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FUNCTIONS OF SELF-ADJOINT OPERATORS UNDER

RELATIVELY BOUNDED AND RELATIVELY TRACE CLASS

PERTURBATIONS. RELATIVELY OPERATOR LIPSCHITZ

FUNCTIONS

A.B. ALEKSANDROV AND V.V. PELLER

Abstract. We study the behaviour of functions of self-adjoint operators under rel-
atively bounded and relatively trace class perturbation We introduce and study the
class of relatively operator Lipschitz functions. An essential role is played by double
operator integrals. We also consider study the class of resolvent Lipschitz functions.
Then we obtain a trace formula in the case of relatively trace class perturbations
and show that the maximal class of function for which the trace formula holds in the
case of relatively trace class perturbations coincides with the class of relatively oper-
ator Lipschitz functions. Our methods also gives us a new approach to the inequality∫
|ξ(t)|(1+ |t|)−1 dt < ∞ for the spectral shift function ξ in the case of relatively trace

class perturbations.
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1. Introduction

In this paper we are going to study the behaviour of functions of self-adjoint operators
under relatively bounded and relatively trace class perturbations.

Let us start, however, with the classical case of bounded and trace class perturbations.
Let A be a (possibly unbounded) self-adjoint operator and let K be a bounded self-adjoint
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research on the rest of the paper is supported by a grant of the Government of the Russian Federation for
the state support of scientific research, carried out under the supervision of leading scientists, agreement
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operator. The operator A can be interpreted as the initial (or unperturbed operator), K
is considered as a perturbation while the operator B = A+K is the perturbed operator.

For a function f continuous on the real line R, the problem is to estimate the size
(in one or another sense) of the operator f(B) − f(A) in terms of the size of B − A. A
function f is said to be an operator Lipschitz function if

‖f(B) − f(A)‖ ≤ const ‖B −A‖ (1.1)

whenever B−A is a bounded operator. Note that if inequality (1.1) holds for all bounded
self-adjoint operator A and B, then it also holds for all not necessarily bounded operators.

The class of operator Lipschitz functions on R will be denoted by OL(R) or simply
OL if it is clear that one deals with functions on R.

Similarly, if instead of self-adjoint operators, we consider unitary operators, we can
define the class of operator Lipschitz functions on the unit circle (see [AP1]).

We refer the reader to the survey article [AP1], which contains a lot of information
about operator Lipschitz functions. Let us mention here that operator Lipschitz functions
on the real line must be differentiable everywhere on R and differentiable at infinity which
means that the limit

lim
|t|→∞

f(t)

t

exists. However, operator Lipschitz functions do not have to be continuously differen-
tiable, see [AP1].

It is well known (see [AP1]) that f is operator Lipschitz if and only if the following
implication holds

B −A ∈ S1 =⇒ f(B) − f(A) ∈ S1, (1.2)

where S1 is the trace class. We refer the reader to [GK] and [BS5] for the definition and
basic properties of Schatten–von Neumann classes Sp. Moreover (1.2) is equivalent to
the fact that f is trace class Lipschitz, i.e.,

‖f(B) − f(A)‖S1 ≤ const ‖B −A‖S1 ,

whenever B −A ∈ S1.
In [L] physicist I.M. Lifshits when studying problems in quantum statistics and crystals

theory arrived at the problem to evaluate the trace of the operator difference f(B)−f(A)
in the case when B−A is a trace class perturbation of A. He discovered that there exists
a real integrable function ξ on R that is determined by A and B such that

trace
(
f(B) − f(A)

)
=

∫

R

f ′(t)ξ(t) dt (1.3)

for sufficiently nice functions f . The function ξ is unique and is called the spectral shift
function associated with A and B.

Later M.G. Krein has given in [Kr] a mathematically rigorous justification of the
results of Lifshits and established that the spectral shift function ξ is integrable. In [Kr]
a problem was posed to describe the maximal class of functions f , for which the above
Lifshits–Krein trace formula holds for arbitrary self-adjoint operators A and B with trace
class difference. The problem was solved in [Pe3]. It turned out that the maximal class
of such functions coincides with the class of operator Lipschitz functions.
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Another classical situation is when instead of measuring the size of the perturbation
in terms of the differences B−A we measure the size of the perturbation in terms of the
difference of the resolvents (B + iI)−1 − (A+ iI)−1.

A function f on R is called a resolvent Lipschitz function if

‖f(B) − f(A)‖ ≤ const ‖(B + iI)−1 − (A+ iI)−1‖,

for arbitrary self-adjoint operators A and B.
We say that a self-adjoint operator K is a resolvent trace class perturbation of a self-

adjoint operator A if

(A+K + iI)−1 − (A+ iI)−1 ∈ S1.

It is also well known that a function f on R is a resolvent Lipschitz function if and
only if

f(B) − f(A) ∈ S1,

whenever B−A is a resolvent trace class perturbation of A. Moreover, this is equivalent
to the inequality

‖f(B) − f(A)‖S1 ≤ const ‖(B + iI)−1 − (A+ iI)−1‖S1 .

In the case of resolvent trace class perturbation there is an analog of the Lifshits–Krein
trace formula. Indeed, suppose that K is a resolvent trace perturbation of A and B =
A+K. Then there exists a real measurable function ξ that satisfies

∫

R

|ξ(t)|

1 + t2
dt <∞

and such that trace formula (1.3) holds for sufficiently nice functions f . Note that unlike
the case of trace class perturbations a spectral shift function ξ in the case of resolvent
trace class perturbations is not unique. It is determined by A and B modulo an additive
real constant.

The above facts are well known and can be obtained by applying the Cayley transform
and reducing the situation to the case of unitary operator, see e.g., [MNP].

In this paper we mostly concentrate on the case of relatively bounded and relatively
trace class perturbations; these notions will be introduced in § 2. We also introduce and
study in § 2 the class of relatively operator Lipschitz functions, see § 2 for the definition

We obtain in § 4 various descriptions of the class of relatively operator Lipschitz func-
tions. We also find in § 4 various new descriptions of the class of resolvent Lipschitz
functions.

An important role will be played by double operator integrals. We give a brief intro-
duction to double operator integrals in § 3 and introduce the notion of Schur multipliers
with respect to spectral measures. We also discuss in § 3 how one can express the oper-
ator difference f(B) − f(A) in terms of double operator integrals for various classes of
operators and functions.

In Section 5 we obtain a representation of the operator difference f(B) − f(A) in the
case of a relatively bounded perturbation in terms of a double operator integral.
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Then in § 2.7 we show that a function f on R is relatively operator Lipschitz if and
only if the function

(x, y) 7→
f(x) − f(y)

x− y
(x + i)

on R
2 is a Schur multiplier with respect to arbitrary spectral measures.

Next, in Section § 7 we show that a function is relatively operator Lipchitz if and only
if certain commutator estimates hold.

In § 8 we obtain a formula for the derivative of the function

t 7→ f(A+ t(B −A))

in the strong operator topology. This formula will be used in § 9 to obtain a trace formula
in the case of relatively trace class perturbations. Our methods allows us to prove the
inequality ∫

R

|ξ(t)|

1 + |t|
dt <∞.

for the spectral shift function ξ for the pair {A,B}, where B − A is a relatively trace
class perturbation of A. This inequality was obtained earlier in [CS]. However, our trace
formula is valid for a considerably broader class of functions compared to the results of
[CS]. Moreover, we describe the maximal class of functions, for which the trace formula
holds in the case of relatively trace class perturbations and show that this class coincides
with the class of relatively operator Lipschitz functions.

2. Relatively bounded and relatively trace class perturbations

Let us proceed now to relatively bounded perturbations and relatively trace class
perturbations.

Let A be a not necessarily bounded self-adjoint operator. Suppose that K is a closed
operator such that Dom(A) ⊂ Dom(K), where the notation Dom(T ) stands for the
domain of an operator T . It is well known (see [BS5], Theorem 1, Ch. 3, Sec. 4) that in
this case K must be dominated by A, i.e., the following inequality must hold:

‖Kv‖ ≤ const(‖v‖ + ‖Av‖), v ∈ Dom(A), (2.1)

where Dom(L) stands for the domain of an operator L.
If, in addition to this, K is a self-adjoint operator, we say that K is a relatively bounded

self-adjoint perturbation of A.
It is easy to see that property (2.1) is equivalent to the fact that the operator

C
def
= K(A+ iI)−1 (2.2)

is bounded which, in turn, is equivalent to the fact that the operator

G
def
= K(A2 + I)−1/2 (2.3)

is bounded.
4



We say that a self-adjoint operator K is called a relatively trace class perturbation of
A the operator C defined by (2.2) belongs to S1 which is, clearly, equivalent to the fact
that the operator G defined by (2.3) belongs to S1.

It is well known and easy to verify that if K is a relatively trace class perturbation of
A, then it is a resolvent trace class perturbation of A. The converse is not true which
can easily be seen from Theorems 4.1 and 4.2.

We are going to make three observations. All three are well known facts.

Lemma 2.1. Suppose that K is a self-adjoint operator satisfying the inequality

‖Kv‖ ≤ c‖v‖ + d‖Av‖, v ∈ Dom(A), for some c > 0 and d ∈ (0, 1) (2.4)

(such operators are called strictly dominated by A). Then K is also dominated by A+K.

Proof. Indeed, let v ∈ Dom(A). We have

‖Kv‖ ≤ c‖v‖ + d‖Av‖ = c‖v‖ + d‖(A+K)v −Kv‖ ≤ c‖v‖ + d‖(A+K)v‖ + d‖Kv‖.

It follows that

‖Kv‖ ≤ (1 − d)−1
(
c‖v‖ + d‖(A +K)v‖

)
, (2.5)

and so K is dominated by A+K. �

Lemma 2.2. Suppose that K is a self-adjoint operator that is a relatively compact
perturbation of A, i.e., the operator K(A+iI)−1 compact. Then for any positive number
d, there exists a positive number c such that

‖Kv‖ ≤ c‖v‖ + d‖Av‖, v ∈ Dom(A),

and so, K is strictly dominated by A+K.

Proof. Let ε > 0. By the assumption, the operator K(A+ iI)−1 is compact, and so
it can be represented in the form K(A+iI)−1 = T +R, where T is a finite rank operator
and ‖R‖ < ε.

Consider the operators K1 and K2 defined on Dom(A) by

K1 = T (A+ iI) and K2 = R(A+ iI).

Clearly,

‖K2v‖ = ‖R(A+ iI)v‖ ≤ ε‖(A + iI)v‖ ≤ ε‖Av‖ + ε‖v‖, v ∈ Dom(A),

and so, it suffices to show that for any positive number d, there exists a positive number
c such that

‖K1v‖ ≤ c‖v‖ + d‖Av‖, v ∈ Dom(A).

Since T is a linear combination of rank one operators, it suffices to consider the case
when rankT = rank

(
K1(A+ iI)−1

)
= 1. Suppose that

K1v =
(
(A+ iI)v, ϕ

)
ψ, v ∈ Dom(A).

5



since A is densely defined, ϕ admit a representation ϕ = ϕ1 + ϕ2, where ϕ1 ∈ Dom(A)
and ‖ϕ2‖ < ε‖ψ‖−1. We have

Kv =
(
(A+ iI)v, ϕ1

)
ψ +

(
(A+ iI)v, ϕ2)ψ

)

=
(
v, (A + iI)ϕ1)ψ +

(
(A+ iI)v, ϕ2

)
ψ, v ∈ Dom(A),

and so

‖Kv‖ ≤ ‖(A+ iI)ϕ1‖ · ‖ψ‖ · ‖v‖ + ‖ϕ2‖ · ‖ψ‖ · ‖v‖ + ‖ϕ2‖ · ‖ψ‖ · ‖Av‖

≤
(
‖(A+ iI)ϕ1‖ · ‖ψ‖ + ‖ϕ2‖ · ‖ψ‖

)
‖v‖ + ε‖Av‖, v ∈ Dom(A). �

Lemma 2.3. Suppose that a self-adjoint operator K is a relatively trace class per-
turbation of a self-adjoint operator A. Then K is a relatively trace class perturbation of
A+K.

Proof. It is easy to see that

K(A+K + iI)−1 −K(A+ iI)−1 = −K(A+K + iI)−1K(A+ iI)−1 ∈ S1.

Indeed, by the assumption, K(A+ iI)−1 ∈ S1. On the other hand, by Lemmata 2.1 and
2.2, the operator K(A+K + iI)−1 is bounded. �

Definition. A continuous function f on R is called relatively operator Lipschitz if
there is a positive number k such that

‖f(B) − f(A)‖ ≤ k‖(B −A)(A + iI)−1‖ (2.6)

whenever A and B are self-adjoint operators such that B − A is a relatively bounded
perturbation of A. We denote by ROL the class of relatively operator Lipschitz function
on R.

Remark. Obviously, if f is a relatively operator Lipschitz function, then f is an
operator Lipschitz function, and so, f is differentiable on R. Indeed, (2.6) implies that

‖f(B) − f(A)‖ ≤ k‖(B −A)(A+ iI)−1‖ ≤ k‖A−B‖ · ‖(A+ iI)−1‖ ≤ k‖A−B‖.

The following theorem i an elementary necessary condition for a function on R to be
relatively operator Lipchitz.

Theorem 2.4. Let f be a relatively operator Lipschitz function on R. Then the
following equivalent condition holds:

(a)

|f(s) − f(t)| ≤ const |s− t| · (1 + |t|)−1, s, t ∈ R; (2.7)

(b)

|f(s) − f(t)| ≤ const
|s− t|

1 + |s| + |t|
, s, t ∈ R;

(c) the function

s 7→ (s + i)f(s), s ∈ R,

is a Lipschitz function on R.
6



Proof. Let us first show that (a) is a necessary condition. Indeed, it is clear that
(2.7) exactly means that inequality (2.6) holds for all rank one self-adjoint operators A
and B.

The implication (b)=⇒(a) is trivial. To prove the implication (a)=⇒(b), we ob-
serve that (a) implies that |f(s) − f(t)| ≤ const |s − t|(1 + |t|)−1 for s, t ∈ R, and
min((1 + |s|)−1, (1 + |t|)−1) ≤ 2(1 + |s| + |t|)−1.

It remains to prove that (a)⇐⇒(c). Substituting t = 0 we obtain that each of state-
ments (a) and (c) implies that f is bounded.

First we prove that (a)=⇒(c). We have

|(s+ i)f(s) − (t+ i)f(t)| = |(s+ i)(f(s) − f(t)) + f(t)(s− t)|

≤ |(s+ i)(f(s) − f(t))| + |f(t)(s − t)|

≤ const
|s+ i|

1 + |s|
|s− t| + sup

u∈R
|f(u)| · |s− t|.

Similarly, we can prove that (c)=⇒(a):

|(s+ i)(f(s) − f(t))| = |(s+ i)f(s) − (t + i)f(t) − f(t)(s− t)|

≤ |(s+ i)f(s) − (t + i)f(t)| + |f(t)(s − t)|

≤ const |s− t| + sup
u∈R

|f(u)| · |s− t|.

It remains to observe that |s+ i|−1 ≤
√
2

1+|x| . �

In § 6 we observe that condition (2.7) is not sufficient for a function to be relatively
operator Lipsschitz.

The following fact can proved in the same way as the corresponding result for operator
Lipschitz function, see Theorem 3.6.5 in [AP1].

Theorem 2.5. Let f be a function on R. The following statements are equivalent:
(a) f ∈ ROL;
(b) if K is a self-adjoint relatively trace class perturbation of a self-adjoint operator

A, then f(A+K) − f(A) ∈ S1;
(c) f is a relatively trace class Lipschitz function, i.e.,

‖f(A+K) − f(A)‖S1 ≤ const ‖K(A+ iI)−1‖S1

for an arbitrary relatively trace class perturbation K of a self-adjoint operator A.

3. The role of double operator integrals and Schur multipliers

Double operator integrals are expressions of the form
∫∫

Φ(x, y) dE1(x)Q dE2(y). (3.1)

7



Here E1 and E2 are spectral measures on Hilbert space, Φ is a bounded measurable
function and Q is a bounded linear operator on Hilbert space.

Double operator integrals play a very important role in perturbation theory. They
appeared first in the paper by Yu.L. Daletskii and S.G. Krein [DK]. Later M.S. Birman
and M.Z. Solomyak created in [BS1, BS2] and [BS4] a beautiful rigorous theory of double
operator integrals.

The starting point of the Birman–Solomyak theory is the case when Q belongs to the
class S2 of Hilbert–Schmidt operators. Consider the set function E that takes values in
the set of orthogonal projections on the Hilbert Schmidt class S2 and is defined on the
measurable rectangles by

E ( L)T
def
= E1( L)TE2(∆), T ∈ S2.

Birman and Solomyak showed in [BS6] that E extends to a spectral measure on S2. This
allows one to define the double integral (3.1) in the case when Q ∈ S2 by

∫∫
Φ dE1Q dE2

def
=

(∫
Φ dE

)
Q.

Next, Φ is said to be a Schur multiplier with respect to E1 and E2 if

Q ∈ S1 =⇒

∫∫
Φ dE1Q dE2 ∈ S1.

We use the notation ME1,E2 for the class of Schur multipliers with respect to E1 and
E2. The norm ‖Φ‖ME1,E2

in the space of Schur multipliers is defined as the norm of the
transformer

Q 7→

∫∫
Φ dE1Q dE2 (3.2)

on S1.
In the case when Φ ∈ ME1,E2 , one can define by duality the double operator integral

(3.1) for arbitrary bounded operator Q. Moreover, the norm of the transformer (3.2) on
the space of bounded linear operators also coincides with ‖Φ‖ME1,E2

.

There are several characterizations of the class ME1,E2 , see, e.g., [Pe1] and [AP3]. In
particular, Φ ∈ ME1,E2 if and only if Φ belongs to the Haagerup tensor product L∞

E1
⊗hL

∞
E2

of L∞ spaces L∞
E1

and L∞
E2

, i.e., Φ admits a representation

Φ(x, y) =
∑

n

ϕn(x)ψn(y), (3.3)

where ϕn ∈ L∞
E1

, ψn ∈ L∞
E2

, and

{ϕn}n≥0 ∈ L∞
E1

(ℓ2) and {ψn}n≥0 ∈ L∞
E2

(ℓ2).

By the norm of Φ in L∞(E1)⊗hL
∞(E2) we mean the infimum of

∥∥{ϕn}n≥0

∥∥
L∞

E1
(ℓ2)

∥∥{ψn}n≥0

∥∥
L∞

E2
(ℓ2)

(3.4)

over all representations in the form (3.3). Moreover, it was established recently in [AP3]
that this description is isometric, i.e., the norm of Φ in ME1,E2 coincides with the norm
of Φ in L∞

E1
⊗h L

∞
E2

.
8



In the case when Φ ∈ L∞
E1

⊗h L
∞
E2

, the double operator integral (3.1) can be computed
as follows: ∫∫

Φ dE1Q dE2 =
∑

n

(∫
ϕn dE1

)
Q

(∫
ψn dE2

)

and the integral on the right converges in the weak operator topology.
We refer the reader to the survey article [AP1] for more detailed information on double

operator integrals and Schur multipliers.
It turns out that a function f on R is operator Lipschitz if and only if it is differentiable

on R and the divided difference Df defined by

(Df)(x, y)
def
=





f(x) − f(y)

x− y
, if x 6= y,

f ′(x), if x = y,

(3.5)

is a Schur multiplier with respect to arbitrary Borel spectral measures.1 Moreover, for
operator Lipschitz functions f the following representation holds for arbitrary self-adjoint
operator A and B with bounded B −A:

f(B) − f(A) =

∫∫

R×R

(Df)(x, y) dEB(x)(B −A) dEA(y), (3.6)

where EA and EB are the spectral measures of A and B.
We refer the reader to [AP1] for more detailed information.
The class of resolvent Lipschitz functions also admits a characterization in terms of

Schur multipliers: a differentiable function f on R is a resolvent Lipschitz function if and
only if the function

(x, y) 7→ (Df)(x, y)(x + i)(y + i)

on R
2 is a Schur multiplier with respect to arbitrary Borel spectral measures. The

following formula holds

f(B) − f(A) =

∫∫
(Df)(x, y)(x + i)(y + i) dEB(x)

(
(A+ iI)−1 − (B + iI)−1

)
dEA(y)

for resolvent Lipchitz functions f . This can easily be reduced to an analogue of formula
(3.6) for functions of unitary operators by passing to Cayley transform.

It is also well known (see e.g., [MNP]) that a function f on R is resolvent Lipschitz if
and only if is the function ϕ on T \ {1} defined by

ϕ(ζ) = f

(
i
1 + ζ

1 − ζ

)
, (3.7)

then ϕ extends to an operator Lipschitz function on T. This can also be proved by
passing to Cayley transform.

1We use the notation M(R2) for the class of functions on R
2 that are Schur multiplier with respect

to arbitrary Borel spectral measure.
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Suppose now that A and B are self-adjoint operators and B − A is a resolvent trace
class perturbation of A. Then the trace formula holds

trace
(
f(B) − f(A)

)
=

∫

R

f ′(t)ξ(t)

for an arbitrary resolvent Lipschitz function f , where ξ is a spectral shift function that
corresponds to A and B. It is real valued, unique modulo a constant additive and satisfies
the condition ∫

R

|ξ(t)|

1 + t2
dt <∞.

Moreover, the class of resolvent Lipschitz functions is the maximal class of functions, for
which trace formula (3.6) holds as soon as B −A is a resolvent trace class perturbation
of A.

This again can be obtained by passing to the Cayley transforms of A and B. We refer
the reader to [MNP] for details.

In this paper we characterize the class of relatively operator Lipschitz functions as the
class of function f on R, for which the function

(x, y) 7→ (Df)(x, y)(x + i)

on R
2 is a Schur multiplier with respect to arbitrary Borel spectral measures. In the

case when B − A is a relatively bounded perturbation of A and f is relatively operator
Lipschitz, we represent f(B) − f(A) in terms of the double operator integral

f(B) − f(A) =

∫∫
(Df)(x, y)(y + i) dEB(x)(B −A)(A+ iI)−1dEA(y).

4. Schur multipliers originating from divided differences

Let f be a differentiable function on R. As before, we use the symbol Df the divided
difference (3.5).

Definition. We say that a function ϕ on R is a multiplier of the space OL of operator
Lipschitz functions if

f ∈ OL =⇒ ϕf ∈ OL.

We denote by MOL the class of all multipliers of OL, By the norm ‖ϕ‖MOL
of a function

ϕ in MOL we mean the norm of the multiplication operator f 7→ ϕf on the space OL.

For convenience, throughout the paper we introduce the following notation. We denote
by x and y the functions on R

2 defined by

x(s, t)
def
= s, (s, t) ∈ R

2, and y(s, t)
def
= t, (s, t) ∈ R

2.

We are also going to use the notation x for the function on R defined by

x(s) = s, s ∈ R.

We start with analyzing the condition

(x + i)(Df) ∈ M(R2).
10



As we have mentioned in § 3, we are going to prove in this paper that this condition is
equivalent to the fact that f ∈ ROL, i.e., f is a relatively operator Lipschitz function.

Theorem 4.1. Let f be a differentiable function on R. The following are equivalent:
(a) (x + i)(Df) ∈ M(R2);
(b) (x + i)f ∈ OL(R);
(c) f ∈ MOL.

Proof. Let us first show that (a)⇒(b). Suppose that (x+i)(Df) ∈ M(R2). Analizing
((x + i)(Df))(x, y) for y = 0, we find that f is bounded. It remains to observe that

(x+ i)f(x) − (y + i)f(y)

x− y
= (x+ i)(Df)(x, y) + f(y), x, y ∈ R. (4.1)

Let us now prove that (b)⇒(a). Since (x + i)f ∈ OL(R), it follows that

|(t+ i)f(t) − if(0)| ≤ C|t| for every t ∈ R.

Consequently, f is bounded. It follows now from (4.1) that (x + i)(Df) ∈ M(R2).
Next, the implication (c)⇒(b) is trivial because (x + i) ∈ OL(R). It remains to

establish that (b)⇒(c).
Clearly, we may assume that f(0) = 0. Since (x + i)f ∈ OL(R), it is easy to see that

|(t + i)f(t)| ≤ ‖(x + i)f‖OL(R)|t| for every t ∈ R.

Consequently,

|f(t)| < ‖(x + i)f‖OL(R) for every t ∈ R. (4.2)

Let us show that fh ∈ OL(R) for an arbitrary function h in OL(R).
Let A and B be bounded self-adjoint operators.
Put g = (x + i)−1h. The identity

f(A)h(A) − f(B)h(B) = f(A)(h(A) − h(B)) + (f(A) − f(B))h(B)

= f(A)(h(A) − h(B)) + (f(A)(B + iI) − f(B)(B + iI))g(B)

= f(A)(h(A) − h(B)) + (f(A)(A+ iI) − f(B)(B + iI))g(B)

− f(A)(A−B)g(B)

implies that

‖f(A)h(A) − f(B)h(B)‖ ≤ ‖f‖L∞(R)‖h‖OL(R)‖A−B‖

+ ‖(x + i)f‖OL(R)‖g‖L∞(R)‖A−B‖ + ‖f‖L∞(R)‖g‖L∞(R)‖A−B‖.

By (4.2), ‖f‖L∞(R) ≤ ‖(x + i)f‖OL(R). It remains to observe that g ∈ L∞(R). Indeed,

|g(t)| ≤ |t + i|−1(|h(t) − h(0)| + |h(0)|) ≤ ‖h‖OL(R) + |h(0)|, t ∈ R. �

Note that the equivalence of (b) and (c) in Theorem 4.1 is a special case of Theorem
4.7 in [A].
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Remark. Obviously, condition (a) in the statement of the theorem is equivalent to
the fact that (y + i)(Df) ∈ M(R2).

Let us proceed now to the condition

(x + i)(y + i)(Df) ∈ M(R2).

As we have already mentioned in § 3, this condition describes the class of resolvent
Lipschitz functions. We have also mentioned in § 3 that this condition is equivalent to
the fact that the function ϕ on T \ {1} defined by (3.7) extends to an operator Lipschitz
function on T.

Theorem 4.2. Let f be a differentiable function on R. The following are equivalent:
(a) (x + i)(y + i)(Df) ∈ M(R2);
(b) (x + i)2(f − c) ∈ OL(R) for some c ∈ C;
(c) (x + i)(f − c) ∈ MOL for some c ∈ C.
If c ∈ C satisfies (b) or (c), then c must be equal to lim|x|→∞ f(x).

Proof. We need the following identity:

(x+ i)2f(x) − (y + i)2f(y)

x− y
= (x + i)(y + i)(Df)(x, y)

+ (x + i)f(x) + (y + i)f(y). (4.3)

Let us show that (a)⇒(b). Suppose that (x + i)(y + i)(Df) ∈ M(R2). Then
(x + i)(Df) ∈ M(R2). It follows from the previous theorem that (x + i)f ∈ OL(R).

Thus, the limit c
def
= lim|x|→∞ f(x) exists. Without loss of generality we may assume

that c = 0. To deduce from (4.3) the inclusion (x + i)2f ∈ OL(R), it suffices to observe
that the function (x+i)f is bounded. This follows from the fact that lim|x|→+∞ f(x) = 0

and from the fact that the function (x + i)2(Df)(x,x) = (x + i)2f ′ is bounded.
Suppose now that (x + i)2(f − c) ∈ OL(R) for some c ∈ C. Let us show that

(x + i)(y + i)(Df) ∈ M(R2). Again, we may assume that c = 0. The result follows
from the fact that the function (x + i)f is bounded and from identity (4.3).

The equivalence of (b) and (c) is a consequence of in the statement of Theorem 4.1.
Finally, it is obvious that (b) can hold only for one value of c. The same is true for

(c). �

Remark. As we have already observed, condition (a) in the statement of Theorem
4.2 is equivalent to the fact that the function ϕ on T\{1} defined by (3.7) extends to an
operator Lipschitz function on T. This allows us to reduce the equivalence of statements
(a) and (b) to Theorem 5.6 of the paper [A].
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5. A representation of operator differences in terms of double operator
integrals

Suppose that f is a differentiable function on R. Consider the functions DIf and DIIf

on R
2 defined by

(DIf)(x, y)
def
=

f(x) − f(y)

x− y
(y + i) and (DIIf)(x, y)

def
=

f(x) − f(y)

x− y
(y2 + 1)1/2. (5.1)

By the value of (f(x) − f(y))(x − y)−1 in the case when x = y we mean the derivative
f ′(x).

It is easy to see that DIIf is a Schur multiplier with respect to arbitrary Borel spectral
measures on R if and only if DIf has this property.

Theorem 5.1. Suppose that A and B are self-adjoint operators such that B − A is
a relatively bounded perturbation of A. Let f be a differentiable function on R such that
DIIf is a Schur multiplier with respect to arbitrary spectral measures on R. Then f is a
relatively operator Lipschitz function and

f(B) − f(A) =

∫∫

R×R

f(x) − f(y)

x− y
(y + i) dEB(x)(B −A)(A+ iI)−1 dEA(y)

=

∫∫

R×R

f(x) − f(y)

x− y
(y2 + 1)1/2 dEB(x)(B −A)(A2 + I)−1/2 dEA(y). (5.2)

Proof. Clearly, the double operator integral

∫∫

R×R

f(x) − f(y)

x− y
(y2 + 1)1/2 dEB(x)(B −A)(A2 + I)−1/2 dEA(y)

represents a bounded linear operator and

∥∥∥∥
∫∫

R×R

f(x) − f(y)

x− y
(y2 + 1)1/2 dEB(x)(B −A)(A2 + I)−1/2 dEA(y)

∥∥∥∥

≤ ‖DII‖M(R2)‖(B −A)(A2 + I)−1/2‖. (5.3)

For a positive number M , we consider the spectral projections, PM
def
= EA[−M,M ]

and QM
def
= EB [−M,M ]. We are going to use the following agreement: by

∫M
−M we mean∫

[−M,M ], i.e., the integral over the interval [−M,M ].

13



We have

QM

(∫∫

R×R

f(x) − f(y)

x− y
(y2 + 1)1/2 dEB(x)G(B −A)(A2 + I)−1/2 dEA(y)

)
PM

=

M∫

−M

M∫

−M

f(x) − f(y)

x− y
(y2 + 1)1/2 dEB(x)(B −A)(A2 + I)−1/2 dEA(y)

=

M∫

−M

M∫

−M

f(x) − f(y)

x− y
(y2 + 1)1/2 dEB(x)(B −A)(A2 + I)−1/2 dEA(y)

=

∫ M

−M

∫ M

−M

f(x) − f(y)

x− y
(y2 + 1)1/2(y2 + 1)−1/2 dEA+K(x)(B −A) dEA(y)

=

∫ M

−M

∫ M

−M

f(x) − f(y)

x− y
dEB(x)(B −A) dEA(y).

Note that the operator B is bounded on RangeQM while A is bounded on RangePM .
Thus,

M∫

−M

M∫

−M

f(x) − f(y)

x− y
dEB(x)(B −A) dEA(y) =

=

M∫

−M

M∫

−M

f(x) − f(y)

x− y
dEB(x)B dEA(y) −

M∫

−M

M∫

−M

f(x) − f(y)

x− y
dEB(x)AdEA(y)

=

M∫

−M

M∫

−M

x
f(x) − f(y)

x− y
dEB(x) dEA(y) −

M∫

−M

M∫

−M

y
f(x) − f(y)

x− y
dEB(x) dEA(y)

=

M∫

−M

M∫

−M

(x− y)
f(x) − f(y)

x− y
dEB(x) dEA(y)=

M∫

−M

M∫

−M

(f(x) − f(y)) dEB(x) dEA(y)

=

M∫

−M

M∫

−M

f(x) dEB(x) dEA(y) −

M∫

−M

M∫

−M

f(y) dEB(x) dEA(y)

= QM (f(B) − f(A))PM .

Since both QM and PM converge as M → ∞ to I in the strong operator topology, it
follows that f(A + K) − f(A) is a bounded operator and f(A+ K) − f(A) is equal to

14



the very last term in (5.2). The first equality in (5.2) can be proved in exactly the same
way.

Finally, inequality (5.3) exactly means that f is relatively operator Lipschitz. �

Below we prove Theorem 6.1, which asserts that the converse is also true, i.e., if f is
relatively operator Lipschitz, then DIf and DIIf belong to M(R2).

Corollary 5.2. Suppose that K is a self-adjoint relatively trace class perturbation of
a self-adjoint operator A and let f be a differentiable function such that DIf is a Schur
multiplier with respect to arbitrary Borel spectral measures on R. Then f(A+K)−f(A) ∈
S1.

Proof. Indeed, under the hypotheses of the corollary the transformer

D 7→

∫∫

R×R

f(x) − f(y)

x− y
(y + i) dEA+K(x)D dEA(y)

is a bounded operator on S1. The result follows from (5.2). �

Recall that it was established in [Pe1] and [Pe2] that functions in the Besov class
B1

∞,1(R) on the real line must be operator Lipschitz. This together with Theorem 5.1
and Theorem 4.1 allows us to obtain the following sufficient condition for relative operator
Lipschitzness.

Theorem 5.3. Let f be a function on R such that the function g defined by

g(x) = f(x)(x+ i), x ∈ R,

belongs to the Besov class B1
∞,1(R). Then f is a relatively operator Lipschitz functions.

‘

6. The necessity of the condition DIf ∈ M(R2)

To establish the necessity of the condition DIf ∈ M(R2) for f to be relatively operator

Lipschitz, we consider the one-parametric family At
def
= A + tK, 0 ≤ t ≤ 1, and study

the behaviour of the operators f(At) − f(A). Here A and B are a self-adjoint operators

on Hilbert space such that K
def
= B −A is a relatively bounded perturbation of A.

Theorem 6.1. Let f be a relatively operator Lipschitz function on R. Then the
function

DIf = (Df)(y + i)

is a Schur multiplier with respect to arbitrary Borel spectral measures;

Lemma 6.2. Suppose that f is a relatively operator Lipschitz function. Let M > 0.
Then the transformer

T 7→

∫∫

R×[−M,M ]

f(x) − f(y)

x− y
(y + i) dEA(x)T dEA(y), T = T ∗ ∈ S2, (6.1)

is bounded in the operator norm and the norm of the transformer is less than or equal
to k, where k is the constant in (2.6).
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Proof. Suppose that A and B are self-adjoint operators such that K
def
= B − A is a

relatively bounded perturbation of A such that T
def
= K(A+ iI)−1 ∈ S2.

Put A[M ] def= AEA([−M,M ]). Clearly, A[M ] is a bounded linear operator. We have
∫∫

R×[−M,M ]

f(x) − f(y)

x− y
(y + i) dEA[M](x)K(A[M ] + iI)−1 dEA[M](y)

=

∫∫

R×[−M,M ]

f(x) − f(y)

x− y
dEA[M](x)K [M ] dEA[M](y),

where K [M ] def= KEA([−M,M ]) = T (A+ iI)EA([−M,M ]) ∈ S2.

Consider the one-parametric family A
[M ]
t = A[M ] + tK [M ], t ∈ [0, 1]. Then A

[M ]
0 =

A[M ].
Let f be a relatively operator Lipschitz function. Then f is operator Lipschitz (see

the remark in § 2). We have

f
(
A

[M ]
t

)
− f

(
A

[M ]
0

)
= t

∫∫

R×[−M,M ]

f(x) − f(y)

x− y
dE

A
[M]
t

(x)K [M ] dEA[M](y).

By Theorem 3.5.6 of [AP1],

d

dt

(
f(A

[M ]
t ) − f(A

[M ]
0 )

)∣∣∣
t=0

=

∫∫

R×[−M,M ]

f(x) − f(y)

x− y
dEA(x)K [M ] dEA(y)

in the strong operator topology.
Since f is relatively operator Lipschitz, we have

∥∥f(A
[M ]
t ) − f(A

[M ]
0 )

∥∥ ≤ kt‖K [M ](A[M ] + iI)−1‖ ≤ kt‖K(A+ iI)−1‖, t > 0,

where k is the constant in (2.6). It follows that
∥∥∥∥∥

∫∫

R×[−M,M ]

f(x) − f(y)

x− y
(y + i) dEA(x)T dEA(y)

∥∥∥∥∥

=

∥∥∥∥∥

∫∫

R×[−M,M ]

f(x) − f(y)

x− y
(y + i) dEA(x)K dEA(y)

∥∥∥∥∥

≤ k‖K(A+ iI)−1‖ = k‖T‖. �

Proof Theorem 6.1. Put

WMT
def
=

∫∫

R×[−M,M ]

f(x) − f(y)

x− y
(y + i) dEA(x)T dEA(y).

By Lemma 6.2,

‖WMT‖ ≤ k‖T‖.

It is easy to see now that the limit

lim
M→∞

WMT
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exists in the strong operator topology for every T in S2 and equals
∫∫

R×R

f(x) − f(y)

x− y
(y + i) dEA(x)T dEA(y).

Thus, ∥∥∥∥
∫∫

R×R

f(x) − f(y)

x− y
(y + i) dEA(x)T dEA(y)

∥∥∥∥ ≤ k‖T‖

which proves the result. �

Let us now observe that condition (2.7) does not imply that f is relatively operator
Lipschitz. Indeed, it follows from Theorem 6.1 and Theorem 4.1 that if f ∈ ROL, then
(x + i)f ∈ OL(R), and so f must satisfy the following necessary condition (see [AP1]):

Theorem 6.3. If f ∈ ROL, then the function (x + i)f ∈ OL(R) must belong to the
Besov space B1

1(R) locally.

We refer the reader to [AP1] for other necessary conditions for a function to be operator
Lipschitz.

7. Commutator estimates

In this section we are going to obtain a characterisation of the class of relatively
operator Lipschitz functions in terms of commutator and quasi-commutator estimates.

The following result means, in particular, that a function is relatively operator Lip-
schitz if and only if it is relatively commutator Lipschitz, i.e., satisfies statement (b) of
the following theorem.

Theorem 7.1. Let f : R → C be a differentiable function. The following statements
are equivalent:

(a) f is a relatively operator Lipschitz function;
(b)

‖f(A)R −Rf(A)‖ ≤ const ‖(AR −RA)(A+ iI)−1‖

for any bounded operator R and any self-adjoint operator A;
(c)

‖f(B)R−Rf(A)‖ ≤ const ‖(BR −RA)(A+ iI)−1‖

for any bounded operator R and any self-adjoint operators A and B;
(d) The function DIf belongs to M(R2).

Proof. First we prove that (a)=⇒(c). Let ϕ be an operator Lipschitz function on T

satisfying (3.7) and such that ϕ(1) = lim|t|→∞ f(t). Clearly, ϕ is an operator Lipschitz
on T. Hence,

‖ϕ(V )R−Rϕ(U)‖ ≤ const ‖V R−RU‖ (7.1)

for every bounded operator R and for every unitary operators U and V .
17



Let A and B be self-adjoint operators. Put U = (A− iI)(A+ iI)−1 and
V = (B − iI)(B + iI)−1. Applying (7.1) to unitary operators U and V we get

‖f(B)R−Rf(A)‖ = ‖ϕ(V )R −Rϕ(U)‖ ≤ ‖ϕ‖OL(T)‖V R−RU‖

= ‖ϕ‖OL(T)‖(B + iI)−1(B − iI)R −R(A− iI)(A + iI)−1‖

= ‖ϕ‖OL(T)‖(B + iI)−1
(
(B − iI)R(A+ iI) − (B + iI)R(A− iI)

)
(A+ iI)−1‖

= 2‖ϕ‖OL(T)‖(B + iI)−1(BR−RA)(A+ iI)−1‖

≤ 2‖ϕ‖OL(T)‖(BR −RA)(A+ iI)−1‖.

The implication (c)=⇒(a) is evident.

Let us prove that (b)=⇒(c). Applying (a) to the self-adjoint operator A =

(
A 0
0 B

)

and the bounded operator R =

(
0 0
R 0

)
, we find that

‖f(A)R−Rf(A)‖ ≤ const ‖(AR −RA)(A + iI)−1‖.

It remains to observe that

‖f(A)R−Rf(A)‖ = ‖f(B)R−Rf(A)‖,

where I
def
=

(
I 0
0 I

)
, and

‖(AR−RA)(A + iI)−1‖ = ‖(BR−RA)(A+ iI)−1‖.

The implication (c)=⇒(b) is evident.
It remains to observe that the implication (a)=⇒(d) follows from Theorem 5.1 and

the implication (d)=⇒(a) follows from Theorem 6.1. �

8. Differentiating in the strong operator topology

In this section we prove the differentiability of the function t 7→ f(At) − f(A) in
the strong operator topology and obtain a formula for the derivative. This formula
will be used in § 9 to study spectral shift functions in the case of relatively trace class
perturbations.

Theorem 8.1. Let f be a relatively operator Lipschitz function. Suppose that a self-
adjoint operator K is a relatively bounded perturbation of a self-adjoint operator A. Then
the function t 7→ f(At) − f(A) is differentiable at 0 in the strong operator topology and

d

dt

(
f(At) − f(A)

)∣∣∣
t=0

=

∫∫

R×R

f(x) − f(y)

x− y
(y + i) dEA(x)C dEA(y)

=

∫∫

R×R

f(x) − f(y)

x− y
(y2 + 1)1/2 dEA(x)GdEA(y) (8.1)
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where the operator C and G are defined by (2.2) and (2.3).

To prove Theorem 8.1, we need the following result.

Theorem 8.2. Let A be a self-adjoint operator and let K be a self-adjoint relatively
bounded perturbation of A. Suppose that ϕ is a continuous function on R such that the
limit lim

|t|→∞
ϕ(t) exists. Then the function

s 7→ ϕ(A+ sK)

is continuous in the operator norm.

Proof. Without loss of generality we may assume that lim
|t|→∞

ϕ(t) = 0. Let ε > 0.

Clearly, there exists an infinitely smooth function g on R with compact support such
that max

t∈R
|ϕ(t) − g(t)| < ε. Clearly, g is a relatively operator Lipschitz function and it

follows from Theorem 5.1 that

‖g(A + sK) − g(A+ s0K)‖ ≤ const |s− s0| · ‖K(A+ iI)−1‖.

The result follows from the inequalities

‖ϕ(A + sK) − ϕ(A + s0K)‖ ≤ ‖ϕ(A + sK) − g(A+ sK)‖

+ ‖g(A+ sK) − g(A+ s0K)‖ + ‖g(A + s0K) − ϕ(A+ s0K)‖

≤ 2ε+ const |s− s0| · ‖K(A+ iI)−1‖. �

To prove Theorem 8.1, we need some preparation.

Let R̂
def
= R∪ {∞} denote the one-point compactification of the real line R. We recall

that each function f ∈ OL(R) is everywhere differentiable on R̂ (see Theorem 3.3.3
in [AP1]). Recall that f is said to be differentiable at ∞ if there exists a finite limit

lim
|x|→∞

x−1f(x)
def
= f ′(∞).

Lemma 8.3. Let f satisfy the equivalent conditions of Theorem 4.1. Then there are

sequences {ϕn}n≥0 and {ψn}n≥0 of continuous functions on R̂ and a positive number M
such that the following statements hold:

(a)
∑
n≥0

|ϕn|
2 ≤M everywhere on R̂;

(b)
∑
n≥0

|ψn|
2 ≤M everywhere on R̂;

(c) (x + i)(Df)(x, y) =
∑
n≥0

ϕn(x)ψn(y) for all x, y ∈ R.

Moreover, the constants in (a) and (b) depend only on f .

Proof. Note that there exists a finite limit lim
|y|→∞

f(y). It suffices to observe that

lim
|y|→∞

f(y) = g′(∞) for the operator Lipschitz function g = (x + i)f .
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Applying Theorem 3.5.7 in [AP1] to the operator Lipschitz function (x + i)f , we find
that

(x + i)f(x) − (y + i)f(y)

x− y
=

∑

n≥1

ϕn(x)ψn(y)

for some sequences {ϕn}n≥1 and {ψn}n≥1 of continuous functions on R̂ such that

∑

n≥1

|ϕn|
2 ≤ ‖(x + i)f‖OL(R) and

∑

n≥1

|ψn|
2 ≤ ‖(x + i)f‖OL(R)

everywhere on R̂.
Applying equality (4.1), we otain

(x+ i)(Df)(x, y) =
∑

n≥0

ϕn(x)ψn(y) − f(y).

To complete the proof, we put ϕ0(x) = 1, x ∈ R, and ϕ0(x) = −f(y), y ∈ R. �

Proof of Theorem 8.1. The proof is similar to the proof of Theorem 3.5.6 in [AP1].
We have

1

t
(f(At) − f(A)) =

∫∫

R×R

f(x) − f(y)

x− y
(y + i) dEAt

(x)K(A+ iI)−1 dEA(y)

=
∑

n≥0

ϕn(At)K(A+ iI)−1ψn(A),

where ϕn and ψn denote the same as in Lemma 8.3. It remains to prove that

lim
t→0

∑

n≥0

ϕn(At)K(A+ iI)−1ψn(A) =
∑

n≥0

ϕn(A)K(A + iI)−1ψn(A)

in the strong operator topology. Thus, we need to prove that for an arbitrary vector u,

lim
t→0

∑

n≥0

(ϕn(At) − ϕn(A))K(A + iI)−1ψn(A)u = 0

where the series is understood in the sense of the weak topology of H while the limit

is taken in the norm of H . Assume that ‖u‖ = 1. Let un
def
= K(A+ iI)−1ψn(A)u. We

have
∑

n≥0

‖un‖
2 ≤ ‖K(A+ iI)−1‖2

∑

n≥0

‖(ψn(A)u‖2

= ‖K(A+ iI)−1‖2
∑

n≥0

(|ψn|
2(A)u, u) ≤M‖K(A+ iI)−1‖2,
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where M is the number in the statement of Lemma 8.3. Let ε > 0 and choose a natural
number N such that

∑
n>N ‖un‖

2 < ε2. Then it follows from Lemma 3.5.9 in [AP1] that
∥∥∥
∑

n>N

(ϕn(A+ tK) − ϕn(A))un

∥∥∥ ≤
∥∥∥
∑

n>N

ϕn(A+ tK)un

∥∥∥

+
∥∥∥
∑

n>N

ϕn(A)un

∥∥∥ < 2M1/2ε (8.2)

for all t ∈ R. By Theorem 8.2,
∥∥∥∥∥

N∑

n=0

(ϕn(A+ tK) − ϕn(A))un

∥∥∥∥∥ < ε

for all t sufficiently close to zero. Thus, in view of (8.2),
∥∥∥
∑

n≥0

(ϕn(A+ tK) − ϕn(A))un

∥∥∥ < (2M1/2 + 1)ε

for all t sufficiently close to zero.
The proof of the fact that the derivative on the left of (8.3) is equal to the second

double operator integral in (8.3) is the same. �

Corollary 8.4. Let f be a relatively operator Lipschitz function. Suppose that a self-
adjoint operator K is a relatively trace class perturbation of a self-adjoint operator A.
Then the function t 7→ f(At)−f(A) is differentiable on R in the strong operator topology
and

d

ds

(
f(As) − f(At)

)∣∣∣
s=t

=

∫∫

R×R

f(x) − f(y)

x− y
(y + i) dEAt

(x)K(At + iI)−1 dEAt
(y)

=

∫∫

R×R

f(x) − f(y)

x− y
(y2 + 1)1/2 dEAt

(x)K(A2
t + I)−1/2 dEAt

(y)

(8.3)

for any t ∈ R.

Proof. The result follows from Theorem 8.1 (applied to the operators K and At) and
from Lemma 2.3. �

9. Relatively trace class perturbations and the trace formula

In this section we obtain an analogue of the Lifshits–Krein trace formula for relatively
trace class perturbation. We also describe the maximal class of functions, for which the
trace formula is applicable. The main results of this section are based on Theorem 8.1.

Let A be a self-adjoint operator and let K be a relatively trace class perturbation of
A. Suppose that f is a relatively operator Lipschitz function on R.
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The purpose of this section is to prove that the trace formula in the case of relatively
trace class perturbations holds for arbitrary relatively operator Lipschitz functions and
the corresponding spectral shift function ξ satisfies inequality (9.1).

Theorem 9.1. Let A be a self-adjoint operator and let K be a relatively trace class
perturbation of A. Then there exists a unique measurable real-valued function ξ on R

satisfying
∫

R

|ξ(t)|

1 + |t|
dt <∞ (9.1)

and such that for an arbitrary relatively operator Lipschitz function f on R the following
trace formula holds

trace
(
f(A+K) − f(A)

)
=

∫

R

f ′(t)ξ(t) dt. (9.2)

The function ξ satisfying (9.2) and (9.1) is called the spectral shift function for the
pair {A,A+K}.

Note that inequality (9.1) was found earlier in [CS] by different methods. However, in
[CS] trace formula (9.2) was obtained under considerably more restrictive assumptions
on f .

Moreover, we describe in this section the maximal class of function f , for which the
trace formula holds in the case of relatively trace class perturbations, see Theorem 9.3
below, and show that this maximal class coincides with the class of relatively operator
Lipschitz functions.

The proof of Theorem 9.1 is close in spirit to the proof of Theorem 6.1 of [Pe3] and
to the proof of Theorem 4.1 of [AP2].

Proof. Consider the one-parametric family of operators At
def
= A+ tK, 0 ≤ t ≤ 1. By

Theorem 8.1,

d

ds

(
f(As) − f(At)

)∣∣∣
s=t

=

∫∫

R×R

f(x) − f(y)

x− y
(y + i) dEAt

(x)K(At + iI)−1 dEAt
(y), (9.3)

where the derivative on the left is understood in the strong operator topology.
We need the following lemma:

Lemma 9.2. The function t 7→ K(At + iI)−1 is continuous on [0, 1] in the norm of
S1, and so ‖K(At + iI)−1‖S1 ≤ const, 0 ≤ t ≤ 1.

Proof. We have

K(At + iI)−1 = K(A+ iI)−1(A+ iI)(At + iI)−1.

Clearly, it suffices to show that the function

t 7→
(
(A+ iI)(At + iI)−1

)−1
= (At + iI)(A+ iI)−1

is continuous. This follows immediately from the following obvious equality

(At + iI)(A + iI)−1 = I + tK(A+ iI)−1. �
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Let us complete the proof of Theorem 9.1. Let Qt be the operator on the right-hand
side of (9.3). Since the function DIf is a Schur multiplier for arbitrary spectral measures,
it follows that Qt ∈ S1 for every t in [0, 1] and supt ‖Qt‖S1 <∞.

Since the function t 7→ Qt is continuous in the norm of S1 by Lemma 9.2, we obtain

f(A+K) − f(A) =

∫ 1

0
Qt dt

in the sense of integration of continuous functions. Moreover,

trace
(
f(A+K) − f(A)

)
=

∫ 1

0
traceQt dt

We are going to use the following known result (see [Pe3], Theorem 5.1):
Let E be a Borel spectral measure on a locally compact topological space X. Suppose

that Φ is a a Schur multiplier with respect to E. If Φ is continuous in each variable,
then

trace

(∫∫
Φ(x, y) dE(x)T dE(y)

)
=

∫
Φ(x, x) dµ(x) (9.4)

for an arbitrary trace class operator T where the measure µ is defined by

µ(∆)
def
= trace(E(∆)T ).

Applying (9.4) to the Schur multiplier DIf and the spectral measure EAt
, we find that

traceQt =

∫

R

f ′(x)(x + i) dνt(x), (9.5)

where νt is the finite real Borel measure on R defined by

νt(∆) = trace
(
EAt

(∆)K(At + iI)−1
)
.

As usual, we identify here the space of regular complex Borel measures on R with the
dual space to the Banach space of continuous functions on R with zero limit at infinity.
Then the function t 7→ νt is continuous in the weak-∗ topology on the space of complex
Borel measures. Indeed, if h is continuous on R and lim|x|→∞ h(x) = 0, then

∫
hdνt = trace(h(At)K(At + iI)−1).

By Theorem 8.2, the function t 7→ h(At) is a continuous function on [0, 1] in the operator
norm, and so the function t 7→ trace(h(At)K(At + iI)−1) is continuous.

Consider the real Borel measure ν on R defined by

ν =

∫ 1

0
νt dt.

Then by (9.5),

trace
(
f(A+K) − f(A)

)
=

∫ 1

0
f ′(x)(x + i) dν(x).
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We have mentioned in § 1 that the condition that K is a relatively trace class pertur-
bation of A implies that

(A+K + iI)−1 − (A+ iI)−1 ∈ S1.

Then the pair {A,A+K} has a real-valued spectral shift function η, i.e.,
∫

R

|η(x)|

1 + x2
dx <∞

and

trace
(
f(A+K) − f(A)

)
=

∫

R

f ′(x)η(x) dx

whenever f is a resolvent Lipschitz function on R. It follows that
∫

R

f ′(x)η(x) dx =

∫

R

f ′(x)(x + i) dν(x)

for an arbitrary infinitely smooth function f with compact support. It follows that

η(x) − (x+ i) dν(x) = cdx

for some constant c. In particular, this means that ν is absolutely continuous with
respect to Lebesgue measure. We can define now the function ξ by

ξ(s)
def
= Re

(
(s+ i)

dν(x)

dx
(s)

)
.

Clearly, ξ satisfies (9.1) and equality (9.2) holds.
Let us show that such a spectral shift function is unique. Indeed, if ξ1 and ξ2 are

spectral shift functions such that
∫

R

|ξ1(x)|

1 + |x|
dx <∞ and

∫

R

|ξ2(x)|

1 + |x|
dx <∞,

then ξ1 − ξ2 = c is a constant function. Then
∫

R

|ξ1(x)|

1 + x2
dx <∞ and

∫

R

|ξ2(x)|

1 + x2
dx <∞.

Since ξ1 and ξ2 are spectral shift functions that corresponds to the resolvent trace class
perturbation K, ξ1 − ξ2 = c is a constant function. This is a well known fact. It follows
follows from the fact that an integrable spectral shift function for a pair of unitary
operators with trace class difference is unique modulo a constant additive.

If the constant c were nonzero, it would follow that
∫

R

|c|

1 + |x|
dx <∞. �

The following result shows that the class ROL is the maximal class of functions on R

for which trace formula (9.2) holds.

Theorem 9.3. Let f be a differentiable function on R such that trace formula (9.2)
holds for arbitrary self-adjoint operators A and K such that K is a relatively trace class
perturbation of A. Then f ∈ ROL.
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Proof. Indeed, it follows from Theorem 2.5 that if f 6∈ ROL, then there are self-
adjoint operators A and K such that K is a relatively trace class perturbation of A but
f(A+K) − f(A) 6∈ S1. �
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