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STABILITY OF EQUILIBRIA FOR A HARTREE EQUATION
FOR RANDOM FIELDS

CHARLES COLLOT AND ANNE-SOPHIE DE SUZZONI

AssTrACT. We consider a Hartree equation for a random variable, which describes the temporal
evolution of infinitely many Fermions. On the Euclidean space, this equation possesses equilibria
which are not localised. We show their stability through a scattering result, with respect to localised
perturbations in the defocusing case in high dimensions d > 4. This provides an analogue of the
results of Lewin and Sabin [21], and of Chen, Hong and Pavlovi¢ [9] for the Hartree equation
on operators. The proof relies on dispersive techniques used for the study of scattering for the
nonlinear Schrodinger and Gross-Pitaevskii equations.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Mean-field dynamics of an infinite number of Fermions. The present work concerns the
following Hartree equation for a random variable:

i0,X = —AX + (w = E(IX/")) X. (1)

Here X : I x R x Q — C is a time-dependent random field over the Euclidean space R¢, and
(Q, A, dw) is the underlying probability space. The expectation is with respect to this probabil-
ity space: E(|X ), x) := fQ IX|2(2, x, w)dw. The convolution product is denoted by = and w is a
real-valued pair interaction potential. By this, we mean that we only consider interactions between
two particles (and no more), and that this interaction is characterized by w. Equation (I)) has been
introduced in [10] as an effective dynamics for a large, possibly infinite, number of Fermions in a
mean field regime.

Indeed, consider the evolution of a finite number of Fermions interacting through the potential
w. Under some mean-field hypothesis, as the number of particles tend to infinity, the system is
approximated to leading order by a system of N coupled Hartree equations on R x R

N
i0uj = —Auj+{w*(z |uk|2)]uj, j=1,..,N, )
k=1
where the family (u;)<;<n is required to be orthonormal to be compliant with the Pauli principle
(which is preserved by the dynamics). Let us associate to this orthonormal family the operator
y = Zjlv |u;){u;|, which is the orthogonal projection onto Span{(u;)i<j<n}. There exists a large
literature about the derivation of this system of equations and about other related approximation
results. In particular, it has been showed that, if the wave function of the original fermionic system
is close to a Slater determinant, then, in the mean-field limit and under sufficient conditions for w,
the associated one-particle density matrix converges to the above operator y. For the derivation
of Equation 2] from many body quantum mechanics we refer to [[14} [11] 4] [2] 1], [3]. Note that
the so-called exchange term appearing in the Hartree-Fock equation is not present in (@), which is
motivated by the fact that it is of lower order in certain regimes, see the aforementioned references.

To deal with infinitely many particles, it is customary to use the density matrices framework,
which is an operator formalism. Namely, the family (u;);<;j<y solves Equation () if and only if
1
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the operator y defined above solves the corresponding Hartree equation:
0y = [-A+wxpy,y]. (3)

Above, [, ] denotes the commutator, and p,(x) = ¥(x, x) is the density of particles, that is the di-
agonal of the integral kernel ¥(x,y) of the operator y. An infinite number of particles can then
be modelled by a solution of (@) which is not of finite rank (the rank of the operator being, by
the derivation of the model, the number of particles). Solutions of (3) with an infinite number of
particles were studied previously in [5} 16} 7, [24]] for exemple, and more recently in [20, 21} (8l 9].

In [10]], the second author proposed () as an alternative equation to (3). It generalises Equation
@) for a finite number of particles in the following sense. To an orthonormal family (u;)<j<n,
one can associate the random variable X(x, w) = N~1/2 Zjlv u;j(x)gj(w), where (g;)1<j<n is an or-
thonormal family in L2. The family (u i<j<n then solves (@) if and only if the random variable
X solves (). Equation (I) is also in close correspondance with the Hartree equation for density
matrices (3). We refer to [10] for how to relate the solutions of the two Equations (1)) and (3) and
their corresponding equilibria. One reason behind the study of (1)) is that this equation shares more
direct resemblances with the commonly studied nonlinear Schrodinger equation.

The existence of solutions of Equation (I) in L2 H! is investigated in [10]. The local well-
posedness is established in the case of localised initial data, as well as in the case of localised
perturbations of the equilibria described below. In particular, almost everywhere in the probability
space, the random variable solves the corresponding Schrodinger equation in integrated formula-
tion. Though the results are stated and proved in the case of a Dirac potential w = 6(,=,, their
adaptation to the present case of regular interaction potentials is straightforward. Moreover, as
for the defocusing nonlinear Schrodinger equation, scattering for large but localised solutions is
expected for Equation (d)), at least in energy critical and subcritical regimes. This has been showed
in dimension 3 in the case of a Dirac potential in [10]. Nontrivial equilibria are thus non-localised,
which corresponds to being not of trace-class in the framework of density matrices.

1.2. Statement of the result. The equilibria at stake in the present paper are the following. For
Equation (3), any non-negative Fourier multiplier y : u — F~'(|f(&)]?F u) with symbol |f]? is a
stationary solution, where # denotes the Fourier transform. Note that density operators are non-
negative, we write the symbol in the form |f|?> to be able to give an analogous equilibrium in the
random framework. The analogous equilibrium for Equation (I)) are given by Wiener integrals

€

Y/t x, ) o= f F@E I gy ), 4
£eRrd

for a distribution function f : R¢ — C (note that this equilibrium has the same law if we replace
f by |f] so that we can assume f : R? — [0, +00)). Above dW (&) denotes infinitesimal complex
Gaussians characterised by

E(dW(DdW(€)) = 6;-¢dndé,

and the scalar m is given by m := fR,, w(x)dx &d f(&)dé. We refer to [23] for more information
an random Gaussian fields. The function Yy is a solution of Equation (I). It is not stationary but
almost, since its law is invariant by time and space translations (and in particular is not localised).

In the seminal work [21]], the authors show the stability of the above equilibria for the Equation
@) for density matrices in dimension 2. Important tools are dispersion estimates for orthonormal
systems [12] [13]. This work has been extended to higher dimension in [9)]. Note that in higher
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dimension, some structural hypothesis is made on the interaction potential w, to solve some techni-
cal difficulties about a singularity in low frequencies of the equation that we will identify precisely
in the sequel. The stability result corresponds to a scattering property in the vicinity of these
equilibria: any small and localised perturbation evolves asymptotically into a linear wave which
disperses. We mention equally [20L [8]] about problems of global well-posedness for the equation
on density matrices.

The problem of the stability of the equilibria () for Equation (1)) shares similarities with the sta-
bility of the trivial solution for the Gross-Pitaevskii equation id,y = —Ay + (j¥> — 1)¢. In both
problems the linearised dynamics has distinct dispersive properties at low and high frequencies,
making the nonlinear stability problem harder, especially in low dimensions. The proof of scat-
tering for small data for the Gross Pitaevskii equation was done in [18] 17,16, [19]. We here use
spaces with different regularities at low and high frequencies, inspired by [[18]].

The result of the present work is the stability of the equilibria () for Equation (), via the proof of
scattering of perturbations to linear waves in their vicinity. Our techniques however differs from
those used in 211 9], see the strategy of the proof after Theorem [[.Il We hope that the present
proof provides different insights than the ones in the framework of operators, as well as relaxing
some of the hypotheses on the potential w.

In what follows, (¢) = (1 + |§|2)1/ 2 denotes the usual Japanese bracket, and we write with an abuse
of notation f(&) = f(r) with r = |¢|, if f has spherical symmetry. The space L2 H* is the set of
measurable functions Z : R? x Q — C such that Z(-, w) € H* almost surely and

f (EY|2(¢, w)Pdédw < +oo.
RIXQ

Theorem 1.1 (Stability of equilibria for Equation (dl)). Let d > 4. Let s = %l — 1. Let f be a
spherically symmetric function in L*> N L*®(R?). Assume :

o (O1f € AR,

o Lalél"Uf v fl<eo

e 3|f> <0 forr>0,

e writing h the inverse Fourier transform of |f|?, (£€)>0%h € L*(R?) for all « € N? with

|| < 2[s],

o [&"4(h + vh) € L'(RY).

There exists C(f) such that for all w € W' that satisfies
@ € LD and || (9|l +W(0): < C(f),
there exists € = e(f, w) such that for any Zy € L2 H*>~1 n Lid/ (d+2)LZ) with
120l 2 ar-1 + 1120l paran > < €,

the solution of () with initial datum Xo = Y¢(t = 0) + Zg is global. Moreover, it scatters to a
linear solution in the sense that there exists Z_,Z, € L2 H*~" such that

X(1) = Yp(t) + €A™' Z, + 02 a1 (1) as t — oo,

Remark 1.1. The conditions on f are satisfied by thermodynamical equilibria for bosonic or
fermionic gases at a positive temperature T :

P = —7—— u<0 and |fOF = —
e T -1 e T +1

, HER,
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respectively, but it is not the case of the fermionic gases of zero temperature :

IF@EP = 1epeys 1> 0.

Remark 1.2. The smallness assumption on ||(W)—||~, corresponds to the fact that the equation
is not too focusing. The one on (W(0)),. enables the equation (1) linearized around Y to have
enough dispersion. Note that these assumptions appear both in [21]] and [9].

Remark 1.3. The stability is not a consequence of a strong convergence to 0 of the perturbation
in HY>~1 almost everywhere in probability, but of the dispersion for the linear dynamics implying
in particular local convergence. The solution converges back to the same equilibrium Yy. In
particular, it does not trigger modulationnal instabilities.

Remark 1.4. In dimension 2 and 3, the treatment of the problem has to be somewhat modified
compared to the proof we present. The reason for this is some singularity in the low frequencies
that can be dealt with thanks to dispersion estimates on dimension higher than 4, but which are
more problematic in dimension 2 and 3. Nevertheless, this singularity is more an artefact of the
proof than a property of the equation. It can be dealt with by iterating the wave operator twice,
computing exactly different terms of the equation to cancel out the singularity. This is related to
the fact that in the context of operators, the wave operator has to be iterated more than once to be
able to apply dispersion estimates (we refer to [21]]). In dimension 3 and in our context, the result
would be a bit weaker than in dimension higher than 4 : we would have to start form an initial
datum of typical Sobolev regularity % and get the scattering in L?.

Remark 1.5. Even in the defocusing case, some other equilibria can have instabilities. Two
plane waves, which are orthogonal in probability, propagating in opposite directions, are linearly
instable, which is showed In Section[9 Note that the equilibria of Theorem[[ 1] can be seen as a
superposition of infinitely many plane waves propagating in different directions, hence this shows
the importance of regularity of the underlying function f.

The strategy of the proof is the following. First note that the dynamics of Equation (1)) near the
above equilibria is somewhat similar to that of the Gross-Pitaevskii equation. We use a more di-
rect fixed point argument which does not involve iterations of the wave operator as in [21}, 9], and
dispersion properties at low and high frequencies which are inspired from [18]].

We start by reducing the proof to finding a correct functionnal framework for our contraction ar-
gument. Namely, instead of solving an equation for the perturbation Z = X — Yy, we solve a fix
point for the perturbation and the induced potential Z, V where V = E(|Z?) + 2ReE(}_’fZ)), at the
same time. The idea behind this is that even if V contains a linear term in Z, it behaves more like
a quadratic term in Z (in the sense of the Lebesgue spaces to which they belong) and thus, we can
put it in better spaces regarding dispersion.

The fixed point is solved in a classical way by finding the right Banach space ® for Z, V and prov-
ing suitable estimates on the linear and nonlinear terms. The Lipschitz-continuity of the quadratic
part is treated in a classical fashion, in the sense that it requires that ® is included in classical
Lebesgue, Besov, or Sobolev spaces.

The difficulty comes from the linear term. It can be written

(0 L,
el )
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see (IQ), where L; corresponds to the analogue of the linear term in [21} [9]. The invertibility and
continuity of 1 — L; had been dealt with in both papers and their treatment is more or less suffi-
cient for our argument. Note that this term is the linear response of the equilibrium, related to the
so-called Lindhard function [22] [15]].

But L, is where singularities in low frequencies occurs. To get the continuity of L,, V needs to be
in a space that compensates this singularity, namely inhomogeneous Besov spaces, with two levels
of regularity, one for the low frequencies and one for the high frequencies. But V contains E(|Z|?)
and we cannot close the fix point argument for Z in a space that compensates singularities in low
frequencies. This is where we use bilinear estimates on inhomogeneous Besov spaces coming
from the scattering for Gross-Pitaevskii literature, [18]].

The paper is organised as follows. In Section 2] we state a few definitions and known results
that we use in the rest of the paper. In Section 3] we set up the fixed point argument. In Section 4]
estimates related to some direct embeddings are given. The linear terms are studied in Section
where explicit formulas, continuity estimates and invertibility conditions are obtained. Estimates
for the quadratic terms are proven in Section [6] and estimates for the source terms are showed in
Section[7l Theorem [[1lis then proved in Section 8l The last Section[Q]is devoted to an instability
result in a defocusing case when the partition function is not smooth.

Notations.

Notation 1.2 (Fourier transform). We define the Fourier transform with the following constants :
forg e S,

8 =F(9)©) = fR . g(x)e ™ dx,

and the inverse Fourier tranform by
FH@) =m™ | g@)ede
R

Notation 1.3 (Time-space norms). For p, g € [1, co], we denote by Lf , Lz = L?, L9 the space
LP(R, LY(RY)).
For p,q € [1,], s € R, we denote by LI, W;? = LP, WS4 the space
LP(R, W4(RY)).

In the case ¢ = 2 we also write it L, H® or LV, HS.
When p = ¢, we may write L{, for L}, LY.
For p,q € [1,], 5,1 € R, we denote by L?, (Bfl’l)x =[P, B;’l the space

LP(R, By'(RY)).
The proper definition of inhomogeneous Besov spaces is given in Section [2] Definition 2.3

Notation 1.4 (Probability-time-space norms). For p,q € [1,00], we denote by Lf),Lf LI =
L2, P, L9 the space
L*(Q, LP(R, LYRY)).
For p,q € [1,], s € R, we denote by L2, LI, Wy¥ = 2 LP, W4 the space
L(Q, LP(R, WHI(R?)).

_ ) 2 7P
In the case g = 2 we also write it L, L?, H* or L;, L, , H;.
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For p,q € [1,], 5,1 € R, we denote by L2, L, (Bfl”)x =12,17, Bfl’[ the space
LX(Q, LP(R, B)'(RY))).
Notation 1.5 (Time-space-probability norms). For p, g € [1, %], s € R, we denote by LI, W4, L2 =
LP, W54, Lf) the space
(1 - 20)2LPR, LYRY, L2(Q))).
In the case g = 2 we also write it L? ,HS,LfU, and note that L” ,Hs,LfU = L”quHs . In the case

s = 0, we also write it L”, L9, L2
For p,q € [1,00], 5,1 € R, we denote by LV, (B}"),, L% = LP, B, L2, the space induced by the

norm 12
_ 2|10 112 2ty 112 )
gl gz = (D 2Nt 2+ > 2% gy 12) ey
j<0 =0
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2. TooLBox

In this section, we present existing results in the literature, either classical or more recent ones
such as dispersion estimates and matters related to Littlewood-Paley decomposition.

Take n a smooth function with support included in the annulus {¢ € RY| €] € (1/2,2)}, and
define for j € Z, n;(§) = n(277¢). We assume that on R? \ {0}, 2jnj = 1. For any tempered

distribution f € §'(R), we write f; = A;f where A; is the Fourier multiplier by 7; i.e. f] =n; .
Notation 2.1. We have f = }}; f; and we call this the Littlewood-Paley decomposition of f.

Lemma 2.2. [Bernstein’s lemma] Let a > b > 1, there exists C such that for all j € Z and all
f €S8 such that f; € LP(RY), we have
1

sl 1
Ifillze < C29G= 0| fill .

We now introduce inhomogeneous Besov spaces where the inhomogeneity comes from a dif-
ferent treatment of high and low frequencies.

Definition 2.3. [[18]]] Let s,z € R and p > 1, we define B;,” by the space induced by the norm
. . 12
gy = (D 22U + D 227 IAIE)
j<0 720
Remark 21 This corresponds to taking the homogeneous Besov norm B; 2 for the low frequen-
cies and B; o Jor the high frequencies.
We state a few properties of these spaces.

Proposition 2.4. Let 5| < sy and t| > t, and p > 1. We have that for all f € B;,"”, f also belongs
to B)»"™ and we have

I g2 < Al gora-

Theorem 2.5. [Littlewood-Paley theorem] Let s > 0 and p > 1. If p > 2, there exists C such that
forall f € Bg’s we have
£ llwsr < C||f||B%y.

If p < 2 then there exists C such that for all f € WP, we have
IS < 1 il
P
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We cite here bilinear estimates from [[18]].
Proposition 2.6. [Lemma 4.1 [18]] Let (s)1<j<3 € R, (t)1<j<3 € R3, (p)1<j<3 € [2, 003 such
that for all j € {1,2,3},
1 1 1
max(0, s, 51 +sz+S3)§d(— +—+— - 1) <ti+h+n>tjand sjp; <d.
Pt p2 p3

There exists C such that for all (fj)1<;<3 such that f; € Bf,";[j forall je{l1,2,3},

3
|\fRd f1f2f3| < Cl:l[ Hf]HB;’]"

We now state some dispersion estimates for the linear flow. Define S (¢) = eTiHm=2),

Proposition 2.7. Take p,q € [2, o] (note that d > 3 so that we are excluding the endpoint) such

that
2 d d

—+—-=—
p q 2
There exists C such that for all u € L2
IS Dullpr 19 < Cllull 2.
Exploiting Bernstein’s lemma and Littlewood-Paley theorem, we get the following.

Corollary 2.8. Take p,q € [2, [ and o, 01 = 0 such that

2 N d d -
— Tt =501
p q 2

there exists C,C’ such that for all u € B(2Tl,0'1+0"

IS @l wra < ClIS Wt p gor < Cllullgrrne < Cllullgriee

3. PRINCIPLE

In this section, we reduce the problem to finding a correct functional setting for our fixed point
problem.

Writing X = Y + Z, the perturbation Z satisfies
i0,Z = (m— A)Z +w = (2ReB(YZ) + |Z)(Y + Z).
Let an initial perturbation Zy € H®, we have that Z solves the Cauchy problem

i0,Z = (m—A)Z +wx 2ReE(YZ) + |ZP)(Y + Z)

{ S )
=0 0
if and only if the couple perturbation/induced potential (Z, V) solves the Cauchy problem
0 Z=m-nNZ+wxVY +2Z),
V = 2Re(E(YZ)) + E(Z%),
Z|t:0 =7.

The idea is to set up spaces for Z and V, ®; and ®y such that ®; X @7 is embedded in Oy in the
sense that there exists a constant C such that for all u,v € O,

IE@lley < Cllulle,lvlle,-

Indeed, one key idea behind the proof is that even if V contains a linear term in Z, it behaves like a
quadratic term on Z in terms of functional spaces, which is better regarding the use of dispersion
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estimates, and this because of cancellations due to the randomness of the equation.

Using the Duhamel formulation of the equation on Z, we get that the Cauchy problem is equivalent
to

Z(t) =S (2 — i f t S(t — s)(w * V(s)Z(s)ds — i f t S(t — s)(w * V(s)Y(s)ds (©6)
and ' '
V(t) = B(Z]?) + 2ReE(Y (1)S (1)Zo) — 2ReE(iY (1) fo tS(t — $)(w = V($)Z(s)ds
— 2ReE(i¥(r) fo t S(t — s)(w % V(s)Y(s)ds)
with the Schrodinger group S (1) = e~0m=2),

We set for all V, and all Z,

!
Wy(Z) = —if St = s)w = V(s)Z(s)ds.
0

In other terms, to solve the Cauchy problem, we have to solve the fix point

(-l [3F

Tl

with
Ay, (‘Z/) = S()Zo + Wy(Y) + Wy(Z)

and

A, (‘Z/) = B(ZP?) + 2ReE(YS (1)Zo) + 2ReE(Y Wy (Y)) + 2ReE(Y () Wy(Z)).

The map Az, has a constant part (or source term) Cz, a linear part L and a quadratic part Q given

by
Az, (‘Z,) = Cyy + L(‘Z/) ¥ Q(‘Z/) ®
where
_ S(1)Zo
€z = (2ReE(YS (z)zo))’ 9)
Z) _ Wy (Y)
L (V) B (2ReE(YWV(Y))) ’ (10)
and
Z) _ Wy (2)
¢ (V) - (E(IZF) + 2ReE(}7WV(z))) ' (1D
The linear term can be written under the form
_(0 Ly
L= (0 Ll)

with L(V) = Wy(Y) and L{(V) = 2ReE(Y Wy (Y)).
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Solving the fixed point equation is now a problem of finding the right functional spaces and show-
ing suitable continuity estimates. The properties we are going to show are summarised in the
following proposition.

Proposition 3.1. Let ® = O X Oy and O be two Banach spaces such that

(1) ©z X Oz is embedded in Oy in the sense that for all u,v € Oz, |[Ew)lle, < llullo,llVile,
(2) there exists C such that for all Zy € ®y, ||Czlle < CllZollo,,

(3) 1 — L is continuous, invertible with continuous inverse as a linear operator of ©,

(4) there exists Cy such that for all (Z,V) € O, ||[Wy(2)lle, < CillVlle,|IZlle,,

(5) there exists Cy such that for all (Z,V) € O, |2ReE(YWy(Z))lle, < C2lIVllo,|1Zlle,

then there exists € > 0 such that for all Zy € ©;y with ||Zlle,, < &, the Cauchy problem (8)) has a
unique solution in @z such that 2ReB(YZ) + E(|Z 1) € @y and the flow thus defined is continuous
in the initial datum.

The proof of this proposition and of the fact that finding such spaces implies the theorem is
exposed in Section [8l One important feature is that the terms Wy(Z), 2Re(E(Y Wy(Z))) and E(|Z %)
are both bilinear and thus we can do a contraction argument directly from this setting.

We end this section by defining the solution spaces ®; and QOy.
Definition 3.2. Let for d > 3,
©z = CR®, H R, L)) N LP(R, W*P(R?, LY)

1
N LR, L72RY, L2)) 0 LAR, By (RY, L))

where s = ‘51 — 1 is the critical regularity for the cubic Schrédinger equation, p = 2%2, q= %.
Let b e ) o
®y=L">,L> +L;,B, """ (12)

In the next sections, we check that ® = @7 x @y satisfies assumptions 1,3,4, in Proposition 3.1]
for d > 3 and assumption 5 only for d > 4.

4. EMBEDDINGS AND STRICHARTZ ESTIMATES

In this section, we check assumption 1 in Proposition [3.1] and dispersion estimates for the linear
flow which induce assumption 4. In the whole section, d > 3.

Proposition 4.1. The space Oz X Oy is embedded in Oy as in for all u,v € @,
IEwvlle, < llulle,lvile,-
Proof. We have that L%2, L9*2 x 192, [9*? js embedded in LE‘HZ)/ 2[4,

0,1 0,1, . _
g X L* B,/ is embedded in L?, B, 1/20 The temporal part of the

norm works by Holder inequality. We are left with proving the embedding Bg’% X Bg’% in B, 1/20,

We use Lemma 4.1 in [[16], that we mentionned in the toolbox, Proposition 2.6l with s; = 5, = 0,
s3 = %,tl =th = %,lg =0,and p; = pp =q, p3 =2. Wehave forall j =1,2,3,p; >2,5; < pij,
tj <t + 1 + 13. We also have

It remains to prove that L*, B

1 1
maX(O,S1,S2,53,S1+S2+53)=—=d(—+—+——1)=l1+lz+l3.
2 P P2 p3
Indeed,
1 1 1 2 1
d(—+—+—-1)=d -2)=d(
PL P2 P3 qg 2

d+1 1
--)=

1
2d 202
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Proposition 4.2. There exists C such that for all u € L2, H*,
IS Dulle, < Cllull2 gs- 13)
Proof. First of all, let us mention that since p, d+2 and g are bigger than 2, we have, by Minkowski
inequality for all f € L2,C(R, H) N LP, WSP N L2 [4*2 0 [4, BZ’ZI),
Iflle, < I 0l -

L2,.C(R,H)HNLE,LP WSPNLZ LH2 L4202 [* B4

For L?, W5P we have
d+2

+

p

<N
AS T RSH
\CRIESW

hence Strichartz estimates, 2.7] apply.
For L2, [4+2 we have that
2 d
av2 v
hence Strlchartz inequalities, 2.8] ,apply.

For L?, B & , we have

ISOul , o) =II(ZHS(z)ujniq+Z2f/2||S(r)ujlliq)l/zlﬂm-

q Jj<0 Jj=0

- S

d
2

Since 4 > 2, by convexity we have,

IS @l , o < (S @il o + > 2720 gl )
Jj<0 j=0
Letg, = d 1 and 51 = dT Sinced > 3 and 51 = i] —£ (werecall g = d+1) we have by Bernstein
lemma, _
IS (Dujlize < C27MIS (Dujllpa

and since

1 N d d

2 ¢ 2

we get by Strichartz estimates, 2.7]
IS @ujlls g < Cllujll 2.

We deduce
IS@ull | o1 < C||u||Bs1,S1+1/4.
th
We have 51 > 0 and s, +4 dT < dT = s, by 2.4] we get

[N (t)ull o ot S Cllullgos < Cllullggs.
2

LB,

Proposition 4.3. Let d > 3. There exists Cy such that for all Z € @z and V € Oy,
Wy @Dlle, < CiliZlle IVl w2 < CillZlle,lIVlloy -
Proof. Thanks to the previous proposition, Christ-Kiselev lemma and dual Strichartz estimates,
we have
IWyv(Dlle, < II(w * V)uIILp',Wsp' 2
with p’ the conjugate of p that is p’ = 2442 We have ? =, tan +2 hence, thanks to Holder’s

d+4
inequality,
Wy lle, < IIw * Vs ZIlLp wsp 12 -
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The potential w allows us to lose s derivatives, that is,
w # Vllysaan < Wllysi VI @2,
1,X

and we get
IWy(lle, < lIVlle,lIZlle,-

5. LINEAR TERM

We study in this section the linearised operator L defined in (I0). We prove that 1 — L is
continuous, invertible with continuous inverse on @ X ®y. We recall that

1 -L
1—L_(O l—Ll)’ (14)
hence it is sufficient to prove that 1 — L; is continuous, invertible with continuous inverse from ®y
to ®y and that L, is continuous from ®y to ®z. We start with the continuity of L.

Proposition 5.1. The operator
!

L, : Vi Wy() = —if S(t—s)[(w=V(s)Y(s)]ds.
0
is continuous from Oy to Oy.
Proposition [3.1lis a corollary of the following estimates.

Proposition 5.2. Let o, 01, p1, g1 be such that 0,01 >0, o < [s], p1 > 2 and
2 N d d

=5 0]

pooa 2
Assume moreover, that for all a € N9 with |a| < 2[c, |0%h| < (f)_z. There exists C > 0 such that
_1
forall U e Ltz, B, Z’UIHT,

A
sup || f St = YU o1 goo o <CIUI 1,0,
AeR  Jo + Bqy Lo 12,5
O_l—%,O']+O'

and if o + o < [§], there exists C > 0 such that for all U € Ltz, B, ,

A
sup || fo S(t = 9)Y(s)U(s)ds|

Lfl,W(r‘ql,La S CHU”L% B(r]—%,(r]ﬂr‘

AeR )
Proof of Proposition[5.1) Take p; > 2,01 > 0 and g; > 2 such that
2 d d
— + — == -07.
roq 2

Assuming Proposition [5.2] we get by Christ-Kiselev lemma, since p; > 2,

!
| fo N s)Y(s)U(s)dsHLf.’Bg,ln’Li < CIIUllLtZ’B;%JW-

We use it with p; = 4, g, =q,(r=iand(r1 :d4;3Ss—(r,toget

t
I j; S(t- s)Y(s)U(s)ds”L?’Bg,m’L‘zu < CIIUIIL?’B_%'S.

2
‘We also have

I f t S(t = )Y (s)U(s)ds|
0

o —%,(rl +0*
2

Lfl ’qu,cr’LE) S C”U”L2 B
>
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We apply it to (p1, g1, 071, 0) equal to either
(p,p,0,s), (d+2,d+2,5,0)0r (c0,2,0,5)

to get
WVl < Cliw s V2 g1

and thus, by putting the derivatives on high frequency on w and on low frequency on V,

IWy(Vlle, < ClWllws:IVIl,2 g-1120-

]
It remains to prove Proposition To do so, we first establish preliminary lemmas.
Lemma 5.3. Let U € Lf"L)ZC and define Lg‘(U ) = fOA St —9)Y(s)U(s)ds. We have
A2 of [ 2
E(L5(U)F) = fdnlf(n)l | f Syt —s)U(s)ds| , 15)
0
where

S,,(l‘) — e—il(—A—ZiITV). (16)

Proof. LetU € L‘;"L%. We write U(s)Y(s) as a Wiener integral:
U(s)Y(s) = Fapem IS oy aw ().
d

neR:
Above, we remark that thanks to Fubini and to the Wiener integration

IWSYOI, = f E(

[weor [  VoPdnds = VIR
nerd *

y Fape s g, X)dW(n)D dx
ne

Therefore, almost everywhere U(s)Y (s, w) € Lﬁ, making S (¢ — s)(U(s)Y(s)) well defined. From
the commutator relation S (r)(e"*U) = ei”'x‘it(m+|’7|2)S,7(t)U we infer that:

S (1= 5)U()Y(s))

 flapelt s DS 1 — 5)(U (5)d W)
neR:

Faem =g L (U (s)dW (). (17)
nerd

From the definition of the Wiener integral, taking the expectation one obtains:

|

A
E Uf St = s)U(s)Y(s))ds
0

A
E(LGRdL f(n)eiﬂ.x—it(m+|77| )S,](t - )(U(s)dW(n)ds

A
x f f Jaye - G =Y U )AW G )ds')
n’€Rd JO

A A
f f f LF@IPS 5t = HU(s)S (¢ = ' )U(s"))dsds'dn
nerRd JO JO

A
] [ s,0 = oueas an
eR? 0

n
which ends the proof of the identity (I3).
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We start the proof of Proposition [3.2] with the case o- = 0 for Holder spaces and o~ = o = 0 for
Besov spaces.

Lemma 5.4. Let 0y, p1, q1 be such that oy > 0, p; > 2 and
2 d d

=35 01

—_ 4+ —
pooq 2

O’]—%,O'1+O'
2 ’

A
sup [|L3 (Dl por 2 < CINUN - 51y (18)
AeR 3 Lt sLx sLm L{Z’B 17271

2

There exists C > 0 such that for all U € L2, B

Proof. We start by taking U in the Schwartz class to allow the following computations and we
conclude by density. We have from (I3) and Minkowski’s inequality:

A 2
IO 0 = | f ddnlf(n)|2| fo St = US| [| i
T X 2w R 't Lt o

IA

A
2
f dnlfor | fo Syt = )U(s)ds|[ 1 jor-
R 1o
By Strichartz inequality and Bernstein lemma, Corollary 2.8] we get
A
2
LSOl o po < fR dnlfor| fo Sy(=)U(S)ds|[ 1
We introduce U; defined by 01(§) = |£|! U(f), we have

A A A
2 i — e A A
[ f S y(=U()ds|| i = f d¢ f dt f dire P E2ED Gy (€, 1) 01, 1),
0 2 R4 0 0

We do the change of variables t = 1, — 1], we get

A [E—
I f Sy(=)U(s)ds|[ren = f dg f dtf dne " EED (& )01 E 1+ 1),
0 2 R4 R tHeD;

where D, = [-t,A—t]U[0, A]. We integrate over n reminding that / is the inverse Fourier transform
of |fI?, we get

) SN
LA o o < f dé f dt f diie”™ (=260, 1)Uy (E.1 +1y).
1ot R R JneD,
We use Cauchy-Schwarz inequality over ¢, to get
L3I0 o 2 S f |t f (=201 E, ),
t tx tw R R n

We have |h(=2t£)| < (#)£])~% from the hypotheses of Theorem [LIL We then do the change of
variable 7 = #|¢| and get

LSO a1 2 S f |dE f dr(@)y N0 E Il
1 oTx T R R g

and since (1)2 is integrable, we have

A 2 “127 (g N2 g — 2
AWy o o fR ET P OVE NG =NV, oin

which is the desired result.
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Lemma 5.5. Let py, q| be such that p; > 2 and

2 d _d
poq 2

_1
There exists C > 0 such that for all U € Ltz, B, 2’0,

sup ||[LA(U 00,2 < C||U 1. 19
S AWl gz < €I, s, (19)

Proof. By Minskowski’s inequality, we have
LS W)l goo g2 < WS W)l g1 oo
By Strichartz inequality we get
A
LAl asozs < [ SETOUSS 12
t s 0
We use the formula (I3)) for L’;‘(U ) when ¢ = 0 and obtain
A
L3R, A0S f NQOE j; Sp(=)U(s)dsll 2 1.

Following exactly the same steps as in the proof of Lemmal[5.4] we obtain:

RO, 012 SN gy S NUN g
which ends the proof of the lemma.
m]
We can now end the proof of Proposition thanks to the three lemmas above.
Proof of proposition[5.2]1 For vectors @ = (ay,...,aq) € N4 and n = (71,...,174) € R? we write

o
ol = 29, @), 0* = 11, 8} and

d
ch=[]ce andn =[]0
=1 j

where Cﬁ’, is a binomial coefficient. We have for all @ € N¢,

A
FLIUY= ) Ch f S(t - )Y (5)0" U(s)ds.
0

Bry=a

Indeed, Y is almost everywhere differentiable and there holds, for |8] < [s] :
FY(s) = f B e aw ),
Rd

meaning that replacing ¥ by 0°Y consists in replacing f(17) by ifn8 (7). Therefore, we have for

o120, pi,q >2suchthat%+;il =‘§i—0'1,and0'eNﬂ[O,|'s'|], for any A € R:

A
L3 (DNt yoar 12 < CNUN 5 por-12.0140,
' Lo, 12.B]
thanks to Lemma[I8 Above, the constant C depends on sup,cya. j4<20 IK€)20%hl| ., because the
Fourier transform of |n"|2| f 1? is 6%*h up to multiplication by a constant. By interpolation,

A
”L3 (U)”Lrpl,W’T"il L2 < CHUHL%’B‘Z’I*I/ZVH'T
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for all o > 0. And for o + 01 € N and p% + [;il = % — 01, we have by Bernstein lemma

A A
||L3 (U)HLpl ng}(rng) < ||L3 (U)HLp] ’ngfﬂf] L2
2 d _d - . .
with =5 Therefore, applying Lemma[I9 with o + oy < [s]:
A
”L3 (U)”Lf,l ,BS}U,LE) < CHUHL[Q’B;I/ZOIHr.

We get the result for o > 0,0 > 0,0 + 01 < [s] by interpolation.

O

Having established the desired estimates for L,, we now deal with the other part of the linear
term, which involves L. We start by computing an explicit formula for this operator, and then

show some continuity properties.

Lemma 5.6. The operator L, is a Fourier multiplier of symbol wm  (in both space and time) given

by for all t € R and all ¢ € R,
Fx(Li(V) (1,6) = =2w(6) fo sin(€]° (1 — )AQE(t — )TV (s, )ds,

where h is the inverse Fourier transform of | f|, or, put another way:

Frx (L1(V)) (1, 8) = w(Em (T, )F 1V (7, 6),

where

my(1,£) = =27 (sin(E D20 1 120) (1) = =2 fo " e sin(eP Oz

(20)

Proof of Lemmal3.6] LetV € L;"’Li so that one can perform the computations below. Using the

formula (I7) we write Wy (Y) as a Wiener integral:

!
Wy(Y) = —i f f f(n)ef"-x—”<m+"7'2>s,,(z—s)(w*V(s))dde(n).
R4 JO

By the property of Wiener integration:

!
E(Wy(Y)Y) —iE fR ) fo Fae g (1~ ) (w x V(s)dsdW(n)

X f f (n')e—in’-xﬂt(m””"2)dW(77’))
R4

—i fR ) fo |FODIPS (t = 5)(w * V(s))dsdn.

Set T'(¢, ) the Fourier transform in space of E(WV(Y)V). From (I6) and Fubini we infer:

I(t.é)

!
i [ [ pe 2 ey s, sy
R4 JO

- f t hQE(t — 5)e™ I @)V (s, £)dsdn.
0

The space Fourier transform of 2ReE(W‘1,(Y YY) is T(t, &) + T(t,-¢). Given that w = V is real and

lf |? is even and real, and thus £ is real and even, we have

T(t,€) +T(t,—§) = -2 fo sin(€(t — s))h(2E(t — $)WEV (s, E)ds

which gives the result.
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Since L; is a Fourier multiplier with symbol wm given by (20), the continuity and the invert-
ibility of 1 — L; on L? based space-time functional spaces is equivalent to the boundedness and the
non-vanishing of 1 —wmy. This issue was studied in [21] where the author showed the following:

Proposition 5.7 (Lewin Sabin,[21]]). Letd > 1, Letd > 4. Let s = %l — 1. Let f be a radial map in
L? 0 L2(RY). Consider the Fourier multiplier m ¢ defined by (20). Assume :

o Ll UfV fl <o,
o writing r = |&| the radial variable, 8,|f> < 0 for r > 0,
o &7 9h e L'(RY).

Ifw € L'(RY) is an even function such that
IO)-Ilz= (f
R4

Rem ¢(t,
eW(0)4 < 21S97Y), where € = —(Tlifr)rl)i(gfo) ﬁ,

h
|x'| d|_2 dx) <218,

and such that

then there holds

min W)l ¢ (7, ky—-1>0 20
(w.£)eRXRA

1
.. . -3,0
and the operator 1 — Ly is invertible on Lix and Ltsz S

Remark 5.1. The f in the paper by Lewin and Sabin corresponds to g(r) = |f(\ré)? for any
unitary vector of R, & The assumptions they make on g are implied by the ones we make on f.

Proof. For the proof, we refer to [21]]. There the authors show that under the assumptions of the
proposition, (7, &) = W(&)my(t, £) is uniformly bounded on R xR, and that (ZI) holds. Therefore,
(1 = W(kym(t,k))~" is a bounded function. This implies the continuity of 1 — L; both on L7, and
-1o
L?B,*".
O

The continuity of 1 — L; on ®y is a consequence of the above continuity on Lf’x and of other
mild assumptions on f and w.

Proposition 5.8 (Lewin-Sabin, [21]]). Assume that the hypothesis of Proposition[3.71hold and that
moreover f(lhl + |Vh|))dr < +oo (that is h and Vh in |§|d_1L1(Rd)) and (1 + |Ehw € [Hd+D)/(d-2)

d+2
then 1 — Ly and (1 — L))~ are continuous from Oy into L, .

Proof. A first direction to prove Proposition [5.8]is to show that the Fourier multiplier w(&)m ¢(t, &)
and its inverse are continuous operators on Lebesgue spaces using standard harmonic analysis
tools. This is done in [21] where the authors show that this multiplier satisfies suitable conditions
ensuring the application of Stein’s and Marcinkiewicz’s theorems. One can check using the com-
putations there that its inverse also satisfies the same suitable conditions. We give here another
proof avoiding the use of advanced harmonic analysis. We claim that

W(Em(1,€) € L3 RH), (22)

Assuming the above bound, then one computes the following, using the continuity of the Fourier
transform from L7 into L? for 1 < p < +co and Holder inequality. We have by definition
L1 VIIL# < [W(@my(z, f)ﬁxVIIL%(RHd)-

1x
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We use Holder inequality to get
||L1V|I a2 S |W(Ems(, Ol

tx

Because of the bound (22), and that [|F7, V| ;2gi+ay < [V

L’ d 2 (Rl+d)||?l,xv| |L2(Rl+d)

125 Lo» We have

||L1V|| 42 S ||V||
tx

d+2
which is in turn less than ||V]|g,. This shows the continuity of L; from Oy into Lt’fc . Similarly,

using the fact that (1 —W(&)m ¢ (z, £))~!is uniformly bounded from Proposition [5.7) we get through
algebraic considerations

(1 =Ly)” VII a2 S ||V|I as2 + (1 = (1= L)~ )VII a2 .

By definition, and using that for p > 2, and y € L, ||[{llz» < Ilx1l,» we have
Ww(&my(t,£) VI

P d+2

1= w(@mp(r, &) " LT @iy

Using that 1 — w(§)m (7, £) is bounded from bellow we get

a-a- Ll)_l)V”er%Z S WEm (T Ol 242 (R,+d)||5"z,xV||L2(Rl+d)

I = (1= L) VI a2 <]
Lr,x

d+2
and we conclude as previously. This shows the continuity of (1 — L;)~! from @y into L,; . Hence

it remains to prove (22)). We compute for |£] > 1 and 7 # 0, doing the change of variables 7 « #|£| :

+00

m(t,€) = —ZL " e ™ sin(|EPHh(2éNdr = e_i\él'ltsin(lflt)h (ZEZ) dt.

2
él €1

j =t . —i=t
We write |§|e = ir719,e7' A" to get

2- +00 .
mf<r,f)=—;’ fo af(e"ﬁ)smufn)h( él)

and we integrate by parts to get

mp(t,&) = g(lfl £+m e_iétcos(lflt)h( ét) dt+2f+ooe |f‘ sm(lflt)é Vh( ét) dt)

€1 €1 €1
Finally, we use the fact that 4 is radially symmetric and the integrability assumptions to get
1+ €]
mf(T’ é‘:) < g
Il

Since my is uniformly bounded from Proposition 5.7] one deduces that |m¢(7,&)| < (1 + [£)(1 +
[7])~!. Therefore one concludes that:

d+2 d+2 +2 1
fR iemyr o s [ v o ——der

R+ (1+ )23

and since ﬁ is integrable, we have
(I+lr))7d-2

[ em P <10 b g, < o

Rd )



18 C. COLLOT AND A.-S. DE SUZZONI

6. THE REMAINING QUADRATIC TERM

We have already dealt with the quadratic terms E(|Z|*) and Wy(Z) in Propositions &.1] and B3]
respectively, it remains to prove assumption 5 in Proposition 3.1l In what follows, we assume
d > 4, it is the only part of the paper that does not work in dimension 3.

Proposition 6.1. There exists C > 0 such that for all (Z,V) € 0,
I2ReE(YWy(Z))llo, < ClIVlle,lIZlle,-

-1/2,0

5 estimate. Let U €

Proof. The proof relies on a duality argument. We first prove the LB
L2, B)*°. We write U = U, + U, with
U= Ujand U, = ) U;
j<0 Jj=0

where we use the Littlewood-Paley decomposition of U. We have, integrating by parts:

(U1, E(FWy(Z))) = E(( f S (s = HU\OY (0t (w + V)Z)).

This yields
O EEW@ < | [ 5,6 - 00070t 100 V)2 g

2
w

with g; = d + 2. We apply Lemma[5.4l with o7y = s = % -1

0 f S(s = DUOYO)dt]| 0 12 < (LU
s > 1

2

and since U; contains only the low frequencies and 51 — % > %, we get

I f S(s—t)Ul(t)Y(t)dtHLg’Lg) S”U”Lg,gé""

By Holder inequality, since ¢, = d + 2, we get

[I(w = V)ZHL;IE( < w s Vi 2021y 10 12 -

2
w

The estimates above imply for the low frequency part:
KULETWy@)] 5 Ul ollVIley I Zlle, - (23)
We now deal with high frequencies. We have
(U2 EWy(2)))] = E(( f S (s = DY (1)dt, (w = V)Z)).
N

We get by Holder inequality

(U2, EYWy(2))| < || f S(s =YUYWt 5 ,p 12 VIl aorz jaellZll e g2
s t b s b t x t X w

From the above estimate we get the control for the high frequency part, by applying lemma
with o; = 0,

|<U2,E()7WV(Z))>| < ||U2||B;1/2,0||V||®V||Z||LIP,L§,L5) < ||U||B;/z,0||V||®V||Z||L;’,L§,Lg) (24)
where we used the fact that U, contains only high frequencies. Combining (23) and 24) gives
||E(YWV(Z))||L[2,B;1/2,0 < C(fsmliViley lIZlle, - (25)
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It remains to prove that E(Y Wy (Z)) belongs to L§d+2)/ 2, L;dﬂ)/ 2. Note that E(YWy(Z)) belongs to
L7 L if py > 2,q2 > 2 and

d 2 d d d

E—S2 .—p—2+5€[5—5,5].

This is due to the fact that ¥ € LY, L2 and by Strichartz inequalities
IWv@Dlr2 12 12 S WV @22lZIp w12, < IViley IZ]le,

and that s, € [0, s]. We recall that by definition % — s =1. We have

4 2
2L oen gy,
d+2 d+2 2
thus E(YWy(Z)) belongs to L§d+2)/ 2 L9 ith:
||E(YWV(Z))||L% < VlleyliZlle, - (26)

tx

Gathering (23) and (26)) one obtains the desired continuity estimate
IEXWy(Z)lle, < C(f, WIVIleylIZlle,-

7. A SPACE FOR THE INITIAL DATUM

One has the following compatibility result between the space for the perturbation at initial time,
and the leading order term for the solution and the potential as given in (@). Here, we prove
assumption 2 in Proposition 3.1 for dimension higher than 4 but the proof can be adapted to
dimension 3.

Lemma 7.1. There exists a universal constant C > O such that for all Zy € L2, H¥*>' n

L2410+ L2, one has Cz, € ©®7 x Oy with

ICzllo,xey < C(IIZollLi’Hgl + HZO”L;*dz,Lf)). 27
Proof. We have that S (f)Zy belongs to @z because of Strichartz estimates and that Z € Lz), H’.
Recall the definition of ®y, (I2)). The control of the space-time Lebesgue norm of 2ReE(Y'S (£)Z)
uses standard Strichartz estimates, while the control on its Besov-type norm involves some extra
dispersion in the interaction with Y.
We start with the space-time Lebesgue norm. Since Y belongs to L3’
Schwarz:

, L2 we get by Cauchy-

ETSOZ)I| o < ISDZoll o2
L L

1.x tx 2w

‘We recall that
4 2d d

d+2+d+2:2€[1’5]’

hence by Strichartz estimates, we obtain the first continuity estimate:

IE(YS (I)Zo)IILL;z < 1Zoll2, gs- (28)

t,x

For the Besov norm, by duality one has:

IEFSOZo)ll | 1,=  sup
LB

D) 1=[1U|l 5 120
12.8)

f S(NTU)Z
1X,0
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We write U = U; + U, where Uj = Py< U. For the low frequency part we apply Lemma[5.4] with
p1=+00,q =2d/(d—-2)and o] = 1:

1y
p2°
2

IIIS( t)(YU1)II # S ||U1II oy SIIUII
For the high frequency part, we apply Lemma-w1th pr=+400,q1 =2and oy = 0:

I [ SEDT U2 2 S ||U2||L JRTRS ||U||
t

1o
20
22 2

Therefore, one has that f S(-H(YU) e LZd/ (@-2) L2 + Lﬁ,Lz) (endowed with the canonical norm
for sums of Banach spaces) with:

I [S(_t)(YU)l|L§"’/<f’*2>,Lg+L§,L5 < ||U||L[2

Hence, by duality:

f S(-0(FUZ| < |1 lo(nzon 2 +||ZO||L§,L3)
Lx,w rB2 Lw

Therefore, by duality one obtains the second estimate:

IIE(YS(I)Zo)IIL2 s10 S IIZoIIL% ot 1Zoll 2,12 - (29)

1°72 x o

The bounds (28] and (29) then imply the continuity estimate:
IB(YS (DZo)lloy < ||Zo||Hg_1 + 11 Zoll Td

)
L

The identity (), the above bound and (I3)) yield the desired result 7).

8. Proor oF THEOREM [[L1]

We recall that the proof of Theorem [L 1l relies on finding a solution to the fixed point equation
(@) for the perturbation Z and the induced potential V. According to (8)), the fixed point equation

can be written in the form:
Z _1 Z
v =(Id-1L) CZo+QV .

This is now a standard routine to solve the above equation thanks to the various estimates derived
previously. To solve the above equation, one defines ®[Zy](Z, V) as the mapping

D[Zp]: Ozx0py — Oz x0Oy

[ e off)

Let us denote by ® = L2 HY/>~n LZd/ (d+2)L2 the space for the initial datum with associated norm
Il - llo,- We claim that for Zy small enough, the mapping ®[Zy] is a contraction on B(0, C||Zy|le,)-
Indeed, the identity (I4) and the continuity results of Propositions [5.8land[5.7 give that:

_ 73l
(Id-10)" = ((1) L(Zl(l_ LIL)I—)l ) € L(Oz X Oy).

Hence, for the leading order part, from this and the bound @27)) for Cz, one obtains:

1 (Id = L)™' (Cz,) llo,xey < 11Z0ll6,-
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For the quadratic part, recall (IT)). In particular, one has

0
Z, V)= + Z,V
where Q is bilinear. From Propositions B.1} 4.3land [6.1] if (Z, V) € B(0, C||Zolle,) then:
IQ(Z, V)llo 0, < CIZ VI, vo, < CliZollg,

and, due to bilinearity:

||Q(Z’ V) - Q(Z/a V/)H@ZX@V

IA

C(IZ. Vllo,xey + IZ', Voo, IZ = Z',V = V')llo,x0y
CliZollolZ = Z', V = V)llo,x0y -

IA

From the above estimates, on gets that ®[Zy] is indeed a contraction on B(0, C||Zylle,) for some
universal C if ||Zyllg, is small enough. Applying Banach’s fixed point theorem yields the existence
and uniqueness of a solution to (7)) in B(0, C||Zylle,). To prove the scattering result, one rewrites

(@) as:
Z@®) = SO (Zo - if " S(=)w = V($)Z(s)ds — if " S(=s)(w * V(s))Y(s)ds)
0 0

+if " S(t—=s)(w = V(s)Z(s)ds + if " S(=s)w = V(s)Y(s)ds.
' '

Applying Proposition [4.3] one obtains that f0+°° S(=s)(w * V(s)Z(s)ds € L2 HY>~" and that:

+00
||f St = )w * V()Z($)dsll 2 a1 < N1Z($)1s2llo, V()1 llo, — O
t
as t — +oo. Similarly, from Proposition [5.1] one has that f0+°° S (=s)wx V(s)Y(s)ds € H>! and
that
+00
||f S(=)(w * V()Y ()dsll 2 gar-1 < llo IV()lszlley, — 0
t
as t — +oo. Therefore, on has indeed that there exists Zo, € H¥/>"'L2 such that, as t — +oo:
Z({t) = S() 2y + OHd/2’1LZ,(1)‘
This ends the proof of Theorem L1l

9. EXAMPLE OF INSTABILITY FOR A ROUGH PARTITION FUNCTION

We study here the linearisation of the dynamics near the superposition of two waves which are
orthogonal in probability and propagate in opposite directions. This corresponds to an equilibrium
of the form (4)) with a rough partition function f. Even in the defocusing case, the form of f is
involved to ensure linear stability. Indeed, we will prove linear instability for the present example.

Consider a potential w satisfying, without loss of generality if the equation is defocusing, fRd w=

1, amass m > 0 and a frequency & € R?. Let two functions in probability g; : Q@ — C fori = 1,2,
with fQ |g,»|2(w)dw =1/2 and fQ g1(w)g2(w)dw = 0. The following function is a solution of (d):

Y[m’ k](w, t, X) = \/n_13‘i(|§|2+'")l (gl (w)eif,x + gz(a))e_ié:'x) ’

which is not stationary, but is at equilibrium. We study a perturbation under the form X = Y + Z
and decompose:

Z(w, 1, %) 1= g1(@)e" Mg, (x 1) 4 gy (w)e M g (1 1) + e3(w, 1, ),
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where for almost all #, x € I xR9, one has fQ e3(w, t, x)gi(w)dw = 0 fori = 1,2. At the linear level,
€1 and &; do not interact with &3 and their evolution equation is:

diel) _ (ihe) —2EVg) — im (w x Re(g)) + w * Re(gy)))  (—ie Ex~EP+mE (3 NL)
0e2) — \iAey + 26 Vey — im (w = Re(g) + w = Re(e)) —ieExt(EP+mn g (8NL) )’

where the nonlinear term is NL = 2(w * Re(E(YZ))Z + (w * E(Z*))(Y + Z). We now focus
on the linearised operator for (g1, £;). We decompose between real and imaginary parts, writing
u; = Reey, up = Im &1, us = Reey and uy = Im &;. One has the identity

iAe1 — 26 Ve —im(w * Re(e1) + w* Re(e2))\  [—Auz — 26 Vuy + i(Auy — 26 Vuy — mw * up — mw * u3)
T\ =Auyg + 26 Vuz + i(Auz + 26 Nug — mw x uy — mw * u3z)

iAey + 26.Vey — im (w = Re(e)) + w = Re(ep))

Consequently the linear coupled dynamics for €1 and &, can be written as the following system:

231 Ui —2§.V -A 0 0
u | |u _|A=-mwx =26V —mwx 0

s | =4 s A= o 0 2wV A (30)
Uy Uy —mws 0 A—mwx 2ENV

Note that A is a matrix of Fourier multipliers. We now study its spectrum. In the particular case
m = 0, we retrieve for A the block diagonal form

2V -A 0 0

Lo A 2900
=l o 0 26V -A
0 0 A 26V

Each of the two matrix operators only have imaginary spectrum, and correspond to a linear
Schrodinger equation in a moving frame. In the particular case ¢ = 0, A and its symbol are
given by:

0 —-A 0 0 0 k|2 0 0
|A=-mwx 0 —mwx 0 | Ik =m0 —mw(k) 0
A=) 0 0 _al matk) = 0 0 0 k> |

—mws 0 A—-mwx 0 —mw(k) 0 —k>—mwk) O

The eigenvalues of my are by a direct check A, . = + \/—lkl4 — (1 = Dmlk]*"(k) € iR in the
defocusing case w > 0. This linear operator is similar to the one arising in the linearisation of the
Gross-Pitaevskii equation near the trivial state, and has thus in the defocusing case only imaginary
spectrum. The situation is more involved when & # 0 and m # 0. In the case of a Dirac potential
one has the following instability result, whose proof can be extended to include other additional
potentials.

Lemma 9.1. Let w = 1, m > 0 and & # 0. Then the Fourier multiplier of the differential matrix
A given by (3Q) possesses positive and negative eigenvalues in the vicinity of the frequency k =

£+/4 — min(2, m/I€P).

)
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Proof. We compute the characteristic polynomial of A, using the notations a = 2£.V, b = —A and
¢ = mwx to ease computations:

X + 28V A 0 0
B B —A+mwx X +2EV mws 0

= X420+ 0)b—-aHX?+ (b + )b+ a*)? - b

We set Y = X? and compute the discriminant:
AD* = (2b + )b — a® = 4(((b + )b + a*)? = b**) = 4b (b* — 4(b + 0)a?).

Therefore the roots in Y of the above polynomial are:

Ye=d® —(b+0)b =D =4EV) + (A +mws)A + \/—A (—A(mw=)? — 16(=A + mw=)(£.V)?)
and the roots in X are:
If Y, or Y_ has some positive spectrum, then at least one of the X, . has some positive and

negative spectrum which signals a linear instability. For » > 0, the symbol associated to Y.
evaluated at 7€ is:

41l — Pl — migPR + IR (PP + 16(21ER + m)lglr?)

= | (-4|§|2 — PP - m+ \/m2 +1672]¢* + 16m|§|2).
The above quantity is positive when the following polynomial

(4P + 21 + m) = (m® + 167" + 16mi”) = |47 - 4) (r2 o ZE%)

is negative. Therefore, at the frequency k = ¢ \/4 — min(2, m/|¢]?), the Fourier multiplier of A has
a positive and a negative eigenvalue.

O

REFERENCES

[1] Bardos, C., Erdos, L., Golse, F., Mauser, N., & Yau, H. T. (2002). Derivation of the Schrodinger?Poisson equation
from the quantum N-body problem. Comptes Rendus Mathematique, 334(6), 515-520.

[2] Bardos, C., Golse, F., Gottlieb, A. D., & Mauser, N. J. (2002). Mean field dynamics of fermions and the time-
dependent Hartree-Fock equation. arXiv preprint math-ph/0204009.

[3] Benedikter, N., Jaksié, V., Porta, M., Saffirio, C., & Schlein, B. (2016). Mean-Field Evolution of Fermionic Mixed
States. Communications on Pure and Applied Mathematics, 69(12), 2250-2303.

[4] Benedikter, N., Porta, M., & Schlein, B. (2014). Mean-field evolution of fermionic systems. Communications in
Mathematical Physics, 331(3), 1087-1131.

[5] Bove, A., Da Prato, G., & Fano, G. (1974). An existence proof for the Hartree-Fock time-dependent problem with
bounded two-body interaction. Communications in mathematical physics, 37(3), 183-191.

[6] Bove, A., Da Prato, G., & Fano, G. (1976). On the Hartree-Fock time-dependent problem. Communications in
Mathematical Physics, 49(1), 25-33.

[7] Chadam, J. M. (1976). The time-dependent Hartree-Fock equations with Coulomb two-body interaction. Commu-
nications in Mathematical Physics, 46(2), 99-104.

[8] Chen, T., Hong, Y., & Pavlovi¢, N. (2017). Global well-posedness of the NLS system for infinitely many fermions.
Archive for Rational Mechanics and Analysis, 224(1), 91-123.



24 C. COLLOT AND A.-S. DE SUZZONI

[9] Chen, T., Hong, Y., & Pavlovi¢, N. (2018, March). On the scattering problem for infinitely many fermions in
dimensions d? 3 at positive temperature. In Annales de 1’Institut Henri Poincaré C, Analyse non linéaire (Vol. 35,
No. 2, pp. 393-416). Elsevier Masson.

[10] de Suzzoni, A. S. (2015). An equation on random variables and systems of fermions. arXiv preprint
arXiv:1507.06180.

[11] Elgart, A., Erdos, L., Schlein, B., & Yau, H. T. (2003). Nonlinear Hartree equation as the mean field limit of
weakly coupled fermions. arXiv preprint math-ph/0311043.

[12] Frank, R.L., Lewin, M., Lieb, E. H., & Seiringer, R. (2013). Strichartz inequality for orthonormal functions. arXiv
preprint arXiv:1306.1309.

[13] Frank, R. L., & Sabin, J. (2017). Restriction theorems for orthonormal functions, Strichartz inequalities, and
uniform Sobolev estimates. American Journal of Mathematics, 139(6), 1649-1691.

[14] Frohlich, J., & Knowles, A. (2011). A microscopic derivation of the time-dependent Hartree-Fock equation with
Coulomb two-body interaction. Journal of statistical physics, 145(1), 23.

[15] Giuliani, G., & Vignale, G. (2005). Quantum theory of the electron liquid. Cambridge university press.

[16] Gustafson, S., Nakanishi, K., & Tsai, T. P. (2006). Scattering theory for the Gross-Pitaevskii equation, Math. Res.
Lett., 13, no. 2, 2737285.

[17] Gustafson, S., Nakanishi, K., & Tsai, T. P. (2007, November). Global dispersive solutions for the Gross?Pitaevskii
equation in two and three dimensions. In Annales Henri Poincare (Vol. 8, No. 7, pp. 1303-1331). SP Birkh&user
Verlag Basel.

[18] Gustafson, S., Nakanishi, K., & Tsai, T. P. (2009). Scattering theory for the Gross?Pitaevskii equation in three
dimensions. Communications in Contemporary Mathematics, 11(04), 657-707.

[19] Guo, Z., Hani, Z., & Nakanishi, K. (2018). Scattering for the 3D Gross?Pitaevskii Equation. Communications in
Mathematical Physics, 359(1), 265-295.

[20] Lewin, M., & Sabin, J. (2015). The Hartree equation for infinitely many particles I. Well-posedness theory. Com-
munications in Mathematical Physics, 334(1), 117-170.

[21] Lewin, M., & Sabin, J. (2014). The Hartree equation for infinitely many particles, II: Dispersion and scattering in
2D. Analysis & PDE, 7(6), 1339-1363.

[22] Lindhard, J. (1954). J. Lindhard, Mat. Fys. Medd. K. Dan. Vidensk. Selsk. 28, 8 (1954). Mat. Fys. Medd. K. Dan.
Vidensk. Selsk., 28, 8.

[23] Simon, B. (2015). P (0) 2 Euclidean (Quantum) Field Theory. Princeton University Press.

[24] Zagatti, S. (1992). The Cauchy problem for Hartree-Fock time-dependent equations. Ann. Inst. Henri Poincaré
(A), 56, 357-374.

COURANT INSTITUTE OF MATHEMATICAL SCIENCES, NEW YORK UNIVERSITY, NEW YORK, UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
E-mail address: cc5786@nyu.edu

CMLS, EcoLE POLYTECHNIQUE, CNRS, UNIVERSITE PARIS-SAcLAY, 91128 PaLAISEAU CEDEX, FRANCE.
E-mail address: anne-sophie.de-suzzoni@polytechnique.edu



	1. Introduction
	1.1. Mean-field dynamics of an infinite number of Fermions
	1.2. Statement of the result
	Notations
	Acknowledgements

	2. Toolbox
	3. Principle
	4. Embeddings and Strichartz estimates
	5. Linear term
	6. The remaining quadratic term
	7. A space for the initial datum
	8. Proof of Theorem 1.1
	9. Example of instability for a rough partition function
	References

