y), we obtain with Lemma 3.3 (i)

sty = L[0F )
e = SR
RN L+ ()" o))

1/2
NG {@t —e )1 - e (L) + v t2]0((;§)4)}

24 et—e~t \n

1 1/1  tet+et 9 9 4
= 4 (=+ =" 1V £2)0((t
s [ g (5 g O DO
because the function % is analytic in |7| < 1 and |o| < 1, and has an expansion
1+7 r 72 73 o 30% 503
- (1+I_1T f_...)<1_f 20T 29 )
1+o ( +2 8 +16 2+ 8 13 +
T o 1 TO
= 14— _Z= 2 oy 4.,
+2 5 8(7’ o) 1 +

The last equality in the equation for a(t, x,y) above is due to that one can think
of the inverse function of F,(¢) in ¢ > 0 for large n, because, on the right of
E,(t) in (3.21), the function inside the blacket [- - -] is invertible for large n, since

— Lete (1/n)2 4+ [1V 12]0((t/n)*)| is less than 1 by (3.16) and (3.17) for

24 et—e~?
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0 < t < n'/2, if n is large. The same note will apply to equations for b(t,z,y) and
¢(t, z,y) which come below.

As to b(t, x,y), we have

[2(1 + i)' ]

b(t,z,y) = exp

_ expl ( e )) iﬁ(v(tz]g«nf))]

= o (2L ) e 2 (1 + T a2

+[1v t2]O(t/n)4)}

As to c(t, x,y), first we observe with (3.21) and (3.22)

n Fn(t)
51— En(t))
 etqet 1-d5retg(f- ﬁ;;z,f)(t) + v eo((£)%)
2(e —e 1) - Lot (8 +1vjo((2)")
et +et let —et
— 2(6t — eft) [ — §et T eft (t/n)

1 te+et tel—et 2 2 3
+<§+ﬂe"’_e—t N ﬂet+e—t>(t/n) + [IVt }O((t/n) )}

Hence
Lil(i- Fn<f>)
dn 2t E,(t)
el et
- 2(et —et)
t —t t —t
x [1 o es - S —— ) (t/n) + LV EIO((t/m)?)]
so that

c(t,z,y)
ertet 5
et+et /1 tetet 9, 9 o
P — - t
xeXp[ 2(et—e*t)<8 24et—e*t)(/n) (" +y)

ot/ ) — [V RJO((/n)) (22 + 7).
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Therefore, from the expansions of a(t, z,y), b(t,z,y) and c(t, z,y) obtained
above with K (t,z,y) in (1.4), we get to the following expansion for K (t,z,v):

K(")(t,m,y) = a(t,z,y)b(t,x,y)c(t, z,y)
e (tay) [ 1(1 te+e”

T el 25T ue ) (t/m)? + [1V EO((t/m)")|
oy — (e )@ +y?) (1 tetet
: eXp[ 2(et — ) <<8 = [CL08

HIY PIO(/1)")) + 450/ + 57

= K(ta,y)e o0/ exp [ —n(t,z,y)[1 v E20((t/n))]

d[re (k4 L) + v elo(emy] . (329

Here in the last equality we have used (3.13). Then
R(t zy) = n?(K"W(tz,y) - K(t,z,y))
= n2e1te/N [ (1 2 ) [e—r(t,z,w[1vt2]o<<t/n>3) _ 1}

<[ s+ LS a1y o]

—&-nQK(t7 z,y) (e_q“’l’y)/” — 1)

<[1+ ;(; + ;Z;Lﬁ)(t/n) + v 2ot/
n2K () [5 (5 4+ LS i+ v 0]
= R (t,2,y) + R\ (t,2,y) + RS (¢, 2, ). (3.24)

Recall we are under the condition 0 < t < n'/2. For Rgn)(t7 x,y) we have

R™(t,2,y)

1/1  te+et 5 4
— + 1

L [ e
n2674(t7m7y)/n 1 d _
—€

I —e O Jy o

r(t2.) (14O[1VZIO((/m)) gg
1 t2 td 1
_ O(nl)equ,z,y)/n?[v]]m/ Pt 3, y)e-T e AHOIVEION /1)) gg

(et — 1)
(3.25)

Here we have used (3.16) with ¢(t/n)?> < n='/2 in the second equality, and note
that [1V¢2](t/n)* < [1VE3](t/n)® < n=1/2, so that we have [[1V¢2]O((t/n)%)| < &
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for large n, and hence

(L) (1+OVEEIO(t/n))) < o=r(tow)/2.

It follows that for large n,

_ 1V 2]t (62, Y) )2
Oln 1)[7T(et — e‘t)]1/22[ 2 ¢ )
2 1V

e[n(et — e‘t)]1/20(n71)’ (3:26)

IR (t,2,)]

IN

where we have used that 7e™” < 1 for 7 > 0, and note that the coefficient of
O(n~1) is bounded in ¢ > 0, by (3.16).

For one of the factors in Ré")(t, x,7), we have

Q<t7 Z, y>2 O(?’L_4),

e—d(tay)/n® 1 _ —q(t,z,y)n"2 + B

by Taylor’s theorem that e ™ =1 —z + ”—;e_e"” 0 <6 < 1. Then

RS (t,2,y) + RV (t, 2, y)

= Kltr)[alt.a.9) + L5 o/mp2)
(5 + 5q e ) ¢/ + [V 210((t /)
+K(t,x,y)[%(1 t e +e

x[l—i—l
2

84—24616—6*’5

)E+ v 2120 ((t/n))]

21 teltet
= K(t,%y)[g(g"'ﬂm) —Q(ta%y)}
Ll telte

+K(ta,) [V RO/ - 5 (3 + o

Jalt.z.p)(t/n)?

+MO((t/n)2) — 1 v gt z,y)0((t/n)*)

2t2
L/1  tet+et\qt,z,y)? 4 2 q(t,z,y)? 6
+5(5 T grer—emr) a0+ L AT O

= RO, (t,2,9) + Ry (t,z,y) . (3.27)
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First we note that Rég?l(t, x,y), in fact is independent of n, is nothing but
R(t,z,y) in (1.7) or (3.9). Next for Rég?Q(t,x,y), we have

n 1 —r(t,z
R (ta,y) = e {e TV ER1RO((t/0)?)

[m(et — e~t)]1/2
—t
_femT(taw) (4 Ml(l tete
[6 r(’x’y)]tzr(t,x,y)Q S 24€t

x 2¢2
+[6—T(t,l7y)r(t7 x, y)2] (m) t2 ((t/ﬂ) )

)t/

—r(t,z,y Q(taxay) 2142 4
—[e7"¢ )r(t’x’y)]itzr(t,x,y) [LVE20((¢/n)")

—r(t,r qt?‘r7y 2t21 1 t et+€_t
e (2, y)?) (ﬁ((tx;)) 5§(§ o= e—t)O((t/n)4)

He () (AU B v ioem)} . @29

Then, by (3.15), (3.16) and by the fact that 7%~ < (a/e)® for all 7 > 0 and
a > 0, we have

|RY2,(t, y>|

< e (VIR0 + 5 (4 5y o) ey
+(é)2§ (1)) + 1V EE0((t /)
(VPG Le D owm + (2) T omy)
< gt A0 g3 (5 g+ () o
5+ (3) (5 * graremn)Join
#(5) om0} (3.20)

Hence, taking into account the relation R(™ (t,z,y) = R(t,z,y) + Q"™ (t,z,y)n"!,
which we get from (3.6) and (3.7), we obtain

Q™ (t,z,y) = n(R{"(t,x,y) + Ry (t, z,y)),
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and

Q™ (tzy) < 1/2{ 1V o)

[m(
1171 tet4e 1\2¢4
214, 1+ 1 4 LN -1
{DW I+ 2(8 24 et — t)t +(3e) 2}0(" )
[1Vt2 1N\ 11 te et _3
+{ (3) 22( 24625764)]0(” )
IN2[LV S .
+(%) 0 )} (3.30)
The right-hand side of (3.30) is independent of z, y, and bounded in ¢ > 0 and

n > 1, by (3.16), and tends to zero as t — 0+. Therefore we see there exists a
continuous function Cy(t) bounded in ¢ > 0, independent of n, such that

QM (t,z,y)| < Ca(t),  (2,y) €RXR, (3.31)

with 0 < t < n'/2. We may assume with (3.16) that this Cy(t) is so taken as
to satisfy limy_ o+ C2(¢) = 0. Hence and from (3.18) we can also get the bound
for ROV(t,,1), as [RO)(t,2,)| < |R(t,2,1)| +1Q) (1,2, 9) [~ < Cr(2) + Co(t),
namely, (3.20). Thus we have shown the desired assertion of Proposition 3.2, ending
the proof of Proposition 3.2.

We are now in a position to prove Theorem 1.1.

Completion of Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let T > 0. Then take a sufficiently large
positive integer N such that 7 < N'/2. Then Proposition 3.2 holds for all n > N
and for all ¢ € (0, 7). This is nothing but the assertion of Theorem 1.1, completing
the proof of Theorem 1.1.

3.2. Proof of Theorem 1.2
We use the result in Theorem 1.1. Let T > 0. Denote by R(t) and QU (t)
the bounded selfadjoint operators on L?(R) with integral kernel R(t,z,y) and
Q™) (t,z,vy), respectively, so that R (t) = R(t) + Q™ (t)n~! is a selfadjoint op-
erator with integral kernel R (¢, z,y). We need to find a lower and upper bound
of the norm of R(™(t).

First, for a upper bound of the norm of R(™(t), note from (3.18) and (3.19)

IR = Hf}ﬂl&\(ﬁR(t)f)l < sup |R(t, 2, 9) < C1(8), (3.32)
lR™ I = Hilﬂlgl\(f,Q(”)(t)f)lSsxuplQ(”’(t,mvy)\SCz(t), (333)

where C}(t) and Cs(t) are the bounded functions in Propositions 3.1 and 3.2. It
follows that for sufficiently large n and for all ¢ € (0, 7],

IR @] < RO+ 1Q @) n~" < Ca(t) + Ca(t) = C ).
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This C(t) is a continuous function in ¢ > 0, uniformly bounded, with C(0) = 0
and positive in ¢ > 0. Thus we have shown the upper bound of the relation (1.11).

Next, we seek a lower bound of the norm of R(™(t). Since the quadatic
expression ¢(t,z,y) in (3.13) is nonnegative, s(¢, x,y) in (3.11)/(3.14) vanishes for

(t,z,y) such that g(% ie%‘*) = q(t,z,y). For t > 0, let S, := {(z,y) €

24 et—e~t
R?; s(t,z,y) > 0}. If t = 0, it reduces to one point: Sy = {(0,0)}. But if ¢t > 0,
it is a bounded open set in R? around the origin. It contains, for given 6(¢) > 0,
which is to determined later, a disc By := {(z,y) € R?; 2% + y? < §(t)?} as well
as a square Q; = {(z,y) € R?; |z| < 6(),|y] < 6(t)}, so that B; C Q. Let
fo(z) :== 1/3/25(t), |z| < 8(t); fo(x) = 0, |z| > &(t). Then fy belongs to L*(R)
and has norm |[|fo| = ([|fo(z)[?dx)/? = 1. Note that R(t)f is nonnegative.
Therefore we have

IR = i |(f; R )l = (fo, R(£) fo)-

where
(o B0 = [ [ R )y = /] st K (1, )dody

If (z,y) € Qy, then 22 + 3% < 25(t)?, so that by (3.15) with (3.12)

ptP el +et 42
3 et—et

t2 t2 t —t 2 2 4
Q(tax,y)ﬁgr(t,xw):g(e +e ") (2 +y°) :::yS

5(t)

et — et

Therefore, for each fixed ¢t > 0, we choose §(¢) > 0 such that

Pl et 42 1t2(1+ t et+e_t)
8 2det—et)’

o) 3 et—et 292

namely,

(e =)+ (e +e7)
et +e t+2

3
5(t)? = 1 (3.34)

It follows that d(t) is of order O(¢'/2). We have then for (z,y) € Q;

8+24et—e*t

t2/1 tet4et 182 /1  t et 4e?
s(t.9) = 5 (3 + gra—emr) 2o 2 55 (54 gra— ).



Exponential product formula 23

We use the polar coordinates to bound from below

2 —t
(fo,R(t) fo) > 1t*(l Lete // K(t,z,y)dxdy

22\8 24t —et
C a(b+aE=)
(et —e™t)
o) p2m (et +e~t — 4sinfcosh)p?
dpdf
<), /GXP Mo v
tZ( +24et o) 2w (e + et 4 2)p?
/ / exp (el —e 1) }pdde.

Calculating the integral on the rlght, we get with (3.34)
(o, R(t) fo)
o Lot _—t b ot —t
(et — e ?) t2(1 t et 4+ 67t> 1— exp[—% s(ef—e et)j-ezft(e +e )]
- 2 24 et — et et +e t+2
= (1), (3-35)
Then ¢;(t) is a positive, continous function in ¢ > 0, which we see with (3.16) is

uniformly bounded. Since lim;_,¢4 ¢1(t) = 0, we may define ¢;(0) = 0. So we have
obtained a lower bound ||R(¢)|| > c1(t). Next, we get from (3.30)/(3.33)

(fo. R™(8)fo) = (fo. RO Jo) + (o, Q™ (1) fo)n™" = (ca(t) = Ca(t)n™").
We can see that Ca(t)/c1(t) is bounded in ¢t > 0, because all the seven functions
on the right of (3.30)

e +E 4
[1ve3)ed [1ve?)et (8+2t4 - e—t)t 4
(et—e—t)1/2) (et,eff)l/za (el—e—1)172 7 (ef—e-1)1/2?
[1v¢2]¢ (L+ =) [1v#2]t2
(et—e—t)1/2> (el—e—1)I/2 1 (et—e-t)1/2

divided by ¢;(t) are bounded there, by (3.16) and (3.17). It follows that ¢ (¢) —
Co(t)n~1 is positive in ¢t > 0 for n large. In fact, there exists a positive integer
N, independent of ¢, such that c;(t) — Co(t)n™' > Lci(t) > 0 for all ¢t > 0
and all n > N. Take c(t) := %c¢1(t) so that (fo, R™(¢)fo) > c(t). The function
c(t) is nonnegative, continuous and uniformly bounded in ¢ > 0 with ¢(0) :=
limy o4 c(t) = 0. We can also see limy o, ¢(t) = 0. This yields that |R" (¢)|| >
c(t) in t > 0 for n > N, and hence, as we may think, for all n > 1, showing the
lower bound of the desired relation (1.11). This completes the proof of Theorem

1.2.

4. Concluding Remark

The results of the present paper can be in fact obtained in a more sophisticated
way as in [9], by the commutator method. Among others, we shall briefly mention
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only how by this method the bounded operator R(¢) with integral kernel K (¢, x,y)
in (1.7), Theorem 1.1, comes out.

By the Baker—Campbell-Hausdorff formula (e.g. [11]), one has, when A and
B are bounded operators,

[67tB/2neftA/n67tB/2n]n o eft(A+B)
t2
= exp(—t(A+B) — n*2ﬂ[2A + B,[A, B]] — 0,(n?))

- Y A T s -
= ¢ HATB) _p QQ/O e~ (=) A+B) 94 4 B [A, Blle > Bds + 0,(n?),
(4.1)

where [A4, B] := AB— BA, and O,(n~?) stands for an operator with norm of order
O(n=3). We cannot in general take unbounded operators as A and B. However, in
our case with A := Hy = f%A and B:=V = %xQ, though they are unbounded
operators in L?(R), we can show that (4.1) is still valid. We omit the proof. Instead,
we content ourselves to see that the second term in the last member of (4.1) makes
sense to yield R(t)n~2. Namely, putting

. +2

t
R(t) =5, e"IH[9H 4V, [Hy, V]]e *ds, (4.2)
0

we have

Proposition 4.1. For the operators Hy = —3A and V = 2? in L*(R), R(t) has

the same integral kernel R(t,x,y) in (1.7) as R(t), so that both the operators R(t)
and R(t) coincide with each other.

In the following proof, we shall refer to (1.7) related to the first one of the
two expressions of s(t,z,y) in (3.10)/(3.11) with which R(¢,z,y) is rewritten as
(3.9).

Proof. We have

1
[Ho, [Ho, V]] = 02 = —2Hy, [V,[Ho,V]] =2 =2V,
so that
[2Hy + V, [Ho, V]] = —4Hy + 2V = —4H + 6V.
Put C := §(p-x + x - p) with p = —i0,. Then since H = Ho +V = (p* + 2?)/2,
we have i[H, C] = [(p? + 12)/2,iC] = (p* — 2?), so that

1
3% =

(5 + %)~ (7 — %)) = (2H ~ilH,C))

> =
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Then

t t
/ e~y e—sHgg — / e_(t_s)H(xQ/Q)e_SHds
0 0

t
= 1/ e"=IH o —i[H,C))e *Hds
0

4
t i [fd
- _H —tH _ ° L —(t—s)H —sH
He 4/0 o [e Ce™*"]ds
_ %He_tH - i(e_tH(iC) — (iC)etH),
It follows that
. 2 rt
R(t) = o e 4 — 6V)e " ds
0
4 3 1
_ 43 —tH L tH o —tH
= ¢ [( 51 T3t (e 0) — (i0)e )}
1 _ 1, oy, . _
= 2 [ﬁtHe - (e GC) — (iC)e tH)]. (4.3)
Then, calculating both —He *# = Le~tH — 4 ¢(¢) and
¢H o 1 _ _ _ _
HGO) — (O) = Ly(0,e7) — B,y ™) — a(D,e"H) — B, (ae™H)

_ _eftH _ y(ayeftH) _ x(azeftH)
dry — (¢ +e )@ +9°)] _om
el —e—t €

on the right of (4.3), we get the first and the second term on the right-hand side
of (1.7).
O
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