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A bstract
P robabilistic solutions ofthe so called Schrodinger boundary data problem

provide for a unique M arkovian interpolation between any two strictly posi-
tive probability densities designed to form the input-output statistics data for
the process taking place in a nitetin e Interval. The key issue is to select
the pintly continuous in all variables positive Feynm an-K ac kemel, appro—
prate for the phenom enological (physical) situation. W e extend the existing
form ulations of the problem to cases when the kemel is not a fundam en—
tal solution of a parabolic equation, and prove the existence of a continuous
M arkov interpolation in this case. Next, we analyze the com patibility of this
stochastic evolution w ith the origihal parabolic dynam ics, while assum ed to
be govemed by the tem porally ad pint pair of (parabolic) partial di erential
equations, and prove that the pertinent random m otion isa di usion process.
In particular, in conjinction w ith B om'’s statistical interpretation postulate n
quantum theory, we consider stochastic processes w hich are com patible w ith
the Schrodinger picture quantum evolution.

I. M otivation: Schrodinger’s interpolation prob-
lem through Feynm an-K ac kernels

T he issue of deriving a m icroscopic dynam ics from the (Ehenom enologically or nu—
m erically m otivated, by approxin ating the frequency distributions) nput-output
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statistics data was addressed, as the Schrodinger problem of a probabilistic inter—
polation, in a num ber of publications fllHLJ]. W e shall consider M arkovian propa—
gation scenarios so ram aining w ithin the well established fram ew ork, where for any
two BorelsetsA ;B R on which the respective strictly positive boundary densities
(x;0) and ;T ) are de ned, the transition probability m @ ;B ) from the sst A
to the sst B in the time interval T > 0 has a density given in a speci ¢ factorized
form :
m X;y) = fZ(X)k G;;O;y;T)g(y)
m@;B)= dx dym x;y)
z Aoy B

dym ®;y)= (;0); dxm &;y)= (;T) @

Here, £ (x);g(y) are the a priori unknown finctions, to com e out as solutions
of the integral (Schrodinger) system of equations (1), provided that in addition to
the density boundary data we have In hands any strictly positive, continuous in
soace variables function k (x;0;y;T ). Our notation m akes explicit the dependence
(In general irrelevant) on the tim e Interval endpoints. Ik anticipates an in portant
restriction we shall in pose, that k (x;0;vy;T ) m ust be a strongly continuous dynam i~
cal sem group kemel: it w ill secure the M arkov property of the sought for stochastic
process.

It is the m ajprm athem atical discovery @] that, w ithout the sem igroup assum p—
tion but w ith the prescribed, nonzero boundary data (x;0); (;T) and wih the
strictly positive continuous function k 7;0;x;T ), the Schrodinger system (1) of in—
tegral equations adm its a unique solution in temm s of tw o nonzero, locally Integrable
functions f x);g(y) of the sam e sign (positive, everything is up to a m ultiplicative
constant) .

Ifk;0;%;T) is a particular, con ned to the tim e interval endpoints, form of
a concrete sam igroup kemel k (y;s;x;1);0 S t < T, ket it be a fundam ental
solution associated with (5) Whose existence a pror is not granted), then there
exists B, B, 0, [0,[1] a function p(y;s;x;t):

;0
pssix;t) = k{y;s;x;t) @)
(yis)
where 7
;0= dyk&5y;T)gy) 3)
Z
(y;s)= dxk&;0;y;s)f &)



which inplem ents a consistent propagation of the density (x;t) = x;t) ;b
between isboundary versions, according to:
VA
&;t) = pisixit) (yis)dy @)

0 s t< T

For a given sem group which is characterized by its generator H am iltonian), the
kemel k (y;s;x;t) and the em erging transition probability density p ;s;x;t) are
unique in view oftheuniguenessofsolutions f x);g(y) of (1). ForM arkov processes,
the know ledge of the transition probability density p (v;s;x;t) for all interm ediate
tines0 s< t T su ces forthe derivation of all other relevant characteristics.

In the fram ework of the Schrodinger problem the choice of the integral kemel
k ;0;x;T) is arbitrary, exospt for the strict positivity and continuity dem and. A's
long as there is no "natural" physical m otivation for its concrete functional fomm ,
the problem is abstract and of no direct physical relevance.

However, In the context of parabolic partial di erential equations this "natural"
choice is autom atically settled if the Feynm an-K ac form ula can be utilized to repre—
sent solutions. Indeed, in this case an unam bigous strictly positive sam igroup kemel
which is a continuous function of its argum ents, can be introduced for a broad class
of (adm issble [[]]) potentials. T in e dependent potentials are here included as well
2, [3]. M oreover, in Ref. B] we have discussed a possble phenom enological sig—
ni cance ofthe Feynm an-K ac potentials, as contrasted to the usual identi cation of
Sm oluchow ski drifts w ith foroe elds a ecting particles (Up to a coe cient) In the
standard theory of stochastic di usion processes.

In the existing probabilistic nvestigations §,[4,[L4, [, 8], based on the explia-
tion of the Schrodinger problam strategy, it was generally assum ed that the kemel
actually is a fundam ental solution of the parabolic equation. It m eans that the ker-
nelisa function w ith continuous derivatives: st orderw ith respect to tin e, second
orderw ith respect to space variables. T hen, the transition probability density de—

ned by (2) is a fundam ental solution of the FokkerP lanck (second K olm ogorov)
equation In the pairx;tofvarables, and as such isat the sam e tim e a solution ofthe
backward ( rst K oln ogorov) equation in the pair y;s. This feature was exploited
n @ M.

T here is a num ber of m athem atical subtleties nvolved in the indam ental soli—
tion notion, sihce in this case, the Feynm an-K ac kemel m ust be a solution of the
parabolic equation itself. In general, Feynm an-K ac kemels m ay have granted the
existence status, even as continuous functions [[1,[I3, L], but m ay not be di eren—
tiable, and need not to be solutions of any conceivable partialdi erential equations.



To our know kedge, this com plication in the study ofM arkovian representations
of the Schrodinger Interpolating dynam ics (and the quantum Schrodinger picture
dynam ics in particular) has never been addressed In the literature. M oreover, it
is far from being cbvious that this M arkovian interpolation actually is a di usion
process.

IT. Schrodinger’s interpolation problem : general
derivation of the stochastic evolution

1. The Schrodinger system of integral equations

W e shall com plem ent our previous analysis f§, ] by discussing the issue in m ore
detail. It tums out the the crucial step lies in a proper choice of the strictly positive
and continuous function k (y;s;x;t);s < twhich, ifwe want to construct a M arkov
process, has to satisfy the Chapm an-K olm ogorov (sam igroup com position) equation.
To proceed generally et us consider a pair of partial di erential equations for real
functions u (x;t) and v (x;t):

Qux;t) = 4 ux;8) c&;Dux;b ®)

Rvx;t) = 4 vE;b)+ cx;Dvx;t)

w here, we have elin lnated all unnecessary din ensional param eters.

U sually, [3,[17], cx;t) is assum ed to be a continuous and bounded from below
function. W e shall adopt weaker conditions. N am ely, let us decom pose c(X;t) Into a
sum of positive and negative temm s: c(X;t) = ¢ X;t) ¢ ;b ; C 0 where @)
c (x;t) isbounded, whik () ¢, x;t) isbounded on com pact sets ofR 0;T].
m eans that cx;t) isbounded from below and locally bounded from above. C learly,
c(x;t) neaeds not to be a continuous fiinction and then we encounter weak solutions
of (6) which adm it discontinuities.

W ih the rst (forward) equation (5) we can inm ediately associate an integral
kemel of the tin e-dependent sam Igroup (the exponential operator should be under-
stood as the tin e-ordered expression) :

2 ¢

kyisix;t) = lexp( H ()d )Iyix) (6)

s

whereH ( )= 4 + c( ). It is clear, that for discontinuous c(X;t), no fuindam ental
solutions are adm itted by (5).



By the Feynm an-K ac omula, [[3,[[3], we get
Z Z .
kyisix;H=  expl ol (); )d B () (7)

s

whered gi; (!) isthe conditionalW ienerm easure over sam pl pathsofthe standard

B row nian m otion.

&t iswellknown that k is strictly positive In case of c(x;t) which is continuous
and bounded from below ; typical proofs are given under an additional assum ption
that c does not depend on tim e @]. H owever, our assum ptions about c(x;t) were
weaker, and to see that nonetheless k is strictly positive we shall follow the idea
of Theorem 333 in [[§]. Namely, the conditional W iner m easure d gi)) can be
w ritten as follow s

y)?

yis) _ = x (yis)
d om = B & 9] Texpl 1= 1d o ®)

where d g;} isthenom alissed W ienerm easure [[]]. W e can always choose a certain

number r > 0 to constrain the event (sam pl path) s=t
=10 :X()=yiXe(l)=x;8ups X ()] 1] ©)

Tt com prises these sam ple tra pctories which are bounded by r on the tin e interval
[s;t]. In the above, X « (! ) is the value taken by the random variable X (t) attinet,
while a concrete ! -th path is sam pled. By properly tuning r, we can always achieve

z 1

(yss) - 1
(r)d (x7t) 2 ( 0)
which In plies that
l 2
kyisixit ~B € 9] Cexpl o el € scI1>0 a1
2 4 s)

C=sups iz oo X (1))

w here, by ourassum ptions, ¢, isbounded on com pact sets. C onsequently, the kemel
k is strictly positive .

W ith the Schrodinger boundary data problm on m Ind, we m ust settle an issue
of the continuity of the kemel. To this end, ket us invoke a well known procedure
of rescaling of path integrals [L1], L4]: by passing from the "unscaled" sam ple paths
! () over which the conditionalW ienerm easure Integrates, to the "scaled" paths of
the B rownian bridge, the (y;x) conditioning can be taken away from the m easure.



Then, instead of sam ple paths ! connecting points y and x In the tim e Interval
t s> 0, we consider the appropriately "scaled" paths of the B rownian bridge
connecting the point 0 wih 0 again, n the (scaled) tine 1. It ispossble, in view of
the decom position {1, [L4]:

()= (= y+ ¢ x+TE s S
Sl:sts t s t s t s t s

where stands for the "scaled" Brownian bridge. Then, we can w rite

x y)?°
kyisixitt= B € s)] Texpl ———=1 d () (13)
4 9)
[Zt<t b %P s ;a1
ex c X S ;
P s t sy t s t s’
whered ()= d ((Sff(' ) isthe nom alized W ijenerm easure integrating w ith respect

to the "scaled" Brownian bridge paths, which begin and tem inate at the origin 0
InJbetween "scaled tim e" Instants: 0 corresponding to = s and 1 corresponding to
= t.

T his representation ofk, if com bined w ith the assum ption that c(x;t) isa contin—
uous function, allow s to conclude, @], that the kemel is continuous in all variables.
H owever, our previous assum ptions were weaker, and it is nstructive to know that
through suitable approxin ation technigues, Theorem B.7.1 in Ref.[[3] proves that
the kemel is pintly continuous in our case aswell.

Tt is also clkar that k (v;s;x;t) satis es the Chapm an-K oIn ogorov com position
rule. So, the rst equation (5) can be used to de ne the Feynm an-K ac kemel,
approprate for the Schrodinger problem analysis in temm s of a M arkov stochastic
process.

Let us consider an arbitrary (@t the m om ent) pair of strictly positive, but not
necessarily continuous, boundary densities ( x) and ¢ x). By Jam ison’s principal
theorem [4] there exists a unique pair of strictly positive, locally (ie. on com pact
sets) integrable ﬁmctjo%s f ®) and gx) solving the qurodjnger system (1), eg.
such that ()= f®) k&;0;y;T)gy)dy and 1 x) = g&x) k{;0;x;T)f (y)dy
w ith the kemelk (v;s;x;t) given by (7).

Let usde ne:

gx;t) = k&ty;T)g)dy ; £t = k{;0;x;,0)f (y)dy 14)

The above integrals exist at least for alm ost every x so that there appears the
problem of the existence of a unigue and continuous transition probability density



py;s;x;8), @). W e shallassum e that the function g (y) isbounded at in nity. This
m eans that there exists a constant C > 0 and a com pact st K R such that
gly) C Prally2 RnK .Then, Prallt< T and any ssquencesh, ! 0;s, ! O,
asn! 1 weget (lim stands for lim ,, ; ):
z
Iim &+ hyittsy) g&it)j Iimj k&+hyitt s,;yiT) k&;GyiT)oy)dyFt
K

Z
Iim j k&+ hyt+ s0;v;T)  k&ty;T)o)dy] (15)
R nK
Z
Iim supyox K&+ hyit+ s,;v;T) k&Gy;T)] g@E)dy+
K
Z

C lim k &+ hyit+ s,;v;T) k&ty;T)Hy

RnK

The rst temm tends to zero because k is pintly continuous and g is locally in—
tegrable.T he sscond one tends to zero because of the Lebesgue bounded conver-
gence theoram . C onsequently, our assum ption su ces tom ake g (x;t) continuous on
R 0;T). Sin ilarly, we can prove that g (x;t) isbounded.

Now, we can st according to (2), py;s;x;t) = ky;s;x;)g&;t)=g(;s). Then,
py;s;x;0), 0 s< t T becomes a transition probability density of a M arkov
stochastic process with a factorized density x;t) = f X;t)gx;t). Clearly, this
stochastic process interpolates between the boundary data o and ¢ as tine con—
tinuously varies from 0 to T . Notice that (15) in plies the continuity ofp in thetime
interval 0;T).

A Tthough p(y;s;x;t) is continuous In all variables, we cannot be sure that the
Interpolating stochastic process has continuous tra pctories, and no speci c (9.
FokkerP lanck) partial di erential equation can be readily associated w ith this dy—
nam ics. Therefore, we must explicitly verify whether the associated process is
stochastically continuous. If so, we should know whether it is continuous (ie. ad—
m its continuous tra gctories) . Eventually, we should chedk the vailidiy of conditions
under which the Investigated interpolation can be regarded as a di usion process.
T he subssquent analysis w ill prove that this ultin ate goal results only due to the
gradual strengthening of conditions in posed on the parabolic system (5).

2. Stochastic continuity of the process

Apart from the generality of form ulation of the Schrodinger Interpolation problem
which appears to preclude an unam bigous identi cation (di usion or not) of the
constructed stochastic process, we can prove in the present case, a fundam ental



property of a stochastic dynam ics called a stochastic continuity of the process. In
this connection, compare eg. [, [[1] and [[§], where this property is linked to
the uniqueness of the corresponding M arkov sam igroup generator. The stochastic
continuity property is a necessary condition for the process to adm it continuous
T he stochastic process is stochastically continuous, if for the probability of the
occurence of sam ple paths !, such that the random variabl valuesX . (! ) along the
trapctory cbey K(!) Xs(1)J ; s < t, the follow ing lim ting behaviour is

recoveraed
TmyP [P :XKe() Xs(M)J  1=0 16)

for every positive . This dem and can be written in a m ore handy way in tem s of
the transition probability density p (y;s;x;t) and the density (x;t) of the process:
Z .4 Z
Bim g4 [ day (yis) pyisix;t)dx]= 0 @)
1 ¥ V]
So, for the transition density to be stochastically continuous, it su ces that
Z
limyspo Pisixjs+ 4 s)dx= 0 18)
X Y]
foralmostevery vy 2 R.
In view of our construction, (2), we have:
Z
Iimsepo  Plisixis+ 4 s)dx= 19
X Y]
1 Z Z +1
1im 4 <40 dx k (y;s;x;s+ 4 s) k&;s+ 4 s;2;T) g(z)dz
g(yis) ¥ v3 1
By changing the order of integrations (@llow ed by positivity ofthe lnvolred flinctions)
we get:

Z 1 Z
1im 4 s40 pyisix;s+ 4 s)dx =
® v3 gyis)
Z

[ dxky;s;x;s+ 4 s)kx;s+ 4 5;2;T)]
* y3 0

+1
lim 4 g0 . dz g (z) 0)

Because the potential is bounded from below, ¢ M forsomeM > 0, we easily
arrive at the estin ates (use the "scaled" B rownian bridge argum ent)

1= & y)
k({;s;x;s+ 4 s) @4 4 s) exp| Ts]exp(M 4 s) (21)



and

1=2 z  x)°
kx;s+ 4s;z;T) @B (T s 489)] exp | expM T s 4 539)]
4T s 4 s)
22)
Then we get:
Z
0 1im 4 o0 o k;six;8+ 4 s)k(x;s+ 4 s;2;T)dx
X Y]
B T )] expM T s)limgc @ 48) 7 23)
Z 2 2
x v z x)
dix - =0
sy el el !

So, by the classic Lebesgu%bounded (dom inated) convergence theoram , the required
Im tingproperty lim 4 51 0 4 5 PEisixist 4 s)dx = 0 ollowsand (16) holdstrue.

A s m entioned before, the stochastic continuiy of the M arkov process is a nec—
essary condition for the process to be continuous in a m ore pedestrian sense, i. e.
to adm i continuous sam ple paths. However, it is insu cient. Hence, additional
requirem ents are necessary to allow for a standard di usion process realization of
solutions of the general Schrodinger problm , (1)-3).

In the next section we shallprove that our process can be regarded as continuous,
by requiring a certain correlation between the kemel k (y;s;%x;t) and a function
gx;t, 14).

3. Continuity of the process

&t iswell known that a solution of a parabolic equation cannot tend to zero arbi-
trarily fast, when kj! 1 , [[9]. Roughly speaking, it cannot fallo faster than a
fundam ental solution (provided it exists). In fact, the solution is known to fallo
as fast as the fundam ental solution, when the initial boundary data coincide w ith
the D irac m easure. If a support of the initial data is soread (ie. not point-w ise),
then the solution 2llo is slow lier than this of the fiindam ental one.

In our discussion, where gx;t) is a generalized solution and k (y;s;x;t) is a
Feynm an-K ac kemel w hich does not need to be a fiindam ental solution, we expect
a sin ilar behaviour. M athem atically, our dem and w ill be expressed as follow s. Let
t sbeanalland K be a com pact subsst in R . Because g (x;t) is supported on the
whole R, so In the decom position

z z
glyis) = . ky;six;itg x;Hdx + k (y;six;Hg x;H)dx @4)

RnK



the second tem becom esrelevant when jyj! 1 . Tam ountsto (in the denom inator
there appears g y;s)):

R,y
. k{y;sixiDgk;t) x &)dx
1M 5y 1 — Ry = = 0 25)

o !k (yisixit)g x;)dx

where y is an indicator function of the st K , which isequalone forx 2 K and
zero otherw ise.
By means of the transition probability density p(y;s;x;t) ket us Introduce a
transform ation zZ .,
CHE = puisixOf k)dx 26)

ofa function f x), continuous and vanishing at In niy We shalluse an abbreviation

f 2 C; R) to express this fact). It is clear that (Tff) ) is a continuous function.
Fora suitable com pact sest K we can always guarlﬁrﬁtee the property f (x)j< for
every X 2 RnK . Then, ifwe exploit the property  x Pis;x;Ddx 1 ifs< t

and the de nition ofp in tem s ofk and g, we arrive at
z z

ITIE) ()  PUSIKOF @O+ pEisixiOF it I @7)
Z Z Z
[K py;six;t)dx] . ¥ &DPx + supwrk X &iDJ . pyrs;x;Hdx

[Z ¥ (e0) fix] Rf}lk yisix;iHg &;Hdx
K 1 kisix;Dgk;tdx

It inplies that oramallt s, lim 44 ; (Tif) () = 0, and so TS form s an inhom o-
geneous In tin e sem igroup of positive contractionson C; R ). For arbitrary t and
s the resu}t follow s by the obvious decom position property Tg = T TS? < Thh
the well established tem nology, our p(y;s;x;t) is a C, -Feller transition finction
and leads to a reqular M arkov process, [L7]. M oreover, by the stochastic continuity
ofp(y;s;x;t), TS is strongly continuous.

A syet, we do not know whether the process itself is continuous ie. has contin—
uous sam pk paths. To thisend, it su ces to check whether the so called "D ynkin

condition", P41

z
1
1m gs —— supyex [ pyisix;tdx] = 0 28)
t s ¥ v¥

isvald orevery > 0 and every compact sst K . W e have (ram ember that g (x;t)

is strictly positive, continuous and bounded) :

z

1

supy 2 py;s;x;0dx = sup,,
Fyzx * yP e png(y;S)yy?

Z

k(yisix;0)g (x;0)dx

10



sup. g &;t) 2
——= = ky;s;x;tidx C ko (x  yit s)dx 29)
infx g¥is) x* v x vy

where (com pare eg. the previous estin ate (22))

SUPy e
c - IRIWD oM o) 30)
infyx gvis)
and ky (x  y;t s) is the heat kemel.
Finally, we arrive at:

1
Iim ys—— supyox [ pyisix;t)dx]
t s ® vP

C lim e ! ko(z;t s)dz = 0 (31)
t s z»

So, the stochastic process we are dealing w ith, is continuous. Interestingly, "a con—

tinuous in tin e param eter stochastic processes w hich possesses the (strong) M arkov

property and for which the sam ple paths X (t) are alm ost always (ie. w ith proba—

bility one) continuous functions of t is called a di usion process", see eg. chapter

15 of R41.

4. The interpolating stochastic dynam ics: com patibility w ith
the tem porally ad pint parabolic evolutions

The formulas (14) detemn lne what is called, @], the generalized solution of a
parabolic equation: it adm its functions which are not necessarily continuous and
if continuous, then not necessarily di erentiable. Before, we have established the
continuity of the generalized solution g (x;t) under rather m ild assum ption about
the behaviour of g (x) at spatial In niy. In fact, the sam e assum ption works for
f x;t). But nothing hasbeen said about the di erentiability of £ x;t) and g (x;t).

C onsequently, our reasoning seem s to be som ewhat divorced from the original
partial di erential equations (5), for whith we can take for granted that certain
solutions u (x;t) and v (x;t) exist In thetine nterval 0 t T . Forthis, wemust
assum e that c(x;t) is a continuous function.

Let us consider the solutions of (5) that are bounded functions of their argu-
m ents. It is instructive to point out that we do not In pose any restrictions on the
growth of c(x;t) when kj! 1 , and consequently we do not assum e that solu-
tions of parabolic equations (5) have bounded derivatives. T hen, @], the solution

11



u (x;t) of the forward parabolic equation (5) is known to adm it the Feynm an-K ac
representation w ith the ntegralkemel (7),(13), where
z
u;t) = kisix;uly;s)dy (32)

for0 s< t T.Atthispoint ktusde ne
UkKD=v;T b 33)

forallt 2 ;T ] and observe that, as a consequence of the tim e ad pint equation
() rwhich v(x;t) is a solution, the new Iy Introduced function U (x;t) solves the
forward equation (5):

QU x;0)= 4 U x;t) cx;T YU x;v (34)

w ith a slightly rearranged potential: c(x;t) ! c&;T t). By the assum ed bound-
edness of the solution v (x;t) of (5), we arrive at the Feynm an-K ac fom ula
z
U ;)= K y;s;x;9U (vis)dy (35)

w ith tllge corresponding kemel K (y;s;x;t) of the (tin e ordering im plicit) operator
exp[ StH (T )Yd ], whereH (T Y= 4 + c(T ). Let us em phasize that in
case of the tin e independent potential, c(x;t) = cx) orall0 t T, the kemel
K coincidesw ith k.

T he previous Brownian bridge argum ent (12), (13) retains is validiy, and we
have:

. . . 3 l=2 (X Y)Z
K (yrs;x;0 4 & s)] “expl 16 = © s)] (36)
Zd()ex[Ztc(t + S+ T s —9.T ) ]
P s t sy t sX t s !

w hich, after specializing to the case ofs = 0;t= T and accounting for the invariance

of the Brownian bridge m easure w ith respect to the replacam ent of sam ple paths
! ( ) by sampl paths ! (T ),[I7[27], gives rise to:
1=2 (x

K ¢;0;x;T)= @4 T) “expl ———1] 37)

z Z p
d ()expl , C(;y+ a ;)X+ T (E); )a ]

where =T

12



A com parison of (37) with (13) proves that we have derived an identity:
K y;0;%x;T)= kx;0;y;T) (38)

whose In m ediate consequence is the omula
z
U;T)=vK;0)= k&;0;y;T)v(y;T)dy 39)

for the backw ard propagation of v (y;T) nto v x;0).

W e shallutilize (39) and (32), under an additionalassum ption that the previous,
hitherto arbitrary, probability density data o X); r &), actually are determ ined by
the initial and temm inal values of the solutions u (x;t); v x;t) of (5), according to:

0 ®) = ux;0)v(;0)

r X)) = ux;T)vx;T) (40)

Our present ain is to show that with this assum ption, we can identify the (still
abstract) functions f (x;t), g X;t), (14), wih u x;t) and v (x;t) regpectively. By
(32), B9) there holds:
z
o &)= ukx;0) k&;0;y;T)v(y;T)dy 41)

Z
T ®)=vE;T) k;0;x;T)u(y;0)dy

and, In view ofthe unigueness ofsolution ofthe Schrodinger system , once the bound-
ary densities and the continuous strictly positive kemel are speci ed, we realize that
the propagation form ulas (14) involre solutionsof (5) through the respectively nitial
and tem naldata:

f &)= u;0)

gx)=vx;T) (42)

M oreover, (5),(14) mply that £ (x;t) = u x;t) holdstrue identically forallt2 [0;T 1.

W hat rem ains to be settled is whether the fiinction g (x;t) can be identi ed with
the solution v (x;t) of ) forallt2 [O;T 1.

T his property is cbvious, when the tin e independent potential c(x) is hves-
tigated instead of the m ore general c(x;t). A s well, the identi cation is wih no
doubt In case when k (y;s;x;t) is a findam ental solution of the parabolic equation
In varables x;t. In this cass, k (y;s;x;t) isa unigue solution ofthe system (5), and
solves the adpint equation in variables y;s, B, P4, [23]. Then, because f (x);g x)
are locally integrable, an Inm ediate consequence is, @], that f x;t) and gx;t)
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are positive solutions of (5). The identi cation of them wih u (x;t) and v (x;t)
respectively, Hllow s from the uniqueness of positive solutions, BJ].
Let usbegin from a m nor generalization of (22), and de ne:

Usx;)=v;T+s B ; t2 [5T] 43)

C karly, a parabolic equation (34) issatis ed by U (x;t), if instead ofcx;T 1), the
potentialc;T + s t) is ntroduced. An Inm ediate propagation form ula ollow s
z
Us &;t) = K (isixitUs yis)dy 44)

T he IntegralkemelK ¢ di ers from the previousK , (36), in the explicit tin e depen-—
dence of the potential c(x;T ) ! cx;T + s ). By putting T = tin (44) we
get: Z

vxis)= Kgisix;iT)v(y;T)dy 45)

and by the previous part of our dem onstration we know that
z

gx;s)= k&;s;y;T)v(y;T)dy (46)
At thispoint, it is enough to prove that the identity (cf. (38))
Ksisix;T)= kx;s;y;T) 47)

takesplace forany s; 0 s T .
Let us exploi the Brownian bridge scaling (13) again, so that

®x y)?

eQex7e - 1=2
kx;s;v;T) 4 (T s)] ‘“expl e s)] (48)
Zd() [ZT(T f— 5. P —); d ]
=P s CT sX T sy s T s !
and, analogoushy
_ x y)?
isix;T)= [ e — 4
Ksr;six;T) 4 (T s)] “expl e s)] (49)
Zd()ex[ZTc(T + S+ T s —SuT4s  d ]
X ’
P s T sy T s T s
By changing:
—3) « Y= e—) 50)
T s T s T s



and substituting = T + s , where only is the running variable, we nally
recover

_ & y)

Koly;six;T)= B (T s)] TPexpl oy (51)

z Zs S T b S
d ()expl o] v+ x+ T s ); ) ( d)]=k&;s;y;T)

T T s T s T s

Henoce,

gX;s)= v(;s) (52)
isvald fralltineinstants0 s T .Thisinpliesthatp(y;s;x;t) = k(y;s;x;t)%

de nes a consistent transition probability density of the continuous M arkovian in—
terpolation.

W e have sucoeeded to prove that:

(i) Ifa continuous, strictly positive Feynm an-K ac kemel ofthe forw ard parabolic
equation (5) isem ployed to solve the Schrodinger boundary data problem (1) foran
arbirary pair ofnonzero probability densities ( x) and 1 x), then we can construct
a M arkov stochastic process, which is continuous and provides for an Interpolation
between these boundary data in the tim e Interval D;T ].

(i) G iven the tim e ad pint parabolic system (5) w ith bounded solutions u (x;t);
v (x;t) In the tine Interval D;T ]. If the boundary densities are de ned according
to (40), then the Schrodinger problm (1)—@3) provides us with a unigque continu-
ous M arkov interpolation, that is com patibl with the tin e evolution of x;t) =
u;OvE;t; t2 O;T 1.

5. W hence di usions ?

O ur strategy, of deducing a probabilistic solution of the Schrodinger boundary data
problem in tem s of M arkov stochastic processes running in a continuous tin e, was
acoom plished In a number of steps accom panied by the gradual strengthening of
restrictions in posed on the Feynm an-K ac potential, to yield a continuous process
(cf. Section I1.3), and eventually to get it com patible w ith a given a prioriparabolic
evolution (Section IT4). In a broad sense, ], it can be nam ed a di usion.
However, this rather broad de nition of the di usion process is signi cantly

narrowed in the physical literature: whilke dem anding the continuiy of the process,
the additional restrictions are In posed to guarrantee that the m ean and variance
of the In nitesim al digplacem ents of the process have the standard m eaning of the
drift and di usion coe cient, respectively, H6].
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A ccording to the generalw isdom , di usionsarise in conjinction w ith the parabolic
evolution equations, since then only the conditional averages are believed to m ake
sense In the local description of the dynam ics. Ik is not accidental that forward
parabolic equations () are commonly called the generalized di usion equations.
A lso, the fact that the Feynm an-K ac form ula involves the integration over sam —
plk paths of the W iener process, seam s to suggest som e di usive features of the
Schrodinger interpolation, even ifwe are unable to establish this fact In a canonical
m anner.

C learly, the oondit:bni vald forany > O:

(@) there holds lim t#Si Y xP p;s;x;t)dx = 0, (hotice that (@) is a direct con—
sequence of the stronger, D ynkin condition, (28)),

(o) there exists a drift finction b(x;s) = 1m gerts 4 O ®p&isiyitdy,

(©) there exists a di usion finction a (x;s) = lim t#St_ls v x5 @ x)%p ;s;y;0)dy,
are conventionally Interpreted to de ne a di usion process,

To our know ledge, no rigorous dem onstration is availabl in the Schrodinger
problem ocontext, n case when the nvolved sam igroup kemel is not a fundam ental
solution of the parabolic equation.

Let us in pose a restriction on a lowerbound ofa solution v (x;t) ofthe backward
equation (5). Nam ely, we assum e that there exist constants ¢ > 0;c > 0 such that
v(y;s) agexp( oy?) Pralls 2 D;tl;t < T. This property was und to be
respected by a large class of parabolic equations, PJ], and i autom atically ensures
that the condition (25) of Section II.3 is satis ed. Indeed:

Z 11

0 Im g4 1 @S 1 ky;six;iHv x;t) x ®)dx
1 1=2
3[4 t s)] expM & s)] (63)
1
Z 2
. x v)
Bupx VDI 55 1 expley’) Pl deF 0

ift s forsu ciently snall > 0 (Ike forexampl = 1=l6g).

Tt is our purpose to com plete the previous analysis by dem onstrating that, w ith
the above assum ption on v (x;t), the continuousM arkov process we have constructed
actually is the di usion process.

O ur subsequent argum ents w ill rely on the D ynkin treatise [[]]. & iswellknown
that the in nitesim al (local) characteristics of a continuous M arkov process can
be de ned in tem s of is, so called, characteristic operator. It is closely linked
w ith the standard in niesimal (M arkov) generator of the process, and we shall
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take advantage of this lnk In below. Let us agree, ©llow ng D ynkin, to call a
continuous M arkov process a di usion, if its characteristic operator U is de ned on
tw ice di erentiable functions We skip m ore detailked de nition, [E[]) . In this case
x! x xpandx ! & x¢)?allow rthede nition ofa drift and di usion fiinction
respectively:

U& x0)]&ois)= bXo;s) (54)

U (x x0)°)1&0;8) = a(x;8)

By resultsofSections IT.3 and IT4 we know that ourtransition probability density
ply;s;x;t) = k (y;s;x;t)zgg , Inspired by the Schrodinger boundary data problem ,
gives rise to a continuous M arkov process. To see whether it can be regarded as a
di usion, we m ust verify the above two de ning properties (54).

At rst, ket us consider the in niesim al operator A (M arkov generator) of the
corresponding strongly continuous sem igroup TE :C; R) ! C; R), which we have
Introduced via the ormula 26). W e are Interested In dom ain properties of A, In
view ofthe fact that the characteristic operatorU isa naturalextension ofA,A U,
)R

W e denote Cg R ) the space of continuous finctions w ith com pact support which
possess continuous derivatives up to second order. Forh 2 C g R) we have

Z+1
Lm 4o — [ . py;six;s+ )hx)dx h)l= (55)
1 Z+1
——lim 4 — [ ky;six;js+ JW&;s+ )h&k)dx v(y;s)h)]
v(y;s) 1

Because v is continuously di erentiable w ith respect to tin e, we have
vikist )= vis)t+ @vx;s) (56)

where (cf. the standard Taylr expansion ®omulk) s°= s+ # ;0 # 1.Hence

Z 11

1
Im 40— [ ) py;six;s+ )hx) hE)l= 567)

Z 11

! Jim#o}[ dx k y;sixis+ )Vx;s)h&) vy;s)h&)H
v(y;s) 1

7
1 +1
Tim 4o [ k(y;six;s+  )Qvx;sHh (x)dx]
v(y;s) 1

W e shallexploit the strongly continuous sam igroup evolution associated w ith the
parabolic system (5) . Because ofthe dom ain property : Cé R) D #H ) thesanooth
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functions w ith com pact support areacted upon by H = 4 c(x;s) and H is closed
as an operator on C; (R).Butthena]soCCZCR) D H) and so0 the 1rsttemm In
(57) takes the fom :

@ h)is) clis)vlyis)h(y)l] (58)
v(yis)

while the second equals

RBsvy;s)If ) = [ 4v(yis)+ clyis)vyis)If ) 59)
v (y;s) v(y;s)
Thus, (55) is poInt-w ise convergent:
1 Z +1
Tm 4o — [ ) ply;six;js+ )h®)dx hy)l= (60)

Vo) [@ v(y;s)h({y)+ 2rvy;s)rhy)+ viy;s)d hy) c;s)vy;s)h()
v(y;

@ v;sHh @) + clisviyish @)= 4 hy) + 2(%") v;s)r h ()

Now , we shall establish the boundedness of:

lZ+1

SUPy2rj0< < 3 ) plyrsix;s+ )h®)dx hy)] (61)

for some an all
Becauss CZR) D #H), =0 there holds

Z+l

1
—[ k{y;six;js+ JWWK;sh®)dx v;shE)]! B clyrs)lvE) yr;s) (62)

1

uniform Iy n y,as ! 0. Ik inplies that for any com pact sest K there is

l Z +1
SUPy2k ;0< < —J ) plyisix;s+ )h&) h)] (63)

Z
1 +1
Isupyok o< < 3 kyisix;jst+ )Ww;s)h)dx vy;s)h(y)i
v(y;s) 1
Z 41

j k(y;sixis+ )&vx;sHh x)dxi< 1

1

[supy2k

W e have thus the required boundedness forally 2 K ie. on com pact sets.
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Fory 2 RnK we shall m ake the follow Ing estin ations. Because the support
of h is com pact, we can de ne supph [ n;n] for some natural number n. Let
K = [ 3n;3n]. Then:

Z
1 +1
SUPy2RnK j0< < —J ) p;six;js+ )hx)dx hy)j=

Z

1. .
SUPy2rnk 0< < —J Pisix;s+ )hx)dx] (64)
K
1 1 2
Bupsoxk h ®)Jsupyornk o< < — kisix;jst+ )vikis+ )dx
v({y;s) k
1 Z
Bup,ox h &) BuPsk s 0 st V(X;SO)]SuPyZRnK 0< < _V(y's) kyrs;x;s+ )dx
14

In view ofour assum ption v (y;s) cexp( cy?), there holds:
Z

1
SUPyormk 0< < —J P¥isiX;js+ )hX)dx] (65)
Z . 5
_ n x vy
C  SUR; mp< < exXpy’) 7 expl ——— dx
where
C=c@ ) PexpM ) Bupzx h &) SUPk < s s VX;S) (66)
Ifwe choose = 1=16g, then
Z 2 2
x V) n
exp(@y’) expl ———]dx 4 exp( —) ©67)
forevery ¥j 3n,and so
Z I‘12
SUPy2rmk 0< < —J Pisix;s+ )h&x)dxj 4Csup< « Cexp( —)< 1
(68)

C onsequently, the desired boundedness (62) holds true forally 2 R, together w ith
the previously established point-w ise convergence (61).

A Yogether, it m eans, @], that the weak generator of Tst is de ned at Jeast on
C2ZR).M oreover, whik actihgonh 2 C2R) ttgives4 h+ (r Inv)r h. Because TS
is strongly continuous in C; R), the M arkov generator A coincides w ith the weak
generator, [, ie.A =4 + hv)r onCZR).

Finally, ket us choose hy 2 CZ R) such that hy (x) = 1 in som e neighbourhood
ofthe point xo. Then, (X  Xo)hp x) and x  x¢)?h, &) both belong to CZ R) and
therefore:

Al  xo)hol®eis)= 4 [ xo)hol&o)+ (69)
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2(r Inv) Xp;s)r [K  Xo)holXe) = 2(r In V) Xg;8)
Al  x0)holxe;s) = 2
Because A U and U isa Jocaloperator,@], we have the follow Ing inclusion
CZ®R) D (U)and (e can get rid ofhy):
U&® x0)]&;8)= 2@ Inv) Xq;s) (70)

U x0)°1(£0;8) = 2

Tt m eans that we Indeed obtain a di usion process w ith the drift r In v and a
constant di usion coe cient, according to the standards of [ 47] 48].

It is worth em phasizing that since (x  x)ho %) and (X  x¢)%hg ) belong to
D @),and since functions from Cg (R ) can beused to approxin ate, underan integral,

an indicator fiinction of the set [k ;% + 1 > 0,we can directly evaluate:
zZ +1
JjInt#st—s P&oisix;H) X Xo)hp X)dx = (71)
1
7
Tim s P&oisix;H) X xXo)dx= 2(r InV) (X078)
t S % x03
and sin ilarly 7
) 1
1M s P (0;Sixit) (x  xo)’dx = 2 (72)
t S % xo0j

Because the D ynkin condition (28) in plies that

z
) 1
lm ps —— P &ois;x;t)dx = 0 (73)
t S % xop
we arrive at the comm only accepted de nition of the di usion process, sum m arized
In fomulas (71)—(73), w ith the functional expression for the drift, (71), given In the
fam iliar, [, P7, Bl, gradient fom .

ITTI. N onstationary Schrodinger dynam ics: from
the Feynm an-K ac kernel to di usion process

In ourprevious paper [, them apr conclusion was that in order to give a de nitive
probabilistic description ofthe quantum dynam ics asa unigque di usion process solv—
Ing Schrodinger’s Interpolation problem , a suitabl Feynm an-K ac sam igroup m ust
be singlked out. Let us point out that the m easure preserving dynam ics, pem itted
in the presence of conservative force elds, was investigated in ], see also B9, [3].
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T he present analysis was perform ed quite generally and extends to the dynam —
ics a ected by tin e dependent extemal potentials, w ith no clear-cut discrim nation
between the nonequilbrium statistical physics and essentially quantum evolutions.
The form alian of Section IT encom passes both groups of problem s. P resently, we
shall restrict our discussion to the free Schrodinger picture quantum dynam ics. Fol-
lowing Ref. ] we shall discuss the rescaled problem =0 as to elin nate all din en-
sional constants.

The free Schrodinger evolution i@, = 4  inplies the ollow ing propagation
ofa speci ¢ G aussian wave padket:

2

;0= @) Texp () ! 74)
2 14 Ly 1=2 x°
= O e+ 2 S
;0 ) @2+ 2ib) exp[ 10+ jt)]
So that
_ x?
o) =3 &0F= @) TFexpl =1 ! (75)
. 21 =2 x?
D=3 &;03= R @+ )] Pexpl Py
and the FokkerP lanck equation (easily derivable from the standard continuity equa-—
tion @, = r & ); vix;t) = xt=@1+ £)) holds true:
@ =4 b ) ; bx;t= ° (76)
o t ’ HE i e”

The M adelung factorization = exp® + iS) Inplies (hotice that v= 2r S and
b= 2r R + S)) that the related ral functions &;t) = expR X;t) + S (X;t)] and
x;t) = expR ;) S &;t)] read:

&)= R @+ £)] Tlexp( X—2 1t }arctant)
’ PU T 1ve 2

=R 1+ t)] exp( x 1+ e, :—Larctant) a7)
’ Pl 1ve 2

They solve a suitable version of the general parabolic equations (5), nam ely :

Q. = 4 +c (78)

@t =14 C



w ih

x? 1 4 12
(+eF 1+e - =2

A nticipating further discussion, lt us m ention that the Feynm an-K ac kemel,

In this case, is a fundam ental solution of the tin e ad pint system (78). For clar-
ity of exposition, ket us recall that a fundam ental solution of the forward parabolic
equation () is a continuous function k (v;s;x;t), de ned for all x;y;2 R and all
0 s<t T,which hasthe follow ng two properties:
(@) orany xed (y;s) 2 R (0;T), the function (x;t) ! k(y;s;x;t) isa regqular (ie.
continuous and continuously di erentiable the needed num ber of tin es) solution of
the forward equation (5) In R (s;T ]

) orallcontinuous functions () w ith a com pact support, thereholds 1im )1 (s;2)

L kyisixit) @)dy= (@).

cx;t) = > (79)

F irst, we need to verify (thisw illbe done selfexplanatorily) that c(x;t), (79), is
H older continuous of exponent one on every com pact subsst of R [0;T]. It llow s
from direct estim ates:

o) cbart)] i gy o5t 1, (80)
FXorG 1749)] 2J(1+%)2 (1+_€l)23 Jl+é 1+_€lj

1, x X1, K] pol . Rit 23

= t

271+ 2 1+ﬁ§j(1+t§+1+t§)+ F2 e ar Q)

But,jncaseofj{lf;jkzj K and j:l}'jlzj T we have

. . X . .
&) cxi;t)] K Jj+ 2T 4 (81)
7

L X2 X1
1+ 2 1+ €
Furthem ore:

X2 > S X2 X1 . . thi Xlé

+e 1+’ j(1+t§)(1+t§)j+ 1+ B) 1+ B)

] 82)

¥ X3+ Tk x 3+ 2KThH 47

In plies (the new constant C m aprizes all rem aining ones)

p— _
Thoit) o)) C (ke =i+ &) 2C [k x)’+ (& )17
(83)
Let us also notice that we can introduce an auxiliary function h (x;t) = arctan t
such that there holds
x°h (x;t)

4h C(X;t)h @th = m 0 (84)

22



W e have thus satis ed the crucial assum ptions I and IT of Ref. @]. A s a conse-
quence, we have granted the existence of a fundam ental solution k (y;s;%;t) 0.
M oreover, forevery bounded and continuous function &);j &®)j C,whereC > 0
is arbitrary, the function

Z +1
u ;b = k(y;0;x;8) (v)dy (85)

1
is a solution of the Cauchy problem , ie. solves (79) under the niial condition
u;0) = &), sothat ;)] C . Allthat Inplies the uniqueness of the fun—
dam ental solution k (y;s;x;t), and In view of cx;t) 1 is strict positivity. The
function k (y;s;x;t) is also a solution of the ad-pint equation w ith respect to vari-
ablesyjs: @k = 4 k+ cly;s)k mR 0;T). t is cbvious that the Chapm an—
K oIm ogorov com position rule holds true, in view ofthe validity ofthe Feynm an-K ac
representation In the present case.
Basically, we must be satis ed with the Feynm an-K ac representation of the fun—
dam ental solution, whose existence we have granted so far. In our case, the so
called param etrix m ethod, @], can be used to construct findam ental solutions. Tn
fact, sihce cx;t) is locally Lipschitz ie. Holder continuous of exponent one and
quadratically bounded T ;t)j x*+ 1, the in nite seres:
%1
kyisix;t) = ( Dk, visixit) (86)

n=20

where ko (y;s;x;t)= B € s)] P expl x y)>=4(@ s)]isthe heat kemeland

2y 24,
ky yisix;t) = d ) dzc(z; )k 1@isizi k@ ix;t) @87)
S
are known to converge forallx;vy2 R,0 s< t T,andt s< TowhereTy< T,
and de ne the fundam ental solution, ].
By putting p (y;s;x;t) = k(y;s;x;t) g::; we arrive at the fiindam ental solution

of the second K olm ogorov (FokkerP lanck) equation

Gpyisix;t) = 4 xplyisix;t) rxb&;DpEisix;D)] (88)

where b = 2% and = uv, and in particular = = j ¥, are consistently
propagated by p. Ik is the transition probability density of the Nelson di usion
associated w ith the solution (74) ofthe Schrodinger equation, and at the same tine
a solution ofthe rst Koln ogorov (packward di usion) equation

Gplyisix;t) = 4 ypyi;six;it) byr;s)r yplyisix;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) characteristics of the di usion process, @].

O bviously, the above de nition of p In temm s of k induces the validity of the
com patibility condition

1 ;
bz(;( o + rbX;t)] (90)

cx;H=2RIn &;D+ 5[

connecting the drift of the di usion process w ith the Feynm an-K ac potential gov—
eming its Jocal dynam ics: cf. Refs. B9, [§] and B]] where the Ehrenfest theorem
analogue was form ulated for general (hon-quantal included) M arkovian di usions.
Let us point out that our quantally m otivated exam ple was chosen not to show
up a typical for quantum wave functions property of vanishing som ew here. In fact,
because of restricting our considerations to strictly positive Feynm an-K ac kemels
and em phasizing the uniqueness of solutions, we have left aside an in portant group
of topics pertaining to solution of the Schrodinger boundary data problem when:
() the boundary densities have zeros
(i) the interpolation itself is capable of producing zeros of the probability density,
even if the boundary ones have none.
Only the case (i) can be (locally) addressed by m eans of strictly positive sem igroup
kemels, how ever the uniqueness of solution isgenerally Jost in space din ension higher
than one, B, B, [4]. General existence theorem s are availablke P§, P9] and indicate
that one deals w ith di usion-type processes in this case, see eg also [, @, Bl-
The case (i) seem s not to be ever considered in the literature, see however @].
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