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Abstract

In this paper we collect results concerning the operator-norm convergent Trotter

product formula for two semigroups {e −tA}t≥0, {e −tB}t≥0, with densely defined gener-

ators A and B in a Banach space. Although the strong convergence in Banach space

for contraction semigroups is known since the seminal paper by Trotter (1959),

which after more than three decades was extended to convergence in the operator-

norm topology in Hilbert spaces by Rogava (1993), the operator-norm convergence

in a Banach space was established only in (2001).

For the first time this result was established under hypothesis that one of the

involved into the product formula contraction semigroups, e.g. {e −tA}t≥0 , is holo-

morphic together with certain conditions of smallness on generators B and B∗ with

respect to generators A and A∗. Note that in spite of a quite strong assumptions on

operators A and B the proof of the operator-norm convergent Trotter product for-

mula on a Banach space is (unexpectedly) involved and technical.

To elucidate the question of how far these conditions are from optimal ones we

show an Example of the operator-norm convergent Trotter product formula for two

semigroups {e −tA}t≥0 and {e −tB}t≥0 on a Banach space, where hypothesis on operator

A is relaxed to condition that A is generator of a contraction semigroup.

1 Preliminaries

1.1 Bounded semigroups on X

For what follows the properties of holomorphic (contraction) semigroups on a Ba-

nach space X are essential. Therefore, we start by a suitable for our aim recall of

http://arxiv.org/abs/2205.04807v1
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details concerning the bounded, holomorphic semigroups, and fractional powers of

their generators. We begin with definitions and properties to introduce certain nota-

tions adapted in this section for semigroups on X.

Definition 1.1. We would remind that a family {U(t)}t≥0 of bounded linear operators

on a Banach space X is called a one-parameter strongly continuous semigroup if it

satisfies the conditions:
(i) U(0) = 1,

(ii) U(s + t) = U(s)U(t) for all s, t ≥ 0,

(iii) limt→+0 U(t)x = x for all x ∈ X.

We recall some immediate consequences of this definition:

• There are constants CA ≥ 1 and γA ∈ R, depending on the generator of the

semigroup, such that ‖U(t)‖ ≤ CAe γAt for all t ≥ 0.

• t 7→ U(t) is a strongly continuous function from [0,+∞) onto the algebra L(X)

of bounded linear operators on X.

• There exists a closed densely defined linear operator A on Xwith domain dom(A),

called the generator of the semigroup, such that limt→+0(U(t)x − x)/t = −Ax for

any x ∈ dom(A), that is, by convention U(t) := e −tA.

• The resolvent of the generator satisfies the estimate ‖RA(−λ)‖ = ‖(A + λ1)−1‖

≤ CA/(Re(λ) − γA) for all λ with Re(λ) > γA, thus the open half plane with

Re(z) < −γA is contained into the resolvent set of A, which is defined as ρ(A) =

{z ∈ C : ‖RA(z)‖ < +∞}.

• If γA ≤ 0, U(t) is called a bounded semigroup (otherwise, U(t) is called a quasi-

bounded semigroup of type γA > 0). For any strongly continuous semigroup,

we can construct a bounded semigroup by adding some constant η ≥ γA to its

generator. Let Ã = A + η1, then for the semigroup Q̃(t) generated by Ã, one has

‖Q̃(t)‖ ≤ CA, t ≥ 0, and the open half-plane Re(λ) < η − γA is included into

the resolvent set ρ(Ã) of Ã. So it is not restrictive to suppose that the considered

semigroup U(t) is bounded and that the set {z ∈ C : Re(z) ≤ 0} ⊆ ρ(A).

• If ‖U(t)‖ ≤ 1, t ≥ 0, the semigroup is called a contraction semigroup. We com-

ment that the method of the preceding remark does not permit to construct a

contraction semigroup from a bounded semigroup in general, since it can not

change the value of the constant CA.

Below we need a characterization of generators of these contraction semigroups.

First we recall that the space of linear bounded functionals X∗ = L(X,C) is a dual of

the Banach space X and that X∗ is itself a Banach space. Recall that a linear operator

A in X is accretive if for all pairs (u, φ) ∈ dom(A) × X∗ with ‖u‖X = 1, ‖φ‖X∗ =

1, (u, φ) = 1, one has Re (Au, φ) ≥ 0. We also add that a densely defined in X

accretive operator A is generator of contraction semigroup if the range of λ1 + A is

X for some λ > 0,

Now we prove a series of estimates indispensable throughout this paper.

Lemma 1.2. Let U(t) be a bounded semigroup with boundedly invertible generator

A, then for all t ≥ 0, and for any n ∈ N, we have:
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













U(t) −

n
∑

k=0

(−tA)k

k!















A−n−1
= −

∫ t

0

dτ

















U(τ) −

n−1
∑

k=0

(−τA)k

k!

















A−n , (1.1)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥















U(t) −

n
∑

k=0

(−tA)k

k!















A−n−1

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤ CA

tn+1

(n + 1)!
. (1.2)

Proof. We proceed by induction, and we first prove that

(U(t) − 1)x = −

∫ t

0

dτU(τ) A x , x ∈ dom(A). (1.3)

Note that for any ǫ > 0 the semigroup properties yields the representation

∫ t

0

ds U(s) U(ǫ) −
1

ǫ
=

∫ t

0

ds U(s + ǫ) −
U(s)

ǫ

=

∫ t+ǫ

t

ds
U(s)

ǫ
−

∫ ǫ

0

ds
U(s)

ǫ

= (U(t) − 1)
1

ǫ

∫ ǫ

0

ds U(s) .

Moreover, one also gets:

lim
ǫ→0

1

ǫ

∫ ǫ

0

ds U(s) x = x , x ∈ X ,

lim
ǫ→0

U(ǫ) − 1

ǫ
x = − A x , x ∈ dom(A) .

This proves (1.3), and since A is boundedly invertible, we obtain (1.1) for n = 0.

Furthermore, since U(t) is bounded by CA, we obtain the estimate (1.2) for n = 0.

Suppose that (1.1) and (1.2) are true for some n, then a straightforward calcula-

tion leads to (1.1) for n + 1. Hence, using the representation (1.1) and (1.2) for n

to estimate the integrand, we obtain (1.2) for n + 1, which completes the proof by

induction. �

Similarly, we obtain a representation for a restricted development of (1 + A)−1.

Lemma 1.3. Let A be as in Lemma 1.2. Then for any n ≥ 0 :

(1 + A)−1A−n−1
=















n
∑

k=0

(−A)k















A−n−1
+ (−1)n+1(1 + A)−1. (1.4)

Proof. For n = 0, the representation (1.4) follows from the resolvent formula:

(1 + A)−1 − A−1
= −(1 + A)−1A−1. (1.5)

Suppose that (1.4) holds for an integer n > 1, then:
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(1 + A)−1A−n−2
=















n
∑

k=0

(−A)k















A−n−2
+ (−1)n+1(1 + A)−1A−1. (1.6)

Applying (1.5) to the last term of (1.6) we get the representation (1.4) for n+ 1, and

thus for any n by induction. �

Lemma 1.4. If U(t) is a bounded semigroup with boundedly invertible generator A

then :
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

1

t2

(

(1 + t A)−1 − U(t)
)

A−2

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤ 3CA/2 , t > 0. (1.7)

Proof. By Lemma 1.2 one gets

‖(U(t) − 1 + t A)
1

t2
A−2‖ ≤

CA

2
. (1.8)

On the other hand by Lemma 1.3, we have

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

(

(1 + t A)−1 − 1 + t A
) 1

t2
A−2

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

= ‖(1 + t A)−1‖ ≤ CA . (1.9)

Here the last estimate follows from (1 + t A)−1
= (1/t) RA(−1/t) and ‖RA(−λ)‖ ≤

CA/(λ+ δ), δ ≥ 0, which is valid for bounded semigroups with boundedly invertible

generators. Hence (1.7) follows from (1.8) and (1.9). �

1.2 Holomorphic contraction semigroups on X

Now let U : z 7→ U(z) be a family of operators with z taking their values in the

sector of the complex plane:

S θ =
{

z ∈ C : z , 0 and | arg(z)| < θ
}

(1.10)

where 0 < θ ≤ π/2.

Definition 1.5. Recall that the family of operators {U(z)}z∈S θ is a bounded holomor-

phic semigroup of semi-angle θ ∈ (0, π/2] on a Banach space X if it satisfies the

following conditions:

(i) If 0 < ǫ < θ, then ‖U(z)‖ ≤ Mǫ for all z ∈ S θ−ǫ and some Mǫ < ∞.

(ii) U(z1)U(z2) = U(z1 + z2) for all z1, z2 ∈ S θ.

(iii) U : z 7→ U(z) is analytic function of z ∈ S θ.

(iv) If x ∈ X and 0 < ǫ < θ, then limz→0 U(z) x = x provided z ∈ S θ−ǫ .

Let σ(A) = C \ ρ(A) denote the spectrum of A. It can be used for the following

characterisation of the holomorphic semigroup generators, [Kato95], Chapter IX:

Proposition 1.6. Operator A in a Banach space X is the generator of a bounded

holomorphic semigroup of semi-angle θ ∈ (0, π/2] if and only if A is a closed oper-

ator with a dense domain dom(A) such that:
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σ(A) ⊆

{

z ∈ C, | arg(z)| ≤
π

2
− θ

}

, 0 < θ ≤
π

2
,

and

‖(z1 + A)−1‖ ≤
Nǫ

|z|
for Nǫ > 0 , z ∈ S θ+π/2−ǫ .

where 0 < ǫ < θ.

For applications it is also useful the following property, which is an alternative

characterisation of these kind of semigroups.

Proposition 1.7. If U(z) is a bounded holomorphic semigroup of semi-angle θ with

generator A, then for all z ∈ S θ and n ∈ N one has U(z)X ⊆ dom(An). Moreover,

there are positive constants C′
A
, C

(n)

A
such that for t > 0 :

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

dU(t)

dt

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

= ‖AU(t)‖ ≤
C′

A

t
and

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

dnU(t)

dtn

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

= ‖AnU(t)‖ ≤
C

(n)

A

tn
. (1.11)

Let 0 < θ < π/2. Then estimates (1.11) are valid for complex argument z ∈ S θ with

constants depending on θ.

Remark 1.8. Similarly to strongly continuous semigroups, a family U(z), z ∈ S θ is

called a quasi-bounded holomorphic semigroup of semi-angle θ if there exists a con-

stant β > 0 such that restriction of {e −β z U(z)}z∈S θ to R+
0

is a bounded C0-semigroup.

The class of semigroups that we consider here is restricted to holomorphic contrac-

tion semigroups.

To this aim we recall definition of this notion below, [Kato95], Chapter IX.

Definition 1.9. We say that {UA(z)}z∈S θ , is a holomorphic contraction semigroup

with generator A ∈ Hc(θ, 0), if its restriction {UA(t)}t≥0 to R+
0

is a contraction C0-

semigroup, that is Hc(θ, 0) :=H (θ, 0) ∩ G (1, 0).

Note that this class of semigroups is not empty and corresponding generators

have the following properties:

(i) Let {UA(t)}t≥0, be a contraction semigroup with generator A ∈ G (1, 0) in a Ba-

nach space X, such that UA(t)X ⊆ dom(A) for t > 0. If ‖AU(t)‖ ≤ M1 t−1 for some

M1 > 0 and all t > 0, then there exists θ = arcsin (eM1)−1(< π/2) such that UA(t)

may be analytically continued to contraction holomorphic semigroup of semi-angle

θ.

(ii) Let A be a sectorial operator in a Hilbert space H, i.e. its numerical range

W = {(Au, u) : u ∈ dom(A) and ‖u‖ = 1} ⊂ S π/2−θ for 0 < θ ≤ π/2. If the op-

erator A is closed, then it is generator of the holomorphic contraction semigroup of

semi-angle θ.

(iii) Let A be a generator of holomorphic semigroup on a Banach space X. If A is

accretive, then A generates a holomorphic contraction semigroup.

(iv) If A is the generator of a strongly continuous group {UA(t)}t∈R of contractions

‖UA(t)‖ ≤ 1, then ±A ∈ G (1, 0), and A2 ∈Hc(π/2, 0), [EN00], Corollary II.4.9.



6

1.3 Fractional powers of generators

We scrutinise in this section some properties of fractional powers of the generators

for bounded semigroups in a Banach space, see, e.g., [Yos80], Chapter IX.

Recall that fractional power Aα, 0 < α < 1, of generator of a bounded C0-

semigroup U(t) (‖U(t)‖ ≤ CA) can be expressed by the integral (when it is well-

defined):

Aαx =
1

Γ(−α)

∫ ∞

0

dλ λ−α−1(U(λ) − 1) x , x ∈ dom (A), (1.12)

where Γ(·) is the Gamma-function and λα is chosen to be positive for λ > 0. Since

for any x ∈ dom(A) and 0 < α ≤ 1 the integral (1.12) is convergent, dom(A) ⊆

dom(Aα). We set A0 := 1 and define Aα = Aα−[α]A[α] for any α > 0 , where [α]

denotes the integer part of α,

Proposition 1.10. For each α ∈ [0, 1], there exists a constant CA,α, depending only

on CA and α, such that for all µ > 0,

∥

∥

∥Aα(A + µ1)−1
∥

∥

∥ ≤
CA,α

µ1−α
. (1.13)

Proof. For α = 0 or α = 1, the result follows directly from the estimate of the

resolvent. Let 0 < α < 1 and x ∈ X. Note that ran(A + µ1)−1
= dom(A) ⊆ dom(Aα).

Then

Aα(A + µ1)−1 x =
1

Γ(−α)

∫ ∞

0

dλ λ−α−1(U(λ) − 1))(A + µ1)−1 x . (1.14)

We divide the integral (1.14) into two parts: 0 < λ ≤ µ−1 and λ > µ−1, and we use

the representation (1.3):

Aα(A + µ1)−1x =
1

Γ(−α)

∫ µ−1

0

dλ λ−α−1

∫ λ

0

dt (−U(t))(1 − µ(A + µ1)−1)x

+
1

Γ(−α)

∫ ∞

µ−1

dλ λ−α−1(U(λ) − 1)(A + µ1)−1 x .

Now by the estimate of the resolvent ‖(A + µ)−1‖ ≤ CA/µ for all µ > 0 one obtains:

‖Aα(A + µ1)−1x‖ ≤
CA(1 +CA) ‖x‖

Γ(−α)















∫ µ−1

0

dλ λ−α +
1

µ

∫ ∞

µ−1

dλ λ−α−1















≤
CA(1 +CA)µα−1

α(1 − α)Γ(−α)
‖x‖.

Setting CA,α := CA(1 +CA)/(α(1 − α)Γ(−α)) we obtain the estimate (1.13). �
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Next we recall the following well-known property of the semigroup generator A:

Lemma 1.11. dom((A + δ1)α) = dom(Aα) for all δ > 0 and 0 < α < 1.

Theorem 1.12. Let UA(t) be a bounded holomorphic semigroup with generator A,

then for any real α > 0, we have

sup
t>0

‖tαAαUA(t)‖ = Mα < ∞. (1.15)

Proof. Let 0 < α < 1. By dom(A) ⊆ dom(Aα) one gets dom(AαUA(t)) = X. Hence

by (1.12) we have

AαUA(t) =
1

Γ(−α)

∫ ∞

0

dλ λ−α−1(UA(t + λ) − UA(t)) . (1.16)

Now we split the integral (1.16) in two parts: 0 < λ ≤ t and λ > t, and we use

the estimate of the derivative of the holomorphic semigroup (see Proposition 1.7) to

obtain

‖UA(t + λ) − UA(t)‖ ≤ λ sup
t≤τ≤t+λ

‖ ∂τUA(τ)‖ ≤ λ
C′

A

t
. (1.17)

This leads to the estimate

‖AαUA(t)‖ ≤
1

Γ(−α)

(∫ t

0

dλ λ−α
C′

A

t
+

∫ ∞

t

dλ 2 CA λ
−α−1

)

≤
t−α

Γ(−α)

(

C′
A

1 − α
+

2 CA

α

)

.

Therefore one obtains (1.15) for 0 < α < 1 by setting Mα := Γ(−α)−1(C′
A
/(1 − α) +

2 CA/α).

For integer powers α, (1.15) follows directly from Proposition 1.7. Notice that by

Proposition 1.7 ran(UA(t)) ⊆ dom(An) for t > 0. Then result (1.15) follows for any

non integer α > 1, from: the observation that dom(Aα = Aα−[α]A[α]) ⊃ dom(A[α]+1),

the representation (1.16), and the estimate (1.11) of derivatives of order [α] + 1. �

2 Operator-norm Trotter product formula

2.1 Perturbation of holomorphic contraction semigroups

In this section we prove the operator-norm convergence of the Trotter product for-

mula in Banach space X. Note that convergence of the abstract version of this for-

mula in the strong operator topology is known since [Trot59]. The proof goes via

estimate of the rate of convergence in the case of small perturbations of the holo-

morphic contraction semigroups, cf. [CZ01].
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We require that operator A generates a holomorphic contraction semigroup, and

that perturbation B satisfies the following hypothesis:

(H1) B is generator of a contraction semigroup on X.

(H2) There is a real α ∈ [ 0, 1) such that dom(Aα) ⊆ dom(B) and that dom(A∗) ⊆

dom(B∗) adjoint operator in the dual space X∗.

Notice that we can suppose the operator A boundedly invertible. If it is not the

case, one considers A + η for some η > 0. Then by Lemma 1.11 we have dom((A +

η)α) = dom(Aα) ⊆ dom(B) .

Remark 2.1. We note that assumption (H2) implies that B is relatively bounded

with respect to A with the relative bound equals to zero. Indeed, for η > 0 by

dom(A + η1) ⊆ dom(Aα) ⊆ dom(B) and by Proposition 1.10, (1.13), one gets (here

operator A is supposed to be boundedly invertible):

‖B (A + η1)−1‖ ≤ ‖BA−α‖ ‖Aα(A + η1)−1‖ ≤
Cα

η1−α
‖BA−α‖. (2.1)

Since the operators Aα and B are closed, the inclusions in (H2) are equivalent to

Aα-boundedness of B and the A∗-boundedness of B∗. In particular, ‖BA−α‖ ≤ d and

‖B∗A∗−1‖ ≤ d′ for some d, d′ > 0. Therefore, for any x ∈ dom(A) ⊆ dom(B), we

have the estimate

‖Bx‖ ≤
Cα d

η1−α
‖Ax‖ + ηαCα d ‖x‖ (2.2)

and the relative bound in (2.2) can be made infinitesimally small for the large enough

shift parameter η > 0.

For this class of (small) perturbations of holomorphic contraction semigroup with

generator A ∈Hc(θ, 0) (Definition 1.9) one gets the following result:

Lemma 2.2. Let {e −zA}z ∈ S θ be a holomorphic contraction semigroup of semi-angle

θ on X and perturbation B satisfy the hypothesis (H1) and (H2). Then the algebraic

sum A + B of operators defined on dom(A + B) = dom(A) is also a generator of

holomorphic contraction semigroup with the same semi-angle, that is, (A + B) ∈

Hc(θ, 0).

Proof. To this end we verify conditions of Proposition 1.6. Let ǫ ∈ (0, θ). Then by

(2.2) we obtain inequality

‖B (A + z1)−1‖ ≤
Cα ‖B A−α‖

η1−α
‖A (A + z1)−1‖ + ηαCα ‖B A−α‖ ‖(A + z1)−1‖ ,

for | arg(z)| < θ + π/2 − ǫ. Seeing that ‖(z1 + A)−1‖ ≤ Nǫ |z|
−1 for Nǫ > 0 and

z ∈ S θ+π/2−ǫ , this inequality leads to

‖B (A + z1)−1‖ ≤
Cα‖B A−α‖

η1−α
(1 + Nǫ ) + η

αCα ‖B A−α‖
Nǫ

|z|
, (2.3)
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for z ∈ S θ+π/2−ǫ . Therefore, the Neumann series for (A + B + z1)−1 converges if the

right hand side of (2.3) is smaller than 1. Since we can choose η and z ∈ S θ+π/2−ǫ
such that the right-hand side of the estimate (2.3) becomes smaller than 1, we obtain:

‖(A + B + z1)−1‖ ≤
M

|z − γ|
.

Here M and γ are some positive constants. Then by Proposition 1.6 we conclude

that operator (A + B) ∈ H (θ, γ), that is, it generates a quasi-bounded holomorphic

semigroup {UA+B(z)}z∈S θ .

On the other hand, the conditions of lemma imply that A and B are accretive, thus

operator A + B is also accretive. Since for λ < 0, and |λ| sufficiently large (|λ| > γ),

the point λ is in the resolvent set ρ(A + B), we conclude that (A + B) ∈ G (1, 0)

generates a contraction semigroup.

Since by (A + B) ∈ H (θ, γ) this semigroup is also holomorphic, one finally

obtains the assertion. �

The proof of the main theorem of this section involves three technical lemmata.

For the two of them we need only that B (B∗) are A(A∗)-bounded in the Kato sense,

i.e., there are positive constants a and b such that:

x ∈ dom(A) ⊆ dom(B), ‖Bx‖ ≤ a‖Ax‖ + b‖x‖, (2.4)

φ ∈ dom(A∗) ⊆ dom(B∗), ‖B∗φ‖ ≤ a‖A∗φ‖ + b‖φ‖. (2.5)

If A is boundedly invertible, then we can put b = 0 with the relative bound a+b‖A−1‖

instead of a.

Lemma 2.3. Let boundedly invertible A and operator B be generators of bounded

semigroups. Let B and B∗ verify (2.4), (2.5) and suppose that operator H = (A + B)

with dom(H) = dom(A) is the boundedly invertible generator of a bounded semi-

group. Then there exists constant L1 such that for all τ ≥ 0 :

∥

∥

∥

∥

A−1
(

e −τBe −τA − e −τ(A+B)
)

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤ L1τ, (2.6)
∥

∥

∥

∥

(

e −τBe −τA − e −τ(A+B)
)

A−1
∥

∥

∥

∥

≤ L1τ. (2.7)

Proof. By virtue of the identity

A−1
(

e −τBe −τA − e −τ(A+B)
)

= A−1
(

e −τB − 1
)

e −τA

+ A−1
(

e −τA − 1
)

+ A−1HH−1
(

1 − e −τH
)

and by Lemma 1.2 we get (2.6):
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∥

∥

∥

∥

A−1
(

e −τBe −τA − e −τH
)

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ τ

0

ds A−1B e −sB

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

A−1
(

e −τA − 1
)

∥

∥

∥

∥

+ ‖A−1H‖
∥

∥

∥

∥

H−1
(

1 − e −τH
)

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤ ‖A−1B‖CBτ + CAτ + ‖A
−1H‖CHτ ,

where coefficients CB and CH are defined similarly to CA in Subsection 1.1.

Finally we remark that (2.5) implies the boundedness of the closed operator

A−1B, and that ‖A−1H‖ ≤ ‖1 + A−1B‖ ≤ 1 + a + b‖A−1‖. To prove (2.7) one

has to use (2.4), and the same line of reasoning as above to put finally L1 =

CBa′ +CA +CH(1 + a′) where a′ = a + b‖A−1‖. �

Lemma 2.4. Let A, B and H = A+B be the same as in Lemma 2.3. Then there exists

a constant L2 such that for all τ ≥ 0 :

∥

∥

∥

∥

A−1
(

e −τBe −τA − e −τ(A+B)
)

A−1
∥

∥

∥

∥

≤ L2τ
2, (2.8)

∥

∥

∥

∥

A−1
(

e −τAe −τB − e −τ(A+B)
)

A−1
∥

∥

∥

∥

≤ L2τ
2. (2.9)

Proof. By virtue of

e −τBe −τA − e −τH =
(

1 − e −τB
) (

1 − e −τA
)

+

(

e −τA − (1 + τA)−1
)

+

(

e −τB − (1 + τB)−1
)

+

(

(1 + τH)−1 − e −τH
)

+τH(1 + τH)−1 − τA(1 + τA)−1 − τB(1 + τB)−1

and by identity

A−1
(

τH(1 + τH)−1 − τA(1 + τA)−1 − τB(1 + τB)−1
)

A−1

= τ2
(

(1 + τA)−1
+ A−1B(1 + τB)−1BA−1 − A−1H(1 + τH)−1HA−1

)

,

we obtain the representation

A−1(e −τBe −τA − e −τH)A−1
=

A−1(1 − e −τB)(1 − e −τA)A−1

+

(

e −τA − (1 + τA)−1
)

A−2
+ A−1

(

e −τB − (1 + τB)−1
)

A−1

+A−1H
(

(1 + τH)−1 − e −τH
)

H−2HA−1
+ τ2(1 + τA)−1

+τ2A−1B(1 + τB)−1BA−1 − τ2A−1H(1 + τH)−1HA−1 .

This presentation yields the following estimate:
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1

τ2

∥

∥

∥A−1(e −τBe −τA − e −τH)A−1
∥

∥

∥ ≤

1

τ
‖A−1B‖

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ τ

0

ds e −sB

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

1

τ

∥

∥

∥(1 − e −τA)A−1
∥

∥

∥

+
1

τ2

∥

∥

∥

∥

(

e −τA − (1 + τA)−1
)

A−2
∥

∥

∥

∥

+
1

τ2
‖A−1B‖

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ τ

0

ds1

∫ s1

0

ds2 e −s2B − τ2 (1 + τB)−1

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

‖BA−1‖

+
1

τ2
‖A−1H‖

∥

∥

∥

∥

(

(1 + τH)−1 − e −τH
)

H−2
∥

∥

∥

∥

‖HA−1‖

+1 + ‖A−1B‖ ‖BA−1‖ + ‖A−1H‖ ‖HA−1‖.

Now Lemmata 1.2 and 1.4 together with (2.4), (2.5) imply (2.8), where we can take

L2 = a′CACB + 3CA/2 + 3CBa′2/2 + 3CH(1 + a′)2/2 + 1 + a′2 + (1 + a′)2 with

a′ = a + b‖A−1‖. Similarly one obtains (2.9). �

Note that for the proof of the third lemma (Lemma 2.4) we do need conditions

(H2), as well as requirement that semigroups are contractive.

Lemma 2.5. Let A be a boundedly invertible generator of holomorphic contraction

semigroup. If B is generator of a contraction semigroup and there exists α ∈ [0, 1)

such that dom(Aα) ⊆ dom(B), then for any k ≥ 1 and τ > 0 one gets the estimates

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

(

e −τBe −τA
)k

A

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤
L3

τα
+

C′
A

kτ
, if α > 0 , (2.10)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

(

e −τBe −τA
)k

A

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤ L̃3(1 + ln k) +
C′

A

kτ
, if α = 0 . (2.11)

Proof. We start with the following chain of estimates:

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

(

e −τBe −τA
)k

A

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

(

(

e −τBe −τA
)k
− e −kτA

)

A

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

+

∥

∥

∥e −kτAA
∥

∥

∥

≤

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

k−1
∑

j=0

(

e −τBe −τA
)k−1− j (

e −τB − I
)

e −τAe − jτAA

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

+

∥

∥

∥e −kτAA
∥

∥

∥

≤

k−1
∑

j=0

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ τ

0

ds e −sBB A−α
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥Aαe −( j+1)τAA
∥

∥

∥ +

∥

∥

∥e −kτAA
∥

∥

∥ .

Notice that the second inequality is in particular due to contractions of e −tA and

e −tB, and to equation (1.3) of Lemma 1.2. From the hypothesis dom(Aα) ⊆ dom(B)

we deduce that ‖BA−α‖ ≤ d, see Remark 2.1. By Propositions 1.7 and Theorem 1.12

we get respectively:

∥

∥

∥e −k τAA
∥

∥

∥ ≤
C′

A

k τ
and

∥

∥

∥A1+αe −( j+1) τA
∥

∥

∥ ≤
Mα

(( j + 1)τ)1+α
.
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Therefore, we conclude that:

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

(

e −τBe −τA
)k

A

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤
Mαd

τα

k−1
∑

j=0

1

( j + 1)1+α
+

C′
A

k τ
.

Since α > 0, this gives the announced result (2.10) with

L3 = d Mα

∞
∑

j=1

(1/ j)1+α ,

and (2.11) for α = 0 with L̃3 = ‖B‖C
′
A
. �

Note that since dom(Aα) ⊆ dom(B) implies dom(Aα
′

) ⊆ dom(B) for α′ ≥ α, the

estimate (2.10) is valid in fact for any α′ ≥ α.

2.2 Convergence rate

Theorem 2.6. Let {e −zA}z ∈ S θ be a holomorphic contraction semigroup, that is, A ∈

Hc(θ, 0). Let B be generator of a contraction semigroup. If there exists α ∈ [0, 1)

such that dom(Aα) ⊆ dom(B) and dom(A∗) ⊆ dom(B∗), then there are constants

M1,M2, M̃2, η > 0, such that for any t ≥ 0 and n > 2 one gets estimates

∥

∥

∥

∥

(

e −tB/ne −tA/n
)n
− e −t(A+B)

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤ e ηt(M1 + M2 t1−α)
ln n

n1−α
, α > 0, (2.12)

∥

∥

∥

∥

(

e −tB/ne −tA/n
)n
− e −t(A+B)

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤ e ηt(M1 + M̃2 t)
2 (ln n)2

n
, α = 0. (2.13)

Proof. Since B satisfies hypothesis (H1) and (H2), by Lemma 2.2 the operator H =

(A + B) is generator of a holomorphic contraction semigroup. If operator A has no

bounded inverse, let Ã := A + η and H̃ := Ã + B for some η > 0 (see Remark

2.1). Then both operators are boundedly invertible. As we indicated above, these

changes of generators do not modify the domain inclusions. If we want to obtain

‖BÃ−1‖ < 1 then by the estimate (2.1) we have to choose a sufficiently large shift

parameter η > 0. This gives us the estimate ‖ÃH̃−1‖ = ‖(1 + BÃ−1)−1‖ ≤ 1/(1 − a)

where we set a = ‖BÃ−1‖.

Now we put τ := t/n, Ũ(t) := e −tH̃ , and T̃ (τ) := e −τBe −τÃ. To estimate the

left-hand side of (2.12) we use

(

e −tB/ne −tA/n
)n
− e −t(A+B)

= (T̃ n(τ) − Ũn(τ)) e tη , (2.14)

and telescopic identity:
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T̃ (τ)n − Ũ(τ)n
=

n−1
∑

m=0

T̃ (τ)n−m−1(T̃ (τ) − Ũ(τ))Ũ(τ)m

= T̃ (τ)n−1ÃÃ−1(T̃ (τ) − Ũ(τ))

+(T̃ (τ) − Ũ(τ))Ã−1ÃH̃−1H̃Ũ(τ)n−1

+

n−2
∑

m=1

T̃ (τ)n−m−1ÃÃ−1(T̃ (τ) − Ũ(τ))Ã−1ÃH̃−1H̃Ũ(τ)m ,

which implies

∥

∥

∥T̃ (τ)n − Ũ(τ)n
∥

∥

∥ ≤ ‖T̃ (τ)n−1Ã‖ ‖Ã−1(T̃ (τ) − Ũ(τ))‖

+‖(T̃ (τ) − Ũ(τ))Ã−1‖ ‖ÃH̃−1‖ ‖H̃Ũ(τ)n−1‖

+

n−2
∑

m=1

‖T̃ (τ)n−m−1Ã‖ ‖Ã−1(T̃ (τ) − Ũ(τ))Ã−1‖ ‖ÃH̃−1‖ ‖H̃Ũ(τ)m‖ .

Hence by Lemmata 2.3, 2.4, and 2.5 (it is at this point that we use the hypothesis of

contraction), and by Proposition 1.7 we obtain the estimate :

‖T̃ (τ)n − Ũ(τ)n‖ ≤

(

L3

τα
+

C′
A

(n − 1)τ

)

L1τ +
L1

1 − a

C′
H

n − 1

+

n−2
∑

m=1

(

L3τ
1−α
+

C′
A

n − m − 1

)

L2

1 − a

C′
H

m

≤ L3L1

t1−α

n1−α
+

L1

n − 1

(

C′A +
C′

H

1 − a

)

+
L3L2C′

H

1 − a

t1−α

n1−α

n−2
∑

m=1

1

m

+
L2C′

H
C′

A

1 − a

n−2
∑

m=1

1

n − m − 1
·

1

m

≤ L3L1

t1−α

n1−α
+

L1

n − 1

(

C′A +
C′

H

1 − a

)

+2
L3L2C′

H

1 − a
t1−α ln n

n1−α
+ 4

L2C′
H

C′
A

1 − a

ln n

n
. (2.15)

Here we used that:

n−1
∑

m=1

1

(n − m)m
=

2

n

n−1
∑

m=1

1

m
≤

2

n
(1 + ln(n − 1)) ≤ 4

ln n

n
.

The estimate (2.15) and (2.14) imply the announced result (2.12) for α > 0, with

M1 = 4 L1

(

C′
A
+

C′H
1 − a

)

+ 4
L2C′HC′A

1 − a
and M2 = 2 L3L1 + 2

L3L2C′H
1 − a

.

In a similar way one gets also estimate for α = 0:
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‖T̃ (τ)n − Ũ(τ)n‖ ≤ L̃3(1 + ln(n − 1)) L1

t

n
+

L1C′
A

n − 1
+

L1C′
H

1 − a

1

n − 1

+

n−2
∑

m=1

(

L̃3

t

n
(1 + ln(n − m − 1)) +

C′
A

n − m − 1

)

L2

1 − a

C′
H

m
.

This estimate together with (2.14) yield (2.13) for M̃2 = 2 L̃3L1 + 2
L̃3L2C′H

1 − a
. �

Theorem 2.7. Let {e −zA}z ∈ S θ be a holomorphic contraction semigroup, that is, A ∈

Hc(θ, 0). Let B be generator of a contraction semigroup, and there exists α ∈ [0, 1)

such that dom((Aα)∗) ⊆ dom(B∗) and dom(A) ⊆ dom(B). If in addition dom(A∗) ⊆

dom(B∗) (for the case, when the space X is not reflexive), then there are constants

M3, M4, M̃4, η > 0, such that for any t ≥ 0 and n > 2:

∥

∥

∥

∥

(

e −tA/ne −tB/n
)n
− e −t(A+B)

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤ e ηt(M3 + M4 t1−α)
ln n

n1−α
, α > 0 , (2.16)

∥

∥

∥

∥

(

e −tA/ne −tB/n
)n
− e −t(A+B)

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤ e ηt(M3 + M̃4 t)
2 (ln n)2

n
, α = 0 , (2.17)

for any t ≥ 0 and n > 2.

Proof. Let F̃(τ) := e −τÃe −τB. Then by the same arguments as in the proof of Theo-

rem 2.6, one obtains:

Ũ(τ)n − F̃(τ)n
=

n−1
∑

m=0

Ũ(τ)n−m−1(Ũ(τ) − F̃(τ))F̃(τ)m

= Ũ(τ)n−1H̃H̃−1Ã Ã−1(Ũ(τ) − F̃(τ))

+(Ũ(τ) − F̃(τ))Ã−1ÃF̃(τ)n−1

+

n−2
∑

m=1

Ũ(τ)n−m−1H̃H̃−1Ã Ã−1(Ũ(τ) − F̃(τ))Ã−1ÃF̃(τ)m.

Notice that the Lemmata 2.3 and 2.4 hold for F̃(τ). By a simple modification of

Lemma 2.5, where one uses ‖Ã−αB‖ = ‖B∗(Ã−α)∗‖ < ∞, we find that

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

Ã
(

e −τÃe −τB
)k
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤
L4

τα
+

C′
A

k τ
, α > 0,

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

Ã
(

e −τÃe −τB
)k
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤ L̃4(1 + ln k) +
C′

A

k τ
, α = 0.

These ingredients ensure the estimates (2.16) and (2.17). �

Corollary 2.8. Under the same conditions as in Theorem 2.6, we have the operator-

norm convergence of the symmetrised Trotter formula, i.e., there exists M5, M6, M̃6,

η > 0, such that for any t ≥ 0 and n > 2:
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∥

∥

∥

∥

(

e −tA/2ne −tB/ne −tA/2n
)n
− e −t(A+B)

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤ e ηt (M5 + M6 t1−α)
ln n

n1−α
,

for 0 < α < 1 , (2.18)
∥

∥

∥

∥

(

e −tA/2ne −tB/ne −tA/2n
)n
− e −t(A+B)

∥

∥

∥

∥
≤ e ηt (M5 + M̃6 t)

2 (ln n)2

n
,

for α = 0 . (2.19)

Proof. Since Lemmata 2.3, 2.4, and 2.5 can be easily extended to the symmetrized

product e −τA/2e −τBe −τA/2, the proof of the Theorem 2.6 carries through verbatim to

obtain (2.18) and (2.19). �

Remark 2.9. Seeing that in Theorems 2.6, 2.7 and in Corollary 2.8 the perturbation

B of dominating operator A is either infinitesimally A-small, or simply bounded, the

corresponding results in Banach space X are weaker than those in Hilbert space

H, see [Rog93], [NZ98], [NZ99], and [Zag20]. Recall that in [Rog93], [NZ98] the

perturbation B in H is Kato-small with respect to operator A for relative bound b <

1. The fractional condition (H2) in a Hilbert space H was introduced in [IT97].

Note that in the both cases: X and H, the dominating operator A is supposed to be

generator of a holomorphic semigroup.

3 Example

Resuming Remark 2.9, the question arises: whether the Trotter product formula

converges in the operator-norm topology if the condition on dominating generator

A ∈ Hc(θ, 0) is relaxed to hypothesis that A ∈ G (1, 0), i.e., it is generator of a

contraction (but not holomorphic!) semigroup and B is a bounded generator ?

The aim of this section is to give an answer to this question using example of

a certain class of generators and semigroups. It turns out that appropriate for this

purpose is the class of generators of evolution semigroups.

3.1 Evolution semigroups and Trotter product formula

To proceed further we need some key notions from the evolution semigroups theory

and in particular the notion of solution operator.

A strongly continuous mapping U(·, ·) : ∆ −→ L(X), where domain ∆ := {(t, s) :

0 < s ≤ t ≤ T } and L(X) is the set of bounded operators on separable Banach space

X, is called a solution operator if the conditions

(i) sup
(t,s)∈∆

‖U(t, s)‖L(X) < ∞ ,

(ii) U(t, s) = U(t, r)U(r, s) , 0 < s ≤ r ≤ t ≤ T ,
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are satisfied. Let us consider the Banach space Lp(I,X) for I := [0, T ] and

p ∈ [1,∞). The operator K is an evolution generator of the evolution semigroup

{U(τ) := e −τK }τ≥0 if there is a solution operator such that the Howland-Evans-

Neidhardt representation, see [How74], [Ev76], [Nei79] and [Nei81]:

(e −τK f )(t) = U(t, t − τ)χI(t − τ) f (t − τ), f ∈ Lp(I,X) , (3.1)

holds for a.a. t ∈ I and τ ≥ 0. Seeing that on account of (3.1) the semigroup

{e −τK }τ≥0 is nilpotent: e −τK f = 0 for τ ≥ T , the evolution generator K can never

be generator of a holomorphic semigroup.

A simple example of an evolution generator is the differentiation operator, cf.

[NSZ20]:

(D0 f )(t) := ∂t f (t),

f ∈ dom (D0) := { f ∈ W1,p(I,X) : f (0) = 0} ,
(3.2)

where W1,p(I,X) is the Sobolev space of order (1, p) of Bochner p-integrable func-

tions. Then by (3.2) one obviously gets the contraction shift semigroup:

(e −τD0 f )(t) = χI(t − τ) f (t − τ), f ∈ Lp(I,X), (3.3)

for a.a. t ∈ I and τ ≥ 0. Hence, (3.1) implies that the corresponding solu-

tion operator of the non-holomorphic evolution semigroup {e −τD0 }τ≥0 is given by

UD0
(t, s) = 1, for all (t, s) ∈ ∆.

Below we consider the operator K0 := D0 +A , where A is the multiplication

operator induced by generator A of a holomorphic contraction semigroup on X.

More precisely

(A f )(t) := A f (t), and (e −τA f )(t) = e −τA f (t) ,

f ∈ dom (A) := { f ∈ Lp(I,X) : A f ∈ Lp(I,X)} .

Then the perturbation of the shift semigroup (3.3) by A corresponds to the semi-

group with generator K0. One easily checks that K0 is an evolution generator of

a contraction semigroup on Lp(I,X), that is never holomorphic [NSZ20]. Indeed,

since the generators D0 andA commute, the representation (3.1) for evolution semi-

group {e −τK0 }τ≥0 takes the form:

(e −τK0 f )(t) = e −τAχI(t − τ) f (t − τ), f ∈ Lp(I,X) ,

for a.a. t ∈ I = [0, T ] and τ ≥ 0. Then by (3.1) the solution operator U0(t, s) =

e −(t−s)A . Therefore, e −τK0 f = 0 for τ ≥ T , that is, semigroup {e −τK0 }τ≥0 is nilpotent.

Furthermore, if {B(t)}t∈I is a strongly measurable family of generators of contrac-

tion semigroups on X, that is, B(·) : I −→ G(1, 0), then the induced multiplication

operator B :
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(B f )(t) := B(t) f (t) , (3.4)

f ∈ dom (B) :=

{

f ∈ Lp(I,X) :
f (t) ∈ dom (B(t)) for a.a. t ∈ I

B(t) f (t) ∈ Lp(I,X)

}

,

is a generator of a contraction semigroup on Lp(I,X).

In the next Subsection 3.2 we consider perturbation of generator K0 by multi-

plication operator B (3.4). Thereupon we construct by means of the Trotter product

formula approach a corresponding perturbed semigroup.

Remark 3.1. We conclude by remarks concerning some notations and definitions

that we use below throughout Section 3.

1. For characterisation the rate of convergence we use, so-called, Landau’s sym-

bols:

g(n) = O( f (n))⇐⇒ lim sup
n→∞

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

g(n)

f (n)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

< ∞ ,

g(n) = o( f (n))⇐⇒ lim sup
n→∞

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

g(n)

f (n)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

= 0 ,

g(n) = Θ( f (n))⇐⇒ 0 < lim inf
n→∞

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

g(n)

f (n)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ lim sup
n→∞

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

g(n)

f (n)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

< ∞ ,

g(n) = ω( f (n))⇐⇒ lim sup
n→∞

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

g(n)

f (n)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

= ∞ .

2. We also use the notation C0,β(I) := { f : I → C : there exists some K >

0 such that | f (x) − f (y)| ≤ K |x − y|β, for any x, y ∈ I and β ∈ (0, 1] } .

3. Below we consider the Banach space Lp(I,X) for I := [0, T ] and p ∈ [1,∞).

3.2 Trotter product formula

We reminisce (cf. Subsection 3.1) that semigroup {U(τ)}τ≥0, on the Banach space

Lp(I,X) is called the evolution semigroup if there is a solution operator: {U(t, s)}(t,s)∈∆,

such that representation (3.1) holds.

Let K0 be the generator of an evolution semigroup {U0(τ)}τ≥0 and let B be a

multiplication operator induced by a measurable family {B(t)}t∈I of generators of

contraction semigroups. Note that in this case the multiplication operator B (3.4)

is a generator of a contraction semigroup (e −τB f )(t) = e −τ B(t) f (t), on the Banach

space Lp(I,X). Since {U0(τ)}τ≥0 is an evolution semigroup, then by definition (3.1)

there is a propagator {U0(t, s)}(t,s)∈∆ such that the representation

(U0(τ) f )(t) = U0(t, t − τ) χI(t − τ) f (t − τ), f ∈ Lp(I,X),

is valid for a.a. t ∈ I and τ ≥ 0. Then we define τn := (t − s)/n, for n ∈ N, and
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G j(t, s; n) := U0(s + j τn , s + ( j − 1) τn) e − τn B
(

s+ ( j−1) τn

)

, (t, s) ∈ ∆ ,

where j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}, n ∈ N, (t, s) ∈ ∆, and we set

Vn(t, s) :=

1
∏

j=n

G j(t, s; n), n ∈ N, (t, s) ∈ ∆ .

That is, the product is increasingly ordered in j from the right to the left. Then a

straightforward computation shows that the representation

((

e −τK0/ne −τB/n
)n

f
)

(t) = Vn(t, t − τ) χI(t − τ) f (t − τ) , (3.5)

f ∈ Lp(I,X), holds for each τ ≥ 0 and a.a. t ∈ I.

Theorem 3.2. Let K and K0 be generators of evolution semigroups on the Banach

space Lp(I,X) for some p ∈ [1,∞). Further, let {B(t) ∈ G(1, 0)}t∈I be a strongly

measurable family of generators of contraction semigroups on X. Then

sup
τ≥0

∥

∥

∥

∥

e −τK −
(

e −τK0/ne −τB/n
)n
∥

∥

∥

∥

L(Lp(I,X))
(3.6)

= ess sup
(t,s)∈∆

‖U(t, s) − Vn(t, s)‖L(X), n ∈ N.

Proof. Let {L(τ)}τ≥0 be the left-shift semigroup on the Banach space Lp(I,X):

(L(τ) f )(t) = χI(t + τ) f (t + τ), f ∈ Lp(I,X).

Using that we get

(

L(τ)
(

e −τK −
(

e −τ/nK0 e −τB/n
)n)

f
)

(t)

= {U(t + τ, t) − Vn(t + τ, t)} χI(t + τ) f (t) ,

for τ ≥ 0 and a.a. t ∈ I.

It turns out that for each n ∈ N the operator L(τ)
(

e −τK −
(

e −τ/nK0 e −τB/n
)n)

is

a multiplication operator induced by {(U(t + τ, t) − Vn(t + τ, t)) χI(t + τ)}t∈I. As a

consequence,

∥

∥

∥

∥

L(τ)
(

e −τK −
(

e −τK0/ne −τB/n
)n)

∥

∥

∥

∥

L(Lp(I,X))

= ess sup
t∈I

‖U(t + τ, t) − Vn(t + τ, t)‖L(X) χI(t + τ) ,

for each τ ≥ 0. Note that one has

sup
τ≥0

∥

∥

∥

∥
L(τ)

(

e −τK −
(

e −τK0/ne −τB/n
)n)

∥

∥

∥

∥

L(Lp(I,X))

= ess sup
τ≥0

∥

∥

∥

∥

L(τ)
(

e −τK −
(

e −τK0/ne −τB/n
)n)

∥

∥

∥

∥

L(Lp(I,X))
.
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This is based on the fact that if F(·) : R+ → L(X) is strongly continuous, then

supτ≥0 ‖F(τ)‖L(X) = ess supτ≥0 ‖F(τ)‖L(X). Hence, we find

sup
τ≥0

∥

∥

∥

∥

L(τ)
(

e −τK −
(

e −τK0/ne −τB/n
)n)

∥

∥

∥

∥

L(Lp(I,X))

= ess sup
τ≥0

ess sup
t∈I

‖U(t + τ, t) − Vn(t + τ, t))‖L(X) χI(t + τ).

Further, if Φ(·, ·) : R+ × I → L(X) is a strongly measurable function, then

ess sup
(τ,t) ∈R+×I

‖Φ(τ, t)‖L(X) = ess sup
τ≥0

ess sup
t∈I

‖Φ(τ, t)‖L(X).

Then, taking into account two last equalities, one obtains

sup
τ≥ 0

∥

∥

∥

∥

L(τ)
(

e −τK −
(

e −τK0/ne −τB/n
)n)

∥

∥

∥

∥

L(X)
=

= ess sup
(τ,t) ∈R+×I

‖U(t + τ, t) − Vn(t + τ, t)‖L(X) χI(t + τ) =

= ess sup
(t,s) ∈∆

‖U(t, s) − Vn(t, s)‖L(X) ,

that proves (3.6). �

We study bounded perturbations of the evolution generator K0 = D0 (3.2). To

this aim we consider I = [0, 1], X = C and we denote by Lp(I) the Banach space

Lp(I,C).

For t ∈ I, let q : t 7→ q(t) ∈ L∞(I). Then, q induces a bounded multiplication

operator B = Q on the Banach space Lp(I):

(Q f )(t) = q(t) f (t), f ∈ Lp(I).

For simplicity we assume that q ≥ 0. Then Q generates on Lp(I) a contraction

semigroup {e −τQ}τ≥0. Since generator Q is bounded, the closed operatorA := D0 +

Q, with domain dom (A) = dom (D0), is generator of a C0-semigroup on Lp(I). By

the Trotter product formula in the strong operator topology it follows immediately

that

lim
n→∞

(

e −τD0/ne −τQ/n
)n

f = e −τ(D0+Q) f , f ∈ Lp(I), (3.7)

uniformly in τ ∈ [0, T ] on bounded time intervals.

Then we define on Banach space X = C a family of bounded operators {V(t)}t∈I
by

V(t) := e −
∫ t

0
ds q(s) , t ∈ I .

Note that for almost every t ∈ I these operators are positive. Then V−1(t) exists and

it has the form

V−1(t) = e
∫ t

0
ds q(s) , t ∈ I .
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The operator families {V(t)}t∈I and {V−1(t)}t∈I induce two bounded multiplica-

tion operators V and V−1 on Lp(I), respectively. Then invertibility implies that

VV−1
=V−1V = 1

∣

∣

∣

Lp(I)
. Using the operatorV one easily verifies that D0 + Q is

similar to D0, that is, one has

V−1(D0 + Q)V = D0 or D0 + Q =VD0V
−1 .

Hence, the semigroup generated on Lp(I) by D0 + Q gets the explicit form:

(

e −τ(D0+Q) f
)

(t) =
(

V e −τD0V−1 f
)

(t) = (3.8)

= e −
∫ t

t−τ
dy q(y) f (t − τ) χI(t − τ) .

Since by (3.1) the solution operator U(t, s) that corresponds to evolution semigroup

(3.8) is defined by equation

(

e −τ(D0+Q)
)

f (t) = U(t, t − τ) f (t − τ) χI(t − τ) ,

we deduce that it is equal to U(t, s) = e −
∫ t

s
dy q(y).

Now we study the corresponding Trotter product formula. For a fixed τ ≥ 0 and

n ∈ N, we define approximates {Vn}n≥1 by

((

e −τD0/ne −τQ/n
)n

f
)

(t) =: Vn(t, t − τ) χI(t − τ) f (t − τ) .

Then by straightforward calculations, which are similar to (3.5), one finds that ap-

proximants have the following explicit form:

Vn(t, s) = e −τn

∑n−1
k=0 q (s+ k τn) , (t, s) ∈ ∆ , τn = (t − s)/n , n ∈ N .

Theorem 3.3. Let q ∈ L∞(I) be non-negative. Then

sup
τ≥0

∥

∥

∥

∥
e −τ(D0+Q) −

(

e −τD0/ne −τQ/n
)n
∥

∥

∥

∥

L(Lp(I))
=

Θ

















ess sup
(t,s)∈∆

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

s

dy q(y) − τn

n−1
∑

k=0

q (s + k τn)
∣

∣

∣

∣

















, n ∈ N ,

as n → ∞, where Θ is the Landau symbol defined in Remark 3.1, see Subsection

3.1.

Proof. First, by Theorem 3.2 and by U(t, s) = e −
∫ t

s
dy q(y) we obtain

sup
τ≥0

∥

∥

∥

∥
e −τ(D0+Q) −

(

e −τD0/ne −τQ/n
)n
∥

∥

∥

∥

L(Lp(I))
(3.9)

= ess sup
(t,s)∈∆

∣

∣

∣

∣

e −
∫ t

s
dy q(y) − e −τn

∑n−1
k=0 q(s+ k τn)

∣

∣

∣

∣

.
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Then, using the inequality

e −max{x,y} |x − y| ≤ | e −x − e −y| ≤ |x − y|, 0 ≤ x, y ,

for 0 ≤ s < t ≤ 1 one finds the estimates

e −‖q‖L∞ Rn(t, s; q) ≤
∣

∣

∣

∣

e −
∫ t

s
dy q(y) − e −τn

∑n−1
k=0 q(s+ k τn)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ Rn(t, s; q) ,

where

Rn(t, s, q) :=
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

s

dy q(y) − τn

n−1
∑

k=0

q(s + k τn)
∣

∣

∣

∣

, (t, s) ∈ ∆ , n ∈ N . (3.10)

Hence, for the left-hand side of (3.9) we get the estimate

e −‖q‖L∞ Rn(q) ≤ sup
τ≥0

∥

∥

∥

∥

e −τ(D0+Q) −
(

e −τD0/ne −τQ/n
)n
∥

∥

∥

∥

L(Lp(I))
≤ Rn(q) ,

where Rn(q) := ess sup(t,s)∈∆ Rn(t, s; q), n ∈ N. These estimates together with defini-

tion of Θ prove the assertion. �

Note that by virtue of (3.10) and Theorem 3.3 the operator-norm convergence rate

of the Trotter product formula for the pair {D0,Q} coincides with the convergence

rate of the integral Darboux-Riemann sum approximation of the Lebesgue integral.

3.3 Rate of convergence

First we consider the case of a real Hölder-continuous function q ∈ C0,β(I).

Theorem 3.4. If q ∈ C0,β(I) is non-negative, then

sup
τ≥0

∥

∥

∥

∥
e−τ (D0+Q) −

(

e−τD0/n e−τQ/n
)n
∥

∥

∥

∥

L(Lp(I))
= O(1/nβ) ,

as n→ ∞.

Proof. One gets for τn = (t − s)/n and n ∈ N :

∫ t

s

dy q(y) − τn

n−1
∑

k

q (s + k τn)

=

n−1
∑

k=0

∫ (k+1)τn

k τn

dy (q(s + y) − q(s + k τn)) ,

which yields the estimate
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∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

s

dy q(y) − τn

n−1
∑

k

q (s + kτn)
∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

n−1
∑

k=0

∫ (k+1)τn

kτn

dy | q(s + y) − q(s + k τn)| .

Since q ∈ C0,β(I), there is a constant Lβ > 0 such that for y ∈ [kτn, (k + 1)τn] one

has

|q(s + y) − q(s + kτn)| ≤ Lβ |y − kτn|
β ≤ Lβ

(t − s)β

nβ
.

Hence, we find

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

s

dy q(y) − τn

n−1
∑

k

q(s + kτn)
∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ Lβ
(t − s)1+β

nβ
≤ Lβ

1

nβ
,

which proves (cf. Remark 3.1)

ess sup
(t,s)∈∆

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

s

dy q(y) − τn

n−1
∑

k

q(s + k τn)
∣

∣

∣

∣

= O

(

1

nβ

)

.

Applying now Theorem 3.3 one completes the proof. �

The next natural question is: what happens, when function q is only continuous?

Theorem 3.5. If q : I → C is continuous and non-negative, then

∥

∥

∥

∥
e−τ(D0+Q) −

(

e−τD0/ne−τQ/n
)n
∥

∥

∥

∥

L(Lp(I))
= o(1) , (3.11)

as n→ ∞.

Proof. Seeing that q is continuous, for any ε > 0 there is δ > 0 such that for

y, x ∈ I and |y − x| < δ we have |q(y) − q(x)| < ε. Therefore, if 1/n < δ, then for

y ∈ (kτn, (k + 1)τn) we have

|q(s + y) − q(s + k τn)| < ε, (t, s) ∈ ∆ .

Hence,
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

s

dy q(y) − τn

n−1
∑

k

q(s + k τn)
∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ ε(t − s) ≤ ε ,

which yields (cf. Remark 3.1)

ess sup
(t,s)∈∆

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

s

dy q(y) − τn

n−1
∑

k

q(s + k τn)
∣

∣

∣

∣

= o(1) .

Now it remains only to apply Theorem 3.3. �
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Here it is worth to note that for general continuous function q one can say nothing

about the convergence rate. Indeed, it can be shown that in (3.11) the convergence

to zero can be arbitrary slow (3.12) for a bounded perturbation Q. This is drasti-

cally different to the case, when dominating generator corresponds to a holomorphic

semigroup and perturbation operator is bounded, cf. (2.17), (2.19) for α = 0 , or to

the case of unbounded perturbation, when 0 < α < 1, see (2.16), (2.18).

Theorem 3.6. Let δn > 0 be a sequence with δn → 0 as n→ ∞. Then there exists a

continuous function q : I = [0, 1]→ R, such that

sup
τ≥0

∥

∥

∥

∥
e−τ(D0+Q) −

(

e−τD0/ne−τQ/n
)n
∥

∥

∥

∥

L(Lp(I))
= ω(δn) , (3.12)

as n → ∞, where ω is the Landau symbol defined in Remark 3.1, see Subsection

3.1.

Proof. Taking into account the Walsh-Sewell theorem ([WaSe37], Theorem 6), we

find that for any sequence {δn}n∈N, δn > 0 satisfying limn→∞ δn = 0 there exists a

continuous function f : [0, 2π] −→ R, such that

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ 2π

0

dx f (x) −
2π

n

n
∑

k=1

f (2kπ/n)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

= ω(δn) ,

as n → ∞. Setting q(y) := f (2π(1 − y)) for y ∈ [0, 1], we get a continuous function

q : [0, 1] −→ R, such that

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ 1

0

dy q(y) −
1

n

n−1
∑

k=0

q(k/n)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

= ω(δn) .

Given that function q is continuous, we find

ess sup
(t,s)∈∆

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

s

dy q(y) − τn

n−1
∑

n=0

q(s + k τn)
∣

∣

∣

∣

≥

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ 1

0

dy q(y) −
1

n

n−1
∑

k=0

q(k/n)
∣

∣

∣

∣

,

which yields

ess sup
(t,s)∈∆

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

s

dy q(y) − τn

n−1
∑

n=0

q(s + k τn)
∣

∣

∣

∣

= ω(δn) .

Applying now Theorem 3.3 we prove (3.12). �

Our final comment concerns the case, when function q : [0, 1] −→ R is only

measurable. Then it can happen that the Trotter product formula for that pair {D0,Q}

does not converge in the operator-norm topology.
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Theorem 3.7. There is a non-negative function q ∈ L∞([0, 1]) such that

lim sup
n→∞

sup
τ≥0

∥

∥

∥

∥
e−τ(D0+Q) −

(

e−τD0/ne−τQ/n
)n
∥

∥

∥

∥

L(Lp(I))
> 0 . (3.13)

Proof. Let us introduce open intervals:

∆0,n := (0, 1
22n+2 ),

∆k,n := (tk,n −
1

22n+2 , tk,n +
1

22n+2 ), k = 1, 2, . . . , 2n − 1,

∆2n,n := (1 − 1
22n+2 , 1),

n ∈ N, where

tk,n =
k

2n
, k = 0, . . . , n, n ∈ N.

Notice that t0,n = 0 and t2n,n = 1. One easily checks that the intervals ∆k,n, k =

0, . . . , 2n, are mutually disjoint. We introduce the open sets

On =

2n
⋃

k=0

∆k,n ⊆ I, n ∈ N.

and

O =
⋃

n∈N

On ⊆ I.

Then it is clear that

|On| =
1

2n+1
, n ∈ N, and |O| ≤

1

2
.

Therefore, the Lebesgue measure of the closed set C := I \ O ⊆ I can be estimated

by

|C| ≥
1

2
.

Using the characteristic function χC(·) of the set C we define

q(t) := χC(t), t ∈ I .

The function q is measurable and it satisfies 0 ≤ q(t) ≤ 1, t ∈ I.

Let ε ∈ (0, 1). We choose s ∈ (0, ε) and t ∈ (1 − ε, 1) and we set

ξk,n(t, s) := s + k
t − s

2n
, k = 0, . . . , 2n − 1, n ∈ N, (t, s) ∈ ∆.

Note that ξk,n(t, s) ∈ (0, 1), k = 0, . . . , 2n − 1, n ∈ N. Moreover, we have

tk,n − ξk,n(t, s) = k
1

2n
− s − k

t − s

2n
= k

1 − t + s

2n
− s ,

which leads to the estimate



3 Example 25

|tk,n − ξk,n(t, s)| ≤ ε (1 + k/2n−1), k = 0, . . . , 2n − 1, n ∈ N .

Hence

|tk,n − ξk,n(t, s)| ≤ 3ε, k = 0, . . . , 2n − 1, n ∈ N.

Let εn := 1/(3 · 22n+2) for n ∈ N. Then we get that ξk,n(t, s) ∈ ∆k,n for k = 0, . . . , 2n−

1, n ∈ N, s ∈ (0, εn) and for t ∈ (1 − εn, 1).

Now let

S n(t, s; q) := τn

n−1
∑

k=0

q (s + k τn) , (t, s) ∈ ∆ , τn = (t − s)/n , n ∈ N .

We consider

S 2n (t, s; q) =
t − s

2n

2n−1
∑

k=0

q (s + k t−s
2n ) =

t − s

2n

2n−1
∑

k=0

q (ξk,n(t, s)) ,

n ∈ N, (t, s) ∈ ∆. If s ∈ (0, εn) and t ∈ (1 − εn, 1), then S 2n (t, s; q) = 0, n ∈ N and

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

s

dy q(y) − S 2n (t, s; q)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∫ t

s

dy q(y) , n ∈ N ,

for s ∈ (0, εn) and t ∈ (1 − εn, 1). In particular, this yields

ess sup
(t,s)∈∆

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

s

dy q(y) − S 2n (t, s; q)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≥ ess sup
(t,s)∈∆

∫ t

s

dy q(y) ≥

∫

I

dy χC(y) ≥
1

2
.

Hence, we obtain

lim sup
n→∞

ess sup
(t,s)∈∆

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

s

dy q(y) − S 2n (t, s; q)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≥
1

2
,

and applying Theorem 3.3 we finish the prove of (3.13).

Remark 3.8. We note that Theorem 3.7 does not exclude the convergence of the

Trotter product formula for the pair {D0,Q} in the strong operator topology. We

would remind that the same kind of dichotomy is known for the Trotter product

formula on a Hilbert space, see the Hiroshi Tamura example in [Tam00], Theorem

B. By virtue of (3.7) and (3.13), Theorem 3.7 yields an example of this dichotomy

on a Banach space.

Again, there is a drastic difference between the origin of these conclusions in a

Hilbert space ([Tam00], Theorem B) for unbounded perturbation of the holomorphic

semigroup and in a Banach space (Theorem 3.7) for bounded perturbation of a (non-

holomorphic) contractive semigroup.
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4 Notes

Notes to Section 1. Characterisation of holomorphic contraction semigroups at the

end of Subsection 1.2 (iv), is due to Corollary II.4.9 [EN00]. For the proof of Lemma

1.11 see, for example [Tan75], Lemma 2.3.5.

Notes to Section 2. Here we extend to the operator-norm convergence of the prod-

uct formula on a Banach space for perturbation B with a relative zero A-bound for

holomorphic semigroup {e −tA}t≥0 some of the Trotter-Chernoff results, cf. [Trot59],

[But20], [Zag20]. This shows that hypothesis of self-adjointness in the case of a

Hilbert space [IT97] has only a technical importance.

On the other hand the operator-norm topology is ”natural” for holomorphic C0-

semigroups, which may lead one to think that it is an essential hypothesis for the

operator-norm convergence of the Trotter product formula. In Section 3 we showed

that this hypothesis is also technical, but we have to assume contraction of semi-

group {e −tA}t≥0. We would like to remark that demand of contraction is not as super-

fluous as one could suppose. For demonstration we address the reader to instructive

example by Trotter [Trot59], where it is called ”the norm condition”.

This section contains a revision of result [CZ01], Section 3, where the operator-

norm convergence of the Trotter product formula on a Banach space X has been

proven (up to our knowledge) for the first time. For a survey of similar results in this

direction see [NSZ18b].

Notes to Section 3. In contrast to Section 2, where operator-norm convergence holds

true if the dominating operator A ∈ Hc(θ, 0) generates a holomorphic contraction

semigroup and operator B is a A-infinitesimally small generator of a contraction

semigroup (in particular, if B is a bounded operator), we present Example that this

is also possible if condition on generator A is relaxed. The conditions are [NSZ18a]:

(1) Operator A = K0 generates a contractive (not holomorphic!) semigroup.

(2) B = B is a bounded operator.

There it is also demonstrated that the operator-norm convergence generally fails

(even for bounded operators B) if unbounded K0 is not a holomorphic generator

and that operator-norm convergence of the Trotter product formula can be arbitrary

slow, cf. Subsection 3.3. This is again very different to the holomorphic case: A ∈

Hc(θ, 0) (cf. Subsection 2.2), where the rate of the operator-norm convergence is of

the order O((ln n)2/n) for any bounded perturbation B (α = 0), see Theorems 2.6,

2.7, and Corollary 2.8.
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