arXiv:2306.03300v1 [math-ph] 5 Jun 2023

QUANTUM BOLTZMANN DYNAMICS AND BOSONIZED
PARTICLE-HOLE INTERACTIONS IN FERMION GASES

ESTEBAN CARDENAS AND THOMAS CHEN

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we study a cold gas of N » 1 weakly interacting fermions.
We describe the time evolution of the momentum distribution of states close to the
Fermi ball by simultaneously analyzing the dynamical behavior of excited particles
and holes. Our main result states that, for small values of the coupling constant, and
for appropriate initial data, the effective dynamics of the above system is driven by
an energy-mollified quantum Boltzmann collision operator, plus a an interaction term
with virtual bosonized particle-hole pairs around the Fermi surface.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Historical background. In this work, we consider a collection of N identical
fermions, moving in the d-dimensional torus A = (R/LZ)¢, where L > 0 is its linear
length. Pure quantum-mechanical states then belong to the Hilbert space of antisym-
metric wave functions L2(AY), on which we consider the interacting Hamiltonian

Y

=) (A + Ai Vi — ;) . (1.1)
2

i=1 i<j

Here, we have chosen units for which the mass of the fermions mg has unit value. The
parameter A > 0 corresponds to the coupling strength of the two-body interaction,

mediated by the real-valued function V : A — R.
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Understanding the dynamics of many-body fermionic systems has been of key phys-
ical interst since the beginning of quantum mechanics in the early twentieth century.
In particular, it is well-known that the ground state of H for non-interacting systems
(A = 0) is given by the Slater determinant of eigenvectors of the kinetic energy operator

Vstater (T1, - - ., xy) = (1/V/N) det[eki(xj)]f-,vj:l (1.2)

where we denote e (z) = L~%2exp(ix - k). The collection of wave-vectors {ky, ..., ky}
in (1.2) minimize the kinetic energy in compliance with the Pauli Exclusion Principle
by filling the Fermi ball (or, Fermi sea)

B={ke (2nZ/L)": |k| < kp} , where kp = /{(N/|A|)% . (1.3)

The parameter ky is called the Fermi wave-vector, and the factor k£ = 1/|S4_1]4 +o(1) is
chosen so that |B| = N. Of course, as soon as A > 0, ¢gpaer is 10 longer the ground state
of the Hamiltonian, nor a stationary solution of the associated Schrodinger equation.
It is then of interest to find a non-trivial scaling regime between the parameters of the
theory in which one can describe effectively the dynamics generated by H, provided
the particle number N is large, and the coupling constant A is small enough.

In the mathematical literature, extensive research has been carried out focusing
on the mean-field scaling regime. In this approximation, the two-body potential is
replaced by an averaged interaction over the position density, and the Hartree system
of equations emerges as the leading order term

ihoiw = [—h?/2A + AN(V % p),w] where p(t,z) =N 'w(t;z, ) . (1.4)

Here, w(t) € L' (L*(E)) is a trace-class operator with Trw = N that approximates
the one-particle reduced density matrix of the original N-particle system; F = A or
E = R? depending on the situation. In the existing literature, the values of the coupling
constant A for which the Hartree equation (1.4) is derived are adapted to the physical
system under consideration. The miscroscopic scaling regime in which & = 1 (or, is
taken independent of N) has been studied in [1, 2, 23, 30] in several physical situations.
On the other hand, in the semi-classical regime for which h = 1/N'? one chooses
A = 1/N and semi-classical initial data. For results in this direction, we refer the
reader to [11, 12,20, 22, 31]. Finally, we note that in this regime, the & | 0 limit of w(t)
is linked with the solution of the Vlasov equation f(t) € Li,p. The reader is refered to
[11, 26, 29] and the references therein.

More recently, in [10], the authors have determined the subleading order term of the
many-body fermionic dynamics in three dimensions, again in the semi-classical regime
h = 1/N'/3 with fixed macroscopic volume L = 27, and for initial data close to giater.
Let us informally describe these results. The leading order term corresponds to the
translation-invariant, stationary solution with kernel

w(t;z,y) = Zeki(x—y) (1.5)

where the right hand side corresponds to the the one-particle reduced density matrix
of glater, that is, the Fermi ball. The authors of [10] then focus on the subleading
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order dynamics describing the time evolution of a relatively small number of fermions
that have been excited outside of the Fermi ball, together with the holes that they
leave behind. If these particle-hole pairs are sufficiently close to the Fermi surface,
they approximately obey Bose statistics—the closeness being measured in the scale de-
termined by the decay rate of the interaction V(k) Roughly speaking, one can then
consider bosonic creation- and annihilation- operators b% (k) and b, (k) that create and
destroy a bosonized particle-hole pair, with relative momentum k € 72 and « labels
their position in the Fermi surface. The dynamics of these pairs is then determined (in
norm approximation!) by the Bogoliubov transformation of an effective Hamiltonian,
quadratic in b and b*. Now, the initial data in this description corresponds to states for
which no fermion far away from the Fermi surface has been excited, since this is not an
energetically favorable configuration. In fact, the machinery with which these states are
built has been succesfully used to rigorously determine the subleading order correction
to the associated ground state energy in the so-called Random Phase Approzimation
(RPA), see [3, 10, 13, 18, 24]. One can then understand these states as being generated
naturally as thermal fluctuations around the non-interacting ground state.

Besides mean-field theory, physicists have for almost a century speculated that yet
another approximation should be valid in the kinetic scaling regime. Here, one re-scales
microscopic position = and time ¢ (that is, variables for which & = 1) in terms of the
macroscopic variables

X =\ and T =X\t. (1.6)
One is then interested in the limit A | 0. Heuristically, in this picture the Hartree
equation (1.4) becomes the free Schrodinger equation and, for microscopic times ¢ ~
1, free motion dominates. However, at longer time-scales T' ~ 1, rare but strong,
short-ranged two-particle interactions—that is, collisions—dominate the dynamics . It is
believed that the quantum Boltzmann equation then emerges from the N-body fermion
problem

(&4&”V@F=®4H&MMQ&P+B—BFJQ&W+B}J§—H)

X V(P = Py) = V(P — P (FEREE, — FyFFyF) . (1.7)

Here, ' = F(T,X, P) is the one-particle phase space distribution, Fj is short-hand

notation for F (T, X, P;), and we denote F =1—F. So far, the derivation of Eq. (1.7)

has yet to be proved rigorously, and it remains an open problem from the mathematical

point of view. For results in this direction, the reader is refered to [3, 1, 5, 6, 17, 21,
, 32] and the references therein.

1.2. Our contribution. The main goal of the present article is to describe the effective
dynamics of holes and particles around the Fermi ball, but which are found away from
its surface—this is complementary to the situation described by the authors in [10],
where their focus is on bosonized particle-hole pairs near the same surface. We explore
the microscopic scaling regime h = 1, and consider boxes of size |[A| « N. In particular,
the Fermi momentum pp = hkp becomes large, of order (N/|A])Y? » 1. Our main
result is Theorem 1, which addresses the case of arbitrary dimension d and box size
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|A|. As a corollary, by looking at large time-scales T" ~ 1, we are able determine the
effective dynamics of the system for dimension d = 3 and box size |A| = (27)%. Our
parameter window includes the scaling regime given by the relations

1
A=z and it NY3T (1.8)
provided the number of holes and particles is not very large. In Remark 2.6, we make
a comparison between the physical scales given by (1.8) and the combined mean-field

and semi-classical regime.

Let us now describe in physical terms our main results. We regard our system as a
very cold gas of N weakly interacting fermions, in which we externally excite n « N
particles outside of the Fermi ball (say, by a beam of light). The holes left behind
behave like the anti-particles of those fermions that have been excited outside of B.
On the other hand, as mentioned above, the collective excitation of particle-hole pairs
near the Fermi surface displays boson-like behavior. Hence, one can identify three
subsystems: holes deep inside the bulk; excited particles away from the Fermi ball;
and particle-hole pairs near the Fermi surface. Such system shares formal similarities
with the theory of Quantum Electrodynamics (QED), in which electrons and positrons
interact via mediation of photons. We push this analogy in a rigorous way, by looking
at the dynamics of the momentum distribution of holes and particles. It turns out
that, besides the expected two-body interactions generated by the potential V(z — y),
wirtual particle-hole pairs around the Fermi surface can mediate interactions between
holes/hole and particle/particle-just as photons do in QED! Essentially, we prove in
Theorem 1 that in a well-chosen scaling regime, and for appropriate initial data, the
following equation emerges from the original N-particle dynamics

fo = fo+ Nt Qulfo] + Nt Bi[ fo] (1.9)

up to an error that we have control of. Here, f;(p) corresponds to the momentum distri-
bution of holes and excited particles, measured in the microscopic variables (¢, p). The
operator (); describes interactions of quantum Boltzmann-type and includes collisions
of the form hole/hole, particle/particle and hole/particle. On the other hand, the oper-
ator By represents interactions between holes/holes and particle/particle, respectively,
that are mediated by virtual bosons around the Fermi surface-these can be interpreted
as self-energy terms.

The best of our knowledge, this is the first rigorous result in which the dynamics of
holes “deep in the bulk” of the Fermi ball has been analyzed. In particular, while the
emergence of the operator ); could have been intuitively guessed based on previous
work in quantum Boltzmann dynamics, the emergence of the operator B; seems to be
entirely new. We believe that this phenomenon contains not only mathematical value,
but physical value as well. In particular, we hope that it will give shed some light into
what will hopefully be the first derivation of the quantum Boltzmann equation.

1.3. Organization of this article. In Section 2 we state the main result of this article,
and in Section 3 we introduce the preliminaries that are needed to set up the proof. In
Sections 4 and 5 we introduce and develop the machinery that we use in our analysis.
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In Section 6 and 7 we show how the operators () and B, respectively, emerge from the
many-body dynamics, giving rise to the leading order terms. In Section & we estimate
subleading order terms and in Section 9 we prove our main result, Theorem 1. Finally,
in Section 10 we analyze the fixed volume case.

1.4. Notation. The following notation is going to be used throughout this article.

- A* = (27Z/L)? denotes the dual lattice of A.

- We write §,, F(p)dp = [A|7" 3y« F(p) for any function F: A* — C.

- 0p 4 denotes the standard Kronecker delta.

- (?(A*) denotes the space of functions with finite norm | f|e = (§,. |f(p)[Pdp) V2.

- B(X) denotes the space of bounded linear operators acting on X.

- We denote ]?E 1 — f for any function f: A* - C .

- G(k) = (2m)"%2§, e7**G(z)dx denotes the Fourier transform of G : A — C.

- We say that a positive real number C' > 0 is a constant, if it is independent of the
physical parameters N, |A|, A\, n and ¢.

- Given two real-valued quantities A and B, we say that A < B if there exists a
constant C' > 0 such that

A<CB. (1.10)

Additionally, we say that A ~ B if both A < B and B < A hold true.
- We shall frequently omit subscripts from Hilbert spaces norms throughout proofs.

2. MAIN RESULTS

The main result of this article is a rigorous interpretation of the emergence of Eq.
(1.9) from the many-body fermionic dynamics governed by the Hamiltonian H. In
this section, we first rigorously introduce the model from which we shall derive this
equation. Secondly, we present our main result in Theorem 1. It contains an estimate
in a weighted ¢* norm for the difference between the momentum distribution of the full
dynamics, and the dynamics associated to the leading order () and B terms. Finally,
we discuss the consequences of this estimate in a particular scaling regime.

2.1. The model. We will work with the grand canonical ensemble associated to the V-
body Hamiltonian H. Namely, we study its second quantization which we now proceed

to define. Consider the fermionic Fock space associated to the the 1-particle space
L*(A)
F=Co@F, whee F,=/N\L*N), ¥n>1, (2.1)
n>1 i=1
which we endow it with creation and annihilation operators a, and a;. In wave-vector
space, they satisfy the Canonical Anticommutation Relations (CAR)
{ap,agt = d(p —q) = [Aldpq and {ap, agt ={a;, a5} =0, p.ge A" . (2.2)

Here, A* = (2rZ/L)? is the corresponding dual lattice, §,, stands for the Kronecker
delta, and {-,-} denotes the anticommutator. The Fock vacuum vector will be denoted
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by ©Q € .#. The Hamiltonian H introduced in (1.1) is now conveniently described in
second quantization, written in terms of creation- and annihilation operators as

1 A ~

= if |p|2a;ap dp + §J V(k) a, a; aqa, dpdgdk (2.3)
Ak (A%)3

where we work in microscopic units such that A = mpr = 1. Note that in in these units

we identify momenta and wave-vectors. In particular, we work extensively with the

Fermi momentum pr = kr ~ (N/|A|)Y?, as given in Eq. (1.3).

Interaction potentials. We shall always assume that V' : A — R is regular enough so that
H is self-adjoint in its natural domain-the one-parameter unitary group (e~""), g is
then well-defined in .%. To be more precise, we assume that V (k) satisfies the following
assumptions:

(i) It has compact support in a ball of radius r > 0 .

(ii) V(—k) = V(k) for all k € A*. Thus, V is real-valued .

(iii) V(0) = 0 .

(iv) V is chosen relative to the box A so that supj-g HVH@(A*) < 0.

We recall that the ground state of the non-interacting system is conveniently de-
scribed as a Slater determinant (1.2) associated to the Fermi ball B, defined in (1.3).
Small perturbations of such states can be understood as fermions being excited out of
the Fermi ball, together with the holes they leave behind. We implement this point
of view as follows. First, we introduce the following notation that we will be using
extensively for the rest of the article

x(p) = L, peb together with = (p) =1 — x(p) . (2.4)
0, peB

Next, we define the following particle-hole transformation
R: % —>F (2.5)
defined as the Bogoliubov transformation satisfying for all p € A*
RraxR = x*(p)ay + x(p) ap (2.6)

together with R*Q) = Ugjater = (0, ..., 0, Ystater, 0, - . .) € F . In particular, the momen-
tum distribution of the non-interacting N-particle ground state in .# can be written
as

<\I]SIator7 a;aq\IlSIater> = 5(]9 - Q)X<p) ) Vp, q¢€ AT (27>

Remark 2.1. One should understand the particle-hole transformation R as a change of
variables. Thus, unless stated otherwise, for the rest of the article .%, a and a* refer
to the variables associated to particles and holes. Namely, if p € B then a, and a;, are
creation- and annihilation- operators for excited particles outside of the Fermi ball. On
the other hand, if » € B then a; and aj are creation- and annihilation- operators for
holes inside of the Fermi ball.
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We are mostly interested in describing the time evolution of the momentum distri-
bution of states close to the Fermi ball. In particle-hole space, the dynamics of these
states is driven by the particle-hole Hamiltonian

h=R*HR . (2.8)

A more explicit representation of the Hamiltonian h will be given in the next section.
Thus, we shall study the evolution-in-time of the corresponding momentum distribution,
defined as follows.

Definition 1. Given an initial state v : B(F) — C, we define

v(e™aka,e™™)

e = = 29)

for allt € R and p e A*.

Remark 2.2. Let us relate the momentum distribution of particles and holes f;(p) to
the dynamics generated by H. Let p : B(#) — C to be a translation-invariant initial
state, and consider its time evolution

pe(O) = p(e” MO | teR OeB(Z). (2.10)

The associated two-point function of the system can be expressed in terms of the
particle-hole transformation R and the relative state v(OQ) = p(ROR*) as

prlasa,) = 60 = ) (x(p) + [x(p) = X* 0)] fi(p)) (2.11)

for all t € R, and p € A*. Thus, Eq. (2.11) expresses the time evolution of the original
many-body dynamics in terms of the momentum distribution of holes and particles, as
given in Definition 1.

Let us now describe the conditions that the initial data will satisfy. In order to
motive them, let us recall that thermal fluctuations around the non-interacting ground
state induce a collective bosonization of particle-hole pairs around the boundary of the
Fermi ball; the modes of excitation of these quasiparticles belong to the support of the
interaction potential V, which we denote by r > 0. Since such phenomena will arise in
our analysis, it is convenient to introduce the following strip

={pe A :pr—3r<|pl <pr+3r} (2.12)

which (under a slight abuse of notation) we shall refer to as the Fermi surface. The
pre-factor 3 is included for technical reasons. The conditions for the initial data are as
follows.

Condition 1. The initial state v : B(#) — C verifies:
(C1) v is quasi-free: for all k,k" € N, py,...,pr € A* and qu,...,qw € N* there holds

(Ha Haq]) B (~1) T det [v(a,a)], ., - - (2.13)

(C2) v is translation invariant: for all p,q € A* there holds v(aya,) = d(p — q)v(asay) -
(C3) v has zero charge: §v(aka,)dp = §,. v(aka,)dp .
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(C4) There exists a constant C > 0 such that s v(ata,)dp < C(A|A|pE )2

FExample. We can easily construct a state v that verifies Condition 1 as follows.
Given n e N, let hy,..., h, € B\S and py,...,p, € B\S. Then, we consider

<\I] 70\1} >?‘ - * %k
v(0) = (]TLQ;J where Uy = Hah a* Q. (2.14)

The state v is a pure state corresponding to the Slater determinant W,. Since Slater
determinants are always quasi-free, this verifies (C1). One may verify that translation
invariance in (C2) is satisfied by direct computation of the two-point function

v(ata,) = 6(p— q) (5(p ) 8 (p—hn) (P —p1) + ...+ Sp —pn)> . (2.15)

The state v has zero charge in (C3) because we have chosen an equal number of hls and
p;s in B and B¢, respectively. Finally we note that (C4) is verified because v(aja,) = 0
forall pe S.

2.2. Statement of the main theorem. Our main result identifies the time evolution
of the momentum distribution f;(p) in terms of two non-linear operators that act on
functions on A*. In order to define them we introduce the following two objects

(1) For p e A*, the dispersion relation of holes and particles is given by

2)\A 2)\A

B= )5+ 50N )+ w( 5 - 500w ). @219

(2) For t € R and = € R we define the following mollified Delta function

S(x) =t (tx)  where  dy(z) = 2 sin” (3)

2.17
T a2 ( )

The following operator describes describes Boltzmann-type interactions between par-
ticles/particles, particles/holes and holes/holes. For convenience, for any k € N, we will

write x(p1,...,px) = X(p1) - x(px) for py,--- ,pr € A* and similarly for x=*.

Definition 2. For f € (*(A*) and t € R we define

QAW =7 | 450 50— p)+ 30— - 80— p) ~Sp-p)] 19
% 1l By, + By = By, = By (F (o) F(p) F (o) Fp2) = (1) Fp2) Fp) (0) )

The coefficient function o : (A*)* — R is decomposed as

0O =0gg +0pp+0gp + Opy (219)
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where the coefficient functions are defined for o= (p1, p2, p3, pa) € (A*)* as follows

orn(p) = X(p1,p2,p3,p1)0(p1 + p2 — p3 — p4)|‘7(p1 —pa) — V(Zh —ps)[® (2.20
opp(P) = X" (1, P2, P3,p1)8(p1 + P2 — 3 — p)[V(p1 —pa) — Vpr —p3) > (2.21
orp(B) = 2X(p1, p3) X" (P2, p1)d(p1 — P2 — D3 + pa) [V (p1 — p3)|? (2.22
opu(p) = 2XL(p1,p3)x(p2,p4)5(p1 —p2—p3+t p4)|‘7(p1 - p3)|2 . (2.23

)
)
)
)

The following operator describes the effect of the bosonzied excitations around the
Fermi surface, into holes and particles.

Definition 3. For all t € R we define in terms of particle and hole interactions
B, = B 1+ BT g (A*) — 01 (A¥) (2.24)
where B - (1 (A*) = 1(A*) and BT : (1(A*) — (1(A*) are defined as follows

~ ~

B§H>[f1<h>zzvrf VP (af (h =k, k)£ = ) F(R) — aff (b, k) F () J(h + k) ) dh

A*

B f1(p) = 2n f V) (af 0+ k. k) (o + 1) F(0) = af (0. ) F(2) (= #) ) dp .

for f et and p,h € A*. Here, the coefficients o and of are defined as

Oé{{(h, k‘) = X(h)X(h + k’) JA* X(T’)Xl(’f’ + k’)(st [Eh — By — B, — Er+k]d7“ , (225)

oy (k) = X" (P)x~(p— k) f XX (r + k)0 [ By = Epi — Br — Epyp]dr - (2.26)
A*
for all p, h, k e A*.

Finally, let us now introduce an appropiate space of functions. Indeed, for m > 0
we introduce the following weight

_ )", pes
Wi (p) = {1 | peARS (2.27)

where (p) = (1 + p?)'/? denotes the standard Japanese bracket. We define the Banach
space (1 = (% (A*) of functions ¢ : A* — C for which the norm

o, = J |o(p)lwm(p)dp (2.28)
A%

is finite. We will measure distances in the norm associated to the dual space of £} (A*).
Namely, we regard (¥ = [¢} (A*)]* as the Banach space of functions f : A* — C
endowed with the norm

e

[<p, )]

1
¢ m

| fllax = sup wn(p) ™| f(p)] = sup (2.29)

peEA* pell H 2

where we denote by (o, f) = {,. ¢(p)f(p)dp the coupling between ¢}, and ¢,*.
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Remark 2.3. As vector spaces, (1 (A*) = (*(A*) and £1*(A*) = (*(A*) for all m > 0.
However, we choose to equip these spaces with the norms | - [, and || - ||+ since the
weight w,,(p) appropriately records the decay near the Fermi surface S—this point will
be crucial in our analysis. For completeness, we record here the following inequality

1f e amrs) < I fllozs < [ fllemaxy Vf e (™ (A) (2.30)

which we shall make use of, when studying the fixed volume case in the next subsection.

Remark 2.4. If f € (1* is real-valued, one may restrict the supremum over ¢ € £} on
the right hand side of (2.29) to be real-valued as well.

The following theorem is our main result. It contains an estimate in £}*-norm that
collects the leading order terms of the evolution-in-time of the momentum distributions
of particles and holes.

Theorem 1. Let b the particle-hole Hamiltonian defined in (2.8). Assume the inital
state of the system v satisfies Condition 1, and consider the momentum distribution
fi(p) defined in (2.9). We denote by

n = |A| Ny fo(p)dp (2.31)

the initial number of particles/holes in the system, and introduce the recurring param-
eter

R=|[Apt'~LNT . (2.32)

Assume that 1 < n < RY2. Then, for all m > 0 there exists C = C(m,d) > 0 such
that for all t > 0 there holds

Ifs = fo — N2t Q¢[ fo] — Nt By[fo]

where the positive parameters 60, and 0y are defined as

ar < CNt(0:1t{t)+ b2t) exp(CAR(L)) (2.33)

m

1 R?
01 = AR*(R2 +n?) and 0, = pr (2.34)
F

Remark 2.5 (Finite volume). In the next subsection, we study the fixed volume case
L = 27 in three dimensions. We consider macroscopic time scales T' ~ 1, and construct
appropriate initial data for which the large time limit of ); and B; describe the time
evolution of holes in the Fermi ball B. Our parameter range includes the following
scaling regime as an example

1

n~Nbs, Azm, t=NsT and m=3. (2.35)
Remark 2.6 (Comparison of physical scales). The physical situation given by (2.35) can
be compared with the combined mean-field A = 1/N and semi-classical regime i = N/

as follows. When both are measured in microscopic units:

(i) The strength of out interaction is O(1/N) weaker, and its range is O(N'/3) shorter;
(ii) Both time scales are O(N'/3): and

©N
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(iii) The size of our box is O(NN) smaller than in the semi-classical case. Consequently,
the Fermi momentum py in our regime is of order O(N'/3)-much larger than its
O(1) semi-classical analog.

2.2.1. Discussion. Note that all the physical parameters in Eq. (2.33) remain finite and
non-zero. This is different from many results in the mathematical physics literature,
where the goal is to prove a convergence result of the form f = limy_,o fy, Where
fn is an object extracted from the many-body problem, all the other physical param-
eters remain fixed or have been expressed in terms of N, and f is a limiting object
independent of N. This approach has been carried out for the derivation of mean-field
equations in the quantum and classical setting, Boltzmann-type equations in the prob-
abilistic and deterministic setting, the Euler equation in the hydrodynamical limit, and
many others. Results of this kind require one to know apriori the scaling regime under
consideration, i.e. the functional dependence of the physical parameters in terms of a
single one (usually, N » 1 or A « 1)-this approach is highly compatible with BBGKY
hierarchy methods, in which compactness arguments are often employed. This depen-
dence is often obtained from scaling considerations, based on a solid understanding of
the underlying physical scales of the system.

As we have noted in the introductory section, the derivation of the quantum Boltz-
mann equation has been a longstanding conjecture from the mathematical point of
view. In particular, the optimal scaling regime for which it could be derived is a matter
of active research. Notably, this includes various theories of interacting quantum gases,
like the one studied in this paper. To explore the appropiate parameter ranges, we
do not fix a strict dependence between the physical parameters of the system. The
“parameter window” for which the inequality (2.33) is a meaningful approximation is
then found aposteriori—the better the estimates, the larger the window.

Our result by no means identifies the optimal parameter window for which emergence
of this phenomenon holds true. However, it is the first result to identify the leading
order terms that drive the dynamics of holes inside of the Fermi ball, for small values
of the coupling constant.

2.3. Fixed volume. Let us discuss in this section a scaling regime for which Theorem
1 turns into an effective approximation. Namely, the situation in which the linear length
of the box is L = 27, and d = 3. Here, the dual lattice becomes A* = Z3. The physical
situation in which |A| » 1 and A* ~ R® (that is, the continuum approximation) will
not be addressed in this article.

The most important feature of this regime is that one is able to easily identify the
leading order time dependence of the operators ); and B, contained in the mollified
delta function §;(AFE). Indeed, we prove in Lemma 10.1 that for all z € Z and y € R

5,(x + \y) — %@C,O L O/t?) + O(ENyf) | (2.36)
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Consequently, in Lemma 10.2 and 10.3 we are able to identify the time dependence of
the operators (); and B, as follows

Qilf] = t2[f] + O (1/1) + O (BN |V [3)
Bilf) = tB[f] + O (1/1) + O (PX*|V 1) (2.37)
where f € (1(Z3). Here, the operator 2[f] is defined as in Def. 2 but with &;(AF)

being replaced by the discrete Delta function on the lattice (2/m)dac0, Where now
energy conservation holds for the signed free dispersion relation:’

Ae =e(p1) +e(ps) —e(ps) —e(ps) ,  where  e(p) =[x (p) - X(p)]% . (2:38)

The definition of A is anologous.

In this regime, we consider now a macroscopic time scale T" ~ 1 for which the right
hand side of Eq. (2.37) is small, but the estimate contained in Theorem 1 is meaningful.
Namely, let 7' > 0 and Fr € (1(Z3) be defined through

T=e and Fr=f.p (2.39)

where € € (0,1) is a parameter controlling the time scale, which we now define. We fix
a relationsip between all the parameter as follows:

A=1/N3t®  1<n< N,  ¢=1/N° (2.40)
where «, 5 > 0 are positive, but independent of .

In this context, the following result now follows as a corollary of Theorem 1, Lemma
10.2 and 10.3, and the inequalities found in Eq. (2.30).

Corollary 1 (Fixed volume. Macroscopic times). Under the same assumptions of
Theorem 1, let Fr be as in (2.39), and consider all the parameter as in (2.40). Let
d = 3. Then, for all m > 0 there exists C' > 0 such that for all T € [0, 1] there holds

Fr = Fy + (\e)*T? (Q[Fo] + B[Fy] + Rem(N, n, T)) (2.41)
where Rem is a remainder term that satisfies

N2/3 N2/3 N1/3 + 2 1
+ — + ( fL ) + — > (2.42)
N28 N2(5/3+a—p) N1/3+a—p N2m/3-2

HRern(N, n, T) ng(z?)\s) < C (

Remark 2.7. Corollary 1 contains information about the evolution of Fr(p) for p € Z\S.
That is, away from the Fermi surface. For p € S and T € [0, 1], one has the following

(*(Z3) bound:
exp(C/N'+o5)

|Frlews) < C(ARe  {T))? exp(CARe'T) < C AE(iTaP)

(2.43)

n the literature, one usually finds the dispersion relation for particles and holes written in terms
of the absolute value |p?/2 — p%/2| = e(p) + p%/2 (x*(p) — x(p)). This choice is particularly useful for
linearizing the dispersion relation of holes/particles around the Fermi surface p € S, for it is then clear
that [p?/2—p%/2| < prp. While this is important for the dynamics of bosonized particle-hole pairs, it is
not relevant for the case under study—hence, we choose e(p) as above. Thanks to charge conservation,
both representations are equivalent.



QUANTUM BOLTZMANN DYNAMICS AND BOSONIZED PARTICLE-HOLE INTERACTIONS 13

This bound follows as a propagation of Condition 1 for the initial data Fy—see Propo-
sition 5.2. Thus, ||Fr|exs) « 1 provided 1 + o — >0 and N » 1.

The inequality contained in Corollary 1 shows that the effective dynamics dominates
over the remainder terms if we have

HQ[FO]HZOO(ZS\S) + H@[F()]Hgoo(zﬂg) > HR,GHI(N, n, T)H@O(ZS\S) . (244)

It turns out that the sizes of 2[Fy] and HB[Fy] are quite sensitive to the structure
of the initial data. While the operator 2 depends on how many holes there are in
B, the operator % depends on where these holes are found. For illustration, given®

§ € (185, 1), in Section 10.3 we construct initial data Fy € ¢*(Z3) such that

)
|2[Fo]le=ps)y =n and | B[F]|e=@ms) = CNs . VN> 1, (2.45)

where N%/3 is the momentum of the outermost hole in B. With this example in mind,
let us assume for concreteness that n ~ N%3 and § = 2/3. Then, a straightforward
calculation shows that the inequality (2.44) is valid for N » 1 provided

19<p-1/9<a and m > 8/3 (2.46)

where the parameters «, § were introduced in (2.40). In particular, by choosing a =
f =1/3 we get the scaling regime presented in Eq. (2.35).

3. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we introduce preliminaries that are needed to prove our main result.
First, we give an explicit representation of the particle-hole Hamiltonian f, introduced
in (2.8). Secondly, based on this representation, we introduce the interaction picture
framework that we shall use to study the dynamics of the momentum distribution f;(p),
defined in (2.9). Thirdly, we perform a double commutator expansion and identify nine
terms, from which we shall extract leading order and subleading order terms. Finally,
we introduce number estimates that we use to analyze the nine terms found in the
double commutator expansion.

3.1. Calculation of . Let us introduce two fundamental collection of operators. We
shall refer to them informally as D- and b-operators, respectively.
Definition 4. Let k e A*.
(1) We define the D-operators as
Dy = f X (p)x*(p — k)ay_ja,dp — f X(W)x(h + k)ay gandh . (3.1)
A* A%
(2) We define the b-operators as

by = f Y )X(p — B)a®_gat dp (3.2)
A

2The parameter dy = 1034/1648 < 2/3 is the current best power for the remainder term associated
to the Gauss circle problem-see [16, Theorem 2]. The reader is refered to Section 10.3 for details on
the connection with the problem at hand.
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Remark 3.1. For the rest of the article, we denote the corresponding adjoint operators
by D} = [Dy]* and b} = [bx]*, respectively. Additionally, we shall extensively use the
basic relation

D =D_y Vke A* . (3.3)

Remark 3.2. One should understand the operator D as fermionic operators; they in-
tertwine only holes and holes, together with particles and particles. Omne the other
hand, the operators b should be understood as bosonic operators; they create/annihilate
bosonized particle-hole pairs near the Fermi surface. In fact, the following commutation

relation holds
[bk, D] =0 Vke A* . (3.4)

The following lemma contains the explicit representation for the particle-hole Hamil-
tonian, in terms of a “solvable Hamiltonian”, plus interaction terms depending on D
and b operators.

Lemma 3.1. Let b be the operator defined in (2.8). Then, the following identity holds

h— il — p@ =ho+ AV (3.5)
for some real-valued constants uq, ps € R. Here Q corresponds to the charge operator
Q= fA* Xl(p)a;apdp — L* x(p)ayaydp; (3.6)
ho corresponds to the quadratic, diagonal operator
ho = L* Eyara,dp (3.7)

with E, the dispersion relation defined in (2.16); and V = Vg + Vi + Vi contains the
following three interaction terms

1 .
Vi = §J V(k)D; Dy, dk (3.8)
A*
Vig = f U (k) Dy by + b dk (3.9)
A%
- 1 1
Vy = J VO[tbe -+ 5 0+ 5 babi]dk (3.10)
A*

Remark 3.3. The labeling of Vi, Vppg and Vg is of course related to Remark 3.2. Namely,
VE contains fermion /fermion interactions, Vrp contains fermion/boson interactions and
Vp contains boson/boson interactions.

Remark 3.4. The charge operator Q is irrelevant for the dynamics in the system. Indeed,
one may easily check that [ho, Q] = [D, Q] = [b, Q] = 0 and, therefore, [h, Q] = 0. In
other words, the charge is a constant of motion and only the right hand side of (3.5) is
relevant regarding the time evolution of the momenum distribution of the system. We
make this argument precise in the next subsubsection.

The proof of the above Lemma will not be given here, for it has already been con-
sidered in the literature in a very similary form. The reader is refered for instance to
[9, pps 897-899].
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3.2. The interaction picture. Let us now exploit the identity found in (3.5). First,
recalling that the Hamiltonian by is quadratic and diagonal with respect to creation
and annihilation operators, we may easily calculate the associated Heisenberg evolution
to be given by

ay(t) = Mg e = =g, (3.11)
ax(t) = e”hoa;e’”ho = e”tE”a; , (3.12)

for all p e A* and ¢ € R ; the dispersion relation E, was defined in (2.16). Secondly, we
introduce the interaction Hamiltonian

hr(t) = Ae™Mope o WreR, (3.13)
where by and V are defined in Lemma 3.5.

We now introduce the dynamics associated to the interaction picture.

Definition 5. Given an initial state v : B(%#) — C, we denote by (v4)er the solution
of the intial value problem

{ i (0) = v ([0:(1),0]) VO € B(F)

gy =V

(3.14)

which we shall refer to as the interaction dynamaics.

The momentum distribution of the system f;(p), introduced in Def. 1, is now linked
to the interaction dynamics. Indeed, a standard calculation shows that for all t € R and
p € A*, there holds

fulp) = [AI " wi(aga,) - (3.15)
In the next subsection, we shall use Eq. (3.15) to expand f;(p).
3.3. Double commutator expansion. Let f;(p) be as in Eq. (3.15), and let us

recall that v is an initial state satisfying Condition 1. In particular, quasi-freeness and
translation invariance imply that

v(lasay, af af af aff 1) =0, Vi, ko, ks, ky € A . (3.16)
Thus, upon expressing the Hamiltonian h;(¢) in terms of creation- and annihilation

operators, one finds that 0;|;— fi(p) = i{|A|"'v([a%ap, b7(0)]) = 0. Hence, the following
third-order expansion holds true

i) = 1) = [ [ (e bl )ande 317

for any ¢t € R and p € A*. We dedicate the rest of this article to the study of the
right-hand side of the above equation.

Let us identify all of the terms in the double commutator expansion found above. A
straightforward expansion of the interaction Hamiltonian yields the decomposition

hr(t) = A(Vp(t) + Vep(t) + VB(t)) VteR (3.18)
where the interaction terms above according to the Heisenberg picture. Namely, we set
Vo(t) = eV, e VteR ,ae{F,FB,B}. (3.19)
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Upon expanding the right hand side of (3.17), one finds the following nine terms
fo—fo=—NA["! <TF,F(t) + Trro(t) + TF,B(t)>
= XA (Tppp(t) + Trwro(t) + Trn ()
~ WA (T () + Topn(t) + To () (3.20)
where we set, for t € R and p € A*
T st p) = L t f: o ([lagap, Va(t)] Vat2)])dtidts .8 e {F,FB,B}. (321)

We shall analyze in detail the quantities T,, 5 : R x A* — R when tested against a
smooth function. To this end, let us introduce some notation we shall be using for the
rest of this work. For ¢ : A* — C we let

N(p) = JA* o(p)agaydp (3.22)

together with

Toplt.o) = G Tos(®) = | | ([0 Vet L Vo)) dtrdta . (329

3.4. Excitation operators. The following two operators will play a major role in our
analysis. They correspond to the number operator that counts the total number of
particles and holes in the system, together with the number operator that only counts
the number of particles and hole in the Fermi surface S. More precisely, we consider

Definition 6. We define the two following operators in % .
(1) The number operator as

N=| aaydp. (3.24)
A*
(2) The surface-localized number operator as
Ns = J ayaydp (3.25)
S

where S is the Fermi surface, defined in (2.12) .

Remark 3.5 (Domains). A is an unbounded self-adjoint operator in .% with domain
DWN) ={¥ = Wu)nz0 € F 1 2,0 n*[¥n]2an) < o0} . As initial data, the mixed
states that we work with satisfy

o) = [ vl = |l <o, (3.26)

and similarly for higher powers A*. It is standard to show that the time evolution
generated by the particle-hole Hamiltonian b, as defined in (2.8), preserves D(N), in
the sense that v,(N*) < o for t € R and k € N. In order to simplify the exposition, we
shall purposefuly not refer to the unbounded nature of the operator N in the rest of
the article.
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The proof of Theorem 1 relies on the fact that the subleading order terms that arise
from the double commutator expansion —written in terms of b- and D-operators— can
be bounded above by expectations of the operators N and Ns, with respect to the
evolution of the state v driven by the interaction Hamiltonian h(¢). This analysis is
carried out in Section 4. Further, in Section 5 we prove bounds for the growth-in-time
of the expectations 14(N') and 14(Ns). This two-step analysis is combined in Section 9
to prove Theorem 1.

4. TooL Box I: ANALYSIS OF b- AND D-OPERATORS

In the last section, we introduced the time evolution of certain observables in the
Heisenberg picture, with respect to the solvable Hamiltonian by, introduced in (3.7).
In particular, the evolution of the creation- and annihilation- operators a and a* take
the simple form

ap(t) = e "Pra, and  ai(t) =e"ral (4.1)
for all p e A* and ¢t € R ; the dispersion relation E, was defined in (2.16). Let us now

introduce the Heisenberg evolution of the b- and D-operators as follow.

Definition 7. Let k€ A* and t € R.
(1) The Heisenberg evolution of the D-operators is given by

Y- (prp — )a®_y(£)ay(t) dp — f XU, b+ )l (Dan(t) dh

Dk(t) = 6ith0Dk€7ith0 = f
A

A
and Di(t) = [Dr(t)]*.
(2) The Heisenberg evolution of the b-operators is given by

b(B) = e = | @)l = ke e(t)e3(0) dr

and bt (t) = [b(0)]*.

The main goal of this section is to introduce a systematic calculus that lets us deal
with combination of the operators by (t) and Dy(t)—together with multiple combination
of their commutators— as they show up in the analysis of the double commutator ex-
pansion found in (3.20). First, we introduce many useful identities required for the
upcoming analysis. Secondly, we state estimates for several combinations of b- and
D-operators.

4.1. Identities. In this subsection, we record useful identities between operators in .%#
that we shall use extensively in the rest of this article. Most importantly, in the next
subsection we shall use these identities to obtain estimates of importantes commutator
observables.

Preliminary identities . First, we write general time-independent relations.
1) For all p,q,r € A* the CAR imply that

[ara,, a;aq] = (5(7“ —q)—0(r— p))a;aq (4.2)
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2) For all p,q € A* and ¢ € £*(A*) there holds
[N(¢), ajag] = (#00) — 9(@)) aja, (4.3)

where we recall N(¢) = §,. o(p)a > apdp.

Commutator identities. The following lemma contains useful operator identities, to
be used in the next section. Since they only rely on the CAR and straightforward
commutator calculations, we leave their proof to the reader.

Lemma 4.1. Let k,f € A* andt,seR .
(1) For p e B® and h € B there holds

[br(s), ak(t)] = x(p—k) e Fra, 4(s) (4.4)
[br(s),ap ()] = —x"(h+ k) ey (s) . (4.5)
(2) There holds
(s D) = | @I = kel = O, (s)a,-a(E)dp
A
+ fA* X h + k‘) (h + f) EhahM( )ah+k(t)dh . (46)

In particular, [bi(t), D} (s)] = 0.
(3) There holds

(B0 5] = 30— 0) | (o — Rye B
A%
= L* X ()X (o + €= k)x(p— k)e I Fkak (t)ayyo-i(s) dp
— JA* x(h)x(h+ ¢ — l{;)XL(h + K)e_i(t_s)Eh”aZ(t)ahH,k(s) dh . (4.7)

We shall contract b- and D-operators with an external function ¢ : A* — C by means
of the following two operators

Di(t.¢) = [N (o), DL(t)
- | o= Dle) — oo~ B)as a4l
= | X+ o) =l Wi, @4
[N (), bu(0)]
= JA* X (9)x(q — k) [@(q —k)+ w(q)]aqfk(t)aq(t) dg - (4.9)

bk(tv @)
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Lemma 4.2. Letk,le A*, t,s€ R and p € (*.
(1) There holds

[be(s), Dk (L, ©)] (4.10)
= L* X)X (p = k)x(p — 0)[ep) — o(p — k)] ra,_o(s)a,_i(t)dp

X+ X B+ O =l ] (s)ana (00

Lemma 4.3 (N commutators). For all k € A* and t € R the following holds true.
(1) For the D-operators

[Di(t), N'] = [Dg(t), N] =0 (4.11)
and similarly for the contracted operators Dy(t, ) and Di(t, y).

(2) For the b-operators, for any measurable function f : R — C the pull-through formu-
lae holds true

FNbi(t) = b () f(N = 2) and  fIN)BE(E) = bi(8) f(N +2) (4.12)

and similarly for the contracted operators bi(t, ) and bj(t, p).

Lemma 4.4 (Ns commutators). For all k € 3suppV and t € R the following commu-
tation relations hold true

[Ns,be(t)] = —2b,(t) and [N, bE(£)] = +2b%() . (4.13)

4.2. Estimates. In this subsection we state estimates that shall be used extensively
for the rest of this article. Most of these are operator estimates for observables in .#
containing the fermionic creation- and annihilation- operators a, and a;. We remind

the reader that these are bounded operators with norm |a,|p#) = |lak] sz < [A]Y2
for all pe A* .

Preliminary estimates. Let us state without proof elementary estimates that we shall
make use of.

1) For any function f : A* — C, k € A* and ¥ € .% there holds
|| gyt | < 1ol (111

2) The Heisenberg evolution of the creation- and annihilation- operators a,(t) and a;(t)
are bounded operators in %, with norms

lap(®)Bz) = lag®)lses) < [AIY2, VEeR, peA*. (4.15)
3) The Heisenberg evolution of the b-operators are bounded operators in .# with norms

bl = 1@ Ise) < A f Yp—kdp S B (4.16)

for all k € suppV and t € R — we recall that R = |A[pht
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Commutator estimates. Let us now describe the most important estimates concerning b-
and D-operators. Essentially, commutators between b- and D-operators —together with
their contracted versions b(¢) and D(¢)— can be classified into four types, depending
on the estimate they verify. It turns out that these four type of estimate exhaust all
possibilities that show up in the double commutator expansion for f;(p). In other words,
these estimates are enough to analyze the nine terms {1}, s(t,p)}a,se(r,FB,B)-

We remind the reader of the relation Dj(t) = D_x(t), valid for all k € A* and t € R.
In particular, all of the upcoming inequalities are valid if we replace D by D*. On
the other hand, we warn the reader that this property does not hold for b-operators in
general.

The first type of estimate concerns the combination of operators that are relatively
bounded with respect to the number operator N' = § ax @napdp, or any of its powers.
We call these Type-I estimates. They are contained in the following lemma.

Lemma 4.5 (Type-1 estimates). There ezists a constant C > 0 such that for any
VeZ, k,lelN* andt,s,r € R the following inequalities hold true

[Du(®)¥]7 < CINY|» (4.17)
[[Dk(t), De(s)]¥] 2 < CINV| (4.18)
I[Dk(t), De(s) De(r)]¥[ 7 < CIN*T| 5 . (4.19)

The second type of estimates concerns combination of operators that can be bounded
above by the surface-localized number operator Ns = Ss aya,dp, up to pre-factors that

can grow with the recurring parameter R = |A|p§f:1. We call these Type-II estimates,
and they are contained in the following lemma

Lemma 4.6 (Type-1I estimates). There exists a constant C > 0 such that for any
Ve Z, kit qgesuppV, andt,s,r € R the following inequalities hold true

Ibu(0)¥]> < CRE INY*W |5 (4.20)
I[be(t), Di(s)]¥]» < CRz |NY V|5 (4.21)
I[[6e(t), Di(5)], Dy(r)]¥] 5 < CR2 NG W5 . (4.22)

Remark 4.1. In certain proofs, it will be convenient to use the upper bound
Ng < N.

The reader should then have in mind that the (weaker) version of the estimates con-
tained in Lemma 4.6, in which N5 is replaced by N, also holds true.

The third type of estimate corresponds to combination of operators that have been
contracted with a test function ¢ € £ | and their operator norm can be bounded above
in terms of the integral

Llw(p)ldp S pr"lela, - (4.23)

We call these Type-III estimates, and they are contained in the following lemma.
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Lemma 4.7 (Type-1I1I estimates). Let m > 0. There exists a constant C' > 0 such that
for all k,¢,qesuppV, t,s,r € R and ¢ € 1 (A*) the following inequalities true

lox(t Pl By < ClAIPE™ [ela, (4.24)
[[be(®), Dr(s, )]sz < ClAIPE™ [#lla, (4.25)
[[6x(8), De(s)], Dy(r; ©)]laz) < ClAPE™ [@lles, (4.26)

Remark 4.2. Type-III estimates are symmetric with respect to the exchange of b and
b*. This property follows from the relation |O|pz) = |O*|p(#) and the symmetry
Di(t) = D_g(t).

The fourth and final type of estimate corresponds to combination of operators that
have been contracted with a test function ¢ € ¢! and their operator norm can be
bounded above in terms of the integral

| 1ewlar = Il < 1ol

(4.27)

1
m

and a pre-factor, depending on the volume of the box |A|. We call these Type-IV esti-
mates, and they are contained in the following lemma.

Lemma 4.8 (Type-IV estimates). There exists a constant C' > 0 such that for all
k. l,qge A*, t,s,r € R and o € (*(A*) the following inequalities true the following holds
true

|Dk(t, )87 < ClAl[@la (4.28)
IOk, 0), De(s)l 7)< ClAlllgle - (4.29)

4.2.1. Proof of Lemmata. In this subsection, we provide sketches for the proofs of Lem-
mas 4.5, 4.6, 4.7 and 4.8.

Sketch of Proof of Lemma J.5. Let us fix W e %, k, £ € A* and t,s,r € R.

Proof of (1). We shall make use of the elementary estimate found in (4.14). To this
end, starting from (7) we decompose

Dy(t) = . f(l)(t, k,p)ay rapdp + . f(Q)(t, k,h)a; , apdh (4.30)

where (£, k,p) = x*(p,p — k)eEor=Fo) and O (¢ k h) = x(h, h + k)eEnek—Fn),
Clearly, || fM(t, k)| ee = | f@(t, k)| = 1. Hence, it follows that | Dy (£)¥] 5 < 2[N V|| 2.
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Proof of (2) The proof is extremely similar—it suffices to note that the commutator can
be calculated explicitly to be

[Di(t), De(s)] :JA*X (pp = Lp—k = 05 tar_(t)a,(s)dp
_J;*X (0,9 = kyp =k = O Eray(s)ay(t)dp
+ J;* X(hy b4 € b+ K+ 0)e! D Enegr - (Hay(s)dh
- fA* X b+ ko + k4 O Pnngr  (an(t)dh . (4.31)

Hence, the same argument shows that |[D(t), De(s)|¥| 7 < 4[N V| 2.

Proof of (3). For simplicity, let us supress the time labels, and the momentum variables.
In what follows C' > 0 is a contant whose value may change from line to line. We
calculate using the previous results, and the commutation relations [N, D] = 0

I[D, DD]¥| > < | DD, D1¥| > + |[D, DDV »
< C|N1D, D¥| > + CIN DY »
~ C|[D, DIN'| > + |CDN'T| »
< CINY 5 . (4.32)

This finishes the proof. U

Sketch of Proof of Lemma 4.0. Let us fix Ve %, k,l,q€ suppV, and t, s, € R.

Let us give the main ideas behind the proof. Let us recall that suppV is contained
in a ball of radius » > 0. For n € N, define the Fermi surfaces

Sn)={pe A" : pp—nr <|p| <pp+nr}, (4.33)

and the number operators Ng(,) = Ss(n) aya,dp. In particular, we are denoting S = § (3)

n (1.3). Given k,l € suppV, consider operators of the form

51@ = f ]15(1)(]3) ApkQp dp s = f p+£apdp . (434)
Ak

One should think generically of 8y as bi(t) and D, as D,(s). We make the following
two observations. First, 8, can be controlled by N in the following sense

1
1605 < A2 f L (p)]ay ¥ =

<[ tsowian)* ([ 1o @lewz)’

1 41 1 1 1
SIAPpE INsy Yz = R? HNE(D‘I’Hﬂ : (4.35)

1
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where we used a basic geometric estimate to find that § ax Lsy(p)dp S pjffl. Secondly,
the commutator between [, and D, can be calculated to be

[Bk, De] = J

Lsqy(p — O)apir—rapdp + J Lsa)(p)apsr—eapdp . (4.36)
A*

A*

Since both k, ¢ € suppV/, it holds that Lsay(p =€) < 1s2)(p), and of course Lgnq)(p) <
Ls(2)(p). Consequently, the same argument that we used to obtain (4.35) can now be
repeated on each term of the above equation to obtain

1 1
05 DAY 5 < RENE, 0] 5 (4.37

The same argument can be repeated for the next commutator with D,, provided one
enlarges the Fermi surface from S(2) to S(3). In other words, it holds that

1 1
I[[6 D DU » < RENy ¥l (4.39

The above motivation contains the main ideas for the proof of the lemma. One
merely has to include additional bounded coefficients in the definition of 55 and D, to
account for the dependence on t € R and k € A*, that comes from by (t) and D,(s). We
leave the details to the reader. ([

Sketch of Proof of Lemma /.7. Let us fix m > 0, k,{,q € suppV, t,s,r € Rand ¢ €
(1 (A*). Starting from Eq. (4.9) we easily estimate that

It Place) <20 | 1s(p)let)dp (4.39)

It suffices then to note that {¢|p(p)|dp < pr™[¢le,. For the next estimate, the same
analysis can be carried out, starting from the commutator identity found in Eq. (4.10).
For the last estimate, one has to calculate the upcoming commutators and bound each
term in the same way. 0

Sketch of Proof of Lemma 4.8. Let us fix k € A* and ¢ € ¢*. Starting from Eq. (4.8)
we use 0 < x, x* < 1and |a,(t)|pz) = [ai(t) |5 < |A|2 to find

IDut ey <M | Tetlidp (1.40)

A similar inequality can be found upon calculation of the commutator [Dg(t), Dy(s, ¢)].
This finishes the proof. U

5. TooL Box II: EXCITATION ESTIMATES

In Section 3 we introduced the two following observables:

N=| aya,dp and Ns = J ayaydp (5.1)
A* S

corresponding to the the Number Operator and Surface-Localized Number Operator,

respectively. The main purpose of this section is to prove estimates that control the

growth-in-time of the expectation of N” and Ns with respect to the interaction dynamics
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(Vt)ter, defined in (3.14). These estimates are precisely stated in the following two
propositions, which we prove in the reminder of this section.

Proposition 5.1. Let (1;)wer solve the interaction dynamics defined in (3.14), with
initial data vy = v satisfying Condition 1. Assume that n = v(N) > 1. Then, for all
¢ e N there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

(N < Cnfexp(CARt) ,  Yt>0. (5.2)

Proposition 5.2. Let (v;)r solve the interaction dynamics defined in (3.14), with
initial data vy = v satisfying Condition 1. Further, assume that n = v(N) < RY2.
Then, there exists a constant C > 0 such that

(Ns) < C(AR{))* exp(CARt) , Yt >0, (5.3)
where (£ = (1 + 2)z.

The idea behind the proof of our estimates relies on a standard Gronwall argument,
in which we bound expectations of commutators [N, bh;(t)] and [Ns, hr(¢)] in terms of
combinations of expectations of A" and Ns. This proof relies heavily in the fact that the
interaction Hamiltonian decomposes into three parts, corresponding to fermion-fermion,
fermion-boson and boson-boson interactions. Namely, there holds

b](t) = A (VF(t) + VF,B(t) + VB(t)) , Yt >0. (54)

Here, time-dependence corresponds to the Heisenberg evolution associated to the solv-
able Hamiltonian hy—see Eq. (3.19). In particular, using the formulae (3.8), (3.9) and
(3.10) for Vg, Vg p and Vg, respectively, we may write that for all ¢ € R

Vi(t) = % JA* U (k) D () Di(t) dk (5.5)
Vip(t) — fA* V() D) [br(t) + b (1) dk (5.6)
Valt) = | VOBHO + F0Ob-4(0) + 5buOB0]aE 61)

where by, (t) and Dy(t) correspond to the Heisenberg evolution of the b- and D-operators,
respectively, as given in Definition 7.

5.1. Number Operator Estimates. The main purpose of this section is to prove
the Proposition 5.1. The first step in this direction is to prove appropiate commutator
estimates between N and the generator of the interaction dynamics, b;(¢). The com-

mutator estimates that we prove are contained in the upcoming Lemma. We recall that
R = |A]pL .

Lemma 5.1 (Commutator Estimates for N'). For all ¢ > 1 there exists a constant
C = C(¢) > 0 such that:

(1) For all V e % andt > 0 there holds
(U NS VR, =0
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(2) For all Ve F andt > 0 there holds

| (U, N Ves()]), | < CRY, (N + 1))
(3) For all Ve % andt > 0 there holds

| (U N VEO]Y) | < CROY, (N + 1))

Remark 5.1. We recall that every state v : B(.%#) — C is a convex combination of pure

states. Namely, there exists sequences (\,)7_, < (0,0) and (¥,)*_, < .# satistying

the normalization condition >, _ ;A\, = 1 and ||¥,||# = 1, respectively, such that the
following decomposition holds true

[ee}
v(0) = Y A (0,00, . VOeB(F). (5.8)
n=0
In particular, the estimates contained in Lemma 5.1 can be easily converted into esti-
mates for mixed states. For instance, if O, O,, O3 are operators such that

[V, 000) 5 | OOV |05V, VYV eF (5.9)

for a constant C' > 0, then it follows from the above decomposition of v and the
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality that

(O1)] < Cr(OF0:)2 V(OF05)7 . (5.10)
In most applications, Oy and O3 shall corespond to either N or Ns.

Let us briefly postpone the proof of the above Lemma to the next subsubsection.
First, we turn to the proof of the important Proposition 5.1.

Proof of Proposition 5.1. The decomposition for h;(t) from (5.4) combined with the
commutator estimates from Lemma 5.1 imply that for all ¢ > 1 there exists C' =
C'(¢) > 0 such that

O (N + 1) = vy (i[br(t), N*]) K CARy(N“ + 1),  Vt>0. (5.11)
Gronwall’s inequality now easily implies that there exists a constant C' > 0 such that
BN < CARy(N* +1)eM | vt >0. (5.12)

To finalize the proof, we use the fact that for quasi-free states it holds true that v(N*) <
v(N)¥, together with the assumption v(N) =n > 1. O

5.1.1. Commutator Estimates for N .

Proof of Lemma 5.1. Throughout this proof, ¥ € .% denotes an element in N;°, D(NF),
which will justify all of the upcoming calculations. Let us now fix £ € N.

Proof of (1). This is an immediate consequence of the fact that [Dy(t),N] = 0 for all
ke A* and t € R — see Lemma 4.3.

Proof of (2). Using the fact that D} (t) = D_x(t) and [D;(t), br(t)] = 0 we may re-write
the fermion-boson interaction term as

Ves(t) = JA* V(k)DE()be(t)dk + hc. (5.13)
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Thus, we find that for all £t € R
(UL IV V(O] = 2Im | V(W [V DEOBMITY . (5.14)
A%

In view of Lemma 4.3, we see that [D}(t),N*] = 0. Further, using the pull-through
formulae for b-operators with f(x) = 2 we find the following useful identity

n

-1 €
NV b()] = Y ( )(—2)5—"/\/"@(1&) . VkeA* teR. (5.15)

n=0

Consequently, we can estimate that

IV Vel < 3 ()2 [0 Do k(619

n=0 n

n

<Y <€> (= f VR VT D)W I b ()W

n=0
We can now combine Lemma 4.3, the Type-I estimate (4.17) and the norm bound (4.16)
to find that there exists a constant C' > 0 such that
I

1 n+1 n+1l

D)V N2 b ()Y < CRIN = ¥|*, ¥n=0. (5.17)

Finally, we put the two above estimates together and use the elementary fact N = <
N+ 1 (valid for n < £ — 1) to find that for some C' > 0 there holds

| (U, [N Ve | < CR|V|a|(NE + 1)T)2, Vt >0 (5.18)

which gives the desired estimate.

Proof of (3). First, we note that [N, b} (¢)b.(¢)] = 0 for all t € R and k € A*. Hence, we
can readily check that

(U, N VE()]T) = Ime/(k) (U N b (Db (1)U )dk VEeR. (5.19)

In view of the commutation relation Nby,(t)b_j(t) = br(t)b_1(t)(N —4) we can calculate
using the pull-through formula for f(z) = z* that

{—1
A ()i (t)] = ) (f;) AN DTN L (5.20)

Consequently, putting the last two displayed equations together one finds that for all
teR

n

V019 < 3 ()4 | PWI+ )5 0] 0N vl

(5.21)
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We estimate the right hand side as follows. First, we note that [(NV + 4)"2 ¥| <
C(O)(N + 1)72¥] for all 0 < n < £ — 1. Secondly, we use the Type-II estimate (4. 2())
and the commutation relation (4.12) for f =1 to find that
k(b4 (ONZ W S RE W+ 2)2b 4 (DVF
= BEos(ON ”T”\Ifn
R|(N +1)20| (5.22)

S
S

where again we used the fact that n < £ — 1. The proof of the Lemma is easily finished
after we put together the last two displayed estimates. O

5.2. Surface-localized Number Operator Estimates. The main purpose of this
section is proving Proposition 5.2. In order to control the time evolution of Ns with
respect to hy(t), we establish the following commutator estimates. Recall that R =
Alpg .

Lemma 5.2. There exists a constant C' > 0 such that the following estimates hold true
(1) For all V e F

| (W, [N, Ve()]9) 5 | < CINS 0|5 |N2¥] 5 . (5.23)
(2) For all V e F
| (W, [Ns, Vep(D)]8) 5 | < CRVING U] 5| NT 5 .
(3) For all V e F
| (W, [Ns, Va()]¥) 5 | < CRING?W|% + CRING W] 05 .

We shall defer the proof of Lemma 5.2 to next subsubsection. Now we turn our
attention to the proof of Proposition 5.2.

Proof of Proposition 5.2. Throughout the proof, C' > 0 is a constant whose value may
change from line to line. First, in view of the decomposition of h;(t) given in (5.4),
Lemma 5.2 and Remark 5.1, there holds for all t € R

@ (N = m(ilhr(8), Ns]) < CA(Ns) | [ (W)
+ CAR2[1(N3) ]2 [ (ND)]2
+ C)\R[Vt(/\/s)]
+ CAR[1(Ns)]2 [m(1)]7 . (5.24)
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Thus, we divide® by v4(Ns)¥? to find that thanks to Proposition 5.1
%ut(Ng)% < CARU(NS)} + OAR (W)} /R + (W) 3 /RE 4 1)
< CARv(Ns)? + CAR exp(ARt) <n%/R +n/R? + 1) : (5.25)
The Gronwall inequality now implies that for all t > 0
(Ns)? < Cexp(CARE) (VO(NS)% + ARt (n3/R + n/Rb + 1)) . (5.26)

Finally, we notice that in view of Condition 1 we have v5(Ns) < (AR)2. The proof is
then finished once we simplify the right hand side using the bound n < RY?, and take
squares on both sides of the inequality. O

5.2.1. Commutator Estimates for Ns. In order to prove Lemma 5.2, we shall first es-
tablish the following useful lemma. Here and in the sequel, 15 denotes the characteristic
function of the Fermi surface S.

Lemma 5.3. For all k € A* and g € {*° the operator

O(t) = | Lsp)oto)afsandy (5.27)
satisfies the following estimate
(@, 0(k)%) 5 | < |lgle= | N2 NG|, Ve, We F. (5.28)

Proof. Let ®, W e .# ke A* and g € {*°. Then, we calculate

(2, 0(k)¥) | =

[ 10200 a0, 0

<J Ls(®)lg(@)l|apix®|7la, V| #dp
A

3 3
<loller( [ tapeatlpan) (| tsolavian)

1 1
= |glex N2 2| 7[NS Y] - (5.29)

In the last line we used the fact that [a,®[% = <(I>,a;ap<1>>g? for all p € A*, plus a
change of variables p — p — k. A similar argument holds for the term containing W.
This finishes the proof. O

Proof of Lemma 5.2. Throughout this proof, ¥ € .%# is fixed. In addition, in order to
ease the notation, we shall drop the explicit time dependence in our estimates — since
the estimates are uniform in t € R, there is no risk of confusion. Let us now fix £ € N.

3Technically, one should introduce a regularization us(t) = (5 + 4 (Ns))*/? in order to avoid possible
singularities whenever 14(Ns) = 0. One should then close the estimates after taking the limit ¢ | 0.
We leave the details to the reader
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Proof of (1). Starting from (3.8) we can first calculate that
(U, [N, V] U) — 2i f U (k) Im (@, [Ns, D* (k)| D(k) ¥ d: . (5.30)
A*

We now put the above commutator in an appropiate form. Using the explicit expression
of D*(k) in terms of creation- and annihilation- operators (see Def. 7) together with
the CAR, we find that for all £k € A* there holds

(N D7 ()] = |

. (]ls(p) — Ls(p — k))xl(p)xl(p — k)ata, x dp
_ JA* (ﬂs(h) gk + k))x(h)x(h - B)atane dh
— O\ (k) + Oy (k) 5.31)

where we introduce the two following auxiliary operators (notice the change of variables
p+—p+kand h+— h — k in the second operator)

01 (]{7) = JA* ]ls(p)xj‘(p,p — l{;)a;’jap,k dp - JA* ]lg(h)x(h, h + l{;)a;’:aMk dh (532)

Oy(k) = — fA* Ls()x (0 p + k), yay dp + fA* Ls(h)x(h h — K)ar_andh  (5.33)

where for simplicity we denote x*(p, p—k) = x*(p)x*(p—k) and similarly for x(h, h+k).
We are now able to write

(U, [Ns, Ve]¥) = 2i JA* V (k)Im (¥, Oy (k)D (k)W) dk (5.34)
+2i f V (k) Im (¥, D(k)Oy (k)W) dk (5.35)

A*
+ 21 J V (k) Im, [Oy(k), D(K)] U dk . (5.36)

A*

The first term in the above equation can be estimated using Lemma 5.3 for O(k) =
O3 (k). Namely,

A¥

The second term in the above equation is estimates using Lemma 5.3 for O(k) = Oy (k).
We get

21 J ¥ (k)Tm (¥, D(R)OW) dk| < 2| V] |20 | [N 20| (5.38)
A*

The third term in the above equation is actually zero. This comes from the fact that the
commutator between Oq(k) and D(k) is self-adjoint. More precisely, we can calculate
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using the CAR

0:(0). D] = | (1s(p+ 1) = 1)) (pp+ B (539
- JA* (]13(h A ]lg(h))x(h, h— E)atapdh . (5.40)

We put our results together to find that
(W, [Ns, VW) | < AV ]| N5 28|20 (5.41)

Proof of (2). Starting form (3.9) we can calculate that

(W, [Ns, Vep] ) | < 2f [V (R)] | O, [N, D*(k)b(k)] W) |dk

A*

< 2JA* V()| [N, D(R)] W (k)W dk
+ 2L* V()] [N, b(k)1 | D (k)W |k . (5.42)

Let us estimate the first term contained in the right hand side of (5.42). In view of
D*(k) = D(—k) and (5.31) we have that [Ns, D(k)] = O1(—k) + Oz(—k). Each O;(k)
can be estimated using (4.14) —we conclude that |[[Ns, D(k)]¥| < |[AM¥] . On the other
hand, we use the Type-II estimate (4.20) on b(k). We conclude that

JA* [V (k)| [N, DY [b(R)Wdk S RPN NG . (5.43)

Let us now look at the second term contained in (5.42). First, we recall that for
k € suppV there holds [Ns,b(k)] = —2b(k), see Lemma 4.4. Consequently, using the

Type-II estimate (4.20) we see that [[Ns, b(k)]¥| < RYZ|NVY?¥. On the other hand,
we can use the Type-I estimate (4.17) to find |D(k)¥| < [N'¥|. These upper bounds
can be put together to find that

| V@I b1 D@ § RNV (54

A direct combination of the last three displayed estimates finish the proof of (2).

Proof of (8). Starting from (3.10) we decompose the boson-boson interaction into a
diagonal, and off-diagonal part. Namely, we write Vg = V] + V5, where we set

Vlzf V(k)b*(k)b(k)dk  and ngéf V(k)<b(k)b(—k)+h-0>dk- (5.45)

For Vi we can quickly verify that its commutator with N5 vanishes. Indeed, thanks
to Lemma 4.4 we find that [Ng, b*(k)b(k)] = +2b*(k)b(k) — 2b*(k)b(k) = 0 for all
k € suppV. Hence, [Ns, V1] = 0 upon summing over k € A*,
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For V5, we have the preliminary upper bound as our starting point

<, [Ns, Vo] W) | < QJA* [V (k)| (W, b(Rk)b(—F) ) [d . (5.46)

We estimate the integrand of the right hand side as follows —let us fix k € suppv. First,
recalling that [Ns,b;] = 0 (see Lemma 4.4) we find that for any measurable function
¢ : R — C the following pull-through formula holds true

P (Ns)b(k) = b(k)e(Ns —2) (5.47)
Thus, using p(z) = (z + 5)"? we find
| W, b(k)b(—k) W) | = | {(Ns + 5)"W, b(k)b(—k)(Ns + 1)"20) |
< (N +5)2W] [o(k)b(—k) (N + 1)7/20] . (5.48)

We use again the commutation relation [Ns,b;] = 0 and the Type-II estimate (4.20)
for b-operators to find that

J()b(—k)Ns + 1)V S RV ING Bk W + D)7
RY?|(Ns +2)"b(~k)(Ns + 1)~
= RYV2|b(—k)NY* (N5 + 1)~ 20|
RINS NG (Ns + 1) 72y

R|IN?0 . (5.49)

N N

NN

On the other hand, the other term multiplying in (5.48) can be bounded as follows

|(Ns + 5)20)| < [N&?U| + |®| . A straightforward combination of the estimates
contained in (5.46), (5.48) and (5.49) now finish the proof. O

6. LEADING ORDER TERMS I: EMERGENCE OF ()

In Section 3 we considered a double commutator expansion (3.20) for the momentum
distribution of particles and holes, f;(p). This expansion is expressed in terms of the
nine quantities {7, 3(¢)} that arise from the three different interacting potentials Vp,
Vep and Vg, respectively. The main goal of this section is analyzing the single term
Tr p. In particular, we prove that one may extract the mollified collision operator (;—
originally introduced in Def. 2— up to reminder terms that we have control of. A precise
statement is given in the following proposition. We remind the reader that R = |A| pdlt,f1

Proposition 6.1 (Analysis of Tr ). Let Tr p(t,p) be the quantity defined in Eq. (3.21)
fora =0 =F, and let m > 0. Then, there exists a constant C > 0 such that for all
pell andt >0 the following inequality holds true

Ter(t 0) + A1t o, QulfoD) | < CIANE IV el sup (B2, (WE 41 (M) - (6.1)

where Tp p(t, ¢) = {p, Trr(t)) and Q; is given in Def. 2.
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In order to prove Proposition 6.1 we shall perform an additional expansion of v; with
respect to the interaction Hamiltonian h;(t). Namely, we consider

Trp(t J J @), Ve(t1)], Vr(tz)])dtrdts
—ZJJ J Vi, ( ©), Ve(t1)], Vr(t2)], bi(ts)])dtrdiadts (6.2)

where we recall N(p) = § v go p)aya,dp. We then analyze the two terms of the right
hand side of (6.2) separately Thus, we split the proof into two parts, which are con-
tained in the following two lemmas.

Lemma 6.1. Let v : B(.%#) — C be an initial state satisfying Condition 1, and let
folp) = [N 'w(aja,) for all p € A*. Let Vip(t) be the Heisenberg evolution of the
fermion-fermion interaction, defined in (3.19) for a = F. Then, for all ¢ € {* and
t=>0

j j ), Vi(t)], Vie(t)]) dtadts = —A] (o, Qulfol) - (6.3)

The proof of the identity contained in Lemma 6.1 will be heavily inspired by the work
of Erdos, Salmhofer and Yau [21], on a heuristic derivation of the quantum Boltzmann
equation. In fact, we shall make use of some of their algebraic relations.

Lemma 6.2. Let (1;)er be the interaction dynamics as given in Def. 5, with initial data
v = 1y satisfying Condition 1. Let Vg(t) be the Heisenberg evolution of the fermion-
fermion interaction, defined in (3.19) for a = F. Then, there exists a constant C' > 0
such that for all p e (* andt >0

Vtz ©),Ve(t)], Ve(tz)], br(ts)]) dtidydts

< OMYV Al sup (v (V) + Rv (W3 ) . (6.4)

We remind the reader that the interaction Hamiltonian h;(t) admits the decomposi-
tion given in (5.4) in terms of the Heisenberg evolution of b and D-operators—see (5.5),
(5.6) and (5.7).

Proof of Proposition 0.1. It suffices to put together Eq. (6.2) and Lemmas 6.1 and
6.2. 0

We dedicate the rest of this section to the proof of Lemmas 6.1 and 6.2.

6.1. Proof of Lemma 6.1. Before we jump into the proof of Lemma 6.1, we shall
re-write the fermion-fermion interaction term V() in a form that will be suitable for
our analysis. This representation is recorded in Lemma 6.3, which we study in the next
subsubsection.
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6.1.1. Normal ordem'ng of VF( ) Let us fix the time label ¢t € R. First, we see from
(5.5) that Ve(t) = §,.V (t)Dr(t)dk can be written in terms of the Heisenberg
evolution of the D- operators as given in Def. 7. These can be written explicitly in
terms of creation- and annihilation- in the following way

Dy (t) = J(A . di(k, p, q)aya,dpdq (6.5)

where the coefficients in the above expression are given as follows

di(t,p,q) = " FO [\ (p)x T (q)d(p — g + k) — x(p)x(@)d(p — ¢ — k)] (6.6)

for all k,p,q € A*. Since Dj(t) = D_x(t) it readily follows that we can write the
fermion-fermion interaction in the following form

Velt) = [ | [ 00 i) el )0k 0« (67

Clearly, the expression in (6.7) is not normally ordered. Our next goal is then to put
VEr(t) in normal order, with explicit coefficients. To this end, we introduce the following
coefficient function

o:(p) = ( ) di(—k, p1, pa) di(k, p2, p3)dk (6.8)

where p' = (p1, p2, p3,P4) € (A*) . A straightforward calculation using the CAR in Eq.
(6.7) now yields

Vr(t) = s ¢t(p1ap27Q27Q1)ap1 pQCqu@qldp1dp2dQ1dQ2

+J . l . G¢(p1, P2, @2, 01)0(q1 — p2)dpadar |ar ag,dpidgs (6.9)
A Ak

We shall denote by : Vp(t) : the normal ordering of Vg(t), that is, the first term in Eq.
(6.9).

Next, we shall put the above normal order form in a more explicit representation
by calculating explictly the coefficient function ¢;, together with its contraction for
q1 = p2. Before we do so, let us introduce some convenient notation:

0O When p' = (p1, p2, p3, ps) € (A*)? is known from context, we let

Xi230 = X(PO)X(P2)x(P2)X(Pa)  and  Xizgs =1 — X124
and similarly for y;; and XZ-L]- for any combination of i, j € {1,2, 3, 4}.
O For any ' = (p1, P2, ps, pa) € (A*)* we let
AE(p) = Ey, + Ep, — Epy — Ep, (6.10)

where E, is the dispersion relation of the system-see (2.16).
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Starting from (6.8) and using the definition of d;(k, p, ¢) we may explicitly calculate
that for all p'e (A*)* there holds

ou(p) = €itAE(m5(p1 +Pp2 —P3 — p4)‘7(p1 — Da) (X1234 + X1l234)
— "BED §(p) — py + p3 — p4)‘7(p1 — p4) (X13X2L4 + X1L3X24) : (6.11)

In particular, a straightforward calculation using (6.11) shows that the integrand of the
quadratic term in (6.9) can be written as

. Gi(P1, P2, 42, 1)0(q1 — p2)dpadqr = 6(p1 — p3)g(p1) (6.12)
A*

where g(p) = x(p)(V+x)(p)+x(p)(V+x")(p)-the explicit form of g(p) is not important,
but the §(p; — p3) dependence in the last equation implies that the second term in (6.9)
commutes with aya,. This fact we shall use in the proof of Lemma 6.1.

Finally, thanks to the CAR, the coefficients ¢;(p1, p2, ps, p4) inside of : Vr(t) : can
be antisymmetrized with respect to the permutation of the variables (p1, p2) — (p2, p1)
and (p3,ps) — (pa,p3), respectively. Namely, the coefficients ¢; in : Vr(t) : may be
replaced by

1
q)t(ﬁ) = Z(¢t(P1,P2,P3,P4) - ¢t(P2>P1>P3,p4) + ¢t(P2>P1>P4,p3) - ¢t(P1>P2>P3,p4)> )

(6.13)
which can be put in an explicit form, using (6.11). We record all these results in the
following lemma.

Lemma 6.3 (Normal ordering). Let t € R and Vg(t) the Heisenberg evolution of the
fermion-fermion interaction. Then, the following identity holds

Ve(t) =:Vr(t): + N(g) . (6.14)
Here, :Vp(t): = SA*4 Qy(p1 -+ pa)ay, ar ap,ap,dp; - - - dpy is the normal ordering of Vi(t),

and N(g) = §,+ 9(p)aya,dp, where g(p) = x(p)(V = x)(p) + x-(p)(V = x*)(p)-
The coefficient function ®; : (A*)* — C is partially antisymmetric

Oy (p1, P2, P3, Pa) = —Pi(p2, p1, P3,Da) = +Pi(p2, p1, P4, p3) = —Pi(p1, P2, P3, ) (6.15)

and admits the following decomposition
o, = ¢ + oY
where <I>§1) s given by
1, . .
o (p) = € FAEDS(py + p2 —p3 — pa) (V (01 — pa) — V(o1 — p3)) (12310 + Xiz34) (6.16)
and <I>§2) s given by

1, .
o7 () = 3¢ MAE@D§ (py + ps — p2 — pa)V (01 — pa) (XiaX2s + Xa3X14)

1 . R
- §€ZtAE(m5(p1 +ps—p2 — p3)V(p1 — p3) (Xf3X24 + X2L4X13) : (6.17)
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6.1.2. Proof of Lemma 6.1.

Proof. We start with the normal ordering of Vi(t) found in Lemma 6.3.

First, we observe that we may disregard the quadratic term N(g) = §,. g(t, p)ayaydp.
Indeed, since [aya,, N(g)] = 0 we find that for any p e A*

V([[a;ap, Ve(t)], Ve(s)]) = V([[a;ap, Ve(t):], Ve(s)]) (6.18)

Furthermore, since v is quasi-free and translation invariant, it verifies the identities
(3.16). Thus, since [a¥a,,: Vi(t) :] is quartic in creation- and annihilation operators,
we find that

v([lapap, Ve (t)], Ve(s)])

u([[a;ap, Ve(t):], VF(S)])
I/([[a;ap, Ve(t):], :Vp(s):]) — V([N(g), [a;ap, Ve(t) ]])
v([lagap, :Ve(t):], Vr(s)]) , (6.19)

for all p € A*.
Secondly, we note that a standard calculation using the CAR implies that

.
v([lapap, Vr(t)], Vr(s)]) = J oo e (0(p = k1) + 6(p — k2) = 6(p — k3) = (p — ka))
X @AE)@AE)V([@Z@@%NM, ay ay,ag,ag, ])d/gdl7
[ - = - -
= My (k, €) v(ay, ay, aryap, a7, ay,ae,ap,)dkdl  (6.20)

J AR A¥4

where (supressing the explicit ¢, s € R dependence)

—

My (k, ) = Dy(B) 0, (0) (5(p — k1) + 6(p — ko) — (p — ks) — 6(p — k)
— D)0, () (5(p — 1) +6(p — &) = 6(p — L5) — 3(p — a)) -
A change of variables (ks, ky, 01,02, 3, 04) — (U3, Ly, k3, k4, (1, 02) now yields
v([[agay, Ve(t)], Vi (s)]) (6.21)
= LMXAM M, (kikalala, kskalils) v(ag,af, ag,an,af,af agap )k d7 .

It is important to note that the coefficient function M,,(/Z,Z) is antisymmetric with
respect to ki — ko, k3 — ky, {1 — {5 and ¢35 — £, respectively. In addition, MP(E,Z) =
—MP(Z E) Indeed, these symmetries allow to simplify the right hand side of the last
equation as follows. First, quasi-freeness of the state v implies that

Vi1 V2 V13 Vg
Vo1 oy Uag Vo
* % * %
v(iary a;_ap,ap.a;.a; ap,ap ) = det - - - 6.22
( kl kz Z4 63 kg k4 62 Zl) I/Sl 1/32 1/33 1/34 ( )

Va1 V4o V43 Vaa
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where we denote v;; = v(aj ap;) and 7;; = 0(k; — £;) — vi;. Secondly, based on the

symmetries of M,,(/Z,Z), we may follow the algebraic analysis carried out in [21, pps
374-375] to find that
v([lapap, Ve (t)], Vr(s)]) (6.23)

= J Mp(k’lk’ggi),&l, k‘gk’4€1€2) 4(1/111/2217331744 + 41/111/231/421734)(31];(31?.
Akd ¢ A4

Thirdly, translation invariance v(aja,) = d(p — q) fo(p) now yields two terms

v([lapap, Ve (t)],Vr(s)])

=4 J;w M, (k1kaoksky, k3k4klk2)f0(k1)fo(k‘2)f0(l{:g)fo(k4)dE
+16 . M, (kykokoks, kskakyks) fo(ky) fo(ka) fo(ks) fo(ks)dE. (6.24)

Similarly as in [21], we look at the two terms of the right hand side of (6.24) by
evaluating the function M, in the different cases.

The second term of (6.24). Let us show that the second term vanishes. Indeed,
we use the fact that ®y(kskskiks) = P_4(k1koksky) together with antisymmetry with
respect to k1 — ko and k3 — k4 to find that

M, (kiksksks, kskakik) (6.25)
= 2cos [(t — 8)(E1 — Eg)] ((5(]) — ]{73) — (5(]) — ]{71))q)(klkgkgkg)(b(klk4k3k4)

- -,

where we denote ®(k) = ®g(k). One may verify that ®(kikoksks) is proportional to
(k1 — ks) and, consequently, it holds that (6(p — ks) — 8(p — k1)) @ (ki kaoksks) = 0.

The first term of (6.24). Using the fact that @, (kskakikz) = ®_,(k1kaoksks) one finds

M, (ki kaksky, kskakz) (6.26)

= 2cos [(t — s)AE(R)]|®(k)[2(6(p — k1) + 8(p — ko) — 0(p — ks) — 6(p — ka)) -

We plug this result back in (6.24) to find that after a change of variables (kikz) — (ksks),

v([[apap,Ve(t)], Vr(s)]) (6.27)
_ fA* (6(p — ku) + 6(p — ko) — 8(p— ks) — 8(p — k) [B(F)?

x cos [(t — s)AE(k)] (fo(kl)fo(kz)fo(ks)fo(kO - fo(k3)f0(k4)fo(k1)f0(k2)> :

Finally, we integrate against time and a test function ¢(p) to find that

Lt J:l V([[N(p), Ve(t)], Ve(ts)])dtydty = —t|A| N ©(p)Qu[ fol (p)dp (6.28)
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where ;[ fo] is the expression given by

Q) =t | T[540 — k) =500~ k)~ 5o 0] (629

X SLAB(R)] (ks ) () F (o) f (k) = k) f o) F (k) F ) )R

where we recall 0;(z) = %% and &;(z) = td;(tx). Upon expanding ® = &) + o)
in the above expression with respect to the decomposition found in Lemma 6.3, one
may check that the formula is in agreement with the operator ), as given by Def. 2.
This finishes the proof of the lemma. U

6.2. Proof of Lemma 6.2.

Proof. Let ¢ € £* and t, s € R, let us introduce the following notation for the fermion-
fermion double commutator

Cr(p,t,s) = [[N(p), Vr(t)], Vr(s)]
_ fw VRV (O [N ), DEOD0) |, Di (5)Di(s)] dkae (6.30)

where we have written Vg(t) in terms of D-operators, see (5.5). For simplicity, we shall
assume that ¢ is real-valued so that Cr(p,t, s) is self-adjoint (in the general case, one
may decompose ¢ = Rep + ilmp and apply linearity of the commutator). We claim
that there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

[Crlp,t, )] < CIVIAIAllple IN*T] (6.31)

for all ¥ € .#. To see this, we shall expand the double commutator of the right hand
side of (6.30) into eight terms. In order to ease the notation, we shall drop the time
labels t, s € R —since our estimates are uniform in time, there is no risk in doing so. In
terms of the contraction operators D (¢) = [N(¢), Dj] and Di(¢) = [N(¢), Di] we
find

[ V). DiD), DiDe| = D @)D DE|De + D (0)DE| D, D]
+ | Di(e), Dz |DeD + Df| D (). De| D
+ DiD}|Dul¢). De| + Di| Dute). D | Dy
+ Df| D, De| Dile) + | Dr,DF|DiDi(e) - (632)

All these operators can be controlled using the Type-I and Type-IV estimates, found
in Lemma 4.5 and Lemma 4.8, respectively, together with the commutator identities
[Dy, N] = [Dr(¢),N] = 0-see Lemma 4.3. For instance, given ¥ € .# the first term
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can be estimated as follows
| D (@) [ Di, DF|De®|| < | Dyf (0)[[|[| Drs D | DoV |
< Clefa AN DY
Clof o |Al[ DNV |
< Clgla|AlJN?Y| (6.33)

for a constant C' > 0. Every other term in the expansion (6.32) can be analyzed in the
same fashion, and satisfy the same bound —we leave the details to the reader. Thus, we
plug the estimate (6.33) back in the expansion (6.32) and integrate over k, ¢ € A*. One
then obtains (6.31).

Let us now estimate the integral reminder term, we fix 0 < t3 <t < t;. As a first
step, since C'r and by are self-adjoint, we use the following rough upper bound

vy ([N (9), Vit Vi (2], b (t)]) < 200, (Cirlip,t1,12)?) vy (01(82)?) " (6.34)

In view of Remark 5.1, we can turn the estimate (6.31) into the upper bound

(NI

v (Crlp 1, 12)2) " < CIVIR A pam, (M) . (6.35)

On the other hand, using the operator norm estimates (4.16), a simple but rough
estimate for the interaction Hamiltonian is found to be

[0V < AVe@)W] -+ A[Ves() ] + AlVes() V]
S AV [N*T] + X[V ]a RINT | + M|V ]2 B P
S MVle (V] + R ])

where we recall that R = |[A|ph'. Consequently, in view of Remark 5.1 we find that

o (0r(17) < AV (W) 4 £ (6:30
1

where we used the fact that 14(1) = 1 for all t € R. The proof of the lemma is now
finished once we combine Eqs. (6.34), (6.35) and (6.36), and integrate over the time
variables 0 < t3 <t9 < t; < ¢ OJ

7. LEADING ORDER TERMS II: EMERGENCE OF B

The main purpose of this section is to analyze the term Tpp pp(t) found in the
double commutator expansion (3.20), introduced in Section 3. In particular, we show
that this term gives rise to the operator By, as given in Def. 3, corresponding to the
second leading order term describing the dynamics of f;(p). It describes interactions
between particles/holes and wvirtual bosons around the Fermi surface. This is manifest
in the fact that, as we shall see, it contains the propagator of free bosons

Gt — s) = <, [bi(1), b5 ()] » (7.1)
defined for k € A*, and ¢, s € R.
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We state the main result of this section in the following proposition, which we prove
in the remainder of the section.

Proposition 7.1 (Analysis of Trp rp). Let Tpp pp(t,p) be the quantity defined in Eq.
(3.21) for a = B = FB, and let m > 0. Then, there exists a constant C > 0 such that
for all o € 1 and t > 0 the following inequality holds true

Trs pa(t, ) + (At o, Bl fo]) |
|A|t2H<pHe1HVHzlsup (RwT(Ns)% (N)E + CR2v, (Ns)? + Rpp"v, ( 3))

) (7.2)

N
N

+ [AIEAR] o] V7, sup (REVT(Ns) + Rur(Ns) + Rpg"v(N)

where Trp rp(t, ¢) = (o, Trp rp(t)) and B; is given in Def. 3.

Remark 7.1. In order to prove Proposition 7.1, we expand Trp rp into several terms and
analyze each one separately. This expansion is based in the following two observations:

(i) For any self-adjoint operators N, T, .S and state u, there holds:

p([[N, T +T*],8]) = 2Re p([[N,T],5]) - (7.3)

~

(ii) Thanks to the symmetries D = D*,, V(—k) = V (k) and the vanishing commu-
tator [Dj, bi] = 0, starting from the representation (5.6) we may re-write the fermion-
boson interaction term as

vFB@):fA* V(K)BE()Dy(t)dk  where  BX(t) =0bi(t) + boi(t) . (T.4)

Starting from (3.21), based on these two observations we are able to re-write the
term Trp pp for all t € Rand ¢ € ¢! in the following form

TFBFB

— 9Re J f L*Q yt2([[N(gp),D,’;(tl)bk(tl)],B;“(tg)Dg(tg)])dtldtgdkdf
= M(t,0) + RV (t, 0) + RP(t,0) + RO (t, o) + RV (t, ) (7.5)

where in the second line we have expanded the commutator into five terms. The first
one we shall refer to as the main term, and is defined as follows

_2Ref f L*z V (O, (DE (1 ) [bu(1). 5 (12)] Di(t2)) dtldt2dkd(€7 .6)
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The last four, which we shall refer to as the remainder terms, are defined as follows

rt rt1 . .
RO(t.¢) = 2Re f | vEv©m, (D11, ) B (1) [be(t1), Di(t2)]) dtdtadkde
0Jo Jax
rt rt1
RO(t, ) = 2Re J %( Di(t1, ), BE (t2)] Delt2)bi(tr )dtldtgdkdﬁ
Jo Jo JA*2
rt rtr
R®(t, o) = 2Re J 2(3 (t2)[Dr(tr, ), De(ts)]bi(ts )d \dtydkde
Jo Jo JA*2
rt rtr
RW(t,p) = 2Re f ytz( Dy (t1)bi(t1, ©), By (t2)De(t2)] )dtldthkdf .
Jo Jo Jax
(7.7)
Remark 7.2. We remind the reader that we have previously introduced the notation
Di(t, ) = [N(p), DE(t)]  and  bi(t, ) = [N(p), bi(t)] (7.8)

for any k € A* and t € R. We have also used the fact that [bg(t),bs(s)] = 0.

In the remainder of this section, we shall study these five terms separately. The proof
of Proposition 7.1 follows directly from the following two lemmas. Here, we remind the
reader that R = |A|p%! is our recurring parameter.

Lemma 7.1 (The main term). Let M be the quantity defined in (7.6), and let m > 0.
Then, there exists a constant C > 0 such that for all ¢ € £ and t > 0 the following
estimate holds true

[M(t, ) + [Altp, Bil )| (7.9)
< ORIV gl sup (Rive(N5)? + p Jor (W)

[NIES

+ ONCRIAl el IV sup (R3v:(Ns)? + Run(N) + Rpvn (M)

\T\

where the operator B, was introduced in Def. 5.

)

Lemma 7.2 (The remainder terms). Let R, R® R® and RY be the quantities
defined in (7.7), and let m > 0. Then, there exists a constant C > 0 such that for all
pell andt>0

(1) There holds
[RO(E, )| < CLIV |2l |AIR? sup vr(Ns)? . (7.10)

<t<T

(2) There holds

(ROt )| < CEIV Il A|— sup v-(A?)2 . (7.11)

FO\T

él

m

(3) There holds
[RO(t, )| < CEIV 2l [A|R? sup v, (Ns)? . (7.12)

<t<T
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(4) There holds

IR (t,0)] < CEIV I, IAI— sup v (A7) . (7.13)

F o<t<r
Proof of Proposition 7.1. Straightforward combination of the expansion given in Eq.
(7.5), and the estimates contained in Lemmas 7.1 and 7.2. O

We dedicate the rest of the section to the proof of Lemma 7.1 and 7.2, respectively.
This is done in the two following subsections.

7.1. Analysis of the main term. The main goal of this subsection is to prove Lemma
7.1 by analyzing the main term M. Our first step in this direction is to give an additional
decomposition of M. Indeed, we start by noting that the commutator of the bosonic
operators may be written as (see (4.7) in Section 4)

[bx(2), b7 (s)] = 0(k = £)Gi(t — $)1 = Ry(t,s) (7.14)

which corresponds to a decomposition into its “diagonal” and “off-diagonal” parts, with
respect to the variables k, ¢ € A*. Here, Gi(t — s) is a scalar that corresponds to the
propagator of the boson field—it can be explicitly calculcated to be

Gi(t —s) = <Q, [bx(1), bE(5)], ) » =J X (P)x(p — k)e U EAEIqp - (7.15)

A*

for all £ € A* and t,s € R. On the other hand, the second term of (7.14) corresponds
to an operator remainder term

Rk,m,s)zf O + € — k)x(p — K)e B0 (£)ay pee(s) dp
Ak

+ J x(R)x(h + £ = E)x*(h 4 0)e ) Brka* (ap o i(s)dh . (7.16)
A*

The decomposition of the bosonic commutator given in (7.14) now suggests that we
split the main term into two parts. The first one contains the 6(k — ¢) function, and
the second one contains the operator Ry . In other words, we shall consider

M(t, @) = M°(t, ) + MR (t, ) . (7.17)

We shall analyze M? and M® separately in the two next subsubsections. The proof of
Lemma 7.1 is given in the third subsubsection.

7.1.1. Analysis of M°. Upon expanding the bosonic commutator (7.14) in (7.6), we
evaluate the d(k — ¢) function to find that

MO(t, ) = 2Re f |2f f Gt Vt2<Dk(t1,g0)Dk(t2)> At dtsdk . (7.18)

In order to analyze the above expectation value, we shall expand 14, with respect to
the interaction dynamics (3.14). Namely, we consider

M°® = M + M (7.19)
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where for all t € R and ¢ € ¢! we define

t pt1
Mg(t, ) = 2Re J |V(k)|2f J Gr(ty — t2)v (D5 (t1, ) Di(ta)) dtrdtodk  (7.20)
A%2 0 Jo
together with
My(t, o) (7.21)

— 9Im |VXkN2LML1J;2Gk@1—tgym(Uﬁth¢)Dkug,bﬂtﬁDdhd@d@dk.

A*

First, we identify that from the first term in the above expansion will the B; operator
emerge. Namely, we claim that

Claim 1. For all t € R and real-valued o € (', the following identity holds true

My(t, @) = —t{p, Bi[ fo]) (7.22)
where By is the operator given in Def. 3.

Once this is established, it suffices to control the second term in the expansion of
M?, that is, the extra integral reminder term in (7.19), M?¢.

Claim 2. For allm > 0 there exists a constant C > 0 such that for allt > 0 and @ € (*
the following estimate holds true

1 R 1
(1) < ONPRIMI oy V1V sup | R (Ns) 2 4+ R (Ns) + (V)]
(7.23)

The proof of the above claims are given as follows.

Proof of Claim 1. Let us fix k € A* t,s € R and ¢ € ¢!, which we assume is real-valued
in the reminder of the proof. In order to prove our claim, we write

Dy, >—f 191 — B)lp(1) — (1 — B, (g, —(£)dpy

f X hl, hy + k‘)[ (hl) — QO(hl + k’)]a;l (t)ah1+k(t)dh1 , (724)

A*

fA X (P22 + K)a®, (3)apa i (3)dpa

f Vg, By — k), (5)ans_i(s)dhs (7.25)
A%
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Thus we are able to calculate that the following four terms arise
UDHt D) = | X ppapn = kopa + Blolon) ~ ol )
y y(a;;l (t)apl_k(t)a;2(S)ap2+k(s)>dp1dp2
+ L*z X(hiy hoy by + K he — k) [p(h) — (Rt + K)]
x V(azl(t)ahlJrk(t)aZQ(s)ahrk(s))dhldim
- | = Rxha e = Blet) = ot~ )
x y(a; (t)apl,k(t)az2(s)ahrk(s))dpldim
= | b+ R + Bn) = (0 + )

x 1/(a;’;l(t)ah1+k(t)a;2(s)ap2+k(s)>dh1dp2. (7.26)

In order to calculate the four terms displayed in the right hand side of (7.26) we use
the fact that v is translation invariant and quasi-free. In particular, it is possible to
calculate that for any p1, p2, q1, g2 € A* the following relation hold true

V(azl (t)ag, (t)a;2(8>aq2(8)> = 6(q1 — p1)0(q2 — p2) fo(p1) fo(p2)
+6(q1 — p2)d(gq2 — pl)ei(tfs)(Epl7Ep2)f0(P1)J?O(P2) - (7.27)

We note that this implies that the third and fourth term in (7.26) are zero. Indeed,
for the third term we choose in (7.27) p1 = p1, ¢t = p1 — k, p2 = he and ¢ = hy — k to
find that

v (ap, (Dap, 4(t)ak, (s)ans () = |AI3(k )fo(pl)fo(h)
+ [AJG(R)3(p1 — ha)e =) En=Era) fo(p1) fo (ha). (7.28)

It suffices to note that the right hand side is proportional to d(k), and that [p(p1) —
©(p1 — k)]0(k) = 0. This shows that the third term has a null contribution ~the same
analysis holds for the fourth term in (7.26).

In a similar fashion, the first and second term in (7.26) can be collected and re-
written thanks to (7.27) to find that

V(D,;k (¢, go)Dk(s)) (7.29)
= |A| Ny X (pop — k) [p(p) — p(p — k)] E=Es) £(p) fo(p — k)dp

+ A - X(h, b+ B)[p(h) = p(h + k)] I E=Enes) fo(h) fo(h + k)dh



44 ESTEBAN CARDENAS AND THOMAS CHEN

where we have dropped all terms in (7.27) containing 0(k). Now, we integrate in time
the above equation to find that

t rt1
|| ve(Gutts — D2t ) D) )ttt
0 JO

t pt1
= |A| Xl(p,p — ]q;) (f f Gk(t2>eit2(EpEpk)dt2dt1)
A* 0 JO
x [o(p) — @(p — k)] fo(p) folp — k)dp
t i1
+ |A| X(h, h + k‘) (J J Gk(t2)eitz(E;L—E;L+k)dt2dt1)
A* 0 Jo

% [p(h) — @(h + E)] fo(h) fo(h + k)dh (7.30)

To finalize the proof, let us identify the right hand side of the last displayed equation,
with the operator B; as given by Def. 3. Indeed, consider the second term of Eq.
(7.30). We may calculate explictly the integrals with respect to time as follows. First,
we rewrite G(t) in terms of the variables r = p — k

Gr(t—s) = J x()x*(r + k)e D EFErn) qp (7.31)
A

Let h e B n B — k. After integration in time and taking the real part we find

t prt1 ]
2Ref f G(ty) e En=Enti) dtydt,
0 JO

t pt1
= J X(T)XJ_(T + ]f) 2R6J J eit?(Eh*Eh+k*Er*Er+k)dt2dt1dr
A* 0 Jo

= f X(r)x*(r + k) 2mts, (Ep — Epsy — By — Epyg)dr
A%
= 2rt ol (h, k) . (7.32)

Here, 6,(z) corresponds to the mollified Delta function defined as 6;(z) = td;(tx) where
61(z) = Zsin*(z/2)/2?. On the other hand, o’ corresonds to the object defining By,
see (2.25) in Def. 3. A similar calculation shows that the first term of the right hand
side of Eq. (7.30) can be put in the following form

t pt1
X (p,p — k)2Re J J Gi(ty)e Er=Eo-n)dtydt, = 21t ol (p, k)
0 JO

where ap is the quantity given in (2.26), see Def. 3. We integrate against [V (k)| and
change variables h +— h — k, p+— p + k in the “gain term” of (7.30) to find that

2Re fw IV (k)2 Lt f: V(Gk(tl — t9) Dj (1, cp)Dk(tg)> dt dtydk = —t{p, B[ fo])

where B, is the operator given in Eq. (2.24). This finishes the proof. O
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Proof of Claim 2. Let us fix throughout the proof the time label ¢ € R, the parameter
m > 0 and the test function ¢ € ¢'. Based on the fact that |Gy(7)||p#) < R for all
ke A* and 7 € R, our starting point is the following elementary inequality

Mt )l S RIVILE  sup
kesuppV ,t;€[0,¢]

v (| Dittr ) Dult) bit) [)] - (7:89)

Thus, it suffices to estimate the sup quantity in Eq. (7.33). For notational convenience
we do not write explictly the time variables t; € [0, ¢] for i = 1,2, 3—since our estimates
are uniform in these variables, there is no risk in doing so. In addition, we shall only give
estimates for pure states (W, - W) and then apply Remark 5.1 to conclude estimates for
the mixed state v. Finally, we shall extensively use the results contained in Section 4
—that is, the estimates of Type-I, Type-1I, Type-III and Type-IV, contained in Lemma
4.5, 4.6, 4.7 and 4.8, respectively, together with the several commutation relations.

Let us fix k € suppV. We begin by expanding the commutator in (7.33) as follows

v([Di () Dr, b1])
= M([D5i(¢) Dy, Vil) + v ([Di(9) Di, Viesl) + Av([Dii(9) Di, Vis])  (7.34)

Let us estimate the three terms on the right hand side of Eq. (7.34), separately.

The F term of (7.34). A straightforward expansion of Vp based on the representation
(5.5) yields

[D5;(¢) Dy, V] = J V(¢) Di()[ Dy, DF1D, dt +J V(€) Di(¢)Df[ Dy, Dg] dl
A% A%
+ [ V10 DD, DADL t+ [ V@) i) DEIDDL at
A* A*
(7.35)
Each of the four terms in the right hand side above is estimated in the same way. Let
us look in detail at the first one. For ¥ € % and ¢ € A*, we find using the Type-I
estimate for D, and [Dy, D], the Type-IV estimate for Dy(y) and the commutation
relation [N, D(p)] =0
| W, Dp(@)[ Dk, D1DeY) | = [<{[ Dy, D] Di(0) ¥, Do) |
< [N D)V [N
= | Dr(p)NY[ [N
< |Di(o)| INE]®
< [All@lla [N . (7.36)

We conclude that there is a constant C' > 0 such that

v([Di(¢) Di, Vi) < CIAV]afplav(N?) . (7.37)
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The FB term of (7.34). The relation v(O) = v(O*) and a straightforward expansion
shows that

v([Dji(¢) Dx,Vrs]) (7.38)

- JA* V(0) v([Dj:(#) Dy, D} be]) dl — JA* V(0) v([D; Di(), Dy be]) .

We only estimate the first term in (7.38), since the second one is analogous. Indeed,
we expand the commutator to find that

v([Dji(0) Dy, D be]) = v(Dg (@) Df [ Dy, be]) + v(D5 () [ Di, Df] be) (7.39)
+ v(DF[D5i(¢), be] Di) + v([Dji(), D1 beDy) - (7.40)

We bound these four terms in the bullet points below.

e Since both [Dyg,bs] and b, satisfy Type-II estimates, the two terms in (7.39) are
bounded above in the same way. Let us look at the first on in detail. Indeed, for ¥ € .F
and ¢ € suppV we find

| ¥, Di (@) Di[ Dy, be]¥) | = [{DeDi(9) ¥, [Dr, be] V)|
< | Dr(@)]l INE] [[[Dr, be] V|
1
S IAllela INE|R? N5 (7.41)
where we have used the Type-I estimate for Dy, the Type-II estimate for [ Dy, b;], the
Type-IV estimate for Dy (), and the commutation relation [N, Dy(¢)] = 0.

e For the first term in (7.40) we consider ¥ € .% and ¢ € suppV. We find
W, DF[Di(¢), bl Dk®)y | < [[Di(0), bel [ IN®]* < [AlpE" [ @lles, INT[* . (7.42)

where we have used the Type-1 estimate for D, and D,, and the Type-III estimate
[Di (), bel.
e For the second term in (7.40) we consider ¥ € .# and ¢ € suppV. We find
|V, [Dx (), D be Dp¥) | < [<[De, Di(@0)]W, [be, Di]¥) [ + | DR D, Di(0)] W, W) |
S De; Di() [ [be, De] | + [[De, Die ()N [[bo¥
S Mlelle B2 |V + D)W [Ng*T] (7.43)

where, we have used the Type-I estimate for D}, Type-1I estimates for by, D] and by,
Type-1V estimates for [Dy, Di(¢)].

We put back the three estimates found in the bullet points above to find that there
exists a constant C' > 0 such that

v(LDE(#) D, Vis]) < CIV alpla, 1Al REVNG)? + o v V)3 [pN2)E L (7.44)



QUANTUM BOLTZMANN DYNAMICS AND BOSONIZED PARTICLE-HOLE INTERACTIONS 47

The B term of (7.34). Similarly as we dealt with the second term, we expand

(DR Val) = | VO(IDi D bibae) (7.45)
+3 | PO DL Db b (7.46)
— % fA* V(ﬁ)y([D,’;Dk(tp), b_ebe])dl . (7.47)

We only present a proof of the estimates for the terms in (7.45) and (7.46)— the third
one is analogous to the second one. In order to ease the notation we shall omit the
indices k, ¢ € suppV'.

- Analysis of (7.45). We expand the commutator to find that
[D*(¢) D, b%b] = D*()b*[D,b] + D*(¢)[ D, b*]b + [D*(p), b™b] D (7.48)

and estimate each term separately. Let us fix a ¥ € .%.
e The first term in (7.48) may be estimated as

[ D* ()" [D. 5] (7.9
< . D) 1D B[ + | D) [ |[D. ]|
< ARl |9 R2 NG| + Ao RING )2
< el |1 (] + REING ] ) REAG ]

Here, we have used Type-II estimates for [D,b] and b, Type-III estimates for
[b, D(¢)], and Type-1V estimates for D(y).

e The second term in (7.48) may be estimated as
KW, D*(p)[ D, b*]0W))|
< D) 16, D[ o] + [[[b, D*], D) @] oW ] (7.50)
<

—-m 1 1
Ao RINSE |2 + [Alpp™ @l || RZ N2 U
—m 1 1
S Ipllay I (P 19 + RN 0] ) B3N 2]

/1

m

Here, we have used Type-II estimates for [b, D*] and b, the Type-11I estimate
for [[b, D*], D(p)], and Type-IV estimates for D(¢p).
e The third term in (7.48) may be estimated as
| (U, [D*(), 00| DY) | < [[[D*(), b°0] | [ W] | DW|
S RIApE"[@le, V] N (7.51)

Here, we have used the Type-I estimate for D, and Type-III estimates and the
operator norm bound for b (see (4.16)) for ||[[D*(p), b*b]]|| < |0*| [[[D*(v),b]| +

[LD* (), b1 b1
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- Analysis of (7.46). Similarly as before, we expand the commutator
[D*(¢)D, bb] = D*(p)b[ D, b] + D*(9)[D, b]b + [D*(¢), bb] D . (7.52)

and estimate each term separately. We let W € .% .
e The first term in (7.52) may be estimated as

| ¥, D*()b[D, 6] %) | < [ D(@) o[ ]I[D, b]¥]
< [Mllele B2 9] INS ] (7.53)

Here, we have used the Type-II estimate for [D,b], the Type-IV estimate for
D(¢), and the operator norm bound [b| < R .

e The second term in (7.52) may be estimated as
| W, D¥(p)[D, b]bW) | < [ D()[I[D, b ] [jow]
3
S 1Algle B2 W]V . (7.54)

Here, we have used the Type-II estimate for b, the Type-IV estimate for D(y),
and the operator norm bound ||[D,b]| S R .

e The third term in (7.52) may be estimated as
| (W, DLD* (), 0b]®) | < [[[D*(p), 00] || | W] | D* W]
S RIApE™ e, V] INE] . (7.55)

Here, we have used the Type-I estimate for D*, and Type-III estimates and the
operator norm bound for b (see (4.16)) for [[D*(¢), bb]]| < [b] [[D*(p),b]]| +

[LD* (), bl 0]

Putting together the estimates found in the six bullet points above, we find that there
exists a constant C' > 0 such that for all k£ € suppV

A 3 1 R2 1 R 1
(IDE() iy Vi) < CIAIIplly V1o | REv(Ns) R (Ns)+ v (W) o)

(7.56)

Finally, we can go back to the original decomposition found in (7.34), plug it back in
the starting point (7.33), and use the estimates found in Eqs. (7.37), (7.44) and (7.56)
to find that there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

M (t, 0)| < CIANER|es, V2V ]
R2 . R )
X sup (R%VT(NS)% + Ruy(Ns) + — v, (Ns)? + —myT(N)i) . (7.57)
0<T<t Pr Pr

To conclude, we note that v(Ns) < RY?v(N) so that the third term in the right hand
side above can be absorbed into the fourth one. This finishes the proof. O
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7.1.2. Analysis of M. Let us estimate the second term of the right hand side in (7.17).

Claim 3. For all m > 0 there exists a constant C' > 0 such that for all tgeq0 and @ € (*
the following estimate holds true

ML) < OPIV 1Al sup (Rovs(Ns)3 +pi)in(W)E . (758)

Proof. Let us fix m > 0, t > 0 and ¢ € ¢*. Going back to the definition of the main
term in (7.6), we plug the reminder operator Ry, defined in (7.16), from which the
elementary inequality follows

(MRt e)| S EIVIE sup
k,lesuppV ,t;€[0,t]

v (D3 (k) Rialtn, ) D (0))] - (759)

Let us estimate the supremum quantity in the above equation. Since our estimates are
uniform in ¢1, ¢y we shall omit them. Leting ¥ € .%, we find that

[0, Di(0)Rie De¥) | < [(DR(9)RE Y, De¥ ) | + [V, [Di (), Rie] Do) |
< PEONIRe eV DeV] + [WI[DE (), Rl [ De¥] - (7.60)

Letting &,/ € suppV, we find the following estimates for the quantities containing Ry ¢
L #* —-m
[Rio¥| S REING*W| and  [[Di(¢), Ricel| S IAIpE" ], - (7.61)

The proof of these estimates follows the same lines of the proof of Lemma 4.6 and 4.7, so
we shall omit it. We combine the last three displayed equations together with Remark
5.1 to conclude the proof of the estimate contained in Eq. (7.58) O]

7.1.3. Proof of Lemma 7.1.

Proof of Lemma 7.1. The triangle intequality and the decomposition M = Mg + M} +
M® gives |M — M| < |M?| + |MF|. Tt suffices then to use the results contained in
Claims 1, 2 and 3. I

7.2. Analysis of the remainder terms. In this subsection, we estimate the remain-
der terms R (see (7.7)) and give a proof of Lemma 7.2.

Proof of Lemma 7.2. Throughout the proof, we fix m > 0, ¢ > 0 and ¢ € £2.. We make
extensive use of the Type-I, Type-II, Type-IIl and Type-IV estimates contained in
Lemmas 4.5, 4.6, 4.7, and 4.8, respectively, together with the operator bound ||b] < R—
see (4.16). Due to the similarities, we only show all the details for the proof of (1), and
only give the key estimates for the proofs of (2), (3), and (4).

Proof of (1) Our starting point is the elementary estimate

RO S EIWVIE s v (Di, @) B () be(t), De()])] - (762)

k,fesuppf/,tie[o,t]

In view of Remark 5.1, it is sufficient to give estimates for pure states ¥ € .%. In order
to ease the notation, we shall drop the time variables t1,t; € [0,t], together with the



50 ESTEBAN CARDENAS AND THOMAS CHEN

momentum labels &, ¢ € suppV'. Letting ¥ € .%, we find that
|<¥, D*(p)B*[b, D]V)| < [D(p)ll[¥]|B*|[[b, D]¥|
3
< Alglo W) Rz N2, (7.63)

where we used the Type-II estimate for [b, D], the Type-IV estimate for D*(y), and
the norm bound |B| < 2|b|| < R. The estimate in Eq. (7.10) now follows from the last
two displayed equations, and v(1) = 1.

Proof of (2) Letting ¥ € %, we find that

| <, [D*(), BX]DbW) | < [[[D*(¢), 0] ||| W][|| Do
S D% (), bl NV oW |
S App" lele, BI[IN ], (7.64)

where we have used the Type-II estimate, commutation relations and the norm bound
for b to obtain |DbV| < INVY| < [N Y| < R|NT| ; and the Type-III estimate for
[D*(p),b]. The proof is finished after one follows the same argument we used for (1).

Proof of (3) Letting ¥ € .Z, we find that
| (¥, B*[D(¢), DIbW) | < [ B[ W[ |[D(p), D] oW (7.65)
S B2 Y[|All@le | N ¥ (7.66)

where we used the Type-II estimate for b, the Type-IV estimate for [D(y), D], and the

norm bound |B| < R. The proof is finished after one follows the same argument we
used for (1).

Proof of (4) Letting ¥ € .Z, we find that
| (¥, [Db(p), B*D]¥) | < 2|V, Db(yp)B* DY) |
S D™ |[o(o)] [ B*[[| D
S " A @l RINE | (7.67)
where we used the Type-I estimate for D and D*, the Type-III estimate for b(¢), and

the norm bound |B| < R. The proof is finished after one follows the same argument
we used for (1). O

8. SUBLEADING ORDER TERMS

In this section we analyze the T, g(¢, p) terms of the double commutator expansion
(3.20) that we regard as subleading order terms. So far, out of the nine terms we have
analyzed two leading order terms: T p in Section 6 and Trp pp in Section 7. Thus, we
shall analyze the reminding seven. We do this in the following five subsections.

8.1. Analysis of T pp. The main result of this subsection is the following proposition,
that gives an estimate on the size of Ty pp.
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Proposition 8.1 (Analysis of Trrp). Let Trrp(t,p) be the quantity defined in (3.21)
with « = F and f = F'B, and let m > 0. Then, there exists a constant C' > 0 such
that for all p € £} and t > 0 the following estimate holds true

Ternlt, ) < CLIVIAIAIRly, sup (B2 v (W20 (V) +p7"v (V) (8.1

where we recall Trrp(t, ©) = (o, Trrp(t)) and R = |Alph .

Proof. For simplicity, we assume ¢ is real-valued—in the general case, one may expand
into real and imaginary parts and use linearity of the commutators. Starting from (3.23)
we use the self-adjointness of Vi(t) and N(¢) = §,. ¢(p)aia,dp to get the elementary
inequality

Trrp(t, )]
| f r fw V(0)2Rew, (1IN (o). Dt (1) Dilt)], D (12)h(12)] ) stk
SEVIE sup |u, ([[N (90),D,;"(t1)Dk(t1)],D,}"(tg)bg(tg)]>‘ , (8.2)

k,LesuppV ,t;€[0,]
It suffices now to estimate the supremum quantity in the above equation. In order

to ease the notation, we shall drop the time labels t1,t5 € [0,t], together with the

momentum variables k, £ € suppV. Using the notation D*(¢) = [N(p), D*] we compute
the commutator

[N(p), D*D] = D*(¢)D + D*D(p) . (8.3)
We shall only show how to estimate the contribution that arises from the first term on
the right hand side of (8.3); the second one is analogous. To this end, we expand
[D*(¢)D, Db (8.4)
= D*(@)[D, D*]b+ D*(p) D*[D, ] + [D*(¢), D*]bD + D*[D*(¢), 0] D .
Next, we estimate the expectation of each term in (8.4) separately. In view of Remark
5.1, it suffices to provide estimates for pure states ¥ € .%. We shall make extensive use

of Type-I to Type-IV estimates contained in Lemma 4.5-4.8, the commutation relations
from Lemmas 4.3 and 4.4, and operator bounds of the form [b|p#) S R.

The first term in (8.4). Using the Type-I estimate for [D* D], the Type-1I estimate
for b, the Type-IV estimate for D(y¢) and the commutation relation [N, D(y)] = 0 we
find

| (W, D*(0)[D, D*|b¥y| < |[D*, DD ()W [b0]
< |ND(p)¥| R N2V
< Al N TR INE D] (8.5)

The second term in (8.4). Using the Type-I estimate for D, the Type-II estimate for
[D,b], the Type-IV estimate for D(p) and the commutation relation [N, D(¢)] = 0 we
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find
<, D* (@) DD, |0y | < [DD(p) V| [[D,0]¥]
S IND() VRN ]
S Aol IV U3 NEw (36)
The third term in (8.4). Using the Type-I estimate for D*, the Type-II estimate for

both b and [D, b], the Type-IV estimate for [D, D(¢)] and the commutation relation
[V, [D, D(p)]] = 0 we find

| (¥, [D¥(), D*]bDW) | < [K[D, D(@)]¥, [b, DIW) | + [{[D, D(¢)]¥, DoY) |
< D, D)9 [ [[[b, D1¥| + [D*[D, D(p)]¥] 0]
< Al |V + 1)U RN W] (8.7)
The fourth term in (8.4). Using the Type-I estimate for D and the Type-III estimate
for [D*(p), b] we find
(W, D*[D*(¢), b] DT) | < |[D* (). LI DYI* < |AlpE" [0l [N T . (8.8)

The proof now follows by collecting the previous four estimates in the expansion
(8.4), and plugging them back in (8.2). O

él

m

8.2. Analysis of Ty . The main result of this subsection is the following proposition,
that gives an estimate on the size of Ty p.

Proposition 8.2 (Analysis of Trp). Let Trp(t,p) be the quantity defined in (3.21)
with « = F and f = B, and let m > 0. Then, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that
for all o € L1 and t > 0 the following estimate holds true
Trs(t.o)l < CPIVIAAllely, sup (Biv, (Vo) + By (M)} + Riy (M) (89)
t

m

0<7<

where we recall T p(t, p) = {p, Trp(t)) and R = |A|p% .

Proof. For simplicity, we assume ¢ is real-valued—-in the general case, one may expand
into real and imaginary parts and use linearity of the commutators. Starting from
(3.23) we use the self-adjointness of Vip(t), Vi(t) and N(p) = §,. ¢(p)aia,dp to get the
elementary inequality

T s(t, )| = ) L t f: Rew, ([[N(@, Ve(t)], VB(tg)]>dt1dt2‘ (8.10)

SEIVIE s v ([IN), D) Da(t)] b ()be(12)])|

k,LesuppV/ t;€[0,t]

+E| VI swp
k,@esuppv,tie[O,t]

s ([N (), DE(0) Di(t)] belt2)bo(12)))

)

where in the last line we used the representation of Vr(t) and Vi(t) in terms of b- and D-
operators found in Eqgs. (5.5) and (5.7) —the b*b* term is re-written in terms of bb upon
taking the real part of v. Next, we estimate the two supremum quantities in (8.10),
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which we shall refer to as an off-diagonal contribution, and a diagonal contribution, with
respect to the operators b and b*. In view of Remark 5.1, it suffices to provide estimates
for pure states ¥ € .%. Further, in order to ease the notation, we omit the time labels
t1,t2 € [0,t] and the momentum variables k, ¢ € suppV. We make extensive use of
Type-I to Type-IV estimates contained in Lemma 4.5-4.8, the commutation relations
from Lemmas 4.3 and 4.4, and operator bounds of the form [b|p.#) S R.

The off-diagonal contribution of (8.10). We expand the first commutator as follows
L[N (), D* D], bb] = [D*() D, bb] + [D*D(), bb] , (8.11)

where we recall we use the notation D*(¢) = [N(¢), D]. We shall only show in detail
how to estimate the first term in (8.11)-the second term can be estimated in the same
spirit. We expand the second commutator as follows

[D*(p) D, 0b] = D*(0)b| D, 0] + D*()[ D, b]b + [ D*(¢p), bb] D . (8.12)
We now estimate the three terms in the right hand side of (8.12).
- The first term of (8.12). Letting ¥ € .%, we find that
[ <W, D*()b[ D, b] W) < [D(@) [ ][0l [D; b]¥]

3 1
S AMlele VR NS P, (8.13)

where we used the Type-II estimate for [D, b], the Type-IV estimate for D(yp),
and the norm bound |b]| < R.
- The second term of (8.12). Letting ¥ € .#, we find that

¥, D*(0)[D, b]6W) | < [D() || W]I[D, b][ oW ]
3 1
S Alglle ¥Rz [N @, (8.14)
where we used the Type-II estimate for b, the Type-IV estimate for D*(p), and
the norm bound |[D,b]|| < R,
- The third term of (8.12). Letting ¥ € .%, we find that
(W, [D*(p),0b] DY) | < [[[D* (), O] [ W[ N ¥
S A@le,pp™ BRI N T (8.15)
where we used the Type-I estimate for D, the Type-11I estimate for [D*(¢y), b]
and the norm bound [b| < R.

We collect the four estimates found above and put them back in (8.11) to find that the
off-diagonal contribution satisfies the following upper bound

(1) D701 | < WAl (FEvNG)? + o

N

(A7)

) . (8.16)

The diagonal contribution of (8.10). Similarly as before, we shall expand the commu-
tator as follows.

[D*(p)D,b*b] = D*()b*[ D, b] + D*(¢)[D,b*|b+ [D*(p),b*b]D . (8.17)

These three terms are estimates as follows.



54 ESTEBAN CARDENAS AND THOMAS CHEN

- The first term of (8.17). Letting ¥ € .%, we find that
KW, D*(p)b*[ D, 0] )|
< [(D(@)0¥, [D,0]¥) [ + [{[D(¢), b]¥, [ D, b]¥)|
S D@ [ow LD, 0]% | + [[D (), o]l ILD, ]| ¥
< [Allela, (RINZ U + 5 RI0P?) (8.18)

where we used the Type-IT estimate for b and [D, b], the Type-III estimate for
[D(p),b], the Type-IV estimate for D(y).
- The second term of (8.17). Letting ¥ € .%, we find that

<0, D*(p)[D,]0)
< [{D()[D", B]W,b0) | + [<[D(), [D*, 1] ¥, b) |
< 1D I, Bw|p¥] + [Dlg), [D*, b1 9] |60
< M lgley, (RING 92 + 5" RIDIR) | (5.19)

where we used the Type-II estimate for b and [D*, b], the Type-III estimate for
[D(p),[D*,b]], and the Type-IV estimate for D(¢p).
- The third term of (8.17). Letting ¥ € .7, we find that

| W, [D*(p), 0"0] DW) | < [W[[[D*(0), b70] ||| DY
< (Hb*H I[LD* (), bl + H[D*(SO),b*]HHb!D RYIad
S [Mlelle,pe™ RIV[IN T (8.20)

where we used the Type-I estimate D, the Type-III estimate for [ D*(¢p), b] and
[D*[¢],b*] , and the norm bound |b < R.

We gather the three above estimates to find that the diagonal contribution is satisfies
the following upper bound

v([[N(p), D*D],6%0] )| < Al
g )

(NI

" ) . (821

m

<R1/(N5) + pﬁmy(/\/ﬂ)

F

The proof of the proposition is finished once we gather the diagonal and off-diagonal
contributions and plug them back in (8.10). O

8.3. Analysis of Tpp p. In this subsection, we analyze the term Trp p. Our main
result is the estimate contained in the next proposition.

Proposition 8.3 (Analysis of Tpp ). Let Trp r(t,p) be the quantity defined in (3.21)
with « = FB and f = F, and let m > 0. Then, there exists a constant C' > 0 such
that for all o € (1 and t > 0 the following estimate holds true

Trr(t,9)] < CENVEIA ey, sup (Riv-(We) +pi v (WD v (W) (8:22)

o<t

where we recall Trp p(t, 0) = {p, Tepr(t)) and R = |Ajph .
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Proof. For simplicity, we assume ¢ is real-valued—-in the general case, one may expand
into real and imaginary parts and use linearity of the commutators. Starting from
(3.23) we use the self-adjointness of Veg(t), Vr(t) and N(¢) = §,, ¢(p)aja,dp to get
the elementary inequality

Trpr(t, )| = ‘ L t L " Re v, ([[N((p), Ven(t)], VF(tg)])dtldQ‘ (8.23)

SEIVIE  swp v ([ING), Dit)be(t)], Di () Delt)] )|

kLesuppV ,t;€[0,t]

where in the last line we used the representation of Vg(t) and Vi(t) in terms of b- and
D-operators found in Eqgs. (5.5) and (5.7) ~the D;b*, term is re-written in terms of
Dby, upon taking the real part of v. Next, we estimate the two supremum quantity in
(8.23). In view of Remark 5.1, it suffices to provide estimates for pure states ¥V e .Z.
In order to ease the notation, we omit the variables t1,t5 € [0,¢] and &, ¢ € suppV. We
shall make extensive use of Type-I to Type-IV estimates contained in Lemma 4.5-4.8,
and the commutation relations from Lemmas 4.3 and 4.4.

We expand the first commutator in terms of D*(¢) = [N(p), D] and b(p) = [N(¢), b]
as follows

[[N(¢), D*b], D*D] = [D*(¢)b, D*D] + [D*b(y), D*D] . (8.24)

We dedicate the rest of the proof to estimate the expectation of the two terms in the
right hand side of (8.24).

The first term of (8.24) We break up the second commutator into three pieces
[D*(¢)b, D*D] = D*(p)D*[b, D] + D*()[b, D*]D + [D*(¢p), D*D]b (8.25)

which we now estimate separately.
- The first term of (8.25). Letting ¥ € .%, we find that

| W, D*(p)D*[b, DIW) | < [DD(p)¥||[b, D]¥|
1
S Al le R N[ ING ] (8.26)
where we used the Type-I estimate for D, the Type-II estimate for [D, b], the

Type-IV estimate for D(ip), and the commutation relation [N, D(y)] = 0.

- The second term of (8.25). Letting ¥ € .%, we find that
W, D*(p)[b, D] DW)|
< KW, D¥(p) DIb, DF]W) | + [<¥, D*(p)[[b, D*], D]¥) |
S 1D D(e)¥|[[b, D[] + [D(e) || ¥l][[6, D], D]¥|
S Allgle R2 [N + 1) [N (8.27)

where we used the Type-I estimate for D*  the Type-II estimate for [b, D*]
and [[b, D*], D], the Type-IV estimate for D(y), and the commutation relation
[NV, D(¢)] = 0.
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- The third term of (8.25). Letting ¥ € .%, we find that
| (W, [D*(p), D*DIpW) | < [[D(p), D*D]V||[oV|
1
S Al ele R N[ ING ] (8.28)
where we used the Type-I estimates for D and D*, the Type-II estimate for

b, the Type-IV estimate for [D(p), D] and [D(y), D*|, and the commutation
relation [N, [D(y), D]] = 0.

Upon gathering the last three estimates, we find that the first term of (8.24) satisfies
the following upper bound

v ([D*()b, D*D])| < ||, RZv(N?)20(Ns)? (8.29)

The second term of (8.24). Similarly as before, we break up the double second into
three pieces

[D*b(p), D*D] = D*D*[b(y), D] + D*[b(¢), D*|D + b(¢)|D*, D* D] (8.30)
which can be estimated as follows.
- The first term in (8.30). Letting ¥ € .%, we find that
| (W, D*D*[b(), D]¥) | < [DDN +2)" W[ (V + 2)[b(y), D]¥|
S Mgl prm N, (8.31)
where we used the Type-I estimate for D, the Type-III estimate for [b(y), D]

and the pull-through formula (N + 2)[b(p), D] = [b(v), D|N.
- Letting ¥ € .#, we find that

| ¥, D¥[b(g), D*IDY) | < | DY[[[[b(e), D[ | DY
< Alleleprm INTI? (8.32)
where we used the Type-I estimate for D, and the Type-III estimate for [b(y), D*].
- Letting ¥ € .#, we find that

(W, b(p)[D*, D*D]T) | < |0*(p)N'O[[|[D*, D*DIN +2)~'¥|

S Aol prm N2 (5.33)
where we used the Type-1 estimate for [D*, D*D], the Type-III estimate for
b*(p), the pull-through formula (N + 2)b(¢) = b(p)N and the commutation
relation [D*, N] = 0.

Upon gathering the last three estimates, we find that the second term of (8.4) satisfies
the following upper bound

v(ID*6(¢), D*D1)| S [Alllag, i v(N). (8:34)

The proof of the proposition is finished once we put together the estimates found in
Egs. (8.29) and (8.34) back in (8.24) . O
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8.4. Analysis of Trp . The main result of this subsection is the following proposition.
It contains an estimate on the size of Trp p.

Proposition 8.4 (Analysis of Tpp ). Let Trp p(t,p) be the quantity defined in (3.21)
with « = FB, and = B. Further, let m > 0. Then, there exists a constant C' > 0
such that for all o € £ and t > 0 such that

¢ sup <R% v (Ns)? + R2p;;mVT(N12)%) (8.35)

o<t

Tras(t, o)l < CEIVIEIAlle

where we recall Trp p(t, ) = (o, Trp p(t)) and R = |A|p% .

Proof. For simplicity, we assume ¢ is real-valued—-in the general case, one may expand
into real and imaginary parts and use linearity of the commutators. Starting from
(3.23) we use the self-adjointness of Vrg(t), Va(t) and N(p) = §,. ¢(p)aja,dp to get
the elementary inequality

Trp.5(t )| = ‘ Lt fotl Re v, ([[N((p), Veg(t)], VB(tz)]>dt1dt2)

SEIW, s | ([ING), Di(t)b()] Va()])| (8.36)

kesuppv,tie[o,t]

where in the last line we used the representation of Vgp(t) in terms of b- and D-operators
found in (5.6)-the Djb*, term is re-written in terms of D;b, upon taking the real part
of v. Next, we estimate the two supremum quantity in (8.36). In view of Remark 5.1,
it suffices to provide estimates for pure states ¥ € .%. In order to ease the notation,
we omit the variables ¢;,t5 € [0,¢]. We shall make extensive use of Type-I to Type-IV
estimates contained in Lemma 4.5-4.8, and the commutation relations from Lemmas
4.3 and 4.4.

In terms of Di(p) = [N(p), Di] and bx(¢) = [N(p), bx] we calculate the first com-
mutator to be

[[N(¢), Ditel, Vi] = [Di(#)bi, Vi) + [Dibi(), Vi), VkesuppV . (8.37)
We shall estimate the expectation of the two terms in (8.37) separately.
The first term of (8.37). We expand Vg into three additional terms. Namely
* 9 * % 1 * 1 % % 1%
(D3 Vil = | V0 (D2 bl + DL bib- ]+ DL b7 171

_ f V(o) <Cl(k:,€) + Co(k, 0) + C;;(k:,f))df . (8.38)
A*

Next, we proceed to analyze the commutators C; for j = 1,2, 3 separately.
- Analysis of C7. We expand the commutator
Cy(h, £) = D) bis b b + (D7 (), bibelb (8.39)

Let us recall that the [bg(t),0;(s)] can be calculated explicitly — see (4.7). In
particular, it can be easily verified that for k, ¢ € suppV it satisfies the estimate

[[6x(2), b7 ()]l B2y S B (8.40)
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Consequently, C'; can be estimated as follows. Omitting momentarily the vari-
ables k, ¢ € suppV we find

|0, Cr0) [ < [([b, 6] D(p) W, 00) | + <, [D* (i), b*b]b) |
< (16, 0D (@)W [oW] + [LD* (), b7 b] [ || o]

1, 3 m
S RIAllele [9]R2 (NG | + [Alpp™ | elle, B2 P)* (8.41)

where we used the Type-II estimate for b, the Type-11I estimate for [D*(¢y), b]
and [D*(¢), b*], the Type-1V estimate for D*(¢), the norm bound [|b| < R and
the commutator bound (8.40).

Analysis of Cy. This one is easier to estimate, because we do not pick a non-
zero commutator between the b operators. Namely, there holds Cy(k, () =

[D; (), beb—¢]by. Thus, we find (ommitting the k, ( € suppV variables)
<0, Co0) | S (Al [V 7 R2ps™ [ (8.42)

Analysis of C3. This is the most intricate term among the three terms we
analyze, because it involves higher-order commutators. First we decompose

Cs(k, £) = Di(0)b% o[bw, by] + D (o) [be, b o Jb7 + [Di (), b b [bx
= C51(k,0) + Cs2(k, 0) + Cs3(k, 0) (8.43)
and analyze each term separately.
Let us look at the first one. Omitting the k, ¢ € suppV variables we find
| (W, C3,9) | = [ D ()P, [b,0°] W) |
< bD(p)w|l[[[b, b*]W|
< [[[o, D)1 [[IT6, b* 1w [ + D (o) 6w [[[, 0*]¥|

< (AP Ly )RIPI? + Aol R ING W R W]
< Mol (REWIING O] + Ry |0)?) (5.44)

where we used the Type-II estimates for b, the Type-III estimate for [b, D(p)],
and the commutator bound ||[b, b*]| < R, see Eq. (8.40).

Let us now look at the second one. Let us recall that the boson commutator
can be written as [bg, b} | = §(k — 0)Gi1 + Ry where Gy, is a scalar, and Ry is
a reminder operator (see (7.14) for details). Thus, we find

‘<\Da 0372(]{:7 €>\D>‘ < } <\I]> C13,1(]'{:7 _€>\D> ‘ + \ <\I]> D;: (gp) [Rk,—b be]\Ij> ‘
< Allgla, (BHUIINE ] + By w)?)
+ |Allllo R @ INZ ) (8.45)

where in the last line we used the upper bound for Cj;(k,¢), the Type-IV
estimate for Dj(¢), and the following commutator estimate

I[Rie, boe]®| < RE|NZY| (8.46)
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valid for k, ¢ € suppV.

Let us now look at the third one. Omitting the k, /¢ € suppV variables we find

| W, Ca3 ) | < 206*|[[D* (), 0112 109 ]| S [Allpllen, B2z W) - (8.47)

where we used the Type-III estimate for [D*(y),b*], and the norm bounds
[ol, o™ < £

Putting the estimates for Cs 1, Cs55 and Cs 3 we finally find that for all k, ¢ €
suppV there holds
3 i m
| W, Cs(k, ) | S (Al (RQH‘I’HHNE V| + R?*pp H‘I’H2> : (8.48)

Finally, we put the estimates (8.41), (8.42) and (8.48) for C;, Cy and Cj, respectively,
to find that the expectation of the first term in (8.37) is bounded above by

(D)0, Vi) | < 1Al [V e (REw(1)20(NG)* + REppmu(1)) . (8.49)
The second term of (8.37). This one is easy, we use the brutal estimate
v ([DEbk(9), Vil )| < v (Dibi()Vi) | + v (Vi Dib(9))| (8.50)
We estimate these terms as follows. In view of V| pz) S |V | R? we find for the first
term in (8.50) that

| (W, Dibi(0) V) |

< () De V||| VB Y| (8.51)
< |

VIl NN IR | < AV |apz" ol REIN ][],

where we used the Type-I estimate for Dy, and the Type-11I estimate for b} (¢). For the
second term in (8.50), we use the same bound for Vg, together with the pull through
formula N'b(p) = b(p)(N — 2) to find that

| (W, VeDibi(0)0) | < VB[ DEN +2) 7 [NV + 2)bi(0) ¥ (8.52)
< Via R [bx ()N Y] < |V ]e B2 [Allelleg,pe™ LN

where we used the Type-I estimate for D}, and the Type-III estimate for by (¢). These
last two estimates combined together then imply that

W ([Dibe(e), Vs])| < |Vl R2|Al| @]l e v (1) 20 (N?)7 (8.53)

Conclusion. The proof of the proposition is finished once we gather the estimates
contained in (8.49) and (8.53), and plug them back in (8.36). O

8.5. Analysis of Tp,. Out of the nine terms T, (¢, ¢), those with a = B are the
easiest ones to deal with. The main result of this subsection is contained in the following
proposition. It contains an estimate for the three terms T p, T rp and T p.

Proposition 8.5 (Analysis of T p, T rp and T ). Let Tp p(t,p), Tp rp(t,p) and
Tprp(t,p) be the quantities defined in (3.21), for « = B and = F, B = FB and
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B = B, respectively. Further, let m > 0. Then, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that
for all ¢ € £} and t > 0 there holds

Ts,r(t, o)l + [ Tars(t. )| + [Tt ¢)]
< CPIVIR Aol Bopr™ sup (L4 B2 (NHE) L (854)

<TE

where we recall Ty 5(t,0) = {p, Taz(t)) and R = |A]pE" .

Proof. In what follows, we let a be either F';, FB or B, and we fix m > 0, ¢t > 0 and
@ € (1 . Starting from (3 21) one finds the followmg elementary bound

Tpa(t, )] St sup |, ([N (@), Va(t)], Va(t2)])| (8.55)

tie[(]’t]

and so it suffices to estimate the supremum quantity in the above inequality. In view
of Remark 5.1, it suffices to consider estimates on pure states ¥ € .%. In order to ease
the notation, we drop the time variables t,ts € [0,¢]. Thus, we find that

[ <UL [N (), V], Vol W) | <2<, [[N(0), VB]Va¥) | < 2[[N(p), VB[ W] Va¥| (8.56)

Using the expansion of Vg in terms of b-operators (see (5.7)), it is straightforward to
find that, in terms of by (¢) = [N (@), by,

IIN (@), Vil < 21V e [0l 1()] S [V s RIAE™ [0, (8.57)

where we used the Type-III estimate on by (¢) (see Lemma 4.7), together with the norm
bound |bx|| < R. On the other hand, we have previously established the estimate

Vol S V1 (IV20] + R2Jw]) (8.58)

The proof is finished once we gather the last four estimates. OJ

9. PROOF OF THEOREM 1

We are now ready to give a proof of our main result, Theorem 1. We shall make
extensive use of the excitation estimates established in Section 5. Namely, letting (14)er
be the interaction dynamics (3.14) with initial data satisfying Condition 1, we know
that for all £ € N exists a constant C' > 0 such that for all £ > 0 there holds

V(N < Cnfexp(CARY) (9.1)
vi(Ns) < (AR{))*exp(CARL) . (9.2)

Here, n = v5(N) < RY? is the initial number of particles/holes in the system, and
= |A|p% " is our recurrent parameter.
AlpEti t t

Proof. Throughout the proof, we shall fix the parameter m > 0. Let f;(p) be the
momentum distribution of the system, as defined in Def. 1. In Section 3, we performed
a double commutator expansion of f;(p), given in (3.20), in terms of the quantities
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To5(t,p), defined in Eq. (3.21). It then follows by the triangle inequality that for all
t=>0

Hft — fo = Nt (Qu[fo] + Bt [ fo] )HZI*

(HTFF + A QL fol s + | Tr,r(t) + t|A|Bt[f0]H£},§<)

STA
)\2
+ o (s @l + 1750l
)\
+ o (s @z + 1T (0l
)\2
+ o (Ol + 1T5.05@lge + 1To0llsr) — (03)

where ); and B; are the operators defined in Def. 2 and 3, respectively. We shall
now estimate the right hand side of (9.3). First, we estimate the leading order terms,
previously analyzed in Section 6 and 7. Secondly, we describe the subleading order
terms, previously analyzed in Section 8.

LEADING ORDER TERMS. First, we collect the Boltzmann-like dynamics. This term
emerges from Tpp. Indeed, it follows from Proposition 6.1 and Eq. (9.1) that there
exists a constant C' > 0 such that for all t > 0

T () + HAIQLfol Ly < CIAIEAsup (R0 (N + v (W)

T<t
C|A|PPA(R? + n?®)n® exp(CARt)

<
< O|A[PAR*n? exp(CARt) | (9.4)

where we have used the assumption n < R.
Now, we collect the interactions between holes/particles and bosonized particle-hole
pairs around the Fermi surface. In view of Proposition 7.1 and Eqgs. (9.1) and (9.2) we
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find that there exists a constant C' > 0 such that for all ¢ > 0 there holds

I Trp,ra(t) + t|A| B fo
< C|A|#? sup [R%VT(./\/'S)

<t

1%
ém

R

PE

N

v (N)E + Riv, (Ns) + v (W7)]

3 1 R 1
+ C|A|* AR sup [R?VT(J\/'S)§ + Rv.(Ns) + —mI/T(N)E] :
r<t Pr

. 2
< CAIP [R%AR {tynd + RIAR(E) + i—Z]e”m
F

+ CIAIPAR[REAR (1) + ROR(D))” + %]emt |

F
- 2
< O|A| [t2 (OARInE + 2 (AR + t?i—Z]eCARt
F

AR2n2
+ CIA] [t3 NRE + B NRY + t3%]ecw . (95)
F

Under the assumptions 1 < n < R we find the following upper bound, for some constant
C > 0. Note that we absorb polynomias on the variable AR {t) into the exponential
factor exp(CAR(t)), after updating the constant C.

|Trp,r5(t) + /A B fo] | 2

5 ) 21,2
< CIA|AE @ R (1+ ARG + RT3 ORMD)?) + FRe ARi) |00
F
2 2
< CIA|(M2 ) R + #)ecm@ _ 06)
Pr

SUBLEADING ORDER TERMS. In the expansion given by (3.20) we have already ana-
lyzed the leading order terms given by Tx p(t) and Tpp pp(t). The remainding seven
terms are regarded as subleading order terms. These can be estimated as follows.

Using Proposition 8.1 and Egs. (9.1) and (9.2), we find that there is a constant
C > 0 such that

ITrrpOlla < CEIAL sup (RE (M) 20, (Ns) 2 + pgn (V)

o<t

< C2|A| (R% 2R () + p;mn2)eCARt

. 2t2
< C|A| (At2 4y Rin? + Zw)ecw . (9.7)
F
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Using Proposition 8.2 and Eqgs. (9.1) and (9.2), we find that there is a constant
C > 0 such that

Ten(®)] g < CEIA| sup (REv(Ns)? + Ruo(Ns) + Rppv(N?)?)

0<r<t

Ct2|A|<R2)\R<t>+R()\R<t>) ‘f ) CARt

< CIA(M* 0 RE (14 ARE (1)) + i”t e

F
Rnt?
< CIA| (M2 RE + p” JE (9.8)
F

Using Proposition 8.3 and Egs. (9.1) and (9.2), we find that there is a constant
C > 0 such that
T (Ol gy < CEIA] sup (REvo(Ns)? + ppvr (V) )i, (V)3

o<t

2 1/2 n_2 CARt
< CPIN(RPORMn + 2 )e
F

. 2t2
< OA| (At2 4 Rin + Z—m)emm . (9.9)
F

Using Proposition 8.4 and Eqgs. (9.1) and (9.2), we find that there is a constant
C > 0 such that
Tenn®)llgr < CEIA sup (RE v, (Ns)? + B2, (N)?)
o<t

2

<Ct2|A|< SORKD) + pF)CARt

R*nit?

< 0|A|( M2 RE + ) ARt (9.10)

PE

Using Proposition and Eqgs. (9.1) and (9.2), we find that there is a constant C' > 0
such that

1 R
ITs(t)| s < CIAI2REpE™ sup (1 + R_2I/T(N4)§> < CIA[R== O (9.11)
0<T<t P

where we have additionally used the fact that 1 <n < R.

CoNcLUSION. It suffices now to gather all the estimates for the leading and subleading
order terms, and plug them back in the expansion given in Eq. (9.3) for the momentum
distribution of the system. This finishes the proof of our main theorem. O

10. THE FIXED VOLUME CASE

In this section, we prove the inequalities that were stated in Section 2 concerning
the fixed volume case L = 27. We recall that the dual lattice now becomes A* = 79,
and we shall keep using the notation §{,,dp = (27)~* 3 -
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10.1. The delta function. First, we recall that 6,(z) is the mollified Delta function,
defined in (2.17). Here, we prove the following approximation lemma.

Lemma 10.1. There is C' > 0 such that for allz e Z, ye R, t > 0 and Ny| < 1/2

e+ ) — @)l < € T D 05, e (10.1)
Proof. We consider the decomposition
d(x + Ay) = 0,00 (Ay) + (1 — 9z 0)0e(x + Ay) . (10.2)
The first term in (10.2) is estimated as follows. Using §;(0) = 2t/m, we find that
[6:(Ay) — 2t/7| = t]61(tAy) — 61 (0)] < CL(tAly])* - (10.3)

In the last line, C' > 0 is a constant that verifies |;(z) — d;(0)] < C|z|* for all z € R-the
constant exists because §1(0) = 0, and 0,(z) is globally bounded. The second term in
(10.2) is estimated as follows. For |z| > 1 and A|y| < 1/2 we have

2/m o 2/m O
(@ +Ay)? = ta?(1— |z[7IA[y])? ~ ta?
The proof is finished once we put all the inequalities together. O

i + M) < 5 (10.4)

10.2. Operator estimates. Let us now analyze the time dependence of the operators
Qt and Bt.

Let us recall that (); was defined in Def. 2, and the time independent operator 2
is defined in the same way, but with the discrete Delta function (2/7)daco replacing
the energy mollifier §;(AF). Here, AE corresponds to the dispersion relation (2.16),
whereas Ae corresponds to (signed) free dispersion e(p) = (x*(p) —x(p)) p?/2. We shall
prove that, under our assumptions for V, the following result is true.

Lemma 10.2 (Analysis of Q,). Assuming that 0 < |V, < 1/2, there is C' =
C(|V|n) > 0 such that for all f € *(Z%) there holds
|QuLf1 = t2[f]le= <Ct(L/E + M) | FZel flor| flles= »  ¥E>0 (10.5)
where we have denoted (* = (*(Z3) and (* = (*(Z3).
Proof. Starting from the definition of Q[ f], one finds after evaluating the delta func-
tions 0(p — p1) + d(p — p2) — 6(p — p3) — 6(p — pa) that
Q:lf]1—t2[f] = R/[f] - R/ [f] (10.6)

where on the right hand side we have two remainder terms, corresponding to a gain,
and a loss term. Namely, for p € A* we have

R ~ i |

Z3d

RO A1) = 4 |

73d

~ ~

o(5) (3/(AE) = 2t/m0500 ) £ (p)f (02) F(p2) F(p) dpadpacps . (10.7)

~ ~

o(p) (@(AE) — 2t/?f5Ae,o>f (p)f(p2) f(p3) f(pa) dpadpsdps . (10.8)
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Here, we have denoted p = (p,ps,ps,ps), AE = E(p) + E(p2) — E(ps) — E(ps) and
Ae = 1(p* + p3 — pj — pi). Lemma 10.1 with 2 = Ae and y = O(||V|») now implies
that there is C' > 0 such that

RS [f1(p)] < C(1/t + )\2t3|f/|?1)|f|?oof o (D) |f(ps)| 1 f (pa)| dpadpsdps ,  (10.9)

73d
R [F)(p)] < O/t + X8V f 1 Lada(ﬁ) [f(P)If(p2)| dpedpsdps . (10.10)
Next, we consider the following upper bound for the coefficients
() < 6(p+p2—ps = )|V (0 = ps) = V(o= pa)* +26(p — po — ps + pa)|[V (p — ps)[*
=0(p+p2—ps — p4)(‘7(p —p3)* + V(p—ps)* =2V (p— p3)V(p — pa) )

+26(p — p2 — ps + pa)[V(p — p3)|* - (10.11)

We insert the above inequality in the right hand side of (10.9), and use some elementary
manipulations to obtain the crude upper bound

LB o (D)|f (ps)| |f (pa)| dpadpsdpa < CIV | |V | £ 1= | £ 11, (10.12)

and the same bound holds for the right hand side of Eq. (10.10). This finishes the
proof after we collect all the estimates, use the elementary bound |V < (27)%|V||n
and collect the V-dependent factors into a constant C' > 0. 0

Next, we analyze the operator B;, defined in Def. 3, and its relation to the time
independent operator 4, defined in the same way but with ¢,(E; — Es — E3 — Ey) being
replaced by 2/7 0¢,—ey—es—es,0- While for the operator ¢y an upper bound can be given
in terms of the number of holes n = (27)* {, f(p)dp, the operator B, depends on the
total number of fermions N. Physically, this is due to the fact that a hole can interact
with any of the N%? virtual particle-hole pairs around the Fermi surface.

Lemma 10.3 (Analysis of B,). Assuming that 0 < M|V, < 1/2, there is C' =
C(|[V]p) > 0 such that for all f € £*(Z?) there holds

|BLf] = tB e <CL/E + NP)NT | Fllow | flee » V2> 0 (10.13)
where we have denoted (* = (*(Z3) and (* = (*(Z3).

Proof. Recall that B = BH) + B®) is defined in Def. 3 in terms of the respective hole
and particle interaction terms. Let us look only at the B term, the second one being
analogous. We find in terms of 8 = W) + %) that for f e (*(79)

BM[f] - t#™|[f] = L[ f] (10.14)

where we define the following reminder term

LA =2 | VO (ol (h = k)£ = 1)F(0) = ol )00 T+ 1))
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Here, the new remainder coefficient p;(h, k) are given by

pr(h, ) = x(W)x(h + k) f

O (5(2E) - %5&,,0)@ (10.15)
where we denote AE = By — En i — EL_ E,. .. and :Ave =ep — €enik — € — erpp. Thus,
it follows from Lemma 10.1 with x = Ae and |y| < |V|a that there is C' > 0 such that

|BiLf] = tB[f)llex < COJt+EN V)]l f e de V(R)Px(r)x* (r + k)drdk
C1/t+ NV e | £l | V7 N2 (10.16)

In the last line, we have used the geometric estimate Ssz x(r)xt(r+k)dr <N ‘T, valid
for k € suppV. This finishes the proof after we absorb V into the constant C' > 0. [

10.3. Example of Initial Data. In the reminder of this section, we work in three
spatial dimensions d = 3. The inequality contained in Corollary 1 becomes a meaningful
approximation for Fr provided Fj is such that

| 21F0]l e + 112 Foll gy » [Rem(N, n, T') | i - (10.17)

Clearly, we will need a lower bound on V. For simplicity, we assume that there exists
r > 1 such that

V(k)| >0, V[k| <r and  V(k)=0, Y|k|>r. (10.18)

Construction of initial data. Let us give an example of initial data F for which the

lower bound (10.17) holds true. We recall here that we denote by S the Fermi surface
defined in (2.12), in terms of the parameter r > 0. We assume r < pp.

We let n € N be an odd integer satisfying 1 « n < pp — 3r ~ N3, and consider the
following collection of points inside of the Fermi ball

— {hyehena) s T =B W ey, and H=TuT  (10.19)
where, for all 1 << (n—1)/2 we let

h; = (i,0,0) and &} = (0,4,0) . (10.20)
Note that H n'S = . Further, we consider the singleton
H, = {h.} where  h, = (0,0, |hi|) € B\S . (10.21)

Finally, let P = {p}}_, be any set of points in B\S. We consider initial data with
delta-like support in the union of the sets H, H, and P. Namely let U = H U H, U P

and define
Fo(p) = > 6(p—a) - (10.22)

qeU
One may easily construct an initial state v : B(.%#) — C with momentum distribution
Iy by considering the pure state associated to the Slater determinant
Uy, OVy) 5

v(O) =
O ="

with Uy=]]a; Q. (10.23)

peU
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As we have already argued in Section 2, the state v verifies Condition 1.

Lower bound for 2[F,]. In what follows, we only study the bulk of the Fermi ball
p € B\S. Indeed, our first observation is that Fy(p) is either 1 or 0, depending if
p € Hu H, or not. In particular, the associated “loss term” 2~ [Fg](p) vanishes for
p ¢ H u H,. Hence, one finds that for all pe B/(H u H,):

2[F](p) = SJ . (cuu (@) + our(P)) dneo Fo(p3) Fopa) Fo(p2) dpadpsdps . (10.24)
(2°)

Here, we have evaluated p; = p together with ﬁ(p) = 1, and we denote p' = (p, p1, P2, P3)

as well as Ae = e(p) + e(p2) — e(ps) — e(ps). Let us now look at at p = 0 and keep

the oy (p) contribution only. Upon using conservation of momentum py = p3 + ps and

realizing that Ae = 2p3 - py, we find

2[R)(0) > 8[( X0 p) D [V 9) = V0P
73)2

x Fo(ps)Fo(pa) Fo(ps + pa) dpsdps . (10.25)

Next, we use the special structure of the initial data Fp, constructed with the set
H =7 u 7. Namely, we restrict the above integration only over ps € Z and py € Z'.
Clearly, x(ps + pa, p3,ps) = 1 together with ps - py = 0-hence, 0p,.5, 0 = 1. Further, we
see that Fy(ps) = Fo(ps) = 1 and ﬁo(pg +p4) = 1 since ps + ps ¢ H U H,. We thus find,
writing in terms of the sum §,, dp = (27) 7% 3 ;s

2[R](0) > 8/@2m)° 3 [V(ps) = V(pa)P

>8/2m)° > D IVpe)fP = 8/@2m)°(n/2 —r)ry = .

pa€Z’:|pa|>r p3€L

In the last line we have introduced ky > 0 as a constant satisfying kv < X, 5 IV (p)|2.

The above inequality then concludes that |2[Fp]|,+ > Cn for some constant C' > 0.
Furthermore, the upper bound |2[Fy||lee < C|Fo|20 | Foler||Follex can be established
in an analogous way as we did for Lemma 10.2. Since | Fp|,n = n, this concludes that

| 2[F0]

Lower bounds for 2| Fy]. Let us now analyze the % operator in the bulk of the Fermi
ball, by looking at its value at the point hy, = (0,0, |hs|) € B \S N suppFyp . Indeed, we
have Fy(hs) = 1 and Fy(h,) = 0. In particular, the “gain term” vanishes. One obtains

i == n.

m

BFy](hy) = —27rf IV (k)P (B, k) Fo (R + K)dk . (10.26)

ZS

The function af(h,k) corresponds to the discrete version of the original, mollified
al(h, k). Namely,

o (h k) = EZT 7;; Z X)X + k) Ohkre - (10.27)




68 ESTEBAN CARDENAS AND THOMAS CHEN

The evaluation of the function o (h, k) is subtle, for it involves counting lattice
points inside of a two-dimensional annulus. Indeed, let us assume here that k& =
(1,0,0)|k| and h = (1,0,0)|h|. Then, a straightforward calculation shows that

(k) = G o e 22— (hl+ P <[of <pb - Pl (1029
Note that the area of the above annulus is 7(2|h||k| + |k|?). Finding the asymptotics of
the above counting function is a problem in Number Theory that has received attention
in the last few decades; see for instance [1, 15, 19, 25, 28] and the references therein. In
particular the asymptotics depend on the relative size between |h| and pg. In contrast,
in the original Gauss circle problem, one compares N(r) = [{x € Z* : |z|* < r?}| with
the area of the circle 7%, as »r — 0. In this case, it is known that the remainder

E(r) = N(r) — 4mr? satisfies the following bound for all £ > 0

|E(r)] < CrPte . vr» 1 (10.29)
where §p = 1034/1648 = 0.6274... < 2/3 is, to the authors best knowledge, the current
best power for the bound (10.29), see [16, Theorem 2]. We can use the above estimate

for E(r) to find the asymptotics for o (h, k), provided we assume in addition that
|h| > Cpf7 for some ¢ € (o, 1). Indeed, in this case, we find that as pp — ©

1 (N (Vo = 1) = ¥ (/o = (11l = 412))
47T4< (2Ih]|k] + &) + (M) —E<\/p%—(|h| + |k|)2>> ,

Litd (5-60—< B |h)|k|
-0 (1+ 0" ") + O(klp?) ) = el

We are now ready to give a lower bound for the % operator. Indeed, letting ¢ €
(80, 1), we find that for h, € B with |h,| > Cp%, the following lower bound holds true
for all k = (0,0, |k|) € 73

(10.30)

| B[ Fo](ha)| = Clha| K|V (K)|* (10.31)

where we have combined (10.26), (10.30), and have used the fact that Fy(hy + k) = 1.
This concludes the lower bound.
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