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Let Cola, b] denote the space of continuous functions x on
[a, b] such that z(a) =0. Recently Cameron and Storvick
defined an operator-valued Feynman integral J,(F') of func-
tionals F on Ci[a, b]. Let F(x) = f{x(ty), -- -, 2(t,)) where a =
to <ty < --- <t,=0b. The present authors earlier established
the existence of J,(F') for functionals F' as above under the
assumption that f is factorable and bounded. In the present
paper it is shown that with the factorability assumption com-
pletely removed, J-;(F') may fail to exist even with f required
to be in L,(R,) for 1 < p = c. On the other hand it is shown
that J,(F') does exist under the rather surprising condition
that fe L,..... where Ls....; is the set of all complex-valued
measurable functions f on R,(n = 2) such that ||f]||x...c =
SfIl] < o where

rn={" [[" @2

o 12 2 172
X (S 'f(ulr Sty un) lzdul) duz‘ . 'dun—l] dun} .

Another positive result shows that if F' is an analytic function
of a finite sum of factorable functions, then J,(F') exists.

Cameron and Storvick introduced their operator-valued function
space integrals and, in particular, their operator-valued Feynman
integral in [2]. The study of these integrals has continued in [3,
4,5, and 6]. A related function space integral associated with a
general Gaussian-Markov process instead of the Wiener process has
been considered in [1].

Insofar as possible we adopt the definitions and notation of [2
and 4]. Throughout the paper we assume that F has the form given
above where f is a measuradble function on R,.

In Theorem 1, we establish the existence of I,(F') for Renx > 0.
Here no factorability is required, and the hypotheses on f are minimal
enough so that any bounded and some unbounded functions f are
allowed. Further we show that I,(F’) is the strong operator limit of
the operators Ij(F') rather than just the weak operator limit as re-
quired by the definition. Comparison of Theorem 1 and the corre-
sponding result in our earlier paper [4, p.777] shows that, even in
the factorable setting, the present result is stronger.

Theorems 2 and 3 contain the positive results mentioned above.
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258 G. W. JOHNSON AND D. L. SKOUG

In Theorem 3, the assumptions on F preserve “enough factorability”
so that the proof can be carried out. In Theorem 2, the “sufficient
condition” requires no factorability. Further work is in progress con-
cerning this condition.

The example mentioned above is perhaps the main contribution
of this paper. The functional F' in the example is very restricted;
F depends on 2 only through the values of x at three points, and
the associated function f on R, is severely restricted, and yet, J_,(F)
fails to exist. This example rules out many attractive conjectures in
regard to the extent of the existence theory for J,(F).

In the positive results concerning J,(F) the operator J,(F) is
obtained as the strong operator limit of the operators I(F') as » — —iq
in C* = {XeC: Rex > 0} rather than just the weak operator limit as
required by the definition. Further, the existence of J,(F') is obtained
for all ¢==0 as in [3,4, and 6] rather than the indeterminate
“almost every nonzero ¢” as in [2 and 5].

1. Non-factorable finite dimensional functionals. Our first
Theorem deals with the existence of the operator I[,(F) for Rex > 0.

THEOREM 1. Suppose f(u,, ---, u,) s such that for every p > 0,
the function By(uy, +«+, Uy, §) = flwy, «++, u,) exp [—p 27, (u; — ;)7
ts bounded, say by H(p). Then IL,(F') exists for every xeC* and, in
fact, I3(F) — I,(F') in the strong operator topology as ||o||— 0 (as in
earlier papers, u, = §).

Proof. For e L® and £€(— o0, =), let
EENE© = " )|, -y w)p)

% My — %) g,
X eXp( jzzl ot )olul du,

(1)

where 4 = [@r)* (¢, — @)« -+ (¢, — )]

We wish to show that K,(F') € &(L,). The inequalities necessary
to show the boundedness of K,(F') will be given in some detail while
similar details will be omitted later on in the proof. First note that

EEN© 1= AP " @7 (f, e w) (@)

s AB(F e[ o |7 )
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& Ren(u; — ;)
xexp( ; TR )dul ~dt,

Re) .2 Rexn (=
= H( )@ R (Z—(bi__—@) I 1w
< Re M(u,, — g)}
b —a) /

Hence by Lemma 1 of [2],

1Kyl = B )@ Ry [

and K(F)e <~ (L,).

Now the argument given in [2, p.530] shows that for x>0, K,(F') =
I(F). Further we claim that an application of Morera’s theorem
shows that K,(F') is an operator-valued analytic function of A\ for
xeC*. To establish this, it suffices to show that for every +, ¢¢
L,, h(\) = (K(F)+, ¢) is an analytic function of X in C*. To begin
with one shows that % is continuous in C*. Let neC* and suppose
that {\;} is a sequence in C* such that »;,— . Let D be an upper
bound for {|);|} and E > 0 be a lower bound for {Re;}. To obtain
the continuity, one applies the Dominated Convergence Theorem.

The expression

@ o an(E ) v 1o e (-3 ER =l

will serve as a dominating function and is an integrable function of
Ugy oo, Uy, and &

Now let I' be a triangular path in C*. We wish to show
g (K(F)y, ¢)dn = 0. This is clear from the Cauchy Integral Theorem
r

if one can justify moving the integral with respect to )\ inside the
other integrals. But, if D is chosen as an upper bound for {|{A|: v e I}
and £ > 0 is chosen as a lower bound of {Rex: ne '} then the func-
tion in {(2) is integrable with respect to u,, ---, u,, &, and A, and domi-
nates the function in question. Hence the use of Fubini’s theorem
is justified.

Since K;(F') is analytic in C* and agrees with I,(F) for x> 0,
Ii"(F') exists throughout C* and equals K,(F).

We finish the proof by showing that I{(F) — I,(F) in the strong
operator topology as ||g||— 0 for each fixed x e C*. It suffices to con-
sider a fixed + € L, and a sequence {o;} of partitions such that [|o;|—0
and show that ||I9(F)y — K(F)4||—0. We will do this by showing
(i) there exists an L,-function which dominates I3i(F')y for ||o;|| suf-
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ficiently small and (ii) (I7i(F)¥)(E) — (Kx(F)¥)(E) for all e (—co, o).
(i) implies that the sequence {||I{:(F)+|]} is bounded, and that, along
with (ii) implies that I{i(F)+y — Ky(F)+ weakly. (i) and (ii) allow one
to use the Dominated Convergence Theorem and write

1@yl =" 1w e s — " 1EEWErE = I K@y

and this, along with weak convergence, implies the desired strong
convergence.

So it remains to establish (i) and (ii). For the rest of the proof
we consider partitions 0;: @ = 8, <8, < --+ <8, = b such that 2||o;]| <
min {¢, —a, ---, ¢, — t,_}. By carrying out m — n integrations we
obtain

EEW)E = wi@D ¢ =) - a7 @7 s, o )

X (W) €XP (— JZzl %)dw veedu,

where 7, = a and 7; is that s; such that sx < ¢; < sxy,. Hence
HIZH(E) ) (€) |

s AH( ey [ @) v

(3) y exp(—ﬁ Ren(u; — u;_p)* )dulo--du%

=1 4(b — a)
~ " Rex 1/2 poo Re Mu, — §)°
= (constant)(m) S_w [ 4r(wn) | xp ( m)du

Now by Lemma 1 of [2], the right hand side of 3 is an L,-function
of & which establishes (i). To obtain (i), fix £ and note that since
the integrand in the right hand side of (3) is the product of two L,-
functions, it is integrable. Hence the integrand in the middle term
of (8) is 2 dominating integrable function and since r; — ¢; as || o; || — 0,
the Dominated Convergence Theorem gives the desired pointwise con-
vergence.

In the next theorem we show that if fe L,..,, then the operator
J(F) exists. On the other hand we show in an example below that
if the condition fe L,,...,, is replaced by the condition fe L,(R,) for
1 < p < =, then the operator J,(F') need not exist. We mention that
(Lgyo2y || * |ls.10) is 2 Banach space; this can be shown in much the
same way that one shows L, to be a Banach space.

THEOREM 2. Let F(x) = f(2(t), -+, 2(t,), n = 2, where f€ Ly....5.
Then I(F) exists for every neC* and is given by (1). Furthermore
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J(F) exists for all real ¢ = 0 and I(F) — J(F) in the strong oper-
ator topology as A — —iq. Also J (F') is given by

TE© = (= 1—) """

(4) 2wi(t, — a)
X exp (%gl—:—j)l—)g(q/r; — qt, u,)du,

and
(5) ()] < p(la)) IIf]]
where
(6) p(\) = N2m) TR — t) e (0 — )]
and

oinw) =0 |" =0 | s, oo, wdp)
(7)

_s Mu; — 4y)? ...
X exp[ ]Z=‘,2 20 1) ]du2 du,,

for pc L, and Rex = 0, N+ 0.

Proof. First we see that for +re L, g(v; N, ) is in L, for all
A # 0 such that Rex = 0. This follows since, by the Schwarz ine-
quality, we have

g x, ) P
=" tgtr ) fan = 20 D" @n -2 [T 1w v, |

X U:, [ f(Usy Ugy = ooy W) | 1S (s, Woy + =0y W) | olul]du2 e oo du,dw, - - dw,
= (p(lxl) S:o lw/r(un)l[gj (n—z)gl Aoy gy v oy 20) || ity » "duw_l]dunf

= {pn) | 1w i @2 | (17 s, - w) raw)”

X duy + e duyJdu, b < [pOMD I 1A 1] < o0

Thus the right side of (1) and the right side of (4) define operators,
which we shall temporarily denote by K,(F') and K,(F') respectively.
By Lemma 1 of [2] we have

NE(F) [ < p(IM) (LA and (| E(F) || < p(lg D 11T -

Next we wish to show that I(F) exists for all A eC* and is
given by (1). First we note that for N > 0, I,(F') exists and equals
K,(F) (In fact that is how K;(F) was obtained; we evaluated the
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Wiener integral defining I,(F) for » > 0, took the obtained expression
and used it to define K;(F') for neC*.). We need to show that
<i(F) and I{*(F') both exist and equal K,(F). We claim that an
application of Morera’s Theorem shows that K,(F') is an operator-
valued analytic function of A in C*. The details are similar to those
given in the proof of Theorem 1 above. Thus If"(F') exists and equals
K,(F') throughout C*. Next we will show that I7(F) — K,(F') in the
strong operator topology as ||c||— 0 for each fixed e C*. Again,
as in the proof of Theorem 1, it suffices to consider a fixed € L,
and a sequence {o;} of partitions such that ||o;||— 0 and show that;
(i) there exists an L,-function, say G(&), which dominates (I7:(F)+) (&)
for || o;|| sufficiently small, and (i) I7(F))(E) — (K (F))(E) as
llo;ll— 0 for almost all real & To establish (i), note that for any
partition o;ia=s,<s < +++ <8, =>b such that 2] o;| < min
x{t,— a, <+, t, — t,..} = d we have (see (3) and the preceding equa-
tion) that (IZ%(F)+)(¢) is dominated by G(§) where G is defined by

) (moe) 1= Caeg)

% [g: (n — 1) S:o )@, ==, ) ity + o+ dun]dul .

G@) = (v imdy(

Since r (n—1) S [ (U, (s, + ==, U,) | AUy + + - du, is an L-function of
%, G is “in L,. Moreover G(é) is always finite since the exponential
is also an L,-function of u,. To establish (ii), let & be any fixed real
number. Then for any partition o,:a = s, < s < +++ <, = b such
that 2{o,|| <dwe have (see the equation and notation preceding (3))
that the quantity

)“%/2[(271.)”(7‘1 - a) e (T'n - ’rn—x)]—l/z/‘/f(un)f(uu tty un)

% exp[~ 5 Mu; — ui—l)z]
3= 2(r; — 1jl)

is dominated by the quantity

()™ 1y, - ) exp[ -, R — )]

which is in L,(R,) as a function of u,, +--, 4,. Thus by the Dominat-
ed Convergence Theorem

lim (I75(F)) (&)

llogll—0

= Im v @are—a =) | @ v

llogll-0

X f(fu/l, “es, un) exp [— é Mi:_u?—“l)z]dul cee dun
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= v @Rt — a) oo = G ] |7 v

” o — . 2
X Fly, v, U,) €XP [— 2 %EH:BL]OZM oo du,

= (Ki(F)p)(©) -

Thus I*(F') exists and equals K,(F) throughout C*.
We will finish the proof by showing that I,(F) — K, (F') in the
strong operator topology as A — —iq.

For ge L, let (C,9)(9)

exp (;_)\‘(_u_:_gﬁ) g(u)du

= (\2r(t, — a))”zg 5 — )

o
—c0

and

o

exp <M>g(u)du .

(U9 = (¢/2mit, — a»"““S 20, — a)

—oco

Let {»,} be a sequence in C* such that »,— —ig as m — ~ and
such that |n,| <|gq]+1 for all m. We need to show that
L, (F)y — K (F)y||—0 as m— . Clearly it suffices to do this
for + a continuous function with compact support.

Note that

N1, (F)y — K (F)p || = 1] o995 My +) — Ug(yrs —1g, ) ||
< NGy, 1 9(s Ny *) — 9y — g, +) ||
+ 1 Co9(¥; — 10, ) — Ug(y; — g, ) Il -

But in [4, pp. 776-779] we showed that || C; || = 1 and that ||C; g(v; —
iq, <) — Ug(y; — 1q, +)||— 0 as m — . Hence it suffices to show
Hg(; My ) — g(ap; — 1g,+) || — 0 as m — . This follows by use of
the Dominated Convergence Theorem since g(y; A, %,) is dominated
by the L,-function G, defined by

Giw) = p + gD | 0= D[ 1, oo ) [y [dus - du,
while g{; A, U,) — glar; —1q, u) as m — oo for all w, such that G,(u,)
is finite.

COROLLARY. Let F(x) be as in Theorem 2 and assume that

Sy, <<, w,) = T15-05(w;) where fi, £y € Ly(— o0, ) and f; € Ly(— oo, )
for 3=28,---,m — 1. Then the conclusions of Theorem 2 hold.

Note that even in the factorable case, this corollary yields the
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existence of J,(F') for some F'’s not covered by the earlier Theorem
[4, p. 778] as the f;’s above need not be bounded.

Next we come to the example which was discussed in some detail
in the introduction. In addition to our earlier remarks, note that in
case n = 2, Ly,(R,) = Ly, so that in order to obtain an example of the
type we have, one must go at least to a function f on R;; R, is not
enough.

ExaMPLE. For convenienceleta=0,¢t,=1,%,=2,t,=3=10. Let
f@,y,2) = (In2)7*(Iny)* exp [—2y2/2 + i(z — ¥)*/2 + i(y — 2)*/2+12"/2]

for x > 0,y = 2,2z = 2 and let f vanish elsewhere. Clearly f is bound-
ed by (In2)™ and so fe L,(R,) for 1 < p < - since

r S r \f(@, v, 2) | dodydz = 2(In 2)~* .
Let F(z) = f(z(1), #@2), 2(3)). We will show that J_,(F) doesn’t exist
by finding ¢ € L, such that lim,,; I,(F)¢ doesn’t exist in the weak
topology on L,. As a matter of fact, H(&) = lim, ([,(F)g)(¢) will
exist for all £e(—o, o) and H will be a bounded uniformly con-
tinuous function, but H¢ L,.

By Theorem 1 we know that I,(F') exists for all neC* and is
given by the right side of (1). For « €L, let (as in the proof of
Theorem 2, we use (K,(F)+)(£) to denote the right hand side of equa-
tions (1) and (4) when » = —gq¢, ¢ real and nonzero)

EEYNE = G2myre s | evg(y; o)do

where
g(p; @) = {(i/Zn:)S:S:(ln 2)*(In y)? exp (—2yz/2)y(@)dydz , = >0
0 , 0.

We will establish the following; (a) For each + € L,, (I,(F)v)(&) —
(K_(F)¥)(€) as »— 1 for all £e€(— o, ), (b) there exists ¢ € L, such
that K_(F)¢ & L,, and (¢) I;(F)¢ doesn’t eonverge weakly to an L,
function as A — ¢ (and hence J_,(F') doesn’t exist).

First we note that g(y; ) exists pointwise in x for all v e L,
since for x > 0,

(o4 9) | < lr(n 2y | LEDLLE < o

Furthermore, g(y; +) € L,(— o, o) for all 4 € L, since
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o . 1@ 4, (" _dy
Lx» l9(v; @) |dw = 2 Sz 2(In 2)? dz L y(ny)®

Thus (a) follows upon use of the Dominated Convergence Theorem.

Now let ¢(z) = 27'2(In 2)~* for z = 2 and let ¢(2) vanish for z < 2.
Clearly ¢ L,, ¢& L, and ¢(2) = 0 for all z. We claim that g(; ) ¢ L,.
This follows since

o i = | 196 o) da

— (2n)~ S: [S: S: (In 2)~*(n y)-2e—<w>/2¢(z)dydz]2dx

= em | s@ma | somy= " any= | e
% S“ exp (—x(yz + st)/2)dedsdydtdz

=20 [ s@n = | sy | my= | e
X (st + y2)'dsdydidz

z 2007 [ 6@ 2= [T o= [Tany " ang
X (st + y2)'dsdydtdz

= (2m) S: 8(2)(In 2)~* S: s@)(In ) S:Q y'(ln y)~* r s7'(In s) *dsdydtdz

— @n) r $(2)(In 2)~dz r $(6)(In H)~*d¢
— @n) S: 2(In 2)~*dz S“’ (I )=t = + oo .
2
But g(¢; -) ¢ L, implies K_,(F')¢ ¢ L, by the Plancherel theorem. Thus
(b) is established.

To establish (c), assume I,(F)¢ converges weakly to an L,-func-
tion as x—+¢. Let {A,} be a sequence in C* such that ), —17 as
m— co. As {I, (F)¢} converges weakly there exists M = 0 such that
[| L, (F)¢|* < M for all m. But I, (F)¢ converges pointwise to K_,(F)¢

as m — oo,
Hence

BB = | I LE)9E ras
= limint | | (L, (F)9)@ Ide
= liminf | I; (F)¢ |I®
=M
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which contradicts the fact that K_,(F)¢¢& L,. Hence I,(F)¢ doesn’t
have a weak L.,-limit as A — % and so J_,(F') doesn’t exist.

2. Amnalytic functions of finite sums of factorable finite-dimen-
sional functionals.

Forig<jsm,leta=1t,;<- -+ < ts;s = b be a partition of [a, b].
Alsofor1 < j < mand 114 Z n;, let fi; be a function of one variable.
Finally, let G be a function analytic at 0. In this section we consider
the existence of J,(F') where F'has the form F(x) = G (37, T1:2.fi[2 ()] -
By multiplying, if necessary, by additional functions f;; which are
identically 1, we can, and will, assume that the partitions are the
same for every j.

THEOREM 3. Let a=t¢t, <t < ++-<t,=10b be a partition of
la,b]l. For each 1 £j<m and 1 <1 < n, let fi; be a function which
1s essentially bounded, say by M;;. Suppose GR) = D7, 02" is a
Sunction analytic at 0 with a radius of convergence R> > 7. 111, M;; =
M. Let F(z) = G(Hy(z)) where Hyx) = L(x(ty), « -, ©(t,) and, in turn,
Ly, oo, u,) = 300 T fis(u).  Then J(F) exists for every q=+0 and,
in fact, L(F)—J,(F) in the strong operator topology as N — —iq in
C'. Moreover ||L(F)|| < Siveolan| M* for all xeCt and ||J(F) || £
Seolay | M* for every q # 0.

Proof. For each integer k = 0, let Fi (x) = [H,(x)]*. From [4, pp.
777-8], one sees that I,(F,) and J,(F) exist for all xeC* and all
g # 0 respectively. Also by comparing [H,(®)]* and [>7, T1r. M;;]* =
M* and using the decomposition of I,(F)) and J,(F)) described in [4,
p.778], one sees that ||I,(F,) || £ M* and ||J(F) | < M*. Further
I(F,) is given by

(L(Fy) () = N”’ZAS (n) «lr(un)L”(uu ooy Uy)
( ° ) X exp ( 2”' M) .o du
=120t — ty) v
J(F) is given by a similar formula but with A replaced by —qi and
the integrals interpreted in the mean.
The existence of I(F') for A e C* follows from Theorem 1 and we
have

LENE =vra (" o v [ Saliw, - u)]

2 )\4(%7 —_ uj_1)2>
X exp (=) ond — RisU Vdy, e e du, .
© p( 12:1 20t — 1) '

(9)

Now since || >k, e ,(Fv || = 2302, | a, | M¥, it is clear that for every
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W € Ly, IN(F)ap = 0o, 0. LL(F )+ converges in L,norm as N — co.
But taking

-+ Re Mu; — uj_l)z]

Ay [ 5 o] 20 |exp | -3 S

J
as a dominating function and applying the Dominated Convergence
Theorem much as in the proof of Theorem 1, we see that I} (F)+
converges pointwise to I,(F')yr. Hence we must have

(10) | L)y — IF(F)y || —0 as N—co.

Now let K,(F) = S5 J,(Fy) and Ji(F)y = S5, J(F)y. From
our earlier estimates on ||J,(F}) ||, it is clear that this makes sense
and

(11) K@)y — JiE)p || —0 as N—co.

We finish the proof by showing that I(F) — K/ (F) in the strong
operator topology as A — —iq in C*. (Once this is done, the norm
estimates on J,(F') and I,(F) follow readily from (10) and (11).) But
the desired convergence follows from (10) and (11) and the fact [4,
p. 778] that Iy(F)— J¥(F') in the strong operator topology as » — —1ig
in C.

We should remark that the present theorem is related to the
theorem in [4] in much the same way that Theorems 7 and 5 of [2]
are related.
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