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A bstract

Probabilisticsolutionsofthesocalled Schr�odingerboundarydataproblem

provide fora unique M arkovian interpolation between any two strictly posi-

tiveprobability densitiesdesigned to form theinput-outputstatisticsdata for

the process taking place in a �nite-tim e interval. The key issue is to select

the jointly continuous in allvariables positive Feynm an-K ac kernel,appro-

priate forthe phenom enological(physical)situation. W e extend the existing

form ulations of the problem to cases when the kernelis not a fundam en-

talsolution ofa parabolic equation,and prove the existence ofa continuous

M arkov interpolation in thiscase.Next,we analyze the com patibility ofthis

stochastic evolution with the originalparabolic dynam ics,while assum ed to

be governed by the tem porally adjointpairof(parabolic)partialdi�erential

equations,and provethatthepertinentrandom m otion isa di�usion process.

In particular,in conjunction with Born’sstatisticalinterpretation postulatein

quantum theory,we considerstochastic processeswhich are com patible with

theSchr�odingerpicture quantum evolution.

I. M otivation: Schr�odinger’s interpolation prob-

lem through Feynm an-K ac kernels

The issue ofderiving a m icroscopic dynam icsfrom the (phenom enologically ornu-

m erically m otivated,by approxim ating the frequency distributions) input-output
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statistics data was addressed,asthe Schr�odinger problem ofa probabilistic inter-

polation,in a num berofpublications[1]-[10].W e shallconsiderM arkovian propa-

gation scenariosso rem aining within thewellestablished fram ework,whereforany

twoBorelsetsA;B � R on which therespectivestrictly positiveboundary densities

�(x;0)and �(x;T)are de�ned,the transition probability m (A;B )from the setA

to the setB in the tim e intervalT > 0 hasa density given in a speci�c factorized

form :

m (x;y)= f(x)k(x;0;y;T)g(y)

m (A;B )=

Z

A

dx

Z

B

dym (x;y)

Z

dym (x;y)= �(x;0);

Z

dxm (x;y)= �(y;T) (1)

Here,f(x);g(y) are the a prioriunknown functions,to com e out as solutions

ofthe integral(Schr�odinger)system ofequations(1),provided thatin addition to

the density boundary data we have in hands any strictly positive,continuous in

space variablesfunction k(x;0;y;T). Ournotation m akesexplicitthe dependence

(in generalirrelevant)on the tim e intervalendpoints. Itanticipatesan im portant

restriction weshallim pose,thatk(x;0;y;T)m ustbeastrongly continuousdynam i-

calsem igroup kernel:itwillsecuretheM arkov property ofthesoughtforstochastic

process.

Itisthem ajorm athem aticaldiscovery [4]that,withoutthesem igroup assum p-

tion butwith the prescribed,nonzero boundary data �(x;0);�(y;T)and with the

strictly positive continuousfunction k(y;0;x;T),the Schr�odingersystem (1)ofin-

tegralequationsadm itsauniquesolution in term softwononzero,locally integrable

functionsf(x);g(y)ofthe sam e sign (positive,everything isup to a m ultiplicative

constant).

Ifk(y;0;x;T)is a particular,con�ned to the tim e intervalendpoints,form of

a concrete sem igroup kernelk(y;s;x;t);0 � s � t < T,let it be a fundam ental

solution associated with (5) (whose existence a prioriis notgranted),then there

exists[5,8,9,10,7]a function p(y;s;x;t):

p(y;s;x;t)= k(y;s;x;t)
�(x;t)

�(y;s)
(2)

where

�(x;t)=

Z

dyk(x;t;y;T)g(y) (3)

��(y;s)=

Z

dxk(x;0;y;s)f(x)
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which im plem ents a consistent propagation ofthe density �(x;t) = �(x;t)��(x;t)

between itsboundary versions,according to:

�(x;t)=

Z

p(y;s;x;t)�(y;s)dy (4)

0� s� t< T

For a given sem igroup which is characterized by its generator (Ham iltonian),the

kernelk(y;s;x;t) and the em erging transition probability density p(y;s;x;t) are

uniquein view oftheuniquenessofsolutionsf(x);g(y)of(1).ForM arkovprocesses,

the knowledge ofthe transition probability density p(y;s;x;t)forallinterm ediate

tim es0� s< t� T su�cesforthederivation ofallotherrelevantcharacteristics.

In the fram ework ofthe Schr�odinger problem the choice ofthe integralkernel

k(y;0;x;T)isarbitrary,exceptforthestrictpositivity and continuity dem and.As

long asthere isno "natural" physicalm otivation forits concrete functionalform ,

theproblem isabstractand ofno directphysicalrelevance.

However,in thecontextofparabolicpartialdi�erentialequationsthis"natural"

choiceisautom atically settled iftheFeynm an-Kacform ula can beutilized to repre-

sentsolutions.Indeed,in thiscasean unam bigousstrictly positivesem igroup kernel

which isa continuousfunction ofitsargum ents,can beintroduced fora broad class

of(adm issible[11])potentials.Tim edependentpotentialsarehereincluded aswell

[12,13]. M oreover,in Ref. [8]we have discussed a possible phenom enologicalsig-

ni�canceoftheFeynm an-Kacpotentials,ascontrasted totheusualidenti�cation of

Sm oluchowskidriftswith force �eldsa�ecting particles(up to a coe�cient)in the

standard theory ofstochasticdi�usion processes.

In theexisting probabilisticinvestigations[5,6,14,8,9],based on theexploita-

tion ofthe Schr�odingerproblem strategy,itwasgenerally assum ed thatthe kernel

actually isa fundam entalsolution oftheparabolicequation.Itm eansthattheker-

nelisafunction with continuousderivatives:�rstorder-with respecttotim e,second

order-with respectto space variables. Then,the transition probability density de-

�ned by (2)is a fundam entalsolution ofthe Fokker-Planck (second Kolm ogorov)

equation in thepairx;tofvariables,and assuch isatthesam etim easolution ofthe

backward (�rstKolm ogorov)equation in the pairy;s. Thisfeature wasexploited

in [8,9].

Thereisa num berofm athem aticalsubtletiesinvolved in thefundam entalsolu-

tion notion,since in this case,the Feynm an-Kac kernelm ust be a solution ofthe

parabolic equation itself. In general,Feynm an-Kac kernels m ay have granted the

existencestatus,even ascontinuousfunctions[11,13,15],butm ay notbedi�eren-

tiable,and need nottobesolutionsofany conceivablepartialdi�erentialequations.
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To ourknowledge,thiscom plication in the study ofM arkovian representations

ofthe Schr�odinger interpolating dynam ics (and the quantum Schr�odinger picture

dynam ics in particular) has never been addressed in the literature. M oreover,it

isfarfrom being obvious thatthisM arkovian interpolation actually is a di�usion

process.

II. Schr�odinger’s interpolation problem : general

derivation ofthe stochastic evolution

1. T he Schr�odinger system ofintegralequations

W e shallcom plem ent our previous analysis [8,9]by discussing the issue in m ore

detail.Itturnsoutthethecrucialstep liesin a properchoiceofthestrictly positive

and continuousfunction k(y;s;x;t);s< twhich,ifwe wantto constructa M arkov

process,hastosatisfytheChapm an-Kolm ogorov(sem igroup com position)equation.

To proceed generally letusconsidera pairofpartialdi�erentialequationsforreal

functionsu(x;t)and v(x;t):

@tu(x;t)= 4 u(x;t)� c(x;t)u(x;t) (5)

@tv(x;t)= �4 v(x;t)+ c(x;t)v(x;t)

where,wehaveelim inated allunnecessary dim ensionalparam eters.

Usually,[15,11],c(x;t)isassum ed to bea continuousand bounded from below

function.W eshalladoptweakerconditions.Nam ely,letusdecom posec(x;t)into a

sum ofpositive and negative term s:c(x;t)= c+ (x;t)� c� (x;t);c� � 0 where (a)

c� (x;t)isbounded,while (b)c+ (x;t)isbounded on com pactsetsofR � [0;T].It

m eansthatc(x;t)isbounded from below and locally bounded from above.Clearly,

c(x;t)needsnotto bea continuousfunction and then weencounterweak solutions

of(5)which adm itdiscontinuities.

W ith the �rst(forward)equation (5)we can im m ediately associate an integral

kernelofthetim e-dependentsem igroup (theexponentialoperatorshould beunder-

stood asthetim e-ordered expression):

k(y;s;x;t)= [exp(�

Z
t

s

H (�)d�)](y;x) (6)

whereH (�)= �4 + c(�).Itisclear,thatfordiscontinuousc(x;t),no fundam ental

solutionsareadm itted by (5).
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By theFeynm an-Kacform ula,[13,12],weget

k(y;s;x;t)=

Z

exp[�

Z t

s

c(!(�);�)d�]d�
(y;s)

(x;t)
(!) (7)

whered�
(y;s)

(x;t)
(!)istheconditionalW ienerm easureoversam plepathsofthestandard

Brownian m otion.

Itiswellknown thatk isstrictly positive in case ofc(x;t)which iscontinuous

and bounded from below;typicalproofsare given underan additionalassum ption

thatcdoesnotdepend on tim e [15]. However,ourassum ptionsaboutc(x;t)were

weaker,and to see that nonetheless k is strictly positive we shallfollow the idea

ofTheorem 3.3.3 in [15]. Nam ely,the conditionalW iener m easure d�
(y;s)

(x;t)
can be

written asfollows

d�
(y;s)

(x;t)
= [4�(t� s)]� 1=2exp[�

(x � y)2

4(t� s)
]d�

(y;s)

(x;t)
(8)

whered�
(y;s)

(x;t)
isthenorm alised W ienerm easure[11].W ecan alwayschooseacertain

num berr> 0 to constrain theevent(sam plepath)set


(r)= [! :X s(!)= y;X t(!)= x;sups� �� tjX �(!)j� r] (9)

Itcom prisesthesesam pletrajectorieswhich arebounded by r on thetim einterval

[s;t].In theabove,X t(!)isthevaluetaken by therandom variableX (t)attim et,

whilea concrete!-th path issam pled.By properly tuning r,wecan alwaysachieve

Z


(r)

d�
(y;s)

(x;t)
�
1

2
(10)

which im pliesthat

k(y;s;x;t)�
1

2
[4�(t� s)]

� 1=2
exp[�

(x � y)2

4(t� s)
]exp[�(t� s)C]> 0 (11)

C = sups� �� t;!2
(r) c+ (X �(!);�)

where,byourassum ptions,c+ isbounded on com pactsets.Consequently,thekernel

k isstrictly positive .

W ith theSchr�odingerboundary data problem on m ind,wem ustsettle an issue

ofthe continuity ofthe kernel. To thisend,letusinvoke a wellknown procedure

ofrescaling ofpath integrals[11,16]:by passing from the"unscaled" sam plepaths

!(t)overwhich theconditionalW ienerm easureintegrates,to the"scaled" pathsof

the Brownian bridge,the (y;x)conditioning can be taken away from the m easure.
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Then,instead ofsam ple paths ! connecting points y and x in the tim e interval

t� s > 0,we considerthe appropriately "scaled" pathsofthe Brownian bridge �

connecting thepoint0 with 0 again,in the(scaled)tim e1.Itispossible,in view of

thedecom position [11,16]:

!(�)= (
t

t� s
�

�

t� s
)y+ (

�

t� s
�

s

t� s
)x+

p
t� s�(

�

t� s
�

s

t� s
) (12)

where� standsforthe"scaled" Brownian bridge.Then,wecan write

k(y;s;x;t)= [4�(t� s)]� 1=2exp[�
(x � y)2

4(t� s)
]

Z

d�(�)� (13)

exp[�

Z t

s

c(
t� �

t� s
y+

� � s

t� s
x +

p
t� s�(

� � s

t� s
);�)d�]

whered�(�)= d�
(0;0)

(0;1)
(!)isthenorm alized W ienerm easureintegratingwith respect

to the "scaled" Brownian bridge paths,which begin and term inate atthe origin 0

in-between "scaled tim e" instants:0 corresponding to � = sand 1 corresponding to

� = t.

Thisrepresentation ofk,ifcom bined with theassum ption thatc(x;t)isacontin-

uousfunction,allowstoconclude,[11],thatthekerneliscontinuousin allvariables.

However,ourpreviousassum ptionswere weaker,and itisinstructive to know that

through suitable approxim ation techniques,Theorem B.7.1 in Ref.[13]provesthat

thekernelisjointly continuousin ourcaseaswell.

Itisalso clearthatk(y;s;x;t)satis�esthe Chapm an-Kolm ogorov com position

rule. So,the �rst equation (5) can be used to de�ne the Feynm an-Kac kernel,

appropriate forthe Schr�odinger problem analysis in term s ofa M arkov stochastic

process.

Letusconsider an arbitrary (atthe m om ent)pairofstrictly positive,butnot

necessarily continuous,boundary densities�0(x)and �T(x).By Jam ison’sprincipal

theorem [4]there existsa unique pairofstrictly positive,locally (i.e. on com pact

sets) integrable functions f(x) and g(x) solving the Schr�odinger system (1),e.g.

such that �0(x)= f(x)
R

k(x;0;y;T)g(y)dy and �T(x) = g(x)
R

k(y;0;x;T)f(y)dy

with thekernelk(y;s;x;t)given by (7).

Letusde�ne:

g(x;t)=

Z

k(x;t;y;T)g(y)dy ; f(x;t)=

Z

k(y;0;x;t)f(y)dy (14)

The above integrals exist at least for alm ost every x so that there appears the

problem ofthe existence ofa unique and continuoustransition probability density
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p(y;s;x;t),(2).W eshallassum ethatthefunction g(y)isbounded atin�nity.This

m eans that there exists a constant C > 0 and a com pact set K � R such that

g(y)� C forally 2 RnK .Then,forallt< T and any sequenceshn ! 0;sn ! 0,

asn ! 1 weget(lim standsforlim n! 1 ):

lim jg(x+ hn;t+ sn)� g(x;t)j� lim j

Z

K

[k(x+ hn;t+ sn;y;T)� k(x;t;y;T)]g(y)dyj+

lim j

Z

R nK

[k(x+ hn;t+ sn;y;T)� k(x;t;y;T)]g(y)dyj� (15)

lim supy2K jk(x + hn;t+ sn;y;T)� k(x;t;y;T)j

Z

K

g(y)dy+

C � lim

Z

R nK

jk(x+ hn;t+ sn;y;T)� k(x;t;y;T)jdy

The �rst term tends to zero because k is jointly continuous and g is locally in-

tegrable.The second one tends to zero because ofthe Lebesgue bounded conver-

gencetheorem .Consequently,ourassum ption su�cestom akeg(x;t)continuouson

R � [0;T).Sim ilarly,wecan provethatg(x;t)isbounded.

Now,wecan setaccording to (2),p(y;s;x;t)= k(y;s;x;t)g(x;t)=g(y;s).Then,

p(y;s;x;t),0 � s < t� T becom es a transition probability density ofa M arkov

stochastic process with a factorized density �(x;t) = f(x;t)g(x;t). Clearly,this

stochastic processinterpolatesbetween the boundary data �0 and �T astim e con-

tinuously variesfrom 0toT.Noticethat(15)im pliesthecontinuity ofpin thetim e

interval[0;T).

Although p(y;s;x;t)iscontinuous in allvariables,we cannotbe sure thatthe

interpolating stochastic process has continuous trajectories,and no speci�c (e.g.

Fokker-Planck)partialdi�erentialequation can bereadily associated with thisdy-

nam ics. Therefore, we m ust explicitly verify whether the associated process is

stochastically continuous. Ifso,we should know whetheritiscontinuous(i.e. ad-

m itscontinuoustrajectories).Eventually,weshould check thevailidityofconditions

underwhich the investigated interpolation can be regarded asa di�usion process.

The subsequent analysiswillprove thatthisultim ate goalresultsonly due to the

gradualstrengthening ofconditionsim posed on theparabolicsystem (5).

2. Stochastic continuity ofthe process

Apartfrom the generality ofform ulation ofthe Schr�odingerinterpolation problem

which appears to preclude an unam bigous identi�cation (di�usion or not) ofthe

constructed stochastic process,we can prove in the present case,a fundam ental
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property ofa stochastic dynam icscalled a stochastic continuity ofthe process. In

this connection, com pare e.g. [5,17]and [18],where this property is linked to

the uniqueness ofthe corresponding M arkov sem igroup generator. The stochastic

continuity property is a necessary condition for the process to adm it continuous

trajectories.

The stochastic processisstochastically continuous,ifforthe probability ofthe

occurenceofsam plepaths!,such thattherandom variablevaluesX t(!)along the

trajectory obey jX t(!)� X s(!)j� � ; s < t,the following lim iting behaviour is

recovered

lim t#sP[! :jX t(!)� X s(!)j� �]= 0 (16)

forevery positive �.Thisdem and can bewritten in a m ore handy way in term sof

thetransition probability density p(y;s;x;t)and thedensity �(x;t)oftheprocess:

lim t#s[

Z
+ 1

� 1

dy�(y;s)

Z

jx� yj� �

p(y;s;x;t)dx]= 0 (17)

So,forthetransition density to bestochastically continuous,itsu�cesthat

lim 4 s#0

Z

jx� yj� �

p(y;s;x;s+ 4 s)dx = 0 (18)

foralm ostevery y 2 R.

In view ofourconstruction,(2),wehave:

lim 4 s#0

Z

jx� yj� �

p(y;s;x;s+ 4 s)dx = (19)

1

g(y;s)
lim 4 s#0

Z

jx� yj� �

dx k(y;s;x;s+ 4 s)

Z
+ 1

� 1

k(x;s+ 4 s;z;T)g(z)dz

Bychangingtheorderofintegrations(allowedbypositivityoftheinvolved functions)

weget:

lim 4 s#0

Z

jx� yj� �

p(y;s;x;s+ 4 s)dx =
1

g(y;s)
lim 4 s#0

Z
+ 1

� 1

dzg(z) (20)

[

Z

jx� yj� 0

dxk(y;s;x;s+ 4 s)k(x;s+ 4 s;z;T)]

Because the potentialisbounded from below,c� �M forsom e M > 0,we easily

arriveattheestim ates(usethe"scaled" Brownian bridgeargum ent)

k(y;s;x;s+ 4 s)� (4�4 s)� 1=2exp[�
(x � y)2

44 s
]exp(M 4 s) (21)
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and

k(x;s+ 4 s;z;T)� [4�(T � s� 4 s)]� 1=2 exp[�
(z� x)2

4(T � s� 4 s)
]exp[M (T � s� 4 s)]

(22)

Then weget:

0� lim 4 s#0

Z

jx� yj� �

k(y;s;x;s+ 4 s)k(x;s+ 4 s;z;T)dx �

[4�(T � s)]� 1=2exp[M (T � s)]lim 4 s#0 (4�4 s)
� 1=2

(23)

Z

jx� yj� �

dxexp[�
(x � y)2

44 s
]exp[�

(z� x)2

4(T � s� 4 s)
]= 0

So,by theclassicLebesguebounded (dom inated)convergencetheorem ,therequired

lim itingpropertylim 4 s! 0

R

jx� yj� �p(y;s;x;s+ 4 s)dx = 0followsand(16)holdstrue.

Asm entioned before,the stochastic continuity ofthe M arkov processisa nec-

essary condition forthe processto be continuousin a m ore pedestrian sense,i. e.

to adm it continuous sam ple paths. However,it is insu�cient. Hence,additional

requirem ents are necessary to allow fora standard di�usion process realization of

solutionsofthegeneralSchr�odingerproblem ,(1)-(3).

In thenextsection weshallprovethatourprocesscan beregarded ascontinuous,

by requiring a certain correlation between the kernelk(y;s;x;t) and a function

g(x;t),(14).

3. C ontinuity ofthe process

Itiswellknown thata solution ofa parabolic equation cannottend to zero arbi-

trarily fast,when jxj! 1 ,[19]. Roughly speaking,itcannotfallo� fasterthan a

fundam entalsolution (provided itexists). In fact,the solution isknown to fallo�

asfastasthe fundam entalsolution,when the initialboundary data coincide with

the Dirac m easure. Ifa supportofthe initialdata isspread (i.e. notpoint-wise),

then thesolution fallo� isslowlierthan thisofthefundam entalone.

In our discussion, where g(x;t) is a generalized solution and k(y;s;x;t) is a

Feynm an-Kac kernelwhich doesnotneed to be a fundam entalsolution,we expect

a sim ilarbehaviour.M athem atically,ourdem and willbeexpressed asfollows.Let

t� sbesm alland K bea com pactsubsetin R.Becauseg(x;t)issupported on the

wholeR,so in thedecom position

g(y;s)=

Z

K

k(y;s;x;t)g(x;t)dx+

Z

R nK

k(y;s;x;t)g(x;t)dx (24)
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thesecond term becom esrelevantwhen jyj! 1 .Itam ountsto(inthedenom inator

thereappearsg(y;s)):

lim jyj! 1

R
+ 1

� 1 k(y;s;x;t)g(x;t)�K (x)dx
R
+ 1

� 1 k(y;s;x;t)g(x;t)dx
= 0 (25)

where �K isan indicatorfunction ofthe setK ,which isequalone forx 2 K and

zero otherwise.

By m eans ofthe transition probability density p(y;s;x;t) let us introduce a

transform ation

(Tt
sf)(y)=

Z
+ 1

� 1

p(y;s;x;t)f(x)dx (26)

ofafunction f(x),continuousand vanishingatin�nity (weshallusean abbreviation

f 2 C1 (R)to expressthisfact).Itisclearthat(T
t
sf)(x)isa continuousfunction.

Fora suitablecom pactsetK wecan alwaysguarranteetheproperty jf(x)j< � for

every x 2 RnK . Then,ifwe exploitthe property
R

R nK p(y;s;x;t)dx � 1 ifs < t

and thede�nition ofp in term sofk and g,wearriveat

j(Tt
sf)(y)j �

Z

K

p(y;s;x;t)jf(x;t)jdx +

Z

R nK

p(y;s;x;t)jf(x;t)jdx � (27)

[

Z

K

p(y;s;x;t)dx]

Z

K

jf(x;t)jdx + supx2R nK jf(x;t)j

Z

R nK

p(y;s;x;t)dx �

[

Z

K

jf(x;t)jdx]

R

K k(y;s;x;t)g(x;t)dx
R
+ 1

� 1 k(y;s;x;t)g(x;t)dx
+ �

Itim pliesthatforsm allt� s,lim jyj! 1 (T
t
sf)(y)= 0,and so Tt

s form san inhom o-

geneousin tim e sem igroup ofpositive contractionson C1 (R). Forarbitrary tand

s theresultfollowsby the obviousdecom position property Tt
s = Ts1

s Ts2
s1
� � � Tt

sn
.In

the wellestablished term inology,ourp(y;s;x;t)isa C1 -Fellertransition function

and leadsto a regularM arkov process,[17].M oreover,by thestochasticcontinuity

ofp(y;s;x;t),Tt
s isstrongly continuous.

Asyet,we do notknow whethertheprocessitselfiscontinuousi.e.hascontin-

uoussam ple paths.To thisend,itsu�cesto check whetherthe so called "Dynkin

condition",[20]

lim t#s

1

t� s
supy2K [

Z

jx� yj> �

p(y;s;x;t)dx]= 0 (28)

isvalid forevery � > 0 and every com pactsetK . W e have (rem em berthatg(x;t)

isstrictly positive,continuousand bounded):

supy2K

Z

jx� yj> �

p(y;s;x;t)dx = supy2K
1

g(y;s)

Z

jx� yj> �

k(y;s;x;t)g(x;t)dx �

10



supx g(x;t)

infy2K g(y;s)

Z

jx� yj> �

k(y;s;x;t)dx � C

Z

jx� yj> �

k0(x� y;t� s)dx (29)

where(com paree.g.thepreviousestim ate(22))

C =
supx g(x;t)

infy2K g(y;s)
exp[M (t� s)] (30)

and k0(x� y;t� s)istheheatkernel.

Finally,wearriveat:

lim t#s

1

t� s
supy2K [

Z

jx� yj> �

p(y;s;x;t)dx] �

C lim t#s

1

t� s

Z

jzj> �

k0(z;t� s)dz = 0 (31)

So,thestochastic processwearedealing with,iscontinuous.Interestingly,"a con-

tinuousin tim eparam eterstochasticprocesseswhich possessesthe(strong)M arkov

property and forwhich the sam ple pathsX (t)are alm ostalways(i.e. with proba-

bility one)continuousfunctionsoftiscalled a di�usion process",see e.g. chapter

15 of[20].

4. T heinterpolating stochasticdynam ics:com patibility w ith

the tem porally adjoint parabolic evolutions

The form ulas (14) determ ine what is called, [12], the generalized solution of a

parabolic equation: it adm its functions which are not necessarily continuous and

ifcontinuous,then not necessarily di�erentiable. Before,we have established the

continuity ofthe generalized solution g(x;t) under rather m ild assum ption about

the behaviour ofg(x) at spatialin�nity. In fact,the sam e assum ption works for

f(x;t).Butnothing hasbeen said aboutthedi�erentiability off(x;t)and g(x;t).

Consequently,ourreasoning seem s to be som ewhat divorced from the original

partialdi�erentialequations (5),for which we can take for granted that certain

solutionsu(x;t)and v(x;t)existin the tim einterval0 � t� T.Forthis,we m ust

assum ethatc(x;t)isa continuousfunction.

Let us consider the solutions of(5) that are bounded functions oftheir argu-

m ents. Itisinstructive to pointoutthatwe do notim pose any restrictionson the

growth ofc(x;t) when jxj! 1 ,and consequently we do not assum e that solu-

tionsofparabolic equations(5)have bounded derivatives. Then,[12],the solution

11



u(x;t)ofthe forward parabolic equation (5)isknown to adm itthe Feynm an-Kac

representation with theintegralkernel(7),(13),where

u(x;t)=

Z

k(y;s;x;t)u(y;s)dy (32)

for0� s< t� T.Atthispointletusde�ne

U(x;t)= v(x;T � t) (33)

for allt2 [0;T]and observe that,as a consequence ofthe tim e adjoint equation

(5)forwhich v(x;t)isa solution,the newly introduced function U(x;t)solvesthe

forward equation (5):

@tU(x;t)= 4 U(x;t)� c(x;T � t)U(x;t) (34)

with a slightly rearranged potential:c(x;t)! c(x;T � t).By the assum ed bound-

ednessofthesolution v(x;t)of(5),wearriveattheFeynm an-Kacform ula

U(x;t)=

Z

K (y;s;x;t)U(y;s)dy (35)

with the corresponding kernelK (y;s;x;t)ofthe (tim e ordering im plicit)operator

exp[�
Rt

s H (T � �)d�],whereH (T � �)= �4 + c(T � �).Letusem phasizethatin

case ofthe tim e independentpotential,c(x;t)= c(x)forall0 � t� T,the kernel

K coincideswith k.

The previous Brownian bridge argum ent (12),(13)retainsitsvalidity,and we

have:

K (y;s;x;t)= [4�(t� s)]� 1=2exp[�
(x � y)2

4(t� s)
]� (36)

Z

d�(�)exp[�

Z t

s

c(
t� �

t� s
y+

� � s

t� s
x+

p
t� s�(

� � s

t� s
);T � �)d�]

which,afterspecializingtothecaseofs= 0;t= T and accountingfortheinvariance

ofthe Brownian bridge m easure with respect to the replacem ent ofsam ple paths

!(�)by sam plepaths!(T � �),[7,27],givesriseto:

K (y;0;x;T)= (4�T)� 1=2exp[�
(x � y)2

4T
]� (37)

Z

d�(�)exp[�

Z T

0

c(
�

T
y+ (1�

�

T
)x+

p
T �(

�

T
);�)d�]

where� = T � �.
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A com parison of(37)with (13)provesthatwehavederived an identity:

K (y;0;x;T)= k(x;0;y;T) (38)

whoseim m ediateconsequence istheform ula

U(x;T)= v(x;0)=

Z

k(x;0;y;T)v(y;T)dy (39)

forthebackward propagation ofv(y;T)into v(x;0).

W eshallutilize(39)and (32),underan additionalassum ption thattheprevious,

hitherto arbitrary,probability density data �0(x);�T(x),actually aredeterm ined by

theinitialand term inalvaluesofthesolutionsu(x;t);v(x;t)of(5),according to:

�0(x)= u(x;0)v(x;0)

�T(x)= u(x;T)v(x;T) (40)

Our present aim is to show that with this assum ption,we can identify the (still

abstract) functions f(x;t),g(x;t),(14),with u(x;t) and v(x;t) respectively. By

(32),(39)thereholds:

�0(x)= u(x;0)

Z

k(x;0;y;T)v(y;T)dy (41)

�T(x)= v(x;T)

Z

k(y;0;x;T)u(y;0)dy

and,in view oftheuniquenessofsolution oftheSchr�odingersystem ,oncethebound-

ary densitiesand thecontinuousstrictly positivekernelarespeci�ed,werealizethat

thepropagation form ulas(14)involvesolutionsof(5)through therespectively initial

and term inaldata:

f(x)= u(x;0)

g(x)= v(x;T) (42)

M oreover,(5),(14)im plythatf(x;t)= u(x;t)holdstrueidentically forallt2 [0;T].

W hatrem ainsto besettled iswhetherthefunction g(x;t)can beidenti�ed with

thesolution v(x;t)of(5)forallt2 [0;T].

This property is obvious,when the tim e independent potentialc(x) is inves-

tigated instead ofthe m ore generalc(x;t). As well,the identi�cation is with no

doubtin case when k(y;s;x;t)isa fundam entalsolution ofthe parabolicequation

in variablesx;t.In thiscase,k(y;s;x;t)isa uniquesolution ofthesystem (5),and

solvesthe adjointequation in variablesy;s,[21,22,23]. Then,because f(x);g(x)

are locally integrable,an im m ediate consequence is,[24],that f(x;t) and g(x;t)

13



are positive solutions of(5). The identi�cation ofthem with u(x;t) and v(x;t)

respectively,followsfrom theuniquenessofpositivesolutions,[22].

Letusbegin from a m inorgeneralization of(22),and de�ne:

Us(x;t)= v(x;T + s� t) ; t2 [s;T] (43)

Clearly,aparabolicequation (34)issatis�ed by Us(x;t),ifinstead ofc(x;T � t),the

potentialc(x;T + s� t)isintroduced.An im m ediatepropagation form ula follows

Us(x;t)=

Z

K s(y;s;x;t)Us(y;s)dy (44)

TheintegralkernelK s di�ersfrom thepreviousK ,(36),in theexplicittim edepen-

dence ofthe potentialc(x;T � �)! c(x;T + s� �). By putting T = tin (44)we

get:

v(x;s)=

Z

K s(y;s;x;T)v(y;T)dy (45)

and by thepreviouspartofourdem onstration weknow that

g(x;s)=

Z

k(x;s;y;T)v(y;T)dy (46)

Atthispoint,itisenough to provethattheidentity (cf.(38))

K s(y;s;x;T)= k(x;s;y;T) (47)

takesplaceforany s;0� s� T .

LetusexploittheBrownian bridgescaling (13)again,so that

k(x;s;y;T)= [4�(T � s)]� 1=2exp[�
(x� y)2

4(T � s)
]� (48)

Z

d�(�)exp[�

Z
T

s

c(
T � �

T � s
x +

� � s

T � s
y+

p
T � s�(

� � s

T � s
);�)d�]

and,analogously

K s(y;s;x;T)= [4�(T � s)]
� 1=2

exp[�
(x� y)2

4(T � s)
]� (49)

Z

d�(�)exp[�

Z
T

s

c(
T � �

T � s
y+

� � s

T � s
x+

p
T � s�(

� � s

T � s
);T + s� �)d�]

By changing:

�(
� � s

T � s
)) �(1�

� � s

T � s
)= �(

T � �

T � s
) (50)
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and substituting � = T + s� �,where � only is the running variable,we �nally

recover

K s(y;s;x;T)= [4�(T � s)]� 1=2exp[�
(x � y)2

T � s
]� (51)

Z

d�(�)exp[�

Z s

T

c(
� � s

T � s
y+

T � �

T � s
x+

p
T � s�(

� � s

T � s
);�)(�d�)]= k(x;s;y;T)

Hence,

g(x;s)= v(x;s) (52)

isvalidforalltim einstants0� s� T.Thisim pliesthatp(y;s;x;t)= k(y;s;x;t)
v(x;t)

v(y;s)

de�nesa consistenttransition probability density ofthe continuousM arkovian in-

terpolation.

W ehavesucceeded to provethat:

(i)Ifacontinuous,strictly positiveFeynm an-Kackerneloftheforward parabolic

equation (5)isem ployed tosolvetheSchr�odingerboundary data problem (1)foran

arbitrarypairofnonzeroprobabilitydensities�0(x)and�T(x),thenwecanconstruct

a M arkov stochastic process,which iscontinuousand providesforan interpolation

between theseboundary data in thetim einterval[0;T].

(ii)Given thetim eadjointparabolicsystem (5)with bounded solutionsu(x;t);

v(x;t) in the tim e interval[0;T]. Ifthe boundary densities are de�ned according

to (40),then the Schr�odinger problem (1)-(3)provides us with a unique continu-

ous M arkov interpolation,thatis com patible with the tim e evolution of�(x;t)=

u(x;t)v(x;t);t2 [0;T].

5. W hence di�usions ?

Ourstrategy,ofdeducing a probabilisticsolution oftheSchr�odingerboundary data

problem in term sofM arkov stochasticprocessesrunning in a continuoustim e,was

accom plished in a num ber ofsteps accom panied by the gradualstrengthening of

restrictions im posed on the Feynm an-Kac potential,to yield a continuous process

(cf.Section II.3),and eventually togetitcom patiblewith agiven aprioriparabolic

evolution (Section II.4).In a broad sense,[20],itcan benam ed a di�usion.

However, this rather broad de�nition of the di�usion process is signi�cantly

narrowed in thephysicalliterature:whiledem anding thecontinuity oftheprocess,

the additionalrestrictions are im posed to guarrantee that the m ean and variance

ofthe in�nitesim aldisplacem entsofthe processhave the standard m eaning ofthe

driftand di�usion coe�cient,respectively,[26].
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Accordingtothegeneralwisdom ,di�usionsariseinconjunctionwiththeparabolic

evolution equations,since then only the conditionalaveragesare believed to m ake

sense in the localdescription ofthe dynam ics. It is not accidentalthat forward

parabolic equations (5) are com m only called the generalized di�usion equations.

Also,the fact that the Feynm an-Kac form ula involves the integration over sam -

ple paths ofthe W iener process,seem s to suggest som e di�usive features ofthe

Schr�odingerinterpolation,even ifweareunableto establish thisfactin a canonical

m anner.

Clearly,theconditionsvalid forany � > 0:

(a)there holdslim t#s
1

t� s

R

jy� xj> �p(y;s;x;t)dx = 0,(notice that(a)isa directcon-

sequence ofthestronger,Dynkin condition,(28)),

(b)thereexistsa driftfunction b(x;s)= lim t#s
1

t� s

R

jy� sj� �(y� x)p(x;s;y;t)dy,

(c)thereexistsa di�usion function a(x;s)= lim t#s
1

t� s

R

jy� xj� �(y� x)2p(x;s;y;t)dy,

areconventionally interpreted to de�nea di�usion process,[26].

To our knowledge, no rigorous dem onstration is available in the Schr�odinger

problem context,in case when the involved sem igroup kernelisnota fundam ental

solution oftheparabolicequation.

Letusim posearestriction on alowerbound ofasolution v(x;t)ofthebackward

equation (5).Nam ely,weassum ethatthereexistconstantsc1 > 0;c2 > 0 such that

v(y;s) � c1exp(�c2y
2) for alls 2 [0;t];t < T. This property was found to be

respected by a largeclassofparabolicequations,[25],and itautom atically ensures

thatthecondition (25)ofSection II.3 issatis�ed.Indeed:

0� lim jyj! 1

1

v(y;s)

Z
+ 1

� 1

k(y;s;x;t)v(x;t)�K (x)dx �

1

c1
[4�(t� s)]� 1=2 exp[M (t� s)]� (53)

[supx2K v(x;t)]lim jyj! 1 exp(c2y
2
)

Z

K

exp[�
(x � y)2

4(t� s)
dx]= 0

ift� s� � forsu�ciently sm all� > 0 (likeforexam ple� = 1=16c2).

Itisourpurposeto com pletethepreviousanalysisby dem onstrating that,with

theaboveassum ption on v(x;t),thecontinuousM arkovprocesswehaveconstructed

actually isthedi�usion process.

Oursubsequentargum entswillrely on theDynkin treatise[17].Itiswellknown

that the in�nitesim al(local) characteristics ofa continuous M arkov process can

be de�ned in term s ofits,so called,characteristic operator. It is closely linked

with the standard in�nitesim al(M arkov) generator ofthe process, and we shall
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take advantage ofthis link in below. Let us agree, following Dynkin, to calla

continuousM arkov processa di�usion,ifitscharacteristicoperatorU isde�ned on

twice di�erentiable functions(we skip m ore detailed de�nition,[17]). In thiscase

x ! x� x0 and x ! (x� x0)
2 allow forthede�nition ofadriftand di�usion function

respectively:

[U(x � x0)](x0;s)= b(x0;s) (54)

[U((x � x0)
2
)](x0;s)= a(x0;s)

ByresultsofSectionsII.3andII.4weknow thatourtransitionprobabilitydensity

p(y;s;x;t)= k(y;s;x;t)
v(x;t)

v(y;s)
,inspired by theSchr�odingerboundary data problem ,

givesrise to a continuousM arkov process. To see whetheritcan be regarded asa

di�usion,wem ustverify theabovetwo de�ning properties(54).

At�rst,letusconsiderthe in�nitesim aloperatorA (M arkov generator)ofthe

corresponding strongly continuoussem igroup Tt
s :C1 (R)! C1 (R),which wehave

introduced via the form ula (26). W e are interested in dom ain properties ofA,in

view ofthefactthatthecharacteristicoperatorU isanaturalextension ofA,A � U,

[17].

W edenoteC 2
c(R)thespaceofcontinuousfunctionswith com pactsupportwhich

possesscontinuousderivativesup to second order.Forh 2 C 2
c(R)wehave

lim �#0

1

�
[

Z
+ 1

� 1

p(y;s;x;s+ �)h(x)dx� h(y)]= (55)

1

v(y;s)
lim �#0

1

�
[

Z
+ 1

� 1

k(y;s;x;s+ �)v(x;s+ �)h(x)dx � v(y;s)h(y)]

Becausev iscontinuously di�erentiablewith respectto tim e,wehave

v(x;s+ �)= v(x;s)+ � @sv(x;s
0
) (56)

where(cf.thestandard Taylorexpansion form ula)s0= s+ #�;0� # � 1.Hence

lim �#0

1

�
[

Z
+ 1

� 1

p(y;s;x;s+ �)h(x)� h(y)]= (57)

1

v(y;s)
lim �#0

1

�
[

Z
+ 1

� 1

dxk(y;s;x;s+ �)v(x;s)h(x)� v(y;s)h(x)]+

1

v(y;s)
lim �#0[

Z
+ 1

� 1

k(y;s;x;s+ �)@sv(x;s
0
)h(x)dx]

W eshallexploitthestrongly continuoussem igroup evolution associated with the

parabolicsystem (5).Becauseofthedom ain property:C 1
c (R)� D (H )thesm ooth
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functionswith com pactsupportareacted upon by H = 4 � c(x;s)and H isclosed

asan operatoron C1 (R). Butthen also C 2
c(R)� D (H )and so the �rstterm in

(57)takestheform :

1

v(y;s)
[4 (vh)(y;s)� c(y;s)v(y;s)h(y)] (58)

whilethesecond equals

1

v(y;s)
[@sv(y;s)]f(y)=

1

v(y;s)
[�4 v(y;s)+ c(y;s)v(y;s)]f(y) (59)

Thus,(55)ispoint-wiseconvergent:

lim �#0

1

�
[

Z
+ 1

� 1

p(y;s;x;s+ �)h(x)dx� h(y)]= (60)

1

v(y;s)
[(4 v(y;s)h(y)+ 2r v(y;s)r h(y)+ v(y;s)4 h(y)� c(y;s)v(y;s)h(y)�

(4 v(y;s))h(y)+ c(y;s)v(y;s)h(y)]= 4 h(y)+ 2(
r v

v
)(y;s)r h(y)

Now,weshallestablish theboundednessof:

supy2R ;0< �< � [
1

�
j

Z
+ 1

� 1

p(y;s;x;s+ �)h(x)dx � h(y)j] (61)

forsom esm all�.

BecauseC 2
c(R)� D (H ),so thereholds

1

�
[

Z
+ 1

� 1

k(y;s;x;s+ �)v(x;s)h(x)dx � v(y;s)h(y)]! [4 � c(y;s)](vf)(y;s) (62)

uniform ly in y,as� ! 0.Itim pliesthatforany com pactsetK thereis

supy2K ;0< �< �

1

�
j

Z
+ 1

� 1

p(y;s;x;s+ �)h(x)� h(y)j� (63)

[supy2K
1

v(y;s)
]supy2K ;0< �< �[

1

�
j

Z
+ 1

� 1

k(y;s;x;s+ �)v(x;s)h(x)dx� v(y;s)h(y)j+

j

Z
+ 1

� 1

k(y;s;x;s+ �)@sv(x;s
0
)h(x)dxj]< 1

W ehavethustherequired boundednessforally 2 K i.e.on com pactsets.

18



For y 2 RnK we shallm ake the following estim ations. Because the support

ofh is com pact,we can de�ne supph � [�n;n]forsom e naturalnum ber n. Let

K = [�3n;3n].Then:

supy2R nK ;0< �< �

1

�
j

Z
+ 1

� 1

p(y;s;x;s+ �)h(x)dx � h(y)j=

supy2R nK ;0< �< �

1

�
j

Z

K

p(y;s;x;s+ �)h(x)dxj� (64)

[supx2K jh(x)j]supy2R nK ;0< �< �

1

�

1

v(y;s)

Z

K

k(y;s;x;s+ �)v(x;s+ �)dx �

[supx2K jh(x)j][supx2K ;s� s0� s+ �v(x;s
0
)]supy2R nK ;0< �< �

1

�

1

v(y;s)

Z

k(y;s;x;s+ �)dx

In view ofourassum ption v(y;s)� c1exp(�c2y
2),thereholds:

supy2R nK ;0< �< �

1

�
j

Z

p(y;s;x;s+ �)h(x)dxj� (65)

C � supjyj� 3n;0< �< � exp(c2y
2
)�� 3=2

Z
+ n

� n

exp[�
(x � y)2

4�
dx

where

C = c1(4�)
� 1=2exp(M �)[supx2K jh(x)j]supx2K ;s< s0< s+ �v(x;s

0
) (66)

Ifwechoose� = 1=16c2,then

exp(c2y
2
)

Z

exp[�
(x � y)2

4�
]dx � 4�exp(�

n2

�
) (67)

forevery jyj� 3n,and so

supy2R nK ;0< �< �

1

�
j

Z

p(y;s;x;s+ �)h(x)dxj� 4Csup0< �< ��
� 1=2

exp(�
n2

�
)< 1

(68)

Consequently,thedesired boundedness(62)holdstrueforally 2 R,togetherwith

thepreviously established point-wiseconvergence (61).

Altogether,itm eans,[17],thatthe weak generatorofTt
s isde�ned atleaston

C 2
c(R).M oreover,whileacting on h 2 C 2

c(R)itgives4 h+ (r ln v)r h.BecauseTt
s

isstrongly continuousin C1 (R),the M arkov generatorA coincideswith the weak

generator,[17],i.e.A = 4 + (r ln v)r on C 2
c(R).

Finally,letuschoose h0 2 C 2
c(R)such thath0(x)= 1 in som e neighbourhood

ofthepointx0.Then,(x � x0)h0(x)and (x � x0)
2h0(x)both belong to C

2
c(R)and

therefore:

A[(x � x0)h0](x0;s)= 4 [(x � x0)h0](x0)+ (69)

19



2(r ln v)(x0;s)r [(x� x0)h0](x0)= 2(r ln v)(x0;s)

A[(x � x0)
2h0](x0;s)= 2

Because A � U and U isa localoperator,[17],we have the following inclusion

C 2
c(R)� D (U)and (wecan getrid ofh0):

[U(x � x0)](x0;s)= 2(r ln v)(x0;s) (70)

[U(x� x0)
2
](x0;s)= 2

Itm eansthatwe indeed obtain a di�usion processwith the driftr ln v and a

constantdi�usion coe�cient,according to thestandardsof[5,27,28].

Itisworth em phasizing thatsince (x � x0)h0(x)and (x � x0)
2h0(x)belong to

D (A),andsincefunctionsfrom C 2
c(R)canbeusedtoapproxim ate,underanintegral,

an indicatorfunction oftheset[x0 � �;x0 + �];� > 0,wecan directly evaluate:

lim t#s

1

t� s

Z
+ 1

� 1

p(x0;s;x;t)(x� x0)h0(x)dx = (71)

lim t#s

1

t� s

Z

jx� x0j� �

p(x0;s;x;t)(x� x0)dx = 2(r ln v)(x0;s)

and sim ilarly

lim t#s

1

t� s

Z

jx� x0j� �

p(x0;s;x;t)(x� x0)
2dx = 2 (72)

BecausetheDynkin condition (28)im pliesthat

lim t#s

1

t� s

Z

jx� x0j> �

p(x0;s;x;t)dx = 0 (73)

wearriveatthecom m only accepted de�nition ofthedi�usion process,sum m arized

in form ulas(71)-(73),with thefunctionalexpression forthedrift,(71),given in the

fam iliar,[5,27,8],gradientform .

III. N onstationary Schr�odinger dynam ics: from

the Feynm an-K ac kernelto di�usion process

In ourpreviouspaper[9],them ajorconclusion wasthatin ordertogiveade�nitive

probabilisticdescription ofthequantum dynam icsasauniquedi�usion processsolv-

ing Schr�odinger’s interpolation problem ,a suitable Feynm an-Kac sem igroup m ust

be singled out. Letuspointoutthatthe m easure preserving dynam ics,perm itted

in thepresence ofconservativeforce�elds,wasinvestigated in [8],seealso [29,12].
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The presentanalysiswasperform ed quite generally and extendsto the dynam -

icsa�ected by tim edependentexternalpotentials,with no clear-cutdiscrim ination

between the nonequilibrium statisticalphysicsand essentially quantum evolutions.

The form alism ofSection IIencom passes both groups ofproblem s. Presently,we

shallrestrictourdiscussion to thefreeSchr�odingerpicturequantum dynam ics.Fol-

lowing Ref. [9]we shalldiscussthe rescaled problem so asto elim inate alldim en-

sionalconstants.

The free Schr�odingerevolution i@t = �4  im pliesthe following propagation

ofa speci�c Gaussian wavepacket:

 (x;0)= (2�)� 1=4exp(�
x2

4
) �! (74)

 (x;t)= (
2

�
)
1=4

(2+ 2it)� 1=2exp[�
x2

4(1+ it)
]

So that

�0(x)= j (x;0)j2 = (2�)� 1=2 exp[�
x2

2
]�! (75)

�(x;t)= j (x;t)j
2
= [2�(1+ t

2
)]
� 1=2

exp[�
x2

2(1+ t2)
]

and theFokker-Planck equation (easilyderivablefrom thestandard continuity equa-

tion @t� = �r (v�);v(x;t)= xt=(1+ t2))holdstrue:

@t� = 4 � � r (b�) ; b(x;t)= �
1� t

1+ t2
x (76)

TheM adelung factorization  = exp(R + iS)im plies(noticethatv = 2r S and

b= 2r (R + S))thatthe related realfunctions�(x;t)= exp[R(x;t)+ S(x;t)]and

��(x;t)= exp[R(x;t)� S(x;t)]read:

�(x;t)= [2�(1+ t2)]� 1=4exp(�
x2

4

1� t

1+ t2
�
1

2
arctan t)

��(x;t)= [2�(1+ t2)]� 1=4exp(�
x2

4

1+ t

1+ t2
+
1

2
arctan t) (77)

They solvea suitableversion ofthegeneralparabolicequations(5),nam ely :

@t� = �4 � + c� (78)

@t�� = 4 �� � c��
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with

c(x;t)=
x2

2(1+ t2)2
�

1

1+ t2
= 2

4 �1=2

�1=2
(79)

Anticipating further discussion,let us m ention that the Feynm an-Kac kernel,

in this case,is a fundam entalsolution ofthe tim e adjoint system (78). For clar-

ity ofexposition,letusrecallthata fundam entalsolution oftheforward parabolic

equation (5) is a continuous function k(y;s;x;t),de�ned for allx;y;2 R and all

0� s< t� T,which hasthefollowing two properties:

(a)forany �xed (y;s)2 R � (0;T),thefunction (x;t)! k(y;s;x;t)isaregular(i.e.

continuousand continuously di�erentiable theneeded num beroftim es)solution of

theforward equation (5)in R � (s;T]

(b)forallcontinuousfunctions�(x)withacom pactsupport,thereholdslim (t;x)! (s;z)
R
+ 1

� 1 k(y;s;x;t)�(y)dy= �(z).

First,weneed to verify (thiswillbedoneself-explanatorily)thatc(x;t),(79),is

H�oldercontinuousofexponentoneon every com pactsubsetofR � [0;T].Itfollows

from directestim ates:

jc(x2;t2)� c(x1;t1)j�
1

2
j

x22

(1+ t22)
2
�

x21

(1+ t21)
2
j+ j

1

1+ t22
�

1

1+ t21
j� (80)

1

2
j
x2

1+ t22
�

x1

1+ t21
j(

jx2j

1+ t22
+

jx1j

1+ t21
) + jt2 � t1j

jt1j+ jt2j

(1+ t21)(1+ t22)

But,in caseofjx1j;jx2j� K and jt1j;jt2j� T wehave

jc(x2;t2)� c(x1;t1)j� K j
x2

1+ t22
�

x1

1+ t21
j+ 2Tjt2 � t1j (81)

Furtherm ore:

j
x2

1+ t22
�

x1

1+ t21
j� j

x2 � x1

(1+ t22)(1+ t21)
j+ j

x2t
2
1 � x1t

2
2

(1+ t22)(1+ t21)
j� (82)

jx2 � x1j+ T
2
jx2 � x1j+ 2K Tjt2 � t1j

im plies(thenew constantC m ajorizesallrem aining ones)

jc(x2;t2)� c(x1;t1)j� C (jx2 � x1j+ jt2 � t1j)�
p
2C [(x2 � x1)

2
+ (t2 � t1)

2
]
1=2

(83)

Letusalso noticethatwecan introducean auxiliary function h(x;t)= arctan t

such thatthereholds

4 h� c(x;t)h � @th = �
x2h(x;t)

2(1+ t2)2
� 0 (84)
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W e have thus satis�ed the crucialassum ptions Iand IIofRef. [23]. As a conse-

quence,we have granted the existence ofa fundam entalsolution k(y;s;x;t)� 0.

M oreover,forevery bounded and continuousfunction �(x);j�(x)j� C,whereC > 0

isarbitrary,thefunction

u(x;t)=

Z
+ 1

� 1

k(y;0;x;t)�(y)dy (85)

is a solution ofthe Cauchy problem ,i.e. solves (79) under the initialcondition

u(x;0)= �(x),so that ju(x;t)j� C. Allthatim plies the uniqueness ofthe fun-

dam entalsolution k(y;s;x;t),and in view of�c(x;t)� 1 itsstrictpositivity. The

function k(y;s;x;t)isalso a solution ofthe adjointequation with respectto vari-

ablesy;s: @sk = �4 yk + c(y;s)k in R � [0;T). Itisobviousthatthe Chapm an-

Kolm ogorov com position ruleholdstrue,in view ofthevalidity oftheFeynm an-Kac

representation in thepresentcase.

Basically,we m ust be satis�ed with the Feynm an-Kac representation ofthe fun-

dam entalsolution,whose existence we have granted so far. In our case,the so

called param etrix m ethod,[21],can beused to constructfundam entalsolutions.In

fact,since c(x;t) is locally Lipschitz i.e. H�older continuous ofexponent one and

quadratically bounded jc(x;t)j� x2 + 1,thein�niteseries:

k(y;s;x;t)=

+ 1
X

n= 0

(�1)
nkn(y;s;x;t) (86)

wherek0(y;s;x;t)= [4�(t� s)]� 1=2 exp[�(x � y)2=4(t� s)]istheheatkerneland

kn(y;s;x;t)=

Z t

s

d�

Z
+ 1

� 1

dzc(z;�)kn� 1(y;s;z;�)k0(z;�;x;t) (87)

areknown to convergeforallx;y 2 R,0� s< t� T,and t� s< T0 whereT0 < T,

and de�nethefundam entalsolution,[30].

By putting p(y;s;x;t)= k(y;s;x;t)
�(x;t)

�(y;s)
we arrive atthe fundam entalsolution

ofthesecond Kolm ogorov (Fokker-Planck)equation

@tp(y;s;x;t)= 4 xp(y;s;x;t)� r x[b(x;t)p(y;s;x;t)] (88)

where b = 2r �
�
and � = uv,and in particular � = ��� = j j2,are consistently

propagated by p. It is the transition probability density ofthe Nelson di�usion

associated with thesolution (74)oftheSchr�odingerequation,and atthesam etim e

a solution ofthe�rstKolm ogorov (backward di�usion)equation

@sp(y;s;x;t)= �4 yp(y;s;x;t)� b(y;s)r yp(y;s;x;t) (89)
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Equations (88), (89) prove that the pertinent process is a di�usion: it has the

standard local(in�nitesim al)characteristicsofthedi�usion process,[26].

Obviously,the above de�nition ofp in term s ofk induces the validity ofthe

com patibility condition

c(x;t)= 2[@tln �(x;t)+
1

2
[
b2(x;t)

2
+ r b(x;t)] (90)

connecting the driftofthe di�usion processwith the Feynm an-Kac potentialgov-

erning itslocaldynam ics: cf. Refs. [29,8]and [31]where the Ehrenfest theorem

analoguewasform ulated forgeneral(non-quantalincluded)M arkovian di�usions.

Letuspointoutthatourquantally m otivated exam ple waschosen notto show

up a typicalforquantum wavefunctionsproperty ofvanishing som ewhere.In fact,

because ofrestricting our considerations to strictly positive Feynm an-Kac kernels

and em phasizing theuniquenessofsolutions,wehaveleftasidean im portantgroup

oftopicspertaining to solution oftheSchr�odingerboundary data problem when:

(i)theboundary densitieshavezeros

(ii)the interpolation itselfiscapable ofproducing zerosofthe probability density,

even iftheboundary oneshavenone.

Only thecase(i)can be(locally)addressed by m eansofstrictly positivesem igroup

kernels,howevertheuniquenessofsolutionisgenerallylostinspacedim ension higher

than one,[2,3,4]. Generalexistence theorem sare available [28,29]and indicate

thatonedealswith di�usion-typeprocessesin thiscase,seee.g also [5,6,8].

Thecase(ii)seem snotto beeverconsidered in theliterature,seehowever[32].
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