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Abstract

We introduce the Hamiltonian dynamics with the Hartreek~energy in newwave-matrixpicture.
Roughly speaking, the wave matrix is defined as the squatefdoe density matrix.

The corresponding Hamiltonian equations are equivalea toperator anticommutation equation. This
wave-matrix picture essentially agrees with the densityriméormalism. Its main advantage is that it is
Hamiltonian and allows an extension to infinite particleteyss like crystals in contrast with the standard
HF theory.

Our main result is the existence of the global "reduced” wanadrix dynamics for finite-particle molec-
ular systems, and the energy and charge conservation lawshéproof we extend the techniques, based
on Hardy’s and Sobolev’s inequalitites, to the wave-maticture.

Keywords: Hartree-Fock equations; reduced Hartree-Foglations; density matrix; Hamilton equa-
tion; wave matrix; trace; Hilbert-Schmidt operator; comtator; anticommutator; Hardy inequality; Sobolev
inequality; energy; charge; local solution; global solati; a priori estimate.

1 Introduction

The first version of the Hartree-Fock method was introdugeHartree in 1927, and was refined by Fock
and Slater about 1930 taking into account the antisymmeétilyeofermionic wave functions. The method
is widely used in Quantum Chemistry for numerical deterriamaof the ground state of finite particle
molecular systems [28]. The main idea is the restrictionhef test wave functions in the Schrodinger
minimization problem to the set of the "Slater determinanitie method is very efficient numerically and
the results are in a good agreement with the correspondiperienental data.

The first rigorous results on the existence of the groune statre established by Lieb and Simon][24]
and by P.-L. Lions[[26] for finite-particle molecular systemMore generamulticonfigurationversion of
the Hartree-Fock theory has been developedin[19, 18, 21].

In 2001, the existence of the Hartree-Fock ground state &as bstablished for crystals with space-
periodic nuclei arrangements by Catto, Le Bris and P.-Lnki@3]. Next step should be an analysis of
the dynamic properties of crystals near the ground statestatbility, dispersion, scattering theory, heat and
electric conduction, etc. However, the quantum dynamicsyatals is not rigorously established up to now.
For instance, the rigorous quantum theories of Ohm'’s Lawremdier’s Law are missing [6, 27] (see also
the Preface[30]).

The rigorous time-dependent Hartree-Fock theory has beezlaped first by Chadam and Glassey [14]
for the reduced Hartree-Fock equations:

id(t) = H ) k(b), k=1,..,N;  (gk(t), (1)) = . (1.1)

Here gi(t) € L? := L?(R3) for t € R, andH(t) := —A + eVh(x) + eVe(X,t) whereVi(X) is the potential
generated by the (standing) nuclei whilgx,t) is the potential generated by moving electrons:

N
V) = [ RSy ey =e [y <o 12)
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wheree < 0 is the electron charge. The well-posedness in the case whgouclei (Hellmann-Feynman
nuclei dynamics) has been established by Canceés and sg78ij. The Hartree-Fock equatiofs{1.1) are
equivalent to the von Neumann equation

iK(t) = [H(1).K ()] (1.3)

for K(t) := $1|¢k(t))(gk(t)|. This equation can be considered for more gendeaisity matrices K)
which are nonnegative selfadjoint trace class operators:

K*t)=K() >0, K({)<1, trK=N. (1.4)

where the conditioK (t) < 1 corresponds to the Pauli exclusion principle, Brid the "number of particles”.
Now H (t) is defined as above with(y,t) := eK(y,y,t) <O0.

Dynamic of density matrice$ (1.3) was introduced initidhy von Neumann and Dirac about 1930
[17,[29], and it was used in many cases. For example, in thersapductivity theory by BogoliuboV[5]
and Valatin[[32]. The well-posedness for the von Neumanmaggu was proved by Bove, Da Prato and Fano
[7,[8] for a short-range pair-wise interaction potentiék — y) instead of the Coulomb potential [k —y]|
in (I.2). The case of the Coulomb potential was solved by @af5]. Butz and Spohn have applied
the von Neumann equation with a source to phase transitiotisei fermion/boson productiohl[9]. The
multiconfiguration dynamics was constructedih [3].

However, the dynamical equatidn {IL.3) cannot be extendedttij to infinite particle systems like crys-
tals since the corresponding Hamilton generator is infifi@eexample, the integral (1.2) divergeif-,t)
is a space-periodic function.

In [12], Cances and Stoltz have estabilshed the well-passsifor local perturbations of the periodic
ground state density matrix in an infinite crystal in thedom phase approximatiotiowever, the space-
periodic nuclear potential in the equation][12, (3)] is fixédt corresponds to the fixed nuclei positions.
Thus the back reaction of the electrons onto the nuclei iteictzf.

The nonlinear Hartree-Fock dynamics for compact pertishatof the ground state without the random
phase approximation was not studied previously, see tloeigifon in[[20] and in Introductions ¢f1/0,112].

In [22], Lewin and Sabin have established the well-posesifirsthe von Neumann equatidn (IL.3) with
density matrices of infinite trace for pair-wise interantipotentialsw € L*(R®). Moreover, the authors
prove the asymptotic stability of the ground state in 2D d@8% The integral[(1) wittw(x —y) instead
of the Coulomb potential obviously converges foe L1(R®) and space-periodic functiong-,t). Let us
stress however, that the case of the Coulomb potential g2t included.

Thus a selfconsistent theory of the electron-lattice adgon is missing. A natural strategy to rem-
edy the situation would be the renormalization of the Hamiltunctional by formal subtraction of infinite
ground state energy. However, the Hamilton structure ofvtheNeumann equatiof (1.3) is not obvious
(though the equations(1.1) are Hamiltonian, §ee {2.1@wWeHence, the theory requires a suitable Hamil-
ton type modification.

Let us emphasize, that the Hartree-Fock dynamics is notmiealty defined since the nonlinear man-
ifold of the Slater determinants is not invariant with resp® the original Schrodinger dynamics. The
relevance of the time-dependent Hartree-Fock equafiafisi€ldiscussed i [20, p.340]: "The relation be-
tween the time-dependent Hartree-Fock equation and th@aliSchrodinger equation is mostly unclear
(mathematically)”. The results][2] justify the relationrily for well-prepared initial states (Slater deter-
minants, and slightly more general initial data), and omnlythie weak couplingpicture”, see[[20, p.340].

We introduce a modified Hamilton dynamics with the Hamiltomdtional equal to the Hartree-Fock
energy in new ‘wave-matrix’ picture. The evolution for theresponding density matrix agrees to some
extent with the standard Hartree-Fock equations. Let @sstnowever, that this evolution is not identical
with the Hartree-Fock equations, see Renhark 5.4.

The main advantage of this wave-matrix dynamics is thatdina an extension to crystals by the renor-
malization of the Hamilton functional, as we will show eldewe.

In present paper we develop the wave-matrix theory for fipégicle molecular systems. Our main
result is the existence and uniqueness of global solutionthe "reduced” wave-matrix dynamics. All
estimates for operator-valued solutions are obtainederctirresponding Sobolev norms of their integral
kernels. For the proof we extend the techniques of the Haffaeck theory[[11], 14, 15, 24, 126], based



on Hardy’s and Sobolev’s inequalitites, to the wave-masiwhich are operator-valued functions. This
extension is our main technical novelty (see Section 6).

We establish the energy and charge conservation as wellrasealed properties (1.4) of the correspond-
ing density matrix. We check that for the molecular groumdesthis wave-matrix picture is equivalent to the
standard Hartree-Fock theory. Moreover, we show that theewasatrix dynamics essentially agrees with
the von Neumann equatidn (1.3).

Our plan is the following. In Sections 2 and 3 we recall thetkg-Fock theory for the stationary
and time-dependent cases. In Section 4 we introduce the-matéx Hamilton equations and rewrite it as
anticommutation equation. In Section 5 we formulate oummesult, and in Section 6 we establish needed
technical estimates. In Section 7 we reduce the dynamicgltém to the corresponding integral Duhamel-
type equation. In Section 8 we construct local solutionsd, &action 9 we prove the conservation laws. In
Section 10 we obtain a priori bounds and construct globaitswois.

In Section 11 we discuss the agreement of the wave-matrixilktemequation with the Hartree-Fock
density matrix formalism. Finally, in Appendix we calcwdatariational derivatives of the Hartree-Fock
energy in the wave-matrix picture.

2 Hartree-Fock theory for ground state

Let us recall the Hartree-Fock theory for a molecule whichsists ofM nuclei with chargese|Z;. Let
x) € R? denote the nuclei locations, ahti= 3! Z; the number of the electrons. The Schrodinger dynamics
for the molecule reads

i N
iW()‘(,t)zHW()‘(,t)::—ZAxk +eZvn %) + Ve(R)JW(X,t), xeRN. (2.5)

Herex = (xq,...,Xn), and
Z;
B2 Vm) = ZL (2.6)
|>< Xj|’ X —X|

are the potentials generated by the nuclei, and the electespectively. The wave functiof(Xt) is
antisymmetric irnx, ..., Xy, and the ground state is the stétéx) with the minimal Schrodinger energy

.1
E .= mln{§<LP,HL|J> . HLPHLZ(R3N) = 1} (27)
The Hartree-Fock method takes the minimum over the antisstmienstates of particular forrd(X) =

1
VNI

detyi(x) (Slater determinant) with the constraints

(W ) = - (2.8)
In this case the Schrodinger energy can be written as thieddalFock functional 4, 14, 24, 26]
1 HE 1N s, 1
SOWHY) = 647 (W) = EZ/|D1,UK(X)| dx+ [Va()p(9dx

1 rpXpWy) oo 1 rltxy)P
+ 4/7|X_y| dxdy 4// ey 2.9)
HereWy := (1, ..., Yn), while p(x) is the electron charge density, and
N
p(x) =eK(x.x), T(xy) =eK(xy), K(xy) = Zwk(x)q—’k()’)- (2.10)

The density matrix Kis defined as the operator on the Hilbert spAce- L?(R3) with the integral kernel
K(x,y). Itis the trace class nonnegative selfadjoint operatokon

K'=K>0, K<1, trk=N. (2.11)
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We keep throughout identical notations for operators aei thtegral kernels. The energ§/™™ (Wy) can
be expressed in the density matfix(2.10) as

1 p(X 7( xy
HF =
EHF(K) = ~StrAK + /vn dx+4/ X _y| 4// dxdy  (2.12)

Let us denote by (N) the set of alWn = (¢, ..., Yn) € @)X satisfying the constramtm 8). Then the
Hatree-Fock approximation for the ground state endrgy) (@z:Yds

EHF .= min{&"F (Wy) . Wy e.7(N)} > E. (2.13)
Further, the density matriX = K(Wn) = 3 | k) (Y| is invariant with respect to the unitary transformations
Wn=(Yk:k= 1,...,N)»—>¢N:(qq<:zuk|w| :k=1...N), (Ug)€U(N). (2.14)

Respectively, the Hartree-Fock energy™ also isU (N)-invariant functional.

The Hartree-Fock theory is widely used in quantum chemi@8}. Namely, the minimization of the
energy[[2.P) under the constrairiis {2.8) provides a gootbappation to the molecular ground state energy
(2.1). The crucial advantage of this minimization problerthiat it concernbl functions of 3 variables while
the original Schrodinger problei(2.7) concerns one fonodf 3N variables. However, the problem with
3N variables is numerically unrealistic even fdr= 10 (as for the water moleculé,O) since the function
of 30 variables with 20 points in each variable requires asi@3° "cells” in memory, whileN functions
of 3 variable require 16 20° cells.

The Lagrange multipliers method leads to the variationabéiqns
Dy, &1 (Wn) = ka'w" k=1,..,N. (2.15)

H_ereDEk(X) := Dp,(x) +1Dg,(x) Wherep(x) = Reyi(x) anday(x) = Im gx(x). Furthermore, the calculation
gives that

Dy, 17 (Wn) = Hu, (2.16)
whereH = H(Wy) is the symmetric operator X with the domainZ := C§ (R3),
H(®Pn) = —A+eVh(X) + eVe(X) + e . (2.17)
Here the potential generated by the electrdfgs), and the operata# are given by
" PY) T(XY)
X) = dy, TY(X)=— dy. 2.18

Now (Z.15) reads a5[26, (12)]

H(WN) Yk = z)\kllllh k=1,..,N. (2.19)
Finally, the matrixA = (Ay) is Hermitian sinceH (Wy) is the symmetric operator. Hence, applying to the
both sides of(Z.19) the matri, which diagonaliz€y ), we obtain[[26, (13)]

H(Pn) @ = &, k=1,...,N (2.20)

sinceH (W) is invariant with respect to the unitary transformatidndZp.

The first results on existence of the ground state for finétgigle molecular systems were established
by Lieb and Simon[[24] and P.-L. Lion5[26]. By Lieb’s resud] (see also[[1]), the minimization of
the energys™F over the Slater-type density matrices is equivalent to itsmization over general density
matrices with integral kernel

XY) = Ann(X)un(y) , () =8¢, 0<A<1, 3 An=N. (2.21)
In these notations the result |25] means that

EHF = min{¢HF(K): K* =K, 0<K <1, trK =N}. (2.22)



3 Hartree-Fock dynamics

The structure of the stationary equatidns (2.20) suggkstdynamical Hartree-Fock equations considered
in [11,[14]:
i) =HOWC,  k=1..N. (3.23)

HereH (t) = H(W(t)) is the operator of typé(2.17):
H(t) := —A+eWh(X) +eVe(x,t) +eT(t) (3.24)

with the potentiaVs(x,t) and the operatof (t) defined similarly to[(2.118):

Velxt) = [ 080dy 70w = [T pma

Y. (3.25)

wherep(y,t) andt(x,y,t) correspond to the density matkx(x, y,t) := 3 ¢ (x,t) Y (y;t). The Hatree-Fock
dynamics[(3.23) can be expressed via the density matrixeagoth Neumann equation

iK(t) = [H(t),K(t)], (3.26)

whereK (t) is the operator with the integral kerr€(x,y,t), andH (t) is the corresponding operatér (3.24).

In [14] the global solutions were constructed for the reduidartree-Fock equations (3123) (i.e., with
the operator(3.24) without the last term). [n][15] the resals been extended to the equation (B.26) with
general density matricds (2]21). [n]11] the existence @lbgl solutions has been proved for equation (3.23)
coupled to the Newton equations for the nuclei.

4 \Wave-matrix picture

The dynamic equation§ (3]23) are Hamiltonian by (P.16). @mndther hand, the Hamilton structure of
general equatioh (3.26) is not obvious.

Let us recall, that the Hartree-Fock dynamics is not caradlyidefined since the nonlinear manifold of
the Slater determinants is not invariant with respect tatiginal Schrodinger dynamids(2.5). We suggest a
modified Hamiltonian dynamics for general density matrioethe new picture via “wave-matrix” operator
w

K =ww", orequivalently, K(x,y):/w(x,z)vv*(z,y)dz: w(x,z)w(y,z)dz, (4.1)

wherew(x, z) is the integral kernel of the operatar For example, we can take:= K1/2 for any density
matrix (2.21). The representation is suggested by the &igetion expansion§(2.10) arid (21 21). Obviously,
K is a trace class selfadjoint operator for any Hilbert-Scltroperatomv.

Below we introduce the corresponding dynamics for the wastrinesw(x,y,t). We will show that this
dynamics provides

i) The same ground state energy as constructed in [24, 25, 26]
ii) All properties [2.11) for the density matrik{4.1) at atimet € R once they hold at= 0.

iii) The evolution for the corresponding density matikixt) = w(t)w* (t) which agrees to some extent with
equation[(3.26), see Remarkl.4.

Let us note that we do not fix the number of particles which isa¢tp trK and coincides with the Hilbert-
Schmidt norm ofv. We will show that this number is conserved along the wavérirmdynamics.

First, we generalize the definition (2.9) of the HartreeKeaergy for the wave-matrices:

#w) = 7 [ [10me) -+ 0wy Plaxay+ 5 [ [Va(x)-+Vaty)lwixy) bxay

11 [ P(XA(Y) 1Y)
w3 [ S ea-a | | S o
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Herep(x) andT(x,y) are defined similarly td (2.10):

~ > - 1
PO —eR(xx), Tlxy) =eRixy).  Rxy)i=j [MWx2WyD +Wzxwzyldz  (43)
In other wordsK (x,y) is the integral kernel of the symmetric nonnegative operato
s 1 1

The energy[{4]2) can be expressed in the density mitsixnilarly to (Z.12):

; 1 1 - 1 [ P9AY) 1// 7 y)I? 2

HF ) = < 4 [ PX)PLY) _t T Y™ _ oHF

EHF (w) = SR + 5 /Vn(x)p(x)dx+ 4/ oy dray=7 [ [FR i dxady= 6" R). (4.5
Note that the "Slater-type” density matricks= S\ |yx) (Y| admit representatiofi (4.1) with = K since
K* = K andK? = K due to the constraints(2.8). Hence, in this case
K=w=K, p=p, f=1, &EFw)=&"FK). (4.6)

In this “wave-matrix” representation we accept’ (w) as the Hamilton functional. Respectively, we define
the Hamilton wave-matrix dynamics formally by

IW(X,Y,t) = 2Dy EF (W(-, 1)) = — [D+ By WX, Y, 1) + .. (4.7)

Here Dgyxy) ‘= Dw,(xy) +iDw,(xy) Wherew;(x,y) = Rew(x,y) andw;(x,y) = Imw(x,y). We change the
"standard” Hamilton structure introducing the prefactpt@reconcile the dynamics with the von Neumann
equation[(3.26) as we will show later.

Let us denotery:I (t) the operator(3.24) with the potenti(x,t) and the operatoZ (t) changed to
the correspondinge(x,t) and.7 (t) which are defined similarly t¢ (3.25):

H(t) := —A+eWh(X) + eVe(x,t) + e (t), (4.8)
Gixt) = [E%0ay Foww = [TL Dy @9)

Formally calculating the variational derivative [n_(4.We obtain
i(t) = {H(t),w(t)} := H(t)w(t) +w(t)H (t). (4.10)

We justify this calculation in Lemniag.2 for theducedequation[(4.]7).

5 Wave-matrix dynamics

We will prove the existence and uniqueness of global satstio the reduced equatidn_(4.10) when the
operatoH (t) is defined by[(418) withou? (t). In other words, from now on,

H(t) := Ho+V(t), Ho:= —A+eW(x) V() :=eVe(xt). (5.1)
Respectively, the Hamiltonia#iF (w) now is changed to the reduced Hartree-Fock energy

B

5 Loy s L [ POBY)
RHF(,\ _ =+ 1
ERAF (W) = 2tr[HoK(t)]+4/ Xy dxdy (5.2)
and the corresponding dynamic equationl(4.7) formally sead
iW(t) = 2Dw&RHF (w(-, 1)), teR. (5.3)

To formulate our main results we need the following defimitihet us denote by?’? the Hilbert space of
the Hilbert-Schmidt operators ir?.



Definition 5.1. HSwith s= 0,1, ... denotes the space of operatorsswz’? endowed with the finite norm

wife= 5 [19%, woxy)Pdxdy (5.4)

\a\<s

where wWx,y) denotes the integral kernels of w.
Equivalently,dfw € .#? andwd{ € £ for |a| < s. In particularH? = #2.

We will construct strong solutions(-) € X := CL(R,H%) NC(R,H?), whereC! denotes the strongly
differentiable operator functions, whi®R,H?) denotes the space of continuous operator functions in the
normH?2. In this case the equation (5.3) can be written as

iw(t) = {H(t),w(t)}, teR (5.5)
by the following lemma.
Lemma 5.2. The Hamilton functiona’R"F is Gateaux differentiable on the spaeé, and

2Dw<§RHF(w) ={H,w}eH®  weH? (5.6)

whereH = Hg + eVe(x) andVe(x)

|X yI
We prove this lemma in Appendix. Our main result is the follogvtheorem.
Theorem 5.3. For any initial state W0) € H? there exists the unique strong solutiofr e X to (5.5).

For the proof we follow the standard scheme: first we provesstaohnical estimates and construct the
local solutions; afterwords, we prove a priori estimategciigive the global strong solutions.

In conclusion, let us differentiate the density matig) := w(t)w*(t) for a solutionw(-) € X to (&53).
Taking the adjoint td{5]5), we getiw* (t) = w* (t)H (t) + H (t)w*(t), and hence,
K (t) = i[i(t)w” () +w(t)Ww* (t)] = [Aw-+wH]w* —wiw*H 4+ FAw*] = [H (1), K(t)]. (5.7)

Remark 5.4. Equation [5.5) for the wave matrix(®y agrees with the von Neumann equatibn (B.26) for
K(t) := w(t)w* (t) at such times t that () is the Slater-type density matrix. Namet(t) = H(t) for these
times by[(4.6), and hende (b.7) coincides with (B.26) foseitanes. Let us stress however, that the evolution
of K(t) = w(t)w*(t) is not identical to[(3.26).

6 Basic estimates

We extend basic estimatés [11] to the wave-matrix formaliSirst let us obtain estimates for the potential
Ve defined in[(4.D):

[ty 2mty2)+ wizywzy)dz
4 6.1
0=zl |x ) g ey
Lemma 6.1. Letwe HL. Then )
Sup Ve(X)] < CI|Wyo[ Wiz (6.2)
xeR3
Proof Let us denote the integrand
w(y, 2)W(y,2) +W(z y)W(Zy)
(X, 2) dy. 6.3
-3/ e y. (6.3)

Applying the Cauchy-Schwarz and Hardy inequalityl[16, p}ldve obtain

Ve(x,2)| < C(IW(-,2)|| - |Daw(-, 2) || + [W(z,-) || - [|B2w(z )], (6.4)
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where|| - || denotes the norm ib?, and;, [, are obvious notations. Now the integration ozerR3 gives
(©.2) by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. [ |

This lemma implies that the anticommutator
F(w) = {Ve,w} (6.5)

is the Hilbert-Schmidt operator drf for w € HL. The anticommutatofA, w} is the Hilbert-Schmidt opera-
tor forw € H2. Finally, {V,,,w} is the Hilbert-Schmidt operator fov € H* by the Hardy inequality. As the
result, the right hand side df(5.5) is well defined Hilbech&idt operator fom(-) € X.

Further we need the local Lipschitz continuity for the aomtiomutator [(656). Next two lemmas extend
Lemma 5 of [11] to the wave-matrix formalism. The first lemneacerns the Lipschitz continuity iH°,
and the second one - H?.

Lemma 6.2. (cf. Lemma 5 (a) of[I1]For w,w € H!
[IF (W) = F (W) [0 < C(IWI &1 + [IW[[ 50 [[w = W] go. (6.6)
Proof It suffices to prove(6]6) for one term
/ Wy,
W |

d 6.7
IX yI Y 1)

since the proof for the other term is similar. Obviously,

—W(y,2W (y,2)|dz

Fa(w) — WV\///W|_| “ayw // bl Ix ;

The first term on the right hand side admits the bodind (6.6)rkyipus lemma. For the second term we
estimate the "integrand” as ih{6.4):

dy. (6.8)

D = / wW(Y, 2)W(y,z) — W (Y, 2)W (y, 2) "

IX—yI
_ /Wyv V\/(ya ) ( Z)—i-\/\/(y,Z)V_V(y,Z)—V\/(y,Z)W(y,Z)dy
Xyl
< C(I0w(, 2| - W, 2) =W (-, 2) || + | DWW (-, D) || - [[w(-,2) =W (-, 2)|])- (6.9)
Now the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality implies
sup [ 11(x.2/dz.< C(|Wls + W/ 2) [W—W o (6.10)
xeR
Hence, the second term on the right hand sidéof (6.8) alsdtsitime bound{616). u
Next lemma extends these estimatebifonorms.
Lemma 6.3. (cf. Lemma 5 (b) of [11]For w,w e H?
IFWllwe < CelwlZa Wiz, (6.11)
IFW) —FW) [z < Ce(IIWEz+ W) [[w—wW]|ge. (6.12)

Proof i) To prove [6.11) we should bound the nortffS (w)]| 4o, [|AFL(W)]|yo, and||Fi(W)A|/4o. The first
and second norms are bounded similarly to Lerhmh 6.2. It riesrtaibound the third norm. Let us consider

the integrand of (6]7):
w(y.
y. 6.13
/ IX yI (6-13)



This is the integral operator with the kernel

W
xy/ Is/ y| (6.14)

Further,FA is the integral operator with the kern&),F,(x,y') = AoF(x,y'). Now we differentiate (cf.
Lemma 5 of [11)):

DoFo(xY) = 4nw(x,Y) -wW(Y ,2W(Y,2)

+ 2DZW/D”’V—)V_‘|’(V’)dy+ 20 w/ %Wdywzw/ %dy(&w)

Here the first term on the right hand side is the operator wighntegral kernel
Kz(x,Y') = 4rw(x,y )W(y', 2)W(Y ,2). (6.16)

Let us bound its Hilbert-Schmidt norm extending estimat®) @f [11] to the wave-matrix formalism: ap-
plying the Holder inequality and the Sobolev embeddin@the, we obtain that

[ IKalxy)Pay < I s I, 2 g 1902 o

IN

CIWX ) | gy IWC D sy V0, D s sy (6.17)
Integrating ovex € R we obtain
IKzl[po < ClIW[ 1 (3) IW( D) |1 @3 W 2) [l 142 g3) - (6.18)

Finally, integrating over € R3 we obtain by the Cauchy-Schwarz the bound (6.11) for theritmriion of
the first term on the right hand side (6.15). The bounds foother three terms can be obtained by the same
Cauchy-Schwarz trick using the bounds of tylpel(6.4) for treasponding integrals.

i) It suffices to provel(6.12) foF;. Obviously,

[[Fa(wW) = FL(W)[|lq2 ~ [[Fr(w) — F1(W) [[go + [|A[FL(W) — Fa(W)][|jo + [|[FL(W) — F1(W)]Alljo.  (6.19)

The first term on the right hand side is estimated[hy] (6.6). tRersecond term the estimate follows from
(6.8) by the same argumenits (6.9)—(6.10). Finally, therest# for the last term follows by the combination
of the argument$ (6. 9)=(6.110) with the prooflof (8.11) above |

7 Integral Duhamel equation
Let us reducd (515) withw(-) € X to an equivalent integral equation. Using notatiéns| (W) rewrite [5.5)

as
i(t) = {Ho,W(t)} + {V(t),w(t)}. (7.20)

We reduce this equation to the case of bounded generatadnaitling its unbounded part. Namely, let us
write the solution in the "interaction picture”

w(t) = Up(t)C(t)Up(t),  teR, (7.21)

whereUg(t) := exp(—iHot) is the dynamical group of the "free” Schrodinger equati@bviously,C(-) € X
sincew(-) € X. Hence, the differentiation gives

Vi(t) = {Ho, W(t)} + Ug(t)C(t)Uo(t). (7.22)
Substituting into[(515), we obtain the equivalent reducgabion

iUo(t)C(t)Uo(t) = {V(t),w(t)}. (7.23)



10

Alexander Komech

The integration gives t
C(t):C(O)—i/O Uo(—9){V(s),w(s) }Uo(—s)ds (7.24)

Coming back tav(t), we get the integral "Duhamel” equation
ot -
w(t) = Up(t)w(0)Ug(t) —1i / Uo(t —s){V(s),w(s) }Up(t — s)ds, teR. (7.25)
Jo

Lemma 7.1. For w(-) € X the differential equatiod(3.5) is equivalent to its imag/ersion [Z.2b).

Proof To deduce[(7.23) froni.(7.24) fav(-) € X it suffices to note that the integrand belong€soR, H?)
(strongly continuous operator functions) since

{V(t),w(t)} € C(R,H?) (7.26)
by (6.12). [ ]

8 Local solutions

Let us prove that the local solution exists by the Picard fixptheorem due to the Lipschitz continuity. Let
us denoteX; :=Cl(—¢,&;H%) NC(—¢,¢&;H?) for e > 0.

Lemma 8.1. For any w0) € H? there exists a unique strong solutiorf-\ve X, to the equation{5]5) for
t| < € with € = &(Ck, ||w(0)||42) > O.

Proof OperatorsJy(t) are uniformly bounded irl?(R3). Hence, due td{6.11) arld (6]12) the unique solution
w(-) € C(—¢,&;H?) to the integral equatiol (7.P5) exists by the Picard fix ptiebrem fort| < & with
€ = &(Cg, ||w(0)||y2) > O (seel[31]). It remains to prove that

w(-) € CY(—¢,&HO). (8.27)

Indeed, let us consider both terms on the right hand side.2B)7 The first term belongs ©(—¢,&;HO)
since

[[Uo(t)W(0)Uo(t) 10 + [[Uo(t)wW(0)Uo(t) |40 ~ [[Uo(t)How(0)Uo(t) 0 + [[Uo(t)w(0)HoUo(t) |0, (8-28)
whereHow(0) € H® andw(0)Ho € HO. Finally, the integrand (7.25) belongs@(—¢, £; H?) since

{V(t),w(t)} € C(—¢,&H?) (8.29)

by (612). Hencew(-) € X, and [Z.2b) implied(5I5) fot| < &. [ |

9 Conservation laws

To deduce Theorefn 5.3 from Leminal8.1, we need a priori estsnahich follow from energy and norm
conservation.

9.1 Energy conservation

Let us prove the energy conservation
&E1F (w(t)) = const teR. (9.30)

Formally, the conservation follows by direct differenitiett from the Hamilton structure of the equation
(42). However, the formal differentiation cannot be jfistl with the application of the standard chain rule
due to a mismatch in the estimates for the remainder. Thisyswe justify the differentiation directly using
the polynomial structure of the Hamilton functional.

Lemma 9.1. Let w(-) € X be a strong solution t¢(3.5). Then the energy conservg@d0) holds.



9.2 Charge conservation

Proof Let us write the reduced enerdy (5.2) for the solutidi) as
ERF w(0) = JulHon(ow () How wio)] + 7 [ 2P aay (0.31)

Here the operatorllp, w(t) andw*(t) can be cyclically permuted. Hence, the derivative can bé&ewri
formally as

ERIE(W() = W (O HOWE) + HOW(OW 1)+t o (1) + How (4(0)] + 5 (%e(.0), B0}

= %tf[{Ho,W(t)}W(t) + {Ho, W' (t) jw(t)] + %(Ve(x,t),ﬁ(x,t)>. (9.32)

To justify this differentiation, we first show that all thessrms exist. The terms withly exist because
W(t) € HO, and also{Ho,w(t)} € HO sincew(t) € H2. The last term can be written similarly,

%<\7€(X5t)7ﬁ(xvt)> = %tFN(t)(W(t)W(t) +WOW (1) + W (w(t) +w (H)w(t))]

= ST WON ) + (70w O P, (9.33)

This expression is finite sind&(t) is the operator of multiplication bWe(-,t) which is the bounded function

by (6.2).

Now we can justify the differentiationg (9132). Since thewmy is the fourth order polynomial w(t)
andw*(t), the incremena&RHF(t) := SRHF (w(t + At)) — £RHF(w(t)) can be written as the corresponding
polynomial inw(t), w*(t), andAw(t) := w(t +At) — w(t). The main part, linear idw(t), looks like [9.3P)-
([©:33) withw(t) substituted byAw(t) andw* (t) substituted byAw* (t). It remains to divideA&RHF(t) by
At and send\t — 0. Then the contribution of the main part gives (9.32)-(p138previous arguments. The
contributions of the higher order terms converge to zeratoylar arguments.

Finally, let us prove that the derivative (9132) vanisheisgishe dynamic equatioh (3.5). First let us

rewrite [9.32){(9.3B3) as
%RHF(w(t)) = %tr[{Ho+\7(t),\Aﬁ(t)}W(t) + {Ho—+V (1), w(t) W' (t)]. (9.34)

Substituting herev(t) = —i{Hog+V(t),w(t)} andw(t) = i{Ho +V(t )~,vv*(t)} we obtain zero since(t) €
H?, and hence both anticommutatdtdy + V (t),w(t)} and {Ho + V (t),w*(t)} are the Hilbert-Schmidt
operators. |

9.2 Charge conservation

Now we can prove the charge conservation:
= / pP(x,t)dx= const teR. (9.35)

Lemma 9.2. Let w(-) € X be a strong solution t¢(3.5). Then the charge conserv8dB) holds.

Proof First, we note thaQ(t) = etrK(t) = etrw(t)w*(t) = etr C(t)C*(t) by (Z.21) since the operatdus(t)
are unitary. So it remains to prove the conservation 6{tyC*(t) which follows by the differentiation.
Namely, [Z.2B) implies

IC(t) =VL(IC(t) +C(VR(),  WL(t) =Ug(®)V(t)Uo(t).  VR(t) =Uo®V(t)Us(t).  (9.36)

Here the selfadjoint operatow(t), Vr(t) € Cs(R,.Z) by the bounds of typé(8.2) for differences(x,t +
At) —Ve(x,t), where.Z = Z(L2,L?) is the space of bounded operators.f) andCs(R,.#) denotes the
space of strongly continuous operator functions. Takirgatjoint to both sides, we obtainiC*(t) =
C*(t)VL(t) + VRr(t)C*(t), and hence

i%[c(t)c* (O] = M.(b),CH)C (1) (9.37)

Therefore, t€(t)C*(t) = const since the trace of the commutator vanishes. |

11
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9.3 Norm conservation

Let us note thaf(9.35) means that(t)||;o = const. Further we will prove also the conservation of the
operator norm inZ’:
lw(t)|| = const teR. (9.38)

Proposition 9.3. Let W(-) € X be a strong solution t¢(3.5). Then the norm conservalicBg)%holds.
Proof For the proof we need the following lemma.

Lemma 9.4. Let wW(-) € X be a strong solution t¢_(3.5), and ), Vi_(t € C(R,.Z) are the corresponding
selfadjoint operatord (9.36). Then

i) There exist unique unitary propagators ,s) and Uk(t,s) which are solutions to
iUL(t,s) = VL(DUL(L,9), t,s€R; U, (ss) = (9.39)
iUr(t,s) = Ur(t,9VR(), t,SeR; Ur(ss) =, (9.40)
where the derivatives are understood in the strong sense.
if) The "group identities” hold
UL(t,s)UL(s,r) =UL(t,r), Ur(t,s)Ur(s,r) = UR(t,r), t,sreR. (9.41)

Proof The solutions exist and are unique singét),Vr(t) € C(R,.¥). The identity [9.411) holds by the
uniqueness of the solutions.

The propagators are unitary operators since the genekataysVr(t) are selfadjoint. For example, the
adjoint equation td(9.39) reat(t,s) = iU;"(t,s)V.(t), and hence

SULE9UEs] = U9V U (LSO

= U (L SVL(LYUL(L,S) — iU (LIVL(OUL(L, ) =0,  t,seR. (9.42)

ThereforeJ;* (t,s)U(t,s) = U/ (s,s)UL(s,s) = |. Finally, the operatody (t,s) is invertible by [9.41L) with
r=t. |

Corollary 9.5. Any strong solution G) € X to (9.36) admits the representatioritC= Uy (t)C(0)Ugr(t) by
the uniqueness of the solution. Respectively, any strdogj@ow(-) € X to (5.3) admits the representation

W(t) = Up(t)UL()Ug (W(0)Ug (1) Ur(t)Uo(t). teR. (9.43)

Now the norm conservations (9138) obviously hold sincetadl dperatorslg(t), U, (t) andUg(t) are
unitary. [ |

10 A priori estimates and global solutions

The conservation laws imply the following a priori estimsate

Lemma 10.1. Let w(-) € X, be a strong solution to equation (.5) fibf < £ with ane > 0. Then

wt)[e < Ci, te(—¢,¢). (10.44)

W)z < CoeSltl) te(—ge). (10.45)
where the constants;CC,, and G depend only ofiw(0)|| 2.

Proof We follow the scheme of[11, Section 3.4]:

i) The first estimate follows from the energy conservatioB1) since the last term is nonnegative while the
operatoHy generates the Sobolev nokt.
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ii) The second estimate follows from the integral equatia2§). Namely,
it .
[W(t)[pz < C[HW(O)IIH2+/O {V(s),W(9)}|2ds,  te(—€.€). (10.46)

Now using [6.111), we obtain

't
[w(t)ll2 SC[HW(O)||H2+CF/O IW(S)[[Gallw(s)llpelds  te (—e.e). (10.47)
Hence,[(10.45) follows by the Gronwall lemma ahd (10.44). |
Proof of Theorem[5.3 Lemmag 811 and 10.1 imply Theor€ml5.3 by standard arguments [ |

11 Agreement with the density matrix formalism

Let us discuss the agreement of the wave-matrix picture tivégtdensity matrix formalism. First of all, the
basic quantitied(416) coincide whexit) is Slater-type density matriw(t) = 3\ [k (t)) (gk(t)| with the
constraints[(2]8). In this case alsigt) = H(t).

Moreover, the density matrixX(4.1) is invariant with resptxthe transformationv — Uw with any
unitary operatot) in X.

Further let us consider separately the static and dynarp&cts

Static aspectsNext lemma means the complete agreement between the wavie-amal the density-matrix
formalism in the ground state problem.

Lemma 11.1. The ground state energly (2]122) in the density-matrix theorg the wave-matrix picture
coincide:

EHF = min{&"F (w) : |w|| < 1, trww* = N}. (11.1)
Proof i) ([TJ) follows from [Z2R) sinc&™'F (w) = £MF (K) by @35) and [([Z112), wherk := Jjww" +
w*w] > 0, and tiK := trww* = trw*w = N. |

Dynamical aspects.

Lemma 11.2. Let w(+) € X be a strong solution td_(3.5) witihw(0)w*(0) = N and||w(0)|| < 1. Then the
properties[[Z.I1) hold for the density matride§) := %[W(t)w*(t) +w(t)w(t)] and K(t) := w(t)w*(t) for
allt e R.
Proof Obviously, y

K(t) >0, K(t)>0. (11.2)

Further, tK (t) = trK(t), and we know from Lemnad.2 and its proof that

trk(t) =trK(t) =N (11.3)

if tr K(0) = N. It remains to note that
KOl <1 [KOI<1, teR (11.4)
since||w(t)|| < 1 by (9.38). [ |

Let us recall in conclusion that the dynamics (4.10) for trevevmatrixw(t) agrees with the von Neu-
mann equatior (3.26) for the corresponding density m#t(b} := w(t)w*(t), see RemarkHl 4.

A Energy variation in wave-matrix picture

We prove LemmBB5]2. The Gateaux differentiability of thergy #RHF (w) for w € H2 follows by the same
arguments which justify the differentiation in tinfe (9.38)ence, to justify[(516), it suffices to differentiate
formally each term on the right hand side bf {5.2). Additibpave will differentiate also the "exchange

term” of (4.3).
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I. For the first term; = —%[(Axw(x, Y),W(X,Y)) + (Ayw(x,y),w(X,y)) the variation is obvious:
Daxy)l1 = — % [DW(X,y) + Ayw(X,Y)], (A.1)
which is the integral kernel of the anticommutag{r—A,w}.
IIl. For the second terry = g/ /[Vn(x) +Va(y)]|w(x,y)|?dxdythe variation is also obvious:
Dircyl2 = 5 V() +Va(y) (). (A2)
which is the integral kernel of the anticommuta%t{le\/n,w}.

I1l. For the third termiz = 4//p )|/)d>(d)/ the variation reads

Daiy 2 = % /] %DW(X)y)ﬁ(x’)d%dy. (A.3)
Definition (Z3) implies that
Diup B = Drpey) [ WX WX + Wz X )wi(zX)|dz
= B —XWX,Y) + S(X —y)w(x X)) (A%

Substitution into[(A.B) gives

Dupeyl2 = g/ / If(j/x)/l [5(X = X)W(X,y) + (X — y)w(x,X)]dXdy

- e[ BY)
-2 |X—y’|W(X’y)dy+2/|y_y/|W(X’y)d)(’ (A.5)

which is the integral kernel of the anticommutayfl,w}, where the potential (x) is defined according

to (4.9):

Ix—Yl (A8)
2
IV. Similarly, for the exchange terny = — 4/ [Tx };,)|| dxdy, the variation reads
1 [ T(X,Y)Dyxy T x—|—r ;X') Dy T(X,

by (4.3). Definition[(4.B) implies that
DW(x,y)f(Xla)/) = gDW(X,y) /[W(X, Zw(y, Z)"’W z,X)w(zY)]dz

— By —W(X.y) + 5 —yw(xY)]. (A8)
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Substitution into[(A7) gives

Dy la = — Z / / f(XﬁY)[fS(X’—X)V\'/()//,_y;T 8 —yWxX)] y

e [ [T, X)B(Y —x)W(X,y) + 6(X —y)W(X,Y)]
a 1_1// X —y| dxdy

ey [
B 4// XX—xTde__// |y y| y
- 2// |x y| 2// Xy d)(’ (A.9)

which is the integral kernel of the anticommuta@{rﬂ,w} where the operatoﬁ is defined according to

@9).
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