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ASYMPTOTIC GROWTH OF THE LOCAL GROUND-STATE ENTROPY OF

THE IDEAL FERMI GAS IN A CONSTANT MAGNETIC FIELD

HAJO LESCHKE, ALEXANDER V. SOBOLEV, WOLFGANG SPITZER

ABSTRACT. We consider the ideal Fermi gas of indistinguishable particles without spin but with
electric charge, confined to a Euclidean plane R? perpendicular to an external constant magnetic
field of strength B > 0. We assume this (infinite) quantum gas to be in thermal equilibrium at zero
temperature, that is, in its ground state with chemical potential © > B (in suitable physical units).
For this (pure) state we define its local entropy S(A) associated with a bounded (sub)region A < R?
as the von Neumann entropy of the (mixed) local substate obtained by reducing the infinite-area
ground state to this region A of finite area |A|. In this setting we prove that the leading asymptotic
growth of S(LA), as the dimensionless scaling parameter L > 0 tends to infinity, has the form
L\/B|&A| up to a precisely given (positive multiplicative) coefficient which is independent of A and
dependent on B and p only through the integer part of (u/B — 1)/2. Here we have assumed the
boundary curve 0A of A to be sufficiently smooth which, in particular, ensures that its arc length
|0A| is well-defined. This result is in agreement with a so-called area-law scaling (for two spatial
dimensions). It contrasts the zero-field case B = 0, where an additional logarithmic factor In(L)
is known to be present. We also have a similar result, with a slightly more explicit coefficient,
for the simpler situation where the underlying single-particle Hamiltonian, known as the Landau
Hamiltonian, is restricted from its natural Hilbert space Lz([RQ) to the eigenspace of a single but
arbitrary Landau level. Both results extend to the whole one-parameter family of quantum Rényi
entropies. As opposed to the case B = 0, the corresponding asymptotic coefficients depend on the
Rényi index in a non-trivial way.

CONTENTS
1. Introduction
2. Setting the stage and basic asymptotic results for smooth functions
3. Underlying asymptotic results for polynomials
4. From smooth functions to the entropy functions
4.1. Definitions and results
4.2. Estimates for singular values
4.3. Proofs of Lemma [7] and Theorem
5. On an improvement to sub-leading terms

Appendix A. Roccaforte’s formula for the area of intersections
Appendix B. Miscellaneous identities

B.1. Proof of the result (320 of a change of variables
B.2. Change of variables in Laguerre polynomials
B.3. Proof of the identity ([B.28)

References

Date: November 13, 2020.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 47G30, 35S05; Secondary 45MO05, 47B10, 47B35.
Key words and phrases. Local entropy, Landau Hamiltonian, asymptotic analysis.

1

BRIEIEEERERER memm


http://arxiv.org/abs/2007.06316v2

2 H. LESCHKE, A.V. SOBOLEV, W. SPITZER

1. INTRODUCTION

Quantum correlations in many-particle ground states occur in a genuine and simple form for
fermions without interactions between them. In this case all correlations are exclusively due to the
Pauli-Fermi—Dirac statistics and are not affected by classical correlations. This certainly explains
why the authors of many recent publications, devoted to the “trendy topic” of entanglement entropy,
have considered ground states of free fermions in discrete or continuous position space. For these
pure states its (bipartite spatial) entanglement entropy boils down to its local entropy associated
with a bounded region A in the position space. An informal definition of the local entropy is given
in the above abstract. For a formal definition, in the present context, see (£2) (with a = 1) below.
This local ground-state entropy may serve as a useful, but rough, single-number quantification of
the correlations of all the particles in the region A with all those outside.

The local ground-state entropy is a complicated function(al) of A and difficult to study by analytic
methods. Even without interactions, one can in general only hope for estimates and/or asymptotic
results when the volume of the bounded region becomes large. As discovered by Gioev and Klich [§],
one fascinating aspect of these type of asymptotic results is the connection to the quasi-classical
evaluation of traces of (truncated) Wiener—Hopf operators (or Toeplitz matrices in the discrete, one-
dimensional, case), that is, to a conjecture of Harold Widom (respectively of Fisher and Hartwig).
The “Widom conjecture” was finally proved by one of us in [29] and opened the gate to prove a
conjecture by Gioev and Klich [8] about the precise asymptotic growth of the local ground-state
entropy of free fermions in multi-dimensional Euclidean space, see [I5].

Of course, it is physically relevant and mathematically interesting to determine such a precise
asymptotics also for ground states of fermions subject to an external field or even with interac-
tions between them. From a rigorous point of view, the latter seems currently to be out of reach.
Concerning external scalar fields there are publications devoted to free fermions in a (random) po-
tential [6L19H22] or in a one-dimensional periodic potential [24]. As an aside, we mention that in the
case of free fermions the large-scale behavior of the local entropy is not only known for the ground
state, but also for the thermal equilibrium state at any temperature [L6L17].

In the present paper, we (return to zero temperature and) consider the ground state of non-
relativistic, spinless, and electrically charged fermions in the Euclidean plane R? without interactions
between them, but subject to an external magnetic field which is perpendicular to the plane and of
constant strength B > 0. This ground state became of interest in condensed-matter physics at first in
the early 1930s for simplified explanations of the Landau diamagnetism and the De Haas—Van Alphen
effect observed in metals, see [I0l23]. The interest got revived and enhanced after the discovery of
the (integrally) quantized Hall effect in certain quasi-two-dimensional semiconductor materials by
Klaus von Klitzing in the year 1980, see [I0,[30]. To our knowledge, analytical contributions to the
asymptotic growth of the local entropy of this ground state were made by Klich [13], by Rodriguez
and Sierra [26/27], and recently by Charles and Estienne [4]. All these authors consider the case of
the lowest Landau level only. In addition, [I3,26l27] treat regions of simple geometric shape only.
The important work of Rodriguez and Sierra [26] contains non-rigorous arguments, but their formula
for the asymptotic coefficient My(hy) (see (1) and ([@4) for the definition), confirmed in [4], has
been a guide for us to arrive at the more general asymptotic coefficients presented here. After all,
the simplicity of the coefficient M;(f) of the sub-leading boundary-curve term in (ZI3)), see (2:9) and
[2I0), is striking, given that it results from the 2m-fold integration in (320) for arbitrary exponent
m = 1.

By adapting Roccaforte’s approach for translation invariant integral kernels [25] to those of the
Landau-projection operators we extend results in [41[26] to rather general regions, to an arbitrary
single Landau-level eigenspace, and even to the orthogonal sum of the first n + 1 eigenspaces for
arbitrary n > 0. By the last extension we can allow for an arbitrary value of the chemical potential
1 = B (in suitable physical units) and, hence, for an arbitrary areal density of the particle number.
Our proof consists of two basic steps. In the first step, we present the precise asymptotics of the
trace of smooth functions of localized (or spatially truncated) Landau projections. By a suitable
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application of the Stone-Weierstral approximation theorem this asymptotics is shown to follow
from a corresponding one for polynomials, based on Lemma[El Our proof of Lemma [l is elementary
in the sense that it does not make use of the quasi-classical functional calculus for pseudo-differential
operators, not even of standard stationary-phase evaluation techniques. However, it involves one
change of variables which is cumbersome to utilize, see (320). In the second step, we show how to
get from smooth functions to the Rényi entropy functions h,. This is not obvious, in particular for
Rényi index a < 1, and does not follow from standard approximation schemes. Therefore we prove
and employ certain Schatten—von Neumann quasi-norm estimates, similarly to what has been done
in [I5].

Our main result is Theorem It turns out that all local Rényi ground-state entropies grow
to leading order proportional to L when the dimensionless parameter L > 0 of the scaled region
LA is sent to infinity (due to the off-diagonal Gaussian decay of the Landau-projection integral
kernels). This is in agreement with the so-called area-law scaling [5]. Given that, the corresponding
proportionality factor has the form v/B|0A|Mc, (hy). Here, the first two factors are expected from
considering physical dimensions, because |0A| denotes the arc length of the (smooth) boundary curve
0A. The third factor Mg, (hq) is a dimensionless asymptotic coefficient precisely given by (212) and
(@I). Tt depends in a non-trivial way on the Rényi index o > 0, but on B and p only through the
integer part v of (/B —1)/2. Tt is finite and positive, but in general a rather complicated expression.
However, if u < 3B, then it simplifies considerably, because only the lowest Landau-level eigenspace
remains to be relevant. The result agrees (for a = 1) with the one proved recently by Charles and
Estienne [4].

Acknowledgement: Various parts of this paper were developed and written during several visits
of HL and AVS to the FernUniversitdat in Hagen in 2016-2019, and during the stay of all authors
at the International Newton Institute (Cambridge, UK) in 2015 and to the American Institute of
Mathematics (AIM) at San Jose (CA, USA) in 2017. The authors are grateful to these institutions
for hospitality and financial support. AVS was also supported by the EPSRC grants EP/J016829/1
and EP/P024793/1. We thank Paul Pfeiffer for helpful remarks.

2. SETTING THE STAGE AND BASIC ASYMPTOTIC RESULTS FOR SMOOTH FUNCTIONS

We denote the scalar products in the Euclidean plane R? and in the Hilbert space LQ(D) of
complex-valued, square-integrable functions on a Borel set D = R? by the same bracket (-|-) and use
the same notation | - | for the induced norms. Our convention is that the scalar product is anti-linear
in the first and linear in the second argument.

Since in the ideal Fermi gas the indistinguishable (point) particles do not interact with each other,
it is sufficient to consider the common Schrodinger operator for the kinetic energy of a single particle
in the plane subject to a perpendicular constant magnetic field of strength B > 0. This operator
is known as the Landau Hamiltonian. It acts self-adjointly on a dense domain of definition in the
single-particle Hilbert space L*(R?) and is given by

H:=(-iV —a)?. (2.1)

Here, we choose the symmetric gauge a(x) = (a1(x), az(x)) := (x2, —x1)B/2 for the vector potential
a : R? — R? generating the constant magnetic field (vector) perpendicular to the plane with Cartesian
coordinates x = (z1,22). Other gauges yield operators being unitarily equivalent to H. Moreover,
here and in the following we are using physical units such that the particle mass and the particle
charge equals 1/2 and 1, respectively. Similarly, we put the speed of light, Planck’s constant (divided
by 27), and Boltzmann’s constant all equal to 1.

Throughout the paper we use the symplectic 2 x 2 matrix J := [0 1], the generalized Laguerre

1 0
polynomials

(k) Z

(£+k)t3 ke{—t,—(+1,...}, t=0
7=0

j!



4 H. LESCHKE, A.V. SOBOLEV, W. SPITZER

of degree ¢ € Ny, and the abbreviation £, := Lg)). For each degree ¢ we define an infinite-dimensional

projection (operator) P, on LQ(IRQ) by the Hermitian integral kernel

pe(x,y) = % exp(—B|z —y[?/4) Lo(Blz — y|*/2) exp(i5(z|Jy)), x,yeR>. (2.2)

It is obviously C*-smooth and a Carleman kernel in the sense that it is square integrable with respect
to y € R? for all x € R?, and vice versa. Now the spectral decomposition of the Landau Hamiltonian
H may be written as

i 20+ 1)P (2.3)

As usual, this formula is meant in the sense of strong operator convergence on LQ(IRQ). It goes
back to Fock [7] and Landau [I4]. The projections Py, now recognizable as spectral projections,
depend on the chosen gauge through the last (complex-valued phase) factor in ([22)), but the set
{B,3B,5B,...} of harmonic-oscillator like eigenvalues, in other words Landau levels, does not. The
degree ¢ is now called Landau-level index. We will also need the projection P, := ZOsKn Py on
the orthogonal sum of the first n + 1 Landau-level eigenspaces PgLQ(IRQ) and mention the functional
relation L<p := Doy, L0 = Lg,l). For later purposes we single out the (translation invariant)
Gaussian part of the kernel by defining

B\"? Bz?
g(z) = <%> exp(—T>, z€R,

g2(z) := g(a)g(a"), == (a!,2")eR?,

so that
Py(z,y) =pe(z,y) = Lo(Bllz — y[?/2)g2(x — y) exp(i5{z|Jy)),

= > pelw,y) = Len(Bla —y[?/2)g2(a — y) exp(iF x| Jy)).

Now we are prepared to turn to the ground state of the ideal Fermi gas with the Landau Hamil-
tonian, see ([21)) and (23), as its single-particle Hamiltonian and with the chemical potential > B
as a real parameter. According to the grand-canonical formalism of quantum statistical mechan-
ics [3I0] this (infinite-area) ground state is quasi-Gaussian (in other words, quasi-free) and, as such,
characterized by its reduced single-particle density operator on LQ(IRQ) given by the Fermi projection

O(ul — H) Z@ (20+1)B)P,=Pg,, u=B. (2.4)
Here, O is Heaviside’s unit-step function (defined by ©(¢) := 1 if ¢ > 0 and zero otherwise), 1 denotes
the identity operator on L?(R?), and v := |(u/B — 1)/2] is the integer part of (u/B —1)/2 > 0. Now
we consider a Borel set A € R? and the multiplication operator 1, on L2([R2) corresponding to its
indicator function 15 on R?. Moreover, we introduce the local(ized) Landau projections

Pg(A) = 1APsly, Pgn(A) = ]lApgn]lA.

The quasi-Gaussian substate associated with A € R? is now simply characterized by the local(ized)

Fermi projection
]l/\(h)(/”1 - H)]lA = PSV(A) ’ (25)
see [9)].

We ignore the uninteresting case p < B, because then the Fermi projection is the zero operator
corresponding to a vanishing number of particles. In contrast, as a function of © > B the (mean)
local areal density of the particle number, p(z), in the ground state characterized by the density
operator (2.0) is non-zero and equal to the diagonal of its integral kernel, that is,
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px) =P, (A)(z,2) = (v + 1)%11\(.’[:), reR2 (2.6)

Integration over the plane R? gives the (mean) total number of particles, (v + 1)B|A|/27, in its
subset A with (Lebesgue) area |A|. So v + 1 corresponds to an integer value of the filling factor in
the physics literature. In view of (28] it suffices in the following to consider the projection P<,(A)
for arbitrary n € Ng. Moreover, from now on we typically assume that A = R? is the union of finitely
many bounded domains (open connected sets), such that their closures are pairwise disjoint. We call
such a A a bounded region. If the boundary curve dA of A is C7, v e N u {oo}, then we say that A is
a bounded C7-region.

Before we state our basic asymptotic results we recall the definition of the Hermite polynomials,
Hy, of degree £ € Ny. They satisfy the orthogonality relation

J At exp(—t2)Hy(8) Hy (£) = VA2 00600, £, € No. 2.7)
R
An explicit formula is
20y L
Hit)=0Y ————(2t)%7, teR,leNy. 2.8
o(t) ;3!(6_2])!( ) 0 (2.8)
The Hermite functions ,, defined by
Yo(t) == (Va2 V2 Hy(t) exp(—t?/2), teR,lLe Ny, (2.9)

constitute an orthonormal basis of the Hilbert space LQ(IR) and are the (energy) eigenfunctions of
the one-dimensional harmonic oscillator, that is,

— ) (1) + t2e(t) = (20 + D)ahe(t), teR.

For £ € R and a complex-valued function f on the closed unit interval [0, 1] as in Lemma Bl below we
define

MO = [P, M) [ EHOMO) - F0ME]. b (210

Obviously, each function Ay takes values in [0,1] and is (strictly) decreasing. We also need to
introduce for each n € Ny the one-parameter family of operators

K = D, e )Weel = Ligy Y [0l Ljgooy, € €R. (2.11)
£=0 £=0
The operator K, ¢ maps L?(R) self-adjointly on its (n + 1)-dimensional subspace spanned by the
first (n + 1) truncated Hermite functions )y ¢ := el o). This operator is not a projection, but it
satisfies 0 < K ¢ < L[¢ o) < 1. Its integral kernel is given by the sum > _,,, Ve .¢(t)ee(t'), which
can be evaluated explicitly, see ([3.30) below.
Along with My(f) we also define for n € Ng

m&ﬂ=[ﬁﬁﬁmw%¢mwﬂd,M@m=Mﬁw (2.12)

|R27T

Here the trace refers to operators on L?(R). Now we are in a position to present our two basic
asymptotic results.

THEOREM 1 (For the /th Landau level, £ € Ny). Let A = R? be a bounded C3-region in the
sense defined below [2.04). Moreover, let f : [0,1] — C be a complez-valued continuous function on
the closed unit interval with f(0) = 0, differentiable from the right at t = 0 and differentiable from
the left at t = 1. Finally, let L > 0 be a (dimensionless) scaling parameter. Then we have

Al

tr f(Py(LA)) = L?B o P+ LVB oA My(f) + o(L), (2.13)

as L — o. The asymptotic coefficient is finite, that is, [M¢(f)| < co.
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Here the trace refers to operators on L?(R?) and, as usual, o(L) stands for some function of L
with limy_,o |o(L)|/L = 0.

THEOREM 2 (For the first (n + 1) Landau levels, n € Ny). Under the same assumptions as
in Theorem [ we have

A
tr f(P<n(LA)) = L°B % (n+1)f(1) + LVB|0A| My (f) + o(L), (2.14)
as L — 0. The asymptotic coefficient is finite, that is, [M<,(f)| < 0.

The finiteness of the coefficients My(f) and M, (f) are consequences of the following Lemma B
and Lemma [4 because the smooth function f assumed in Theorem [I] and Theorem [l satisfies the
bound (ZIH). The proofs of (Z1I3]) and (ZI4]) are postponed until the proof of Lemmafl In the next
lemma and in the following, by C,c¢ with or without indices, we denote various finite and positive
constants, whose precise values are of no importance.

LEMMA 3. Let f:[0,1] — C be a measurable function satisfying the bound

[f(t)— f()Y < Cti(1—¢)4, tel0,1], (2.15)
with some ¢ > 0. Then |[M(f)| < o for all £ € No.
Proof. Firstly, we observe that

o) < C(L+ |t)fe T, teR ey,

with a constant C depending on ¢. Therefore, for £ > 0 the function )\, satisfies the bound
o¢]
Ae(§) < Cf dt (1 +1)* e’ < Cye
3

with an arbitrary 6 < 1. Similarly, for £ < 0 we have
ME)=1=X(=&) =21-C5 67652 .
Combining this with (2I5) yields the claimed result. O
Concerning the other coefficient M¢,,(f) we have the following
LEMMA 4. Under the same assumption as in Lemmald we have
1£(Kng) = F()Kn gl < Cse

for every n € Ng with an arbitrary 0 < § < 1, and hence [M<,(f)| < c0.

Before proving this lemma we compile, for the reader’s convenience, some basic properties of the
Schatten—von Neumann classes, 6,,0 < p < o0, of compact operators, see [2,28]. By s,(T) with
n € N, we denote the singular values of a compact operator T on an abstract (separable) Hilbert
space, enumerated in decreasing order. Then, the operator T is said to belong to &, if it has the
finite Schatten—von Neumann (quasi-)norm

Tl = | 3 salrr]” <

n=1

Bl=

If p>1, then |- |, is a norm. If 0 < p < 1, then it is a quasi-norm which satisfies the p-triangle
inequality

ITy + T2 < [Taff + [T - (2.16)
The class &, is the standard trace class. For T € &; its trace, tr'T, is well-defined and satisfies
[tr T| < ||T|1. If T > 0, then tr T = ||T|;. We also note that the usual (uniform) operator norm || - ||
may be viewed as | - |, in the limit p — oo. Finally, we mention that || - ||, satisfies a Hélder-type

inequality in the sense that
ITiT2fp < | Tallp, [ T2p (2.17)

for any p1,p2 € (0, 0] with 1/p1 + 1/p2 = 1/p.
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Proof of Lemmal[j Let us now consider the operator X, ¢ = >,_, Q¢ defined in ([Z1II]), where we
have put Q¢ 1= |Ye,e )| With §(t) :=t(1 —t) we then have

9(Kne) = Z(Qe,g - Qf¢) — Z QeeQu .
£=0 £,01=0,0=0
Since each operator ()¢ is one-dimensional, we easily find that
[Qee — Q2 el = M(&)(1 = Me(€)) < Cse™*, €€,
according to the proof of Lemma Bl Furthermore,
1QecQe el = Ktbeele )l el e ell < [Ktbeeltber o)l -
Consequently, for £ > 0, we have
52
1QeeQe el < [begllve el < VAo (§) < Cse™® .
For the case £ < 0 we observe that (¢|ip ) = 0, £ = ¢, so that <1/)zﬁg|1/)gl)§> = —(hy— 1/)[15|1/)z/ — 1/)g/15>,

and hence
1QeeQe el < VA=A (—€) < Cse%" .

Collecting the above bounds we conclude that

[9(Xne)| < Cse. (2.18)

Using now (ZI3]) we have

[f(Kne) = F(D)XKnelr < Clg(Kne)]G -

Since the operator X, ¢ has finite dimension n + 1, the right-hand side of the last inequality is
bounded from above by C/||§(X,, ¢)[?. Therefore [2I8) leads to the claimed result. O

Proofs of Theorem[ and Theorem [ By linearity, LemmaBland Lemma[6lin the next section imply
Theorem [Il and 2 respectively, for an arbitrary polynomial f (with f(0) = 0). So here we only
need to show how to extend the claimed results (ZI3) and (ZI4]) from polynomials to the smooth
function f assumed in Theorem [I] and Theorem This is by now standard and several versions
of this extension are available, e.g. [24,25/29/[31]. Here we follow the recent one in [24]. As a
by-product we get the a-priori finiteness of the left-hand side of 213, see (ZI9) and ([220). The
a-priori finiteness of the left-hand side of ([2I4)) follows similarly.

Without loss of generality we may assume that f is real-valued. Besides the necessary condition
f(0) = 0 we may assume that f(1) = 0. This can be achieved by replacing f(t) with f(t) — f(1)t.
The function f has the form f = bg with g(t) = ¢(1 — t), from above, and with some real-valued
continuous function b on [0,1]. According to the Stone—Weierstral approximation theorem, there
exists for any given ¢ > 0 a real-valued polynomial p on [0, 1] such that supc[o 17 [p(t) — b(t)| < e.
Thus with p := gp we have

p(t) —eg(t) < f(t) <p(t) +eg(t), te[0,1],
and hence
tr p(Pe(LA)) — etr g(Pe(LA)) < tr f(Pe(LA)) < trp(Pe(LA)) + etrg(Pe(LA)).
Using (2I3) for p and g, we arrive at the bound
g 1S PLLA)
L—wx LvVB|oA|
Since Mg (p) = Me(f) + Me(g(p — b)) < Me(f) + eMy(g), the right-hand side of the above inequality
does not exceed My (f) + 2eMy(g). Similarly,

.t f(Pe(LA))
lim inf 270 A2A)
TN LVB|oA|

< My(p) + eMe() (2.19)

> My(f) — 2:Me(3) (2.20)
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Since ¢ is arbitrary, formula [2I3)) follows.
In order to prove Theorem 2] we use the same argument as above for the operator P, (LA) and
the asymptotic coefficient M, (f). O

3. UNDERLYING ASYMPTOTIC RESULTS FOR POLYNOMIALS

We have seen that the asymptotic results of Theorem [Il and Theorem [ rely on corresponding
results for polynomials f. By linearity, it suffices to consider natural powers of the corresponding
projections. We begin with

LEMMA 5. Let A = R? be a bounded C3-region and m € N. Then we have for any £ € Ny
A d
tr Po(LA)™ = LQB% + LVB|oA| f ﬁ [Ac(O)™ = Ne(&)] +0(1), (3.1)
R
as L — o0.
Here, as usual, O(1) = O(L°) stands for some function of L with limsup; _,., |0(1)| < .

Proof. At first we note that 1,P; is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator on L?(R?), equivalently 1P| <
00, because its integral kernel 15 (x)pe(z,y) is square-integrable. Therefore Py(A) = (1aP;)(Pela)
is a trace-class operator and so are its natural powers, due to |P;(A)| < 1. The trace of the power
Py(A)™ can be calculated by integrating the diagonal of its integral kernel, that is,

tr Py(A dz Pe(A)™(z, ) . (3.2)

=
0

This follows from the continuity of P,(A)™(x,y) as a function of (x,y) € A x A which, in turn,
follows from the m-fold iteration of Pg( )@, y) = pe(z,y)1a(z)1A(y) and the dominated-convergence
theorem. If 2 ¢ A or y ¢ A, then Py(A)™(x,y) = 0. We proceed with [B.2]). Since (BI]) is now seen
to be true for m = 1, we assume from now on m > 2. Then the diagonal P,(A)™(z, ) is given by

1a(2) Jm ., day - dep—1 pe(@, z1)pe(z1,22) - Pe(Tm—2, Tm—1)Pe(Tm—1,2) 1a(z1) - - 1A (Tm—1) -
[R m

(3.3)
It is convenient to change to new integration variables y := (y1,...,¥ym—1) defined by y; = = —
T1,Y2 = X1 — X2y, Ym—1 ‘= Tym—2 — Tm—1. Furthermore, we set y,,, := y1 + -+ + Ym—1. Then,
T1 =T — Y1, T2 =0T — Yl — Y2y, Tmy—1 = T — Yp, and
@Ha) = —{alyr)
@iz = —{(z—yildy2)
(woldzz) = —{x—y1—y2Jys)
<xm—2|J$m—1> = - <:E - Y- ym—2|Jym—l>
@metlJT) = = Cymlda).

With zg := z,,, := x we therefore have

Z (@i Jwipr) = Z <Z yil i1y (3.4)

i1=1 j=1

If m = 2 then the left-hand side of ([B.4]) is zero and its right-hand side is meant to be 0. By combining

B2), B3), @2), and BA) the trace of P¢(A)™ can now be written as

P )" = [ dylal) [ deta@ie - e =), (35)
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with the function f,, defined by

fly) = [ ] £ Bl 200a(0)| exp [i2 S ] (3.6)

i=1 j=1

Now we insert the scaling parameter L > 0 and apply Roccaforte’s asymptotic expansion of Appendix
[Alup to the first order

Lz de 1oa(@)Loa(@ —31) - 1oa(E — ym)

= |LAm(y1—i—LA)ﬁ(y1+y2+LA)m---m(ym+LA)|
= |LA| = |LA\(ZA A (y1 + LA) 0 (y1 + y2 + LA) 0 -+ A (ym + LA))|

=L2|A|—Lf

0

@) max {0, Gl o+ o) b} W (X Dl 67

as L — . Here, A is the canonical arc-length measure on 0A, n, is the inward unit normal vector
at the point z € dA, and W is a function such that W(s) < Cs, s = 0. We scale y by B~'/2 and A
by B'/2. Then we can set from now on B = 1 in the function f,, and replace LA by v L2BA. The
parameter that tends to infinity in our asymptotic analysis is thus effectively v/ L2B.

For a given point on the boundary curve, € ¢A, we decompose each vector y; € R? into a
component parallel and a component perpendicular to the tangent (line) T,(0A) =~ R at € A
according to

yi = —zidng +ting, i=1,....m—1, (3.8)

with the real numbers ¢; := (y;|n,) and z; := —(y;|Jn,) so that |y;|* = 22 + t7. Then we get
Lolyil®/2)g2(yi) = Le((2] + £)/2)g(=21)9(L:) (3.9)

and
m—2 1 m—1 m—1
Z <Z Yildyiv1) = Z Zi Z Sijt; = (z|St), (3.10)
i=1 j=1 i=1  j=1

to be used on the right-hand side of [B:6l). Here, z := (z1,...,2m—1) and t = (t1,...,tm—1).
Moreover, S is the (m — 1) x (m — 1) matrix with entries

—1 if i<y
Sij = 0 if 7 =j . (311)
1 if i>7

By setting to := 0 the maximum in ) can now be written as follows

q
max {0, (y1|ne), Y1 + Y2|na), - Y1 + -+ + Ym—1|na)} = oBEX | ;tr =: M(t). (3.12)
Let us now introduce new variables (71, ...,T;,—1) by the sums
m—1
T% = Z Sijtj . (313)
j=1

We also define T}, := 0, t,, :=t1 + -+ +tpm_1,and 2,y := 21 + - + Zpm_1.

The change (B8] from the (global) variables y; to the z-dependent (local) variables (z;,t;) cor-
responds to a translation and a rotation of the coordinate system. This implies that dy; = dt;dz;
which is shorthand for the underlying invariance of the multi-dimensional Lebesgue measure. Once
the integration with respect to all the variables z; and t¢; is done, the result will turn out to be
independent of x € dA and the remaining integration with respect to x along the boundary curve ¢A
simply yields the factor L+/B|oA|.
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By combining 1)), G8), B1), G3), BI0), and BIZ), and by referring to the Fubini-Tonelli

theorem we get for the time being

trPo(A)™ = me dt g(ty) - --g(tm—l)g(tm)lm(t)(LzB|A| ~ VB A(:c)M(t)) +0(1), (3.14)

oA

with .
Ln(t) ;=f dz [ [ gm0, (=) (3.15)

Rm—1 j:].

and _

gr4(2) == Lo((z* +17)/2) g(2) exp(3T2), T.t,z€eR. (3.16)
[When it comes to integration we do not switch from the ¢-variables to the T-variables; moreover,
we note that detS = 0, resp. = 1 if m is even, resp. odd.] The integral I,,(t) can be viewed as

the m-fold convolution product gz, +, * - - * g7, ¢, evaluated at 0. This suggests to introduce the
(inverse) Fourier transform

Fra(6) = V% fR dw gr.4(w) exp(iwe)

2i f dw Lo((w? +t2)/2) exp ( — w?/4 + iTw/2 + iwf) (3.17)
T JR
1

= o exp[~(6 +T/2)) L Ao £ (@ +1(T + 26)) + 12)/2) exp(—w?/4). (3.18)

If £ = 0, then this integral can be calculated explicitly. But even then it turns out to be more
convenient not to perform this integration at this point.

Therefore, the (m — 1)-fold integral ([BIH) can be rewritten as an integral over the real line
according to

In(t) = (27 m/QJ Hth (3.19)

and the term of the sub-leading order L in (BI4) becomes equal to (using the notation w :=
(Wiy.eeywm))

—LVB|oA| dt M(t)g(tr) - - g(tm—1)g(tm) Im (t)

Rm—1

_ e [ ge [ 98
LV/B|oA|(2m) de L - fkmildtM(t)
H Jexp (— (€ +T5/2)%) Le((w) +i(Ty + 2))* + £5)/2) exp(—w? /4). (3.20)

Following Roccaforte [25] we now introduce m(> 2) subsets 8,81,...,8(,—1) of R™~! by

8:={teR™ " : M(t) >0} (3.21)
and
q q+p
Sq:={te|Rm_1:Ztr>0f0r1<s<qand Z tr<0f0r1<p<m—1—q} (3.22)
r=s r=q+1

for 1 < ¢ < m — 1. The sets §, are pairwise disjoint and make up all of § in the sense that
S = U;n:_ll 84, up to (hyperplane) sets of (m — 1)-dimensional Lebesgue measure zero. In fact, t € §,
implies that M(t) = >?_ ¢, > 0. And the conditions for 2 < s < gandfor 1 < p<m—-1—¢q
ensure that the sets 8, are indeed disjoint. Following again Roccaforte [25] we introduce variables
T :=(71,...,7Tm—1) adapted to the just introduced sets. We define

= Zq] t (3.23)
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for 1 < s < ¢ and

q+p

Tatp = Z t, (3.24)

r=q+1

forl<p<m-—-1—gq.
On the set 8, we have 7/ = Al@t’. Here 7/ denotes the column tuple as the transpose of the (row)
tuple 7 and similarly for t’. And the (m — 1) x (m — 1) matrix A(9) is defined in terms of its entries

1 if1<i<j<g
ADG ) =4 1 ifg+1<j<i . (3.25)
0  otherwise

Then we have det A9 =1 and on 84 the comforting identity
M(t) =111 (m1) - 1 (7)1 (Tg41) - - 1= (Tm—1) . tES,,

using the abbreviations 14 for the indicator functions on the real line R for its two half-lines Ry.

Now we consider the joint integration with respect to the m variables £ and 7 and apply the
following changes of variables. Firstly, we change 7441,...,Tm—1 to —Tg41,..., —Tm—1. Clearly, the
T integral is now over IRTA. Secondly, we replace £ by £ — (71 + Tim—1)/2, and thirdly we replace ¢ by
—£. The negative of the argument in the product of exponentials in ([B20) then changes according
to

m m m
M+ T+ N TF+ 5D o @4 €+ )+ o+ (E+Tmn)? (326)
i=1 i=1 im1
Here and in the following we are using the notation v to present the results of changes of variables
efficiently, without the explicit introduction of the underlying mappings. We prove ([.26]) in Appendix
Bl The main advantage of the quadratic form (3.26]) over that in the t-variables is that there are
no mixed terms between the 7’s and the exponential can be factorized. The resulting term does not
depend on ¢. This turns out to remain true with the Laguerre polynomials included as we will see
next.

We perform the same changes of variables in the arguments of the Laguerre polynomials. For
instance, if ¢ = 1, then

(WHi26+T1)* + 82 = (W+i(26 — 7)) + 72
s ( —i(26 + 7'1))2 + 7}
=w? — 2iw(2¢ + 1) — (26)% — 4éTy .
Next we change 7 to 7 — £ so that the last expression equals
w® = 2iw(€ + 71) — 461 = (w — 2i)(w — 2imy).
Similarly,
(w+1(26 + T0))° + 13 oo (w — 2i€)(w — 2im)
(w +1(26 + T5))” + 13 o> (w — 2imp) (w — 2i73)
(W + (26 + Ty))? + 12 s (w — 2im5)(w — 2i74)

(W + (26 + Toe1))? + 12,1 oo (0 — 207 0) (@ — 207 1) ,
(W + (26 + Tw))” + 12, o> (w — 27 1) (w — 2im1) .
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For general ¢ > 2, see Appendix [B:2l In the end, the product of the Laguerre polynomials equals
[T £e((w; —2im)(w; —2im541)/2) || Lel(w; — 2ir-1)(w; — 2i75)/2) (3.27)
1<j<g-1 q+2<j<m
X Lg((wq — 2i€)(wq — 2iTq)/2)Lg((wq+1 — 2i€)(wg41 — 2iTq+1)/2)Lg((wq —2im ) (wg — 217‘m,1)/2) .
The following remarkable identity will be proved in Appendix [B.3]
1
L J A L4 (o — 216) (w — 2i7)/2) exp(—w?/4) = V2O H () Hy(r).  (3.28)
V2T JR
After performing the m-fold integration with respect to w we obtain

2220 T HE(€) () T H () - (200 T H (i)

To summarize, the boundary-curve term of the order L equals —Lv/B|0A|/(27) times

(m — 1)(ym2an Lds HE(€) exp(—€) L dry(r — E)HE(m) exp(—r2)he(6)™2

. f ag (m — DXLENE)™ 2 f dr(r — ) HA(r) exp(—r?)
R 3

0

_ Ld&d%@e@)m-hn L dr(r — € H2(r) exp(~r?)

- [(Ag(g)ml - 1)JE dr(t — §)HF (7) exp(—TQ)]

o0 0

—00

n f ag (&)™ 1>dig L dr(r — €)H(r) exp(—r2)
. fR ag (&)™ — DAE)

Finally, we turn to the leading area term of the order L? in (3.14),

L2B|A| 1dtg(t1)"'g(tmfl)g(tm) Im(t)'
Rm—
Here, we use (3I9) for I,,(t) and switch to the variables 7,..., 71 from (23) and (2] for
g =1, in all of R™~!. We perform the same shifts in ¢ and in the 7’s. Then the area term turns into

A " A
12p! (J ¢ (vm2°0) " HE (€) exp(—£2>) - r2pldl

2T R 2T
by the normalization of the Hermite functions. Alternatively, the leading term can be obtained by
replacing the z-integral in (3] by |A|. The remaining y-integration yields B/(2m). This finishes the
proof of Lemma O

The next lemma provides the basis for the proof of Theorem

LEMMA 6. Under the same assumptions as in Lemmal[d we have for any n € N

A
trP<,(LA)™ = L*B |2 |

s

(n+1) + LVB|oA| J ;1—5 [tr K — trXKne] + O(1), (3.29)
R 4T )

as L — o0.

Proof. By the same arguments as in the beginning of the proof of Lemmalil the projection P, (A)™
is a trace-class operator and its trace can be calculated by integrating the diagonal of the m-fold
iterated integral kernel of P<,(A). Again, the case m = 1 is then obvious and we only need to
consider the case m > 2. We recall that P<,(7,y) = >)<,<,, Pe(2,y). So in the proof of Lemma
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we simply have to replace £, with L<, = X o, Lo = £, For instance, expression [B.27) is
replaced with the expression

[T C<nllw;—2im)(w; —2im41)/2) [ Lenl(w; —2irj1)(w; — 2i7))/2)

1<j<q—1 g+2<j<m
X Lsn((wq — 2i8)(wg — 217':1)/2)L<n((wq+1 — 2i) (wg+1 — 2iTq+1)/2)
x L ((wq — 2im1) (wg — 2iTm—1)/2) .

We multiply this expression by (27)~"/2 H;n:l exp(—w;?/4) and integrate with respect to w over R™
by using (3.28). This yields

2 1] i (294;) " Hy, (73)He, (741) [ i (29¢;) " Hy, (j-1) Ho, (75)

1<j<q—1¢;=0 q+2<j<m—14;=0

= -1 Y -1
x 3 (2) T He, (OHe, (1) Y5 (2 i)™ Heyyr (§Hey s (Tq41)
éq:O éq+1:0

x (2 00) " e, (11)Hy,, (Tin1) -
L, =0

To pause for a moment, the term of the order L equals —/BL|0A|/(27) times

m—1 df 0 0 0
> [ oEew-e) [ dn (- exp(-rf) [ dmexp(-rd)- [y exp(-7 )
g=1 JR 4T 3 3 13
><7'l'_m/2 1_[ Z (2éj€j!)_1ng(Tj)ng(Tj+1) 1_[ Z (2€j€j!)_ngj(Tj_l)ng(Tj)
1<j<q—14;=0 q+2<j<m—1¢;=0
= -1 - -1
x 3 (2%0,)) T Hey () He,(rg) Y. (25 4g41!)” Heyoy(OHe,,, (T441)
£4=0 Lq+1=0
x (20, Hy,, (1) Hy,, (1)

L =0

We include the factors of 7 into the terms (2¢¢!)~/2, split them in halves, and combine them with
each corresponding factor Hy. In accordance with that we define

Q0

=172 on—1/2

ey e, (6) :=J dr (ﬁﬂ%i!) / Hgi(T)(\/%Qéffj!) / Hy,(T) exp(—72).
3

Then the summand for ¢ = 1 can be written in the form

DI -] VG PYRRCIRP YRR (3.30)

o2
0<lr,eobip<n VR

. JOO dri (= ¢) (ﬁ2é1€1!)_1/2Hél (Tl)(\/%Qémfm!)_mHém (11) exp(—T2).
13
For ¢ = 2 we get the term

- Z L %sz (6)[3Aw3 (5)] DYV (I REEP. YN (9 (3.31)

0<ty,....0m<n d§
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and similarly for ¢ = 3,...,m — 1. By summing over all ¢ we obtain

& d
- /\1 25/\2,35 '.')\m—lymg 3.32
ngszdg[”U”() ot ©)] (33

x J:o dr (11 — &) (ﬁQelfl!)_l/2Hél (Tl)(\/%Qemgm!)_lﬂHém (11) exp(—7).

Inside the derivative with respect to £ we subtract the constant Cy, . . 1= Aey.0,(—00) s, 05 (—0)
<+ Ae,, 1.0, (—0) so that we can integrate by parts. Then we get

dé¢ d
- J[R 2_5 dg [)\Zhéz )\éz’g?’ 5) )\ém 1,4 (5) - Cfl,n.,ém]
J &) (Va2 1) Hyy () (V2 £l) P Hy () exp(—r)
N 7[ ;1—5 [Ael*b (A2, (&) A, (§) — Cel,.,.,zm])\el,em ()
R 4T
= — fR % I:)\Zl,fz (5))\&,@3 (5) )\ém 1, (g)Agm)gl (5) — Célw-,fm)‘&,fm (é‘)] .

By m we know that Co, . ¢, = 00, ,0,005.05 00, 1.0
Christoffel-Darboux formula (of the years 1858 and 1878)

. Now we sum over {4, ...,¥,, and use the

n / _ /
Z 2%, “LH, (1) Hy (') = (2n+1n!)—1Hn(T JHpi1(7) I’{n(T)HnJrl(T ) ifr =
=0 T—T
and
D@ H (1) = 2"l T HD (1) — Ho(7)Hoga (7)) (3.33)
=0

Then, for instance,

Z )‘51752 (5))‘52 U3 (5)

0<la<n

= (vt T (r2tees)) 7Y QJ dridrs H, (1) Ho, (1)
[€,00)2

X Z (\/%2&@2!)_1}[@2 (11)Hy, (12) exp(—17 — 72)

0<la<n

= (vm2he) TP (ya2tses)) TP (yranting)

H,, H,, - H, H,,
xf[ . drydrs Hy, (1) Ha, (75) (12)Hn+1(71) (71)Hyy1(72)
£,00

2 2
exp(—71 —75).
B p(—7i 5)

Performing also the summations over ¢, /3, ..., ¢, yields

(ﬁ2n+1n!)_mj dr exp(—72) Hy(12)Hp1(11) — Hp(71) Hp 1 (72)
[£,0) T2
" Hy(13)Hni1(2) — Ho(m2)Hn1(73)  Ho (1) Hui1(Tim) — Hp (7o) Hi1(71)
T2 — T3 Tm — T1

=: Acnm(§) . (3.34)
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By B33) we also find

Z Coyyotn My 0, (6)

0<ly,....lm<n 0<t<n

Il
N
[\)
~
=
L
h
8
o
\‘
=
e}
>
=
=~

[
—
5
[\
3
+
—
=1
i
L
ﬁ
o,
\]
=
SN
+
=
A
\_/
E
—
\]
S~—
=
+
n
~
D
>
=N
[V
S~—

= Aena(6). ' (3.35)

Now we apply (333)) directly to the integral kernel of the operator K, ¢ as defined in (ZI1). Then
we get

exp(—(Tz n 7,2)/2) Hn(T/)Hn+l(73:5n(T)Hn+1(T,) ifr = 1 (3_36)

n+1np1
V2! H2,,(7) = H(7) Hya(7) if 7 =7
whenever 7 > £ and 7 > £ and zero otherwise. By comparing this with the just given definitions
(B34) and B.39) of Acn,m(§) we arrive at the relation Agy,m (§) = tr K7, for all m € N as claimed in

Lemma [d] for the sub-leading term of the order L. Finally, we turn to the leading term of the order
L?. Tt equals

PBIA [ 5 exn(=¢) |

R

Kne(r,7') =

dry exp(—72) - - JdTm 1 exp(—75, 1)
R

3 R H O H () Y] (VR H (€ Hey ()

£1=0 =0

x Z (Vr2tm b, Hy, (1) He,, (Ti—1) -

=0
By the orthogonality (IZ_ZI) this yields L2B(n + 1)|A|/(27) as claimed. O

4. FROM SMOOTH FUNCTIONS TO THE ENTROPY FUNCTIONS

In this section we build on Theorem [Il and Theorem [2] with a suitable function f to derive the
precise leading asymptotic growth of the local ground-state entropy with arbitrary Rényi index
« > 0. While the case a > 1 is rather straightforward, non-smoothness in the case o < 1 requires
considerable attention. In the first subsection we define the local ground-state entropies and present
our main result and related results. The second subsection prepares the ground for getting from
smooth functions to the non-smooth functions needed in the case o < 1. Proofs of our results are
then given in the third subsection.

4.1. Definitions and results. For a real parameter a > 0 we define the a-Rényi entropy function
he :[0,1] — [0,In(2)] by

ha(t) := 1 ! In(t*+(1—-¢%), a=1,

h1(0) := h1(1) :=0, hi(t) := —tln(t) — (1 —¢)In(1 —¢) if ¢ ¢ {0,1} (4.1)
and recall ([2)) as well as (Z3) for the Landau Hamiltonian H.
Then the positive number
So(A) i=trhe(1a0(pl —H)1p) = trha(P<,(A)) = tr Iaha(P<, (A)) 14 (4.2)

is the local a-Rényi ground-state entropy (with chemical potential p > B), see ([2.8) and [9]. Here,
the integer v € Ny is the integer part of (u/B — 1)/2 as defined already below (Z4]). In particular,
S(A) := S1(A) is the local von Neumann ground-state entropy mentioned in the abstract. The third
equality in ([A2)) is due to hy(0) = 0.

Finiteness of the local a-Rényi ground-state entropy is guaranteed by
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LEMMA 7. Let A = R? be a bounded Borel set and > B. Then S,(A) < oo for any a > 0.

The proof is given in Subsection .3 after certain preparations in Subsection[£.2l The next theorem
gives the precise asymptotic growth. It is our main result.

THEOREM 8 (Asymptotics of the local Rényi ground-state entropies). Let A = R? be a
bounded C3-region and let the chemical potential satisfy i = B. Then the local a-Rényi ground-state

entropy [@2]) obeys
So(LA) = LVB |0A| Mg, (ha) + o(L), (4.3)
as L — oo. The asymptotic coefficient M<,(hy) is given by ZI2) with n = v. It is finite and

positive.

The proof is given in Subsection [£3] It builds on Lemma [l Theorem 2] and Subsection A2l

REMARKS 9. (i) The coefficient Mg, (hy) in (@3] is in general not easy to calculate. The
simplest case occurs when v = 0. Then we have
d
Mao(ho) = Mao(ha) = | 5% ha20(6) (14)

with \g(§) = 712 Szo dt exp(—t?) being 1/2 of the complementary error function. The
coefficient ([@4]) was found in [26] for & = 1 and special regions A. The first proof of ([@3)
for « = 1, v = 0 (equivalently, £ = 0 in ([@1)), L2B € N, and general bounded C*-regions is
due to Charles and Estienne in [4]. A numerical computation gives Mg(h1) = 0.203..., also
in agreement with [26].

(ii) In the zero-field case B = 0, the leading term of the local Rényi ground-state entropy depends
on its index « simply through the pre-factor (1 + «)/«, see [I5]. A numerical computation
shows that in the case B = 0 the dependence on « is not so simple.

We are going to define a local a-Rényi ground-state entropy also for the simpler situation where
the Landau Hamiltonian H is restricted (or “projected”) from the outset to a single Landau-level
eigenspace P,L?(R?) with arbitrary index £ € Ng. This restriction means that H is replaced with
P/HP, and similarly for related operators, confer, for example, [II]. Then the corresponding lo-
cal(alized) Fermi projection is in analogy to (28] given by

ﬂAPg@(ngﬂP[ — P[HPg)PgﬂA = @(,u — (2€ + I)B)P[(A) = Pg(A) , W= (26 + l)B (45)

We ignore the case p < (2¢+ 1) B, because then the local Fermi projection ({3 is the zero operator.
In analogy to (£2)) we now define for each ¢ € Ny the positive number

Saﬁg(A) = 1tr ha(]lAPg@(,uPz — PzHPg)PgﬂA) = tr ha(Pg(A)) =tr ﬂAha(Pg(A))ﬂA (46)

and call it the local a-Rényi ground-state entropy of the Cth Landau level (with chemical potential
= (204 1)B). Obviously, we have S, o(A) = So(A) if 0 < B < p < 3B. Along with Theorem [
the following result holds

THEOREM 10 (Asymptotics of the local Rényi ground-state entropies of the /th Landau
level). Let A = R? be a bounded C*-region, { € No, and pp > (20 + 1)B. Then the local a-Rényi
ground-state entropy of the {th Landau level [@8) obeys

So.t(LA) = LV B |0A| My (ha) + o(L) (4.7)
as L — o. The asymptotic coefficient My(hy,) is given by ZI0). It is finite and positive.

The remark immediately below Theorem [ applies analogously to this theorem when (ZI4) is
replaced with (ZI3). The proof of Theorem builds on Theorem [ and repeats the proof of
Theorem [§in Subsection with P, replaced by Py.

The next subsection contains estimates being crucial for the proof of the above results.
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4.2. Estimates for singular values. We begin by introducing certain operators T, g on L?(R?).
To this end, we denote by D(z, R) = R? the open disk of radius R > 0, centered at the point x € R?
and abbreviate 1 := lp(o,r) and similarly with R replaced by 7 > 0. Then we define the operators

Tpg =Ty = 1L,P(1 ~1g), Tno:=1P;, feNo. (4.8)

Here we assume that the magnetic-field strength has been “scaled out”, so that B = 1 in formula
22). We interpret T,z as an operator from L?(R?) into L2(D(0,7)).

In order to estimate the singular values of T, r we recall the short compilation below Lemma [l
and a classical result due to Birman and Solomyak, see [I, Theorem 4.7]. We quote the required fact
in a form adapted to our purposes.

PROPOSITION 11. Let Z : L?(R?) — L2(D(0,7)) be an integral operator defined by a complex-
valued kernel Z(x,y) obeying

293

} <o,

N, (Z) := [ f dyf dz
! Z R2 D(0,r)
for some v € No. Then the singular values s, (Z) of Z satisfy the bound

s at

S_Z’ xay)
o o} (

0<s,t<y

$n(Z) <Cn~"7"N,(Z), neN,
with a positive constant C dependent on r but independent of the kernel Z.

LEMMA 12. The operator T, belongs to the Schatten-von Neumann class &, for all p > 0.
Moreover, if R > r, then

Tkl < Cexp(—(R—1)%/8), (4.9)
with some constant C' dependent on r but independent of R.

Proof. In order to apply Proposition [[T], we estimate for ||z < r and s,t € Ng with 0 < s, <:
0 ot

a—xf a—xgpf

(, y)‘ < oL+ [yl @ + o = yI*) exp (— o —yl?/4) ,

with a constant C., , depending on 7. Here we have used the fact that £, is a polynomial of degree
¢. For R > r and y ¢ D(0, R) we conclude that

o
oS axépl

(z, y)‘ < Cre(l+ [y @ + o —y[*)" exp (= (R —7)*/8) exp (— |z — y|?/8) .

Thus the integral kernel T, r(z,y) := 1,(2)pe(z,y)(1 — 1r(y)) of T, g satisfies, for any v € N, the
bounds

N,(Trr) < Cyy, forany R>0,
<

Ny(Trr) < Cypexp(—(R—1)?/8), if R>r,
where the constant C, ¢ is independent of R. For an arbitrary p > 0 we now take v > 2p~! — 1.
Then by Proposition[II] T, r € &, for all R > 0 and the bound (@3] holds for R > r. O

Lemma is an important ingredient to bound quasi-norms of the operator 1, Py(1 — 1za).
Although our main result Theorem Bl is proved for a bounded C3-region A, the next theorem even
holds for a bounded Lipschitz region. Here, the boundary curve dA of A is Lipschitz continuous.

THEOREM 13. Let A = R? be a bounded Lipschitz region and £ € No. Moreover, let p € (0,1]
and Lo > 0 finite. Then there exists a constant C, depending only on A and Lg, such that for any
L > Lo,

ILaPe(L — 1|5 < CL. (4.10)
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Proof. We begin with two useful observations. Firstly, we note that |[L1paP¢(1 — Lza)llp < | Trrolp
by [2I7) with some r > 0, where the operator T, g is defined in ([@8]). Thus, by Lemma[I2] for every
fixed L the left-hand side of the claim (I0) is finite. Consequently, it suffices to prove [I0) for
L > Ly with an arbitrary choice of the finite L.

Secondly, denoting A’ := LoA, we can rewrite (ZI0) as follows:

[TLaPe(l —Tpa)p <CL, L=1,
where C' depends on A and the arbitrary L.
Now we can proceed with the proof. We cover A by finitely many disks D(xy, ) such that either

(1) xp € OA and inside each disk D(zj,8r), with an appropriate choice of coordinates, the
domain A is given locally by the epigraph of a Lipschitz function (see below), or
(2) D(zy,7%) = A and dist(D(zy, 1), A%) > 0, where A® := R*\A denotes the complement of A.

It is clear that we may assume that all radii r are equal to each other. Moreover, by replacing A
with A’ = LoA with Ly = r;l, we may assume that r, = 1. This equality holds throughout the
proof.

Case (1): We fix one disk D := D(zy,1) © R2, 2 € dA, and denote D := D(zy,8). Let ® : R — R
be a Lipschitz function such that

AnD={z=@"2")eR*: 2" >®(')}nD.
By M > 0 we denote the Lipschitz constant for @, i.e.
|P(t) — P(u)| < M|t —u|, t,ueR.
It is clear that
(LA A LD) < (LA A LD) = {x = (2/,2") : 2" > (')} n LD, ®p(t):= LO(L™"), teR,

and that the Lipschitz constant for ®; also equals M. Without loss of generality we may assume
that D = D(0,1) and ®(0) = 0.

Now we construct a covering of LA n LD by open disks. Let Dj; be a disk of radius 1, centered
at the point 2, := (j/2,k/2) € LD, (j,k) € Z*. Clearly, such disks form an open covering for LD.
To extract a convenient covering for LA n LD, we define two index sets:

L= {(j,k) € Z® : k/2 = ®L(j/2) + 2{M), zj € LD}, (M) :=+/1+ M2,
Iy = {(j,k) € 7% : |k/2 — 1 (j/2)| < 2{M), z;;, € LD}.

Since @ is Lipschitz, the number of indices in I obeys |I3| < CL with a constant independent of L.
The disks D, (4,k) € I; U Is form a covering of the intersection LA n LD. Observe that for every
point x = (a/,2"”) € LA n LD we have

dist(z, LAY) < min {|® (2') — 2”|, dist(z,D%)} = |®1(a') — 2",
and
dist(z, LAY) = min {{(M) " 2" — @1(2")], dist(z, E)C)} = (MY 2" — op(2))],
so that
Ry := dist(zjk, LAY) = (M)~ (k/2 — ®1(j/2)) = 2, (k)€ 1. (4.11)

Let (¢jk)jr © CP(R?) be a partition of unity subordinate to the constructed covering. In the
following, we use a superposed hat for the (bounded) multiplication operator @ on L?(R?) uniquely
corresponding to ¢ € CF(R?). We estimate individually the quasi-norms

[Pk LeaPe(l = Tra)lp,
for p € (0,1]. Let us consider firstly the set Iy. For all (j, k) € I we have
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H%kﬂLAPZ(]l ]lLA)Hp H‘PJkﬂLAPEHP H]lD Pl“p-

The first inequality follows from (ZIT). The second inequality holds since ¢zl < 1p,, and hence
PiklpaPelpadjr < 1p,, Pelp,,. Using the standard unitary equivalence of the Hamiltonian (2.1])
under “magnetic” translations, we conclude that the right-hand side coincides with ||L1pP¢l|,, where
D = D(0,1), as before. By Lemma [I2] this norm is bounded for all p > 0, and hence

|2k lLaPe(l —1pa)lp < C
uniformly in j and k. Applying the p-triangle inequality (210 for quasi-norms, we get

Z 1PjrLeaPe(l —1ra)|p < ClI2| < CL.
(4:k)€l2

Suppose now that (j,%) € I;. Thus
18k Pe(L —Lra)|p < [1p; Pe(L — Lpizyy, ) o

with Rj, = dist(zjk,LAE) > 2. By the translation argument, the right-hand side coincides with
|IT1,7;, |p» where the operator Ty g is defined in (&8). Consequently, by (3,

[251Pe(L = 1ra)lp < C exp (= (Rj — 1)%/8) .

Using the p-triangle inequality again, we obtain that

D @iPed —1pa)p<C D> exp(—p(Rjx —1)/8). (4.12)

(J,k)el (j,k)el;
Employing (£I1]), for any fixed j, the summation over k yields the estimate
Z exp(—p(Rk—l /8 Ze_Ck2_C
(4,k)€lr, 5 fixed kez

Since |j| < 2L, the right-hand side of [#12) does not exceed C'L. Putting these estimates together
we obtain

TLplLaPe(T —Tpa)[f < Z 18jxPe(1 —1pa)|h < CL. (4.13)

(j,k)e]1u12
Case (2): We fix one disk D = D(zx, 7)) such that dist(D,A%) > ¢, so that dist(LD, LA") > cL
We cover LD by unit disks D;, j = 1,..., N with N < CL? and dist(D;, LA®) > cL. As in the proof

of Case (1), we introduce a smooth partition of unity (¢;); = CF(R?) subordinate to this covering,
and estimate:

|8, Pe(1 —Lpa)[5 < Ce .

Consequently, by the p-triangle inequality (Z.16])

[12oPe(1 — 120)[5 < Y [8Pe(1 — 110) |5 < O Y e el < OL%e et < Co 'L (4.14)
J J

To complete the proof we add the estimates of the form (I3) and (AI4) for all disks covering A,
using the p-triangle inequality again. O
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4.3. Proofs of Lemma [7] and Theorem [8. We use the bound
0 < holt) < Cot?’(1—t)?, tel0,1], (4.15)

with a positive constant C, < c0. Here we choose § = a if a <1,any f€ (0,1)ifa=1,and f=1
if & > 1. Since A is bounded, we have A < D(0,r) with some r > 0. This leads to the estimate

Sa(A) < Catr [PSV(A)B(H - PSV(A))ﬂ] < Ca HﬂAng(11 - ]lA)Hg < Cal\]ersqu :

Using the S-triangle inequality and Lemma [[2] we obtain the estimate (see (L)) for the definition
of T9)

Sa(A) < Ca 35 [Tyl5 < o0,
£=0

as claimed. This proves Lemma [7l O

Now we prove Theorem [ Since h, satisfies the bound [I3]), it follows from Lemma [l that
the coefficient Mg, (h) is finite. The positivity of M<, (hq) is obvious from h, = 0,K, ¢ = 0, and
ha(1) = 0. If @ > 1, then the function h, is Cl-smooth on [0,1], and hence the claim follows
immediately from Theorem

In order to prove @3] for o < 1 we follow the method of [I5]. For £ > 0 we choose a smooth
function (. such that 0 < (. <1 and

o) = {(1) if te [0,2/2] v [1-2/21],
iftele,1—¢].
In view of estimate ([@IH]), we have
(Cha)(D] < O], = (1.16)
and hence
[(Ceha) (P<u(LA))1 < Ce™[P<u(LA) (1 = P<y (LA)) |7 = Ce"[1zaP< (T — 1ra) 37 (4.17)
By Theorem [I3] the quasi-norm on the right-hand side does not exceed C'L. Consequently,
|tr [(¢eha)(P<u(LA))]| < Ce™L. (4.18)

On the other hand, the function (1 — (.)h, vanishes in a vicinity of 0 and 1 and, therefore, by
Theorem [2, we have

tr[(1 — ¢)ha(P<u(LA))] = LVB|OAIM<, (1 — ¢ )ha) + 0(L), L — 0. (4.19)
By @.I4),
M (ha) = M<u((1 = C)ha) = M<p(Ceha) < Ce™<u(97),  g(t) = (1 —1). (4.20)
Combining (@I8), (Z19), and (@20) gives
lim sup trha(Pey(LA)) VB|oAIM<, (hy)| < Ce".
L—o0 L
Since € > 0 is arbitrary, this yields the claim. 1

5. ON AN IMPROVEMENT TO SUB-LEADING TERMS

Without going into details, we show here how one can improve the asymptotic expansions in
Lemmata [Bl and [(] to

tr f(Po(LA)) = L?B % f(1) + LVB oA My (f) + o(1), (5.1)

tr f(P<a(LA)) = L*B % (n+1)f(1) + LVB|0A| M<n(f) +0(1). (5.2)
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where f(t) = t",n = 1,2,.... This follows again by proving the corresponding statements for
all natural powers of Py(LA). Here, we use the expansion of Roccaforte in Proposition [[4] up to
the second order 2. For any vector y = —zJn, + tn, € R?, written in the form (B8], we have
[y|? — 2{y|n.)? = 22 — t2. Then the 0%, ly;|%)-term in B takes the form

mz__:ll Lq dA(z) k() Lmﬂ dz J[Rmil dt [( Zq: %) - Zj“ ] exp(iZ(z/St))

_ﬁ (2 +13)/2)9(2;)g(t;) + o(1). (5.3)

If we exchange the z and t variables, the integrand is seen to be almost anti-symmetric except for the
sign in the exponent. This can be remedied by changing, for instance, t to —t. Hence, the integral
in (B3]) vanishes by symmetry.

At present we do not know how to extend the expansions (B.I)) and (B2) to the entropy function
f = hq, but believe that the corresponding term vanishes also in this case. In other words, there is
zero topological (entanglement) entropy, see [121[18§].

APPENDIX A. ROCCAFORTE’S FORMULA FOR THE AREA OF INTERSECTIONS

We recall Roccaforte’s results in [25], Corollary 2.4, Lemma 2.5] for the special case of the Euclidean
plane. Since the boundary curve 0A is a one-dimensional manifold, the second fundamental form of
OA is just its curvature. Therefore, his formula takes the simpler form given in Proposition [I4] below.

In our application we scale out & and identify Lv/B = 1/e. For given points/vectors v1, ..., v, in
R? we denote by A. := A n (A +evi) NN (A+ev,) the intersection of A with its r translates.

PROPOSITION 14. Let A = R? be a bounded C*-region. Then for arbitrary (vq,...,v,) € R? x

- x R?, we have

T
I = [ aA) max o, alns o oo} < € 3 ol (A1)
oA i
Jj=1
with some constant C' independent of € > 0 or vy, va, ..., v,, where n, is the inward unit normal to
the curve 0A.
Moreover, for all (v1,...,v,) € R? x -+ x R? except for a set of 2r-dimensional Lebesgue measure

zero, we have

|A\AL|

EJ dA(z) max {O, (v1|ng), . . . ,<vr|nz>}
(22N
. %QZJ<M Dol = 2Cuna?] 4 o), e—0.  (A2)

Here, Cq := {x € 0N : (vglng) = max{0,{vi|ng),...,{vs|ny)}}, and k(z) is the curvature of OA at
the point x € OA.

APPENDIX B. MISCELLANEOUS IDENTITIES

B.1. Proof of the result (326) of a change of variables. The term quadratic in £ is obviously
correct and we start with the linear term in . The inverse of the matrix A := A(@ has the entries

1 ifi=j
S ) 1 fl1<i=5-1< qfl
AT =Y 1 dfgri<imil<m -2 (B-1)

0 otherwise
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and
m—1 m—1 m-—1
Ti= > t; XS
=1 Jj=1 1=1
m—1
= Z (A~ Lr)i(m — 29)
Jj=1
mfl - m—1
= ), (m—2j)r Z —2))Tj41 — Z (m —2j)7j-1
j=1 j=1 Jj=q+2
= (m— 271—22734-2 Z 7, — (m —2)Tm—1
Jj=q+1
e (M — 271—227]—22 Tj 4+ (M — 2)Tm—_1
Jj=q+1
m—2
=(m—=2)(11 + Tm-1) — 2 Z Tj -
j=2
In the v~ line we have reversed the signs of 7441,...,7Tm—1. Now we replace £ on the left-hand side

of 320) by & — (71 + Tm—1)/2, which finally yields the linear term

m— m—1
,mg(Tl+7-m71)+§[(mf2)(7’1+7'm 1 Z ]2*252 Tj -
j=1

j=2

Similarly, since

m—2 ifk=1/¢
2 Sjksﬂ_{m—l—2|k—€| ith=0

1<j<m—1

we have (T, = 0)

Z Tj2 + Z t? = Z trty Z Sjksjl + Z ti + tfn

1<j=m—1 1<j<m 1<k, t<m—1 1<j<m—1 I<k<m—1
2
—m-1 Y t§+( 3 tk> +2 Y tte(m—1-2(0 k)
1<ks<m-—1 1<ks<m-—1 1<k<t<m-—1
2
= m( Z tk> —4 Z tktg(f — k)
1<ksm—1 1<k<t<m-—1

=m(n+mm1)’ =4 > (AT')R)ATITOC k).

1<k<fi<m—1
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Next, we write

ATD)R)ATI DO -k = > (7= Ter) (7o = Tes) (L — k)
1<k<t<m-—1 1<k<t<q—1
+ Z Tk — Th1)Tq(q — k)
1<k<qg—1
+ Z — Tht1)Tqr1(q + 1 = k) + 74T 41
1<k<qg—1

+ D (=T — ) (C— k)

1<k<q—1,9g+2</

+ > (=) — e (k)

q+2<k<fl<m—1

+ TTg+1 + Tq Z (Te — Te-1) (€ — q)
qg+2<l<m—1

+7g01 Y. (—me)(—q-1).
q+2<l<m—1
Now we reverse the signs of 7441,...,7m—1. To this end, let | := 19 = diag(1,...,1,—1,...,—1) be
k__v__/ e —
q m—1—gq
the diagonal (m — 1) x (m — 1) matrix that provides this reversal. Then we get

DI AT R AT —k) = > (e — The1) (e — Teq1) (€ — k) (B.2)

1<k<fi<m-—1 1<k<t<q—1
+ 7y (Tl q—1) Z Tk) (B.3)
2<k<q
— Tg+1 (qu - Z Tk) (B.4)
2<k<q

- Z (Tk*TkJrl)(Tg*Tgfl)(é*k) (B.5)

1<k<q—1,9+2</

+ > (e — The1) (e — Te—1) (€ — k) (B.6)

q+2<k<l<m—1

~TqTg+1 — Tq Z (e —Te-1)(€ — q) (B.7)
g+2<l<m—1
+T Y, (m—Tme)(l—q—1). (B.8)

q+2<l<m—1
Recall that ¢ in ([B20) is replaced by £ — (71 4+ 7—1)/2. That is, on top of the term } Di<i<m (T7+13)
(after reversing signs of 7441, ..., 7m—1) we also have the term

M3+ o)) = 3+ )M =2 4 Te) =2 Y

2<jsm—2
= (1 T )L = 2) 4 (11 Tomt) Y T
2<j<m—2
Let B be the (m — 1) x (m — 1) matrix defined as
(T,BTyi=2(ri —Tm1)’ = Y, (IAT'm)(R) (AT T)(0)(L — k)

1<k<fl/<m—1
+(T1+Tm_1)2(1—%)+(7'1+7'm_1) Z Tj -
2<j<m—2

Then we need to show that B = 1. We distinguish between certain ranges of indices.
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e ig = jo = 1: From the first and last term in the definition of B we get By = G +(1-F) =1V

o1 =1y <jo<q—1: choosein (B2) k = 1,{ = jo or k = 1,{ = jo — 1. Then we have
Bij, =1— (Jo—i0) + (Jo—1—1ip) =0V

o ig=1,jo = q: choose in (B2) k =1, = q— 1. Then, together with (B.3]) and the last term
in the definition of Bwe get B1 g, =¢—2—(¢—1)+1=0V

e ig = 1,590 = g+ 1: choose in (BA) k = 1,¢ = q + 2. Then, together with (B4 and the last
term in the definition of B we get B1 g1+1 =¢—(¢+1)—1=0V

o ig=1,g+2 < jo<m—1: choose in (BR) k = 1,£ = jo and k = 1, = jo + 1. Then,
together with the last term in the definition of B we get By j, =jo—1—jo+1 =0V

e 2 <ig=jo<q—1: choose in (B2) k =1i9p—1,¢{ =1ip. Then B;, ;, =1 v

(] 2<’L'0<j0<Q711 ChOOSGiHmk=i0,£=j0,kZiofl,ézjofl,kZZ.(),é:j()*l,
Orkzl.ofl,gzjo. ThenBio)jo=7(']'072.0)7(jo*io)+(j0*1*i0)+(j0*l.0+1)=0\/

e 2<iy<q—1,50=q: choosein (B2) ¢ =q—1and k =igor k =1ip—1 and in (B3) k = io.
Then By g =¢—1—ip—(g—1—ip+1)+1=0V

e 2<ip<q—1,50 =q+1: choose in (B4) k¥ = ip and in (BA) ¢ = ¢+ 2 and k = 7o or
kzlofl ThenBiO,qH=—17(q+2—i0)+q+2—i0+1=0\/

e 2<iy<q—1,g+2< jo <m—1: choose in (BH) k =igand £ = joor £ = jo+1,0ork =ipg—1
and / = j() orl = ]0+1 Then BiOJO = (jo*io)*(jo#‘l*io)f(j07i0+1)+(j0+1*2.0+1) =0V

e iy = ¢, jo = ¢: this term appears in (B3) if k = ¢q. Then By, =1 v

e ig=q,jo=¢q+1: choosein (BA) k=¢,in BA) k=q¢g—1land { =q+2,in (BI) £ =q+2.
Then By g11=—-14+(¢+2—¢+1)+1—(¢+2—¢q)0 vV

e ip=qq+2<jo<m—1: choosein (BA) k=¢g—1and £ = jyor £ = j,+ 1 and in (B7)
£'=joorf = jo+1. Then By, = —(Go—g-+1)+ Go+1—g+1)+ Go—) — (o +1—g) = 0 ¢

e ig=jo=¢q+1: choosein (B) £ = ¢+ 2. Then Byy1 411 =1V

e ig=q+1,50 =q+2: choosein (BG) k=q+2,{=qg+3andin (BY) {=qg+2o0rf=q+3.
Then Bq+1,q+2 =—-1-142=0V

o ig=q+1,q+2<jo<m—1: choosein (B k = ¢g+1and £ = jyor £ = jo+1, and in (B.S)
t=joortl=jo+1. ThenBgi1 j, = (jo—g—1)—(jo+1—¢—1)=(jo—¢—1)+(jo+1—¢g—1) =0V

® q+2<ip=jo<m—2: choose in (B.G]) k =ip and ¢ =ip + 1. Then B;, ;, =1 v

e ig = jo =m —1: By,_1,,—1 comes from the first and third one in the definition of B. That
is, Bm—l,m—l = % + (1 - %) =1V

® ¢+2<ig<jo<m—2: choose in (B k = ig,l = jo, k =10+ 1,0 = jo, k =i, 0 = jo + 1,
k=1ip+1,0=7jy+1. Then Bio,jo = 7(']'072'0)4»(jo*io*l)#‘(j0+1*i0)*(j0*i0) =0V

o ¢+2<igp,jo=m—1: choose (B]) £ =m —1and k = ig or k = ig+ 1. In conjunction with
the last term in the definition we obtain B;, -1 = —(m—1—ig)+(m—1—ig—1)+1 =0V

Finally, switching £ to —¢ proves (3.20).

B.2. Change of variables in Laguerre polynomials. With T} from [B13) and 7 = At, A = A
from ([B2H), we claim that

TL —Tj — Tj+l — Tm—1 ifléqufl

T — Tqg — Tm—1 ifj=g¢q

Tt + Tg41 — Tm—1 ifj=q+1

T+ Tj—1+Tj — Tim—1 ifq+2<j<m—1

To this end, we write

Ti= ) (A'nk - Y (ATn)k)

1<k<j—1 j+1<k<m—1
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and assume for example that 1 < j < ¢ — 1. Then, using (B)

Tj = Z (Tk — Tk+1) - Z (AilT)(k) - Z (AilT)(k)

1<k<j—1 JjH1I<k<qg+1 JH1<k<qg+1
=m—7i— Y (= Tht1) =T — Tar1 — (Tmo1 — Tgs1)
j+1<k<g—1

=T1 —Tj —Tj+1 — Tm—1-

Also,
To= > (e—7er) —Tg1— >, (e—7k1)
1<k<g—1 g+1<k<m—1
=TI — Ty — Tmn—1-
The other two cases follow in a similar vein. After reversing the signs of 7441,..., Tm—1,

TL—Tj — Tj+1 + Tm—1 iflgqufl

TL — Tg + Tm—1 ifj=gq (B.10)
TL — Tg41 + Tm—1 ifj=qg+1 ’ ’
T — Tj—1—Tj + Tm—1 ifg+2<j<m-1

Tjww

Next, we replace { by £ — (11 + Tmm—1)/2. So we subtract from 7} the term (7y + 7,,—1)/2. This leads

to
—Tj — Tj+1 if1<j<Q71

oo T —Tq ifj=gq
T; T, : e =g+ . (B.11)
—Tj—1—Tj ifq+2<j<m—1
Let
T+ fl1<j<q—1
~ _ . T, ifj=gq
tj o o= (IA717)(4) = qu+1 g1 : (B.12)

Ti1i—T1 ifg+2<j<m—1
Now we replace £ by —¢ so that

(W +1(26 + T)))? + 12 v (w —i(26 + T)))2 + 2. (B.13)
For j = ¢ the last expression equals
(W =126 + 79))° + 70 = w® — 20w(2€ + 7¢) — (26)* — 47,

Next, we shift the integration with respect to 7, by £. That is, we replace 7, by 74 — &. Then we
have

w? — 21w(2€ + 75) — (26)? — 4€Ty o w? — 20w (€ + 7)) — (26)% — 4€(Ty — €)
= w? — 2iw(€ + Tq) — 4ET,
= (w — 2if)(w — 2i7,) .

For j = ¢+ 1 we get in the end the expression (w — 2i&)(w — 2i7441).
For 1 < j < q—1 we have

(W +i(28 =75 = 7j31))° + (15 = Tj+1)" o (w = 1(2E + 75 + 7j51))° + (15 — Tj11)°
wo (w = i(75 + 7541))° + (15— 741)?
= (w — 2i7)(w — 2i7j41) .
Similarly, for g +2 <j<m—1,
(w+i(26 —1j—1 —75)2 + (1jo1 — 7j)* wor (W —1(26 + 151 + 7)) + (Tj-1 — 75)2

v (w— 2175 1) (w — 2i75) .
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Finally, with T,,, =0 and ¢,,, = 7 + Tyn—1,

(W +1(2E+ Tm))? + (11 + Ti1)® o (W — (26 = 71 — Ti—1))? + (71 — Ti—1)?

o (w = 2im ) (w — 2iTm—1) -

B.3. Proof of the identity ([B.28). We start out with the representation of the Laguerre polynomial
as a contour integral in the complex plane C, namely

£4(0) = 5 =g eoloat/( - 1),
r

Here, the contour I' is, say, a circle of radius < 1, centered at the origin 0, and with counter-clockwise
orientation. Then, for any given pair £, 7 € R, we have

W f dw L ((w — 2i)(w — 2i7)/2) exp(—w?/4)

! d¢ 2 . .
- 2_;ﬁ s ff dw exp | — w?/4 — (w — 2i¢)(w — 2i7)t/(2(1 = t))] .

Now we observe

—i 21 — 1) BT

o (w—2if)(w—2iT)t 1+1¢ (w— 21(§+7')t)2 N 26t t2(& + 7)?
1+ 1-t¢ 1—¢2

and perform the w-integration. This yields

=]

By the Cauchy integral formula (of the year 1831) we therefore get

ffdwﬁg (w — 2i€) (w — 2i7)/2) exp(—w?/4)

_ﬁ_i; o [25715 7t2(§+7')2]
T omi A1 — 2t 1—t¢ 1—¢2

1 df ’ L [2§Tt B t2(§+7)2]
0 At li—o /1 — 2 *P 1—t 1—¢2 '

—val

The Mehler formula (of the year 1866)

1 exp[%ﬁ t2§+7'] i <£)é, <1 (B.14)

V1 —¢2 1—t 1—1¢2 =

now completes the proof of [B28).
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