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RESOLUTION OF PELLER’S PROBLEM CONCERNING
KOPLIENKO-NEIDHARDT TRACE FORMULAE

CLEMENT COINE, CHRISTIAN LE MERDY, DENIS POTAPOV, FEDOR SUKOCHEV,
AND ANNA TOMSKOVA

ABSTRACT. A formula for the norm of a bilinear Schur multiplier acting from
the Cartesian product S? x S2 of two copies of the Hilbert-Schmidt classes into
the trace class S! is established in terms of linear Schur multipliers acting on
the space §°° of all compact operators. Using this formula, we resolve Peller’s
problem on Koplienko-Neidhardt trace formulae. Namely, we prove that there
exist a twice continuously differentiable function f with a bounded second
derivative, a self-adjoint (unbounded) operator A and a self-adjoint operator
B € 82 such that

JA+B)~ S(A) ~ S+ B,y ¢ 8"

1. INTRODUCTION

Let H be a separable complex Hilbert space and let B(H) be the space of all
bounded linear operators on H equipped with the standard trace Tr. Let S' =
S'(H) and 82 = S%(H) be the trace class and the Hilbert-Schmidt class in B(H),
respectively.

In 1953, M. G. Krein [16] showed that for a self-adjoint (not necessarily bounded)
operator A and a self-adjoint operator B € S' there exists a unique function & €
L'(R) such that

(1) Te(f(A+ B) — f(A)) = / e,

whenever f is from the Wiener class W7, that is f is a function on R with Fourier
transform of f’ in L'(R).

The function £ above is called Lifshitz-Krein spectral shift function and was
firstly introduced in a special case by I. M. Lifshitz [17]. It plays an important role
in Mathematical Physics and in Scattering Theory, where it appears in the formula
of the determinant of scattering matrix (for detailed discussion we refer to [7] and
references therein).

Observe that the right-hand side of (1) makes sense for every Lipschitz function
f. In 1964 M. G. Krein conjectured that the left-hand side of (1) also makes sense
for every Lipschitz function f. More precisely, Krein’s conjecture was the following.

Krein’s Conjecture. For any self-adjoint (not necessarily bounded) operator A,
for any self-adjoint operator B € S' and for any Lipschitz function f,

(2) f(A+B) - f(A) € 8.

The best result concerning the description of the class of functions for which (2)
holds is due to V. Peller in [24], who established that (2) holds for f belonging to
the Besov class Bl (for a definition of this class, see [24] and references therein).
However (2) does not hold even for the absolute value function, which is obviously
the simplest example of a Lipschitz function (see e.g. [9], [10]). Moreover, there
is an example of a continuously differentiable Lipschitz function f and (bounded)
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self-adjoint operators A, B with B € S! such that (2) does not hold. The first such
example is due to Yu. B. Farforovskaya [12].

Assume now that B is a self-adjoint operator from the Hilbert-Schmidt class S2.
In 1984, L. S. Koplienko, [15], considered the operator

d

3) fA+B) - f(4) - (fa+tB)| .

where by % (f(A + tB)) ‘ we denote the derivative of the map ¢ — f(A + tB)

in the Hilbert-Schmidt norm. He proved that for every fixed self-adjoint operator
A there exists a unique function 7 € L*(R) such that

@ m(ra+B) - - G(ra+m)| ) = [ oo
if f is an arbitrary rational function with poles off R.
The function 7 is called Koplienko’s spectral shift function (for more information
about Koplienko’s spectral shift function we refer to [13] and references therein).
It is clear that the right-hand side of (4) makes sense when f is a twice differ-
entiable function with a bounded second derivative. The natural question is then
to describe the class of all these functions f such that the left-hand side of (4) is
well-defined. Namely, for which function f does the operator (3) belong to S*? The
best result to date is again due to V. Peller [25], who established an affirmative
answer under the assumption that f belongs to the Besov class B2 ;. In the same
paper [25], V. Peller stated the following problem.

Peller’s problem. [25, Problem 2] Suppose that f is a twice continuously differ-
entiable function with a bounded second derivative. Let A be a self-adjoint (possibly
unbounded) operator and let B be a self-adjoint operator from S2. Is it true that

e St?
t=0

(5) F(A+B)~ (A)~ o (7(A+1B))

In [25, Theorem 4.6], the author defined the operator in (3) for all f € B2, via
an approximation process. The precise meaning of (3) in the case of an arbitrary
self-adjoint operator A and an arbitrary twice continuously differentiable function
f may be a subject of independent investigation, which is beyond the scope of
the present paper. However when A is a bounded self-adjoint operator, then the
meaning of the operator in (3) is firmly established (see e.g. [4, 5, 6, 20, 21]). From
this it is immediate to define uniquely the operator in (3) in the case when A is
given by a direct sum 72 ; A, where each A4,, is a bounded self-adjoint operator,
and B = &2°, B, is a self-adjoint operator from S2.

In this paper we answer Peller’s question in the negative (see Section 5). More
precisely we present a class of twice continuously differentiable functions f with
a bounded second derivative and self-adjoint operators A = @®52 A, and B =
&% | B,, as above, with B € 8%, such that the operator (3) does not belong to S*.
The operators A,, will be finite rank.

In essence, the construction leading to these counterexamples is finite-dimensional;
this construction is presented in Section 4. A key component of our proof is Theo-
rem 6, which provides a new general formula of independent interest for the norm
of bilinear Schur multipliers (see Definition 2) from &% x &% into S!, in terms of a
special sequence of Schur multipliers on S*°. In Section 3 we establish preliminary
results and connect Peller’s problem to bilinear Schur multipliers.
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2. BILINEAR SCHUR MULTIPLIERS ON S? x §?

We regard elements of B(¢?) as infinite matrices in the usual way and we let
| - |[oo denote the uniform norm on this space. By SP we denote the Schatten von
Neumann ideal in B(¢?) equipped with the Schatten p-norm || - ||, 1 < p < oc.

Likewise for any n € N, we let M,, denote the space of all n x n matrices with
entries in C, equipped with the uniform norm || - ||oc, and we use the notation S?
to denote that space equipped with the p-norm || - ||,.

We let E;; denote the standard matrix units either on B(¢?) or on M, fori,j > 1
of for 1 <i,j <n.

Let 1 < p < oo. A matrix M = {m;;}; j>1 with entries in C is said to be a
(linear) Schur multiplier on SP if the following action

M(A) = Y mijai;Eij, A= {aij}ij>1 €S,
i,j>1
defines a bounded linear operator on SP.

Clearly, for the matrix M = {m;;}; j>1 to be a linear Schur multiplier on S?
it is necessary that sup; ;~q [mi;| < co. When p = 2, this condition is sufficient,
that is, a matrix M = {m;;}; j>1 is a linear Schur multiplier on &2 if and only if
sup; j>1 |mij| < co. Moreover

IM 8% 5 82 = sup m]
i,j>1
in this case (see e.g. [2, Proposition 2.1]).

A simple duality argument shows that if 1 < p,p’ < 0o are conjugate numbers,
then a matrix M is a linear Schur multiplier on S? if and only if it is a linear Schur
multiplier on SP". Moreover the resulting operators have the same norm, that is,
|M: 8 — 8P| = ||M: S — S|. Linear Schur multipliers on either S' or S
have the following description (see e.g. [27, Theorem 5.1] or [3, Theorem 6.4]).

Theorem 1. A matriz M = {m;;}i j>1 is a linear Schur multiplier on S*° (equiva-
lently, on S') if and only if there exist a Hilbert space E and two bounded sequences
(51')1'21 and (77]‘)]‘21 i E such that

(6) mij = (&, M5)s i,j > 1.
Moreover
M : 8% — 8| = inf{sup ||&]| sup [n;]},
i J

where the infimum runs over all possible factorizations (6).

Except for the cases p = 1,2, 00 mentioned above, there is no known description
of linear Schur multipliers on S?.

The terminology below is adopted from [11], where multilinear Schur products
are defined and studied in the context of completely bounded maps.

Definition 2. Let 1 < r < co. A three-dimensional matric M = {mii; }ikj>1
with entries in C is said to be a bilinear Schur multiplier into 8" if the following
action

M(A,B) = Y migainbiiEij; A= {aij}ijz1, B = {by}ijz1 € 8,

,J,k>1
defines a bounded bilinear operator from S% x S? into S”.

Of course we can define as well a notion of bilinear Schur multiplier from S? x §¢
into 8", whenever 1 < p,q,r < oo. The case when p = ¢ = r = oo is the object
of [I1]. The main aim of this section is to give a criteria when a matrix M is a
bilinear Schur multiplier from S? x 82 into S! (see Theorems 6, 7, and Corollary 8
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below). Before coming to this, we mention another (easier) case which will used in
Section 5.

Lemma 3. A matriz M = {m;}i k. >1 s a bilinear Schur multiplier into S? if
and only if sup; ; x>1 [Mik;| < 00. Moreover,
[M:8? x §? = S?|| = sup |mixl.
,5,k=>1
Proof. The inequality ||M : 8% x §* — S?|| < sup, ; ;1 [mik;| is achieved by the
following computation. Consider A = {a;x}ix>1 and B = {by;}x j>1 in S*. Then
applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have

2 2
M (A, B)|3 = H > Mg B , = > ‘Zmikjaikbkj’
1,5,k>1 ,7>1 k>1
2
< sup |mig|® Z (Z|aikbkj|)
1,5,k>1 ij>1 k>1
< sup fmag” YD lainl* D by
i,J,k21 ii>1k>1 k>1
< sup |ma Pl AIZ] BII3-
i,7,k>1
The converse inequality is obtained from
IM : 8% x 8% = 82| = | M(Eix, Exj)ll2 = |mi;],
taking the supremum over all 4,5,k > 1. (I

We now focus on bilinear Schur multipliers into S'. We start with some back-
ground on tensor products. Given any two Banach spaces X and Y, we let X ® Y
denote their algebraic tensor product. For every u € X ® Y, the projective tensor
norm of u is defined as

w(u) == inf{z lzalllyall - w=> @@y, me N}.
=1 =1

Then the completion of X ® Y equipped with the norm 7 is called the projective
tensor product of X and Y and is denoted by X&Y'

Let Z be another Banach space and let B2(X x Y, Z) denote the space of all
bounded bilinear operators from X x Y into Z, equipped with the uniform norm.
Next let B(X Y, Z ) denote the Banach space of all bounded linear operators from
X®Y into Z, equipped with the uniform norm. Then we have an isometric isomor-
phism
(7) By(X xY,Z) = B(X&Y, 2),
which is given by T +— T, where T(z ® y) = T'(x,y) for any z € X and y € Y (see
e.g. [29, Theorem 2.9]).

Let H be a Hilbert space and let H denote its conjugate space. For any hy, ho in
H, we may identify hy ® hy with the operator h + (h, hi)hy from H into H. This

yields an identification of H ® H with the space of finite rank operators on H, and
this identification extends to an isometric isomorphism

(8) HOH = S'(H),

see e.g. [22, p. 837].

In the sequel, we regard M, as the space of matrices with columns and rows
indexed by {1,...,n}%2. Thus we write Ei k) for its standard matrix units.
Then we let M,, ®@min M,, denote the minimal tensor product of two copies of
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M,,. According to the definition of ®uin (see e.g. [31, IV.4.8]), the isomorphism
Jo: My, @min My, — Mpy> given by
(9) Jo(Eij @ Bri) = Eqgy oy, 1 <60,k 1<n,

is an isometry.
We now give some duality principles. First we recall that S}L* is isometrically
isomorphic to M,, through the duality pairing

(10) S} x M, - C,  (A,B)~ Tr("AB).

With this convention (note the use of transposition), the dual basis of (Ejj)i<i j<n
is (Eij)i<i,j<n itself.
Next we let v be the cross norm on S} ® S} such that

(11) (8.,11 ®ry 8711)* - Mn Qmin Mn;

through the duality pairing (10) applied twice. More explicitly, for any family
(tijri)1<i,jk,i<n Of complex numbers, we have

7( Z Lijri i ®Ekl) =

ik, l=1
n n
Sup{" Z tijklsijkl‘ : H | Z SijkiEiy ® EleMn@mmMn < 1}-
1,5,k =1 i,5,k,1=1
Lemma 4. The isomorphism J: S?®S? — S} @, S} given by
J(E'Lk®Ejl):E'Lj®Ekl; 1§i7jakvl§n7
s an isometry.

Proof. According to the equality
1
3
HZ cik Ei ‘2 = (Z |C¢k|2) , cir. € C,
i,k i,k

we can naturally identify S? with either ﬂiQ or its conjugate space. Then applying
the identity (8) with H = ¢2,, we obtain that the mapping J; : S20S2 — S1, given
by

Jl(E'Lk®Ejl> :E(i,k),(j,l)a 1 Siajvkalgna

is an isometry.
Now let Jo: S} @, S} — 87112 be the isomorphism given by

JQ(E»L'j ® Ekl) = E(i,k),(j,l)a 1<i,5,k 1 <n.

Taking into account the identity (11), we see that J; ' is the adjoint of Jy. Conse-
quently, J5 !is an isometry. Since J = Jy 171, we deduce that J is an isometry as
well. (I

We will work with the subspace of M, ®unin M,, spanned by the E,; ® Ejs, for
1 < r/k,s <n. The next lemma provides a description of this subspace. We let
(e1,...,en) denote the standard basis of £2°.

Lemma 5. The linear mapping 0: £5°(My,) — My, ®min M, such that
9(€k®Ers):Erk®Eksa 1§k,7",8§7’b,

18 an isometry.
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Proof. Takey = >}_, ex Q@i € £5°(M,), where yi, = > ., yi(r, s) Eps. From the
definition of 6 we have

Z yk B ® Eys.

Recall the isometric isomorphism Jy given by (9). Then

Z (1, 8)Er iy, (k,5) -
sk

Let a = {ark}] p1,0 = {bis}]'=1 € Enz. Then we have

n

<J09(y)baa> = Z yk(r S)<E(7‘ k), (k, s) Z yk T, 5 arkbks

r,s,k=1 r,s,k=1

Therefore, using Cauchy-Schwarz, we obtain

‘ i— (r, $)arkbys
Hka( arkl) (ZVU% )

[{Jo0(y)b,

S HMS

k=1 =1
n 1
2 2
< s, It 32 (3 ) (35 )
r= s$=
1,n 1
‘2 2
< g, Il ( 3 Jon)* (32 )
= k,s=1
< max Hykllllall ||b||2

1<k<n

It follows that ||0(y)|| < maxi<k<n ||Ykl|-
Now fix 1 < ko < n. Take arbitrary a = {,-}"_; and 8 = {Bs}"_, in ¢2. Then

define
ark:{a” ifk:.ko bls:{ﬁs’ ifl:]_{;o
0 otherwise ’ 0 otherwise
Then
(Job(y)b, a) = (yr, (B), )
and moreover, |lall2 = |all2, ||bll2 = ||B]l2- Therefore, we have ||y, || < [10(v)]-
Hence, [|6(y)|| = maxi<k<n [|y- 0

The following theorem is the main result of this section.

Theorem 6. Letn € N. Let M = {miy;}}) ;_, be a three-dimensional matriz. For
any 1 < k < n, let M(k) be the (classical) matriz given by M(k) = {mix;}7 ;-
Then

HM 82><82—>81H— sup HM Mn—>MnH

1<k<n

Proof. According to the isometric identity (7), the bilinear map M : §2 x §2 — S}
induces a linear map M: S?®S2 — S} with ||M| = ||M]|. Consider

T]\/I = (Mj_l)*: Mn — Mn Qmin Mna
where J is given by Lemma 4. The latter implies that
(12) [Ta| = || M: S: xS2— S,
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For any 1 < r,s <n, we have

Mt (Ers, Ey), if k=7
0 otherwise
mik, if k=4, r=i, s=1
0 otherwise

)

for all 1 <14,j,k,l <n. Hence

T]\/I (Ers) = Z mrksETk b2y Eks-
k=1

This shows that Tj; maps into the range of the operator 6 introduced in Lemma 5
and that

TI\/[(ETS) = Z Mrks 9(616 ® Ers)-
k=1
By linearity this implies that for any C' € M,,,

T (C) =0 (Z er ® [M(k:)](C)) :
k=1

Appyling Lemma 5, we deduce that
170 (O)]] = max|[M (k)] (C)

, C e M,.

From this identity we obtain that || Ths|| = max;, [|[M (k)||. Combining with (12) we
obtain the desired identity || M|| = maxy || M (k)]|. O

For the sake of completeness we give an infinite dimensional version of the pre-
vious theorem.

Theorem 7. A three-dimensional matric M = {mx;}ikj>1 s a bilinear Schur
multiplier into S* if and only if the matriz M (k) = {mix; }i.j>1 is a linear Schur
multiplier on S for every k > 1 and supyq || M (k) : S — S| < co. Moreover,

M 82 % 82 = 81| = sup | M(k) : S — 5|
E>1

in this case.

Proof. Consider a three-dimensional matrix M = {mx;}ix j>1 and set M(k) =
{mikj}i,jzl' For any n Z 1, let

My = {mirjbr<ij<n  and M) (k) = {mir;}r<ikj<n
be the standard truncations of these matrices.

We may identify S2 (respectively S°) with the subspace of S? (respectively S*°)
spanned by {FE;; : 1 <4i,j <n}. Then the union U,>1S? is dense in §?. Hence by
a standard density argument, M is a bilinear Schur multiplier into S' if and only
if sup,>q [[ My : S2 x 82 — S}|| < oo, and in this case

HM 187 x S8~ 81H = sup HM(n) 1 S2x 82— S}lH
n>1
Likewise U, >18,° is dense in the space $ of all compact operators, for any k£ > 1

M (k) is a linear Schur multiplier on §* if and only if sup,,>; [[M()(k) : S;° —
S,C;OH < 00, and

||M(k) 1S — S°°|| = SL;E)HM(n)(k) 150 — SSOH
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in this case.
Combining the above two approximation results with Theorem 6, we obtain the
result. O

Theorem 7 together with Theorem 1 yield the following result.

Corollary 8. A three-dimensional matrizc M = {miy; }ik;>1 i a bilinear Schur
multiplier into S' if and only if there exist a Hilbert space E and two bounded
families (§ir)iw>1 and (njk)jk>1 in E such that

Moreover
120+ 8% x 8% = S| = int{sup€icll sup lmiel},
i, Js

where the infimum runs over all possible such factorizations.

3. SCHUR MULTIPLIERS ASSOCIATED WITH A FUNCTION AND SELF-ADJOINT
OPERATORS

Throughout this section we work with finite-dimensional operators. We fix an
integer n > 1 and regard C" as equipped with its standard Hermitian structure.
Consider two orthonormal bases e = {e;}7_; and ¢ = {ej}}"; in C". Then

every linear operator A € B(C") is associated with a matrix A = {a;;}7

ii—1, where
)

a;j = (A(ej), e;). Sometimes we use the notation aeJ “

corresponding bases.
For any unit vector x € C" we let P, denote the projection on the linear span
of z, that is, P.(y) = (y,z)x, y € C™.

instead of a;; to emphasize

3.1. Linear Schur multipliers. Let A, 4; € B(C") be diagonalizable self-adjoint
operators. For j = 0,1, let & = {5(] )} ', be an orthonormal basis of eigenvec-
tors for A;, and let {)\Z(-j)}?zl be the associated n-tuple of eigenvalues, that is,
Aj ({Z-(j)) = )\Ej)fi(j). Without loss of generality, we assume that {)\Z(-j)}?il is the set
of pairwise distinct eigenvalues of the operator A;, where n; € N, n; < n. Denote

(13) Ei(j): Z Pﬁfcj)’ 1<i<ny,

BN
)\kj :)\ij

that is, Ei(j )is a spectral projection of the operator A; associated with the eigen-
value )\Z(.j ).

Let ¢ : R? — C be a bounded Borel function. Define a linear operator Tf"’Al
B(C™) — B(C"™) given by

(14) oM (X) = 3 oAV A )P0 XPy, X € B(C"),
i,k=1

Alternatively, when it is more convenient, we will use the representation of TA"’A1 (X)
in the form

no ni
(15) (X)) =3 Y oW AN EPXEY, X e B(C).
i=1 k=1
It is not difficult to see that if we identify B(C™) with M,, by associating X with

0,61 Ao, A1

the matrix {z;.~" }}';_,, then the operator T, acts as a linear Schur multiplier
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{6 A} e, ). Indeed,

1)y 0\ 0,61 _ .
Wy @y _ ) (X(&7), &) =2y, if s=k,r=1i,
<(P£§0)XP€;(CU)(§S )& > { 0 otherwise.

Therefore,
Ao, A 1 0 0 1 ,
(T (X)), 7)) = (AP A ),

which implies that T ~ {¢(\” A{")}7, 1+ My, — M,,. Since these identifi
cations are 1sometrlc ones, we deduce that

(16) T 852 = 82l = [Ho” M) e s S22 = 82

Ao, A1

The operator T is called a linear Schur multiplier associated with ¢ and

A07 Al

3.2. Bilinear Schur multipliers. Similarly, we introduce bilinear Schur multipli-
ers associated to a triple of self-adjoint operators.

Let AO,Al,AQ € B(C™) be diagonalizable self-adjoint operators and for any
j=0,1,2,let § = {S(J )} * , be an orthornomal basis of eigenvectors of A; and let
{)\Z(-J )}i:1 be the corresponding n-tuple of eigenvalues.

Let ¢ : R® — C be a bounded Borel function. Define a bilinear operator

TjO’Al’Az . B(cn) % B((Cn) N B((Cn) by setting

Ag,A1,A 0) (1) (2
(17) T (X Y) = 3T o A AP P X P, wY P
i,j,k=1
for any X,Y € B(C™). Assume that {)\Z(-j )};Zl is the set of pairwise distinct eigen-
values of the operator A;. Then alternatively, using the spectral projections (13),

we can write

no ni no
as) TR Y) =33 S e\ AN A ED X EDY B
i=1 k=1 j=1
for any X,Y € B(C").
Let us consider two different identifications of B(C™) with M,,. On the one hand,
we identify X with the matrix {z0¢1}7 ir—1, Where w0 — <X(€](61)),€Z(0)>. On the
other hand we identify Y with {yfl’&}k j—1» Where y&’52 = (Y(«f(?)), ,(Cl)>. Under

J
Ao, A1, A2

these identifications, the operator T acts as a bilinear Schur multiplier

associated with the matrix M = {1/)(/\(0) /\,(:), )\§2)) ¢ k=1~ Indeed,

(P X0 Y P )(6),6) = (Y (). 67 )(X (). 617) = gy @l

if s =j,r =1, and

<(PEEO>XPE£1)YP§(2>)(§(2 ), &) =0

otherwise.
Therefore,

<Tf°’A1’A2(X,Y) (2) (o) Zw (0) )\1) )\(2)) 51’5295?,’;51,
k=1
which implies

TAo A1,A X Y Z ’L/J )\(0 1) )\ )) foflyi;yszme&_
i,j,k=1
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Since these identifications are isometric ones with respect to all Schatten norms,
we deduce the formula

(19) [|T o042 82 x 82 = SE|| = [HeW A AP, oy 82 x 82 = S|

The operator TA0 An42 i¢ called a bilinear Schur multiplier associated with

and the operators AO, Aq, As.

Operators Tj 0, A1, 42 present a special case of what is known in the literature
as “multiple operator integrals”. We refer to [23, 30, 26, 1, 28] for additional
information on this notion.

3.3. A few properties of Schur multipliers. In this subsection, ¢: R? — C and
1: R® — C denote arbitrary bounded Borel functions, and n € N is a fixed integer.
The following lemma gives some nice properties of bilinear Schur multipliers.

Lemma 9. Let Ay, A1, As € B(C™) be self-adjoint operators. Let I,, be the identity
operator in B(C™). Then for j = 0,1 we have
(1)
Ag,A1,As Ao, A1,A2 n
T2 (A, X) = T 42(1,,X), X € BC),

where
) (xo, 1, x2) = ¥ (20, X1, X2), o, T1,T2 € R.
(i)
Aj,Az Ag Al Az n
T¢ (X) = 0 (I,,X), X eB(C"),
J
where

Di(0, 21, 22) = (2, 22), To, 21,22 € R.

Proof. Let us prove the assertion for j = 0 only. The proof for j = 1 is similar.
(i). For X € B(C™) we have

T4 (4, X) = SN A Peo Ao Py X Py

n

J,k=
0 1 2
= 2 OO AN AP (NP0 ) P X Py
Ji k=

1 r=1
ABOT A AP P I Py X Py
ij,k=1 ‘ * !
=T A2 (L, X)),
(73). For X € B(C™) we have

n

e 2 Poo TPy X Py
= Z s\, 2P) )P (ZPS 1)) 2
ij=1 k=1
= Z d(A 0) )\( S(U)XP @
4,J=1 K
Ag, A
=T5""(X).
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Lemma 10. Let A € B(C™) be a self-adjoint operator and X,Y € B(C™). Let

~ A 0 ~ 0 X
AZ(OA) and X:(Y 0).
Then

LAA o T 4A(XY) 0
TANX, Xy = T ’ :
( ) ) ( A,A,A(Y,X)

Proof. Let {\;}, be the set of distinct eigenvalues of the operator A, m < n,
and let EA be the spectral projection of A associated with A;, 1 < i < m. Clearly,
the operator A has the same set {); 1, of distinct eigenvalues and the spectral
projection of the operator A associated with ); is given by

- A
E;‘:(Eoi EOA), 1<i<m.

Therefore, we have

AAA o o m EA 0 0 X
i,k,j=1
( g ) (v o) (5 8
A
0 Ej
- EAXEAYEA
- _;1w(Ai’A’“’Aj>< 0 E;“YE,;“XE;‘ >

1,R, )=

(XY 0
0 1Y) )

O

Lemma 11. Let A, B € B(C") be self-adjoint operators with the same set of eigen-
values and X,Y € B(C™). Let

< A 0 5 0 X - 0 0
i-(op) x=(0 %) @ v=(7y)

TAAA (% 7y Z ( 0 T;"P(X)Y) ) _

Then

0 0

Proof. Let {\;}, be the set of distinct eigenvalues of the operator A, m < n, and
let E& (resp. EP) be the spectral projection of A (resp. B) associated with \;,
1 <4 < m. Since A and B have the same set of eigenvalues, the operator A has the
same set {\;}7, of distinct eigenvalues and the spectral projection of the operator
A associated with ); is given by

. A
E;‘<E6' EOB>, 1<i<m.

K2
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Therefore, we have

AAA ¢ o o EA 0 0
T4 X Y) = > w()\i,)\k,)\j)( J Eﬁ)(o

ik,j=1
B

m A B
. 7/)(>\i7>\k7)\j)<8 E; XEkYE]

) (0 v ) (7 )
)

O

Lemma 12. Let Ay, A1, As € B(C"™) be self-adjoint operators. For any a #0 € R
we have that
TaA()aaAluaA‘Z _ TA01A11A2
P T " a ’

where
Va0, 1, 22) = Y(axy, ax1,axs), xo,x1,T2 € R.

Proof. Let {)\Ej)}?:jl be the set of distinct eigenvalues of A;, j = 0,1,2. Fix a #
0 € R. It is clear that for any j, {a)\gj)}?il is the set of distinct eigenvalues of a4,

A

and that the corresponding spectral projections coincide, that is, Ef Aj E;7 for

any ¢ = 1,...,n,. Therefore, for X,Y € B(C™), we have
no ni ng

retordied (X y) = NSNS g (an”, ax axP) B X B Y B

i=1 k=1 j=1
=T (XY).
O

Lemma 13. Let A,B € B(C") be self-adjoint operators and let {Uy,}m>1 be a
sequence of unitary operators from B(C™) such that U,, — I, as m — oo. Let
also X, Y € B(C") and sequences {Xm}tm>1 and {Yptm>1 in B(C™) such that
Xm =X andY,, =Y asm — co. Let 1,1, : R? = C be bounded Borel functions
such that ., — 1 pointwise as m — oo. Then

(20) T AU BB (X V) — TRPP(X,Y), m o ool

Proof. Let {\;};° and {4}, be the set of distinct eigenvalues of the operators A
and B, respectlvely, mo, m1 < n, and let Ef‘ (resp. EP) be the spectral projection
of A (resp. B) associated with \; (resp. ug), 1 <i <myg (resp. 1 <k <my). It is
clear that the sequence {\; };"9 is the sequence of eigenvalues of U, AU, and that
the spectral projection of U,, AU}, associated with A; is given by

EVAYm — U, BAUZ, 1<i<m.
Observe that
mo ma
Um AU B, B o Unm AU,
i (X Yo) = 3 D i s ) B X BPY EP
i=1 j,k=1
mo ma
= Un (323 0O i) B (U, X) EEY P

i=1 jk=1

= UnT, PP (U X,Y).
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We claim that 7" % (U X, V) — T""%(X,Y). Indeed, we have

TP P WX, Y) — TP P (XY )|
< |TEPPURXY) — TEPP (XYoo + TP P(X,Y) = TP P (XY )|
< TAPEULX — XY ) oo + 1T P (XY )|

mo ma
<D0 D i e, 1) U X = X oY oo +
i=1j,k=1

mo ma
D0 [ = Gl s 1) 1X 0|V -
i=1 jk=1

This upper bound tends to 0 as m — oo, which proves the claim.
Now since U,,, — I,,, we have

Un T PP U X,Y) = TP P(U: X Y) — 0

as m — o0o. The result follows at once. O
Lemma 14. Let A € B(C") be a self-adjoint operator and let X € B(C™) commute
with A. Let ¢: R — R be defined by (x) = Y(z,z,x), x € R.
(i) We have
A,A,A -~
T (X, X) = ¢(A) x X2
(i) We have

T AY, X) =T (Y) x X, Y € B(C™),

where
o1 (x0,21) = (20,21, 21), X0,21 € R.
(i41) We have
THNX,Y) =X x THA(Y), Y eB(Cn),
where
¢2(x0, 1) = Y(x0, 20, 21), 0,21 € R.

Proof. Let {& 1}, be an orthonormal basis of eigenvectors of A and let {\;}?_; be
the associated n-tuple of eigenvalues. Since A commutes with X, it follows that
the projection P¢, commutes with X for all 1 < ¢ < n. Thus, we have that

T AX X) = > (i, e, \j) Pe, X P, X P,

which proves (7).
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Similarly, for (i7), we have

TN, X) = Y (A Ak ) Pe,Y Pe, X P,

6,5, k=1

w()\i, )\k; )\k)Pfiypgk x X
1

E
Il

|

7‘1

$1(Ni, M) Pe, Y Pe, x X = T3 (Y) x X.
1

E
Il

|

7‘1

The proof of (i) repeats that of (). O

3.4. Divided differences. Let f: R — R be a continuous function and assume
that f admits right and left derivatives f/(z) and f/(x) at each € R. Assume
further that f], f/ are bounded. The divided difference of the first order is defined
by

e g
M (g, 21) 1= , wo—xy ) B o7 zp,x1 € R.
[ (zo, 21) {w if xg = @1 o

Then f! is a bounded Borel function.

Let Ag, A1 as in Subsection 3.1. We study below the multiplier Tﬁi’]’Al and give
the formula from [1, Theorem 5.3] in the setting of matrices (see (22) below). The
symbol £ and the corresponding Schur multiplier were first studied by Léwner in
[18], where he noted that since

FADE? = FOE?, 1<i<n j=0.1,

we have

(21)  ((F(A0) = FANED), €7 = IO, AP (40 — An) (), €9).
Formula (21) implies that

(22) F(Ag) = F(A1) = T (Ao — Av).
Now assume that f is a C2-function, with a bounded second derivative f”. The
divided difference of the second order is defined by

fWow) = fM@rwa)
23) B (zo, 21, 30) = @ ’ 1 To 7 T2, , To,%1,T2 € R.
2o [ (o, 1), if o = @2

Then f2 is a bounded Borel function, and this function is symmetric in the three
variables (xg,x1, x2).
The following result may be viewed as a higher dimensional version of (22).

Theorem 15. Let f € C%(R) and Ag, A1, A2 € B(C") be self-adjoint operators.
Then for all X € B(C™) we have

T2 (X) = T ™2 (X) = Thy 2 (Ao — Ay, X)),

Proof. Let X € B(C") and let ¢ = f12 and ¢ = fIU. Setting o, ¥1, 10, Y1 as in
Lemma 9 (i), (i1), we have

(1o — 1) (w0, 21, 22) = T fH (20, 21, 22) — 21 F P (20, 21, T2)
(24) = Wz, z2) — f (21, 20)
= (7/;0 - 7/;1)($0,£E1,$2)-
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Therefore, by Lemma 9, we obtain

Ap,A1,A Ap,A1,A Ap,A1,A
Tf[ZO] ! 2(A07A1;X):Tf[g] ! Z(AOaX)in[S] ! Z(AlaX)

Lemd(@) T A2 (L, X) — T A2, X)

i, X)

S pdodnt g, x)

= T (], X) - T X)

P2 pods () - A4 (),
0

Let f € C1(R) and let A, B € B(C") be self-adjoint operators. Then the function
t — f(A+tB) is differentiable and

d A,A
P L (F(A+1tB ’ — TAAB).
(5) dt(f( +1 )) P f[]( )
Indeed this follows e.g. from [14, Theorem 3.25]. This leads to the following
reformulation of (3) in terms of bilinear Schur multipliers.

Theorem 16. For any self-adjoint operators A, B € B(C") and any f € C?*(R),
we have

(26)  J(A+B) -~ f(4) - S (f(A+iB)|

Proof. By (22), we have that

J(A+ B)— f(4) = TAIAB).

Combining with (25) and applying Theorem 15, we arrive at

A+B,A,A
_ =T B, B).

d
f(A+B) = f(A) - Z(fA+tB)| _ = T/74(B) - 1/i/(B)
= 17574 (B, B).

4. FINITE-DIMENSIONAL CONSTRUCTION

In this section we establish various estimates concerning finite dimensional op-
erators. The symbol const will stand for uniform positive constants, not depending
on the dimension.

Consider the function fy: R — R defined by

fo(z) = |z, r € R.

The definition of fél] given in Subsection 3.4 applies to this function.
The following result is proved in [9, Theorem 13].

Theorem 17. For all n € N there exist self-adjoint operators A,,, B, € B(C*"*t1)
such that the spectra of A, + B, and A, coincide, 0 is an eigenvalue of A, and

(27) [fo(An + Bn) = fo(An)[l1 = const logn||Bu1.

Remark 18. The operator A,, constructed in [9] is a diagonal operator defined on
C?™ and 0 is not an eigenvalue of A4,,. By changing the dimension from 2n to 2n+1
and adding a zero on the diagonal, one obtains the operator A, in Theorem 17,
with 0 in the spectrum.
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Corollary 19. For alln > 1, there exist self-adjoint operators A,, B, € B(C*"*1)
such that the spectra of A, + B, and A, coincide, and

it
0

Proof. Take A, B, € B(C*"*1) as in Theorem 17. By (22), we have that
TAn+BmAn(Bn) - fO(An + Bn) - fO(An)

(1]
0

cSoni1 — SSfLHH > const logn.

By Theorem 17, we have that
IT 822 (Bl = 1 fo(An + Ba) = folAu) 1 = const lognl| Bl

Therefore,

HT;&EHJerAn : 831 = Sppr|| = const logn.

TAn+Bn1An
f[l]
0

e
0

Since the operator is a Schur multiplier, we obtain that

. o0 oo
2 Soni1 — 82n+1H > const logn.

Consider the function gg : R — R given by

go(z) = x|z| = 2 fo(x), x €R.

Although gg is not a C?-function, one may define g([f] (xo,x1,x2) by (23) whenever

o, 1, T2 are not equal. Let us define

2 .
g([)](.fCo,SCl,ZL'2>, if xg# w1 or x # o

2 To=x1 =22 >0

o, T1,T2) = ?
1/)0( 0 ) ) _2’ $O:x1:$2<0
O, if To =1 = T2

The function 1g: R?* — C is a bounded Borel function.
The following lemma relates the linear Schur multiplier for
Schur multiplier for ).

(E” and the bilinear

Lemma 20. For self-adjoint operators A,, B,, € B(C™) such that 0 belongs to the
spectrum of Ay, the inequality

(28) ([Tt Brodnotin . 82 5 S2 = S| > y\T];‘i;ﬁBmAn |

holds.
Proof. Let {ux}7_, be the sequence of eigenvalues of the operator A,,. For simplic-

ity, we assume that pu; = 0.
By formulas (16) and (19) and by Theorem 6, we have that

HTAAOnJl‘BnaAnaAn 8727/ % 8’3 N S’}LH — 11’<Ilka'é(n ||T;4kn+Bn1An S’ZO N S’ZOH,

where
ok (o, 1) := Yo(xo, ik, x1), zo,x1 ER, 1 <k <n.
In particular, we have
([Tt Bnonedn  S2 0 82— Sh|| > [T AP A L 850 — S
It therefore suffices to check that
(29) o1 = 3.
It follows from the definitions that ¢1(0,0) = 140(0,0,0) = 0 = £5(0,0).
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Consider now (g, 1) € R? such that zg # 0 or 1 # 0. In that case, we have

@1(xo, 1) = g([)Q](iEo,O,%)-

If xg, 21,0 are mutually distinct, then

(1] 0) — [1] 0 zofo(z0)—0  O0—xz1 fo(x1)
952]($0,0,:E1) =% (20,0) — g0 °(0,21) = %00 0z
ZTo — T1 Tro — T1

_ foeo) = folen) _ gt

Ty — T1

If o = 0 and x; # 0, then

2 _a0.0) — gl0.) _ gh(0) — gl
90 (0507:61) - -
o — 1 0— X1

= foiafl) = 0[1](0,901).

The argument is similar, when zg # 0 and x; = 0.
Assume now that zo = x1 # 0. Then we have
B i(zfo(fc) - 0)

2 d 1
g([,](zo,O,xo) = %g([)](zao)‘

r=x0 o d.’L‘ x—0 r=x0
= fo(wo) = o' (w0, o).
This completes the proof of (29) and we obtain (28). O

The following is a straightforward consequence of Corollary 19 and Lemma 20.
Corollary 21. For everyn > 1 there exist self-adjoint operators A,,, B,, € B(C?"*+1)
such that the spectra of A, + B, and A, coincide, and

||TAn+Bn,An,An

. Q2 2 1
. 189,11 X 81— S2n+1H > const logn.

We assume below that n > 1 is fixed and that A,,, B,, are given by Corollary 21.
The purpose of the series of lemmas 22-27 below is to prove Lemma 28, which is
the final step in the finite-dimensional resolution of Peller’s problem. The following
result follows immediately from Corollary 21.

Lemma 22. There are operators X,,Y, € B(C*"*) with || X,|2 = [|[Yall2 = 1,
such that

75 e (0, ), 2 const logn

Let us denote

[ A,+B, 0
(30) Hn._( 0 An)

and consider the operator
o pHp Hy Hey o o2 2 1
Ty =T, Sy X Sipga = Sinqo-

Lemma 23. There are operators X,,Y, € B(C**2) with | X,|l2 = |[Yal2 = 1,
such that

HTl( Nn,f/n)Hl > const logn.

v 0 Xn > ( Opt1 O
Xn = < 02n+1 0 > 5 Yn = < 0 Yn ) ’

Proof. Take
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where X,,Y,, are operators from Lemma 22 and 03,47 is the null element of
B(C?"*1). Clearly, || X,ll2 = | Xnll2 = 1 and ||Y,]l2 = ||Yall2 = 1. It follows from
Lemma 11 and the fact that A,, + B, have the same spectra that

OTQ%%Wa%W.

T (X, Y,) =
i ) ( 02n41 0
Therefore, by Lemma 22,

HTl( ~n,}7n)||1 = ||TAO"+B"’A"’A"(Xn,Yn)H1 > const logn.

Lemma 24. There is an operator S, € B(C*"*2) with ||S,||2 < 1 such that
HTl(S"vS:z>||1 > const logn.

Proof. Take the operators X,,, Y, € B(C*"*2) as in Lemma 23. By the polarization

identity

3
- 1 . . . .
Tl(Xna Yn) = Z E ile((Xn + ZkY;), (Xn + ikY;)*)a
k=0

we have that
% \/ < % ey % ok * ]
I3 (R Vo)1 < i, |73 (R + 7). (Ko + 2487
Taking ko such that
T (X +8%0Y,0), (X + %V, |1 = Jnax. T3 (X +3%Y,0), (X + 85V,

we set

1 - ~
S = 5 (Xa + koY),

Thus, by Lemma 23, we have
1 ~ o~
||T1(‘S’n,S:;)H1 > Z||T1(Xn,Yn)||1 > const logn

and

1 ~ -
15all2 < 5 (1 Xnll2 + 1¥all2) = 1.

Let us denote

+ 0
- H, 0\ 0 A

(31 H”'_( 0 Hn)_ 0 0 A,
0 0

3

o O O

B,

o+ oo
o
3

and consider the operator
. mpH, Hy H,y o o2 2 1
Tp =T, Sinia X Sgnya — Sgnia-

Lemma 25. There is a self-adjoint operator Z, € B(C¥*4) with || Z,|l2 < 1 such
that

HTQ(Zn,Zn)H1 > const logn.
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Proof. Consider the operator S,, from Lemma 24. Setting

1/ 0 S,
Z""i(s;; o)’

we have || Z,]|2 = %(||Sn||2 +[|S%]]2) < 1 and by Lemma 10,

Tz(Zn,Zn) — 3 < 0 T1(S;§asn) ) .

Therefore, by Lemma 24, we arrive at

1
|T2(Zn, Za)ly = 7 (1T2(Sw, S + [ TS5, Sl

Y

iHTl(Sn,S;)Hl > const logn.
O

The following decomposition principle is of independent interest. In this state-
ment we use the notation [H, F] = HF — FH for the commutator of H and F.

Lemma 26. For any self-adjoint operators Z, H € B(C"™), there are self-adjoint
operators F,G € B(C™) such that

Z =G+ 1i[H, F],
the matriz G commutes with H, and

IH, Flly <2 1Z]l; and [|G]ly < [|Z]5 -

Proof. Let
hi,hoy ... hp,
be the pairwise distinct eigenvalues of the operator H and let
E,Es, ..., E,,
be the associated spectral projections, so that
H=> hiE;.
j=1
We set
G=Y E;ZE; and F=iYy (h—h;)" E;ZE;.
j=1 j=1
J#k
Since
HE; = hjE;,
we have

[H,E;ZE) = H x E;ZE, — E,ZE) x H = (h; — hy) x E; ZEy.

Consequently,
i[H,F] = E;ZE)
j=1
J#k
and hence

G+ i[H,F]=Z.
Further F,G are self-adjoint and it is clear that [G, H] = 0. Hence the first two
claims of the lemma are proved.
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Now take .
U, = Zeijt E;, tel|-m,mn].
j=1
Then
/ ZU* ZEZEk/ el Wdt ZEZE =G.

7,k=1
Since Uy is unitary, we deduce that

dt
16l < / [V.207 1, 5= < 1121,

Moreover writing
i|H,F|=72 -G
we deduce that
IH, Flll, < 21Z], -
O

Lemma 27. There is a self-adjoint operator F,, € B(C®"**) such that ||[H,, F,]||l2 <
2 and B
| T2 (i[Hy, F), i[Hy, F]) ||, > const logn — 10.

Proof. Take the operator Z,, in B(C®"**) given by Lemma 25. By Lemma 26, we
may choose self-adjoint operators F,, and G,, from B(C3"*4) such that

and
(32) I[Hn, Falllz <2 11 Zally, 1Gally < 11 Zall,-
We compute

To(Zns Zn) = To (G + ilHy, Fal, G + il F))
nfo.c)
+T2(Gn, z‘[Hn,Fn])

(i[f[n,Fn], Gn)

(33) LTy (Z[Hn By, i[Ha, Fn]).

We shall estimate the first three summands above. The operator G, commutes
with H,, hence by the first part of Lemma 14,

T5(G, G) = Yo(H,) x G2.
Furthermore 1//15(:13) =2ifz >0, %( )=—2if x <0 and %(0) = 0. Hence
190 (Hn)llos < 2.
This implies that
172G, G|, < I10(H) ool Grall3 < 201 Zall3 < 2.
Next applying the second and third part of Lemma 14, we obtain
T (i[ﬁn,Fn], Gn) = z‘qufnﬁn([Hn,Fn]) X Gy

and
T (Gn,i[Hn,Fn]) — i Gy x T ([Hn,F ])
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where

$1(xo, r1) = tPo(wo,r1,21) and  ¢o(xo,21) = Yo(zo,20,21), zo,21 € R.

Observe that by the Mean Value Theorem for divided differences (see e.g. [3]), we
have [|¢p]|oo < 2. Hence ||¢1]|oo < 2 and ||¢2]|oo < 2, which implies

|t (1 1)) x G|, <[220 (22,20 NGl

< 61/l {En, Frl 211Gl
< 2¢1lo0 1 Zul3 < 4

by (32) and Lemma 25. Similarly,
HGn x T ([Hn,Fn]) H <4
2 1
Combining the preceding estimates with (33), we arrive at

1 To(Z, Zo) |l < 10 + HT2 (i[Hn,Fn], i[ﬁn,Fn]) H1

Applying Lemma 25, we deduce the result. O

Lemma 28. There exists a C?-function g with a bounded second derivative and
there exists N € N such that for any sequence {an}tn>n of positive real numbers

there is a sequence of operators B, € B(C¥"t%) such that ||B,|l2 < 4an, for all
n >N, and

|Tigy Pt (B, Byl > consta? logn, n > N.
Proof. Changing the constant ‘const’ in Lemma 27 by half of its value, we can
change the estimate from that statement into

for sufficiently large N € N.
Take an arbitrary sequence {a, },>n of positive real numbers, take the operator
F,, from Lemma 27 and denote

> const logn, n >N,

Iy

F, = a,F,.

For any ¢ > 0, consider

’Yt(Hn) - Hn
71& .

On the one hand, it follows from the identity % (eitﬁ") li—0 = iF, that

'yt(ﬁn) = eitﬁnﬁneﬂtﬁ", and V4 :=

Vit — i[Fn, Hy], t— +0.
It therefore follows from Lemma 27 that there is t; > 0 such that

(35) Vailla < 20[[Fn, Hnlll2 = 20| [, Halll2 < 4o,
for all £ < t1. On the other hand,

Take a C2-function g such that g(x) = go(x) = z|z| for |x| > 1 and ¢\)(0) = 0,
7 =20,1,2. Denote
g T1 X2

ta tv t)v t>07 1'051'175626]R-

9t($0,$1,5€2) = 9[2](
We claim that

(37) lim g¢(xo,x1,x2) = Yo(xo,x1,22), xo,x1,x2 € R.
t—+0
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To prove this claim, we first observe, using the definition of gg, that
To T1 T2

(38) wO(TaTaTa

Next we note that for any = € R,

o(5)-03) it )=l

for ¢ > 0 small enough. For z = 0, this follows from the fact that by assumption,
9(0) = ¢’(0) = 0. From these properties, we deduce that for any xg,z1 € R,

[11(@ ﬂ) _ [11(@ ﬂ)
g t ) t gO ta t
for t > 0 small enough.

In turn, this implies that if g # x1 or 1 # x2, then

[21(@2@): Pl(ﬂﬂ @)
g tatat gO tatat

) = Yo(xo, 1, x2), Zo,Z1,22 €R, t>0.

for t > 0 small enough. According to (38), this implies that
9[2] (%7 %a %) = 1/)0(1'0;1'1;1'2)
for t > 0 small enough.
Consider now the case when zg = x1 = z2. For any t > 0, we have

[2) (@ To ﬂ) — u(@)
g ¢ ) ¢ ) t gO t .
If 29 > 0, then gé’(%) = 2 for t > 0 small enough, and if zy < 0, then g{)’(%) = -2
for t > 0 small enough. Furthermore, ¢{(0) = 0 by assumption. Hence

g% (%7 ?, %) = to(z0, Z0, o)
for ¢ > 0 small enough. This completes the proof of (37).

Applying subsequently Lemma 12 with a = }, property (36) and Lemma 13, we
obtain that
Tg%[fﬁvn,,t,%ﬁn,%ﬁln (Viots Vi) = Tg}ifnthvn,t,ﬁln,ﬁln(Vn’t’ Vi)

— T (i[Fy, Hy), i[Fn, Hy))

when t — +0. Furthermore,

Ty (i[Fp, Hy), i[Fn, Hy)) = @2To (i[Fy, Hy), i[Fr, H)).

By (34), there is t2 > 0 such that

17 14 1
| Tg‘[;"JrV”"t’tH"’ tH”’(Vnyt, Vn,t)H1 > const o logn
for all ¢ < t5. Taking ¢, = min{t1,¢2}, and setting
_ 1 - -
An = 7 1In, Bn = Vn,t,»
tn

we obtain that || By||s < 4o, (see (35)) and

||T£§}+B"’A""A” (B, Bn)|1 > consta? logn,

for all n > N. O
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5. ANSWERING PELLER’S PROBLEM

Let {H,}52; be a sequence of finite dimensional Hilbert spaces and consider
their Hilbertian direct sum

2
H=Sn>1Hn.

Let {A4,}52, be a sequence of self-adjoint operators, with A, € B(H,). Let A
denote their direct sum (notation A = ®22,A4,). Namely A is defined on the
domain

D) = {{& s € K+ Y [An(&)l? < o0},

by setting A(&) = {4, (&) 02, for any & = {£,}02, in D(A). Then A is a self-
adjoint (possibly unbounded) operator on H.

Likewise we let {B,}22; be a sequence of self-adjoint operators, with B,, €
S?*(Hy,), and we set B = @52, B,,. Assume further that > >~ ||B,||3 < co. Then
B € §?(H) and

(39) IBI3 = IIBul3-
n=1
Let f: R — R be a C?function with a bounded second derivative. Then f[! is
bounded, with ||f1?||s = || f”||ec. Hence according to Theorem 16 and Lemma 3,
we have

[ an + By = sa0) = S (rCAn+1B0)| | < 177 Bal3

We deduce that

S + Ba) 140~ & (5(an 4 18)|

2

t:OHQ

2
<112 (Do 1Ball3)” < oo
n=1

Then we may define

f(A+B) - f(A) -

which is an element of S?(H).
We note that the above construction can be carried out as well in the case when
the H,,’s are infinite dimensional, provided that each A,, is a bounded operator.
The following theorem answers Peller’s problem (5) in negative.

Theorem 29. There exists a function f € C?(R) with a bounded second derivative,
a self-adjoint operator A on H and a self-adjoint B € S*(H) as above such that

d

f(A+B) = f(A) - = (f(A+1B))| ¢
dt t=0

Proof. Take the integer N € N, the operators A,, B, and the function g from

Lemma 28, applied with the sequence {c, },>n defined by

1
oy =

n log;?’/2 n
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2
Let H,, = £§n+4 and let H = ®,>nHy. Then let A =22 A, and B =22 B,

be

the corresponding direct sums. Then the self-adjoint operator B belongs to

S2(H). Indeed, it follows from (39) and Lemma 28 that

oo

IBE=3 13163 a2 > — 0 oo
n=N n=N

a logg’/2 n

On the other hand, by (26) and Lemma 28, we have

Jsta+ B1-st) - Zota+ )] .

S (oA + Ba) = 9(An) = (9(A + tB2))
n=N
- 5 I (5 5

o0
2
const g o logn
n=N
o0

Y

O
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