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Abstract: We study the quantum evolution of many-body Fermi gases in three dimen-
sions, in arbitrarily large domains. We consider both particles with non-relativistic and
with relativistic dispersion. We focus on the high-density regime, in the semiclassical
scaling, and we consider a class of initial data describing zero-temperature states. In
the non-relativistic case we prove that, as the density goes to infinity, the many-body
evolution of the reduced one-particle density matrix converges to the solution of the
time-dependent Hartree equation, for short macroscopic times. In the case of relativistic
dispersion, we show convergence of the many-body evolution to the relativistic Hartree
equation for all macroscopic times. With respect to previous work, the rate of conver-
gence does not depend on the total number of particles, but only on the density: in
particular, our result allows us to study the quantum dynamics of extensive many-body
Fermi gases.
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1. Introduction

In the last years there has been substantial progress in the derivation of effective equations
for interacting fermions in the mean-field regime. In this scaling limit, we consider
systems of N particles, confinedin aregion A C R? with volume of order one, interacting
through a weak two-body potential with range comparable to the size of A. Denoting
by Vext the trapping potential and by V the interaction, the Hamilton operator takes the
form

N N
1
HY (Vex) = ) [ — €2 Ax; + Vext(x))] + 5 > Vi —x)) (1.1)
j=1 i<j

and, in accordance with the Pauli principle, it acts on L(Zl (R3N), the subspace of L2(R3N)
consisting of functions that are antisymmetric with respect to permutations. In (1.1), we
sete = N~ 1/3. Together with the factor N~ in front of the potential energy, this choice
guarantees that all terms in the Hamilton operator are, typically, of order N. In fact,

because of the fermionic statistics, the expectation of Z?’:l —Ay; on states trapped in a

volume of order one is at least of order N/3; this can be verified with the Lieb—Thirring
inequality, see e.g. [23, Chapter 4].

To describe low-energy properties of (1.1), we introduce the Hartree—Fock theory,
defined by restricting (1.1) to Slater determinants, i.e., to wave functions of the form

1
Vslater (X1, ..., XN) = Wdet (fi(xjN1<ij<n (1.2)

where { f; };VZ | is an orthonormal family in the one-particle space L%(R?). Slater deter-

minants are an example of quasi-free states: they are completely characterized by their
one-particle reduced density matrix

j=1

coinciding with the orthogonal projection onto the N-dimensional subspace of L?(R?),
spanned by the orbitals { f; }?':1 . In particular, the energy of the Slater determinant (1.2)
is given by the Hartree—Fock energy functional

Eur(wn) = (Vslater, er\lef(vext)WSlater>
=tu[- &2A + VextJon

1
oy [ dxdy V= pon s Doy (i y) — oy )] (13
The interaction contributes to (1.3) through the direct term, proportional to the product
of the particle densities wy (x; x) and wy (y; y) and through the exchange term, propor-
tional to |wy (x; y)|2. The Hartree—Fock energy E;{,F, obtained minimizing (1.3) over
all rank-N orthogonal projections wy, provides a good approximation for the ground
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state energy of (1.1) as N > 1; see [2,19] for the case of Coulomb systems. Recently,
the large N asymptotics of the correlation energy, defined as the difference between the
many-body ground state energy and the Hartree—Fock ground state energy, has been
determined in [6-8, 14,20].

It is natural to ask what happens when the external traps are switched off; does the
Hartree—Fock theory also describe the resulting many-body evolution ‘//ﬁ,ft =

- rymf . . . . .
e TN O1/ey, generated by the translation invariant Hamiltonian H}vnf(O)? Here, the

presence of the parameter ¢ = N~'/3 guarantees that wﬁft undergoes macroscopic
changes for times ¢ of order one. The convergence of the one-particle reduced density

matrix
v = Ntua  NIUND (Wl (1.4)

associated with wﬁft towards the solution of the time-dependent Hartree—Fock equation

iedwn 1 = [—82A+V*p, —X,,wN,t] (1.5)

has been established in [17], for analytic potentials and for short times. Here p;(x) =
N ’1a)N,,(x; x) is the density associated with wy ; and X, is the exchange operator,
defined by its integral kernel X, (x; y) = N “lyx— y)ws(x; y). More recently, in [11]
(and later in [28], following a different approach), this convergence has been generalized
to a much larger class of interaction potentials and to all times. This result and the
techniques that were used to derive it provide the starting point for the present work.
The initial data considered in [ 1 1] are assumed to satisfy suitable semiclassical estimates,
which appear as a natural characterization of trapped equilibrium states, in the mean-field
regime. Furthermore, in [11] it is also shown that, for bounded potentials, the exchange
term in (1.5) is subleading, compared with the direct term, and that the many-body
dynamics can also be approximated by the Hartree equation

iedon, =[—2A+V % p, oy ] (1.6)

Notice that the result of [11] holds in the sense of convergence of density matrices;
convergence in L2-norm for homogeneous Fermi gases has been recently obtained in
[9], via the rigorous bosonization techniques developed in [6-8] (in this case, wy is
translation invariant which implies, in particular, that wy ; = wy is stationary).

The result of [11] has been extended to fermions with relativistic dispersion (known
as pseudo-relativistic fermions) in [12] and to quasi-free mixed states in [5]. See also [13]
for areview. All these works consider bounded interaction potentials. As for unbounded
potentials, the time-dependent Hartree—Fock equation for particles interacting through
a Coulomb potential has been derived in [29], under the assumption that a suitable
semiclassical structure of the initial datum propagates along the flow of the Hartree—
Fock equation. Recently, the propagation of the semiclassical structure has been proven
in [15], for mixed states and for a class of singular potentials that includes a suitably
regularized version of the Coulomb interaction. In the absence of semiclassical scaling,
that is, setting ¢ = 1 in the previous discussion, convergence to the time-dependent
Hartree—Fock equation has been shown in [4] for bounded potentials, and then extended
to Coulomb potentials in [18] (see also [3]).

Notice that both the Hartree—Fock equation (1.5) and the Hartree equation (1.6)
still depend on the number of particles N. In the limit N — oo, the Hartree—-Fock
and the Hartree dynamics are known to converge to the Vlasov equation, a classical
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effective evolution equation. The first proof of convergence from the quantum many-
body dynamics to the Vlasov dynamics has been obtained in [27] for analytic potentials,
and then extended in [32] to a much larger class of interactions. Next, convergence from
the Hartree—Fock to the Vlasov equation has been proved in [24,25]. All these results
hold in a weak sense. Bounds on the rate of convergence from the Hartree—Fock equation
to the Vlasov equation have been first obtained in [1], and more recently in [10] for a
larger class of initial data and of interaction potentials. Unbounded interaction potentials,
including the Coulomb interaction, have been considered in [21]. Finally, let us mention
the result [22], where convergence from the Hartree equation to the Vlasov equation is
proven for local perturbations of the equilibrium state of extended Fermi gases at fixed
density, in the high-density regime. This last setting will be related to the one considered
in the present work.

The results described above (with the exception of [22]) apply to the mean-field limit,
where particles are initially trapped in a volume of order one. To describe the physically
important case of extended gases, let us now consider N fermions moving in a large
region A C R3, at high density o = N/|A| > 1. If the potential has range of order one,
each particle interacts, at any given time, with order o other particles. Furthermore, the
kinetic energy of the N particles is now of the order 0*/3N. Therefore, to describe an
extended Fermi gas at high density, we consider the Hamilton operator

N N

Hy =) —e’Aj+e’) V(x—x;) on LIR™) (1.7)
j=1 i<j

where we set ¢ = 0~1/3 to make sure that both terms are of order N. In contrast with the

mean-field regime (where one has ¢ = N~1/3), & is now small but independent of N.

We will be interested in the many-body evolution governed by the Schrédinger equation

ieatl//N,t = HNIPN,[ (1.8)

for initial data ¥y o = v thatare close (in an appropriate sense) to a Slater determinant
with reduced density matrix wy, describing a quasi-free state of N fermions in a large
domain A C R3, with density of particles of order 3. To be more precise, we will
assume that the density, averaged against a function decaying on length scales of order

one, is such that
sup /dy M < Ce 3. (1.9)
e B P

Additionally, we will assume the initial data to exhibit a local semiclassical structure,
captured by localized commutator bounds for wy with the position operator and with
the momentum operator, that are expected to hold true for equilibrium states of confined
systems at (or close to) zero temperature and at density of order 3.

The present setting can also be viewed as a Kac regime, see [30] for a review. The
Kac scaling interpolates between short-range interactions and mean-field potentials: in
the Kac regime, one considers a system of particles with density of order one, and one
rescales the interaction potential by a suitable parameter y, keeping the L'-norm of the
potential fixed. The parameter y is large with respect to the typical interparticle spacing,
which is of order one, but it is independent of the size of the system. For y large enough,
it is reasonable to expect the predictions of the mean-field approximation to hold true at
a local scale, thanks to the fact that each particle interacts with 0()/3) other particles,
with strength y ~3. Still, the fact that the thermodynamic limit is taken at fixed potential
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range allows one to correct unphysical features of the mean-field approximation, notably
the non-convexity of the thermodynamic potentials [30]. The many-body Hamiltonian
in the Kac scaling is:

N N
H[Iéac — Z —Aj+ 3/73 Z V((xi —x)/v).

Jj=1 i<j

We look at the evolution of the system for times T = O(y): being the Fermi velocity of
order one, on this time scale every particle covers a distance comparable with the range
of the interaction potential. Thus, writing T = y¢, the time evolution of the system is
described by the Schrodinger equation:

iy oyn. = HY YN (1.10)

Let us denote by U,, the unitary operator on L*(R3*") implementing the space rescaling:

Uyyn(x1, ..., xN) = y3N/21pN(yx1, ..., Yxn). Applying the transformation to both
sides of (1.10), we have:

iy Uy v, = Uy HYUSUy i s

N N
= —y A+ Y Vi —x) ) Up¥wg, (1.11)
(>

j=1 i<j

where now U, ¥y, is a wave function describing a quantum system with density O .
Thus, tl;e dynamics (1.11) is equivalent to the one generated by (1.7), after setting
e=y .

Although (1.7) does not describe a mean-field regime (particles typically interact
with ¢ 73 other particles and the size of the potential is of the order &, with & now
independent of N), for small ¢ > 0 we can still expect a local averaging mechanism
to take place and thus that the many-body dynamics (1.8) can be approximated by the
time-dependent Hartree equation

iedwn; =[—2A+V % pr, wn ], (1.12)
with wy 0 = wy and where now
pi(x) = Ewp  (x: x).
In our main theorem we compare the one-particle reduced density matrix Vz(v])z associated
with the solution of (1.8) with the solution of (1.12), and we show that

(1
vy — @n.ilus

N1/2

for short macroscopic times ¢ of order one in ¢, and for a constant C independent of ¢
and of N, |A|. This result should be compared with the trivial estimates

< Ce'/?, (1.13)

1
Iy s < N2, oy lus = N2, (1.14)

It is important to notice that the rate of convergence, on the r.h.s. of (1.13), only depends
on the parameter ¢, and not on the volume of the system: in particular, our theorem
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applies to the setting in which the limit |A| — oo is taken before the limit ¢ — 0.
To the best of our knowledge, this is the first derivation of the time-dependent Hartree
equation for an interacting, extended Fermi gas (notice, however, that the dynamics of
tracer particles or impurities moving through an extended ideal gas has been considered
in [16,26]). Compared with (1.5), in (1.12) we are neglecting the exchange term: as in
the mean-field setting [11], for the class of bounded potentials considered in the present
paper the exchange term turns out to be of smaller order, and cannot be resolved with
our current estimates.

Furthermore, we also consider the case of massive pseudo-relativistic fermions,
evolving with Hamiltonian:

N N
Hrelzz,/l—82Aj+83ZV(xi—xJ'). (1.15)
j=1

i<j

In this case, the relevant effective evolution equation is the pseudo-relativistic Hartree

equation,
ey, = [V1—2A+V xp, oy, (1.16)

For mean-field fermions, the validity of the pseudo-relativistic Hartree equation has been
proved in [12]. Here, we show the validity of the bound (1.13) for extended pseudo-
relativistic fermions, for all times. It is worth pointing out that the estimate (1.13) is

useful to study the average of extensive operators O, for which || O|lgs ~ |A] %. In fact,
the difference of the traces per unit volume of O evolved with the many-body and with
the Hartree dynamics is bounded as:
1
101lus Il ) — @n.cllus
|Al2 |Al2
1

Ne)2
<! )1 < ce™!

[A]2

1 (1)
mtf O(yy; — ©N.1)

(1.17)

since N/|A| ~ 3. This bound should be compared with the trivial estimate, of order
£~3/2, implied by the normalizations (1.14).

Technically, the main challenge we have to face consists in showing that the Hartree
equation, both in the non-relativistic and in the relativistic case, preserves the local semi-
classical structure assumed on the initial data wy. The fact that the commutator bounds
for wy ; are localized in space makes the proof of the propagation of the semiclassical
structure much more involved than in the mean-field regime. In particular, to achieve
this we need to propagate the bound (1.9) on the density of particles along the solution of
the Hartree equation. For non-relativistic fermions we are able to propagate this estimate
for small times of order 1 in €. For the pseudo-relativistic case, on the other hand, we
can take advantage of the boundedness of the group velocity of the particles to show that
(1.9) remains true for all times (of order 1 in ¢).

The article is organized as follows. In Sect. 2 we state our main results, Theorem 2.3
(non-relativistic case) and Theorem 2.5 (relativistic case). Both theorems are stated for
initial data satisfying the estimates of Assumption 2.1. These assumptions are verified for
the free Fermi gas and for coherent states in Appendix A. In Sect. 3 we introduce the basic
tools of our analysis, namely the fermionic Fock space and Bogoliubov transformations.
In Sect.4 we prove our main result; the proof is based on the adaptation of the method



Effective Dynamics of Extended Fermi Gases in the High-Density Regime

of [11] to extended systems, which crucially relies on the propagation of the local
semiclassical structure along the flow of the Hartree equation, as stated in Theorem 4.1
for the non-relativistic case. The proof of Theorem 4.1 is given in Sect.5. In Sect.6
we extend the propagation of the local semiclassical structure to the pseudo-relativistic
case. Finally, in Appendix A we discuss examples of fermionic states satisfying the local
semiclassical structure, while in Appendix B we prove the closeness of the Hartree and
the Hartree—Fock dynamics.

2. Main Result

Let A C R3 denote a Lebesgue measurable domain of volume | A|, such that diam(A) <
C|A|'3. We consider an initial wave function Yy € Lﬁ R3V), 1wl =1, describing
N particles localized in A (in a sense that will be made precise below). We sete = o~ !/3,
with the average density o = N/|A|. We are interested in the high-density regime, where
o0 > 1 or, equivalently, ¢ < 1 (independently of N, |A]).

Let us denote by )/15,1) the reduced one-particle density matrix of ¥y, with the integral
kernel

y;,l)(x; y)=N [ dxy...dxy N, x2, ..., XNUN(Y, X2, ..., XN). 2.1

In the high-density regime, the ground state of the system is expected to be well approx-
imated by a Slater determinant

Yslater = f1 A=A fn, (fis fi) = i (2.2)

for a suitable choice of orthonormal functions f;. This is the content of the Hartree—Fock
approximation; in the case of the extended, homogeneous Fermi gas interacting via the
Coulomb potential, the validity of the Hartree—-Fock approximation has been proved in
[19]. The closeness of ¥y to a Slater determinant is expressed in terms of closeness of
the reduced one-particle density matrix. The reduced one-particle density matrix of the
Slater determinant (2.2) is given by a rank-N orthogonal projector

N
oy =Y _Ifi)fil.
i=1
and we shall suppose that
Lo 2
N”VN —owylis K€ 1.

We shall now introduce some important assumptions on wy, which are expected to hold
for a wide class of confined systems at equilibrium. We shall check them in Appendix
A, for the free Fermi gas and for coherent states. Strictly speaking, coherent states do
not really fit our setting, since they are not projections. However, in Appendix A we will
consider a family of coherent states that can be viewed as approximate projections.
For any z € R3, any # € R and any n € N, let us define the localization operator as:

1

(n)t —
WO = TR

W = Wi (0), (2.3)
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where X () denotes the free evolution of the position operator
(1) = e EARTEA = § —2jerV. (2.4)
Let us also introduce the weight function:
Xa(2) = 1 +dist(z, A)*, (2.5)

with dist(x, A) = infyea [x — y|. Next, we collect the assumptions we shall make on
the reference Slater determinant.

Assumption 2.1 (Assumptions on the initial datum). There existn € N and 77 > 0 such
that the following holds true:

Xa(z ind _
sup sup sup lA—()HWZ(")(t)[e’p‘x, wN]Htr < Ce2, (2.6)
1€[0.T11 2R3 perd 1+ P
|pl<e!
and
sup sup XA [WP®)[eV. on]|,, < Ce™2. (2.7)
1€[0,71] zeR3
Furthermore,
sup sup XA [WP @) on ||, < Ce™, (2.8)
t€[0,71] zeR3
and
sup sup tr Wz(l)(t)a)N < Cce™3. (2.9)
t€[0,71] zeR3

Remark 2.2. (i) The presence of the weight function X o in Assumption 2.1 introduces
a weak form of localization of wy in A.

(ii) The class of initial data we are considering has particle density bounded by &73.
This is quantified, in a weak sense, by the estimate (2.9). In particular, this estimate,
together with its propagation by the Hartree dynamics, will be useful to estimate
the size of the Hartree potential, that involves the convolution of the interaction
potential with the particle density.

(iii) In the assumptions (2.6)—(2.9), we could move the 7-dependence from the localiza-
tion operator to the density matrix, replacing WZ(") (t) by WZ(") and wy by its free
evolution wf{ff = e ¥18yNe®'A | Stating assumptions on the free-evolved wﬁ{,‘f
rather than only on the initial density matrix wy allows us to implicitly control also
the momentum distribution associated with the initial data wp. This will not be
needed for pseudo-relativistic particles, because of the boundedness of their group
velocity.

(iv) We shall refer to the first two estimates in Assumption 2.1 as the local semiclassical
structure of the initial datum. The semiclassical commutator structure of Eq. (2.6)
is relevant for momenta below the typical Fermi velocity which is of order £ ~!.
This is why we restrict the supremum to the set |p| < e~!. For higher momenta,
we do not expect any gain from the commutator and we will just rely on (2.8).

We are now ready to state our main result. We shall separate the cases of non-
relativistic and pseudo-relativistic fermions.



Effective Dynamics of Extended Fermi Gases in the High-Density Regime

Theorem 2.3 (Main result: non-relativistic case). Let wy be a rank-N orthogonal pro-
Jjector on L2(R3), satisfying Assumption 2.1 for some n € N and Ty > 0. Suppose that
V e LY(R3) is such that

sup /R} dp (1+|p[™>#D) [34V (p)| < oc. (2.10)

a:la|<8n

Let Yy € LZ(RM’), such that:

||)/(1) —wn|le < CS‘SN, for some § > 0. 2.11)
Let Yy, = e "HNUeyn with Hy given by (1.7), and let V]i/)z be the reduced one-
particle density matrix of W ;. Let wn ; be the solution of the time-dependent Hartree
equation:

iedon, =[—*A+p x V,on,], ono=oy. (2.12)

Then, there exist 0 < T < Ty and C > 0, independent of ¢ and N such that, for all
tel0,T]:
(1)

1 ) 1
lyy; — on:llus < Cmax{e2,e2}N?2,

||y“> — onlle < Cmax{e?, e2}N. (2.13)

Remark 2.4. (i) The N-dependence of the estimates (2.11), (2.13) is the natural one.
In particular, these estimates allow us to quantify the closeness of the expectation
values of extensive operators.

(i) As discussed in the introduction, the result should be compared with the trivial

. 1
estimates |y llus < N2, lon.lus = N2, vy il = N, llonle = N.

Normalizing the Hilbert—Schmidt norm and the trace norm by |A|Y 2 and |A| re-
spectively, and recalling that N = o| A| with 0 = O(¢3), our main theorem proves
convergence of the many-body evolution towards the nonlinear Hartree equation as
the density goes to infinity, uniformly in the system size |A].

(iii)) We expect the Hartree—Fock equation to give a better approximation of the many-
body quantum dynamics. However, similarly to the mean-field setting [11], the
difference between the Hartree and the Hartree—Fock dynamics is smaller than the
error on the r.h.s. of (2.13) and thus it cannot be resolved with our present techniques.
See Appendix B, Proposition B.1, for a proof of the closeness of the Hartree and
the Hartree—Fock dynamics.

The time 7" > 0 appearing in Theorem 2.3 is related to the validity of a suitable non-
concentration estimate for the solution of the time-dependent Hartree equation, which
quantifies the number of particles in bounded regions of space. We prove this bound in
Proposition 5.2 for short macroscopic times of order 1 in ¢.

Next, let us consider pseudo-relativistic fermions. In this case, we only need assump-
tions on norms of the initial projector wy and of its commutators, multiplied with the

multiplication operator WZ(") (in the non-relativistic case, the assumptions involved in-

stead the free evolution Wz(") (1) of Wz(n)). For this reason, in the next theorem we will
only require Assumption 2.1 to hold with 77 = 0 (which implies # = 0 in (2.6)—(2.9)).
The other important difference, compared with the non-relativistic case, is that, thanks
to the boundedness of the group velocity of the particles, we can establish convergence
towards Hartree dynamics for all fixed times ¢ € R (rather than only for short times).



L. Fresta, M. Porta, B. Schlein

Theorem 2.5 (Main result: pseudo-relativistic case). Let wy be a rank-N orthogonal
projector on L*>(R3), satisfying Assumption 2.1 for some n € N and for Ty = 0. Assume
that V € LY(R3) is such that

sup /dp(1+|p|7)}ag\7(p)|<oo. (2.14)
a:la|<8n JR3

Let Yy be as in Theorem 2.3, let Yy ; = e_iHﬁ]t/‘ElﬁN, with H](,el given by Egq. (1.15),

and let y,i,l)t be the reduced one-particle density matrix of Y ;. Let wn ; be the solution
of the time-dependent pseudo-relativistic Hartree equation:

iy, =[V1—A+p*V, on,], ono=oy. (2.15)
Then, for all t € R:

8 1
lys) — on.llns < Cexplexp Crymax{e?, e3)N 2,

lyn') = on.ille < Cexplexp Cr) max{s?, £2}N. (2.16)
The rest of the paper is devoted to the proof of Theorems 2.3, 2.5. The proofs of
the two theorems are very similar, except for the propagation of the local semiclassical
structure. We will discuss in detail the proof for the non-relativistic case, and only in
Sect.6 we will come back to the pseudo-relativistic case, to adapt the propagation of
the local semiclassical structure (the rest of the proof applies unchanged). In Sect.3
we introduce the Fock space formalism, which will allow us to efficiently describe
the fluctuation of the many-body evolution around the nonlinear effective dynamics as
the creation and annihilation of particles around a suitable time-dependent state. The
proof of Theorem 2.3 is given in Sect.4. It relies on a bound for the growth of the
number of fluctuations, proven in Proposition 4.4. In turn, this result crucially relies
on the propagation of the local semiclassical structure along the flow of the Hartree
equation. This is established in Sect.5 for non-relativistic fermions and in Sect. 6 for
pseudo-relativistic fermions.

3. Fock Space Representation

To prove Theorem 2.3 we switch to a Fock space formulation of the problem.

3.1. Second quantization. We define the fermionic Fock space F over L?(R3) as:

F = C@@]—'(”), ]-'(") = Li(R3n).

n>1

Vectors in the Fock space correspond to infinite sequences of functions (1), with
v e Lﬁ(Rb’). A simple example is the vacuum state, 2 = (1,0,...,0,...).
Giveny € F, ¢ = (O, ¢ D, ... y® ), we define the scalar product:

(W v2) = 3 ™ v -

n>0
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Equipped with this natural inner product, the Fock space F is a Hilbert space. We
henceforth denote by || - || the norm induced by this inner product, and with a slight
abuse of notation we shall use the same notation to denote the operator norm of linear
operators acting on F.

It is convenient to introduce creation and annihilation operators, acting on F. Let
f € L*(R3). We define the creation operator a*( f) and the annihilation operator a( f)
as

n 1 < i _
(a*(f)llf)( Dxn e x) = ﬁz(—l)] VPG D (e, e X X e Xn)
=

@HY™ (1, .y x) = Vi + 1/ dx f) ™ (e, x1, ., X)),
]R3

for any ¢ € F. From a physics viewpoint, the creation operator creates a particle with
wave function f, while the annihilation operator annihilates a particle with wave function
f. These definitions are supplemented by the requirement a(f)2 = 0.

It is not difficult to see that a*(f) = a(f)*. Also, the creation and annihilation
operators satisfy the canonical anticommutation relations:

{la(f),a@}=1{a"(f).a* (@)} =0, {a(f).a" ()} = (f. 8 2®)-

These relations imply that la(f)] < | fll2, la*(H)] < If]2 (it is not difficult to see
that these bounds are sharp, that is the norms of the operators are actually equal to || f]]2).
In the following sections, we will also make use of operator-valued distributions, e.g.,
a¥ and ay for x € R3, such that

a*(f)=f dx f(x)aZ, a(f)=f dx f(x) ay.
R3 R3

The creation and annihilation operators can be used to define the second quantization of
observables. For instance, consider the number operator \/, acting on a given Fock space
vector as (N )™ = ny ™ In terms of the operator-distributions, it can be written as:

N=/ dxalay.
R3

More generally, for a given one-particle operator J on L*(R*) we define its second
quantization dI"(J) as the operator on the Fock space acting as follows:

n
dr(J) lrm=p_JV
j=1

where J) = 190~ @ J ® 18U~ _If J has the integral kernel J (x; y), we can write
dI'(J) as:

dr(J) =/ dxdy J(x; y)ayay.
(R3)2
In the next lemma we collect some bounds for the second quantization of one-particle

operators, that will play an important role in the proof of our main result. Their proofs
can be found in [11, Lemma 3.1].
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Lemma 3.1. Let J be a bounded operator on L*>(R3). We have, for any ¥ € F:

[, dT (DY) = 1 llop (W NY), - AT DY N < (1 llop INY T

Let J be a Hilbert—Schmidt operator. We then have, for any W € F:
1T < 1 s [ A2y |

< I llns A2y |

”/RW dxdx' J(x; xacay
( 3

H/(R3)2 dxdx' J(x; x)alal ¥

<20 lns |V + D2y |

Let J be a trace class operator. We then have, for any ¥ € F:

AT DY <201 [l 19l

/(R*ﬂ dxdy J (x; Xaxapyr|| < 2T llg ¥l
H/ dxdy J(x; x"alaly
(R3)?

=20l N1l

Given a Fock space vector i € F, we define its reduced one-particle density matrix
as the non-negative trace class operator ylzl) on L%(R3) with integral kernel:

vy @ y) = (V. alax ). 3.1)

If ¢ is an N-particle state, it is not difficult to check that this definition agrees with (2.1).
Furthermore, given a one-particle observable J, we have:

(W dT () = / L dxdy Sy (aiayy) =yl (32)
(R7)

an identity which motivates the definition (3.1). In particular, tr 7’1/(/1) = (Y, N'y) is the
expected number of particles in .
Next, we lift the many-body Hamiltonian to the Fock space, as follows. We define

the second quantization of Hy as Hy = 0 & @nzl H%), where

n

n
HY =3 =0+ Vi —x)).

i=1 i<j

In terms of the operator-valued distributions, we can write:

3

&

Hy = & /g dxVaVa, + 5. dxdy V(x — y)a:a;ayax. (3.3)
R’ (R)

The time evolution of a state in the Fock space is defined as ¥, = e "HNI/Ey On
N -particle states, this coincides with the solution of the Schrodinger equation (1.8).
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3.2. Bogoliubov transformations. The Fock-space representation of the problem is par-
ticularly convenient also in view of the representation of Slater determinants via Bogoli-
ubov transformations, defined here.

Given an orthonormal family ( ﬁ)f.v: |» the corresponding Slater determinant can be
represented in Fock space as follows:

a*(f1)~~a*(fN)§2=(0,0,...,0,f1/\---/\fN,o,...)

where the only nontrivial entry is the N-th. A crucial fact for our analysis, as was the case
in previous work starting from [11], is the existence of a unitary operator R, : 7 — F
with the following two properties:

Ry Q =a*(f1)...a* (fn)Q
and, for any g € L?(R?),

R:)Na(g)RwN =a(uyg) +a*(UnNg) (3.4)

where uy = 1 — wy and vy = Z?’:] |Tj)( fjl. Equivalently, consider an orthonormal

basis (f;);>1 of L?>(R?) obtained completing the orthonormal family fi, ..., fy in an
arbitrary way. We have:

a(f;) if j>N

Ry a(fj)Roy = (1) it j<N. (3.5)

It follows that R}, = R, = R(;[é. The map R, is known as Bogoliubov transfor-
mation, and it acts as a particle-hole transformation. It allows us to switch to a new
representation of the system, where the new vacuum is the Slater determinant associated
to the reduced density wy. The new creation operators, given by (3.5), create excitations
around the Slater determinant, which are either particles outside the determinant or holes
in it. The proof of the existence of the unitary operator R,,, with the properties listed
above can be found, for example, in [31].

More generally, forevery ¢ € IR, we can associate a Bogoliubov transformation Ry, ,
to the solution of the time-dependent Hartree equation (2.12). Then R, €2 is the Slater
determinant with reduced one-particle density matrix wy ; and

RZ)N.ta(g)RwN,t = Cl(I/lN,tg) + a*(l_)N,tg)

with uy ;, vy, defined similarly as uy, vy after (3.4).

4. Proof of the Main Result

Here we shall prove our main result, Theorem 2.3. It will be a corollary of an estimate
for the growth of the number operator evolved with a suitable fluctuation dynamics,
Proposition 4.1, proven in the next section.
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4.1. Bound on the growth of fluctuations. Letwy ; be the solution of the time-dependent
Hartree equation. We introduce the fluctuation dynamics

Uy(t:s) = R}, e TINC=9ER, (4.1)

Given an N-particle state ¥, we define the corresponding fluctuation vector § = Ry .
Then, we rewrite the many-body evolution of ¢ as

Yy = e TN R, & = Ry Uy (t: 0)E.

To show our main theorem we need to prove that, for N-particle initial data ¥ close to
the Slater determinant with reduced one-particle density matrix wy, the evolution
remains close to the Slater determinant with reduced one-particle density matrix wy ;.
This will follow, if we can control the growth of the expectation of the number of particles

(Un (t; 006, NUy (15 0)8). 4.2)

To reach this goal, a key ingredient is the propagation of the semiclassical structure,
introduced in Assumption 2.1, along the flow of the Hartree equation. This is the content
of the next theorem.

Theorem 4.1 (Propagation of the local semiclassical structure). Under the same as-
sumptions of Theorem 2.3, the following is true. There exist C > 0 and T > 0 such that:

sup sup XA @)W oy, < Ce™?, (4.3)
1€[0.T] zeR3
and
sup  sup sup ﬁHWZ(") [, wn.] = Ce?, 4.4

t€[0,T] p:|p|<e~1 zeR3 1+1p|

Remark 4.2. The requirement that wy is a rank-N projection is not needed in this theo-
rem. It could be replaced by 0 < wy < 1,troy = N.

The proof of Theorem 4.1 is postponed to Sect. 5. From Theorem 4.1, we obtain the
following corollary, which will be used to control the growth of the expectation (4.2)
and thus to prove our main result, Theorem 2.3.

Corollary 4.3 (Bounds for commutators with regular functions). Under the same as-
sumptions of Theorem 4.1, the following is true. Let:

F(x) = / dp e'P*F(p), /dp (1+1pD|SF(p)| = C forall k <8n. (4.5)
R3
Let F,(x) = F(x — ). Then, the following bound holds true:

sup sup X (2) H [N, F-(3)] H <Ce2 (4.6)
1€[0.7] zeR3 tr
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Proof. Let x (p) be a smooth, non-increasing, compactly supported function, equal to 1
for |p| < el —1land equal to O for |p| > e~ We write:

F(x) = FO )+ F&(x),

FOx) = /R dp Py (p)F(p),

F& ) = /R v P (1 — x(p)F(p), 4.7
so that
Jlonse 01, = Jlonse E2 @], ffow £, i
Let us define, for § =<, >:
FO@) = A+ " FP %), ¢P@) = 0+x[*)?FPx), (4.9)

together with fzﬁ(x) = f%(x—z)and gg(x) := g"(x—z). Notice that both f=) and §(=)
are supported on {p € R? | |p| < e~!}. By the assumptions (4.5) and the smoothness of
X?

Ia+1-Df @ <c, 1§90 <. (4.10)

Consider the first term on the r.h.s. of (4.8). We have:
fower 9], = [fons w0 2901,

< o w5

plovs 2@ @

Consider the second term on the r.h.s. of (4.11). We estimate it as:

W ove 1261, = [ a1 7O fons e @)
Therefore, using (4.4), the contribution of this term to the final bound (4.6) is:
sup sup Xa(z) HW§">[wN,z, A (f)]”
1€[0,T] zeR3 tr
< A(Z) in-x
< swpsup [ dpl PPN+ o €]
1€[0,T] zeR3 V| pl<e~! r
X .
<C sup sup sup X2@ H WP wn i, 7]
1€[0,T1 zeR3 p:|p|<le|~! L +|p] tr
< Ce72, (4.13)

where we used (4.10) and the fact that f(f) is supported on {p € R3||p| < 7'}
Consider now the first term on the r.h.s. of (4.11). We estimate it as:

9

tr

H [CUN,;, Wz(n)] b4

O L I R

where we used that g(ﬁ) is bounded, which follows from (4.10). We then have:

[lon W]

< [ dp WO [fonso e P

tr
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=N Tl e e
Ipl<e~!

tr

, (4.14)

tr

R Al e e
Ipl>&~!

where we denoted the Fourier transform of (1 + | - [**)~! by WW®_ The contribution of
the first term to the final bound (4.6) is estimated exactly as before. We get:

sup sup X4 (z) dp W@ (p)] ” [wn.i. P IWI
1€[0,T] zeR3 |pl=e!

<Cs2 4.15)
tr

Consider now the second term in (4.14). We estimate it as:

[ a0 lave e w0 <2 ap O pifayn
|pl>e~1 tr |pl>e! tr
(4.16)

Using that
/ dp WO (p)] < sfdp PV ()] < Ce,
|pl>e~!

and using (4.3) to estimate the last trace norm in (4.16), we get:
sup sup X (2) dp WD (p)] |[on, €7 F P
1€[0,T] zeR3 |p|>e~!
Putting together (4.13), (4.15), (4.17), we find:
sup sup X ()| [on. W] £ (@)
1€[0,T] zeR3
Together with (4.11), the bounds (4.13), (4.18) imply:

<Ce72. 417
tr

<Ce2. (4.18)
tr

< Ce 2. (4.19)

tr

sup sup X4 (2)| [, FL ()]
1€[0,T] zeR3
This proves the desired estimate for the first term on the r.h.s. of (4.8). Consider now
the second term on the r.h.s. of (4.8). By opening the commutator and by using the
invariance of the norm under hermitian conjugation, we get:

H v FO®]| = 2HwN,tF;>>(;e) = 2HwN,tW§"> | @20
By (4.10), together with the fact that f(>)(p) =0for|p| <e ' —1:
17 @ len = [ dp1 7)1 = Ce [ ap| 79 1pl = Co
using (4.3), we easily get:
sup sup X (z) H")N»th(n)fz(>)(£) . < Ce2 4.21)

1€[0,T] zeR3
Plugging this estimate in (4.20), we get:
sup sup XA (z) H [a)N,,, FZ(>)()?)] ” <Ce 2.
1€[0,T] zeR3 r

Combined with (4.19) and with (4.8), this concludes the proof of Corollary 4.3. O
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The next result is the key to control the distance between the many-body and the
effective dynamics. It relies on the propagation of the local semiclassical structure,
Theorem 4.1, and on its Corollary 4.3.

Proposition 4.4 (Bound on the growth of fluctuations). Under the same assumptions of
Theorem 2.3, the following is true. Let Y be the Fock space vector associated with Yy,
and let ¢ = R*yr. Then, there exists C > 0 such that:

S['(J)PT](E,UN(I; 0)*NUy(t; 0)§) < C(Ne + (£, N§)). (4.22)
tel0,

The proof of Theorem 2.3 is a corollary of Proposition 4.4, and will be given in
Sect.4.2. Let us now prove Proposition 4.4

Proof of Proposition 4.4. The proof'is based on a Gronwall-type argument, asin [11,12].
For convenience, we shall use the following notations

U () = un e (5X) Ve () = 0N (i x), Vix () i= v (45 X).

The starting point is the following identity, for any & € F:
ied,(&. Un (13 0" N (1 0)8 )
= —4ig3m /dxdy Vix—y) <g, Uy (t: 0)*(a(ﬁ,;x)a(ﬁ,;y)a(u,;y)a(ut;x)
+ 0" (0 () )alty) + 0 W)a" (010" (@0 (@) ) Un 5 0F )

raiedm [ dadyV (=) [y (5 0) (om0 000" 1 )a @) o 05 0
=I1+1I+10+1V, (4.23)

with a natural identification of each term. The proof of this identity follows [11, Proof
of Proposition 3.3], and it is insensitive to the form of the dispersion relation. Thus, it
applies unchanged to the pseudo-relativistic case [12]. The difference with respect to
[11] is that now the fluctuation dynamics is defined starting from the Hartree equation
rather than the Hartree—Fock equation. This is the reason for the extra quadratic term in
the right-hand side of (4.23), which in [11] is cancelled by the presence of the exchange
term in the time-dependent Hartree—Fock equation. Let us briefly sketch the arguments
and refer to [11, Proof of Proposition 3.3] for further details. By using the definition of
the Bogoliubov transformation, one can see that

ied,Uy (11 0)* NUy (t: 0)
= —2Uy(1; 0)°R, (dr(iga,wN,,) — [Hy. dF(wN,,)]>RwN,, Uy (:0).  (4.24)

Plugging the Hartree equation, and using that
dr([—e*A, wy 1) = [dT (=€ A), dT (@),

we easily get:
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ied: Uy (t; 0)*NUn (t; 0)

= —2Uy (1 "R, (dT(LV 5 pass or]) = [V, dT@y.01) Ro, Uy (15 0),

where V is the second quantization of the many-body interaction. After conjugation with
the Bogoliubov transformation, see (3.4), and normal ordering, we get:

R:;N.tdr([v * P ON))Roy, = &’ / dxdy V(x — y)on (x, x)a*(u,y)a* W;,y) — hec.,
and
R:;N,, WV, dTl'(on,)]Rwy, = 83/dx dyV(x—y) (a(Et;x)a(ﬁt;y)a(ut;y)a(u,;x)
+a" (upx)a(ry)ausy)a(uy)
+ @ (Upy)a (T )a* Tr)a @)
+e / dxdyV(x —y) (wN,t(x; x)a* (ug,y)a* (U, y)
— N (y; x)a*(u,,y)a*(i[,x)) —he.

which gives the claim.
Let us now bound the terms appearing on the r.h.s. of (4.23). For brevity, we set

& =UN(1; 0)8.
Bound for the term I. We rewrite the interaction potential as:

Vix—y) =/ dzV D (x —2)VP (i —y), (4.25)
R3
where:
eip-x . -
v () :=/ dp ——, V) :=/ dp e (L+[p|9V(p).  (4.26)
gy 1+[pl° R?

The function V® is bounded, and its regularity can be inferred from the assumption
(2.10) on the potential. Accordingly, the term I is re-written as

= /( o 45V = ) 61 0@y )aty a0

=&’ / dz < / dx VD (x) a* (upx)a* 00 . / dy V;2>(y)a(vt;y)a(ut;y>st> :
R3 R3 R3
where we used the notation f;(x) = f(x — z). Next, we notice that
/ dx VIV (x) a* (Wp)a* (ur.x)
R3

=/ drds (/ dx uN,t(s;x)Vz(l)(x)U]\/.,(r;x))afa;k
(RS)Z R3

= / drds (MN,,VZ(I)()?)UN,[)(r; s)aray 4.27)
(RS)Z

and that
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A‘{ Ay V() aUry)alury)
=/ drds (/ dyun (1 )V )ow(r; y))aras
(]RB)Z R3
= / drds (vN,[VZ(z) ()?)uN,,)(r; s)aras. (4.28)
(R3)?

By the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality and by Lemma 3.1 we can bound the term I as:

N 172
= ( [ ac] [ axviw e matua])
R3 R3
N 172
( / dz / dx V2 (x) a(@p0a(u0é )
R3 R3
o\ 172 o\ 172
83</ dzHuN,tVz(l)(f)ﬁN,r ) (/ dz HUNJVZ(Z)()E)“NJH>
R3 tr R3 tr

o\ 12 o\ 172
(el ) (el )
R3 tr R3 tr
< 83</R3 dz XA(Z)2> 1_[ sup XA(Z)H (o1 Vz(j)()?)]‘

j=1,2 2€R?

IA

IA

9
tr

where in the third step we used that uy ; = 1 — wy; together with the orthogonality
condition uy ;U = vy un,; = 0, and that ||Uy [lop = 1. The trace norm of the
commutator can be estimated using Corollary 4.3. In fact, the function V! satisfies the
assumptions of Corollary 4.3, and the same is true for the function V| thanks to the
assumptions on the potential V, Eq. (2.10). Therefore, we get:

< Ce™4.
tr

sup [T sup Xa0)|[on., v @]
tE[OwT]szz zeR3

Using that [p3 dz X (z)~2 < C|A|, we find:
I < ClAle™! < C&e2N. (4.29)

Bound for the term I1. We write:
=’ /R dx{atu 08 /R Ay Vi0a@isyaln:y) a8 )
=g / dx <a(uz;x)§z, (/ drds (UN,th (i)uzv,z)(r, S)aras)a(uz;x)§z>,
R3 (R3)2
recall (4.28). By the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality and by Lemma 3.1 we
) < &3 fR dx Gt | o Ve Gun ], Jatusog |

<& sup [[V-(®), wn.fl, /R} dx ||a(us, )& “2‘ (4.30)

zeR3
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The trace norm of the commutator can be estimated using Corollary 4.3. The last term
is estimated in terms of the number operator:

/R dx fa@ig | = &L dT vn) < G NE),

where we used that “?v,z = up,. Thus, we get, forr € [0, T']:
| < Ce(&, N&). (4.31)
Bound for the term I1I. We write
= [ ax(o@os. ([ drds (un,Ve@in,)0:s)araatous)
R3 (RS)Z

Proceeding as we did for the term II, we find, for 7 € [0; T],

1| < & sup |[[Vo(®), w1, /R Jdx aiE | < Ceter, N&), (432

z€R3

where we used that vy vy, < 1.
Bound for the term IV . Finally, we consider the term IV, containing the quadratic con-
tributions. We rewrite the potential as in (4.25). We then get:

V= [ dfe [ dray VO VS Glan(0at w)a’ 6.08)
R3 (R3)2 ’ ’ '
:83/ dz<é§,,/ drds (uN,,VZ(Z)a)N,,VZ(l)ﬁNJ)(r;s)a;ka:.‘é,>
R3 (]RS)Z

where we used that vy ; (s, x) = vy ;(x, 5). By the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality and by
Lemma 3.1 we obtain

| <&’ /3 dz H / . drds (uN,tVZ(Z)a)N,tVZ(I)ENJ>(r, s)aray & H
R (R%)

<& [ defun v Gron VIO v
R\

< 83(/ dZXA(Z)_1> sup X4 (z)
]R3

zeR3

tr

VA @y, VIV @) (4.33)

tr

where we used that [luy ;[lop = [V ¢llop = 1. Next, we estimate:

V@@, v

< CHwN,,VZ“)
tr

< C HCL)N,[WZ(n)
tr

tr

where we used that ||VZ(2) loo < C and that ||(V\/Z(.”))_1VZ(])I|oo < C. Hence, using the
bound (2.8), we get:

IIV| < C|A| < C&N. (4.34)
Notice that, by using the orthogonality between ux ; and wy ;, we could have written
the bound in (4.33) with H V@), oy AV @)
the estimate (4.34) by «¢.

instead and eventually improved
tr
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Conclusion. Putting together (4.23), (4.29), (4.31), (4.32), (4.34), we have:
0 (&, N&) < CNe+ C(&,N&).
By the Gronwall lemma, for all ¢ € [0, 7], for a constant K depending on 7'
(6. N&) < K(Ne + (£, N§))

which concludes the proof. O

4.2. Proof of Theorem 2.3.

Proof of Theorem 2.3. We now prove our main result. It turns out that the distance
between the many-body evolution and the Hartree equation can be quantified by the
average number of particles in the fluctuation vector & = Uy (t; 0)§ = R(’;N ,WN,Z’

associated with the solution ¥y, = e~ FN!/¢yy of the Schrodinger equation (1.8),
with initial data Yy = R,,,&. In fact

(st» Nél) = (I//N,Tv Ra)NYtNR:)NJ‘Q//N,ﬂ
= (YN, (N =2dT(wn 1) + N Y 1)
=2ty ) (1 — o), (4.35)

where we used that tr V]ifl,)z = N. Thus, we find

1) 2 1 2
||VN‘, —ontllgs =tr |VN‘, — op 1]

1)2 1
= tr(yy) + @} = 2¥p 1 @N.0)
<2ty (1 — o) = (& NE). (4.36)

In the second step we used the cyclicity of the trace, while in the last step we used that
yli,l)t < 1, wy,; < 1 and that tr ylf,l)t = trwy,; = N. On the other hand, the quantity

(€, N'€) is controlled by the distance between y,i,l) and wy, in the trace-norm topology.

In fact: X . X
wy (1 —oy) =t @) —on)d —oy) < llyy —oxl. (4.37)

Thus, (4.35) at r = 0, (4.37) and the assumption (2.11) imply that
(&, N&) < Ce°N. (4.38)
Hence, thanks to Proposition 4.4, we have:
(&, N&) < Cmax{e’, ¢} N;

plugging this bound in (4.36), the final claim (2.13) follows. The bound in the trace-norm
topology follows by using the inequality

i) = onlle < C((Er N+ D)&) + [on.s s (€ N+ 1)&) ),

which is proven by duality in [11, Proof of Theorem 2.1], and by recalling that [ vy ||, =
N'/2_This concludes the proof of Theorem 2.3. O
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5. Propagation of the Semiclassical Structure: Nonrelativistic Case

Here we shall prove Theorem 4.1, which is the key technical ingredient to control the
growth of the number of fluctuations around the Hartree dynamics, Proposition 4.4. In
what follows, we will denote multi-indices in N° by Greek letters, and we shall denote
the length of a multi-index by || := ) j @j- Moreover, unless otherwise specified, we
will denote generic constants, possibly depending on n and T, by C and K, with the
understanding that these constants can be different on different lines.

Throughout the section, we will make use of the following elementary lemma.

Lemma 5.1 (Monotonicity properties of the trace norm). Let A, B, C be bounded op-
erators on L*(R3) such that |A|> < |B|*. Suppose that AC and BC are trace class.
Then:

IACle < [IBClle-

Proof. We write:

IAC |l = tr /(AC)*AC = tr/C*[APC < tr/C*[B2C = || BC s,

where the inequality follows from the operator monotonicity of the square root. This
concludes the proof of the lemma. O

5.1. Evolution of the Localization Operators. With respect to previous works, [5,11,

12,29], one important difference is the presence of the localization operators WZ(") in
the semiclassical structure defined in Assumption 2.1. To propagate these bounds, we
need to control the behavior of the localization operators under the Hartree dynamics
U (t; s), defined by

ied,U(t;5) = (—e?A+V x p)U(t;s), U(s;s) =1,

where p;(x) = 83a)N,,(x; X), wn; is the solution of the Hartree equation with initial

datum wy . To achieve this, a key role will be played by the following proposition.

Proposition 5.2 (No-concentration bound for short times). Under the assumption on the
potential V of Theorem 2.3, and under the assumption of Eq. (2.9) on the initial datum
wn, the following is true. There exists T, > 0 independent of ¢ such that:

sup sup tr Wz(l)a)N,, <e73C. (5.1)
1€[0,T3] zeR3 '

We will postpone the proof of Proposition 5.2 after the proof of the next proposition,
where we control the propagation of the localization operators.

Proposition 5.3 (Bounds on the evolution of the localization operator). Under the same
assumptions of Theorem 2.3, consider the modified Hartree generator U, (t; s), defined
by

iedUp(t; s) = (—*A+V sk p+ie”p - VIU,(t;5), Upy(s;s) = L.

Then, forallz € R3, 19 € R, forany 0 < s,t < T and any 1 < k < 2n the following is
true:

Up(t: )W (1)U, (15 5) < W)

z+ep(t—s)

(to+1 —5). (5.2)



Effective Dynamics of Extended Fermi Gases in the High-Density Regime

Remark 5.4. Using the inequalities:

k/2)2 k/2)2
WED2 (1) < WP (19) < W2 1) (5.3)
Equation (5.2) also implies:

Up(t: sy WP @0)Up (1:5) < CWEL2 (g +1 — 5).

z+ep(t—s

These inequalities are of the form |A|> < |B|?, and will be extensively used in combi-
nation with Lemma 5.1.

The proof of Proposition 5.3 relies on the following technical lemma.

Lemma 5.5. Ler k € N and let F : R? — C be such that:

ID! Fllo := mallx.||8°‘F||oo<oo forall j <2k

ala|=j

Then, the following is true:

FE A+ — F®)

< Ce( max 1107 Fll )Irle(l +1%e%),
0<j<2k

(5.4)

1
” 1+ %)% op

for some constants Ck.

Proof of Lemma 5.5. We have:

FEA+E@0)*) - F@) = [F&), 120*]. 5.9

1+ %) T+]5(n)%*
Next, we write:

[F@. 1£OP] = ROP[FE. ROP D]+ [FE. EOP)IEOPC. (5.6)
Consider the last commutator. We have:

3
[F@®). 150 = Y (5 O[FG). 5] +[F@). 2 0]a0)

i=1

(98]

=Y (2HO[FE. HO]+[FG. & 0] H0]).
i=1

Recalling that X; (t) = x; — i2t&9;, we get:
[F(R), 2:(0] = i2ted; F (), [[F&). % 0], % ()] = —412e20} F (%).
Similarly, we can rewrite [F x), |x@) |2”] as a sum of terms, involving 0 < j <2k — 1

operators £; () on the left times a partial derivative of F(X) of order 2k — j, multiplied
by a factor (21)%k=J g2k=J Tt is not difficult to see that:
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HW[”’”’ o)

2k—1

< Z Cj|t|2k_j82k_j sup

| ROV F@)
wrlal=2k—j I T+ 1% (@)%

j=0 *
< ck( max ||DjF||oo)|t|£(1 1 12k g2k, (5.7)
0=) <2k
This concludes the proof of (5.4). |

Remark 5.6. As aconsequence of the assumption in Eq. (2.9), the function V x p; satisfies
the hypotheses of Lemma 5.5 for 0 < ¢t < T, 1 < k < max(2n, 3). In fact, for
j < max(4n,7) we have:

IDIV % prlloo < 1DV A+ Do WD % prlloo

< CiIWW x oyl o, (5.8)

where we used the non-negativity of the density p; and the assumption (2.10) on the
potential V. Next, by Eq. (5.1):

1
WD 5 orlloc = sup 83/dy Tajz =y N -y

zeR3

sup &tr Wz(l)wN,t
zeR3

<Cr, (5.9
which proves the boundedness of | D/ V * p; |« for any j < max(4n, 7).

We are now ready to prove Proposition 5.3.

Proof of Proposition 5.3. Let U)(t; s) = ¢l A=ie? pV)I=9)/¢ be the modified free dy-
namics and notice that

UD(t: ) RUD(t:8) = £(t — 5) + ep(t — 5).
We introduce the Hartree dynamics in the interaction picture as:
Ub(t:8) 1= Up(t: 0)* Uy (t: 5)Up (53 0), (5.10)
satisfying the following evolution equation:
ied,U)(t:5) = Up(t: 0)*(V % p)Up(t: U, (t:5),  Up(sis) = 1. (5.11)
Let us start by proving the bound (5.2). Recalling (5.3), we write:
Up(t: )W (1)U (15 5)
= Up(t: )" U 0U e 00 W (10)2 U1 ) U (1: 0)* U, (11 9)
= U(s: UL (13 ) W) (10 + D2 UL (13 5)U (s ). (5.12)
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By the arbitrariness of z and #y, we will focus on the following operator:
Uyt )W (1) UL (15 5).
Let ¢ € L2(R?). We write:
(¢, UL sy W2 (102 UL (15 5)9) = (0. WP (10)°9)

; t
- / dvied: (@, Up(v: )W (1)U (3 )). (5.13)
N
To compute the derivative, recall (5.11). We get:

ied: (¢, Ub(r: ) W (10)2U N (12 )9)
= (ULt )6, WP (10)2, UY(x: 00" (V % p)US(z: 0)IUL (73 5)¢)
= (U OULT: )9, VD (10 — )2V  p WU (T U (T3 5)¢). (5.14)

z—&pT

Let us now focus on the commutator appearing in the scalar product. We introduce the
short-hand notations:

Xi=i0—1) —z+epr, WHD = W2 (15— ). (5.15)
We write:
2
(WD), Vs pe] = WEDIWED W s p ]+ VER Vs p W2 (5.16)

Consider the first term. We rewrite:

(6. WERDVER v s plg)| < [WED [ [IVE Vs prlg |
= [WED | [ (WED (W 5 o) WED) L — v s p )W ED g |

< OV VD=V )| W

The function V * p; satisfies the assumptions of Lemma 5.5, recall Remark 5.6. Hence,
recalling also (5.3):

(o WEPIWED v 5 p1g)| < Cel WD % prlloclto — Tl(d. W)
< Keltg — t[(¢. WP ¢). (5.17)

The same bound holds for the second term in (5.16). Therefore:

(6. [OVE2)2, v 5 pi]g)| = Celto — Tl WD), (5.18)
Let us now come back to (5.13). The identity (5.14) implies:
(. UL sy W2 (102 UL (15 5)9) < (0. WP (00)% )

C t
+ ;/ dr [(UD(; OUb (e )6, WD (10 — 02,V 5 p JUS (T U (x: 909,
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which we estimate as, using the bound (5.18) with ¢ replaced by Ug(r; O)UII)(‘L'; s)op:

(¢, ULt YW (102U (13 9)9) < (0. WP (10)°9)

t
+c/ dr |to — T|(US(z: O)UL (x5 ), WY
N

z—ep

(to = DUN(T; U (T3 5)).
Using that

WSz ULz )0 WP, (10 — DUS (2 0)UL (23 5)0)
= (U (z; )9, W (1)U (75 $)9),
and recalling (5.3), we get, forall 0 < s, < T, by the Gronwall lemma:

(@, Up(t; 9 WR () U (15 )) < Clop, W (10)9), (5.19)
where the constant C depends on fy, T and n. Going back to (5.12), we have, for all
¢ € L2 (R3):

(@, Up(t; WP ) U, (15 5)9)
= (¢, Ud(s: UL (5 5) WL, (t0 + UL (11 5)U (53 0)*9)
< C{p. US(s: OWEL,, (t0 + 1)U (s: 0)* )
Clo, WLy (t0+1 = 9)9),

where the inequality follows from (5.19) with z replaced by z + ept and #( replaced by
to + t. This proves the bound in (5.2). O

To conclude this section, we prove Proposition 5.2. The proof is a simple adaptation
of the one of Proposition 5.3.

Proof of Proposition 5.2. Let oy ; = Zj»v:l |¢je){Pj:], and take 0 < t < T, with
T, < T to be suitably chosen. We start by writing:

Mz

trWél)wN,t (‘pjt,W ¢jt>
j=1
N
= Z(@,U(r 0yWU (1; 0)9), (5.20)
j=1

where U (t; 0) = U,—o(t; 0) is the Hartree dynamics, see (5.1). Letfp € [0, T%]. Consider
the following quantity:

(@, U (t: )W (0) U (1: 0) ).
Recall that, by definition of the evolution in the interaction picture, Eq. (5.10),

(b, U't; WD (U (1 008;) = (¢, U(t; 0" WU (15 0)9;). (5.21)
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Next, by the proof of Proposition 5.3, it is not difficult to see that, for a suitable constant
K > 0:

(@, Ut; 0 WD (1)U (1; 0)p;) < (97, WD (10)9))

t
+/ drKT*83(sup trWZ(Ua)N’f)Wj,UI(I;O)*WZ(I)(IO)UI(t;0)¢>j). (5.22)
0

zeR3

Defining

N
at; 1) i= & sup > (s U 0 WD (1)U (11 0)¢).
zeR j=I1

Equation (5.22) implies that:

t
a(t; o) < a(0; 1) + KT*/ dt (83 sup tr Wél)wN,T)a(r; to)
0

z€R3
t
= w(0; 1) + KT*/ dt a(t; t)a(t; 1g). (5.23)
0
Let:
f(@) = sup «alt;1).
to€[0, Ty ]
Notice that
e WDPoy, < f(), (5.24)

see Eqs. (5.20) and (5.21), hence our goal will be to derive an estimate for f(¢). Equa-
tion (5.23) implies:

t
f() < fO)+KT, f dt f(1)%. (5.25)
0
The quantity f(0) is bounded as follows:

fO) =& sup suptr Wél)(to)a)N <C,
toel0,T] zeR3

where the last bound follows from the assumption (2.9) on the initial datum, since
T, < Ti.Next, let us denote by g(¢) the r.h.s. of (5.25), so that (5.25) reads f(¢) < g(¢).
Also,

g0 =KT.f(1)* < KT.g(1)*.

Equivalently,

%(—5—[(&0 <o0.

Since g(0) = f(0), we have:

O fO
FOKT,t — 1— f(O)KT?

8(t) = 7

for 0 <t < T, choosing T so that the denominator is positive. This bound, together
with (5.24), proves the final claim with, e.g., T, = min{%(f(O)K)_l/Z, T} |
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5.2. Proof of Theorem 4.1. 1In this section we shall consider initial data satisfying As-
sumptions 2.1, and we shall prove the stability of the local bounds in the assumptions
(2.6) and (2.8) under the Hartree flow. The proof of (4.3) follows straightforwardly by
application of Proposition 5.3 and of Lemma 5.1, in fact for0 <z < T

W onall = WU E 0 on],
< W ® ey, < Ce™, (5.26)
where we used the invariance of the trace norm under unitary conjugation and (2.8).
Our strategy for proving (4.4) also relies on controlling the regularized Hartree evo-

lution of the localization operators by their free evolution. The proof will be divided in
a few steps.

Part 1: Setting up the Gronwall estimate. Our goal is to control the following quantity

sup  sup sup —— A(Z) HW(”)( )[eiq"e, wN,,] . (5.27)

s€lt,T]q:|q|<e~! zeR3 1+

using a Gronwall-type strategy. The claim in the theorem corresponds to the special case
s = t. Let us introduce the modified Hartree dynamics U, (¢; s) as in Proposition 5.3:

iedUy(t;8) = (=2 A+ V x pp +ig2q - V)Uy(t;5), Uy(s;s) = 1.
Following [11, Section 5], we have:

10Uy (1;5)*[17%, oy JU_q (1;5) = iU, (15 ) [€'7F, qleV, oy 1} U_q (13 ).
(5.28)
Therefore, taking s = 0, we get:

Uy (1; 00*[7F, oy JU_4 (1: 0) = [9F, wp o]
- é/otdri£8r<Uq(r; 0 [, oy, JU— (3 0)),
which gives, using (5.28):
[9%, wn ] = Uy (2; 0) [, won |U_y (£ 0)F
+ é fot dv Ug(t; {18, eq [eV, oy N U_g(z;1).  (5.29)

We shall now plug this identity into (5.27), and estimate the various terms. Consider
the one due to the first term on the r.h.s. of (5.29). Using Proposition 5.3, Eq. (5.2),
Lemma 5.1 and the invariance of the trace under unitary conjugation, we have:

HWZF”)(s — DU, (t; 0)[9F, wy U

], =Dttt o] 530
We notice that forallt < T

Xa(z) < C(1+e*g1M Xz +eqt).

Accordingly, we get:
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sup Xa(z) ” WZ(Ze)eqt (s) [eiqhi’ wn] H tr

zeR3

= C(1+*lgl") sup Xa@ WP @)%, oy ]

z€R3

< C(1+e*gM (1 +1ghe 2, (5.31)

tr

where the last step follows from assumption (2.6), since t+ < s < T. This bound,
combined with (5.30), shows that:

sup X ()| W (s = U, 15 04, wy]

z€R3

<C+|gDhe>. (5.32)

Next, let us consider the contribution due to the second term in (5.29), namely:

[ Wi =y o g 160 on oy @)
By Proposition 5.3 and Lemma 5.1, we have:
HW(n)(S — U, ()95 g - [V, wy 1)Uy (; ”H[r
< c” ) (s — D] g [ev,wN,r]}”tr (5.33)

The two contributions to the anticommutator are estimated in the same way. For instance,
consider:

iqg-xX

H +£q(t r)(S —1)e'q - [eV, 0N 1] .

(n)
W+sq(r 7)—2ge(s— r)(s 7)q - [eV, 0N ]

’

where in the localization operator we used that e 4% %(s — 7)e/4% = R(s — 1)
+2eq(s —1).Sincefor0 <t <t <s <T

Xax) < CA+e*gHXa(z+eq(t — 1) — 2ge(s — 1)), (5.34)

we have:

sup X (2) H z+eq(t o =D [V, wp ]
zeR3 tr

= C+elgl) sup Xa ()| W (s = 1)g - 6V ol

z€R3

(5.35)

A similar bound holds for the second contribution to the anticommutator in (5.33).
Hence, combining (5.29), (5.32), (5.35), we obtain:

sup Xa (@[ WG = 1) [, o] |
zeR3

t
sc<1+|q|>s—2+c<1+e4|q|4)|q|f dr sup Xa@) [WI s~ DIV, o o1
0 zeR3 f

(5.36)
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Part 2: Control of the convolution. Our last task is to estimate the argument of the integral
in Eq. (5.36). As in [11], we start by writing:

ied U(t:8) [V, 0N JU(t:s) = U(t: 8) [0n.c. [V * pr. eVI|U (25 5),
which gives the identity:
[eV,on 1= U(r; 0)[eV, wn]U(7; 0)*
- é/()tdn U ©)* [y [V * py, eVI]U (5 7). (5.37)
We plug this identity in the integrand in (5.36). We get:

ngm(s —D)leV, oy 1]

tr

= W6 - U 0V, onlU @ 07|
1 T
+ Efo dn ng")(s — DU 1) [wn . [V * pyr eV U T)Htr' (5.38)

Consider the first term on the r.h.s. of (5.38). We have, by Proposition 5.3, Lemma 5.1
and the invariance of the trace under unitary conjugation:

HWZ(,H)(S — 1)U (7;0)[eV, wn]U(z; 0)*

= WOV, x| -
tr ' tr

Hence, the contribution to the integrand in (5.36) due to the first term on the r.h.s. of
(5.38) is bounded by, fort <s < T:

sup X4 (2) HWZ(”)(S —)U(1;0)[eV, wn]U(z; 0)*

z€R3

< C sup X (2) HWZ(n)(S)[SV’ wN]Htr

zeR3

<Ke?,

tr

where in the last step we used the assumption (2.7). Let us consider now the second term
in (5.38). Again using Proposition 5.3 and Lemma 5.1:

WP (s = DU Gz ) s IV 5 py, eVIU (i 0|
= €W s = mlon, 1V oy V1T

- CS”WZ(")(S — DNy, YV * py]

b
tr

Therefore, the integrand in (5.36) is bounded as:

sup X(2) [W (s = 1)[eV, oy o]
zeR3

tr

T
<Ke 2+ c/o dn sup X (2) ngm(s — Doy VV * pn]HH. (5.39)

zeR3
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To estimate the latter integrand, we write:

W s = mlen,, IV py)

tr

= H /dypn(y)Wz(”)(s = mloyy, VVE -~ y)]Hu
< H /dypn(y)Wz(")(s = WP lwy . Fy()e)]Hn

] [ avon s = mion., WA G

(5.40)

)
tr

where we let Fy (%) 1= (Wﬁl))_l VV (x —y). We estimate the first term on the right-hand
side as:

| [ dvon s = mpwiPlaw.p. Fy

tr

< [ aplF ] [ apa e PG~ Wl e )

tr

= [ aplE @)W = OV 5 pp)lon )

tr

< /dp|ﬁ(p)| sz(n)(s - U)(W(l) * pp,n)[wz(n)(s - n)]il Hop
Si——

< ( sup )
peR3 op

x [[apl )| WG = mton.y. €7 (5:41)

WO (s = (WD 5 pp ) WP (s — ]!

where we set pp, ;(y) 1= py (y)e™P*¥ . To control the operator norm, we write

W s =D s, ) VD s = ]

op
= HW(I) * ,Op,r;”()p + HWZ(H)(S _ n)[(w(l) * /’p,n)v |)2Z(s _ n)|4n]

LP (5.42)

where we set X, (s —n) := X(s —n) — z. We write the commutator by moving the powers
of X, (s — n) to the left:
‘op

’Wz(,n) (s =& (s —m)*™* adg:(i_n)(W(l) * p‘,,’,’)

Hwén)(s - n)[(wm % ppon)s [F(s — n)|4n:|

=z, 2z )

a:la|=4n o':|a'|>1, op
o' <a
« (o) )
= > 2 <a> ‘ad)ez@fm(W * Pp.n) o (5.43)

a:la|=4n ;| |>1,
o <«
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where ad(‘x(Y n)(O) denotes the a-folded commutator of O with x,(s — n), that is, «;

commutators of O with the i-th component (s — ), fori = 1, 2, 3. We then estimate
the latter operator norm as follows, for 0 < |&'| < 4n:

Jado L,y VO % 00| = @ls =" sup / dy 3¢ WD (2 = y) py(n)e ™7
ze
< CIA+ - HWD oo IWD 5 oy 106
<C, (5.44)

where we used Proposition 5.2 and that W) and pn are positive. All in all, putting
together the bounds (5.41), (5.42), (5.43) and (5.44), we have:

sup Xa(2)| [ dyon )W s — WPl F 1]

z€R3

= [ apl P sup Xa @ W05 =~ .. )
zeR3 tr

(5.45)

To control this integral, we split it into small and large momenta:
/dp|1:"(p)’ sup X (2) HWZ(”)(S — mlon, . e"""f‘]H[r
R3

= [ anlFw)] sup xa@ W06 = miow.y. 7]
Ipl<e™! zeR3

+/ dp|F(p)| sup XA(Z)(HW(")(S — Ny, n”
Ipl>e~1 zeR?

+ ngm(s — ey, Htr). (5.46)

The first term on the right-hand side is estimated as follows:

/ L PE@)] s Xa @)W = miowa. e
pl=e~ zeR3

A(Z) ” (n)(

<A +[-DFIy Moy, €] .

up
pilpl<e™! T+1pl

Xa(z ip-%
<C sup AHWZF”)(S—U)[wN,n7elp.X]‘tr

, 5.47)
pipl<e-t 11D

where we used the assumptions on the interaction potential (2.10). To estimate the second
term on the r.h.s. of (5.46), we follow the computations in (5.34) and (5.35), to write

sup XA () [ W (s =meSon,, | < C+elpl) sup Xa@ W (s —men,, | -
zeR3 tr ZeR3 tr

(5.48)
Then, by (5.26) and by the assumption on the potential (2.10), we obtain:

[ lF @l s xae (|90 o, | W06 —nerion | )
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< C/| dpelpl(+e*lpH)|F(p)] sup XA @)W (s — o,
pl>e-

zeR3 tr

= Cell(1+1- FI sup Xa @ WP (s = mon. |
zeR3

< Ce 2. (5.49)

tr

Therefore, putting together (5.41), (5.45), (5.46), (5.47), (5.49), we have:

tr

sup X (@) | [ o, IV — WPt Fy |
zeR

X -

<Ce2+C sup XA2@ )WZ(")(s —lwy ., €P7]

(5.50)
pipl<e-t L+ 1P

tr

To estimate the second term on the r.h.s. of (5.40), we proceed in a similar way:

| [ dyon s = mion. W1 @)

tr

tr

< [ WO [ ase, e P WO — i,y €71, )

tr

= [V W05 — .. 1 5 1)

< ( sup || F = p””’”"l’)/dp|W(l)(P)|HWz(")(s — Doy, oiP5 ]

9
peR3 tr

then estimate the operator norm as in (5.44) and the integral as in (5.46), using that YW
decays fast enough.

Part 3: Conclusion. The estimate (5.40) together with the bounds (5.41), (5.50) imply:

sup XA(Z)HWz@(S —Mlony, VV * ’O”]”tr

z€R3

X
< Ce?+C sup ﬂ

)WZ(”)(s — Doy, e"""?]H . 551
i T+ 1] .

Combining (5.39) with the estimate (5.51), we have:

sup Xp (@) [ W (s = 0)[eV, o]

z€R3

tr

T X .
<Ke?+ C/ dn sup sup ﬁHWZ(”)(s — Moy, e”"x]H .
0 pilpl<e—1 zer3 1+ 1P| ' tr

Plugging this estimate into (5.36) we find:

Xa(2)
sup  sup sup ——

HWZ(”)(S —1) [eiq'f, a)N,,]
se[t,T] g:|q|<e~! zeR3 1+|q] tr

W (s = ey, 7]

)
tr

t T X z
< C872+C/ dt / dn sup sup  sup ﬁ
0 0 seln Tl ppl<e—! zer3 1 +1PI
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where we used that 0 < n < t < ¢. Hence, by the Gronwall lemma we finally get, for
0<t<T:

Xa2)

sup  sup sup ——— ‘W(”)( D" ons]| = Ce™2.
selt.T] p:|p|<e~! zeR3 1+ |p| tr
This concludes the proof of Theorem 4.1. O

6. Propagation of the Semiclassical Structure: Pseudo-Relativistic Case

In this section, we show how to propagate the local semiclassical structure along the
flow of the pseudo-relativistic Hartree equation

l.Sat(l)N’t = [hrel(t)a wN,t]

with A (1) 1= V1 — e2A+V % p;, and p; (x) 1= 830)1\/‘,()6; x). With respect to the non-
relativistic case, here we will be able to propagate the local semiclassical structure for all
times. This allows us to prove the convergence of the many-body pseudo-relativistic dy-
namics to the pseudo-relativistic Hartree dynamics, Theorem 2.5, following the strategy
of the non-relativistic case. The following theorem is the analogue of Theorem 4.1.

Theorem 6.1 (Propagation of the local semiclassical structure). Under the same as-
sumptions of Theorem 2.5, we have for any t € R

sup Xa () [ W wn.¢], < Cexp(Clehe™
zeR3
sup sup —— Xa@ H (") PR a)N,[] t < Cexp(CexpC|t|)£72. (6.1)
T

g:lgl<e zer3 L +14]

The main improvement with respect to the non-relativistic case is that in the pseudo-
relativistic case we are able to rule out excessive concentration of the density globally
in time, thanks to the boundedness of the velocity of the particles. We start by adapting
the propagation estimate for the localization operators, Proposition 5.3.

Proposition 6.2 (Bounds for the evolution of the localization operator). Under the same
assumptions of Theorem 2.5, consider the pseudo-relativistic Hartree evolution gener-
ator Ure|(t; 5) defined by

180 Urel (t; §) = el (D) Urel (25 5), Urel(t; 1) = 1.
Then, for all k > 1, there exists a constant C such that for all 7 € R30 <s<t

Urel (5 ) WE (2) Urel (15 5) < e“T9IWE (3).

The reader should compare the result with Eq. (5.2). The reason why we are able
to control Uye1 (1)* W, (X) Uel (1) with W, (X), for all times, is the fact that the velocity

operator [£, +/1 — ¢2A] is bounded.
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Proof. We compute the derivative

iedUret (1; ) WE Urer (15 5) = Urer (13 $)* WP, et (1) | Uren (85 5)

= Ura(t; $)* WP, V1 — 2A]Ural (1 5),
so that, for any ¢ € L?(R3) we have

(@, Ural(t; S)*Wz(k)Urel(t; s)p) < (@, Wz(k)¢>

€ ove) e, VTR )

t
x / dT{($, Urel (T; ) WP Use (75 5) )

op

where we used that (Wz(k/ 2))2 <C Wz(k). To control the operator norm, we write

H (Wz(k/Z))—l [Wz(k)’ m] (ng/Z))—l H
op
< [WE2)TIWO R = 22, VT = 2A]WS (W)
< c[wEP e - 2Pt Vi =)
op
o X T [ o ()

a:la|=2k o':|a’|>1
o' <a

1
lop

op

Since ad)(?a/) (vl — 52A> < Cel”l for 1 < || < 2k, we obtain

t
(@, Urel (15 ) WP U (15 5)¢p) < (¢, WP )+C / dt(p, Urel(t; ) WH Urei (1; $)9)

N
which implies the claim by the Gronwall lemma. O

As a corollary, Proposition 6.2 immediately implies absence of excessive concentra-
tion for the density, for all times.

Corollary 6.3 (No-concentration bound). Under the same assumption of Theorem 2.5,
we have:

sup tr Wél)a)N,t < CeCe73.
zeR3

Proof. We have:
e Wy ;= tr Urea (15 0) WD Ure (1: 0o < e“'r WPy < Ce'e™,

where the first inequality follows from Proposition 6.2 and from the positivity of wy,
while the last inequality follows from the assumption of Eq. (2.9). O
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6.1. Proof of Theorem 6.1. The first bound is an immediate consequence of Proposi-
tion 6.2 and of the assumption (2.8) on the initial datum. Let us now prove the second
inequality. By using the Jacobi identity, we write:

ied; [, wn ] = [hra(0), [, o ]] + [0n 0, [re (1), €47]].

Consider the second term on the right-hand side. It can be rewritten as
[wN,tv [hrel(t)’ equA]] = [a)N,l‘a [V 1 - nga equ]]

= [owr @5 (1 + 2=V + )2 =1 = 624)]
= [U)N,;, ei‘f"e]eA(q) +elt¥ [a)N,,, 8A(q)]

where we have introduced the operator

1
Ag) = ds .
0 V1+82(=iV+sq)?

e(—iV+sq)-q

Let us introduce the modified dynamics
1801 Urel;q (15 5) = (hre1(t) + €A(g)) Urel;q (1; 5),  Urelig(s35) = 1.
This allows us to write
180, Urer(t5 $)*['7%, oy 1 |Urets (13 5) = Uret (15 )"/ [wn 1, £ A(@) | Uretiq (1 ).
Writing this equation in integral form we get:

[eiq'ﬁ, (UN,I] = Ural(1; 0)[eiq-fc’ wN]Urel?q(t; 0)*

t ~
i /0 dv Una (v 0° 60 [y o0 A@]Uretig(T: ). (62)

We shall now plug this identity into HWZ(") [e9%, wn ]|
terms. The first term gives the contribution,

o and estimate the various

s
tr

HWZ(H) Ura(2; 0) [eiqv?’ a)N]Urel;q([; 0)*

< Ct HWZ(H) [eiq.)?’ CUN]
tr :

where we used Proposition 6.2, Lemma 5.1 and the invariance of the trace under unitary
conjugation. We then bound the term due to the integrand in (6.2) as follows:

HWz(n) Urel(7; l‘)*é‘iq‘)2 [wN,Tv A(q)]Urel;q(T; n ”tr

WOlon, A@]|

1
= Ct—rf ds
0

1
= thr/(; ds HWz(n)[wN,r, e(—iV) ~q]

<Ci

e(—=iV+sq)-q

W(n) N7,
lon.s V1 +82(—iV +s5q)2

]

1
V1+e2(=iV +5q)?

tr

tr

6.3)

1
1
+ C,_,/ ds HWZM)S(—iV +sq) - q[a)N,f, ]
0 ' V1+e2(—=iV +5g)?

s
tr



Effective Dynamics of Extended Fermi Gases in the High-Density Regime
where C; = C exp(CT). Since ||(1 + £2(—iV + sq)z)_l/zllop < 1, the first term on the

last line of (6.3) is estimated by

< wplon. vl
(6.4)

1
1
ds [WP[wn ¢, e(—iV) -
/0 SH MG q]\/l+£2(—iV+sq)2

To bound the second term, we use the integral representation
1 1 [*dr 1

VB nmlo ViB+x

valid for any self-adjoint B > 0. Accordingly:
——]

tr

HWZ(")%?(—N +5q) ~q[wzv,f,
' V1+e2(—iV +5q)?
e(—iV+sq)-q

1/‘00 di )
<[
T Jo AT 1+&2(=iV4sg)r+ A
1
2 . 2
,€(—=iV+
X [owr, eIV +5q) ]1+e2(—iV+sq)2+A
(n)s(—iV+sq)-qs(—iV+sq)j

<Zl/°° d)LHW
- —~ 7 Jo WAL 1+&2(—iV+s5g)2+ A

tr

x

1
) V
S CRA ] Fowerar emm ey
L[ e
7 Jo Vi 1+&2(—=iV +59)%+ A
e(—=iV +sq);
,EV; . 6.5
x o j]1+£2(—iV+sq)2+A " 6.5)
Using the following bounds, for |«| < 4n:
Had(fx) 8(—Z.V +5q); <CU+i) l+2\a\ ’
N1 +82(—=iV+sg)2+A ) llop
Had(a) e(—iV +sq?js(—zV +59)k <ca +)»)_‘%|,
1 +82(—iV +5q)? + A op

we obtain

8(—iv+sq)j ( () —1
W)
op

W(n)
H L1 +&2(—iV+sg)?+ A
e(—=iV +sq);
1+82(—iV+sq)2+A ) llop

<1+ Y ZHW;")@—z)“—“’ad;“’)(
(6.6)

a:la|=4n o’ <a

<C(1+1)"12

<C (6.7)

op

and also
vyt

Z

HW(n) e(—=iV +5q)je(—iV +s5q)k
2 1+82(—=iV +sg)2 + A
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Putting together (6.5), (6.6) and (6.7) and using [[(I + &2(=iV + 5¢)> + A) " !|op
< (1 + )71, we obtain the estimate

tr

! 1
ds HW(")S(—iV+sq) ~q[a)N, , ]
/o : T+ e2(=iV +5q)°

< Clgl[ W [wn.q. £V]

)
tr

which, combined with (6.4) implies

HWZ(,”)Urel(T; I)*Eiq.)e [a)N,Tv A(q)]Urel;q(T; f Htr

< Ci—lq| HWZ(H) [CUN,T» 8V]

tr.
All in all, we have thus proven that

< Cte_2

sup X (z) HWZ(") [9F, wy 1] .

zeR3

t
+lq] f dt Cpor sup Xp (@) | W[y, V1|
0 zeR3 tr

(6.8)

Proceeding as in the proof of Theorem 4.1, we find

)

T

< toneo, [ v s, v <,
0

(6.9)

ng") [y .. eV]

where we used Proposition 6.2, Lemma 5.1 and the invariance of the trace under unitary
conjugation. With respect to the non-relativistic case, notice the simplification introduced
by the fact that the localization operator is not time-evolved. Letting F, (¥) be as below
(5.40), we have:

sz(n)[wN,n, VV % ,On]Htr < H /dypn(y)Wz(")W;I)[wN,,,, Fy()E)]Htr

] [ @ on WIE )

tr

< sup (”W(l) *Pn,p”()p*' ||F*'0'7s17”0p)
peR3

[ v (15w + VO] ) [0 ton . 7

)
tr

(6.10)

compare with (5.40) and (5.41). By Corollary 6.3 we have that |[W{1) 1077,17”0;,7

||F * Op.p ||Op < Cy uniformly in p, whereas the integral on the last line in (6.10) is

controlled by splitting in |p| < e Vand |p| > ¢! as was done in (5.46). Accordingly,

by using the assumptions on the potential we obtain
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sup X5 (2) [ WP ey, VV pn]Htr < Cpe?

zeR3
+Cy, sup Xa @ H (")[ N, sz]
pilpl<e™! T+1pl
(6.1 1)

Putting together the bounds (6.8), (6.9) and (6.11), we finally get:

X o

X4 HWZ(”)[wN,n, 4]

alg<e— 1 +14q1 tr
' T X -
<Cie 2+ / dt / dn sup ﬁ HWZ(”) [wn,y, €7 ™] ‘
0 pipl<et LHIPIT S r

The final claim, Eq. (6.1), follows by the application of the Gronwall lemma. O
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Appendix A: Check of Assumption 2.1

Here we shall discuss examples of fermionic states satisfying Assumptions 2.1. Specif-
ically, we shall consider the case of the free Fermi gas on R? at positive density, and of
coherent states. We expect these assumptions to hold true for a wide class of fermionic
equilibrium states.
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Appendix A.1: The free Fermi gas. Here we prove the assumptions for the free Fermi
on R3, at positive density. Instead of carrying out the computations in a large but finite
periodic box A C R3, we work directly in infinite volume, for the sake of simplicity.

Let  be the operator on L?(R?) with integral kernel:

dq .
. _ S(x—y)
w(x;y) = /1;3 th\grlew o,

This operator describes the homogeneous free Fermi gas in R> at density w(x; x) =

(1/67%)e73. Clearly, = w? = »*, and tr v = 0.

Check of (2.6). Being the state defined in A = R3, here we shall replace X 4 (z) with 1.

Simple computations show that the kernel of the operator [¢'” * w)is given by

[e ip-X L o](x,y) = elp = /3 (277)3 1|q—p/2\58—1 _ 1|q+p/2|56_1>eiq-(x—y)_

ip‘)E,wHZ _ |[eip')2’ w]| and

D 2 dq 0 (r—
|[e””,a)]| (x;y) = /R3 Gy lspe’q (x y)’

with S, the following set:

Furthermore,

Sp={aeR|lg—pl<e'}o(geR gl <e')
where © denotes the symmetric difference. Clearly,
1Syl < Clple™?
Let Fj,(g) be a C* smoothing of the characteristic function S, (g), such that:
xs,(q) < Fp(q), Fp(q) Is,=1, Fp(g) =0 if dist(g,S,) > 1.
One can check that the following holds:
IFpllt <ICA+1phe™2, [D*Fpllt < Ck(1+1phe™2, Vk > 0.

Let O, be the operator with integral kernel:
dq ;
0,(x:y) = F iq-(x=y)
p(x y) /R3 (27_[)3 p(Q)e
Then, ][eil’"e, o] ‘2 < 0,. In particular, by Lemma 5.1

WP 01 0], = WP Ol 0l*], < W00,

”tr'

(A1)

(A2)

(A3)

Since O, is invariant under free time evolution we then have, by the invariance under

conjugation with unitary transformations:

I Wz(n)(t) Op ||tr = Wz(n) Op ||tr'
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To bound the right-hand side, it is enough to consider » = 1. From the inequality
W < €+ 1% — z/*) 2, we have by Lemma 5.1

1

<CH—A 0

=Tl A R -2 P e
H 1 0 1
T+1x—z2 P14+ —z2 e

(Wi o,

1 1
e A

1412 —z2L1+ 2 — 22" Pllle
=T1+1L (A4)

Consider the first term. Let:
ei p-x

gz,p(x) = —(] P Z|2)2.

Clearly, g; p € L?(R3). Moreover, by the first bound in (A.2):

n<c / dq F@)|1g- ) gl < K+ phe2. (A5)

Consider now the term II. We have:
[0 = [ -2 0y ]
L] —z2 77 1+[% —z2 PIT+18 =22
. 1 . ) 1
z_gm[m — ) ,op]m.

‘We then have:

1 1
; ——3. 0]
H1+|x—z|2[1+|x—z|2 b

tr

3
1 ) 1
=< T . A~ 9\ Xi — Zi 70 :IA—H
‘ZH<1+|x—z|2)2[(x’ SUR el
<3 | Sl ol
- (1+|x—z|2)2 PIT+1% — 22l

1 . (Xi —zi)
+ T A 9 ',O ]A—
;H(l+|x—z|2)2[x' PIT+ 1% — 22 e

= H] + Hz.

Consider II;. We have:

3
1 1
;| < C HA—I:A',O]A—
i} = ; T+ k=2 Pl g — 2 e
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Using that:

. . dq X g ig-
(0] =1 [ s v Fo@le e,

and recalling the second bound in (A.2), we have:

| <C _ S}l[z)S/dq 104, Fp(q)| < K(1+ |p|)8_2. (A.6)
i=1,2,

Consider now the term II,. We have:

tr

3 A
ZH 1 [)2 0] (i — zi)
a1z -2 07 TP g - 2

tr

3 A
1 . 1 (X —zi)

=D Fer el LIRS e .
_i_1H1+|x—z|2[l PIT+ 12 —z2 142 — 22

8 1 1 (X — /)
* : < .| %, O ]];]H =1l + 1.
;Hl*‘|x—zl2[l+|x—z|2 [x, I+ % — 22 Ml 21+ 122
The first term is bounded as II;:

3
1 1
. <§H—[o]—H <C(+|phe2. A7
|2,1|_i_1 Tk 2P Xi, Op T+ — 2Pl = (I'+1{pD (A.T)

Finally, consider II,.,. Writing:
[z [ 0] = =i [ 00
—| T > | Xis = = 5| IX— y | Xis T A 9
T Al | BTl R gl | PRV
(X — zi) [A [A 1
= PR [ 5 [ 5 0 ]]A—
Zl+|x—z|2 S g I Py
1 . [a (X — zi)
+ PR [ 5 s O :I]A—a
Z1+|x—z|2[x’ [x’ PIT+ 1 =2
it is clear that II»;» can be estimated in terms of a sum of terms bounded by:

1 1
% [8 0y || s
H1+|x—z|2[x’ [xl PITH R =22 e

< c/dq 102 Fo(@)l < K(1+|phe?, (AS)

where the last inequality follows from (A.2). Hence, (A.6), (A.7), (A.8) imply:
I < C(1+1phe.
Combined with (A.5) and with (A.4), we have:

W o, < c+Iphe.
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Recalling (A.3), this concludes the check of the assumption (2.6) for the free Fermi gas.
Check of (2.7). This assumption is trivially true for the free Fermi gas, since [w, V] = 0.
Check of (2.8). By stationarity of the free Fermi gas:

< Ce73, (A.9)

tr —

le WOl = low;”|

where the last bound is proven as we did with the assumption (2.6), replacing [¢” * ]
with w. Finally, since we allow for the value n = 1 in the localizer, assumption (2.9) in
Proposition 5.2 immediately follows.

Appendix A.2: Coherent states. Let p € LY(R3) N L®(R3), p(r) > 0, such that

/ drp(r) =N, |p(r)| <Ce™>, Xa(r)p(r)?? <Ce™? |V,p(r)' < e,
R3

(A.10)
where recall that X 5 (r) := 1 + dist(r, A)*. The function p(r) plays the role of density
for the fermionic state that we are going to introduce. The second inequality in (A.10)
introduces a form of localization of p(r) in the domain A, while the last one allows us
to bound derivatives of the local Fermi momentum, to be defined below. Here we shall
consider coherent states, corresponding to the following reduced one-particle density
matrix:

1

N= (2m)3 /R3><R3 dqdrM(q, rngr, Tgr = fqr){fgrl, (A.11)

with f, ,(x) = eiq'xg(x — r), where the function g is even, ||g]l2 = 1, smooth and fast
k2

decaying; for definiteness, we choose g(x) = me 252 with § > O to be chosen

later. We also set:

M(qv r) = 1‘q|§kp(r)v

where we choose the local Fermi momentum kr(r) = kp(r)!/3, with k = (672)1/3.
With this choice:

1
troy = W/dqdrM(q,r) = /dr,o(r) = N.

Closeness to a projection. The state wy is not an orthogonal projection. However, it can
be viewed as an approximate projection, in the following sense. Consider the quantity
troy (1 — wy). Since 0 < wy < 1, it satisfies the trivial bound tr oy (1 — wy) < N.
We claim that, for wy given by (A.11), for § = /e,

troy(l —wy) < Cy/eN. (A.12)

To prove this estimate, we proceed as follows. We write:

tr (wy — wy) = /dqdq/drdr'M(q, N(M(g.r) =M@, ) fqr ol

(A.13)

1
(2m)°
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where we used the completeness of coherent states, and the fact that M (¢, r) = M (q, r)2.
Next, notice that:

M(q,r)(M(q.r)—=M(q',r)) = x(lg| < kr(M)(x (gl < kr () —=x(q'| < kr('))),
(A.14)
which implies:

/dqdqldrdr’M(q, (Mg, r) =M. ) fqr fg)
= /dqdq/drdr/x(lql < kr)x(Uq'l > ke N fgrs for )P (A.15)

We compute:
(Fgars fror) |2 = 70772 a2, (A.16)

and we consider the integral:
/ dqdg'x(1q) < kr(r)x(lq'| > ke (e~ a747/2, (A.17)
By the regularity properties of the Fermi momentum (A.10), we have:
kp() = kp(r) +kp () —kp(r) = kp() = Ce™lr =/l (A18)
Therefore, the expression in (A.17) is bounded above by:
f dgdq'x(q] < krDx(lg'| > kp(r) = Ce™|r = /)"~ 2 (A19)
which we further decompose as:
/ dqdg'x (1) < k) x (ke(r)+87" > 1g'| > kie(r) = Ce ™' |r = r/[)e” @002
+ f dgdg'x(1q] < kr()x (kp(r)+57" < |g'|)e™ 170512, (A.20)
The second term is easily estimated as:
/ dqdq’x(1g] < kr (D (ke()+57" < 1g')e” TP < Chp(r)?, (A2D)
which contributes to tr wy (1 — wy) with a term bounded by:
C / drdr' kp(r)3e= =28 < CNg3. (A22)
Consider now the first term in (A.20). We estimate it as:

/ dqdq' x(Iq) < kr(r)x (kp(r) +87" > |q'| > kp(r) — Ce™'r — ¥/|)e= @475/

< Cskp()*GS M+ Ce7 N r = 1)); (A.23)
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this contributes to tr wy (1 — wy) with a term bounded by:
"2 2
C f drdr'§ kpr)* (8™ + Ce 7 r — /e

< K/drkF(r)z(S_l +Ce™15)

= K/dr xAl(r) XA(Mkpr)?~ 1 +Ce™1s)
<C|Ale 25 +ce7 o), (A.24)

where we used the assumptions (A.10). Putting everything together, and choosing § =
/€ we find:
troy(l —wy) < CN/e (A.25)

as claimed.
Check of (2.6). We write:

g 1
€7 onl = s [ dadr[Ma = /2.0 = MG+ /2.0 fysp Byl
and notice that
(Mg = p/2.7) = M@+ p/2.9)| = 15,0)(@)

the set S, (r) being the symmetric difference of two Fermi balls of radius kr (r), shifted
by p, ie.,

Spy(r)i={q e R |lg—p/2l <kp()'P} (g e R |Ig+p/2| < kp()'?} (A26)

with measure

1S,()| < Clplp(r)*>. (A.27)
We compute:
”Wén)(t)[eip»)?,wN] e @y qudr lsp(r)(Q)”Wé”)(t)|fq+p/2,r)(fq—p/2,r| N
- (2m)3 /dqdr ISP(’)(‘])”Wz(,n)(t)pr/z,r”2

1 )
= W/dqdr lSp(r)(q)“Wz(,n)ewmpr/lr“2

1 1 )
= —/dqdr —Sp(r)(q
2m)3 1+ |z —r*
< |1+ 1z = r "YW fo - (A.28)
We estimate:
(1 +1z— r|4n)Wz(n)ei8Atfq+p/2»V”2
< Cl a1z =2MWPE A fyupn |y + Cl A+ 15 = r "WV |

SCH+C|A+1% —r™WDe A f b, (A.29)
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We estimate the second term as, using the unitarity of the free dynamics:

[ +12 = r WA £y e, < A+ 1R = 1) faaprar |
< | +120) —r —2e(qg + p/Dt[*")g(- — 1),
< C(L+&¥g+ p/2|" " + (e85 1)),
(A.30)

The last inequality follows from the smoothness of g, and from its fast decay at infinity.
Therefore, going back to (A.28), for | p| < 1, using that e~ < C:

HWZ(n)(t)[eip.ff’wN]H < /dqdr JL)(C]?C(1+84”|q+p/2|4" 4n)
tr z—r
Ls, ) (q)
<ca+t" [ dgdr —222— A31
= (+ )/ QI’1+|Z_r|4n ( )

where in the last step we used that, by the compact support properties of the integral and
by (A.10) and (A.26), 15,()(q) = 0, if |¢| > Ce~!. Recalling the bound (A.27):

2/3
Pt r
W1 oy = case / ar IPIPO7
4 tr 1 + |Z — r|4n
hence,
i 23
sup  sup —— Xa(@) H)/Vz(n)(t)[etp.x,wN]H < K(1+%) sup Xa(2) L“.
piipl<e—t zer? 1+1P i e P

To estimate the supremum, we proceed as follows, using that by the triangle inequality
Xa(2) < CXa( (I +]z = r|h:

2/3 23
XA(Z)/dr p(r) =/dr XA(Z)XA(r) p(r)

1+ |z —r[4 Xa(r) 1+|z—r[*

Pl
S/erA(r)1+|Z_r|4(n_l)

where the last bound follows from the last assumption in (A.10). This concludes the
check of (2.6) for n > 2.

Check of (2.7). We start by writing:
[V, on](x; y) = (Vi + Vy)on (x; y)
1 I I
= 7 /R; . dqdrM(q,r)e' 1" (V,g(x —r)g(y —r)
3R

+8(x —r)Vyg(y —r))

1

=-——3 / dqdrM(q,r)e" 1"V, g(x —r)g(y —r).
@)} Jrsums
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Integrating by parts, we get:
1 o -
[V, on](x; y) = any A;p . dqdr 5(|q| — kp(r)(Vrkp(r)e "™ g(x — r)g(y — ).
b s
(A.32)

We then have, proceeding as in (A.28)—(A.31):

HWZW(t)[sV, wn]

tr
[Vikp(r)] 4 TINT DS

< CE/ dgdr 207 0 41z — n)W(n)ezs g —r)
lq|=kr () L+ |z —rf# ” : I

kp(r)?|Vekp(r)]

<Ce(1+t") | d
= Ce( )/ T e

Hence:

sup X4 (z) HWZ(”)(I)[8V7 ‘UN]HH

zeR3

2|v
< Ce(1+6) sup Xp(2) [ ar KEDWVrke (]

ZeR? L+ |z —r|*
X kp(r)?|V,k
=C8(1+t4n) sup /dr A(Z)XA(I') F(r) | r F4(r)|
zeR3 Xa(r) l+|z—r|*"

kp ()’ |Vekp ()| _

4ny =2
1 iaen < KA+,

< Ce(1+1*) sup /erA(r)

zeR3

where the last step follows from the assumptions in (A.10), recalling that kr(r) =
«p(r)'/3. This concludes the check of (2.7) forn > 2.

Check of (2.8). To begin, we estimate:

”Wz(") Doy

1 "
= Gy f dgdr M(q, r)|[W™ @) fy.r |,

1 .
< mqudr M(q,r)||1/VZ(")e’8A’fq’,||2

Mg, 1) 4 () jieAt
[ dadr g = WO

= (27T)3 2°

where in the second last step we used the unitarity of the free dynamics. Next, following
(A.29) and (A.30), we have:

H(1 +lz = r[fyWmeisd g HZ < C(1+e"g e 4+ (2571 1)*).
To conclude, using that the integral is supported on |g| < kp(r) < Ce™L:

sup X4 (z) “W§")(I)wN H
z€R3 r

M(q, r)(1 +&%|g| 14 + (g5~ 1%
< C sup Xa(2) [ dqdr .7 | 4l an : -
zeR3 *tlz=rl
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<C(+1*) sup /dr XA Xa(r) P

R XA(r) 1+|z—r|*
p(r)
<C+t")s dr X _
=C( )zeu]lg/ r A(r)1+|z_r|4(n—l)

< C(1+1t")e73,

where the last step follows from the assumptions (A.10). This concludes the check of
(2.8), and establishes the validity of the local semiclassical structure for coherent states
forn > 2.

Check of (2.9). To conclude, we check the validity of the assumption (2.9). This follows
from the previous computations, in fact:

sup tr WD (Nwy < C(1 +1*) sup /dr LLL <C(1+1hHe™3,
zeR3 , zeR3 1+ |Z - rl

Appendix B: Comparison of Hartree and Hartree—-Fock Dynamics

In this section we prove that the solutions of the Hartree and the Hartree—Fock dynamics
are close. Specifically, we show that the distance between the evolutions under the two
dynamics of initial data enjoying the local semiclassical structure is much smaller than
the estimate for the distance between the many-body and Hartree evolution, stated in
Theorem 2.3. In the mean-field setting, a similar result has been proved in e.g. [11,
Appendix A]. We will prove the statement in the non-relativistic setting, for short times.
The analogous result in the pseudo-relativistic case can be proved in the same way, for
all times.

Proposition B.1 (Comparison of Hartree and Hartree—Fock dynamics). Under the same
assumptions of Theorem 2.3, the following is true. Let wy ;, @y ¢ be the solutions of
the Hartree and Hartree—Fock equations, respectively, with initial datum wy. Then, for
t €[0,T], withT > 0 as in Theorem 2.3:

lon: — @n.lle < CNe?. (B.1)

Remark B.2. This bound is smaller than the trace-norm estimate in (2.13). Also, using
that oy ; < 1, &y, < 1, the estimate (B.1) implies

lon,: — on.llas < CN%&
which is smaller than the Hilbert—Schmidt estimate in (2.13).
Proof. Let @y ; be the solution of the time-dependent Hartree—Fock equation:
iedony = [—*A+p *xV — Xi, O, @No =N, (B.2)

with p; (x) = 83(I)N,,(x; x)and X, (x;y) = &3V (x — Yoy (x;y). Let l7(t; s) be the
unitary operator generating the Hartree—Fock dynamics:

i, Ut;s) = (—2A+p, %V — X)U(t:s), Uls:s) =1,
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which allows us to rewrite the solution of (B.2) as &y, = U (t; 0wy U (t; 0)*. Let
wp ¢ be the solution of the time-dependent Hartree equation, with initial datum wy. By
unitarity, ~ ~
lon.s — dn.ille = 10 0) on U (15 0) — - (B.3)
Next, we have:
t

~ ~ 1 ~ ~
Ut; 0 oy, U(t;0) —oy = — | dsiedsU(s; 0)*wn ;U (s; 0)
1€ Jo

1 [t ~ ~ ~
E/ ds U(s; 0)*[V * (ps — ps) + Xy, on 51U (55 0).
0

Taking the trace norm, we have:
~ . ~ 1 -
|U#: 0y wn U :0) — oy |, < = ds IV s (o5 = fs)s N s]ller

1 t
+ —/ ds |I[Xs, oy sl
& Jo
=1+1L (B.4)

Consider the term II. We have, using that X; = & [ dp V(p)eiPiiy jemiP s

< _f dS/dpl‘/(p””[elpxd)N s€ P a)N,s]”tr

< CiNe?, (B.5)

where we used ||[ei/"£ch,se_i1’"2, oN sl < 2||lon slle = 2N. Consider now the term
1. We have:

1 [t -
I= g/ ds |1V * (ps — ps), wN,s]”tr
0

1 [t - A
== [ as| [ay o - monve - y.ava], (B.6)
0
We estimate the right-hand side as:
1 [t - n
1= [Cas [ aylo = 5| v - .oxd],
0
1 [t ~
<! / ds los — Al sup [V = v), ons] B.7)
& Jo yeR3 tr

The L' norm can be estimated as, by duality:

los — Aslh = & / dy J(y)(ons(y;y) —ons(y; y)

=&t J (X)(wn,s — ON.5)

3 -
<éllon,s — on sl (B.8)
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where we have introduced the function J(y) = sign(wn s(y; ¥) — @n.s(y; ¥)). Next,
the trace norm of the commutator in (B.7) can be estimated using Corollary 4.3. We get,
for all |s] < T:

sup | [V (& = ), on,l| = Ce™2. (B.9)
yeR3 tr
Thus, the estimates (B.7), (B.8), (B.9) imply:
t
1<c / ds llow.s — ion sl (B.10)
0

All in all, from Egs. (B.3), (B.4), (B.5), (B.10) we obtain, for0 <t < T:
! 2
lon,: — onlle < C/ ds |loys — Onslle + CtNe”.
0

The final claim, Eq. (B.1), follows from Gronwall’s lemma. m]
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