
ar
X

iv
:2

30
4.

03
09

1v
1 

 [
m

at
h-

ph
] 

 6
 A

pr
 2

02
3

Nonlinear PDE models in semi-relativistic quantum physics
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Abstract

We present the self-consistent Pauli equation, a semi-relativistic model for charged
spin-1/2-particles with self-interaction with the electromagnetic field. The Pauli equa-
tion arises as the O(1/c) approximation of the relativistic Dirac equation. The fully
relativistic self-consistent model is the Dirac-Maxwell equation where the description
of spin and the magnetic field arises naturally. In the non-relativistic setting the
correct self-consistent equation is the Schrödinger-Poisson equation which does not
describe spin and the magnetic field and where the self-interaction is with the electric
field only.

The Schrödinger-Poisson equation also arises as the mean field limit of the N -body
Schrödinger equation with Coulomb interaction. We propose that the Pauli-Poisson
equation arises as the mean field limit N → ∞ of the linear N -body Pauli equation
with Coulomb interaction where one has to pay extra attention to the fermionic nature
of the Pauli equation.

We present the semiclassical limit of the Pauli-Poisson equation by the Wigner
method to the Vlasov equation with Lorentz force coupled to the Poisson equation
which is also consistent with the hierarchy in 1/c of the self-consistent Vlasov equation.
This is a non-trivial extension of the groundbreaking works by Lions & Paul and
Markowich & Mauser, where we need methods like magnetic Lieb-Thirring estimates.

1 Model hierarchy

Relativistic quantum mechanics is an immensely successful theory giving a correct descrip-
tion of the behavior of particles on the atomic scale moving at high velocities compared
to the speed of light. On the other hand, non-relativistic quantum mechanics is centered
around the Schrödinger equation which is insufficient when relativistic effects such as spin
and the magnetic field arise. In relativistic quantum mechanics the description of spin
arises naturally in the Dirac equation which is the correct equation for particles with spin
1/2, i.e. fermions. Semi-relativistic quantum mechanics is the theory that keeps rela-
tivistic corrections up to order O(1/c) and it has been discovered by Wolfgang Pauli in
1927 that the correct semi-relativistic equation describing charged spin-1/2-particles in
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the electromagnetic field is the Pauli equation which describes spin and magnetic field
through the Stern-Gerlach term.

Since charged particles emit radiation the effect of self-interaction of a charged particle
with the electromagnetic field it generates cannot be neglected in a (semi-)relativistic set-
ting. In the fully relativistic regime this effect is described by the Dirac-Maxwell equation
for spin-1/2-particles. Since Maxwell’s equations are relativistic and Lorentz invariant it
is natural to couple them self-consistently to the Dirac equation. In the non-relativistic
regime the Schrödinger-Poisson equation offers a description of the self-interaction with
the electric field which is given by a Poisson equation for V ~ with the particle density ρ~

as a source term. The magnetic field, being a relativistic effect, does not self-interact at
the non-relativistic level and neither does spin which is naturally coupled to the magnetic
field. In the semi-relativistic regime of O(1/c) the correct self-consistent description is
given by the Pauli-Poisswell equation. Here, Maxwell’s equations for the magnetic vector
potential A~,c and the electric scalar potential V ~,c are replaced by magnetostatic Poisson
equations (cf. [11]) with the current density J~,c and the particle density ρ~,c as source
terms. This is appropriate when the typical velocity of the system is small compared to
the speed of light. The O(1/c2) approximation of the Dirac equation is the Pauli-Darwin
equation [18, 24, 25].

We have the following diagram for the hierarchies of self-consistent models in relativis-
tic quantum mechanics. The horiztontal resp. vertical arrows indicate the semiclassical
(~ → 0), resp. non-relativistic (c→ ∞) limits.

Dirac-Maxwell
~→0−→ rel. Vlasov-Lorentz - Maxwell

↓ ↓

Pauli-Darwin O(1/c2)
~→0−→ rel. Vlasov-Lorentz - Darwin O(1/c2)

Pauli-Poisswell O(1/c)
~→0−→ Vlasov-Lorentz - Poisswell O(1/c)

↓ ↓

Pauli-Poisson
~→0−→ Vlasov-Lorentz - Poisson

magn. Schrödinger-Maxwell
~→0−→ non-rel. Vlasov-Lorentz - Maxwell

magn. Schrödinger-Poisson
~→0−→ Vlasov-Lorentz - Poisson

↓ ↓

c→ ∞ c→ ∞

↓ ↓

Schrödinger-Poisson
~→0−→ Vlasov-Poisson
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1.1 Pauli-Poisswell equation: A consistent O(1/c) model

In the fully self-consistent semi-relativistic model where a magnetostatic O(1/c) approxi-
mation of Maxwell’s equations is used to self-consistently describe the magnetic field, the
magnetic potential A~,c (depending on ~ and c) is coupled to Ψ~,c via three Poisson type
equations with the Pauli current density as source term. This yields the Pauli-Poisswell

equation for a 2-spinor Ψ~,c = (ψ~,c
1 , ψ~,c

2 )T ∈ (L2(R3,C))2:

i~∂tΨ
~,c = − 1

2m
(~∇− i

q

c
A~,c)2Ψ~,c + qV ~,cΨ~,c − ~q

2mc
(σ · B~,c)Ψ~,c, (1)

∆V ~,c = −ρ~,c = −|Ψ~,c|2, (2)

∆A~,c = −1

c
J~,c (3)

where the Pauli current density is given by

J~,c(Ψ~,c, A~,c) = Im(Ψ~,c(~∇− i
q

c
A~,c)Ψ~,c)− ~∇× (Ψ~,cσΨ~,c), , (4)

with initial data
Ψ~,c(x, 0) = Ψ~,c

I (x) ∈ (L2(R3))2. (5)

Here, |Ψ~,c|2 = |ψ~,c
1 |2 + |ψ~,c

2 |2. Spin and magnetic field are coupled by the Stern-Gerlach

term σ · B~,c :=
∑3

k=1 σkB
~,c
k where B~,c = ∇× A~,c is the magnetic field and where the

σk are the Pauli matrices

σ1 =

(

0 1
1 0

)

, σ2 =

(

0 −i
i 0

)

, σ3 =

(

1 0
0 −1

)

. (6)

The Pauli-Poisswell equation is the only consistent O(1/c) approximation of the Dirac-
Maxwell equation. It was derived in [23]. The two components of the Pauli equation
describe the two spin states of a fermion, whereas the Poisson equations describe the
electrodynamic self-interaction of a fast moving particle with the electromagnetic field
that it generates itself due to the finite speed of light. Since A~,c is coupled to Ψ~,c

we write a superscript ~, c in order to emphasize its dependence on the semiclassical
and the relativistic parameter. Compare (4) to (10) and notice that in the former the
magnetic potential depends on ~ and c. The semiclassical limit of (1)-(3) to the Vlasov
equation with Lorentz force coupled to the Poisswell equations (Vlasov-Poisswell equation)
by the Wigner method is to be published in [27]. The numerics of the Vlasov-Poisswell
equation were discussed in [11]. The existence of classical solutions was discussed in [33].
The classical limit c → ∞, ~ → 0 of the Dirac-Maxwell equation to the Vlasov-Poisson
equation was proven in [28] where the authors first perform the non-relativistic limit to
the Schrödinger-Poisson equation and then the semiclassical limit to the Vlasov-Poisson
equation. The semiclassical limit of the Dirac-Maxwell equation to the relativistic Vlasov-
Maxwell equation is a very hard open question. We would like to mention two recent works
on the regularity of weak solutions to the Vlasov-Maxwell equation by Besse & Bechouche
[10] and Bardos, Besse & Nguyen [4].
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1.2 Pauli-Poisson and magnetic Schrödinger-Maxwell equation

In the situation where an external magnetic field A is applied which is much stronger than
the self-consistent magnetic field generated by the particle then the appropriate model is
the Pauli-Poisson equation, given by

i~∂tΨ
~,c = − 1

2m
(~∇− i

q

c
A)2Ψ~,c + qV ~,cΨ~,c − ~q

2cm
(σ · B)Ψ~,c, (7)

∆V ~,c = −ρ~,c := −|Ψ~,c|2. (8)

with initial data
Ψ~,c(x, 0) = Ψ~,c

I (x) ∈ (L2(R3))2. (9)

and Pauli current density J~,c given by

J~,c = Im(Ψ~,c(~∇− i
q

c
A)Ψ~,c) + ~∇× (Ψ~,cσΨ~,c). (10)

More generally we may consider the Pauli-Hartree equation

i~∂tΨ
~,c = − 1

2m
(~∇− i

q

c
A)2Ψ~,c + V extΨ~,c − ~q

2cm
(σ · B)Ψ~,c + (W ∗ |Ψ~,c|2)Ψ~,c,

(11)

where V ext is an external potential and W is an interaction kernel depending on x ∈ R
3.

In 3− d only the Pauli-Poisson equation corresponds to the Pauli-Hartree equation with

W (x) = − λ

|x| , (12)

where λ is a coupling constant. The Pauli-Poisson equation is related to the magnetic
Schrödinger-Maxwell equation, considered in [8], the magnetic Schrödinger-Poisson equa-
tion, considered in [2, 3] and the magnetic Schrödinger-Hartree equation, considered in
[21, 29].

The Pauli-Poisson, magnetic Schrödinger-Maxwell and magnetic Schrödinger-Poisson
equations are all inconsistent models in the small parameter 1/c. In fact these models omit
term of order O(1/c) and are therefore O(1) in 1/c. The magnetic Schrödinger-Maxwell
equation in Lorenz gauge is given by

i~∂tψ
~ = − 1

2m
(~∇− i

q

c
A~)2ψ~ + qV ~ψ~, (13)

�V ~ = 4π|ψ~|2, �A~ =
4π

c
J~, (14)

where
J~ = Im(ψ~(~∇− i

q

c
A~)ψ~) (15)
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is the current density of the magnetic Schrödinger equation and initial data

ψ~(x, 0) = ψ~
I A~(x, 0) = a~0 ∂tA

~(x, 0) = a~1. (16)

The magnetic Schrödinger-Poisson equation is given by

i~∂tψ
~ = − 1

2m
(~∇− i

q

c
A)2ψ~ + qV ~ψ~, (17)

∆V ~ = −|ψ~|2, (18)

with initial data
ψ~(x, 0) = ψ~

I (x) ∈ L2(R3), (19)

The magnetic Schrödinger-Hartree equation is given by

i~∂tψ
~ = − 1

2m
(~∇− i

q

c
A)2ψ~ + V extψ~ + (W ∗ |ψ~|2)ψ~, (20)

with initial data
ψ~(x, 0) = ψ~

I (x) ∈ L2(R3), (21)

In R
3 with W (x) ≃ |x|−1 we obtain the magnetic Schrödinger-Poisson equation (17)-(19)

from the magnetic Schrödinger-Hartree equation. Here we use a lower case ψ~ to denote a
scalar wave function. Compare (15) to (10) where we have an additional divergence-free
term due to the spin coupling which is not present in (15). In [2, 3] the global wellposed-
ness for bounded external potentials was shown. In [21] the mean field limit of the N -body
magnetic Schrödinger equation to the 1-body magnetic Schrödinger-Hartree equation was
proved and in [29] the global wellposedness of the magnetic Schrödinger-Hartree equation
for non-Strichartz magnetic field was discussed. The global wellposedness and semiclassi-
cal limit of the Pauli-Poisson equation was discussed in [30].

1.3 N-body Pauli equation

Nonlinear 1-body PDE like the Schrödinger-Poisson equation arise as the mean field
limit of linear N -body equations with interaction between the particles like the N -body
Schrödinger equation with Coulomb interaction. A quantum system consisting of a large
number N of interacting particles is described by an N -body wave function

ψ~
N = ψ~

N (x1, . . . , xN ), (22)

where xj ∈ R
3. The wave function is normalized in L2(R3N ), i.e.

∫

R3N

|ψ~
N (x1, . . . , xN )|2dx1 · · · dxN = 1, (23)

and satisfies the linear N -body non-relativistic Schrödinger equation

i~∂tψ
~
N = HNψ

~
N , (24)
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where HN is the N -body Hamiltonian given by

HN = − ~
2

2m

N
∑

j=1

∆xj
+

1

N

N
∑

j<k

V (|xj − xk|), (25)

where V is some interaction potential. For the Coulomb interaction one has V (x) ≃ |x|−1

and for the ”contact interaction” V (x) = δ(x) which results in the Gross-Pitaevskii equa-
tion. For large N , equation (24) becomes impossible to solve numerically. Therefore it
is imperative to approximate linear N -body equations by (systems of) nonlinear 1-body
equations. The following diagram represents the asymptotic links between N -body linear
and 1-body nonlinear equations.

linear N-body Schrödinger
~→0−→ linear N-body Liouville

↓ ↓

N → ∞ N → ∞

↓ ↓

1-body nonlinear Schrödinger
~→0−→ 1-body nonlinear Vlasov

The Hartree ansatz for boson condensate, i.e. particles with symmetric N -body wave
function, is to assume that the inital data are factorized with the same wave function for
all bosons,

ψ~
N (x1, . . . , xN , t = 0) =

N
∏

j=1

ψ~
I (xj) (26)

which produces a symmetric wave function. This is valid for a pure state of a boson
ensemble (i.e. if the system of bosons is in a condensed state). Note that the general
Hartree ansatz for bosons would use different orbitals ψ~

I,j.
For fermions (i.e. for antisymmetric wave functions) a different ansatz has to be chosen.

The Hartree-Fock ansatz consists of taking initial fermionic, i.e. antisymmetric N -body
wave functions ψ~

N,I ∈ L2
as(R

3N ) (the subspace of L2 consisting of antisymmetric (w.r.t.
permutation of the arguments) wave functions) which give rise to a N -body Schrödinger
evolution

ψ~
N (x1, . . . , xN , t) = exp(−iHN t/~)ψ

~
N,I(x1, . . . , xN ) (27)

whereHN is the N -body Schrödinger Hamiltonian (25). The associated initial (pure state)

one particle reduced density matrix ρ
~,(1)
N,I should be close in the trace norm to the initial

one particle reduced density matrix ρ~S,I of the Slater determinant ψ~
S, where ψ

~
S is defined

by

ψ~
S(x1, . . . , xN , t) =

1√
N !

det
(

ψ~
i (xj, t)

)

, (28)
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where {ψ~
j }Nj=1 is an orthonormal system in L2(R3). The Slater determinant is a particular

choice of an antisymmetric wave function. Then ρ
~,(1)
N,I should satisfy

tr
(

ρ
~,(1)
N,I − ρ~S,I

)

≤ C, (29)

uniformly in N . The (pure state) time evolution ρ~S(t) of ρ
~
S,I = ρ~S(0) is given by

ρ~S(t) =
N
∑

j=1

∣

∣

∣
ψ~
j (t)

〉〈

ψ~
j (t)

∣

∣

∣
, (30)

and satisfies the time dependent Hartree-Fock (TDHF) equation

i~∂tρ
~
S(t) =

[

−~
2

2
∆ +

1

|x| ∗ ρ
~

S,diag(t)−X, ρ~S(t)

]

, (31)

where

ρ~S,diag(x) =
1

N
ρ~S(x, x) (32)

is the density of ρ~S and X denotes the exchange term with integral kernel

X(x, y) =
1

N

1

|x− y|ρ
~
S(x, y). (33)

It is then expected that the time evolution ρ
~,(1)
N (t) of the initial one particle reduced

density matrix ρ
~,(1)
N,I should remain close to ρ~S(t) and their distance in trace norm should

vanish in the limit N → ∞.

The Pauli-Poisson equation should arise as the mean field limit of the N-body Pauli

equation given by
i~∂tΨ

~
N = HP

NΨ~
N , (34)

where HP
N is the linear N -body Pauli Hamiltonian with Coulomb interaction given by

HP
N = − 1

2m

N
∑

j=1

(~∇xj
− i

q

c
A(xj))

2 − ~q

2cm
(σ ·B(xj)) +

1

N

N
∑

j<k

1

|xj − xk|
, (35)

with initial data

Ψ~
N,I = (Ψ~

I)
⊗N ∈ ((L2(R3))2)⊗N ∼= (L2(R3N ))2. (36)

The following diagram should hold for the Pauli equation:
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linear N-body Pauli
~→0−→ linear N-body Liouville

↓ ↓

N → ∞ N → ∞

↓ ↓

1-body Pauli-Hartree
~→0−→ 1-body Vlasov-Lorentz - Hartree

Since the Pauli equation holds for fermions the Pauli exclusion principle implies that
the Hartree ansatz as for the bosonic N -body magnetic Schrödinger equation is in fact
not accurate. The correct ansatz is Hartree-Fock ansatz. However in practice the Hartree
interaction is sufficient for numerics since the exchange term X is small in most situations.
In fact the Schrödinger-Poisson-Xα equation was proposed in [26] and studied numerically
in [1]. The exchange term X is replaced by a power nonlinearity |ψ~|2/3ψ~ , based on a
an approximation of the exchange term due to Slater [34].

2 Asymptotic analysis

In this section we emphasize the dependence on ~ and N and use a scaling where m =
c = q = 1. The dependence on c can be omitted since we only deal with the semiclassical
and mean field limits and not with the non-relativistic limit.

2.1 Semiclassical limit

Mixed states in quantum mechanics represent a statistical ensemble of possibles states and
are the fundamental object of quantum mechanics since a pure state is a special case of
a mixed state. The mixed state formulation is necessary from a technical point of view
when dealing with the semiclassical limit of the Schrödinger-Poisson and Pauli-Poisson
equations since uniform L2 estimates for the Wigner transform are only possible in a
mixed state formulation. A mixed state is represented by the density matrix which is
defined as follows.

Let {Ψ~
j}j∈N, Ψ~

j = (Ψ~
j,1,Ψ

~
j,2)

T be an orthonormal system in (L2(R3))2. We define

the density matrix ρ~ and the matrix valued density matrix R~ as

ρ~(x, y, t) :=

∞
∑

j=1

λ~j

(

Ψ~
j,1(x, t)Ψ

~
j,1(y, t)

∗ +Ψ~
j,2(x, t)Ψ

~
j,2(y, t)

∗
)

, (37)

R~(x, y, t) :=
∞
∑

j=1

λ~jΨ
~
j (x, t)⊗Ψ~

j (y, t), (38)

where λ = {λ~j}j∈N is a normally convergent series such that λ~j ≥ 0 and
∑

j λ
~
j = 1. If

there is a k such that λ~j = 1 for j = k and λ~j = 0, otherwise it represents a mixed state.
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The density matrix ρ~ can be considered as the kernel of a Hilbert-Schmidt, hermitian,
positive and trace class operator ̺~ on L2(R3), called density operator. The diagonal of
ρ~(x, y) corresponds to the particle density and is defined by

ρ~diag(x) := ρ~(x, x) =

∞
∑

j=1

λ~j |Ψ~
j (x)|2 ∈ L1(R3

x). (39)

R~
diag(x) := R~(x, x). (40)

The time evolution of ρ~ is given by the von Neumann equation:

i~
∂ρ~

∂t
= [H, ρ~]. (41)

The Wigner transform f~(x, ξ, t) (resp. Wigner matrix F ~) of ρ~ (resp. R~) is defined as
(cf. [16])

f~(x, ξ, t) :=
1

(2π~)3

∫

R3

e−iξ·yρ~(x+
~y

2
, x− ~y

2
, t)dy, (42)

F ~(x, ξ, t) :=
1

(2π~)3

∫

R3
y

e−iξ·yR~(x+
~y

2
, x− ~y

2
, t)dy. (43)

Note that f~ = Tr
(

F ~
)

and ρ~ = Tr
(

R~
)

where Tr denotes the 2 × 2 matrix trace. A
simple calculation shows that

ρ~diag(x) =

∫

R3

ξ

f~(x, ξ)dξ, R~

diag(x) =

∫

R3

ξ

F ~(x, ξ)dξ. (44)

The mixed state Pauli-Poisson equation is given by

i~∂tΨ
~
j = −1

2
(~∇− iA)2Ψ~

j + V ~Ψ~
j −

1

2
~(σ · B)Ψ~

j , (45)

−∆V ~ =

∞
∑

j=1

λ~j |Ψ~
j |2 = ρ~diag, (46)

Ψ~
j (x, 0) = Ψ~

j,I(x) ∈ (L2(R3))2. (47)

where the mixed state Pauli current density is given by

J~(Ψ~, A) =

∞
∑

j=1

λ~j

[

Im(Ψ~
j (~∇− iA)Ψ~

j )− ~∇× (Ψ~
jσΨ

~
j )
]

, (48)

Rewriting (45)-(47) in the density matrix formulation using the von Neumann equation
and taking its Wigner transform one obtains the Pauli-Wigner-Poisson equation for
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F ~,

∂tF
~ + ξ · ∇xF

~ −Fy[β[A]] ∗ξ ∇xF
~ − θ[A](ξF ~) +

1

2
θ[|A|2]F ~

−~

2
θ[σ ·B]F ~ + θ[V ~]F ~ = 0,

(49)

−∆V ~ = ρ~diag =

∫

R3

ξ

f~dξ, (50)

F ~(x, ξ, 0) = F ~
I (x, ξ), (51)

where θ[·] is the pseudo-differential operator defined by

(θ[·]Φ~)(x, ξ, t) :=
1

(2π)3

∫

R6

δ[·](x, y, t)Φ~(x, η, t)e−i(ξ−η)·ydηdy. (52)

where

β[g] :=
1

2
(g(x +

~y

2
) + g(x− ~y

2
)), (53)

and

δ[g] :=
i

~
(g(x+

~y

2
)− g(x − ~y

2
)). (54)

Assumption 1. Let R~ or ρ~ be a matrix valued density matrix or density matrix defined
by an orthonormal system {Ψ~

j} ⊂ (L2(R3))2 and occupation probabilities λ~j ∈ [0, 1]. We
assume that

λ~j ≥ 0,

∞
∑

j=1

λ~j = 1, (55)

1

~3

∞
∑

j=1

(λ~j )
2 =

1

~3
‖λ~‖22 ≤ C. (56)

Since (56) implies that the sequence {λ~} depends on ~ the reason for the superscript
becomes apparent. This assumption implies uniform L2 bounds in ~ for the Wigner trans-
form.

We have the following theorem from [30].

Theorem 1. Let {Ψ~
j}j∈N ∈ C(Rt, (L

2(R3
x))

2) be a solution of the mixed state Pauli-

Poisson equation (45)-(47) with associated matrix valued density matrix R~ such that the
occuptation probabilities satisfy Assumption 1. Let F ~ be the associated Wigner matrix
solving the Pauli-Wigner equation (49) with initial data F ~

I (x, p) = F ~(x, p, 0). Assume
that F ~

I converges up to a subsequence in S ′(R3
x × R

3
p)

2×2 to a nonnegative matrix-valued
Radon measure FI .
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(i) Let A,V ∈ C1(R3) such that B := ∇×A ∈ C(R3). Then F ~ converges weakly* up to
a subsequence in (S ′)2×2 to F ∈ Cb(Rt,M2×2

w∗ ) such that F solves the Vlasov-Poisson
equation with Lorentz force

∂tF + p · ∇xF + (−∇xV + p×B) · ∇pF = 0, (57)

in (D′)2×2 verifying the initial condition

F (x, p, 0) = FI(x, p) in R
3
x × R

3
p. (58)

(ii) Let V ~ be given by −∆V ~ = ρ~diag and suppose A ∈ W 1, 7
2 (R3). Moreover, suppose

that {F ~
I } is a bounded sequence in (L2(R6))2×2 and that the initial energy is bounded

independently of ~. Then F ~ converges weakly* up to a subsequence in L∞(I, L2(R3
x×

R
3
p)

2×2) to

F ∈ Cb(Rt,M2×2
w∗ ) ∩ L∞(I, L1 ∩ L2(R3

x × R
3
p)

2×2)

such that F solves

∂tF + p · ∇xF + (−∇xV + p×B)) · ∇pF = 0, (59)

in (D′)2×2 and

−∆V = ρdiag(x), ρdiag(x) =

∫

R3

ξ

f(x, p)dp (60)

where f = Tr(F ), verifying the initial condition

F (x, p, 0) = FI(x, p) in R
3
x × R

3
p. (61)

(iii) Let A ∈W 1, 7
2 (R3). The mixed state Pauli current density J~ defined by

J~ =
∞
∑

j=1

λ~j

[

Im(Ψ~
j (~∇− iA)Ψ~

j )− ~∇× (Ψ~
jσΨ

~
j )
]

(62)

converges in D′ to

J =

∫

R3
p

pfdp. (63)

2.2 Mean field limit

For bounded interaction potential the bosonic N -body Schrödinger equation (24) was
shown in [7, 35] to converge to the Hartree equation

i~∂tψ
~ = −~

2

2
ψ~ + (V ∗ |ψ~|2)ψ~

11



This was extended in [5, 14] to the Coulomb potential

V (x) =
λ

|x| (64)

which implies the convergence of the three-dimensional N -body Schrödinger equation with
Coulomb interaction to the Schrödinger-Poisson equation.

The convergence of the fermionic N -body Schrödinger equation to the TDHF equa-
tion was shown for bounded, symmetric binary interaction potentials V (boundedness
excludes the Coulomb potential) in [6]. The problem of the convergence of the fermionic
N -body Schrödinger equation with Coulomb interaction to the Hartree-Fock equation is
hard due to the singular nature of the Coulomb potential. The Hartree-Fock dynamics for
Coulomb interaction were proved in [32] for the scaling ~ = N−1/3 which links the mean
field limit with the semiclassical limit, in [31] for a different scaling linking potential and
kinetic energy and in [15] for the same scaling as in [6]. It is shown that the fermionic
N -body Schrödinger equation with Coulomb potential is approximated by the Hartree-
Fock equation in the sense that the time evolutions stay close in the trace norm. This
result holds for ρ~N representing a pure state, i.e. ρ~N is given by an orthogonal projection
on the N -dimensional subspace spanned by antisymmetric wave functions. Notice that
this is at odds with the semiclassical limit of the Schrödinger-Poisson equation in R

3 to
the Vlasov-Poisson equation [20, 22] and the limit of the Pauli-Poisson equation to the
Vlasov-Poisson equation with Lorentz force in [30] where only mixed states are allowed
since the occupation probabilities have to satisfy conditon (56) in order for the Wigner
transform to be bounded uniformly in L2. A recent result for the Hartree-Fock dynamics
of fermionic mixed states is [9], however it does not include Coulomb interaction. More-
over, in [32] the assumptions on the initial data for ρ~N are restrictive in the sense that
one needs control over the commutator [x, ρ~N ] for which the authors of [32] did not find
non-trivial sufficient conditions.

For the bosonic magnetic Schrödinger equation with Coulomb interaction the N -body
Hamiltonian is given by

Hm
N = −1

2

N
∑

j=1

(~∇xj
− iA(xj))

2 +
1

N

N
∑

j<k

1

|xj − xk|
(65)

The N -body wave function ψ~
N satisfies the N -body magnetic Schrödinger equation

i~∂tψ
~
N = Hm

Nψ
~
N (66)

with initial data
ψ~
N,I = (ψ~

I )
⊗N ∈ L2(R3N ) (67)

It was shown by Lührmann [21] that the linear N -body magnetic Schrödinger equation
with Coulomb interaction converges to the magnetic Schrödinger-Hartree equation in the
limit N → ∞ for pure states and for ~ fixed.
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Theorem 2. Let A ∈ C∞ such that

‖∂αB(x)‖ ≤ Cα
1

(1 + |x|)−(1+ǫ)
‖∂αA(x)‖ ≤ Cα

for all |α| ≥ 1, x ∈ R
3 and let ψ~

N,I := (ψ~
I )

⊗N ∈ H1
A(R

3N) be initial data to the N -

body magnetic Schrödinger equation (66) such that ‖ψ~
N,I‖2 = 1. Let ρ

~,(k)
N be the k-

particle marginal density where ρ~N =
∣

∣ψ~
N

〉 〈

ψ~
N

∣

∣ and let ψ~ be the solution to the magnetic
Schrödinger-Hartree equation (20) corresponding to the initial data ψ~

I . Then there exists
a constant C > 0 such that for k ∈ N and t ∈ R,

tr

(

ρ
~,(k)
N −

∣

∣

∣
ψ~

〉〈

ψ~

∣

∣

∣

⊗k
)

≤ K
√
8

√

k

N
eCt (68)

for all k ≤ N . In particular, ρ
~,(k)
N converges in trace to

∣

∣ψ~
〉 〈

ψ~
∣

∣

⊗k
as N → ∞.

3 Wellposedness of Pauli-Poisson

In this section we omit all superscripts since we do not consider asymptotics. We have the
following global wellposedness result for the mixed state Pauli-Poisson equation (45)-(47)
from [30]. Here, Ψ := {Ψj}j∈N and ΨI = {Ψj,I}j∈N. The energy space H1(R3) is defined
as

H1(R3) := {Ψ ∈ L2 : (∇− iA)Ψ ∈ L2, (σ ·B)
1/2
+ Ψ ∈ L2}

with associated norm

‖Ψ‖2
H1 := ‖(∇− iA)Ψ‖22 + ‖(σ ·B)

1/2
+ Ψ‖22 + ‖Ψ‖22.

Theorem 3. Let A ∈ L2
loc(R

3), |B| ∈ L2(R3). For any ΨI ∈ H1(R3) there exists a
unique solution to the initial value problem (45)-(47) in C(R,H1(R3)) ∩ C1(R,H1(R3)∗).
If Ψn,I ,ΨI ∈ H1(R3) are initial data satisfying Ψn,I → ΨI in H1(R3) with corresponding
unique solutions Ψn ∈ C(R,H1)∩C1(R,H1∗) and Ψ ∈ C(R,H1)∩C1(R,H1∗) then Ψn → Ψ
in L∞(R,H1(R3)).

The global wellposedness in the energy space for the magnetic Schrödinger equation
with Hartree nonlinearity W ∗ |Ψ|2 (including W (x) = |x|−1) for the pure state case, i.e.
(20)-(21), was proven in [29]. The magnetic Laplacian defines a self-adjoint operator on
H1. Then one shows that the Hartree nonlinearity is Lipschitz in the energy space and
finally one uses energy conservation to extend the solution globally. In [29], the magnetic
potential A is assumed to be in L2

loc(R
3) which is sufficient for the magnetic Laplacian ∆A

to be self-adjoint on L2(R3) due to a theorem by Leinfelder and Simader, cf. [19].
In [3] wellposedness of the magnetic Schrödinger-Poisson equation is proved for mixed

states but only for bounded magnetic fields. Global wellposedness inH2 of the Schrödinger-
Poisson equation without magnetic field for mixed states was obtained in [12],[17] and in
L2 in [13].

We have the follwing straightforward generalization of Theorem 3 to the Pauli-Hartree
equation.
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Theorem 4 (Global wellposedness of Pauli-Hartree). Under the assumptions of Theorem
3 and assuming that W is even, W ∈ Lr1(R3) + L∞(R3) for 3/2 ≤ r1 ≤ ∞ and ∇W ∈
Lr2 + L∞ for 1 ≤ r2 ≤ ∞ the Pauli-Hartree equation is globally wellposed in H1(R3).

Remark 1. The question arises whether the Pauli-Hartree equation can be posed in
arbitrary space dimensions. The three dimensional magnetic field B = ∇ × A has to be
replaced by its d-dimensional generalization ∇ ∧ A. In this case, following the result for
the magnetic Schrödinger-Hartree equation [29], the conditions for W would be: W even,
W ∈ Lr1(R3) +L∞(R3) for max{1, d/2} ≤ r1 ≤ ∞ (r1 > 1 if d = 2) and ∇W ∈ Lr2 +L∞

for max{1, d/3} ≤ r2 ≤ ∞.
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[5] C. Bardos, L. Erdős, F. Golse, N. Mauser, and H.-T. Yau. Derivation of the Schrödinger–
Poisson equation from the quantum N-body problem. Comp. Rend. Math., 334(6):515–520,
2002.

[6] C. Bardos, F. Golse, A. D. Gottlieb, and N. J. Mauser. Mean field dynamics of fermions and
the time-dependent Hartree–Fock equation. J. Math. Pure Appl., 82(6):665–683, 2003.

[7] C. Bardos, F. Golse, and N. J. Mauser. Weak coupling limit of the n-particle Schrödinger
equation. Meth. Appl. Anal., 7(2):275–294, 2000.

[8] I. Bejenaru and D. Tataru. Global wellposedness in the energy space for the Maxwell-
Schrödinger system. Comm. Math. Phys., 288(1):145–198, 2009.
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