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Abstract

We present some basic inequalities between the classical and quan-
tum values of free energy, entropy and mean energy. We investigate
the transition from the deterministic case (classical mechanics) to the
probabilistic case (quantum mechanics). In the first part of the paper,
we assume that the reduced Planck constant ~, the absolute temper-
ature T , the frequency of an oscillator ω, and the degree of freedom
of a system N are fixed. This approach to the problem of comparing
quantum and classical mechanics is new (see [35]–[37]).

In the second part of the paper, we simultaneously derive the semi-
classical limits for four cases, that is, for ~→0, T→∞, ω→0, and
N→∞. We note that only the case ~→0 is usually considered in
quantum mechanics (see [21]). The cases T→∞ and ω→0 in quantum
mechanics were initially studied by M. Planck and by A. Einstein,
respectively.

Keywords Quantum mechanics, classical mechanics, free energy, en-
tropy, mean energy, semiclassical limit.

1 Introduction

1. Let us consider some system A in classical mechanics and the same system
A in quantum mechanics. The absolute temperature T and the reduced
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Planck constant ~ are fixed. There is a general natural tendency to achieve a
minimum of the free energy: Fc(T ) in classical case and Fq(T, h) in quantum
case. We note that

Fc(T ) = Ec(T )− TSc(T ), Fq(T, ~) = Eq(T, ~)− TSq(T, ~). (1.1)

Here, Ec(T ) and Eq(T, ~) are mean energies of the system A in classical and
in quantum mechanics, respectively, and Sc(T ) and Sq(T, ~) are entropies
of the system A in classical and in quantum mechanics, respectively. The
important topic of the classical-quantum duality is discussed (and various
references are given) in the interesting works [24, 25].

Recall that the regularized statistical sum Zr(T, ~) is connected with the
quantum statistical sum Zq(T, ~) by the relation

Zr(T, ~) = (2π~)NZq(T, h), (1.2)

where N is the dimension of the corresponding coordinate space. It is well
known that

lim
~→0

Zr(T, ~) = Zc(T ), (1.3)

The regularized free energy Fr(T ) can be written in the form [13, 22]:

Fr(T, ~) = −T logZr(T, ~). (1.4)

We introduce the regularized entropy and mean energy Sr and Er:

Sr(T, ~) = Sq(T, ~) +N log(2π~), (1.5)

Er(T, ~) = Eq(T, ~). (1.6)

It is easy to see that

Fr(T, ~) = Er(T, ~)− TSr(T, ~). (1.7)

The choice of such regularization is explained in section 7.

Remark 1.1 Values Fc(T ) and Fr(T, ~) are also minimal solutions of the
corresponding extremal problems (see sections 2 and 3).

In the first part of the paper, we study the signs of the physical values

Fr(T, ~)− Fc(T ), Er(T, h)−Ec(T ), Sr(T, ~)− Sc(T ). (1.8)
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In all the examples, which we investigate in the present paper, the following
inequalities hold:

Fr(T, ~)− Fc(T ) > 0, Er(T, ~)− Ec(T ) > 0. (1.9)

The expression for entropy satisfies the inequality

Sr(T, ~)− Sc(T ) < 0 (1.10)

in the case of a potential well and

Sr(T, ~)− Sc(T ) > 0 (1.11)

in all other cases, which we considered. It follows from (1.7) that

sgn Sr(T, ~) = sgn [Er(T, ~)− Fr(T, ~)]. (1.12)

We note that harmonic oscillators and potential wells being classical objects
of research are also of great current interest (see, e.g., recent papers [1, 2,
3, 14, 18, 26] and references therein), and the inequalities we deal with are
basic for those cases.

2. There are a number of studies comparing classical and quantum me-
chanics (see some discussions and references in the recent works [5, 16, 17,
19, 30, 43]). This comparison is made according to different criteria. Our
approach is based on a comparison of average values. We believe that such
approach is both natural and important. In this way, we erase the proba-
bility barrier which separates classical and quantum mechanics. (However,
classical mechanics remains deterministic and quantum mechanics is proba-
bilistic.) Well-known limit theorems (e.g., by H. Weyl, A. Pleijel, M. Kac
and Kirkwood–Wigner) are also based on the comparison of average values.

The extremal principles, for instance, the Fermat’s principle of least time
[6] and the principle of least action [23, Ch. 1] remain central in modern
physics (see some further references in [9, 28, 33, 39, 40, 41]). The named
above extremal principles are formulated in terms of one physical value.

Remark 1.2 Here, we investigate the interaction of three physical values:
mean energy E, entropy S and free energy F. The corresponding extremal
principle (see sections 2 and 3) may be considered as a cooperative game. In
a cooperative game, all players have the same goal.
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Let’s describe the content of the article in more detail. At first, we con-
sider the classical case, the quantum case, and the minimal points Fc(T )
and Fq(T, ~) of the corresponding extremal problems. In the next step, we
compare the results of the two cases (classical and quantum).

From this point of view, we consider the connection between classical me-
chanics (deterministic strategy) and quantum mechanics (probabilistic strat-
egy). We note that such comparison of the quantum and classical approaches
without the requirement for Planck constant h being small or for absolute
temperature T being large is of essential scientific and methodological inter-
est.

In order to understand the situation, we study in detail two following
examples: the potential well (polyhedron) and the harmonic oscillator. In
the present paper, we (in particular) improve, develop and generalize our
previous results [35, 36] and [37, Ch. 6 and 9].

Using relation (1.9), we formulate our hypothesis.
Hypothesis. The members Fr(T, ~) and Er(T, ~) of the cooperative game
satisfy the equality

sgn [Fr(T, ~)− Fc(T )] = sgn [Er(T, ~)− Ec(T )]. (1.13)

3. In the second part of the paper, we study the semiclassical limits,
which is an actively developed domain of research (see some recent references
in [4, 7, 8, 44]). We consider the following four cases.

Case 1 : ~→0, Case 2 : T→∞, Case 3 : ω→0, Case 4 : N→∞.

Here, ω is the frequency of the oscillator and N is the degree of freedom
of a system. Usually, the cases 1-3 are investigated by semiclassical analy-
sis [27] and micro-local analysis [24], and the case 4 involves the methods of
C∗-algebras [24, 38]. Our method is based on the fact that we know the eigen-
values of the corresponding boundary problems. This knowledge allows us to
study all the cases 1–4 from one point of view and obtain the corresponding
explicit formulas.

Remark 1.3 The semiclassical approach in quantum mechanics deals usu-
ally with the case ~→0 (see [21]). The first works dedicated to the semiclassi-
cal approach were written by A. Einstein ([10], case ω→0) and by M. Planck
([32], case T→∞).
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4. As mentioned above, the free energy (in classical mechanics and quan-
tum mechanics, respectively) is considered in sections 2 and 3. In section 4,
we consider in detail two simple but important examples: one-dimensional
potential well and one-dimensional harmonic oscillator. These two exam-
ples differ greatly. However, they have also some common properties. In
particular, the following inequalities

Er(T, ~) > Ec(T ), Fr(T, ~) > Fc(T ) (1.14)

are fulfilled in both examples (for all T and for ~ > 0). The N -dimensional
potential well in the domain

QN = {x : x = (x1, . . . xN), 0≤xk≤ak (1≤k≤N)} (1.15)

is studied in section 5. We introduce the corresponding boundary value
problem

− ~
2

2m

N
∑

k=1

∂2

∂xk2
ψ(x1, x2, ..., xN)− Eψ(x1, x2, ..., xN ) = 0, (1.16)

ψ|Γ = 0. (1.17)

Here, Γ stands for the boundary of the domain QN . The inequalities (1.14)
are valid in this case too.

Section 6 is dedicated to the N -dimensional oscillator, that is, we consider
the differential operator

Lψ = − ~
2

2m

N
∑

k=1

∂2

∂xk2
ψ(x) + V (x)ψ(x), x∈RN , (1.18)

where

V (x) =
N
∑

k=1

mωkxk
2

2
, ωk > 0. (1.19)

We prove the inequalities (1.14) in the case of the N -dimensional oscillator
as well. In section 7, we explain the notions of the regularized statistical
sum, mean energy, free energy, and entropy. We note that the regularized
values have the following important properties:

Zr(T, ~)→Zc(T ), Fr(T, ~)→Fc(T ), ~→+ 0, (1.20)

Er(T, h)→Ec(T ), Sr(T, ~)→Sc(T ), h→+ 0. (1.21)
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Remark 1.4 The following facts are essential for our theory (see section 4).
1. The quotients Zr(T, h)/Zc(T ) and Er(T, ~)/Ec(T ) depend, in the case

of the 1-dimensional potential well 0≤x≤a, on only one variable:

µ = h

√

2π

ma2T
. (1.22)

Thus, we have

Zr(T, ~, a)/Zc(T, a) = f1(µ), Er(T, h)/Ec(T ) = g1(µ). (1.23)

2. The quotients Zr(T, ~, ω)/Zc(T, ω) and Er(T, ~)/Ec(T ) depend, in the
case of the 1-dimensional oscillator (with frequency ω), on only one variable:

τ =
hω

2T
. (1.24)

Hence, we have

Zr(T, ~, ω)/Zc(T, ω) = f2(τ), Er(T, ~, ω)/Ec(T, ω) = g2(τ). (1.25)

3. The functions f1(µ), g1(µ) and f2(τ), g2(τ) are presented in this paper
in an explicit form.

In section 8, we study the N -dimensional potential well (1.15) and derive
the following asymptotic formulas for the statistical sum

Zr(T, ~)/Zc(T ) = V −1
N [VN − ρ

VN−1

2
+ ... + (−1)NρN

V0
2N

] +O(ρN+1), (1.26)

and for the mean energy

Er(T, ~)/Ec(T, ~) = 1 + ρ
VN−1

2NVN
+O(ρ2), (1.27)

where

ρ = h

√

π

2mT
. (1.28)

Here, VN is the Lebesgue measure of the domain QN , VN−1 is Lebesgue
measure of the boundary Γ, VN−2 is the Lebesgue measure of the domain Γ1

formed by the intersection of the faces of the domain Γ, . . ., and, finally, V0
is the number of the vertices of the polyhedron.
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Example 1.5 Let N = 3. Then, V3 is the volume of the polyhedron (5.1),
V2 is the area of the boundary, V1 is the sum of the lengths of the edges, and
V0 is the number of the vertices of the polyhedron (1.15).

In section 9, we consider an N -dimensional potential well in a sufficiently
general domain and formulate the well-known results (by H. Weyl, A. Pleijel,
and M. Kac) dedicated to this case.

In section 10, we consider the general-type potential V (x) without assum-
ing that the potential V (x) has the form (1.19). We formulate the well-known
Kirkwood–Wigner result (see [20]) dedicated to the general-type potential
V (x). This result implies the assertions

1.The inequality
Fr(T, ~) > Fc(T ) (1.29)

holds for small ~ in the general case.
2.The following semiclassical result

lim
~→0

Fr(T, ~) = Fc(T ) (1.30)

is valid.
We consider the Quantum-Classical correspondence at the level of the

inequalities (see (1.9)-(1.11), (1.14) and (1.29)). The traditional semiclassical
approach [21] is to consider the limit relations when ~→0 (see (1.20), (1.21),
and (1.30)).

Remark 1.6 We applied our approach to Boltzmann equation [37, Ch. 10]
and (jointly with A. Sakhnovich) to Fokker-Planck equation [34].

2 Free energy (classical case)

Let us introduce the classical Hamiltonian H(p, q), where p are the corre-
sponding generalized momenta, q are the corresponding generalized coordi-
nates. In this case the mean energy Ec and the entropy Sc are defined by the
formulas

Ec =

∫ ∫

H(p, q)P (p, q)dpdq, (2.1)

Sc = −
∫ ∫

P (p, q) logP (p, q)dpdq, (2.2)
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P (p, q)≥0,

∫ ∫

P (p, q)dpdq = 1. (2.3)

Free energy Fc is defined by the formula

Fc = Ec − TSc, (2.4)

where T is the absolute temperature, P (p, q) is the probability density. In or-
der to find the equilibrium state (T is fixed) we use the calculus of variations.
The corresponding Euler equation has the form

δ

δP
[H(p, q)P (p, q)] + TP (p, q) logP (p, q) + µP (p, q) = 0. (2.5)

Here, δ
δP

stands for the functional derivation and µ is the Lagrange multiplier.
We note that our extremal problem is conditional (see (2.3)). Formula (2.5)
yields

H(p, q) + T + T logP (p, q) + µ = 0. (2.6)

From (2.6) we obtain

P (p, q) = Ce−λH(p,q), λ = 1/T. (2.7)

Formulas (2.3) and (2.7) imply that

P (p, q) = e−λH(p,q)/Zc, (2.8)

where

Zc =

∫ ∫

e−λH(p,q)dpdq (2.9)

is the statistical sum.

Remark 2.1 We deduced above the well-known formulas (2.8) and (2.9).
These formulas define the equilibrium state.

Remark 2.2 The inequality

δ2

δP 2
Fc(p, q) = T/P (p, q) > 0 (2.10)

shows that the free energy Fc has its minimum in the equilibrium state which
is defined by formulas(2.8), (2.9).
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The strategy of free entropy Sc and mean energy Ec is common and is defined
by formulas (2.1)-(2.3) and (2.8),(2.9).

Definition 2.3 This strategy defined by formulas (2.1)-(2.3) and (2.8),(2.9)
is optimal.Only by this strategy of all players free energy obtained the mini-
mum.

Hence the following statement is valid:

Proposition 2.4 The entropy Sc and the mean energy Ec are cooperating
members of the game with common goal (minimize free energy)

We can write the following relation:

Fc = minF, (2.11)

where the value F is defined by formulas (2.1)-(2.4) and the free energy Fc

is defined by formulas (2.1)–(2.4) and (2.7)–(2.9). The free energy Fc(T ) can
be written in the form (see [22, 13]):

Fc(T ) = −T logZc(T ). (2.12)

3 Free energy (quantum case)

Let eigenvalues En of the energy operator be given. Consider the mean
quantum energy

Eq =
∑

n

PnEn (3.1)

and the quantum entropy

Sq = −
∑

n

Pn logPn, (3.2)

where Pn are the corresponding probabilities. Hence we have

Pn≥0,
∞
∑

n=1

Pn = 1 (3.3)

Free energy Fc is defined by the formula

Fq = Eq − TSq, (3.4)
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where T > 0 is the absolute temperature.
In order to find the stationary point Pst we calculate

∂

∂Pk
(Fq − µ

∞
∑

n=1

Pn), (3.5)

where T is fixed and µ is Lagrange multiplier. We note that our extremal
problem is conditional (see (3.3)). According to (3.5) we have

En + T + T logPn − µ = 0. (3.6)

It follows from (3.6) that

Pn = Ce−λEn, λ = 1/T, (3.7)

where C is a constant. Relations (3.3) imply that

C = 1/Zq, Zq =

∞
∑

n=1

e−λEn, (3.8)

where Zq is the statistical sum.

Corollary 3.1 The equilibrium position Pst is unique and is defined by the
formulas (3.7) and (3.8).

By direct calculation we obtain the equalities:

∂2

∂P 2
n

Fq =
T

Pn

> 0,
∂2

∂Pn∂Pk

Fq = 0, (n6=k). (3.9)

Relations (3.9) imply the following assertion.

Corollary 3.2 The equilibrium state Pst is a minimum state of the free en-
ergy Fq.

The strategy Pn is common for entropy Sq and mean energy Eq. Hence, the
following statement is valid.

Proposition 3.3 The mean energy Eq and the entropy Sq are cooperating
members of the game with common goal (minimize the free energy).
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The strategy Pn is optimal (see Definition 2.3)
Using Proposition 3.3, Corollary 3.3 and relations (1.4)-(1.6) we obtain

the statements:

Corollary 3.4 The equilibrium state Pst is a minimum state of the regular-
ized free energy Fr.

Proposition 3.5 The regularized free energy Fr, the regularized mean en-
ergy Er and the regularized entropy Sr are cooperating members of the game.

4 Examples

In the present section we consider in detail two simple but typical examples.

Example 4.1 Harmonic oscillator.

In the classical case, the Hamiltonian for the harmonic oscillator has the
form:

H(p, q) =
p2

2m
+
mω2q2

2
. (4.1)

In the quantum case, the harmonic oscillator is described (see [21, Ch.3] and
[13, Ch. 1]) by the equation:

− ~
2

2m

d2

dx2
y − (E − mω2x2

2
)y = 0, −∞ < x <∞. (4.2)

The spectrum En of the boundary problem (4.1) is defined by the formula:

En = ~ω(n− 1/2), n = 1, 2, ... (4.3)

Let us consider Zc(T ) and Zr(T, ~). It follows from (2.9) and (4.3) that

Zc(T ) =
2πT

ω
. (4.4)

Taking into account relations (1.2), (3.8), and (4.1), we have

Zq(T, ~) =
1

2 sinh(τ)
, Zr(T, ~) = 2T

πτ

ω sinh(τ)
, τ =

~ω

2T
. (4.5)

Hence, the inequality

d

dτ
[Zr(T, ~)/Zc(T )] =

sinh(τ)− τ cosh(τ)

sinh2(τ)
< 0 (4.6)

is valid. Using relation (4.6) we obtain the assertion.
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Proposition 4.2 For harmonic oscillator, the expression Zr(T, h)/Zc(T )
monotonically decreases with respect to τ and its limit is given by the formula

lim
τ→0

[Zr(T, ~)/Zc(T )] = 1. (4.7)

Now, consider the regularized mean energy Er(T, h). It follows from (2.1)
and (4.3) that

Ec(T ) = T. (4.8)

Taking into account relations (3.1), (3.7), (3.8), (4.2), and the formula

∞
∑

n=1

e−ann =
e−a

(1− e−a)2
, a > 0, (4.9)

we obtain
Er(T, ~) = T

τ

tanh(τ)
, τ(T, ~) = ~ω/(2T ). (4.10)

The last formula implies that

d

dτ
[Er(T, h)/Ec(T )] = [sinh(2τ)− 2τ ]/(2 sinh2(τ)) > 0, (4.11)

Relation (4.11) yields the next assertion.

Proposition 4.3 For harmonic oscillator, the expression Er(T, h)/Ec(T ) mono-
tonically increases with respect to τ and

lim
τ→0

[E(T, ~)/Ec(T )] = 1. (4.12)

Let us turn to the regularized free energy Fr(T, h). It follows from (2.12)
that

Fr(T, ~) = Fc(T )− T log[Zr(T, ~)/Zc(T )]. (4.13)

Taking into account (3.4), we have

Sr(T, ~) = Sc(T ) +
τ

tanh(τ)
− 1 + log[Zr(T, ~)/Zc(T )]. (4.14)

Using relations (4.5), (4.5) and (4.10), (4.11), (4.14) we calculate the deriva-
tive:

d

dτ
Sr(T, τ) = [sinh2(τ)− τ 2]/(2τ sinh2(τ)) > 0. (4.15)
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We note that

Fc(T ) = −T logZc(T ), Sc(T ) = 1 + logZc(T ), (4.16)

where Zc(T ) is defined by (4.4). In view of (4.14), we have the proposition
below.

Proposition 4.4 For harmonic oscillator, the expression Sr(T, ~) monoton-
ically increases with respect to τ and

Sr(T, ~) > lim
τ→0

Sr(T, ~) = Sc(T ). (4.17)

In view of Propositions 4.2–4.4, and relation (4.13), the following corollary
is valid.

Corollary 4.5 Consider the harmonic oscillator and let the parameters T
and ω be fixed. By transition from deterministic strategy (classical mechan-
ics) to probabilistic strategy (quantum mechanics), all members of the game
(i.e., the regularized free energy, the regularized mean energy and the regu-
larized entropy) increase when τ increases.

We think that the comparison of the deterministic and probabilistic strategies
has a practical and methodological interest. Formulas (4.7), (4.12), (4.13)
and (4.17) imply the following semiclassical limits.

Case 1. Let the parameters T and ω be fixed. If h→0 then

Zr(T, ~)→Zc(T ), Er(T, ~)→Ec(T ),

Fr(T, ~)→Fc(T ), Sr(T, ~)→Sc(T ).

Case 2. Let the parameters h and ω be fixed. If T→∞ then

Zr(T, ~)∼Zc(T ), Er(T, ~)∼Ec(T ), Sr(T, ~)∼Sc(T ).

Case 3. Let the parameters T and h be fixed. If ω→0 then

Zr(T, ~, ω)∼Zc(T, ω), Er(T, ~, ω)∼Ec(T, ω),

Fr(T, ~, ω)∼Fc(T, ω), Sr(T, ~, ω)∼Sc(T ).

For brevity, we omit ω in some notations above (when ω is fixed).
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Remark 4.6 Recall that the semiclassical approach in quantum mechanics
deals usually with the case (~→0) (see [21]).

We need the following result for analytic functions. The functions z
sinh(z)

and
z

tanh(z)
have Loran series expansions which converge for all values 0 < |z| < π:

z

sinh(z)
= 1 +

∞
∑

n=1

2(1− 22n−1)B2nz
2n

(2n)!
, (4.18)

z

tanh(z)
= 1 +

∞
∑

n=1

22nB2nz
2n

(2n)!
, (4.19)

where B2n are Bernoulli numbers.

Corollary 4.7 The functions

f(τ) = Zr(T, ~)/Zc(T, h) =
τ

sinh(τ)
, (4.20)

and
g(τ) = Er(T, ~)/Ec(T, h) =

τ

tanh(τ)
, (4.21)

are analytic in the domain |τ | < π, and the coefficients of the corresponding
Loran series may be written down explicitly.

In particular, we have partial expansions:

f(τ) = 1− B2τ
2 +O(τ 4), B2 = 1/6, (4.22)

g(τ) = 1 +B2τ
2 +O(τ 4), B2 = 1/6. (4.23)

Example 4.8 Potential well

In the classical case the Hamiltonian for the potential well has the form:

H(p, q) =

{

p2

2m
, q∈[0, a];

+∞, otherwise.
(4.24)
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In the quantum case the potential well is described [22, Ch. 3] by the equation

− ~
2

2m

d2

dx2
y −Ey = 0, y(0) = y(a) = 0. (4.25)

The spectrum En of the boundary problem (4.25) is given by the formula:

En =
~
2π2

2ma2
n2, n = 1, 2, ... (4.26)

It follows from (2.9) and (4.24) that

Zc(T ) = a

∫ +∞

−∞

exp(
−p2
2mT

)dp = a
√
2mTπ. (4.27)

From (2.1) and (4.27) we have

Ec(T ) = a

∫ +∞

−∞

p2

2m
exp(

−p2
2mT

)dp/Zc(T ) = T/2. (4.28)

Next, let us consider Zr(T, h). Using (1.2), (3.8), and (4.26), we derive

Zr(T, ~) = 2πh

∞
∑

n=1

e−(π/4)n2µ2

, (4.29)

where

µ = h

√

2π

ma2T
. (4.30)

It follows from (4.27), (4.29), and (4.30) that

Zr(T, ~)/Zc(T ) = µ

∞
∑

n=1

e−(π/4)n2µ2

. (4.31)

Hence, we have

d

dµ
[Zr(T, ~)/Zc(T )] =

∞
∑

n=1

e−(π/4)n2µ2

(1− (π/2)n2µ). (4.32)

Relation (4.32) implies the following assertion.
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Lemma 4.9 If the inequality
µ≥2/π (4.33)

holds, then
d

dµ
[Zr(T, h)/Zc(T )] < 0. (4.34)

Now, let us consider a more difficult case, where

0 < µ≤2/π. (4.35)

Lemma 4.10 If the inequality (4.35) holds, then

d

dµ
[Zr(T, ~)/Zc(T )] < 0. (4.36)

Proof. Recall the Poisson formula (see, e.g., [11]):

∞
∑

n=0

F (n) =
1

2
F (0) +

∫

∞

0

F (x)dx+ 2
∞
∑

n=1

∫

∞

0

F (x) cos(2πnx)dx. (4.37)

Let us consider the case F (x) = e−x2(π/4)µ2

. Since

∫

∞

0

exp(−x2/ν) cos(2πnx)dx =

√
νπ

2
exp(−n2νπ2), n = 0, 1, 2, ... (4.38)

we have

Zr(T, ~)/Zc(T ) = µ{−1

2
+

√
λπ

2
+
√
λπ

∞
∑

n=1

exp[−(nπ)2λ]}, (4.39)

where

λ =
4

πµ2
. (4.40)

Let us calculate the derivative:

d

dµ
[Zr(T, ~)/Zc(T )] = −1/2 + [16/(µ3π)]

∞
∑

n=1

exp[−(nπ)2λ](nπ)2. (4.41)
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We need also the following derivative:

d

dµ
{µ−3 exp[−(nπ)2λ]} = (8πn2µ−6 − 3µ−4) exp[−(nπ)2λ]. (4.42)

Taking into account (4.35), we have

8πn2 − 3µ2≥8π − 3µ2 > 0. (4.43)

It follows from (4.41)–(4.43) that the function d
dµ
[Zr(T, ~)/Zc(T )] monoton-

ically increases and that

d

dµ
[Zr(T, ~, µ)/Zc(T )]≤

d

dµ
[Zr(T, ~, 2/π)/Zc(T )] =: G. (4.44)

Earlier we omitted for brevity the dependence of the function Zr on the
variable µ. Formulas (4.40) and (4.41) imply

G = −1/2 + 2(π)4
∞
∑

n=1

n2e−n2π3

. (4.45)

In order to estimate G, we study the integral

∫

∞

0

x2e−x2/ηdx =
η
√
ηπ

4
. (4.46)

We note that
d

dx
[x2e−x2/η] = 2xe−x2/η(1− x2/η). (4.47)

Hence, the function
U(x, η) = x2e−x2/η (4.48)

is monotonically decreasing if x >
√
η. In the case under consideration (see

(4.45)), we have
η = π−3 < 1. (4.49)

Thus, we proved that

∫

∞

1

U(x, η)dx >

∞
∑

2

U(n, η), η = π−3. (4.50)
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Using numerical calculation, we obtain

∫ 1

0

U(x, η)dx = 0, 0025665 > U(1, η) = 3, 420(10)−14, η = π−3. (4.51)

Then, we have

∫

∞

0

U(x, η)dx >
∞
∑

1

U(n, η), η = π−3. (4.52)

According to (4.46) the equality

2π4

∫

∞

0

U(x, η)dx = 1/2, η = π−3 (4.53)

holds. The assertion of the lemma follows from (4.45), (4.52) and (4.53).
Using Lemmas 4.8 and 4.9, we obtain the proposition below.

Proposition 4.11 For the potential well case the expression Zr(T, ~)/Zc(T )
monotonically decreases with respect to µ and

Zr(T, ~)/Zc(T ) < lim
µ→0

[Zr(T, ~)/Zc(T )] = 1. (4.54)

Let us consider the mean energy Er(T, ~). Introduce

V (T, ~) := T

∞
∑

n=1

e(−π/4)µ2n2

(π/4)µ2n2 = T

∞
∑

n=1

e−n2/λ(n2/λ), (4.55)

where µ and λ are defined by the relations (4.30) and (4.40), respectively.
The mean energy Er(T, ~) may be written in the form

Er(T, ~) = V (T, ~)/Zq(T, ~), (4.56)

where Zq(T, ~) is defined by the relation

Zq(T, ~) =
∞
∑

n=1

e−(π/4)µ2n2

=
∞
∑

n=1

e−(n2/λ). (4.57)

Remark 4.12 The expression Er(T, ~)/Ec(T ) depends on only one variable,
namely, on µ (see (4.55)–(4.57)).
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Using relations (4.55)-(4.57) we obtain the assertion.

Proposition 4.13 If the inequality

µ≥2/π (4.58)

holds, then (in the case of the potential well) we have

Er(T, ~)/Ec(T ) > 1. (4.59)

Let us proceed with a further study of the case

µ≤2/π. (4.60)

Using formula (4.39) and equality

Zq(T, ~) = [Zr(T, ~)/Zc(T )]/µ, (4.61)

we have

Zq(T, ~) = −1

2
+

√
λπ

2
+
√
λπ

∞
∑

n=1

exp[−(nπ)2λ]. (4.62)

Differentiating (4.62) with respect to λ, we derive

d

dλ
Zq(T, ~) =

1

4

√

π

λ
+

1

2

√

π

λ

∞
∑

n=1

e−(nπ)2λ −
√
λπ

∞
∑

n=1

(nπ)2e−(nπ)2λ (4.63)

On the other hand, (4.57) yields

d

dλ
Zq(T, ~) =

∞
∑

n=1

e−n2/λ (n2/λ2). (4.64)

It follows from (4.55) and (4.64) that

V (T, ~) = Tλ
d

dλ
Zq(T, ~). (4.65)

Let us introduce the functions

W0(T, ~) = 1− (λπ)−1/2 + 2

∞
∑

n=1

e−(nπ)2λ, (4.66)

W1(T, ~) = 1 + 2

∞
∑

n=1

e−(nπ)2λ − 4λ

∞
∑

n=1

(nπ)2e−(nπ)2λ. (4.67)
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Relations (4.62), (4.63), and (4.65)–(4.67) imply that

d

dλ
Zq(T, ~) =

1

4

√

π

λ
W1(T, ~), Zq(T, ~) =

√
λπ

2
W0(T, ~). (4.68)

It follows from, (4.56), (4.65) and (4.68) that

Er(T, ~) = (T/2)W1(T, ~)/W0(T, ~). (4.69)

Lemma 4.14 If condition (4.60) is fulfilled, then

W1(T, ~) > W0(T, ~). (4.70)

Proof. Inequality (4.70) may be rewritten in the equivalent form

1 > 4λ3/2π5/2
∞
∑

n=1

n2e−(nπ)2λ. (4.71)

It is easy to see that

x2e−λx2π2≤e−λxπ2

, x≥1, λ≥1. (4.72)

It follows from (4.72) that

∞
∑

n=1

n2e−(nπ)2λ≤e−λπ2

/(1− e−λπ2

). (4.73)

Taking into account relations (4.40) and (4.60), we have

λ≥π. (4.74)

The function λ3/2e−λπ2

is monotonically decreasing for λ≥π. Hence, the
inequality

λ3/2e−λπ2≤2π3/2e−π3

, λ≥π (4.75)

holds. Since e−π3

= 3, 420(10)−14 (see (4.51)) the following relation is valid:

4λ3/2π5/2e−λπ2

/(1− e−λπ2

) < 1 (4.76)

The inequality (4.70) follows from (4.73) and (4.76). The lemma is proved.
Using (4.69) and (4.70) we obtain
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Proposition 4.15 The following inequality is valid for the potential well in
the case µ≤2/π :

Er(T, ~)/Ec(T ) > 1. (4.77)

Formulas (4.65)–(4.67) immediately imply the asymptotic relation

Er(T, ~)/Ec(T ) = 1/(1− µ/2) +O(e−4π/µ2

), µ→+ 0. (4.78)

From propositions 4.2–4.4 and relation (4.77) we obtain the following theo-
rem.

Theorem 4.16 In the case of the potential well, we have

Er(T, ~)/Ec(T ) > lim
µ→+0

[Er(T, ~)/Ec(T )] = 1. (4.79)

Let us consider the regularized entropy Sr(T, ~) in the case of the potential
well. It follows from (1.7) that

Sr(T, ~) = [Er(T, ~)− Fr(T, ~)]/T. (4.80)

According to (4.61) and (4.62) the asymptotic equality

Zr(T, ~)/Zc(T, ~) = (1− µ/2) +O(e−4π/µ2

), µ→+ 0 (4.81)

holds. In view of (4.78), (4.80), and (4.81), we have

Sr(T, ~) = Sc(T )− µ/4 +O(µ2), µ→+ 0, (4.82)

where

Sc(T ) =
1

2
+ log(a

√
2mTπ). (4.83)

Remark 4.17 The following assertion is valid for the potential well. By
transition from the deterministic strategy (classical mechanics) to the prob-
abilistic strategy (quantum mechanics) two members of the game (i.e., the
regularized free energy and the regularized mean energy) increase.

We can estimate the regularized entropy for potential well only for small µ.

Remark 4.18 Formula (4.81) implies: if µ is small, then by transition from
the deterministic strategy (classical mechanics) to the probabilistic strategy
(quantum mechanics) the regularized entropy for the potential well decreases.
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Relations (4.30), (4.54), (4.14), (4.79) and (4.82) yield the following semi-
classical limits:

Case 1. Let the parameters T, a and m be fixed. If h→0, then

Zr(T, ~)→Zc(T ), Er(T, ~)→Ec(T ),

Fr(T, ~)→Fc(T ), Sr(T, ~)→Sc(T ).

Case 2. Let the parameters m, a and ~ be fixed. If T→∞, then

Zr(T, ~)∼Zc(T ), Er(T, ~)∼Ec(T ),

Fr(T, ~)∼Fc(T ), Sr(T, ~)∼Sc(T ).

Case 3. Let the parameters ~, T and m be fixed. If a→∞, then

Zr(T, ~, a)∼Zc(T, a), Er(T, ~, a)∼Ec(T, a), Sr(T, ~)∼Sc(T, a).

Case 4. Let the parameters ~, T and a be fixed. If m→∞, then

Zr(T, ~, m)∼Zc(T,m), Er(T, ~, m)∼Ec(T,m), Sr(T, ~, m)∼Sc(T,m).

When the parameters a and m are constant, we omit them for brevity.

5 N-dimensional potential well

Let us consider the N -dimensional potential well QN :

0≤xk≤ak, 1≤k≤N. (5.1)

We introduce the corresponding boundary problem

~
2

2m

N
∑

k=1

∂2

∂xk2
ψ(x1, x2, ..., xN) + Eψ(x1, x2, ..., xN ) = 0, (5.2)

ψ|Γ = 0. (5.3)

Here, Γ stands for the boundary of the domain QN . The spectrum of the
boundary problem (5.1)-(5.3) is given by the formula:

En1,...,nN
=

~
2π2

2m

N
∑

k=1

nk
2

ak
(nk = 1, 2, ...). (5.4)
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We need the relation (see (3.8)):

−[
∂

∂β
Zq,k(T, ~)]/Zq,k(T, ~) = Eq,k(T, ~), β = 1/T. (5.5)

It follows from (5.4) and (5.5) that

Zq(T, ~) =
N
∏

k=1

Zq,k(T, ~), Eq(T, ~) =
N
∑

k=1

Eq,k(T, ~), (5.6)

where Zq,k(T, ~) and Eq,k(T, ~) are defined by the relations

Zq,k(T, ~) =

∞
∑

n=1

exp(−(π/4)n2µ2
k), (5.7)

Eq,k(T, ~) = T

∞
∑

n=1

(π/4)n2µ2
k exp(−(π/4)n2µ2

k)/Zq,k(T, ~), (5.8)

and

µ = ~

√

2π

ma2kT
. (5.9)

Let us introduce the regularized statistical sum Zr(T, h) and the mean energy
Er(T, ~) in the N -dimensional case:

Zr(T, ~) = (2π~)NZq(T, ~), Er(T, ~) = Eq(T, ~). (5.10)

In the N -dimensional case, according to (4.27) and (4.28) we have

Zc(T ) = (2mTπ)N/2
N
∏

k=1

ak, Ec(T ) = N(T/2). (5.11)

In view of (4.81) and (5.6), the following asymptotic equality holds:

Zr(T, ~)/Zc(T ) =

N
∏

k=1

(1− µk/2) +O(e−1/ε2), ε→0. (5.12)

Here,
ε2 = (4/π)max[µ1

2, µ2
2, ..., µN

2]. (5.13)
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Taking into account (4.78) and (5.6), we write:

Er(T, ~) =
T

2
[

N
∑

n=1

(1− µk/2)
−1 +O(e−1/ε2)], ε→+ 0. (5.14)

It follows from (4.82) and (4.83) that in case of the N -dimensional potential
well (5.1) we have

Sr(T, ~) = Sc(T )−
N
∑

k

µk/4 +O(ε2), ε→+ 0, (5.15)

where

Sc(T ) =
N

2
+

N
∑

k

log(ak
√
2mTπ). (5.16)

Remark 5.1 By transition from the deterministic strategy (classical me-
chanics) to the probabilistic strategy (quantum mechanics), the regularized
entropy decreases for the N-dimensional potential well in the case of small
values of ε.

We note that ε is defined by relation (5.13).

Theorem 5.2 The following results are valid for the boundary problem (5.1)–
(5.3).

1.The regularized statistical sum Zr(T, ~) of a quantum equilibrium system
monotonically decreases with respect to µk and

Zr(T, ~) < lim
ε→0

Zr(T, ~) = Zc(T ) (5.17)

2. We have

Er(T, ~) > lim
ε→+0

Er(T, ~) = Ec(T ) = NT/2, (5.18)

3. The regularized free energy Fr(T, ~) = −T logZr(T, ~) of a quantum
equilibrium system monotonically increases with respect to µk and

Fr(T, ~) > lim
ε→0

Fr(T, ~) = Fc(T ) = −T log[Zc(T )]. (5.19)
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Remark 5.3 The following assertion is valid for the potential well (N≥1).
By transition from deterministic strategy (classical mechanics) to probabilis-
tic strategy (quantum mechanics) two members of the game (the regularized
free energy and the regularized mean energy) increase.

Remark 5.4 By transition from the deterministic strategy (classical me-
chanics) to the probabilistic strategy (quantum mechanics), the regularized
entropy for the potential well (N≥1) decreases with respect to µk, if ε is
small.

Formulas (5.12)-(5.15) imply the following semiclassical limits.
Case 1. Let parameters T, ak and m be fixed. If h→0, then

Zr(T, ~)→Zc(T ), Er(T, ~)→Ec(T ),

Fr(T, ~)→Fc(T ), Sr(T, ~)→Sc(T ).

Case 2. Let parameters m, ak and ~ be fixed. If T→∞, then

Zr(T, ~)∼Zc(T ), Er(T, ~)∼Ec(T ),

Fr(T, ~)∼Fc(T ), Sr(T, ~)∼Sc(T ).

Case 3. Let parameters ~, T and m be fixed. If ak→∞ (1≤k≤N), then

Zr(T, ~, a)∼Zc(T, a), Er(T, ~, a)∼Ec(T, a), Sr(T, ~)∼Sc(T, a).

Case 4. Let parameters ~, T and ak be fixed. If m→∞, then

Zr(T, ~, m)∼Zc(T,m), Er(T, ~, m)∼Ec(T,m), Sr(T, ~, m)∼Sc(T,m).

When the parameters ak and m are constant, we omit them for brevity.

6 N-dimensional oscillator

Schrödinger differential operator (quantum case) has the form

Lψ = − ~
2

2m

N
∑

k=1

∂2

∂xk2
ψ(x) + V (x)ψ(x), x = [x1, x2, ..., xN ], (6.1)
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and the corresponding Hamiltonian (classical case) is given by

H(p, x) =
1

2m

N
∑

j=1

p2j + V (x). (6.2)

The N -dimensional oscillator is determined by the operator L = L such that

V (x) =

N
∑

k=1

mωk
2xk

2

2
, ωk > 0. (6.3)

The operator L has the following spectrum:

En1,n2,...,nN
(h) =

N
∑

k=1

~ωk(nk − 1/2). (6.4)

Using (4.6) we obtain:

Zr(T, h) =

N
∏

k=1

[2Tπ
τk

ωk sinh(τk)
], (6.5)

where

τk =
~ωk

2T
. (6.6)

Relation (4.11) implies that

Er(T, ~) = T

N
∑

k=1

τk
tanh(τk)

. (6.7)

The following corollary is valid.

Corollary 6.1 The functions

f(τ1, ...τN ) = Zr(T, ~)/Zc(T, ~) =

N
∏

k=1

[
τk

sinh(τk)
] (6.8)

and

g(τ1, ...τN) = Er(T, ~)/Ec(T, ~‘) =
N
∑

k=1

τk
tanh(τk)

(6.9)

are analytic in the domain |τk| < π (1≤k≤N), and the coefficients of the
corresponding Loran series expansions may be written in explicit forms (see
(4.18) and (4.19)).
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Example 6.2 Partial expansions of f and g are given by the formulas

f(τ1, ...τN) = 1− B2

N
∑

k=1

τk
2 +O(δ4), B2 = 1/6; (6.10)

g(τ1, ...τN ) = 1 +B2

N
∑

k=1

τk
2 +O(δ4), B2 = 1/6, (6.11)

where
δ = max{τ1, τ2, ..., τN}. (6.12)

A number of the results, which we have proved for the case N = 1 (see
section 4, Example 4.1), are valid for the case N≥1 as well. Indeed, taking
into account formulas (6.5), (6.7) and (6.12) we obtain the next theorem.

Theorem 6.3 The following results are valid for the system (6.1)–(6.3).
1. The regularized statistical sum Zr(T, ~) of the corresponding quantum
equilibrium system monotonically decreases with respect to τk and

Zr(T, ~)∼Zc(T ) =
N
∏

k=1

2Tπ

ωk

for δ→0. (6.13)

2. The regularized mean energy Er(T, ~) of the quantum equilibrium system
monotonically increases with respect to τk and

Er(T, ~)∼Ec(T ) = TN/2 for δ→0. (6.14)

3. The regularized free energy Fr(T, ~) of the quantum equilibrium system
monotonically increases with respect to τk and

Fr(T, ~)∼Fc(T ) = −T log[

N
∏

k=1

2Tπ

ωk
] for δ→0. (6.15)

4. The regularized entropy Sr(T, ~) of the quantum equilibrium system mono-
tonically increases with respect to τk and

Sr(T, ~)∼Sc(T ) for δ→0. (6.16)
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Remark 6.4 The following assertion is valid for the N-dimensional har-
monic oscillator (N≥1). By transition from the deterministic strategy (clas-
sical mechanics) to the probabilistic strategy (quantum mechanics) all three
members of the game (the regularized free energy, the regularized mean en-
ergy, and the regularized entropy) increase.

Formulas (6.10)–(6.12) imply the following semiclassical limits.
Case 1. Let parameters T and ωk be fixed. If h→0, then

Zr(T, ~)→Zc(T ), Er(T, ~)→Ec(T ),

Fr(T, ~)→Fc(T ), Sr(T, ~)→Sc(T ).

Case 2. Let parameters h and T be fixed. If δ→0, then

Zr(T, ~)∼Zc(T ), Er(T, ~)∼Ec(T ),

Fr(T, ~)∼Fc(T ) Sr(T, ~)∼Sc(T ).

Case 3. Let parameters ~ and ωk be fixed. If T→∞, then

Zr(T, ~, a)∼Zc(T, a), Er(T, ~, a)∼Ec(T, a), Sr(T, ~)∼Sc(T, a).

When the parameters ωk are constant, we omit them for brevity.

7 Regularization

Let us recall the notion of the regularization. The volume V of the phase
space is defined (see, e.g., [22]) by the relation

dV =
dpdq

(2~π)N
. (7.1)

Hence, in view of (2.9) we have

Zr(T, ~) = (2hπ)NZq(T, ~). (7.2)

Using (2.12) we write

Fr(T, ~) = −T log[Zr(T, ~)]. (7.3)
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According to (2.1) and (2.3), the following equality is valid:

Ec(T ) =
∫ ∫

H(p, q)P̃ (p, q)dpdq
/

∫ ∫

P̃ (p, q)dpdq, (7.4)

where P̃ (p, q)≥0. It follows from (7.1) and (7.4) that

Er(T, ~) = Eq(T, ~). (7.5)

Relations (2.4) and (3.4) imply that

Sr(T, ~) = [Er(T, ~)− Fr(T, ~)]/T. (7.6)

8 Geometrical interpretation

. Formula (5.12) may be rewritten as

Zr(T, ~)/Zc(T ) = U−1
N [UN − UN−1ρ+ ... + (−1)NρNU0] +O(e−1/ε2), (8.1)

where ε→0,

ρ = ~

√

π

2mT
, (8.2)

and
Uk =

∑

ai1 ...aik , 1≤i1 < i2 < ... < ik = N, U0 = 1. (8.3)

In view of (8.3), the coefficients Uk have clear geometrical interpretation,
namely

Uk = Vk/2
N−k, 1≤k≤N, (8.4)

Here, VN is Lebesgue measure of the domain QN , VN−1 is Lebesgue measure
of its boundary Γ, VN−2 is Lebesgue measure of the domain Γ1 formed by the
intersection of the faces of the domain Γ, . . ., and, finally, V0 is the number
of the vertices of the polyhedron.

Example 8.1 Let N = 3. Then, V3 is the volume of the polyhedron (5.1),
V2 is the area of the boundary, V1 is the sum of the lengths of the edges and
V0 is the number of the vertices of the polyhedron (5.1).

29



Relations (8.1) and (8.4) imply (see [36]) that

Zr(T, h)/Zc(T ) = V −1
N [VN − ρ

VN−1

2
+ ...+ (−1)NρN

V0
2N

] +O(e−1/ε2), (8.5)

where ε→0. Formula (5.11) yields

Zc(T ) = (2mTπ)N/2VN . (8.6)

It follows from (5.14) and (5.18) that the mean energy Er(T, ~) satisfies
the relation

Er(T, ~)/Ec(T, ~) = 1 + ρ
VN−1

2NVN
+O(ρ2). (8.7)

Corollary 8.2 Let the potential well QN be defined by (5.1). According to
(5.13) and (8.2), formulas (8.5) and (8.7) are valid in the following cases:
Case 1. Parameters T and m are fixed, ~→0.
Case 2. Parameters m and ~ are fixed, T→∞.
Case 3. Parameters T and ~ are fixed, m→∞.

Hypothesis. For a bounded convex non-degenerate N-dimensional polyhe-
dron QN , N≥2 we have

Zq(T, 1) = (4πt)−N/2[VN − ρ
VN−1

2
+

N
∑

k=2

(−1)k(ρ/2)kAk +O(ρN+1)], (8.8)

where ρ =
√
πt→ 0, ~ = 1, m = 1/2, t = 1/T and

Ak =

MN−k
∑

j=1

[π/ωN−k(j)− ωN−k(j)/π](3/2)VN−k(j). (8.9)

Here, VN is the volume of QN and VN−1 is the measure of its boundary
(similar to the case (5.1)), MN−k is the number of the (N − k)-dimensional
faces FN−k(j) of QN , VN−k(j) is the (N-k)-dimensional measure of the face
FN−k(j), and ωN−k(j) is the mean magnitude of the (N −k+1)-dimensional
dihedral angles at the face FN−k(j).

Remark 8.3 The vertices of the polyhedron (in the hypothesis above) have
the dimension 0 and the measure 1.
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Support of the hypothesis.
1. If QN is given by (5.1), then ωN−k(j) = π/2. In this case, the formulas
(8.8) and (8.9) are valid (compare with (8.5) and (8.6)).
2. If N = 2, then the formulas (8.8) and (8.9) are valid as well (see the result
of M. Kac in [20] and the work [29]).
3. If N≥3, then the coefficient A2 in (8.8) has the form (8.9) (see the papers
[12, 15] by B.V. Fedosov and by A. Goldman and P. Calka).

9 N-dimensional potential well,

historical remarks

Consider the Schrödinger differential operator

Lψ = − ~
2

2m

N
∑

k=1

∂2

∂xk2
ψ(x), x∈QN , (9.1)

where QN is a bounded domain with a piecewise-smooth boundary Γ. Intro-
duce the following boundary condition:

ψ|Γ = 0. (9.2)

H. Weyl proved in 1911 [42] that

Zr(T, ~)∼(2mTπ)N/2VN , ρ→+ 0, (9.3)

where VN is Lebesgue measure of the domain QN . For the case N = 2,
A. Pleijel proved [31] the relation:

Zr(T, ~)∼(2mTπ)1/2(V2 − ρ
V1
2
), ρ→+ 0, (9.4)

where V2 is the area of the region Q2, V1 is the length of the boundary Γ,
and ρ is defined by the relation (8.2). The case N≥2 was investigated in
the papers [20, 29, 42]. For a smooth boundary Γ, the following result was
obtained:

Zr(T, h)∼(2mTπ)N/2(VN − ρ
VN−1

2
), ρ→+ 0. (9.5)
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10 Semiclassical limit,

Kirkwood-Wigner expansion

In the present section, we study the case when h is small (~→0). Let us
consider again the Schrödinger differential operator (quantum case)

Lψ = − ~
2

2m

N
∑

k=1

∂2

∂xk2
ψ(x) + V (x)ψ(x), x∈RN , (10.1)

and the corresponding Hamiltonian (classical case)

H(p, x) =
1

2m

N
∑

k=1

p2k + V (x). (10.2)

J.G. Kirkwood and E. Wigner obtained the following result:

Theorem 10.1 Let the inequalities

Z0(T ) =

∫

e−V (x)/Tdx <∞, (10.3)

Z2(T ) =
1

24mT 3

∫

e−V (x)/T ‖grad [V (x)]‖2dx <∞ (10.4)

be valid. Then, the relations

Zr(T, ~) = (2hπ)NZq(T, ~) = (2πmT )N/2[Z0(T )− ~
2Z2(T ) +O(~4)],

Zc(T ) = (2πmT )N/2Z0(T )

hold.

From Theorem 10.1 and relation (7.3) we obtain:

Corollary 10.2 Let the conditions (10.3) and (10.4) be fulfilled. Then,

Fr(T, ~) = Fc(T ) + h2TZ2(T )/Z0(T ) +O(~4), (10.5)

where
Fc(T ) = −T logZc(T ). (10.6)

Formula (10.5) is derived in the book [22, Ch 3, section 33].
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Corollary 10.3 Let the conditions of Theorem 10.1 be fulfilled. Then, the
regularized free energy Fr(T, ~) of the quantum equilibrium system satisfies
the relation

Fr(T, ~) > lim
~→0

Fr(T, ~) = Fc(T ). (10.7)

Let us compare Theorem 10.1 and Corollary 10.2 with the results of section 6
for the N -dimensional oscillator. It follows from (6.9)–(6.11) that in the case
of the N -dimensional oscillator we have

Zr(T, ~) =
N
∏

k=1

[(2Tπ)/ωk[1−
N
∑

k=1

(~ωk)
2

24T 2
+O(h4)], (10.8)

Er(T, ~) = T
N
∑

k=1

[1 +
(~ωk)

2

12T 2
+O(~4)]. (10.9)

Using (7.3), (7.6) and (10.8), (10.9), we derive

Fr(T, ~) = Fc(T ) + ~
2T

N
∑

k=1

(~ωk)
2

24T 2
+O(~4)], (10.10)

Sr(T, ~) = Sc +
N
∑

k=1

(~ωk)
2

24T 2
+O(~4)]. (10.11)

By comparing relations (10.8) and (10.10) we obtain the following assertion.

Corollary 10.4 In the case of the N-dimensional oscillator, we have:

Z2(T )/Z0(T ) =
N
∑

k=1

(ωk)
2

24T 2
. (10.12)

Corollary 10.5 In the case of the N-dimensional oscillator, formulas (10.9)
and (10.11) may be rewritten in the form:

Er(T, ~) = Ec(T ) + 2~2TZ2(T )/Z0(T ) +O(~4), (10.13)

Sr(T, ~) = Sc(T ) + ~
2Z2(T )/Z0(T ) +O(~4). (10.14)
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11 Appendix. The limit N→∞
The general situation in the case N→∞ is discussed in the interesting work
[24] by N.P. Landsman. Numerous useful references on this topic are given
in [24] as well. In this section, we consider two simple examples: the N -
dimensional potential well and the N -dimensional oscillator. For these exam-
ples we obtain concrete formulas, which show the interconnections between
quantum and classical results.

We assume that N → ∞ together with εN→0 in (11.3) and (11.4). Sim-
ilarly, we assume that N → ∞ together with δN→0 in (11.8) and (11.9).

Example 11.1 The N-dimensional potential well.

Let the relations (5.1)–(5.3) be fulfilled. Introduce εN > 0 and νN > 0 by
the equalities

εN
2 = max{µ1

2, µ2
2, ..., µN

2} (11.1)

and
νN

2 = min{µ1
2, µ2

2, ..., µN
2}. (11.2)

Using (5.12), we derive:

Er(T, ~, N)/Ec(T,N) = 1 +
1

N

N
∑

k=1

µk +O(εN
2), εN→0, (11.3)

Zr(T, ~, N)/Zc(T,N) = 1− 1

N

N
∑

k=1

µk +O(ε2N), εN→0. (11.4)

The parameters µk are defined by (5.9) and the following inequalities hold:

νN≤
1

N

N
∑

k=1

µk≤εN . (11.5)

Example 11.2 The N-dimensional oscillator.

We assume that the relations (6.1) and (6.3) are valid. We introduce δN and
κN by the equalities

δN = max{τ1, τ2, ..., τN} (11.6)
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and
κN = min{τ1, τ2, ..., τN}. (11.7)

Using (6.8) and (6.9), we obtain:

Er(T, ~, N)/Ec(T,N)=1 +
1

6N

N
∑

k=1

τk
2 +O(δN

4), δN→0, (11.8)

Zr(T, h,N)/Zc(T,N)=1− 1

6N

N
∑

k=1

τk
2 +O(δN

4), δN→0. (11.9)

Here, the parameters τk are defined in (6.6). We note that

κN
2≤ 1

N

N
∑

k=1

τk
2≤δN 2. (11.10)

Remark 11.3 Formulas (11.3), (11.4), (11.8), and (11.9) are also valid for
the case of the fixed N .
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[10] Einstein, A., “Über einen die Erzeugung und Verwandlung des Lichtes
betreffenden Gesichtspunkt,” Ann. Phys. 17, 132–178 (1905).

[11] Evgrafov, M.A., Asymptotic Estimates and Entire Functions (Gordon
and Breach, New York, 1961).

[12] Fedosov, B.V., “Asymptotic formulae for eigenvalues of the Laplace op-
erator for a polyhedron,” Dokl. Acad. Nauk SSSR 157, 536–538 (1964).

[13] Feynman, R., Statistical Mechanics (California Institute of Technology,
1972).

[14] Gesztesy, F., Littlejohn, L.L., and Nichols, R., “On self-adjoint bound-
ary conditions for singular Sturm-Liouville operators bounded from be-
low,” J. Differential Equations 269, 6448-6491 (2020).

[15] Goldman, A. and Calka, P., “On the spectral function of the Poisson–
Voronoi cells,” Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré Probab. Statist. 39, 1057–1082
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