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1. Introduction.
We study an error bound in the operator norm for the Trotter-Kato product
formula of Schrodinger semigroups with potentials growing at infinity. Let
H=-44+V=Hy+V
be the Schrédinger operator acting on the space L? = L?(R"). Then the Trotter-Kato
product formula ([1, 7, 10]) says that
s — Al,im K(t/N)N = exp(—tH)

strongly in L? where K(¢): L?> — L? is defined as

K(t) = exp(—tV /2) exp(—tHy) exp(—tV/2), t=0, (1.1)
which is often called the Kac operator or the transfer operator in statistical
mechanics. The aim here is to evaluate the error bound in the operator norm as
N — oo for the exponential product formula above.

We first state the obtained results somewhat loosely. The error bound seems to
depend heavily on growth order and smooth property of potentials. Assume that V'(x)
behaves like

V(x) ~[x?,  |x| — oo,
for some p > 0. Let
e(N) = |lexp(~tH) — K(¢/N)"|
be the error term in question, ¢ > 0 being fixed, where || - || denotes the operator norm as
a bounded operator from L? into itself. Then

e(N)=0O(N"!) for0<p<2, eN)=ON") forp=>2
for a class of C2-smooth potentials and
e(N)=0(N"Y?) for0<p<2, eN)=ON*) forp=>2

for a class of C!-smooth potentials. We can further prove the error bound e(N) =
O(N~2%/3) for bounded potentials without assuming smoothness conditions. The same
error bounds can be also shown to remain true in trace norm, provided that p > 0.

*) Partially supported by Grand-in-Aid for Scientific Research (B) No. 09440053.
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We shall explain the recent related results. It is Helffer ([4]) who first proved
the error bound O(N~!), when V(x) is a C®-smooth potential with growth order
p=2. The proof uses the pseudodifferential calculus and the obtained bound was
applied to the study on the spectral properties of Kac operators. A similar bound has
been extended by Dia-Schatzman [2] to a class of C*-smooth potentials. In the recent
work [6], one of the authors (T. Ichinose) together with Takanobu has studied the error
bound problem for a wide class of potentials under some assumption on the relation
between growth order and smooth property of potentials. The L7 error bound has been
also discussed there, including the case of magnetic Schrodinger operators. Most of the
results obtained here overlap with those in [6] but include several new results (for
example, error bound in trace norm, error bound for C!-smooth potentials growing
rapidly at infinity, error bound for bounded potentials, etc). The method employed in
[6] is based on the Feynman-Kac formula and is of probabilistic character, while the
proof here is purely analytical and is done by repeated use of simple commutator
computations. Thus the idea, in principle, is similar to that in [2] but the technical
details are quite different. We further note that the present method also applies to
magnetic Schrodinger operators under a slight modification. The matter will be briefly
discussed in the last section.

Finally we must refer to Rogava’s work [9], where a rather abstract result is
announced with only a sketch of proof. Roughly speaking, the result is that the
semigroup exp(—t(A4 + B)) obeys the error bound O(N~-'/2log N), if both the operators
A and B are non-negative self-adjoint and B is relatively bounded with respect to
A. This result does not apply to Schrodinger operators with potentials growing at
infinity. In section 5, we consider the error bound for bounded potentials and make a
further comment on the Rogava bound (see Remark after Theorem 5.1).

We conclude the section by stating a formal commutator relation

fexp(—t4), B] = J; exp(—sA)[B, A] exp(—( — 5)4) ds.

This relation can be easily verified, if the domain problem is neglected, and it is
repeatedly used without further references throughout the entire discussion. The
domain problem is easily justified in later applications.

2. Error bound for C2-smooth potentials.

We first consider the error bound for Schrodinger operators with C2-smooth
potentials. Throughout this section, the potential V(x) is assumed to fulfill the fol-
lowing assumption:

(V), V(x) is a C?-smooth real function such that for some p >0
V(x) = c{x)’, ¢>0,

03V (x)] < CuxD®™1*De 0 < o] <2,
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where (x> = (1 + |x|)"/? and (s) . =max(s,0). The strict positivity of potential does
not matter to the discussion below. It is enough to assume that V'(x) > ¢{x)” only for
|x| > R, R>» 1. In fact, we have only to consider V(x) + M, M > 1, as a potential in
place of ¥(x) in such a case.

Under this assumption, the operator H admits a unique positive self-adjoint
realization in L2. We denote this self-adjoint realization as the same notation H and
define the Kac operator K(¢) associated with H by (1.1). Then the main result in the
present section is formulated as follows.

THEOREM 2.1.  Assume that (V'), is fulfilled. Then one has
ONYH, 0<p<2,
lexp(~tH) — K(t/N)" || = 2
O(N~*7), p=2,

as N — oo, where the order relations are locally uniform in t > 0(t € [0,a],0 < a < o).

Throughout the whole exposition, we use the terminology locally uniform in t >0
and in >0 with the meaning that t€[0,a] and t€a,b],0 <a < b < o0, respec-
tively. The above theorem follows as an immediate consequence of the basic lemma
below. This lemma plays a central role in proving all the other theorems as well as
Theorem 2.1.

LEMMA 2.2.

o 2 ) 0 < 2,
HeXp(——tH) — K(t)” _ { (t ) <p<

o(t'*2r), p=2,
as t — 0.
We prepare one lemma to prove Lemma 2.2.

LemMmA 2.3. Let Qp be the multiplication operator with {x)™ and let D; be the
differential operator —i0/0x;. Assume that m > 0. Then one has:

(1) 1@-mexp(—tHo)Qn|l = O(1), t—0.
(2) | Q-mexp(~tHo)D;Qm| = O(t™'/?), t— 0.
We proceed with the argument, accepted this lemma as proved.

PrOOF OF LEMMA 2.2. The proof is divided into three steps.
(1) We first calculate K'(¢) = (d/dt)K(t) as

K'(t) = —HK(1) + R(2),
where R(f) = Ri(f) + Ry(¢) and
R () = [Hy,exp(—tV/2)]exp(—tHy) exp(—tV /2)

Ry(t) = exp(—tV /2)[V /2,exp(—tHy)|exp(—tV/2).
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We assert that
o(1), 0<p<2,
IROI=3 1)
o(t¥7), p>2.

If this is verified, then the lemma immediately follows by the Duhamel principle.
(2) We prove the assertion (2.1) only for the case p > 2. We often use the trivial
estimate

|Qmexp(=tV)|| = O(™™), m =0,

without further references in the argument below. We now write Hy = D;D; by use of
the summation convention and calculate the commutator

[Ho,exp(—tV /2)] = — t[D;, V] D;exp(—tV /2)
— (¢/2)[D;, [D;, V]| exp(=1V /2)
— (#/4)(D;, V](D;, V] exp(—1V /2).

By assumption (V), (recall that V(x) is C?-smooth), the last two operators on the right
side obey the bound O(t*/?) and hence

Ri(t) = —tAK(1) + Oy(¢¥?) (2.2)

with 4 = [D;, V|D;, where Ou(#’) denotes an operator the norm of which obeys the
bound O(#") as t — 0.
(3) Next we deal with the operator R,(f). We calculate the commutator

[Ho, V/2] = [D;, VID; + [D;,[D;, V/2]] = A + B,

so that
[V/2,exp(—tHp)] = J; exp(—tHy)(A4 + B) exp(—(t — 7)Hp) dr.

Decompose B as B = Q(Q-mBQO—_n)Om with m = (p —2)/2 and use assumption (V),
and Lemma 2.3 (1). Then we obtain that

t

exp(—tV/2) L exp(—tHy)Bexp(—(t — r)Ho)drexp(—tV/2)“ = O(1¥*).

Thus

Ry(t) = tAK(t) + Rai (1) + R (t) + Ob(tz/p),
where
Ry () = tlexp(—1tV/2), A] exp(—tHy) exp(—tV/2),

Rax(t) = exp(~1¥'/2) | [exp(~Ho), 4] exp(~(1 ~ 1) Ho) drexp(—tV /2).
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It is easy to see that
IR (1) = O(77).

We shall prove that Ry (#) also obeys the same bound as above. To see this, we rewrite
Rzz(t) as

1

R (1) = exp(—1V2) jo F(x) exp(~(t — ) Ho) deexp(~1V/2),

where

F(t) = - J; exp(—sHy)[Hy, A] exp(—(t — s)Hy) ds.

We calculate the commutator
[HO,A] = [HO, [Dj, V]Dj] = Dy ijDj + ijDij

by use of the summation convention again, where Vi; = [Dy, [D;, V]]. Decompose Vi,

as Vi = Om(Q-mVigQ-m)Qm,m = (p = 2)/2, or as Vig = Qi(Q-1Viy), I = p—2, and use
Lemma 2.3. Since D;H, /2. 12 - I? is bounded, the operator F (7) takes the form

F(2) = O jo O(s™2)04((x — $)™") ds O
Lo j 0,(1)0y((z — 5)""12) ds HY?
0

= 0nOs(1)Qm + Q105(z"/))H, .

Hence we make use of Lemma 2.3 again to obtain that
t
IR2 (1)) = O(*/%) + O(r™'*7) j 0@?)0((t - 1)) dv = O(*7).
0

Summing up, we have
Ry (1) = tAK (1) + Op(1¥*),

which, together with (2.2), implies (2.1) and hence the proof of the lemma is com-
plete. [

ProoF OoF LEmMMA 2.3. The lemma is easy to prove. The proof is done by
induction. By interpolation, it suffices to prove the lemma only for integer m > 0. The
case m =0 is trivial for both (1) and (2). Assume the case 0 <m < k for (1) and
(2). To prove (1) for the case m =k + 1, it is enough to show that

|Q-k—1(exp(—2Ho), Qr1]|| = O(1), t—0. (2.3)

We represent the above commutator as

[exp(—tHy), Qk+1] = — J:) exp(—sHo)[Ho, Qk+1] exp(—(t — s)Hp) ds.
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The commutator in the integrand takes the form
[Ho, Qr41] = bj(x)D; + bo(x),

where b;(x) = O(|x|¥) and bo(x) = O(|x|*"!) as |x| — 0. Hence (2.3) can be easily
obtained by inductive assumption. A similar argument applies to (2). The commu-
tator [Ho, D;jQk+1] takes the form

[Ho, DjQk+1) = Dibim(x)Dm + bi(x)Di + bo(x),
where by,(x) = O(|x|%), bi(x) = O(|x|*™1) and bo(x) = O(|x|*2). Hence (2) is again
obtained by inductive assumption. Thus the proof is complete. []
We end the section by making a brief comment on the basic lemma above.
ReMARK 2.4. If V(x) satisfies
|2V (x)] < CoxDP1D 0 < | < 2,

for some 0 <J < 1, then we can show by a slight modification of the argument in the
proof of Lemma 2.2 that

o(t?), 0<p <24,

lexp(—tH) — K(1)|| = { o(1'+%/r), p > 24.

3. Error bound in trace norm.

We here prove that the same error bound as in Theorem 2.1 remains true in trace
norm. Let %,,p > 1, be the Neumann-Schatten class of compact operators and denote
by || - ||, the norm in €,. We still assume (V), with p > 0. Then the j-th eigenvalue 4,
of H is well known to behave like 4; ~;*,v= (2/n)p/(2+ p), as j — 0. Hence the
operator exp(—tH), t > 0, is of class %, for any p > 1 and is continuous as a function of
t > 0 with values in 4;. Such a semigroup is often called a Gibbs semigroup. The
trace Tr(exp(—fH)),B > 0 being an inverse temperature, is called the partition function
of the system governed by Hamiltonian H and is one of the most important quantities
to be investigated in quantum statistical mechanics.

THEOREM 3.1. Assume (V'), for some p > 0 strictly positive. Then one has

ON-Y, 0<p<2

lexp(—e) - K (/M) = { o poa

as N — oo and hence the trace Tr(exp(—tH)— K(t/N)N) of difference between both
operators also obeys the same bound as above, where the order relations are locally
uniform in t >0 (t€a,b],0<a<b< ).

REMARK. The convergence in trace norm of exponential product formula has been
proved by [5, 8] in the abstract setting. The result there requires the assumption that
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exp(—tHyp),t > 0, is of trace class for the unperturbed operator Hy. Thus it does not
seem to apply to the present case directly.

The proof is done through a series of lemmas. We again consider only the case
p=>2. We now fix d as 0 <d < 1/p. Then there exists y = y(d) » 1 such that

Zs=(Ho+ 1) °(V+1)7 e,

LEMMA 3.2. Let 6 and y be as above. Then
IK(t/N)ll, = O(N?), N — oo,
locally uniformly in t > 0.
ProOF. The lemma is easy to prove. We write K(¢/N) as
K(t/N) = exp(—tV /2N) exp(—tHo/N)(Ho + 1)°Zs(V + 1)’ exp(—tV /2N).
Then the lemma follows at once. [
Lemma 3.3.
IK(t/N)¥[l, = 0(1), N — oo,
locally uniformly in t > 0.

Proor. We write T'(¢) for exp(—tH). Then
exp(—tH) — K(t/N)¥ = T(t/N)" — K(t/N)" = ‘Zj X;(t/N),
=1

where
X;()) = K@ty (T(1) - K@) T()"7.
If 1 <j<[N/2],[ ] being the Gauss notation, then
IT(e/N) |, = llexp(—(1 = j/N)tH)|,, = O(1), N — oo,

and hence
I1X;(t/N)||, = O(N~'%/7)

by Lemma 2.2. On the other hand, if [N/2] <j < N, then Lemma 2.2 again, together
with Lemma 3.2, implies that

1X,(t/N) ], = O(N-1-2r+2%)
Thus it follows that
lexp(—2H) — K(t/N)"||, = O(N*6=1/p)),

Since 0 — 1/p < 0 by choice, the lemma is obtained immediately. [
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LemMma 34,
IK(@t/N)¥],, = 0(1), N— o,

locally uniformly in t > 0.

Proor. Let X;(t/N),1 <j < N, be as in the proof of Lemma 3.3. First it is easy

to see that
I X;(t/N)|l, ., = ONT'=27), 1 <j<[N/2,

by Lemma 2.2. Next we consider the case [N/2] <j< N. As is well known (for
example, see the book [3]), the Holder inequality

4Bl < |l 4ll,IIBll,, 1/p+1/9=1/r, (3.1)
holds for p,q > 1. We use this inequality with pair (p,q) = (y,7). Then we have
1X;(¢/ Nl = ONT'72/7%2), [N/2] <j <N,

by Lemmas 2.2, 3.2 and 3.3. Thus the lemma is proved in the same way as in the
proof of Lemma 3.3. [J

COMPLETION OF PROOF OF THEOREM 3.1. We repeat the same argument as in the
proof of Lemma 3.4 to obtain that

1K (/NN ],y = O(1), N — oo, (32)
for any L >» 1 with /L > 1 and, in particular,
IK(e/N)V|l; = 0(1), N — oo,

locally uniformly in 7> 0. For example, we use (3.1) with pair (p,q) = (y/2,7) to
prove (3.2) for L =3. Thus the proof of the theorem is complete. []

4. Error bound for C'-smooth potentials.

We here consider the error bound for Schrédinger operators with C!-smooth
potentials. Throughout this section, we assume the potential V'(x) to satisfy that:

(V), V(x)is a C'-smooth real function such that for some p >0
V(x) = c{x)?, ¢>0,
102V (x)| < CoxdP 1D+ 0 < |o| < 1.
The main result here is stated as follows.

THEOREM 4.1. Let the notations be the same as in Theorem 2.1. Assume that (V),
is fulfilled. Then one has
O(N7'?), 0<p<2,

llexp(—tH) — K(¢/N)Y| = { ~
O(N~UP), p>2,

as N — oo, where the order relations are locally uniform in t > 0.
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RemMARk. The order relations above may be improved to be locally uniform in
t >0, if we look at the r-dependence more carefully in the proof. A similar comment
applies to Theorem 5.1 also.

The proof uses an approximation by smooth potentials. Let y/(x) be a smooth non-
negative function such that

suppy < {xe R": |x| <1} and J\//(x)dx=1.
We set
v=0 if 0<p<l, v=p-1 if 1<p<2, v=1 if p>2

and § = (1 +v)/2. We approximate the potential ¥(x) under consideration by mollifier

V() = () [ Wl =)/ V), 0 < el

Then the lemma below follows from (V), and it can be easily verified by a simple
calculation. We skip its proof.

LEMMA 4.2. Let V.(x) be as above. Then one has:
(1) Vix) = c{x)?,c>0.
(2) 8%Ve(x)] < CukxdlP 1D < Gl 0 < Jaf < 1.
(3) 8°V(x)] < Cue 1 xdP0leDs o] = 2.
(@) Ve(x) = V(0)] < CecaylP D,
Here the constants are all independent of e.

We now define the Hamiltonian H, as H,= Hy+ V, with potential V.(x)
approximated above and the associated Kac operator K,(¢) as

Ki(1) = exp(—1V,/2) exp(~tHo) exp(~1V,/2), 0.
The proof of the above theorem requires several simple lemmas.

LEMMA 4.3.
lexp(—tH) — exp(—tH,)|| = O(¢), &— 0,

locally uniformly in t > 0.

ProOF. We again denote by @, the multiplication operator with <{x>". The
difference in the lemma is written in the integral form

J; exp(—sH) (V. — V) exp(—(t — s)H,) ds.

By assumption and Lemma 4.2 (1), both the operators
H+1)0,, (H,+1)72Q,,: L2 — L
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are bounded and, in particular, the second one is bounded uniformly in ¢&. Hence we
have

”eXp(“tH)Qp/zn = 0(1“1/2), ”exp(_‘tHs)Qp/ZH — 0(1_1/2).
This, again together with Lemma 4.2 (4), proves the lemma. []

LemMA 4.4. Letp= (p—1), +v,0 < u < p, be as in Lemma 4.2 and let {0,0} be a
pair such that 6 > 0,0 >0 and 0 + o = u. Then one has

[K:(1) — K(@)|| = O(e) and [|Q-o(Ke(2) — K(1)) Qo = 1O(e)
as ¢ — 0 uniformly in t >0 and, in particular,
1Q-6(Ke(t/N) — K(t/N)) Q|| = eO(N~'), N — o,
locally uniformly in t > 0.

ProOF. The lemma can be easily proved by use of Lemma 4.2 (4) and of Lemma
23. O

LEMMA 4.5.

e lo(s?), 0<p<2,

| Q-n(exp(~tH,) ~ K1) @l = {8—10(,1+2/p>, on (@1)

as t — 0 uniformly in & and hence

v e'O(NY), 0<p<2,
lexp(—tH;) — K, (t/N)"|| = { I (4.2)
eTO(N72P), p>2,

as N — oo uniformly in ¢ and locally uniformly in t > 0.

Proor. Let d = (1+v)/2 be as in Lemma 4.2, so that =1 for p>2, d =p/2
for 1<p<2and 6=1/2 for 0<p<1l. We note that 0 <p <1 and p =1 imply
0 <p<25 and p > 29, respectively (see Remark 2.4). Thus, if we take account of
Lemma 4.2 (2) and (3), (4.1) with m =0 is proved in exactly the same way as in the
proof of Lemma 2.2 and hence (4.2) follows at once. The general case with non-zero
m # 0 can be also proved by a slight modification of the argument used in the proof of
Lemma 2.2. In fact, we can easily show by repeated use of Lemma 2.3 that the
remainder terms Q_,,R;(1)Om,1 <j < 2, obey the same bound as in the case m =0. [

LEMMA 4.6. Let 0<y<p. Then Q,(H,+ )77 . [2 — L2 is bounded from L2
into itself uniformly in ¢ and hence

|Q, exp(—tH,)|| = O(t7?), t—0.

PROOF. As is easily seen,

QP/Z(HE + 1)_1Qp/27 Qp/Z(He + 1)_1Dj : L2 — L2
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are bounded. Hence Q,(H; + 1)~! is also bounded by use of the relation

Qp(H, + 1) = Qppa(He + 1) Qppo + Qppa(H, + 1) [Ho, Qo] (He +1) 7"
Thus the lemma follows by interpolation at once. [J
We are now in a position to prove Theorem 4.1 in question.

ProOF OF THEOREM 4.1. For brevity, we again consider only the case p > 2, so that
v=Jd=1 and g =p. Almost the same argument applies to the other case also. The
proof is divided into three steps.

(1) We start by showing the following

LemMa 4.7. Let 2 <k < N. Then one has
1Qp(Ke(t/NY* = exp(—k(t/N)Hy))|| = &' O(N~*?log N)

locally uniformly in t > 0.

Proor. We write T(t) for exp(—tH,;). Then we have

K
Q,(K.(t/N)* = T.(t/N)*) =" Q, Yiek(t/N),
j=1

where
Yie(t) = T0)™ (Ku(0) = Tu(0))Kalt)*.

Note that |Q,K.(¢/N)|| = O(N). If j =1, then it follows from Lemma 4.5 with m = p
that

1Qp Yiex (t/N)|| = 7' O(N 7).
If 2<j<k, then
1Q,To(t/N) M| = j~' O(N)
by Lemma 4.6 and hence it follows again from Lemma 4.5 with m = 0 that
19y Yiex (¢/ N)|| = e~ O(N 7).
This yields the lemma at once. []
By Lemma 4.5, we obtain
IK:(1/NY* — exp(—k(t/ N)H,)|| = &' O(N~?/*), 2 <k <N,
and hence it follows by interpolation that

10,(K.(t/NY* — exp(—k(t/N)H,))|| = e 'O(N~#?log N), 0<y<p.
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Thus we have by Lemma 4.6 that
1Q,K(t/N)¥|| = e O(N 2 log N) + k=P O(N"/P) (4.3)

for £ and y as above.
(2) The second step toward the proof is to show the following

LemMA 4.8. Let 3<k < N. Then one has
IK(t/N)* — exp(—k(t/N)H)| = O(N~"/* log N)
locally uniformly in t > 0.

Proor. We again write 7(¢) for exp(—tH) and decompose the difference in
question into the sum of three operators;

K(t/N)¥ — exp(—k(t/N)H) = K(1/N)* — T(t/N)* = i Lex(2/N),
=1

where
Liok(1) = K(OF — K(0)%,  Dux(t) = K(0)F = To(0),  DLor(t) = To(0)* — T(0)~.

By Lemmas 4.3 and 4.5, the second and third operators on the right side obey the
bounds

| Lok (t/N)|| = e TONT7), || Bex(t/N)|| = £O(1).
Thus we now take ¢ as
e=Nlr

The first operator is represented as

k
Lo(t/N) =) Zpx(t/N),
j=1
where
Zios(t) = Ko() 7 (K (1) — K1) K ().
If j=1 or 2, then it follows from Lemma 4.4 that
1 Zje s (¢/N)|| = €O(1) = O(N~/7)

and also if 3 <j < k < N, then it follows from Lemma 4.4 and bound (4.3) with y =p

that
|1 Ziex (t/N)| = O(N"=2?1og N) + ;- O(N~'/7)

for e= N-17. Thus we have
1 ek (t/N)|| = O(N~"*1og N)

with ¢ as above. This completes the proof. [J
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As is easily seen,
QK (¢/NY¥|| + 11Q, exp(—k(t/ N)H)|| = O(N)
and hence Lemma 4.8 implies that
1Q,(K(t/N)* — exp(—k(1/N)H))|| = O(N~U1=7/P/P+72 1og N)
for 3<k<N and 0 <y <p. Thus we have by Lemma 4.6 that
||QyK(t/N)k|| = O(N~(-1/P)lp+1IP 10g N) + k7P O(NYP) (4.4)

for k and y as above.
(3) The proof is completed in this step. We repeat the same argument as in the

proof of Lemma 4.8 to obtain that
N
K(t/N)Y = T(t/N)" = Zin(t/N) + Op(N7'/7).
j=1
Ifj=120r N-3<j<N-1, then
1Zjen (¢/N)|| = eO(1) = O(N~'/7)

by Lemma 4.4. Next we evaluate Z;n(f/N) with 3<j<N —4. Let the pair
{6,6},0 +6=u=p, be as in Lemma 4.4. We choose >0 small enough and
decompose Zj, y(t) into the product of three operators

Ziew (1) = [K()' ™" Qal[Q-(K (1) = Ko(1)) Q-] [ QK (1))
By Lemma 4.4, it follows from bounds (4.3) and (4.4) that

N4 N—-4
D N1 Zen(t/N)| = O(N1P) + O(N'””)[ JN —j)"“/”]

j=3 j=3

with ¢ = N~1/7. This proves the theorem. []J

5. Error bound for bounded potentials.

In this section, we study the error estimate for a class of bounded potentials without
assuming any smoothness conditions. We use the notations Hy, H = Hy + V and K(t)
with the meanings ascribed in the previous sections. The main result obtained here is
formulated as follows.

THEOREM 5.1. Assume that V(x) > 0 is a non-negative bounded function. Then one
has

lexp(—tH) — K(¢/N)"|| = O(N~*7), N — oo,

locally uniformly in t > 0.
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REMARK. The bound in the theorem is sharper than the bound O(N~!/2logN)
obtained by Rogava [9], when applied to the Schrodinger operator H = Hy + V' with
bounded potential ¥'(x). The idea developed in the proof of the theorem seems to
extend to a certain class of singular potentials. The details will be discussed elsewhere

(1))

The proof is again done by approximation. Let ¢,(s),s € [0,00), be a smooth cut-
off function such that 0 < ¢gy(s) < 1,9, =1 for 0<s<1 and ¢, =0 for s > 2. Then

we define
Ve = @o(eHo) Vo (eHo)

for 0 < ¢ « 1 small enough and set H, = Hy + V,. We also denote by K;(¢), t > 0, the
Kac operator associated with H,.
The proof of the theorem above is done through a series of lemmas.

Lemma 5.2. Let ¢ (s) =1—g¢y(s). Then one has:
||(exp(—2H) — exp(—tHo))9p., (eHo)| = O(e),
| (exp(—tH,) — exp(—tHo))p,, (:Ho)|| = O(2)
locally uniformly in t > 0.

Proor. We prove only the first relation. A similar argument applies to the second
one. We write the difference in the integral form and use the estimate

llexp(—tHo)g.,(eHo)|| < e™"*.
Then the first relation can be easily obtained. []

LEMMA 5.3.
lexp(—tH) — exp(—tH,)|| = O(e)

locally uniformly in t > 0.

Proor. We again write the difference in the integral form. By Lemma 5.2, we
have
llexp(—2H) g, (eHo)|| < e™* + OCe).

A similar estimate is also true for exp(—tH,). This proves the lemma. []
The lemma below can be also easily proved.

LeEMMA 5.4.
lexp(—tH) — exp(—tH,)|| = O(t), t— 0,

uniformly in ¢ and, in particular,
llexp(—(t/N)H) — exp(—(t/N)H,)|| = O(N~'), N — o,

locally uniformly in t > 0.
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LemmaA 5.5.
lexp(—tH,) — Ki(1)|| = e 20(), 10,
and hence
lexp(—tH,) — K.(t/N)V|| = e 20(N~2), N — 0.

PrOOF. We use almost the same argument as in the proof of Lemma 2.2. We
calculate

K (t) = —H:K.(t) + R:(2).
Since ||[Ho, V]|l = O(¢™!) and
IV, [Ho, V2l = O(e™"),  [[Ho, [Ho, Vel]ll = O(72),
we see that the remainder operator R.(¢) obeys the bound
IR(0)l| = e20(£), t—0.
This proves the lemma. []
LEMMA 5.6. The difference K.(t/N) — K(t/N) takes the form
K,(t/N) = K(t/N) = ¢,,(eHo) Op(N") + Os(N~") g, (¢Ho) + Os(N72),
where all the order relations are uniform in & and locally uniform in t > 0.

Proor. The lemma can be easily proved, if we take account of the fact that the
commutators

[exp(—2V'/N), 9 (eHo)],  [exp(=1Ve/N), 9, (eHo)]

are both of class Op(N~!), which is verified by use of a simple commutator calculus. []
We now prove Theorem 5.1.
ProoF OF THEOREM 5.1. (1) Let T'(t) =exp(—tH) and T(r) = exp(—tH,) again.
Then
3
K(t/N)" —exp(—tH) = K(t/N)" = T(t/N)" = Jpu(1/N),
=1

where
Jie(®) = KOV = K ()Y, Du(t) = ()Y = To(0)",  Jne(t) = To(t)¥ = T(9)".

By Lemmas 5.3 and 5.5, the second and third operators on the right side obey the
bounds

V2:(t/N)ll = e 20(N2),  [J3e(2/N)|| = £O(1).
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Thus we now take ¢ as
g= N3,
Then it follows that
K(t/N)N — exp(—tH) = Ji,(t/N) + Op(N~2/3).

(2) The first operator Jy,(z/N) is represented as
Jie(t/N) = Z A;.(t/N),

where

Ape(t) = K:(0)7 (K (1) = Ko (0)K ()"
Hence, by Lemma 5.6, it obeys the bound

N-2

ITie(t/N)[| = ONTH) > | Ke(t/ N~ g, (eHo) |
j=3

N-2

+ ON") Y llo (eH)K(t/N)Y || + ON ).
j=3

LeMMA 5.7. Let ¢ = N2/ be as above. Then one has
|K.(t/NY g (eHo) | = O(NT27) + O(e™**N), 2 <k <N,
with some ¢ > 0, where the order relations are locally uniform in t > 0.
Lemma 5.8. Let ¢ = N~%3 be again as above. Then one has
IK(t/N) 0y (eHo)l| = O(N ) 4 O(e*/N), 2 <k <N,

with the same ¢ > 0 as in Lemma 5.7, where the order relations are locally uniform in
t>0.

These two lemmas complete the proof. In fact, it follows that
171:(t/N)|| = O(N=*) + O(N ’)Z e /N

= O(N"¥?) +e0(1) = O(N—2/3).

Thus the proof is complete.
(3) The last step is devoted to proving the two lemmas above.

ProorF oF LEMMA 5.7. We first note that

| To(t/N) — K(t/N)|| = O(N~*/*) < O(N7") (6.1)
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for ¢ = N~2/3. This follows immediately from Lemma 5.5. We now consider the
operator

Ta(t/N)k - KE(I/N)k = zk: VVja,k(t/N)a
=1

where
Wiea(t) = Ke(1) ™ (To(t) — Ke(2)) To(2)*.
If j =k, then it follows from (6.1) that

| Wieie(t/N)|| = O(NT)

and also if 1 <j<k-—1, then
1Wiee(t/N) oo (eHo) | = O(N ") {e + e C/Ny
locally uniformly in ¢ > 0, because

IT.(t/ N7 0, (eHo) || = O(e) + O(e~k/eN)
by Lemma 5.2. This yields that
I(To(t/NY* = K (t/NY*)po (eHo)|| = £O(1) + O(N ') = O(N~3)
and hence the lemma follows again from Lemma 5.2 at once. [J

ProoF oF LEMMA 5.8. The proof is exactly the same as that of the previous
lemma. By Lemmas 5.4, 5.5 and 5.6, we have

IT(t/N) - K(t/N)|| = O(N7).
This enables us to repeat the same argument as in the proof of Lemma 5.7 and the

proof is complete. []

We can combine Lemma 2.2 and Theorem 5.1 to establish the error bound for a
little wider class of potentials. For example, consider V' (x) = |x|?,0 < p < 1, which is
not C'-smooth. We decompose V(x) into V(x) = Vo(x) + Vi(x), where Vp(x) is a
bounded function with compact support and ¥7(x) is a smooth function vanishing in a
neighborhood of the origin. Set Hy; = Hy + V;. As is easily seen, the argument used
in the proof of Theorem 5.1 applies to H = H) + ¥V, and we obtain

lexp(~tH) — Ki(t/N)"|| = O(N~*?),

where K;(f) = exp(—tVy/2) exp(—tH;)exp(—tVp/2). On the other hand, it follows
from Lemma 2.2 that

llexp(—2H1) — exp(—1V1/2) exp(—tHo) exp(—1V1/2)|| = O(#%), t— 0.
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Thus we have
lexp(—tH) — K(t/N)"|| = O(N~*3).

This improves the bound O(N~*/?) obtained in [6] (Theorem 2.2) for the above type of
potentials.

6. Error bound for magnetic Schrodinger operators.

The argument developed here applies to magnetic Schrodinger operators
H=ILIlj+V=Hy+ V,

where I1; = D; — aj(x), a;j(x) (magnetic potential) being a real function, and V(x) fulfills
the assumption (V), or (V). Since Il; and Ik, j # k, do not necessarily commute with
each other

[, I] = ibj,  bjic(x) = Ojax — Oay,

the argument requires a slight modification. We assume that the magnetic field by is a
bounded function, so that IL;TI;(Hy + 1)”1 : L? > L? is bounded. If we take account
of the relation [IT;, V] = [D;, V], all the results obtained here can be shown to remain
true for magnetic Schrodinger operators. We omit the detailed statements. In the
special case that a;(x) is a polynomial, it is known (Guibourg [12]) that the operator
ILT1,(Ho + 1) is bounded, even if bj is not necessarily assumed to be bounded. We
do not know whether or not the results obtained here extend to such a class of magnetic
potentials.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT. The authors are grateful to a referee for informing them on
the above result of Guibourg.

References

[1] P.R. Chernoff, Note on product formulas for operator semigroups, J. Func. Anal., 2, 238-242 (1968).

[2] B. O. Dia and M. Schatzman, An estimate on the transfer operator, Preprint, Lyon Univ., 1995.

[3] N. Dunford and J. T. Schwartz, Linear Operators II, Interscience Publ., 1963.

[4] B. Helffer, Around the transfer operator and the Trotter-Kato formula, Operator Theory: Adv. Appl.,
78, 161-174 (1995).

[5] F. Hiai, Trace norm convergence of exponential product formula, Lett. Math. Phys., 33, 147-158
(1995).

[6] T. Ichinose and S. Takanobu, Estimate of the difference between the Kac operator and the Schrédinger
semigroup, Commun. Math. Phys., 186, 167-197 (1997).

[7] T.Kato, Trotter’s product formula for an arbitrary pair of self-adjoint contraction semigroup, Topics
in Func. Anal,, Adv. Math. Suppl. Studies, 3, 185-195 (1978).

[8] H. Neidhardt and V. A. Zagrebnov, The Trotter-Kato product formula for Gibbs semigroups,
Commun. Math. Phys., 131, 333-346 (1990).

[9]1 D. L. Rogava, Error bounds for Trotter-type formulas for self-adjoint operators, Func. Anal. Appl.,
27, 217-219 (1993).

[10] H. F. Trotter, On the product of semigroups of operators, Proc. Am. Math. Soc., 10, 545-551 (1959).

[11] T. Ichinose and H. Tamura, Error estimate in operator norm for Trotter-Kato product formula,
Integral Equations and Operator Theory, 27, 195-207 (1997).



Exponential product formulas 377

[12] D. Guibourg, Inégalités maximales pour I'opérateur de Schrodinger, C. R. Acad. Sci. Paris, 316, 249-
252 (1993).

A. DouMekl and T. ICHINOSE H. TAMURA

Department of Mathematics, Department of Mathematics,
Kanazawa University Okayama University
Kanazawa, 920-11, Okayama, 700,

Japan Japan



	1. Introduction.
	2. Error bound for $C^{2}$ ...
	THEOREM 2.1. ...

	3. Error bound in trace ...
	THEOREM 3.1. ...

	4. Error bound for $C^{1}$ ...
	THEOREM 4.1. ...

	5. Error bound for bounded ...
	THEOREM 5.1. ...

	6. Error bound for magnetic ...
	References

