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THE FERMIONIC ENTANGLEMENT ENTROPY AND AREA LAW FOR

THE RELATIVISTIC DIRAC VACUUM STATE

FELIX FINSTER, MAGDALENA LOTTNER, AND ALEXANDER V. SOBOLEV
OCTOBER 2023 / JUNE 2024

Abstract. We consider the fermionic entanglement entropy for the free Dirac field in a
bounded spatial region of Minkowski spacetime. In order to make the system ultraviolet
finite, a regularization is introduced. An area law is proven in the limiting cases where the
volume tends to infinity and/or the regularization length tends to zero. The technical core of
the paper is to generalize a theorem of Harold Widom to pseudo-differential operators whose
principal symbols develop a specific discontinuity at a single point.
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1. Introduction

Entropy is a measure for the disorder of a physical system. There are various notions of
entropy, like the entropy in classical statistical mechanics as introduced by Boltzmann and
Gibbs, the Shannon and Rényi entropies in information theory or the von Neumann entropy
for quantum systems. In the past decade, there has been increasing interest in the entangle-
ment entropy, which tells about non-classical correlations between subsystems of a composite
quantum system [2, 17]. We here consider the fermionic case, where the many-particle system
is composed of fermions satisfying the (Pauli-)Fermi-Dirac statistics. Moreover, for simplicity
we consider the quasi-free case where the particles do not interact with each other. This makes
it possible to express the entanglement entropy in terms of the reduced one-particle density
operator [13] (for details see Section 2.2). This setting has been studied extensively for a free
Fermi gas formed of non-relativistic spin-less particles [13, 21, 22] (for more details see the
preliminaries in Section 2.2). In the present paper, we turn attention to a relativistic system
formed of particles with spin. More precisely, we consider a free Dirac field in a bounded spa-
tial subset of Minkowski spacetime. We compute the entanglement entropy for the quantum
state describing the vacuum with an ultraviolet regularization on a length scale ε. The corre-
sponding one-particle density operator turns out to be the regularized projection operator to
all negative-frequency solutions of the Dirac equation. Making use of the explicit form of the
Dirac propagator and employing the techniques developed in the mathematical section of this
paper, it becomes possible to compute the entanglement entropy of bounded spatial subregions
in Minkowski spacetime. We prove an area law in the limiting cases where the volume tends
to infinity and/or the regularization length tends to zero. The technical core of the paper is
to generalize the pseudo-differential methods for the one-particle density to principal symbols
which develop a specific discontinuity at a single point.

We now give an overview of our methods and results. Let Π be the projection onto the
negative frequency subspace of the Dirac operator on L2(R3;C4). As we recall in Section 2.1, in
the momentum representation, this projection is simply the multiplication by the self-adjoint 4×
4-matrix-valued function

P(k) :=
1

2

(
1
C

4 +

∑3

β=1
kβγ

βγ0 −mγ0

√
k2 +m2

)
, k ∈ R3. (1.1)

In other words, the operator Π is a pseudo-differential operator on L2(R3;C4) with symbol
P(k),

(Πu)(x) =
(
Op(P)u

)
(x) =

1

(2π)3

∫∫
eik·(x−y) P(k)u(y) dy dk , (1.2)

where the parameter m ≥ 0 is the rest mass of the Dirac particle. Given a parameter ε > 0
(the regularization length) and a function φ ∈ C∞(R+) with φ(0) = 1 (the cutoff function), in
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this paper we shall be mainly concerned with the following regularized version of symbol (1.1):

P(ε)(k) := P(k)φ
(
ε
√

k2 +m2
)

=
1

2

(
1
C

4 +

∑3

β=1
kβγ

βγ0 −mγ0

√
k2 +m2

)
φ
(
ε
√

k2 +m2
)
, k ∈ R3 , (1.3)

which gives rise to the regularized projection Π(ε) = Op(P(ε)). Further requirements on the
function φ will be given in Theorem 1.1.

Now, for each κ > 0 we introduce the Rényi entropy function, which is defined as follows.
If t /∈ (0, 1) then we set ηκ(t) = 0. For t ∈ (0, 1) we define

ηκ(t) =
1

1− κ
log
(
tκ + (1− t)κ

)
for κ 6= 1 ,

η1(t) := lim
κ→1

ηκ(t) = − t log t− (1− t) log(1− t) for κ = 1 .

(1.4)

Note that η1 is the familiar von Neumann entropy function. Now, for any bounded (always
assumed non-empty) set Λ ⊂ R3 we can define the Rényi entanglement entropy associated with
the bi-partition R3 = Λ ∪ (R \ Λ) (see e.g. [20, Section 3]) by

Sκ(Π
(ε),Λ) := tr

(
ηκ
(
χΛ Π(ε) χΛ

)
− χΛ ηκ(Π

(ε))χΛ

)
, (1.5)

As we shall see later, since Λ is bounded and ε > 0, both operators on the right-hand side are
trace class, so the entropy Sκ is well-defined. Our main objective is to analyze the asymptotic
behavior of the entropy Sκ(Π

(ε), LΛ) as the regularization parameter ε tends to zero and/or
the scaling parameter L tends to infinity.

The following theorem constitutes our main result – it provides the area law for the asymp-
totics of the entanglement entropy. From now on, as a rule we assume that Λ is a region, i.e.
an open set with finitely many connected components such that their closures are disjoint.

Theorem 1.1. Let Λ ⊂ R

3 be a bounded spatial region with C1-boundary. Let the cut-off
φ ∈ C∞(R+) be a function such that φ(0) = 1 and

∣∣∣∣
dk

dtk
φ(t)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Ck (1 + t)−ρ, t > 0, (1.6)

with some constants Ck for all k = 0, 1, . . . , where ρ > 3. Then, as Lε−1 → ∞ and εց 0, the
following asymptotics hold:

lim L−2ε2 Sκ(Π
(ε), LΛ) = Mκ vol2(∂Λ) , (1.7)

where Mκ is some explicit constant.
If L→ ∞ and ε > 0 is fixed, then

lim L−2ε2 Sκ(Π
(ε), LΛ) = M

(ε)
κ vol2(∂Λ) , (1.8)

where M
(ε)
κ is some explicit constant such that M

(ε)
κ → Mκ as εց 0.

If 0 < κ < 2, then both coefficients Mκ and M
(ε)
κ are strictly positive.
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The definitions of the coefficients Mκ ,M
(ε)
κ require more technical preliminaries and are given

in the proof of Theorem 1.1 in Section 9. We point out that these coefficients depend on the
choice of the cutoff function φ. Note that the above theorem also applies to the limiting case
where L is fixed and εց 0.

We now comment on the role of the ultraviolet cutoff. We first point out that, in the setting
of relativistic quantum field theory, the ultraviolet regularization is needed in order for the
entropy to be well-defined and finite. This well-known fact can be understood in various ways.
One way is to note that a physically sensible state should satisfy a micro-local energy condition.
This condition can be stated equivalently that the state should be a Hadamard state [25]. In our
setting of a quasi-free state, this means that the two-point distribution P (x, y) has a singularity
structure of Hadamard form. Consequently, the corresponding reduced one-density operator Π
defined by (1.2) is not trace class (because its kernel Π(x,y) is singular on the diagonal x = y).
Moreover, corresponding entanglement entropies diverge. An alternative, more elementary way
of understanding the divergence of the entropy is to note that the description of anti-particles
in quantum field theory makes it necessary to take the negative-energy solutions of the Dirac
equation into account. In fact, the operator Π in (1.2) is the projection operator onto all
negative-frequency solutions. The fact that the total local density of these solutions is infinite
at each spacetime point suggests that also the corresponding entanglement entropies diverge.

There are various ways to avoid this divergence. One strategy is to restrict attention to the
relative entropy which, being defined as the difference of two traces, can be finite even if the
individual traces are not. The relative entropy has interesting connections to modular theory
(see for example [15, 12, 34]). Another strategy is to compute the entanglement entropy not
between a spatial region and its complement but instead the entanglement entropy between
two separated regions in spacetime [14]. Here we take the point of view that, similar to the
ultraviolet divergences in perturbative quantum field theory, the divergence of the entropy
shows that quantum field theory should not hold on all scales, but only down to a microscopic
length ε (typically thought of the Planck length) where it is to be replaced by another, more
fundamental physical theory. We remark that the theory of causal fermion systems is a concise
proposal for such a theory (for details see for example the textbooks [11, 9] or the website [1]).
Here we do not need to be specific on how this microscopic physical theory should look like.
Instead, we work with standard quantum field theory, but take into account its limitations by
introducing a regularization on the length scale ε. Then the entropy becomes finite, and the
smallness of the Planck length motivates to consider the asymptotics εց 0.

Clearly, this procedure raises the question how our results depend on the choice of the
regularization. In order to address this question, with the ansatz (1.3) we consider a cutoff
function φ which can be chosen in a general class of radially symmetric and smooth functions.
The area laws in Theorem 1.1 hold irrespectively of the choice of the cutoff function. As we

shall see later, only the numerical values of the coefficients Mκ and M
(ε)
κ depend on this choice

(see again the proof of Theorem 1.1 in Section 9). Considering non-smooth cutoff functions
could lead to an asymptotic behavior different from our area law, which we want to avoid.
For example, as explained in [7, Theorem 1.1], a sharp, step function cutoff at Fermi energy
µ > 0 entails the enhanced area law asymptotics (i.e. asymptotics with an extra logarithmic
factor logL). We should point out that in our paper, since Π is the projection on the negative
spectral subspace, apart from the smooth cutoff we also have a sharp cutoff at energy zero.
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This however does not lead to the enhanced area law since the associated singularity of the
symbol is concentrated at the single point k = 0, whereas the enhanced area law is produced
when the singularity is supported on a surface of co-dimension one.

From the mathematical viewpoint, our analysis is based on the quasi-classical asymptotic
theory for truncated pseudo-differential operators with matrix-valued symbols, see [31, 33]. We
focus on pseudo-differential operators on L2(Rd,Cn), d ≥ 2, n ≥ 1, of the following form:

(
Opα(A)u

)
(x) :=

( α
2π

)d ∫∫
eiαξ(x−y)A(ξ)u(y) dy dξ for any x ∈ Rd , (1.9)

where A is the (n × n)-matrix-valued symbol, and α > 0 is the scaling parameter. Introduce
the truncated operator:

Wα(A,Λ) := χΛ Opα(A)χΛ, (1.10)

where, as earlier, χΛ denotes the multiplication by the indicator of a set Λ ⊂ R

d. We are
interested in the asymptotics of the trace of the operator

Dα(A,Λ; f) := χΛf
(
Wα(A,Λ)

)
χΛ −Wα(f ◦ A,Λ), (1.11)

as α → ∞. The function f , which we call test function, is continuous, but is not supposed to
be smooth. Whenever it does not cause confusion we use the notation Dα(A) or Dα(A; f).

One should note that the asymptotic regime α → ∞ can be interpreted in two ways. First,
the reciprocal value α−1 can be regarded as a quasi-classical parameter, i. e. Planck’s constant,
in which case the sought asymptotics is simply the quasi-classical asymptotics. At the same
time, a straightforward change of spatial variable x → α−1x shows that Dα(A,Λ; f) is unitarily
equivalent to D1(A, αΛ; f), and hence α→ ∞ amounts to the spatial scaling limit. We should
also observe that if f(0) = 0, Λ is bounded and A decays at infinity sufficiently fast, then each
of the operators on the right-hand side of (1.11) is trace class. In particular, the trace of the
second operator equals

(
α

2π

)d

vold(Λ)

∫

R

d

tr f
(
A(ξ)

)
dξ .

If f(0) 6= 0 or Λ has infinite volume, then the two operators are no longer trace class individually,
but under some mild conditions their difference, i.e. the operator Dα, is.

UsingDα(A,Λ; f) we can express the operator under the trace in the definition (1.5). Indeed,

taking d = 3 and changing the variable k = ξε−1 we can rewrite Π(ε) as

Π(ε) = Op1/ε(A(ε)) with

A(ε)(ξ) = P(ε)(ξε−1) =
1

2

(
1
C

4 +

∑3

β=1
ξβγ

β − εm
√

ξ2 + ε2m2
γ0

)
φ
(√

ξ2 + (εm)2
)
,

and hence

Sκ(Π
(ε),Λ) = trD1/ε

(
A(ε),Λ; ηκ

)
.

Furthermore, due to the equivalence with the scaling limit, we can write

Sκ(Π
(ε), LΛ) = trDα

(
A(ε),Λ; ηκ

)
with α = Lε−1.
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To study the trace we rely on the asymptotic formula obtained by H. Widom in [31], see
Proposition 3.1. There are two significant complications however. The first one is that Widom’s
result was proved for analytic test functions f , whereas ηκ(t) is not even differentiable at t = 0
or t = 1 if κ ≤ 1. The second issue is that Widom’s original formula holds for smooth
symbols A, but the symbol A(ε) becomes discontinuous in the limit εց 0:

A(ε)(ξ) → A(ξ) =
1

2

(
1
C

4 +

3∑

β=1

ξβ
|ξ|γ

βγ0
)
φ(|ξ|) . (1.12)

Note that in the casem = 0, the symbol A(ε) coincides with the limit symbol (1.12) for all ε ≥ 0.
Thus our objective is to extend Widom’s formula to non-smooth functions f and non-smooth
symbols A. More precisely, we focus on non-smooth test functions and non-smooth symbols
that mimic the properties of ηκ and the symbol (1.12) respectively. Note that we consider
arbitrary dimensions d ≥ 2 and not only d = 3. Moreover, instead of one discontinuity point
(as in (1.12)), we allow for an arbitrary finite number of discontinuity points.

The asymptotic behavior of Dα(A,Λ; f) for non-smooth f has been explored for smooth
scalar symbols A in [20], [21], [22] and [28], [29], and some of these techniques are used in
this paper. The mainstay of our work is an adaptation of the existing Schatten-von Neumann
estimates for the operator (1.11) to non-smooth (matrix) symbols. Subsequently, these esti-
mates allow us to approximate non-smooth symbols by smooth ones and hence enable us to
use the original Widom’s formula. Secondly, they allow us to generalize Widom’s formula to
non-smooth functions following the ideas of [21] and [29].

The paper is structured as follows. In Section 2 we recall a few physical preliminaries on
the Dirac equation in Minkowski spacetime and entanglement entropy. In Section 3 we provide
some mathematical background of our analysis including the asymptotic formula by H. Widom,
see Proposition 3.1. Our main mathematical results are contained in Theorems 3.4 and 3.5.
Theorem 3.4 obtains the asymptotics in one parameter, as α→ ∞, for a fixed symbol A. The
more general Theorem 3.5 considers a convergent (as εց 0) family of non-smooth symbols A(ε)

and establishes a Widom type asymptotic formula in two parameters, ε ց 0 and α → ∞. In
Section 4 we collect the key technical bounds on Schatten-von Neumann (quasi-)norms of
pseudo-differential operators, including the ones with non-smooth symbols. Section 5 focuses
on the properties of the operator Dα(A,Λ; f) and prepares the grounds for approximations by
smooth symbols. The conclusions of Section 5 are used in Section 6 to prove Theorem 3.4 for
smooth symbols A. The proofs of Theorems 3.4 and 3.5 are completed in the short Section 7.
In Section 8 we use the well-known result by Berezin from [3] for concave functions to examine
the positivity of the asymptotic coefficient in the main theorems. And finally, in Section 9 the
results of Sections 3 and 8 are applied to the entanglement entropy Sκ(Π

(ε), LΛ) to complete
the proof of our main result, Theorem 1.1.

Units and notational conventions. We work throughout in natural units ~ = c = 1.
Then the only remaining unit is that of a length (measured for example in meters). It is
most convenient to work with dimensionless quantities. This can be achieved by choosing an
arbitrary reference length ℓ and multiplying all dimensional quantities by suitable powers of ℓ.
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For example, we work with the

dimensionless quantities mℓ , ξℓ ,
x

ℓ
and

ε

ℓ
. (1.13)

For ease in notation, in what follows we set ℓ = 1, making it possible to leave out all powers
of ℓ. The dimensionality can be recovered by rewriting all formulas using the dimensionless
quantities in (1.13).

We conclude the introduction with some general notational conventions. For ξ ∈ R

d we
denote 〈ξ〉 =

√
1 + |ξ|2. The symbol voln(Ω) with n = 0, 1, . . . , d stands the n-dimensional

Lebesgue measure of the (measurable) set Ω ⊂ Rd. We call Ω ⊂ Rd a region if it is a non-empty
open set with finitely many connected components such that their closures are disjoint. We
also use the standard notation R+ = (0,∞),R− = (−∞, 0).

For any matrix B the notation |B| stands for its Hilbert-Schmidt norm. If B = B(ξ), ξ ∈ Rd,
is a smooth matrix-valued function then we write

|∇l
ξB(ξ)| =

∑

|m|=l

|∂mξ B(ξ)|,

where ∂mξ is the standard partial derivative of order m ∈ Z
d
+. The symbol Cn×m denotes the

space of all (n×m)-matrices.
For any two bounded self-adjoint operators A and B on the Hilbert space H the inequal-

ity A ≤ B is understood in the standard quadratic form sense: (Au, u) ≤ (Bu, u) for all u ∈ H.
For two non-negative numbers (or functions) X and Y depending on some parameters, we

write X . Y (or Y & X) if X ≤ CY for some positive constant C independent of those
parameters. To avoid confusion we may comment on the nature of (implicit) constants in the
bounds. If X . Y . X, then we write X ≍ Y .

2. Physical preliminaries

2.1. The Dirac equation in Minkowski spacetime. In special relativity, space and time are
combined to a four-dimensional spacetime. Mathematically, this four-dimensional spacetime is
described by Minkowski spacetime (M, 〈., .〉), a real four-dimensional vector space endowed with
an inner product 〈., .〉 of signature (+−−−). For M one may always choose a basis (ei)i=0,...,3

satisfying 〈e0, e0〉 = 1 and 〈ei, ei〉 = −1 for i = 1, 2, 3. Such a basis is called pseudo-orthonormal
basis or reference frame, since the corresponding coordinate system (xi) describes time and
space as observed by an observer in a system of inertia. We also refer to t := x0 as time and
denote spatial coordinates by x = (x1, x2, x3). Representing two vectors x, y ∈ M in such a

basis as x =
∑3

i=0 x
iei and y =

∑3
i=0 y

iei, the inner product takes the form

〈x, y〉 =
3∑

j,k=0

gjk x
j yk ,

where gij , the Minkowski metric, is the diagonal matrix g = diag (1,−1,−1,−1).
The Dirac equation for a wave function ψ ∈ C∞(M,C4) of mass m ≥ 0 in the Minkowski

vacuum (i.e. without external potential) reads

(i∂/−m)ψ(x) = 0 , (2.1)
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where we use the slash notation with the Feynman dagger ∂/ := γj∂j (for more details on the
Dirac equation see [30] or [11, Sections 1.2, 1.3 ]). We always work with the Dirac matrices in
the Dirac representation

γ0 =

(
1C2 0
0 −1C2

)
, ~γ =

(
0 ~σ
−~σ 0

)
,

and ~σ are the three Pauli matrices

σ1 =

(
0 1
1 0

)
, σ2 =

(
0 −i
i 0

)
, σ3 =

(
1 0
0 −1

)
.

The wave functions at a space-time point x take values in the spinor space Sx, a four-dimensional
complex vector space endowed with an indefinite inner product of signature (2, 2), which we
call spin inner product and denote by

≺ψ|φ≻x =
4∑

α=1

sα ψ
α(x)†φα(x) , s1 = s2 = 1, s3 = s4 = −1 , (2.2)

where ψ† is the complex conjugate wave function (in the physics literature, this inner product
is often written as ψφ with the so-called adjoint spinor ψ = ψ†γ0). Since the Dirac equation
is linear and hyperbolic (meaning that it can be rewritten as a symmetric hyperbolic system;
for details see for example [11, Chapter 13]), its Cauchy problem for smooth initial data is
well-posed, giving rise to global smooth solutions. Moreover, due to finite propagation speed,
starting with compactly supported initial data, we obtain solutions which are spatially compact
(meaning that their restriction to any Cauchy surface has compact support). For any two
such solutions ψ, φ, the vector field ≺ψ|γjφ≻ is divergence-free; this is referred to as current
conservation. Applying Gauss’ divergence theorem, this implies that the spatial integral

(ψ|φ)
∣∣
t
:=

∫

R

3

≺ψ|γ0φ≻|(t,x) d3x (2.3)

is independent of the choice of the space-like hypersurface labelled by the time parameter t.
This integral defines a scalar product on the space of smooth solutions of the Dirac equation
with spatially compact support. Forming the completion, we obtain a Hilbert space, which we
denote by (H, (.|.)). The norm on H is denoted by ‖.‖.

In what follows, we will work in a fixed coordinate system with a distinguished time func-
tion t = x0. In this setting, it is most convenient to write the Dirac equation in an equivalent
way which resembles the Schrödinger equation. To this end, we multiply the Dirac equa-
tion (2.1) by γ0 and isolate the t-derivative on one side of the equation,

i∂tψ = Hψ where H := −γ0(i~γ ~∇−m) (2.4)

(note here that
∑3

j=0 γ
j∂j = γ0∂0 + ~γ~∇). The operator H is referred to as the Dirac Hamil-

tonian, and (2.4) is the Dirac equation in the Hamiltonian form. By direct computation one
verifies that the Hamiltonian is a symmetric operator on the Hilbert space H. Working at
fixed time t = 0, in view of (2.3), the Hilbert space H can be identified with with the square-
integrable spinors,

H = L2(R3,C4) .

In what follows, we shall always work with this identification.
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Applying the (unitary) Fourier transform

(
Fφ
)
(k) :=

1√
(2π)3

∫
e−ikxφ(x) dx , φ ∈ L2(R3,C4) ,

the Hamiltonian H may be rewritten as

H = F
−1

(
3∑

β=1

kβγ
β +m

)
γ0 F .

Using that the Hermitian 4 × 4-matrix
(∑3

β=1 kβγ
β +m

)
γ0 is trace-free and that its square

can be computed with the help of the anti-commutation relations to be k2 + m2 times the
identity matrix, we conclude that that its eigenvalues are ±

√
k2 +m2, both with multiplicity

two. Hence, diagonalizing this matrix with a suitable unitary matrix S gives

( 3∑

β=1

kβγ
β +m

)
γ0 = S−1JS with J :=

√
k2 +m2 diag

(
− 1,−1, 1, 1

)
.

Therefore, the projection onto the negative spectral subspace of H is given by

Π := (S F)−1 1

2

(
1
C

4 − 1√
k2 +m2

J

)
S F . (2.5)

Inserting the regularizing factor φ
(
ε
√
k2 +m2

)
, where ε > 0 is the regularization length we

obtain the regularized projection operator

Π(ε) := (SF)−1 1

2
φ
(
ε
√

k2 +m2
) (

1
C

4 − 1√
k2 +m2

J
)
S F

= F
−1 1

2
φ
(
ε
√

k2 +m2
) (

1
C

4 −
(∑3

β=1 kβγ
β +m

)
γ0

√
k2 +m2

)
F .

(2.6)

Remark 2.1. (Connection with the kernel of the fermionic projector) For simplicity,
we here restrict attention to the Hamiltonian formulation and work exclusively with operators
acting on the spatial Hilbert space L2(R3,C4). Nevertheless, the operator Π(ε) is closely related
to kernels in spacetime, as we now explain. The subspace of negative-energy solutions of the
Dirac equation in Minkowski space can be described by the regularized kernel of the fermionic
projector P (ε)(x, y) defined by

P (ε)(x, y) =

∫
1

(2π)4

( 3∑

i=0

kjγ
j +m

)
δ
(
〈k, k〉 −m2

)
Θ(−k0) φ

(
ε|k0|

)
e−i〈k,x−y〉 d4k ,

where the cutoff function φ and the parameter ε > 0 again describes the regularization, 〈·, ·〉
is the Minkowski inner product, and Θ denotes the Heaviside function. This kernel plays a
central role in the theory of causal fermion systems (for more details see [9, Chapter 1] or [11,
Chapters 15 and 16]). In this context, the most common and simplest choice is an exponential
cutoff

φ(τ) = e−τ , τ ≥ 0
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(for more details and some background see [9, Sections 1.2.2 and 2.4.1]). We emphasize however
that in the current paper we allow rather arbitrary cut-offs φ satisfying the decay properties
stated in Theorem 1.1.

If we choose both arguments on the Cauchy surface {t = 0}, i.e.
x = (0,x), y = (0,y) with x,y ∈ R3

and carry out the integral over k0, we obtain

P (ε)
(
(0,x), (0,y)

)
=

1

(2π)4

∫
1

2|ω| (/k +m)φ(ε|ω|)
∣∣∣
ω=−

√
k2+m2

eik(x−y) d3k .

Comparing with (2.6), one sees that

Π(ε)(x,y) = −2π P (ε)((0,x), (0,y)
)
γ0 .

Hence the integral kernel of the spatial operator Π(ε) is obtained from the regularized kernel of
the fermionic projector simply by multiplying with a prefactor and with the matrix γ0 from the
right. This matrix γ0 will appear frequently in our formulas; it can be understood as describing
the transition from the setting in a Lorentzian spacetime to the purely spatial formulation on
a given Cauchy surface.

2.2. The entanglement entropy of a quasi-free fermionic quantum state. Given a
Hilbert space (H, 〈.|.〉H) (the “one-particle Hilbert space”), we let (F , 〈.|.〉F ) be the corre-
sponding fermionic Fock space, i.e.

F =

∞⊕

k=0

H ∧ · · · ∧H︸ ︷︷ ︸
k factors

(where ∧ denotes the totally anti-symmetrized tensor product). We define the creation opera-
tor Ψ† by

Ψ† : H → L(F) , Ψ†(ψ)
(
ψ1 ∧ · · · ∧ ψp

)
:= ψ ∧ ψ1 ∧ · · · ∧ ψp ,

(where L(F) denotes the linear mappings from F to itself). Its adjoint is the annihilation
operator denoted by Ψ(ψ) := (Ψ†(ψ))∗. These operators satisfy the canonical anti-commutation
relations

{
Ψ(ψ),Ψ†(φ)

}
= (ψ|φ) and

{
Ψ(ψ),Ψ(φ)

}
= 0 =

{
Ψ†(ψ),Ψ†(φ)

}
.

Next, we let W be a statistical operator on F , i.e. a positive semi-definite linear operator of
trace one,

W : F → F , W ≥ 0 and trF (W ) = 1 .

Given an observable A (i.e. a symmetric operator on F), the expectation value of the measure-
ment is given by

〈A〉 := trF
(
AW ) .

The corresponding quantum state ω is the linear functional which to every observable associates
the expectation value, i.e.

ω : A 7→ trF
(
AW ) .

The von Neumann entropy of the state ω is defined by

S := − trF
(
W logW

)
.



THE RELATIVISTIC FERMIONIC ENTANGLEMENT ENTROPY 11

In this paper, we restrict our attention to the subclass of so-called quasifree states, fully
determined by their two-point distributions

ω2(ψ, φ) := ω
(
Ψ†(φ)Ψ(ψ)

)
.

Definition 2.2. The reduced one-particle density operator D is the positive linear op-
erator on the Hilbert space (H, 〈.|.〉H) defined by

ω2(ψ, φ) = 〈ψ |Dφ〉H .

The von Neumann entropy S1(ω) of the quasi-free fermionic quantum state can be expressed
in terms of the reduced one-particle density operator by

S1(ω) = tr η(D) , (2.7)

where η = η1 is the von Neumann entropy function defined in (1.4). This formula appears
commonly in the literature (see for example [24, Equation 6.3], [18, 8, 23] and [13, eq. (34)]). A
detailed derivation can be found in [10, Appendix A]. Similar to (2.7) also other entropies can
be expressed in terms of the reduced one-particle density operator. Namely, the Rényi entropy
and the corresponding entanglement entropy can be written as Sκ(ω) = tr ηκ(D) and (1.5),
respectively. These formulas are also derived in [10, Appendix A].

We here consider a quasi-free state formed of solutions of the Dirac equation in Minkowski
space. Thus we choose the Hilbert space H as the solution space of the Dirac equation with
scalar product 〈.|.〉 = (.|.). Moreover, we consider the regularized vacuum state, in which case
the reduced two-particle density operator is equal to the regularized projection operator onto
all negative-frequency solutions of the Dirac equation, i.e.

D = Π(ε)

with Π(ε) as in (2.6). We point out that, in the limiting case εց 0, the operator D goes over to
the projection operator to all negative-frequency solutions (2.5). The corresponding quantum
state ω is the vacuum state in Minkowski space.

Remark 2.3. We point out that our definition of entanglement entropy differs from the con-
ventions in [13, 20] in that we do not add the entropic difference operator of the complement
of Λ. This is justified as follows. On the technical level, our procedure is easier, because it
suffices to consider compact spatial regions. Conceptually, restricting attention to the entropic
difference operator of Λ can be understood from the fact that occupied one-particle states
which are supported either inside or outside Λ do not contribute to the entanglement entropy.
Thus it suffices to consider the one-particle states which are non-zero both inside and outside.
These “boundary states” are taken into account already in our definition of the entanglement
entropy (1.5).

3. Widom’s formula and its generalizations

As explained in the Introduction, our approach is based on the asymptotic analysis of trun-
cated pseudo-differential operators on L2(Rd;Cn), d ≥ 2, n ≥ 1, with matrix-valued sym-
bols A(ξ), that are defined by (1.9), (1.10). In the scalar case, i.e. for n = 1, we often use for
symbols the lower case letters and write a(ξ) instead of A(ξ). In this and the next few sec-
tions the objective is to study the asymptotics of the trace of the operator Dα(A,Λ; f) defined
in (1.11), as α→ ∞, for non-smooth symbols A and suitable test functions f . Sometimes, one
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or more arguments will be omitted if it does not cause confusion, and we simply write Dα(A; f)
or Dα(A). In order to state our results, we need to describe first the asymptotic coefficient.
For a vector e ∈ Sd−1, we represent ξ ∈ Rd as

ξ = ξ̂ + te with t ∈ R and ξ̂ ∈ Te := {ξ | ξ · e = 0} .
Instead of A(ξ) we sometimes write

A(ξ̂; t) := A(ξ̂ + te) .

Fixing the value ξ̂ and considering A(ξ̂, t) as a function of one real variable t, we introduce the

operator W1(A(ξ̂; · );R+)
)
acting on L2(R;Cn). For a function f : R→ C denote

M(ξ̂; e;A; f) := tr
[
χ
R+ f

(
W1(A(ξ̂; · );R+)

)
χ
R+ −W1

(
f(A(ξ̂; · ));R+

)]

= trD1

(
A(ξ̂; · );R+; f

)
, ξ̂ ∈ Te ,

where R+ = (0,∞), and introduce

M(e;A; f) :=
1

(2π)d−1

∫

Te

M(ξ̂; e;A; f) dξ̂ . (3.1)

Finally, denoting the outer unit normal to ∂Λ at x ∈ ∂Λ by nx, we can define the main
asymptotic coefficient:

B(A; f) :=

∫

∂Λ
M(nx;A; f) dSx . (3.2)

As Lemma 5.5 later on shows, under the conditions of the main Theorems 3.4 and 3.5 the
coefficients (3.1) and (3.2) are well-defined. In particular, they are finite for C∞ symbols A
and polynomial f . Our analysis stems from the following result for smooth symbols A due to
H. Widom [31]. Let A ∈ C∞(Rd;Cn×n), d ≥ 2, be a matrix-valued symbol (not necessarily
Hermitian) such that

|∇k
ξA(ξ)| . 〈ξ〉−ρ with k = 0, 1, . . . and ρ > d. (3.3)

The following is Widom’s result stated in the form adapted for our needs.

Proposition 3.1. Let d ≥ 2, and let Λ ⊂ R

d be a bounded C1-region. Suppose that A ∈
C∞(Rd;Cn×n) is a matrix-valued symbol satisfying (3.3). Let f be a polynomial with f(0) = 0.
Then

tr f(Wα(A; Λ)) =

(
α

2π

)d

vold(Λ)

∫

R

d

tr f
(
A(ξ)

)
dξ + αd−1B(A; f) + o(αd−1) . (3.4)

Remark. (1) Under the conditions of Proposition 3.1 both operators in definition (1.11)
ofDα(A,Λ; f) are trace class, and the first term on the right-hand side of (3.4) is exactly
the trace tr Wα(f ◦ A,Λ). In this case we also have the equality χΛf

(
Wα(A,Λ)

)
χΛ =

f
(
Wα(A,Λ)

)
, and therefore the formula (3.4) can be rewritten as

lim
α→∞

α1−d trDα(A,Λ; f) = B(A; f) . (3.5)

On the other hand, if f is a polynomial such that f(0) 6= 0, then (3.4) does not make
sense, but (3.5) still holds.
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(2) One should mention that in contrast with the matrix case, for scalar symbols A = a
the coefficient B(a; f) can be found explicitly, see [32] and [33].

The main mathematical contribution of our work is the extension of the above result to non-
smooth symbols A and non-smooth functions f . Remembering the relation Π(ε) = Op1(P(ε)),

we study symbols that model the symbol P(ε) and its limit as ε ց 0. Namely, we consider
symbols A that are C∞ outside of a fixed finite set Ξ = {ξ(1), ξ(2), . . . , ξ(N)} ⊂ Rd, and satisfy
the bound

|∇k
ξ A(ξ)| . 〈ξ〉−ρ d(ξ)−k, d(ξ) := min

(
dist(ξ,Ξ), 1

)
, k = 0, 1, . . . , (3.6)

where ρ > d and 〈ξ〉 :=
√

1 + |ξ|2. We are also interested in families of symbols that converge
in the following sense.

Condition 3.2. Let Ξ ⊂ Rd be a finite set. We assume that the family of Hermitian symbols
A(ε) ∈ C∞(Rd \Ξ;Cn×n), ε ∈ [0, 1], satisfies the bounds

|∇k
ξ A(ε)(ξ)| . 〈ξ〉−ρ d(ξ)−k, k = 0, 1, . . . ,

for some ρ > d, uniformly in ε. Away from Ξ the symbols A(ε) converge to A := A(0) uniformly,
i.e. for each h > 0 we have

sup
ξ:d(ξ)>h

|A(ε)(ξ)−A(ξ)| → 0, as εց 0 .

In our analysis we can include functions f that are more general than the entropy func-
tions (1.4):

Condition 3.3. Assume that there is a finite collection of points T = {t1, t2, . . . , tK} ⊂ R and
a number γ ∈ (0, 1] such that the function f ∈ C(R) ∩ C2(R \ T) satisfies the bounds

∣∣∣∣
dk

dtk
f(t)

∣∣∣∣ .
K∑

l=1

for |t− tl|γ−k and k = 1, 2, t /∈ T .

Using these conditions we can now state the main technical results of this paper. The first
of them deals with fixed non-smooth symbols A.

Theorem 3.4. Let d ≥ 2, and let Λ ⊂ Rd be a bounded C1-region. Assume that the function f
satisfies Condition 3.3 for some γ ∈ (0, 1]. Suppose that a Hermitian matrix-valued symbol
A ∈ C∞(Rd \Ξ;Cn×n) satisfies (3.6) for a finite set Ξ ⊂ Rd and ρ > 0 with ργ > d. Then the
formula

lim
α→∞

α1−d trDα(A,Λ; f) = B(A; f) (3.7)

holds.

The next theorem considers families of convergent symbols.

Theorem 3.5. Let d ≥ 2, and let the region Λ ⊂ Rd and the function f be as in Theorem 3.4.
Suppose that the family of Hermitian matrix-valued symbols A(ε) satisfies Condition 3.2 for
some ρ > 0 with ργ > d. Then, as α→ ∞ and εց 0, we have

lim α1−d tr Dα(A(ε),Λ; f) = B(A; f) . (3.8)
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As the next Proposition shows, if the symbol A is “radially symmetric”, then the inte-
gral (3.1) is independent of the unit vector e, which simplifies the expression for the coeffi-
cient B(A; f).

Proposition 3.6. Let d ≥ 2. Suppose that f satisfies Condition 3.3 with some γ ∈ (0, 1], and
that ∂Λ is a union of finitely many bounded piece-wise C1-surfaces. Suppose that a Hermitian
matrix-valued symbol A ∈ C∞(Rd \Ξ;Cn×n) satisfies (3.6) with some ρ > 0 such that ργ > d.
Suppose also that for each R ∈ SO(d) there exists a matrix Q = QR ∈ SU(n) such that

A(ξ) = QA(Rξ)Q∗ for a.e. ξ ∈ Rd . (3.9)

Then Ξ = {0}, and the integral (3.1) does not depend on the vector e ∈ S
d−1 and

B(A; f) = M(A; f) vold−1(∂Λ) , (3.10)

where we have denoted M(A; f) = M(e;A; f) for an arbitrary e.

The identity Ξ = {0} is an immediate consequence of the symmetry (3.9). Indeed if Ξ
contained a singular point ξ0 6= 0, then by (3.9) the symbol A would have a singularity on the
sphere |ξ| = |ξ0|, which is not a finite set.

Note that in Proposition 3.6, the region Λ is not supposed to be bounded. In fact, any Λ
satisfying the following condition, would be suitable:

Condition 3.7. The set Λ ⊂ Rd, d ≥ 2, is a region with piece-wise C1-smooth boundary, and
either Λ or Rd \ Λ is bounded.

We note that Λ and Rd \ Λ satisfy Condition 3.7 simultaneously. The boundedness of Λ in
Theorems 3.4 and 3.5 is assumed only because both of them are derived from Proposition 3.1
where Λ is supposed to be bounded. Most of the intermediate results in the forthcoming
sections hold for the regions satisfying Condition 3.7.

Throughout the paper the implicit constants in the bounds involving the region Λ, will of
course depend on the region Λ, but we will not point this out every time.

4. Schatten-von-Neumann bounds for pseudo-differential operators

4.1. Singular values and Schatten-von Neumann classes. In this section we state some
definitions and results on singular values and Schatten-von Neumann classes. We refer to [6,
Ch. 11] for more details on this topic.

For a compact operator A in a separable Hilbert space H we denote by sk(A), k = 1, 2, . . . ,

its singular values i.e. eigenvalues of the self-adjoint compact operator
√
A∗A labeled in non-

increasing order counting multiplicities. For the sum A+B the following inequality holds:

s2k(A+B) ≤ s2k−1(A+B) ≤ sk(A) + sk(B) . (4.1)

We say that A belongs to the Schatten-von Neumann class Sp, p > 0, if

‖A‖p :=
(
tr(A∗A)

p
2
) 1

p

is finite. The functional ‖A‖p defines a norm if p ≥ 1 and a quasi-norm if 0 < p < 1. With
this (quasi-)norm the class Sp is a complete space. For 0 < p ≤ 1 the quasi-norm is actually a
p-norm, that is, it satisfies the following “triangle inequality” for all A,B ∈ Sp:

‖A+B‖pp ≤ ‖A‖pp + ‖B‖pp . (4.2)
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This inequality is used systematically in what follows. We point out a useful estimate for
individual eigenvalues for operators in Sp:

sk(A) ≤ k
− 1

p ‖A‖p, k = 1, 2, . . . . (4.3)

Moreover, note that for block operators A with entries Ajk, 1 ≤ j, k ≤ n, where Ajk ∈ Sp,
0 < p ≤ 1, by (4.2) we have

‖A‖pp ≤
n∑

i,j=1

‖Aij‖pp , 0 < p ≤ 1 , (4.4)

i.e. in order to obtain Sp-bounds for A it suffices to obtain them for its entries.

4.2. Lattice norm bounds. Here we obtain bounds for suitable Sq (quasi-)norms for the
operators hOp1(a), h = h(x), a = a(ξ), which have been studied quite extensively.

To this end we first introduce the following notation. Let C = [0, 1)d ⊂ Rd and let Cu = C+u
with u ∈ Rd. For a function h ∈ Lr

loc
(Rd), r ∈ (0,∞), denote





h r,δ =

[∑
n∈Zd

( ∫
Cn

|h(x)|rdx
) δ

r
] 1

δ

, 0 < δ <∞ ,

h r,∞ = supu∈Rd

( ∫
Cu

|h(x)|rdx
) 1

r

, δ = ∞ .

(4.5)

These functionals are sometimes called lattice quasi-norms (norms for r, δ ≥ 1). If h r,δ <∞
we say that h ∈ lδ(Lr)(Rd).

We need the following estimate from [5, Theorem 11.1] (see also [4], Section 5.8), and quoted
in [27, Theorem 4.5] for q ∈ [1, 2].

Proposition 4.1. Suppose that f ∈ lq(L2)(Rd) and g ∈ lq(L2)(Rd), with some q ∈ (0, 2].
Let K : L2(Rd) → L2(Rd) be the operator with the kernel

f(x)eix·yg(y), x ∈ Rd,y ∈ Rd .

Then
‖K‖q . f 2,q g 2,q

with a constant independent of f and g.

4.3. Multi-scale symbols. Consider a ∈ C∞(Rd) for which there exist positive continuous
functions v and τ such that v is bounded and

|∇k
ξa(ξ)| . τ(ξ)−kv(ξ) , k = 0, 1, . . . , ξ ∈ Rd , (4.6)

with constants independent of ξ. It is natural to call τ the scale (function). The scale τ is
assumed to be globally Lipschitz with Lipschitz constant ν < 1, that is,

|τ(ξ)− τ(η)| ≤ ν|ξ − η| , for all ξ,η ∈ Rd . (4.7)

The function v is assumed to satisfy the bounds

v(η) ≍ v(ξ) , for all η ∈ B
(
ξ, τ(ξ)

)
, (4.8)

with implicit constants independent of ξ and η. For example, for smooth scalar symbols a the
bound (3.3) translates into (4.6) with v(ξ) = 〈ξ〉−β and τ(ξ) = 1. In general, it is useful to
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think of v and τ as (functional) parameters. They, in turn, can depend on other parameters,
e.g. numerical parameters like r ≥ 0 in (4.10) in the next section.

We need only one result involving multi-scale symbols.

Proposition 4.2. [21, Lemma 3.4] Suppose that the region Λ satisfies Condition 3.7, and let
the functions τ and v be as described above. Suppose that the symbol a satisfies (4.6), and that
the conditions

ατinf & 1 , τinf := inf
ξ∈Rd

τ(ξ) > 0 , (4.9)

hold. Then for any σ ∈ (0, 1] we have

‖[Opα(a), χΛ]‖σσ . αd−1

∫

R

d

v(ξ)σ

τ(ξ)
dξ .

This bound is uniform in the symbols a satisfying (4.6) with the same implicit constants.

4.4. Extension to non-smooth symbols. For the symbols satisfying (3.6) one is tempted
to apply Proposition 4.2 with τ(ξ) = d(ξ). However, this scale function vanishes at the points
of the set Ξ and hence does not satisfy (4.9). Nevertheless, as we see below, Proposition 4.2
is still applicable. In order to state the precise result, for methodological purposes instead of
the condition (3.6) we impose a more general condition on A. Assume that for some finite set

Ξ = {ξ(1), ξ(2), . . . , ξ(N)} ⊂ Rd and some r ≥ 0 the Hermitian symbol A ∈ C∞(Rd \Ξ;Cn×n)
satisfies the bounds

|∇k
ξ A(ξ)| . 〈|ξ|+ r〉−ρ d(ξ)−k, k = 0, 1, . . . , (4.10)

where, as in (3.6), ρ > d and d(ξ) := min
(
dist(ξ,Ξ), 1

)
.

In what follows we need a partition of unity associated with the set Ξ. For h ∈ (0, 1/4]
introduce the spatial scale function τh(ξ) = 1

2

(
d(ξ) + h

)
. It is clearly Lipschitz with Lip-

schitz constant 1/2. Therefore, using [16, Theorem 1.4.10] we can now construct two functions

ζ
(1)
h , ζ

(2)
h ∈ C∞(Rd) with the properties

ζ
(1)
h + ζ

(2)
h = 1, ζ

(1)
h (ξ) = 1 for d(ξ) > 4h; ζ

(2)
h (ξ) = 1 for d(ξ) < 2h,

and such that

|∇k
ξ ζ

(1)
h (ξ)|+ |∇k

ξ ζ
(2)
h (ξ)| . (d(ξ) + h)−k, k = 0, 1, . . . , (4.11)

where the implicit constants depend only on dimension d and exponent k.

Remark 4.3. Most of the bounds in this section will be uniform in the symbol A and the
point set Ξ in the following sense. We say that a bound is uniform in A if it is uniform in all
symbols A satisfying (3.6) or (4.10) with the same implicit constants. Similarly, uniformity in
Ξ means that the result is uniform in all point sets Ξ such that their cardinality N = cardΞ
is bounded above by the same constant.

The uniformity in Ξ will be especially important in the proof of Lemma 5.5 further on.

Lemma 4.4. Suppose that the region Λ satisfies Condition 3.7 and the Hermitian symbol A
satisfies (4.10) with some ρ > d. Let σ ∈ (0, 1] be a number such that ρσ > d. Then for
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all α & 1 we have



‖[Opα(A), χΛ]‖σσ . αd−1〈r〉−ρσ+d if d ≥ 2 ,

‖[Opα(A), χΛ]‖σσ . 〈r〉−ρσ+1 log
(
α+ 2

)
if d = 1 .

(4.12)

The constants in (4.12) are uniform in A satisfying (4.10), and in Ξ, in the sense of Remark
4.3.

Proof. In view of (4.4) it is clear that it suffices to prove the bound (4.12) for scalar symbols
only. As in Proposition 4.2 we use for such symbols the notation a = a(ξ). Using the partition
of unity introduced before the lemma we split a(ξ) into two symbols depending on h:

a = a
(1)
h + a

(2)
h ,

a
(1)
h = aζ

(1)
h , a

(2)
h = aζ

(2)
h .

Let us consider first the symbol a
(1)
h . Due to (4.10) and (4.11), a

(1)
h satisfies the bound

|∇ka
(1)
h (ξ)| . 〈|ξ|+ r〉−ρ(d(ξ) + h)−k.

Therefore, the function a
(1)
h satisfies the bound (4.6) with v(ξ) = 〈|ξ| + r〉−ρ and the scale

function τh(ξ) =
1
2(d(ξ)+h). It is straightforward that for these functions the conditions (4.7)

and (4.8) are fulfilled. Moreover, fixing h = α−1, we guarantee that τh satisfies (4.9):

ατh(ξ) ≥ αh = 1, ξ ∈ Rd .

Thus Proposition 4.2 is applicable, and it gives the bound

‖[Opα(a
(1)
h ), χΛ]‖σσ . αd−1

∫

R

d

v(ξ)σ(τh(ξ))
−1 dξ

. αd−1 〈r〉−ρσ

∫

dist(ξ,Ξ)≤1

(d(ξ) + h)−1 dξ + αd−1

∫

dist(ξ,Ξ)>1

〈|ξ|+ r〉−ρσ dξ .

(4.13)

Since

(dist(ξ,Ξ) + h)−1 ≤
N∑

j=1

(h+ |ξ − ξ(j)|)−1

in the first integral, the right-hand side of (4.13) does not exceed αd−1〈r〉−ρσ+d if d ≥ 2 and

〈r〉−ρσ log(α+ 2) + 〈r〉−ρσ+1, if d = 1 .

To estimate the commutator [Opα(a
(2)
h ), χΛ] we assume without loss of generality that Λ is

bounded (if not, consider the commutator with 1 − χΛ), and estimate separately its compo-

nents Opα(a
(2)
h )χΛ and χΛOpα(a

(2)
h ). By the definition of the function ζ

(2)
h , its support can be
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covered by balls of radius 4h centered at the points ξ(j) ∈ Ξ. Denote by φ(ξ) the indicator of
the ball |ξ| ≤ 4, and observe that

|a(2)h (ξ)| .
N∑

j=1

b
(j)
h (ξ), b

(j)
h (ξ) = 〈r〉−ρφ

(
(ξ − ξ(j))h−1

)
.

Thus it suffices to estimate each pair Opα(b
(j)
h )χΛ and χΛ Opα(b

(j)
h ) individually. Fix the

index j and assume without loss of generality that ξ(j) = 0. Then, by rescaling ξ → hξ, the

operator Opα(b
(j)
h ) coincides with 〈r〉−ρ Op1(φ) and therefore

‖Opα(b
(j)
h )χΛ‖σσ + ‖χΛ Opα(b

(j)
h )‖σσ . 〈r〉−ρσ‖χΛ Op1(φ)‖σσ .

As both functions χΛ and φ are compactly supported, their lattice quasi-norms χΛ 2,σ and
φ 2,σ (see (4.5)) are finite for any σ ∈ (0, 1]. Thus by Proposition 4.1, the Sσ-quasi-norm is
bounded by a constant that depends only on dimension d and region Λ. As a consequence,

‖[Opα(a
(2)
h ), χΛ]‖σσ . 〈r〉−ρσ .

Together with the previously derived bound for a
(1)
h this leads to (4.12). �

4.5. More estimates for the case d = 1. We also need bounds for pseudo-differential oper-
ators in L2(R) given by

(
Opaα(p)u

)
(x) =

α

2π

∫
eiα(x−y)ξp(x, y, ξ)u(y) dy dξ ,

where the scalar function p = p(x, y, ξ) is called the amplitude. Let

Pl(x, y, ξ; p) :=
l∑

l1,l2=0

|∂l1x ∂l2y p(x, y, ξ)| .

The following proposition is adapted from [28, Theorem 2.5] and is stated in the form convenient
for our purposes.

Proposition 4.5. Let h1, h2 ∈ L∞(R), and let p be such that Pl ∈ lσ(L1)(R3) with some σ ∈
(0, 1] and l = ⌊σ−1⌋+ 1. Then

‖h1 Opa1(p)h2‖σ . ‖h1‖L∞‖h2‖L∞ Pl(p) 1,σ , (4.14)

with a constant independent of p and h1, h2.

A similar result holds also for operators in L2(Rd) with arbitrary d ≥ 1 but we do not need
it here.

At this stage, for the one-dimensional estimates we need an assumption somewhat different
from (4.10). For r ≥ 0 and r1 > 0 we assume that

|∂kξ A(ξ)| . 〈|ξ|+ r〉−ρ (d(ξ) + r1)
−k, k = 0, 1, . . . , (4.15)

where ρ > 1 and d(ξ) = min{1,dist(ξ,Ξ)} for some finite set Ξ ⊂ R. Let χ± be the indicator
function of R±.
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Lemma 4.6. Let d = 1. Suppose that A satisfies (4.15). Let σ ∈ (0, 1] be some number such
that ρσ > 1. Then for all r > 0 and all r1 > 0 we have

‖χ±Op1(A)χ∓‖σσ . 〈r〉−ρσ+1 log

(
1

r1
+ 2

)
, (4.16)

where the implicit constant is uniform in A and in the set Ξ.

Proof. Again, it suffices to study scalar symbols a. We first estimate the quasi-norm of
χ(0,α)Op1(a)χ−, where α & 1 will be chosen later. This operator is easily checked to be
unitarily equivalent to

χ(0,1)Opα(a)χ− = [χ(0,1),Opα(a)]χ−,

and hence it satisfies the bound (4.12):

‖χ(0,α) Op1(a)χ−‖σσ ≤ ‖ [χ(0,1),Opα(a)]‖σσ
. 〈r〉−ρσ+1 log(α+ 2) . (4.17)

To estimate χ(α,∞)Op1(a)χ− we use Proposition 4.5. Let ζ ∈ C∞(R) be a function such
that ζ(x) = 0 for x ≤ 1/2 and ζ(x) = 1 for x ≥ 1. Then we can write

χ(α,∞)Op1(a)χ− = χ(α,∞)Opa1(g)χ−, g(x, y, ξ) = ζ((x− y)/α) a(ξ) .

Let

Lu = −iu−1∂ξ, u 6= 0.

Since Lue
iuξ = eiuξ, we can integrate by parts as follows:

∫
ei(x−y)ξg(ξ) dξ = ik

∫
ei(x−y)ξg(k)(x, y, ξ) dξ,

g(k)(x, y, ξ) = ζ((x− y)/α)(x − y)−k ∂kξ a(ξ) .

Therefore, for any k = 0, 1, . . . , we have χ(α,∞)Op1(a)χ− = χ(α,∞)Opa1(g
(k))χ−. According

to (4.14), the Sσ-quasi-norm of χ(α,∞)Op1(a)χ− then estimates as

‖χ(α,∞) Op1(a)χ−‖σσ . Pl(g
(k)) 1,σ , (4.18)

for l = ⌊σ−1⌋+1. Let us estimate the right-hand side remembering that |x|+ |y| = |x− y| ≥ α
for x ∈ (α,∞) and y ∈ R−:

Pl(x, y, ξ; g
(k)) .

|∂kξ a(ξ)|
|x|k + |y|k + αk

,

with an implicit constant depending on l. By (4.15),

Pl(x, y, ξ; g
(k)) . (|x|k + |y|k + αk)−1〈|ξ|+ r〉−ρ (d(ξ) + r1)

−k.

In order to estimate the (1, σ)-quasi-norm write

Pl(g
(k)) σ

1,σ . (|x|k + |y|k + αk)−1 σ
1,σ 〈|ξ|+ r〉−ρ(d(ξ) + r1)

−k σ
1,σ ,



20 F. FINSTER, M. LOTTNER, AND A.V. SOBOLEV

where the first quasi-norm is taken in lσ(L1)(R2), and the second one in lσ(L1)(R). Consider
the factors individually assuming that kσ > 2:

(|x|k + |y|k + αk)−1 σ
1,σ .

∑

m∈Z2

(αk + |m|k)−σ . α−kσ+2 .

Now,

〈|ξ|+ r〉−ρ(d(ξ) + r1)
−k σ

1,σ . r−kσ
1

∑

m∈Z
〈|m|+ r〉−ρσ . 〈r〉−ρσ+1r−kσ

1 .

Therefore

Pl(g
(k)) σ

1,σ . α−kσ+2 〈r〉−ρσ+1r−kσ
1 .

Together with (4.18) and (4.17) this yields the bound

‖χ+ Op1(a)χ−‖σσ . 〈r〉−ρσ+1 log(α+ 2) + α−kσ+2 〈r〉−ρσ+1r−kσ
1 . (4.19)

Take α = max(r−s
1 , 1), where s = kσ(kσ − 2)−1 > 0, so that the right-hand side of (4.19) does

not exceed 〈r〉−ρσ+1 log(r−1
1 + 2). Now (4.19) leads to (4.16). �

5. Estimates for the operator Dα(A,Λ; f) and approximation by smooth symbols

5.1. Two abstract results. We begin with two results for compact operators in an arbitrary
separable Hilbert space H. Let A be a bounded operator and let P be an orthogonal projection
on H. For a function f define the operator

D(A,P ; f) := Pf(PAP )P − Pf(A)P . (5.1)

In the next few statements, instead Condition 3.3 it will be more convenient to assume the
following condition.

Condition 5.1. The function f ∈ C2(R \ {t0}) ∩ C(R) satisfies the bound

f 2 := max
0≤k≤2

sup
t6=t0

|f (k)(t)||t− t0|−γ+k <∞ (5.2)

for some γ ∈ (0, 1], and it is supported on the interval (t0 −R, t0 +R) with some finite R > 0.

Condition 5.1 is clearly less general than Condition 3.3, but it allows to control the depen-
dence of the quantities with which we work, on the size of the support of f .

The next proposition follows from a more general fact proved in [29], see also [21, Proposition
2.2].

Proposition 5.2. Suppose that f satisfies Condition 5.1 with some γ ∈ (0, 1] and some t0 ∈ R,
R > 0. Let q ∈ (1/2, 1] and assume that σ < min(2 − q−1, γ). Let A be a bounded self-adjoint
operator and let P be an orthogonal projection such that PA(1− P ) ∈ Sσq. Then

‖D(A,P ; f)‖q . f 2R
γ−σ ‖PA(1 − P )‖σσq ,

with a positive implicit constant independent of the operators A and P , the function f , and the
parameters R, t0.

Next, we give a result comparing the operators D(A,P ; f) and D(B,P ; f). For this result
we do not need the explicit dependence of the coefficients on the function f .
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Proposition 5.3. [22, Corollary 4.3] Let the function f satisfy Condition 5.1 with some γ ∈
(0, 1], and let σ < γ. Let A,B be bounded self-adjoint operators and let J be a bounded operator
such that

[A, J ] = [B, J ] = 0 , (A−B)J = 0 .

Then

‖D(A,P ; f)−D(B,P ; f)‖1 . ‖[(1 − J)A,P ]‖σσ
+ ‖[(1 − J)B,P ]‖σσ + ‖[J, P ]‖σσ + ‖[J, P ]‖1 . (5.3)

The implicit constants in the above bound depend on f 2 and on the norms ‖A‖, ‖B‖, and ‖J‖,
and hence they are uniform in the operators A,B, J whose norms are bounded by the same
constants.

In the next subsection we apply the above propositions to pseudo-differential operators.

5.2. Estimates for Dα(A,Λ; f). We apply this proposition to the operator A = Opα(A) and
projection P = χΛ. As before, we suppose that A = A(ξ) is a Hermitian matrix-valued symbol
such that (3.6) holds. The bounds in this section are uniform in A and Ξ in the sense of
Remark 4.3.

Lemma 5.4. Suppose that f satisfies Condition 5.1 with some γ ∈ (0, 1], and Λ satisfies
Condition 3.7. Let q ∈ (1/2, 1] and 0 < σ < min(2 − q−1, γ). Assume that ρσq > d. If d ≥ 2,
then

‖Dα(A,Λ; f)‖qq . f q
2R

q(γ−σ)αd−1 ,

and if d = 1, then

‖Dα(A,Λ; f)‖qq . f q
2R

q(γ−σ) log(α+ 2) ,

uniformly in A and Ξ.

Proof. By Proposition 5.2,

‖Dα(A,Λ; f)‖q . f 2R
γ−σ ‖χΛ Opα(A)(1− χΛ)‖σσq

≤ f 2R
γ−σ ‖[Opα(A), χΛ]‖σσq .

The required bounds follow now from Lemma 4.4. �

Lemma 5.5. Let d ≥ 2. Suppose that f satisfies Condition 5.1 with some γ ∈ (0, 1], and Λ
satisfies Condition 3.7. Suppose that A satisfies (3.6) with some ρ > 0 such that ργ > d. Then
for any σ ∈ (dρ−1, γ) we have

|M(ξ̂; e;A; f)| . f 2R
γ−σ 〈ξ̂〉−ρσ+1 log

(
r(ξ̂)−1 + 2

)
, (5.4)

for ξ̂ ∈ Te, ξ̂ /∈ Ξ̂e ,

where Ξ̂ = Ξ̂e denotes the projection of the set Ξ onto the hyperplane Te = {ξ : ξ · e = 0},
and r(ξ̂) = min

(
dist(ξ̂, Ξ̂e), 1

)
. The bound is uniform in A, Ξ and e ∈ Sd−1.

Furthermore,

|M(e;A; f)| . f 2R
γ−σ , (5.5)
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uniformly in A and e ∈ S
d−1, and

|B(A; f)| . f 2R
γ−σ , (5.6)

uniformly in A and Ξ.

Proof. Suppose now that d ≥ 2 and that A satisfies (3.6). Let Ξ̂e be the projection of Ξ onto

the hyperplane Te, and let Ξ̂
⊥
e be its projection onto the one-dimensional subspace spanned

by e. Then it follows from (3.6) that A(ξ̂, t) satisfies the bound

|∂kt A(ξ̂; t)| . 〈|ξ̂|+ |t|〉−ρ(r(ξ̂) + d(t))−k, k = 0, 1, . . . , (5.7)

where r = r(ξ̂) = min
(
dist(ξ̂, Ξ̂e), 1

)
and d(t) = min

(
dist(t, Ξ̂

⊥
e ), 1

)
. Using Proposition 5.2

with q = 1, and Lemma 4.6, we get

|M(ξ̂; e;A; f)| ≤ ‖D1(A(ξ̂; · );R+; f)‖1
. f 2 R

γ−σ‖χ+Op1(A(ξ̂; · ))(1 − χ+)‖σσ
. f 2 R

γ−σ〈ξ̂〉−ρσ+1 log
(
r(ξ̂)−1 + 2

)
, (5.8)

which is exactly the bound (5.4).
Since ρσ > d and

r(ξ̂)−1 . 1 +
∑

ξ̂
(j)∈Ξ̂

1

|ξ̂ − ξ̂
(j)|

,

the right-hand side of (5.8) is integrable in ξ̂ and, by definition (3.1),

|M(e;A; f)| . f 2R
γ−σ

∫

Te

〈ξ̂〉−ρσ+1 log
(
r(ξ̂)−1 + 2

)
dξ̂

. f 2R
γ−σ,

uniformly in A, Ξ and e ∈ S
d−1. This proves (5.5) which entails (5.6) due to the definition (3.2).

�

5.3. Trace class continuity of Dα(A,Λ; f). We begin with an elementary standard obser-
vation:

Lemma 5.6. Let B(ε), ε ∈ [0, 1] be a family of uniformly bounded self-adjoint operators such

that ‖B(ε) −B(0)‖ → 0 as εց 0. Then for any function g ∈ C(R) we have

‖g(B(ε))− g(B(0))‖ → 0, as εց 0 .

Proof. Since {B(ε)} are uniformly bounded, we can assume that g is compactly supported
on some compact interval I. Thus it would suffice to prove the required convergence for
polynomials. By virtue of the representation

(B(ε))l − (B(0))l =

l−1∑

k=0

(B(ε))l−1−k
[
B(ε) −B(0)

]
(B(0))k, l = 1, 2, . . . ,

we have

‖(B(ε))l − (B(0))l‖ . ‖B(ε) −B(0)‖ → 0 , εց 0,
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as required. �

Consider a family of continuous symbols A,A(ε) ∈ C∞(Rd \ Ξ;Cn×n) ∩ C(Rd;Cn×n), ε ∈
(0, 1], that satisfy (3.6) with ρ > d, uniformly in ε. Suppose that

sup
ξ

|A(ε)(ξ)−A(ξ)| → 0, εց 0 . (5.9)

In the next lemma we use the notation Dα(A) = Dα(A,Λ; f).
Lemma 5.7. Let d ≥ 2. Suppose that f satisfies Condition 5.1 with some γ ∈ (0, 1]. Suppose

that A,A(ε) are continuous and satisfy (3.6) with some ρ such that ργ > d, uniformly in ε ∈
(0, 1]. Then under the condition (5.9) we have

sup
α&1

α1−d ‖Dα(A(ε))−Dα(A)‖1 → 0, εց 0 .

Proof. Split the sum

‖Dα(A(ε))−Dα(A)‖1 =
∞∑

k=1

sk
(
Dα(A(ε))−Dα(A)

)

into two parts:

Z1(ε, ℓ) =

2ℓ∑

k=1

sk
(
Dα(A(ε))−Dα(A)

)
,

Z2(ε, ℓ) =

∞∑

k=2ℓ+1

sk
(
Dα(A(ε))−Dα(A)

)
,

where ℓ is an integer to be specified later. Estimate the first sum:

Z1(ε, ℓ) ≤ 2ℓ‖Dα(A(ε))−Dα(A)‖

≤ 2ℓ

[∥∥f
(
Wα(A(ε))

)
− f

(
Wα(A)

)∥∥+
∥∥Wα(f(A(ε)))−Wα(f(A))

∥∥
]
. (5.10)

In view of (5.9),

‖Opα(A(ε))−Opα(A)‖ → 0 , εց 0 ,

and hence
‖Wα(A(ε))−Wα(A)‖ → 0

as well, so that by Lemma 5.6,
∥∥f
(
Wα(A(ε))

)
− f

(
Wα(A)

)∥∥→ 0 .

In the same way the second term in (5.10) also tends to zero. Thus for an arbitrary δ > 0 and
sufficiently small ε we have

Z1(ε, ℓ) < 2ℓδ.

Now we estimate Z2. In view of the bound (4.1) the sum Z2(ε, ℓ) can be estimated as follows:

Z2(ε, ℓ) ≤ 2
∞∑

k=ℓ

sk
(
Dα(A(ε))

)
+ 2

∞∑

k=ℓ

sk
(
Dα(A)

)
.
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To estimate the right-hand side we use Lemma 5.4. Let q ∈ (1/2, 1) and σ < min(2 − q−1, γ)

be such that ρσq > d− 1. Then, by Lemma 5.4, Dα(A(ε)) ∈ Sq and

‖Dα(A(ε))‖qq . αd−1 ,

uniformly in ε. By (4.3), this allows us to write the following bound for the singular values:

sk(Dα(A(ε))) . k−
1
q α

d−1
q .

Consequently,

∞∑

k=ℓ

sk(Dα(A(ε))) . α
d−1
q

∞∑

k=ℓ

k
− 1

q . α
d−1
q ℓ

1− 1
q ,

and hence Z2(ε, ℓ) . α
d−1
q ℓ1−

1
q ,

uniformly in ε. Thus, together with the bound for Z1(ε, ℓ) we obtain that

α1−d‖Dα(A(ε))−Dα(A)‖1 . α1−d ℓδ + α(d−1)( 1
q
−1) ℓ1−

1
q

= α1−d ℓδ +
(
α1−dℓ

)1− 1
q .

Take ℓ =Mαd−1 with some M > 0. Then

lim sup
εց0

sup
α&1

α1−d‖Dα(A(ε))−Dα(A)‖1 .Mδ +M
1− 1

q .

Since δ > 0 and M > 0 are arbitrary, the left-hand side equals zero as required. �

5.4. Approximation by smooth symbols. Here we assume as before that A is a Hermitian
matrix-valued symbol satisfying (3.6). To approximate A by a family of smooth symbols we
use the following partition of unity.

For a parameter h ∈ (0, 1/4], let the functions θ
(j)
h ∈ C∞

0 (Rd), j = 1, 2, . . . , N = card Ξ, and

ζh ∈ C∞(Rd) be such that

θ
(j)
h (ξ) = 1, for |ξ − ξ(j)| ≤ h;

θ
(j)
h (ξ) = 0, for |ξ − ξ(j)| ≥ 2h,

and
N∑

j=1

θ
(j)
h (ξ) + ζh(ξ) = 1, ξ ∈ Rd.

In particular, ζh(ξ) = 1 if d(ξ) = d(ξ,Ξ) := min{1,dist(ξ,Ξ)} ≥ 2h. A standard argument
easily shows that one can construct such cut-off functions that for every j = 1, 2, . . . , N, the
following bounds hold:

|∇k
ξ θ

(j)
h (ξ)|+ |∇k

ξ ζh(ξ)| . h−k, k = 0, 1, . . . . (5.11)

We compare the operators Dα(A; f) and Dα(Ah; f), where

Ah(ξ) := A(ξ)ζh(ξ), (5.12)
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so that

A(ξ)−Ah(ξ) = A(ξ)
N∑

k=1

θ
(j)
h (ξ). (5.13)

Below we use again the shorthand notation Dα(A) instead of Dα(A,Λ; f).
Lemma 5.8. Let d ≥ 2. Suppose that f satisfies Condition 5.1 and Λ satisfies Condition 3.7.
Let A satisfy (3.6). Assume that h ∈ (0, 1] and αh & 1. Then we have

‖Dα(A)−Dα(Ah)‖1 . (αh)d−1 , (5.14)

with an implicit constant uniform in A and the set Ξ.

Proof. First we use Proposition 5.3 with

P := χΛ , J = J2h := Opα(ζ2h), A = Opα(A) , B = Opα(Ah) .

The norms of these operators P and J are bounded uniformly in h and, since ζhζ2h = ζ2h, we
have (A −Ah)ζ2h = 0. Let us estimate the right-hand side of (5.3) by starting with a bound
for

‖[(1 − J2h)Opα(Ah), P ]‖σσ
with an arbitrary σ ∈ (0, 1]. In view of (5.13), we have

(1− ζ2h(ξ))Ah(ξ) =

N∑

j=1

B(j)
h (ξ), with B(j)

h (ξ) = A(ξ)ζh(ξ) θ
(j)
2h (ξ) .

Consider each commutator [Opα(B
(j)
h ), P ] individually. First we rescale and shift the symbol

B(j)
h :

B̃(j)
h (ξ) := B(j)

h (ξ(j) + hξ)

= A(ξ(j) + hξ)ζh(ξ
(j) + hξ) θ

(j)
2h (ξ

(j) + hξ) .

The following unitary equivalence is easily checked:

Opα(B
(j)
h ) = eiαξ

j)·x Opαh(B̃
(j)
h ) e−iαξj)·y, (5.15)

By the definition of the cut-offs θ(j) and ζh we have

|∇k
ξ ζh(ξ

(j) + hξ) θ
(j)
2h (ξ

(j) + hξ)| . 1, k = 0, 1, . . . .

Furthermore, since

1

d(ξ(j) + hξ,Ξ)
.

1

h d
(
ξ, Ξ̃

(j)

h

) , Ξ̃
(j)

h =
1

h

(
Ξ− ξ(j)

)
,

it follows from (3.6) that

|∇k
ξ A(ξ(j) + hξ)| . 1

d(ξ, Ξ̃
(j)

h )k
.
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Therefore,

|∇k
ξ B̃

(j)
h (ξ)| . χ2h(ξ)

d
(
ξ, Ξ̃

(j)

h

)k ,

where χ2h is the indicator of the ball {ξ : |ξ| < 2h}, so B̃(j)
h satisfies (3.6) with an arbitrary

ρ > 0 and the singular set Ξ̃
(j)

h . Now we can use Lemma 4.4 and the relation (5.15) to conclude
that

∥∥[Opα(B
(j)
h ), P ]

∥∥σ
σ
=
∥∥[Opαh(B̃

(j)
h ), χΛ]

∥∥σ
σ
. (αh)d−1 .

Therefore, for each σ ∈ (0, 1] we have

‖[(1 − J2h)Opα(Ah), P ]‖σσ . (αh)d−1,

as required. Estimating
∥∥[(1−J2h)Opα(A), P ]

∥∥
σ
and ‖[J2h, P ]‖σ = ‖[1−J2h, P ]‖σ , σ ∈ (0, 1],

is done in the same way. Substituting the obtained bounds into (5.3), we get the required
estimate (5.14). �

6. Proof of Widom’s formula for smooth symbols and non-smooth test

functions

We now prove Theorem 3.4 for smooth symbols A, and functions f satisfying Condition 3.3.

Theorem 6.1. Suppose that d ≥ 2. Let the function f satisfy Condition 3.3 with some γ ∈
(0, 1], and let Λ be a bounded C1-region. Let A ∈ C∞(Rd;Cn×n) be a Hermitian matrix-valued
symbol such that (3.3) holds with some ρ such that ργ > d. Then the formula (3.7) holds.

Proof. The proof is conducted in two steps following the idea of [21]. In Step 1 we prove
the theorem for f ∈ C2, and in Step 2 we extend the result to the functions f satisfying
Condition 3.3.

Step 1. First suppose that f ∈ C2(R). Since the operator Opα(A) is bounded, we may

assume that f ∈ C2
0(R). Thinking of f as a function satisfying Condition 5.1 with a t0 outside

its support, and with γ = 1, we conclude that f 2 . ‖f‖
C
2 , where f 2 is defined in (5.2).

Let I be a closed interval containing the support of f . Let fδ, δ ∈ (0, 1], be a family of
polynomials such that ‖f − fδ‖C2(I) → 0 as δ → 0. Estimate:

lim sup
α→∞

∣∣α1−d trDα(A; f)− B(A; f)
∣∣ ≤ sup

α≥1
α1−d

∥∥Dα(A; f)−Dα(A; fδ)
∥∥
1

+ lim sup
α→∞

∣∣α1−d trDα(A; fδ)− B(A; fδ)
∣∣

+
∣∣B(A; fδ)− B(A; f)

∣∣ .
Since fδ is a polynomial, we can apply Proposition 3.1 which implies that the second term
equals zero for each δ > 0. Estimate the first and the third term using Lemmata 5.4 and 5.5:

sup
α≥1

α1−d
∥∥Dα(A; f)− Dα(A; fδ)

∥∥
1
= sup

α≥1
α1−d

∥∥Dα(A; f − fδ)
∥∥
1
. ‖f − fδ‖C2(I) → 0,

∣∣B(A; f)− B(A; fδ)
∣∣ = |B(A; f − fδ)| . ‖f − fδ‖C2(I) → 0 ,

as δ → 0. Therefore the theorem holds for f ∈ C2(R).
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Step 2. To complete the proof of the theorem we assume without loss of generality that f
satisfies Condition 5.1 with t0 = 0. Let ζ ∈ C∞(R) be such that ζ(t) = 1 if |t| ≥ 2, ζ(t) = 0
if |t| ≤ 1 and 0 ≤ ζ ≤ 1. Denote ζr(t) = ζ(tr−1), r ∈ (0, 1]. Split f in the sum

f(t) = g(1)r (t) + g(2)r (t),

g(1)r (t) = f(t)ζr(t), g(2)r (t) = f(t)(1− ζr(t)) ,

so that g
(2)
r is supported on the interval [−2r, 2r]. Estimate:

lim sup
α→∞

∣∣α1−d trDα(A; f)− B(A; f)
∣∣ ≤ sup

α≥1
α1−d

∥∥Dα(A; f)−Dα(A; g(1)r )
∥∥
1

+ lim sup
α→∞

∣∣α1−d trDα(A; g(1)r )− B(A; g(1)r )
∣∣

+
∣∣B(A; g(1)r )− B(A; f)

∣∣ . (6.1)

Since g
(1)
r ∈ C2, the second term on the right-hand side equals zero for each r > 0, as proved

in Step 1. Calculating the derivatives
(
g(2)r

)′
(t) = f ′(t) (1 − ζr)(t)− f(t) ζ ′(tr−1) r−1 ,

(
g(2)r

)′′
(t) = f ′′(t) (1− ζr)(t)− 2 f ′(t) ζ ′(tr−1) r−1 − f(t) ζ ′′(tr−1) r−2 ,

we estimate

sup
t6=0

∣∣∣
(
g(2)r

)′
(t)
∣∣∣|t|−γ+1 ≤ sup

t6=0

[∣∣f ′(t)
∣∣ |t|−γ+1 +

∣∣f(t)
∣∣ |t|−γ

∣∣ζ ′(tr−1)
∣∣ |t|
r

]
,

sup
t6=0

∣∣∣
(
g(2)r

)′′
(t)
∣∣∣|t|−γ+2 ≤ sup

t6=0

[∣∣f ′′(t)
∣∣ |t|−γ+2 + 2

∣∣f ′(t)
∣∣ |t|−γ+1

∣∣ζ ′(tr−1)
∣∣ |t|
r

+
∣∣f(t)

∣∣ |t|−γ
∣∣ζ ′′(tr−1)

∣∣
( |t|
r

)2]
.

On the support of g
(2)
r we have |t|

r ≤ 2, so we conclude that

g(2)r 2 . f 2 .

Using this we can finally estimate the first and the third term on the right hand side of (6.1)
using Lemmata 5.4 and 5.5 with arbitrary σ ∈ (0, γ):

sup
α≥1

α1−d
∥∥Dα(A; f)− Dα(A; g(1)r )

∥∥
1
= sup

α≥1
α1−d ‖Dα(A; g(2)r )‖1 . f 2 r

γ−σ → 0 ,

∣∣B(A; f)− B(A; g(1)r )
∣∣ = |B(A; g(2)r )| . f 2 r

γ−σ → 0 ,

as r → 0. Therefore the right-hand side of (6.1) equals zero.
This completes the proof of the theorem. �

7. Proof of Widom’s formula for non-smooth symbols and non-smooth test

functions

In this section give the proofs of Theorems 3.4, 3.5 and of Proposition 3.6.
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7.1. Continuity of the asymptotic coefficient B(A; f). Below the symbol Ah is as defined
in (5.12).

Lemma 7.1. Let d ≥ 2, and let f and Λ be as in Theorem 3.4. Suppose that A satisfies (3.6).
Then

B(Ah; f) → B(A; f) as h→ 0 ,

uniformly in A, Ξ and f .

Proof. It suffices to prove the lemma for functions f satisfying Condition 5.1. By defini-
tion (5.12), Ah(ξ) = A(ξ) for all ξ ∈ Rd such that dist(ξ,Ξ) > 2h, and hence Ah(ξ̂; t) = A(ξ̂; t)

for all ξ̂ ∈ Te such that dist(ξ̂, Ξ̂) > 2h. Consequently,

M(ξ̂; e;Ah; f) = M(ξ̂; e;A; f), dist(ξ̂, Ξ̂) > 2h .

Since Ah satisfy the bounds (3.6) uniformly in h > 0, using (5.4) with some σ ∈ (dρ−1, γ), for
the corresponding integrals (3.1) we obtain the convergence

|M(e;Ah; f)− M(e;A; f)|

. f 2

∫

ξ̂∈Te,dist(ξ̂,Ξ̂)<2h

〈ξ̂〉−ρσ+1 log
(
dist(ξ̂, Ξ̂)−1 + 2

)
dξ̂ → 0 ,

as h → 0, uniformly in A, e ∈ S
d−1 and functions f satisfying Condition 5.1. This, in turn,

implies the uniform convergence B(Ah; f) → B(A; f), as claimed. �

Lemma 7.2. Let d ≥ 2, and let f and Λ be as in Theorem 3.4. Suppose that the family A(ε)

satisfies Condition 3.2. Then

B(A(ε); f) → B(A; f), as εց 0 .

Proof. As before, assume that f satisfies Condition 5.1. For an arbitrary h > 0 estimate:

lim sup
εց0

|B(A(ε); f)− B(A; f)| ≤ sup
ε∈(0,1]

|B(A(ε); f)− B(A(ε)
h ; f)|

+ lim sup
εց0

|B(A(ε)
h ; f)− B(Ah; f)|+ |B(Ah; f)− B(A; f)| . (7.1)

The symbols A(ε)
h and Ah are both smooth, and hence by Theorem 6.1, for each of them

the formula (3.7) holds. Furthermore, these symbols satisfy (5.9) as ε ց 0. Therefore, by
Lemma 5.7,

|B(A(ε)
h ; f)− B(Ah; f)| ≤ sup

α≥1
α1−d‖Dα(A(ε)

h )−Dα(Ah)‖1 → 0 ,

as εց 0. Thus the second term on the right-hand side of (7.1) equals zero. By Lemma 7.1, the

first and the third terms tend to zero as h→ 0 uniformly in ε, and hence B(A(ε); f) → B(A; f),
as claimed. �
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7.2. Proof of Theorems 3.4 and 3.5. Since Theorem 3.4 is a special case of Theorem 3.5,
we concentrate on the proof of Theorem 3.5. Thus assume that the family A(ε) satisfies Con-
dition 3.2. For an arbitrary h ∈ (0, 1] we can write, as α→ ∞ and εց 0,

lim sup
∣∣α1−d tr Dα(A(ε); f)− B(A; f)

∣∣

≤ lim sup
α→∞

sup
ε∈[0,1]

α1−d‖Dα(A(ε); f)−Dα(A(ε)
h ; f)‖1

+ lim sup
εց0

sup
α≥1

α1−d ‖Dα(A(ε)
h ; f)−Dα(Ah; f)‖1

+ lim sup
α→∞

∣∣α1−d tr Dα(Ah; f)− B(Ah; f)
∣∣

+ |B(Ah; f)− B(A; f)| .

By definition (5.12) and by (3.6), Ah and A(ε)
h satisfy (3.3) uniformly in ε ∈ [0, 1] (but not

in h!) and in view of Condition 3.2, we have

sup
ξ

|A(ε)
h (ξ)−Ah(ξ)| → 0, as εց 0 .

Thus the second term in the bound above equals zero by virtue of Lemma 5.7. The third term
equals zero due to Theorem 6.1. By Lemma 5.8, the first term is bounded by hd−1 uniformly
in ε, so that

lim sup
∣∣α1−d tr Dα(A(ε); f)− B(A; f)

∣∣ . hd−1 + |B(Ah; f)− B(A; f)|, α→ ∞, εց 0 .

Since h ∈ (0, 1] is arbitrary, taking h → 0 and using Lemma 7.1 we obtain (3.8) thereby
completing the proof of Theorem 3.5, and hence that of Theorem 3.4. �

7.3. Proof of Proposition 3.6. The coefficient M(e;A; f) is finite by (5.5). Let e,b ∈ S
d−1

be two arbitrary unit vectors. Let R ∈ SO(d) be a matrix such that Re = b, and let Q =
QR ∈ SU(n) be such that (3.9) holds. Thus

A(ξ̂; t) = A(ξ̂ + te) = QA(R ξ̂ + tb)Q−1 ,

and hence, by cyclicity of trace, M(ξ̂; e;A; f) = M(R ξ̂;b;A; f). Integrating in ξ̂, we get

M(e;A; f) =
1

(2π)d−1

∫

Te

M(R ξ̂;b;A; f) dξ̂

=
1

(2π)d−1

∫

Tb

M(ξ̂;b;A; f) dξ̂ = M(b;A; f) .

Thus M(e;A; f) is indeed e-independent. Now it is clear that the formula (3.2) rewrites
as (3.10), as claimed. �

8. Positivity of the coefficient B(A; f)

The goal of this section is to investigate under which conditions on the function f and on the
matrix-valued symbol A the asymptotic coefficient B(A; f) defined in (3.2) is strictly positive.
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8.1. An abstract result. Our starting point is the following well-known abstract fact from
[3]. Below H is a complex separable Hilbert space, P an orthogonal projection on H and A a
self-adjoint operator on H. The operator D(A,P ; f) is defined in (5.1).

Proposition 8.1. Suppose that the spectrum of A is contained in the interval I ⊂ R, and f :
I → R is a concave function. Assume that D(A,P ; f) is trace class and that PAP compact.
Then trD(A,P ; f) ≥ 0.

Using this proposition we can prove the following bound in the spirit of [19, Theorem A.1].

In the theorem below the space W
2,∞
loc (I) and the notion of essential supremum (ess-sup) are

understood in the sense of Lebesgue measure.

Theorem 8.2. Suppose that the spectrum of A is contained in the interval I ⊂ R and that AP ∈
S2 and D(A,P ; f) ∈ S1. Assume also that f : I → R is a W

2,∞
loc (I)-function such that

ess-sup
t∈I

f ′′(t) = −k0, for some k0 > 0 .

Then, with the notation f0(t) = −1
2 t

2, we have

trD(A,P ; f) ≥ k0 trD(A,P ; f0) =
k0
2

‖(1 − P )AP‖22. (8.1)

Proof. We essentially follow the proof of [19, Theorem A.1]. Denote D(f) = D(A,P ; f) and

g(t) = f(t)− k0f0(t) ,

so that ess-supI g
′′(t) = 0. Thus g is concave on I, and by Proposition 8.1,

tr D(f)− k0 tr D(f0) = tr D(g) ≥ 0 .

The first trace on the left-hand side is finite by assumption, and the second one equals

2 tr D(f0) = tr
(
PA2P − PAPAP

)
= trPA(1− P )AP = ‖(1 − P )AP‖22 ,

and hence it is also finite. This leads to the required bound (8.1). �

8.2. Application to pseudo-differential operators. Now we can apply the above results
to the operator Dα(A; f). We do not intend to consider the most general functions f satisfying
Condition 3.3 with some γ ∈ (0, 1], but assume that f is real-valued, the set T consists of two
points, i.e. T = {t1, t2} with t1 < t2, and that

ess-sup
t∈(t1,t2)

f ′′(t) = −k0, where k0 > 0 .

Theorem 8.3. Let d ≥ 2, and let f be as described above. Let Λ ⊂ Rd be a bounded region with
a C1-boundary. Suppose that A is a non-zero Hermitian matrix-valued symbol that satisfies (3.6)
with some ρ > 0 such that ργ > d. Assume also that for all ξ /∈ Ξ the spectrum of A(ξ) belongs
to the interval [t1, t2]. Then B(A; f) > 0.

We precede the proof with two lemmata.

Lemma 8.4. Let A ∈ C2(R;Cn×n), be a Hermitian matrix-valued symbol satisfying
∣∣∣∣
dk

dξk
A(ξ)

∣∣∣∣ . 〈ξ〉−ρ , (8.2)
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for some ρ > 1 and k = 0, 1, 2. Then the operator χ
R−

Op1(A)χ
R+ is Hilbert-Schmidt.

If A(ξ) is a non-zero operator function, i.e. if A is not identically zero matrix, then the
Hilbert-Schmidt norm ‖χ

R−
Op1(A)χ

R+‖2 is strictly positive.

Proof. Denote the kernel of the operator Op1(A) by

Ǎ(x) =
1

2π

∫
eixξ A(ξ) dξ .

Because of (8.2),

|Ǎ(x)| . 〈x〉−2 ,

so that the (squared) Hilbert-Schmidt norm

‖χ
R−

Op1(A)χ
R+‖22 =

∫ 0

−∞

∫ ∞

0
|Ǎ(x− y)|2dy dx

=
∑

k,l

∫ 0

−∞

∫ ∞

0
|Ǎk,l(x− y)|2 dy dx

is finite. Assume now that there is an interval I ⊂ R such that A(ξ) 6= 0 for all ξ ∈ I. Without
loss of generality we may assume that the matrix entry Ak,l(ξ) with some k, l, is not zero for
all ξ ∈ I. Since A is Hermitian, we also have

Al,k(ξ) = Ak,l(ξ) 6= 0, ξ ∈ I .

As a consequence, Ǎk,l(−x) = Ǎl,k(x), so that the function

F (x) :=
1

2

(
|Ǎk,l(x)|2 + |Ǎl,k(x)|2

)

is even and not identically zero. Therefore there is an interval J ⊂ R− such that F (x) > 0 for
all x ∈ J . Estimating

‖χ
R−

Op1(A)χ
R+‖22 ≥

∫ 0

−∞

∫ ∞

0
F (x− y) dy dx

≥
∫

J

∫ x

−∞
F (t) dt dx ,

we conclude that the Hilbert Schmidt norm on the left-hand side is strictly positive, as required.
�

Using the above lemma we can now show the positivity of the asymptotic coefficient B(A; f0)
for the function f0(t) = −t2/2.

Lemma 8.5. Let A ∈ C∞(Rd \ Ξ;Cn×n), d ≥ 2, be a Hermitian operator-valued symbol
satisfying (3.6) with ρ > d that is not identically equal to the zero matrix. Then for the
function f0(t) = −t2/2 we have B(A; f0) > 0.

Recall that the coefficient B is finite due to Lemma 5.5.
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Proof. By definition (3.2) it suffices to show that M(e;A; f) > 0 for each e ∈ S
d−1. Fix a

vector e and rewrite the integrand in (3.1) using the notation A = Op1(A(ξ̂; · )), P = χ
R+. As

in the proof of Theorem 8.2, we obtain

2M(ξ̂; e;A; f0) = tr
(
PA2P − PAPAP

)

trPA(1− P )AP = ‖(1− P )AP‖22 ≥ 0 .

Since A is a non-zero symbol, there is a ball B̂ ⊂ Te \ Ξ̂ such that for all ξ̂ ∈ B̂ the sym-

bol A(ξ̂; · ) is C∞(R;Cn×n), it is non-zero and satisfies
∣∣∣∣
dk

dξk
A(ξ̂; ξ)

∣∣∣∣ . 〈ξ〉−ρ, k = 0, 1, . . . , ξ ∈ R ,

with a constant uniform in ξ̂ ∈ B̂. Thus by Lemma 8.4, M(ξ̂; e;A; f0) > 0 for all ξ̂ ∈ B̂. This
leads to the positivity of B(A; f0). �

8.3. Proof of Theorem 8.3. In order to use Theorem 8.2 we check that Opα(A)χΛ is Hilbert-
Schmidt, i.e.

‖Opα(A)χΛ‖22 =
(
α

2π

)d ∫
|A(ξ)|2 dξ

∫

Λ
dx <∞ ,

where we have used that |A(ξ)| . 〈ξ〉−ρ with ρ ≥ ργ > d. Now, by Theorem 8.2,

trDα(A; f) ≥ k0 trDα(A; f0), f0(t) = −1

2
t2.

Using the asymptotics (3.7) established in Theorem 3.4, we obtain B(A; f) ≥ k0 B(A; f0). The
latter is positive by Lemma 8.5. This completes the proof. �

8.4. Corollaries for the functions ηκ. Let the functions ηκ be as defined in (1.4). Each
function ηκ satisfies Condition 3.3 with T = {0, 1}, with γ = min{κ, 1}, if κ 6= 1, and with
arbitrary γ < 1 if κ = 1.

Corollary 8.6. Let A be as in Theorem 8.3 and such that 0 ≤ A(ξ) ≤ 1 for all ξ /∈ Ξ.
If κ ∈ (0, 2), then B(A; ηκ) > 0.

Proof. It suffices to show that for κ ∈ (0, 2) the derivative ess-supt∈(0,1) η
′′
κ(t) < 0. If κ = 1,

then one easily finds that η′′1 (t) = −t−1(1 − t)−1 ≤ −4. For κ 6= 1 we use a slightly modified
version of the proof of [22, Lemma 3.1]. One checks directly that

η′′κ(t)[t
κ + (1− t)κ

]2
= −κ[t(1− t)]κ−2 − κ

1− κ
[tκ−1 − (1− t)κ−1]2 . (8.3)

For κ < 1 the right-hand side is clearly negative for t ∈ (0, 1) and ess-sup η′′κ(t) < 0, as required.
It remains to consider the case κ ∈ (1, 2). We rewrite (8.3) as

η′′κ(t)[t
κ + (1− t)κ]2 = − κ

κ − 1
gκ−1(t) ,

gp(t):= p[t(1− t)]p−1 − [tp − (1− t)p]2 ,
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for p := κ − 1 ∈ (0, 1). Since [tκ + (1 − t)κ]2 is strictly positive and bounded for t ∈ [0, 1], it
suffices to show that gp(t) ≥ c with some positive c. This claim is equivalent to

[t(1− t)]1−p[t2p + (1− t)2p + c] ≤ 2t(1− t) + p . (8.4)

Using the notation

Mp:=2p−1 max
t∈[0,1]

[t2p + (1− t)2p] =

{
2−p if 0 < p < 1/2

2p−1 if 1/2 ≤ p < 1
,

the (elementary example of the) Young inequality

ab ≤ au

u
+
bv

v
, a, b ≥ 0 , u, v > 1 ,

1

u
+

1

v
= 1

for a = [2t(1− t)]1−p , u = (1− p)−1 and b = 1, v = p−1 yields

[(t(1 − t)]1−p[t2p + (1− t)2p + c] ≤
(
Mp + 2p−1c

)
[2t(1− t)]1−p

≤
(
Mp + 2p−1c

)[
(1− p)(2t(1− t)) + p

]
.

Since Mp < 1 for p ∈ (0, 1), the number

c = (1−Mp)2
1−p

is positive. With this choice of c the right-hand side of the above inequality coincides with

(1− p)(2t(1 − t)) + p ≤ 2t(1 − t) + p ,

so (8.4) holds. This completes the proof of the inequality ess-supt∈(0,1) η
′′
κ(t) < 0 and hence

entails that B(A; ηκ) > 0. �

9. Proof of the main theorem

We are now in a position to complete the proof of Theorem 1.1. In order to use Theorems 3.4
and 3.5 we begin with the relation derived already in the introduction:

Sκ(Π
(ε), LΛ) = trDα(A(ε),Λ; ηκ), α = Lε−1,

where the symbol A(ε) is given by

A(ε)(ξ) = P(ε)(ξε−1) =
1

2

(
1
C

4 +

∑3
β=1 ξβγ

β − εm
√

ξ2 + ε2m2
γ0
)
φ
(√

ξ2 + (εm)2
)
.

The symbol A(ε) is Hermitian 4×4-matrix-valued and it satisfies Condition 3.2 with the limiting
symbol

A(ξ) =
1

2

(
1
C

4 +

3∑

β=1

ξβ
|ξ|γ

βγ0
)
φ(|ξ|)

with the finite set Ξ = {0} and for arbitrary ρ > 0. Moreover, as we have already observed
earlier, each function ηκ satisfies Condition 3.3 with T = {0, 1}, with γ = min{κ, 1}, if κ 6= 1,
and with arbitrary γ < 1 if κ = 1. Thus, according to Theorem 3.4, as L → ∞ and ε > 0 is
fixed, we have

lim (Lε−1)−2Sκ(Π
(ε), LΛ) = limα−2 tr Dα(A(ε),Λ; ηκ) = B(A(ε); ηκ).
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Similarly, if εց 0 and α = Lε−1 → ∞, then Theorem 3.5 leads to the formula

lim L−2ε2 Sκ(Π
(ε), LΛ) = B(A; ηκ) .

To complete the proof of (1.7) and (1.8) we will check that the symbols A(ε),A satisfy the
conditions of Proposition 3.6. The following lemma is the first step in this direction.

Lemma 9.1. Let R ∈ SO(3) be arbitrary. Then there exists a matrix Q = QR ∈ SU(4) such
that for any v ∈ R3:

Q
3∑

β=1

(Rv)β γ
β Q−1 =

3∑

β=1

vβγ
β , and Qγ0Q−1 = γ0.

Proof. This lemma is a specialization of the Lorentz invariance of the Dirac equation to spatial
rotations. General proofs can be found for example in [26, Section 3-4] or [11, Lemma 1.3.1]. To
make the connection clear, we recall that for any orthochronous proper Lorentz transformation
Λ ∈ SO(1, 3) there is matrix U ∈ SU(2, 2) which is unitary with respect to the spin inner
product (2.2) such that UΛi

jγ
jU−1 = γi for all i ∈ {0, . . . 3}. Specializing this result to the

case Λ = R of rotations, the resulting matrix U =: Q commutes with γ0, implying that it is
also in SU(4), concluding the proof.

For the reader who is not so familiar with Dirac spinors, we now give an alternative, more
computational proof. Using the method of Euler angles, it suffices to prove this lemma for
rotations around the three coordinate axes, because any other rotation may be written as a
product of those three rotations. Let us consider for example the case where R is a rotation
around the z-axis (for rotations around the x- and y-axes, the computation is similar). Then R
is given by

R =



cos θ − sin θ 0
sin θ cos θ 0
0 0 1


 ,

where θ ∈ R is the rotation angle. We claim that

Q :=




e−iθ/2

eiθ/2

e−iθ/2

eiθ/2




is the sought matrix. Indeed, note that

Q γ0 Q−1 = γ0 , Q γ3 Q−1 = γ3 ,

Q γ1 Q−1 =




eiθ

e−iθ

−eiθ
−e−iθ


 ,

Q γ2 Q−1 =




−ieiθ
ie−iθ

ieiθ

−ie−iθ


 .
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Then, by a straightforward computation we see that

Q
3∑

β=1

(Rv)β γ
β Q−1

= v1

(
cos θQ γ1 Q−1 + sin θQ γ2 Q−1

)
+ v2

(
− sin θQ γ1 Q−1 + cos θQ γ2 Q−1

)
+ v3γ

3

=
3∑

β=1

vβγ
β ,

which concludes the proof. �

Lemma 9.1 ensures that the symbols A and A(ε) satisfy the conditions of Proposition 3.6.
Therefore,

B(A(ε); ηκ) = M
(ε)
κ vol2(∂Λ), B(A; ηκ) = Mκ vol2(∂Λ) ,

where

M
(ε)
κ := M(e;A(ε); ηκ), Mκ := M(e;A; ηκ) ,

with an arbitrary unit vector e, and the coefficients M are defined in (3.1). By continuity of

the asymptotic coefficient established in Lemma 7.2, we have M
(ε)
κ → Mκ as εց 0.

Finally, since the matrix symbols A and A(ε) satisfy the bounds 0 ≤ A(ξ) ≤ 1 and 0 ≤
A(ε)(ξ) ≤ 1 for all ξ 6= 0, it follows from Corollary 8.6 that B(A; ηκ) > 0 and B(A(ε); ηκ) > 0

for κ ∈ (0, 2). This immediately implies that M
(ε)
κ > 0 and Mκ > 0 for κ ∈ (0, 2), as claimed.

The proof of Theorem 1.1 is now complete.
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