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Derivation of Vlasov Equations for Multi-Species Fermions

Hongshuo Chen* Li Chen' Jinyeop Leef Zhiwei Sunf

Abstract

We explore a system of two-species fermions with N particles. Through this exploration, we estab-
lish a two-species Husimi measure and construct a two-species Bogoliubov—Born—Green—Kirkwood—Yvon
(BBGKY) hierarchy hierarchy with error terms. We provide proofs of the smallness of these errors in the
semiclassical and mean-field limits, fixing h = N~'/3. After that, we rigorously establish the uniqueness
of this hierarchy. This allows us to conclude that the two-species Husimi measure from the solution
of N-particle Schrodinger equation approximates the solution of the Vlasov equation for two-species
systems.

1 Introduction

The study of multi-species fermions has been extensive, with numerous applications spanning across plasma
physics, solid-state physics, and astrophysics, as documented in various literary works [111, 12} 28] [43], (45, [46].
We consider a system composed of two distinct species. The phase space (normalised) densities for the first
and second species are represented by f1 (g, p) and f5.(q, p), respectively, where these densities are defined
at a specific point (q,p) or (¢, p) within the phase space R? x R? at a given time ¢ in R. It is known that the
dynamics of f1 ¢(q, p), f2,:(¢,p) € L'(R3 x R3) are governed by the Vlasov equations:

Oef1,e(q,p) + - Vofi,(q,p) = (M1 (VVi1 % 01,0)(q) +n2(VViz * 02.)(q)) - Vpfii(q,p)
0if2,1(q,p) + P - Vata, (q,p) = (n2(VVaz * 02.4)(q) + 11 (VVar * 01,1)(q)) - Vit (4, D),

where Vi1, Vaa, and Vi = Va1 describe the interactions within and between the species, while o1 and
02+ are the spatial density distributions of the species, respectively, i.e., 0a,:(q) = (27) 72 [dpfa+(g,p) for
a = 1,2. Moreover, n; and ny denote the fraction of the first and the second species, respectively.

For notational simplicity, we define mq; := nifi ¢, moy = nafay, p14(q) := n101.4(q), and p2.(q) :=
n202.+(q). Then we have

Ormi+(q,p) +p-Vemis(g,p) = (VVi1 % p1.:)(q) + (VViz2 * p2t)(q)) - Vpmi (g, p)

O (@.5) + P Vamas(@.5) = (Vaz # po) @) + (VVar * pre)@) - Voo @p). D

Note that, in this form, the information of the fraction of each species ny and ng is embedded in () such
that [[p1¢] = n1 and [|p2,.f| = na.

Our goal is to rigorously derive the above Vlasov equations (LI)) from a high-dimensional (many-body)
Schrédinger equation, establishing a clear and direct link between microscopic quantum mechanics and the
macroscopic behaviors observed in plasma (as well as in stellar systems).
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Now, we consider the following system with two-species fermions:

ihat\IJNl,N2,t == HN1,N2\I/N1,N2,t;
(1.2)
YN, N2, 0 = YNy Nys
where the mean-field Hamiltonian of the system has the form
B2 Ny N2
HNl,N2 = 7 (Z(_Azlj) + Z(_Azm' ))
=t =t (1.3)
1 N1 Nso
+ N( Z Vii(z1; — 1) + Z Vao(z2; — xak) +ZZ‘/12(I1j —$2k)>

1<j<k<N; 1<j<k<N =1 k=1

where h = N=1/3 with N = Ny + Ns. Here, we have used z,; to denote the position variable of the k-th
particle of the a-th species.

Note that, since we are considering a fermionic system, ¥y, n,: is in the partially anti-symmetric sub-
space L2(R3N1) @ L2(R3N2) of L2(R3(NVi+N2)),

For instance, consider the initial data represented as a Slater determinant:

2
1
\IJN17N2 = I I N det{eai(xaj)}iv;:l (14)
a=1 NG‘

where {eaj}jy:‘j is a family of orthonormal bases in L?(R3) for each a = 1, 2.

Given that Wy, n,: belongs to the space L2(R*V1) @ L2(R3"2) and m,, is an element of L'(RS), a
transformation of Wy, n,: is required to establish a relationship between these two functions. To draw
a comparison between the solutions derived from the Schrodinger equation and the Vlasov equations, we
introduce the (k, £)-particle reduced density matriz. The integral kernel of this matrix is defined as follows:

(k,£)

’7N17N27t(x17 oo ,(Ek,:’fl, .- -755;3/17 v 7yk7§17 oo 7§€)
N1! No! / ~
= dzZdz 1.5
(N1 = 1) (Vs =01 Jscns o0 gots o0 (1.5)

\Ile,Ng,t(yla" -7yk7Z7§17" -7§fuz)qjN1,N2,t(:Elu' .. ,(Ek,Z,:’El,.. '7%f72)'

This formulation enables a meticulous comparison between the quantum mechanical behavior described by
the Schrodinger equation and the classical dynamics depicted by the Vlasov equations.

Using the definition of (k, £)-particle reduced density matrix, we define our (k, £)-particle Husimi measure
for two species as

(k)

mN11N27t(q17p17'"7qk7pk7617]/517-'-76@75@)
ok 1~ vt [ oh - Ok ¢ ) ®
= /(dwdu) (dwdu) (fqﬁp(w) qyp(u)) ( ayﬁ(w)fqﬁ(u)) (1.6)
(k.0) ~ - _ _
X VN, Nyt (ULs e ee s Uy Uty oy Uy W ey W, W, -y W)

where the coherent state fgpis defined as

R -3 Y—qy\ iy
ap(y) =h"1f ( NG > enty (1.7)
with some real-valued normalized function f in an appropriate Hilbert space.
Now, we aim to demonstrate that the expression mg\%z})ﬁ . adheres to the two-species Vlasov hierarchy in
the large N7, No limit. To accomplish this, we make the following assumptions:



Assumption 1.
1. (Interaction potential) For «, 8 € {1, 2}, ‘7&,@ € Cy and Vop(z) = Vap(—2).

2. (Coherent state) f € H'(R?) N L>(R?) satisfies || f||, = 1, and has compact support in Bg, for a given
Ry > 0.

3. There exist n1,ne > 0 with n1 + ny = 1 such that

No
— —n,

N —0 as N := Ny + Ny — 0

fora=1,2.
4. (Initial data) mg\}loj)% converges weakly to my in L'(R%) and mg\?f])% converges weakly to my in L*(RS).
Furthermore, they satisfy

/ dgdp ([p[? + gl ) m& %, (,p) < oo

(1.8)
/ AGdp (512 + @) mQ (@ 5) < oo

uniformly for all N1, Ns.
Remarks 1.

1. In Assumption [l the condition ‘7&5 € (Cy is utilized to establish the uniqueness of the infinite
hierarchy which is only used in the proof of Proposition 5.1l For those interested in addressing more
general potentials, we recommend referring to, for example, [42].

2. It is likely that Assumption can be extended to a larger class of functions. Specifically, by decom-
posing f = fX|z|<r + [X|z|>R, carrying out the same proof for fx|,|<r, and using the “smallness” of
the tail fX|;|>r, it is conceivable that the same result can be achieved.

Theorem 1.1. Consider the many-body Schrédinger equation ([L2) with initial data U, N,, yielding the
solution Uy, n,+ at time t. Define the (k,{)-particle Husimi measure mg\];f?\fg,t assoctated with ¥, N, ¢
as per ([LO). Assuming Assumption[d, there exists a subsequence such that the two-species Husimi measure
mg\]ffj)vmt weakly converges in L' (R xR%), as N — oo, to mg]z:g’t,

infinite Vlasov hierarchy in the distributional sense:

the unique weak solution of the following

(k,£)

atmoo7oo7t(q1;pla'"7qkapkaalvﬁlv"'aafaﬁl)
(k,0) ~ =~ ~ o~ |~ (k,£) ~ - -~
+pk'vqkmoopqt(qlvplv"'7qkapk7Q1apla'"aqfapl)+pf'Va@mooﬁooﬁt(qlvpla"-;qupk;qlapla-'-vqlvpf)

k

1 k41,6 SO ~

= W vpj : // ko-i-ldpk-i-lVVll(Qj - Qk+1)m;7m7t)(QIapla coo s Qk4+1,PE+1591,P15 - - - aQ&Pé)
j=1

k
1 ~ . ~ ke b+1 o~ .
+ @np >V, - // dge+1dpe+1VViz (g5 — QZ+1)m<(>O7OJOF¢)(Q1,p17 ooy @k Py 415 D1 - -+ Qo415 Do)
=1
Lt
(ke - o
+ @np va)j ' // dgr+1dprs1VVar (qrsr — Qj)m(()o,oo,t) (q1,P15 s Q15 Pt 1, G5 P1s - - -5 s Pe)
=1

¢

1 s - kf+1 SO ~

+ @3 Vs, - // dqe+1dpe+1VVar (g — Qe+1)m<(>o,oo,t)(Q17P17 s Qs Phy Q15 D1y -+ -5 Qo 15 Pl 1)-
=1



Theorem 1.2. Under the assumptions previously in Theorem[L 1], we additionally consider the factorization
of the initial data, i.e., for all (k,£) € Nx N\ {(0,0)},

ng\l?l’l])\b — n’fngm?k ® m?l”p —0, as N — oo, (1.10)
the (1,0)-particle Husimi measure mg\}ioj)% , and the (0,1)-particle Husimi measure mg\?ilj)% , associated with

U N, Nt converge in the 1-Wasserstein distance to the solutions my, and ma, of (L))
with initial data myi o = my and ma o = ma, respectively.

The theorem demonstrates that in an N-particle quantum system, encompassing electrons and ions as
quantum particles, the model conforms to Vlasov equations expressed through Husimi measures as N — oo.
In fact, the theorem extends its applicability to any finite multi-species system. For brevity and clarity,
however, our presentation and discussion will concentrate on the context of a two-species system.

History

As has been mentioned, the multi-species Vlasov equations have been studied in many previous works. In
this part, we aim to focus on the historical evolution of deriving this system from a microscopic framework.
Therefore, only the mean-field limit and the semi-classical limit, as well as simultaneous limits, are going to
be discussed.

By applying the mean-field limit, i.e., taking N — oo and fixing i = 1, for one-species case, it is possible
to derive a Hartree-Fock N-body quantum system from the interacting N-body quantum system. It is
noteworthy that, at this stage, the system is not yet classical but retains its quantum nature. Nonetheless,
comprehending the workings of the mean-field limit is crucial. The mean-field limit results have been
established in [I8] for fixed values of k, focusing on a short-time scenario. The convergence rates pertaining
to both the trace norm and the Hilbert-Schmidt norm were accomplished in [9], particularly when the
initial data approximates the Slater determinant. In subsequent developments, the exploration expands to
encompass mixed state initial data, as investigated in [0, [§]. Furthermore, the pursuit of convergence rates
has extended its scope to include Coulomb and Riesz potentials, as in [38] [39]. Recently, there were series
of works for high density regime [20] 21]. For a more comprehensive understanding and a broader array of
references regarding this subject, we encourage an exploration of [22] [35] 36] [37, 5], along with the associated
references.

The emergence of the Vlasov equation is rooted in the semi-classical limit, i.e., taking A — 0, employed
either in the context of the Hartree or the Hartree-Fock equations. The foundational exploration of this
process involves the utilization of the Wigner measure for smooth potentials, with initial contributions found
n [32]. Notably, the Wigner transform of the Hartree (or Hartree-Fock) equation aligns in structure with
the Vlasov equation, as seen in [I0, Eq. (6.15)]. The convergence rate analysis in [7] were given in the trace
norm and Hilbert-Schmidt norm, incorporating regularity assumptions for mixed state initial data and a
specific potential class. The employed k-particle Wigner measure is central to works such as [32] [7]. Recent
researches provide the semi-classical limit field for inverse power law potentials [41], rates of convergence
within Schatten norms [29], and the convergence of mixed states within the influence of Coulomb potentials
[40]. These developments have been extended also to the relativistic fermionic systems [I7]. Further analyses
of the semi-classical limit are comprehensively presented in [1, 2, 4, [5 23], [33]. The Vlasov equation with
Coulomb potential has been also derived from a Newtonian N-particle system in [30].

For the one-species case, derivations of the Vlasov equations (L) from the N-body Schrédinger equation
([C2) with the combined mean-field and the semi-classical limits were accomplished by Narnhofer and Sewell,
as well as by Spohn, in [34][42], with h = N —1/3_ The combined limit’s rate of convergence was investigated in
[24, 25] 26] through the utilization of Wasserstein (pseudo-) distance. A rate of convergence was established
in [27], operating within a weak formulation framework and avoiding any assumptions on i = N~1/3,
While the Wigner measure lacks the status of a proper probability measure due to the potential presence of
negative points, the Husimi measure, formed through the convolution of the Wigner measure with a Gaussian



function, emerges as a nonnegative probability measure [16] [19] [47]. More precisely, as has been explained in
[19, p.21], the relationship between the Husimi and Wigner measures can be expressed through convolution,
where specific Gaussian coherent states are involved. Furthermore, under a generalized Husimi measure
framework, [I3] achieved convergence results for regular potentials. Recently, [I5] managed to tackle the
combined limit for cases involving singular potentials based on regular mixed state initial data.

The Boltzmann equation for a mixture has been rigorously derived for two types of hard sphere gases,
as detailed in [3]. However, a comprehensive derivation of the multi-species Vlasov system starting from
the many-body Schrodinger equation has not yet been explored in existing literature, to the best of our
knowledge.

Organization of the paper

This paper is organized as follows: In Section 2] we provide a comprehensive review and formalization of
the multi-species Fock space. Building on this foundation, we define the two-species (k, ¢)-particle Husimi
measure, intricately linked to the two-species wave function. Subsequently, we present properties of the (k, ¢)-
particle Husimi measure and offer bounds on the number operator and kinetic energy operator at time ¢ for the
wave function Uy, n, ;. In Section[3] we establish the two-species Bogoliubov—Born-Green-Kirkwood—Yvon
(BBGKY) hierarchy of (k, ¢)-particle Husimi measures. Leveraging the tools developed in Section 2] we
prove the smallness of errors as N — oo in Sectiondl The final section, Section[d] is dedicated to proving the
two main theorems, including the uniqueness of the two-species BBGKY hierarchy of (k, ¢)-particle Husimi
measures.

2 Fock space formalism and uniform estimates

2.1 Fock space formalism for fermions with two-species
To avoid a lengthy paper, we cite the single-species Fock space formalism from previous works (e.g. [14]).
We now consider the fermionic Fock space F, = @, , L*(R?)®":
FM=0a.- - 20 LR N @0@--- C F,.

In our model, the state space for fermions with two species is F,®F,. Here, we use the standard tensor
product of two Hilbert spaces.

For f € L?(R?), we denote creation and annihilation operators for the first species to be a*(f) and a(f),
respectively on F, such that

(a(f)\lf)(n) =vVn+ 1/dxmw(”+1)(x,xl, cey X)),

(a*(f)\l/)(n) = % Z f(xj)¢(n71) (Ila sy Lj—1, Tjtly e - oy In)
7j=1

Here, 1(™) denotes the n-th particle sector of ¥ = {1)(™},5 € F,. Following the notations from [9], we will
use the operator-valued distributions a}, and a,, to represent the creation and annihilation operators:

@'(h) = [de s alf) = [ do Foa.. 2.)

Note that the operator-valued distribution a’ formally creates a particle at position x € R3, whilst the
operator-value distribution a, annihilates a particle at z. For the second species, we denote creation and
annihilation operators to be b*(f), b(f), respectively.



The operator-valued distributions within the same species adhere to canonical anti-commutation relations
(CAR) as follows:

0={az,ay} = {az,ay} = {03, b5} = {bz, by},
=y — {amvay}a 55:,17 = {bfvbﬂ}a

for ,y,7,7 € R3, where the anti-commutator is defined as {A, B} = AB + BA. Conversely, for those
between different species, they commute, i.e.,

(2.2)

0= [ag,b5] = [az, by] = [az, bg] = (b7, ay], (2.3)

[ AREN]

for z,y, 7,y € R3, where the commutator is defined as [4, B] = AB — BA.
Following the notation in [9], we can write the corresponding Hamiltonian in terms of the operator-valued
distributions a., a}, by, and b* by

2
1 ~
Hy = Z Ho + N /dxdy Vig(x — y)az by bya, (2.4)
a=1

where
ﬁ2
Hi = 5 /d:z:V arVa, + 2N/d:17dyV11( y)ara yayaz,
hQ
Ho = > /d:z;V b*V bz + — N /dfﬂdy VQQ( @b%b%bgl)f.
Next, we let NV, to denote the number of particles of species «, i.e.,
M Z/dxa;am and Ny = /dib%bg. (2.5)

Then, we define
Motal = Nl +N2'

We also define the kinetic energy operators as follows:

h2 n?
K=" [dras(-ta, and K=" / AT bE(—A)bs. (2.6)
Then, we define
Ktotal = ICl + ICQ-

Moreover, with this second quantization formalism, for U, n,.+ € ]-',gNl) ® ]—'(gN2), we define
(k,0) ~ ~ . ~
YNy Nt (UL Wy Wty o U5 Wy ey Wy Wiy -, W) (2.7)
= <\I]N1,N2,t7 atul : awkbz;l T b%kbﬁk T bﬁlauk o 'aulqjN17N2,t>'
For example, one can express
71(\}1?])\72 (u;w) = <\I]N1,N2,t7a;au\1}N17N27t> and /71(\?17,1])\72,15(5; ﬁ;) = <\I]N1,N27t7b%bﬁqjN17N27t>' (28)



2.2 Husimi measure for multi-species fermions

Recall from (7)) that the coherent state f(ip is given by

2p(¥) —h‘f( 7 ) erry, (2.9)

Then, the projection of a coherent state is given by

1
s [ adp LT = 1

For any ¥, Nyt € ]-',gNl) ®]—',5N2), 1 <k < N;andt >0, the k-particle Husimi measure for the first species
is defined as

mg\/{ ])Vz (qlapla' "7qkapk)

—  \®k
— [ (wdn)® (70, )7 (W isah, 0 0 V) (2.10)

= /(dwdu)®k (fzp(w)fgp(u)) 7](\1;10},2 (U1, Uk WY, .., WE),

where we use the short notations
(Awdu)® = dwrdus -~ dwydug, and (2, (w) I, (u ) H o )T ).

Intuitively speaking, one can understand that the Husimi measure defined in (ZI0) measures how many of
the first-species particles are in the k-semiclassical boxes with a length scale of v/A centered at its respective

phase-space pairs, (¢1,p1),-- -, (qk, Pr). Similarly, for 1 < k < N,, Husimi measure for the second species is:
0,0) [~ ~ I
mgvl,,)l\fg,t(q17plu oo 7qk7pk)
— .\ ®¢
/(dwdu)(@g ( qp( )fgﬁ(u)) <\IJN1’N2’t’bZ71 "'b;%zbﬂe "'bﬁle17N2;t> (2.11)

— [(a@am® (@) T@) " A0 o T,

Then we define our (k, £)-particle Husimi measure for two species as

(k,0) ~ ~ ~ ~
mNth)t(qluplu'"7qk7pk7qlap17-'-7qf7p€)
@k /1~ 1@ A Rk BT (274
z/(dwdu) (dwdw) ( 2 p(W) ;ﬁp(u)) (faﬁ(w)faﬁ(u)) (2.12)
(k.0) . - . .
XNy Nt (Ul e ooy Uy Uty Uy W ey W, W -, W)

The following lemma provides properties of Husimi measure for multi-species fermions.

Lemma 2.1. Suppose that Yy, n,+ € ]-',gNl) ® f,ﬁN” is normalized for any t > 0. Then, the following
properties hold for mg\];f?\,z’t, for 0 < k< Ny and0<{¢ < Ns exceptk=¢=0

1. (Indistinguishability for each species)

k.l ~ ~ ~ ~
mg\fhj)\[mt(qluplu co s 4k Pk, q1,P15 - - '7qf7p€)

is symmetric with respect to both non-tilde and tilde variables,



2. (Passivity and bound)

k.l ~ ~ ~ ~
0 < mg\]173\/‘27t(q17p17 <54k, Pky 41,15 - - '7qf7pf) < 1 a.c.,

3. (L*-norm)

1 - k.0 - o~ o~ o~
W/(dqdp)@)k(dqdm@wmg\[l}\]%t(qlvplv"'aqupk7Q1apla"'7qlvpf)

NV =1 (N1 —k+ ) Np(N2 — 1) (N2 — £+ 1)
B Nk Nt ’

4. (Recursion formula)

1 ) - .
W/qudpkmg\]h])\[mt(qluplu'"7qk7pk7qlap17"'7qf7p€)

Ni—k+1 (k-1 o~ ~
Tm]\]h]vmt(qlapla'"aqkflvpkflaqlvplv"'7qlapl)7

1

(2m)?

. Ny —/0+1 (k,0—1) - ~ -~ ~
= TmN17N21t(qluplu'"7qkapk7q17pl7"'7qf—17pf—l)'

— k0 - - -
/dqupémg\]173\[27t(q17plu'"7qk7pk7qlap17"'7q€7pf)

Proof. The proofs are not so different from the one-species case [19]. We only need to be careful that the N
in the denominators in items Bl and @ are from %3. So it is not N, but N. O

2.3 Uniform in N estimates

In this section, we will discuss several fundamental properties of the number operator and kinetic operator.
These operators operate on the solution of ([[2)) at a specific time, denoted as .

According to the following lemma, we can verify that each k-th moment of the number operator acting
on the solution of the Schrédinger equation (L2)) equals N*.

Because ¥y, n,,: are the eigenfunctions of the number operators, we have the following lemma:

Lemma 2.2. Let Uy, Nyt € FN) @ 7N be the solution of [L2) with initial data

\IJNI,N2 :(0,...,0,1/)]\]1,0,...)@(0,...,0,1/)]\]2,0,...)

where Yy, € L2(R3Ne) for oo = 1,2 and ||V N, n,|| = 1. Refer to the number operator Ny, defined in ([2.5).
Then, for finite 0 < k < Ny and 0 < £ < N,, we have

NE NG
<\I’N1,N2,t7 N_fN_glllNl;NQvt =1

Now we prove that the kinetic energy for typical particles is not growing too fast.

Lemma 2.3. Let « =1 and 3 = 2 or vice versa. Assume VVyoq and VV,g are bounded, then the kinetic
energy is bounded such that

Ko Ka
<\I’N1,N2,t7 W\I]Nl,Ng,t> < Cq <‘I’N1,N2, W\I’Nl,N2> + Cat?, (2.13)

where the constants only depend on || VVaa|loos ||V Vag| co-



Proof. To demonstrate the proof, let’s begin by considering the specific case where a« = 1 and § = 2. The
proof for the case when o = 2 and 5 = 1 can be easily derived by following the steps outlined below:
Starting from the Schrédinger equation, we obtain

d
ZﬁE (U Ny, No s K1 Ny Ny )

= (Un, Vo5 [K1, HNJY Ny Not)

K2 A 1 AL
<‘I’N1,N2,t, EZ(_A”)’N Z Vll(iﬂlj—$1k)+NZZV12(UC1j—52k) \I’Nl,Ng,t>

=1 1<j<k<Ny =1 k=1
iR
= D (Veu Ui Do (Ve Vin(wn) = 210)) Uy v (2.14)
=1 1<j<k<N: '
’Lh2 N1 Nl N2
+ N Y Ve, Uny vots 2 Y (Ve Via(@1j — Fai)) Uy ot
=1 j=1k=1
ih?
= W Im dxdy <ayV1a1\IJN17N2,ta (vall(ilf - y)) ayar\l/Nl,Nz,t>

ih?
+ N Im/dxdy (bgVzaz U N, Ny t: (VaVia(x — ) byaz U Ny Ny 1)

Then we have that
14,
N dt
h
=z Im/dxdy (ayVeaz YN, Nyt (VWi (x — ) ayazs ¥ Ny Ny 1)

Uy No ity K1V NG o)

h
+ m Im/dxdy <bgvmam\I/Nl)N27t, (VmVlg(:c — g)) bgCLm\I’N17N2)t> .

Now, we compute

h
’m /dxdy (ayViaz U, Nyt (VaVir(z —y)) ayaw\IJNl,Nz,t>

2

2

Ch * %k * %k
< WHVVHHLOO </ dxdy <\I/N11N21t,anmayayvzaz\IJleN%») (/dxdy <\IJN17N21,5,amayayax\I/NlﬁN2yt>>

2 N : N :
< CVVii| g (N/dw <\I]N17N2,t7vwamﬁlvwawq]leN2¢>) <\IJN1,N2,t, —le ‘I’Nl,Nz,t>
1

K1 2
< CIIVViil oo { YNy, Nosts W\IJNI,N2,t .

Similarly,

h
‘W /dwdy (bgV2az ¥ Ny N1, (VaViz(€ = §)) bgaz U, N, 0)

1 1
G N, : NiN; :
< C|VVi|l e (N/dx <\DN1,N2¢,vmazlvmamw,m,t» <\DN1,N2¢, ﬁw,m,»

K1 2
< C\VVizll oo { YNy Nosts W\I/Nl,Ng,t .



Therefore, we get

@ K
<\IJN1,N2¢, Wl‘I’Nl,Nz,t> <C <‘I’N1,N27 Wl‘I’Nl,N2> +O(|VViL |7 + IV VA2][] ) 2.

This gives the desired result.
O

Proposition 2.1. Fort >0, let mg\lfﬁv%t to be the (k,)-particle Husimi measure. Assume VVyg is bounded

for o, B € {1,2}. Denoting the phase-space vectors qi = (q1,...,9x) and pr = (p1,--.,Pk), we have the
following finite moments,

- - - K0 - - - -
/(dqdp)(gk(dqdm@w('qkl + |Pk|2 + |q€| + |pf|2)m,(l\[1,3V2,t(Q1ap17 -39k, Pk, 91,15 - - - 7q€7pf) S C(l + tg)

where C is a constant dependent on k, ff dqldp1(|q1|—|—|p1|2)m§\}fj)v2 (q1,01), ff d§1d51(|fqvl|+|ﬁl|2)mg\?fj)v2 (q1,11),
and ||VVaglleo for a, B € {1,2}.

Proof. For the case of (k,¢) = (1,0), we can apply the findings from [I3, Proposition 2.3] and obtain the
following:

K 1
<‘I’N1,Nz,ta W1¢N11N27t> = W //d(hdpl |p1|2m§\}fz)v2,t((h,pl) + h/dfﬂvf (Q)|2 (2.15)
and
K
) // dgrdpy ulmiy°k, (a1, p1) < (2m)° (1 +2 <\11N1,N2, leNl,N2> +Ot? + a/ﬁ) . (2.16)

Utilizing (215 and referencing Lemma 23] we can deduce:

1 K K
@np //dfhdpl |P1|2m§\17{?1)v27t(Q1,p1) < <‘I’N1,N2,t, —Nl \I]Nl,Ng,t> <C <‘I’N1,N27 —Nl ‘I’Nl,N2> +Ct?
(2.17)

= C//d(hdpl |p1|2m§$f}vz(q1,p1) + Ch/dq|Vf (9)]> + Ct? < C + Ct2.

Integrate both sides of inequality (Z.I6]) with respect to time ¢, and we obtain:

/ / dardps arlm&, (1. p1)

K
< (27)® (1 +2 <\IJN17N2, Wl\Ile,N2> + O + Cx/ﬁ) t+ //dqldpl a1 lm %, (g1, p1) < C(L+1%).

(2.18)
By applying Lemma [Z1] { ), we notice that for fixed 1 <k < N; and 0 < £ < Ns, the following holds:

k
- K0 - - -
/(dqdp)@)k(dqdm@gz|pj|2m,(N1,3Vg,t(qlap17"'7qkapk7q17p17"'7qf7p€)
7=1

k
—~ - k.2 ~ ~ ~ o~
= Z//dqjdpj |pj|2/dQ1dp1"'dedpj"'kodpk /(dqdp O Nyt (41 D15+ Qs Py G0 D1 - - - G, D)
j=1

_ ~ k.0 - -
= k//dqdp IPIQ/(dqdp)m 1/(dqd@®em§vl,3v2,t(q,p, Q1sP1 - s Q15 Pt Qs D1y - - - » Qs De)

Cen (N =1) - (Ni =k +1) N+ (Ng — £+ 1) 7
= (2m)3F— 140k T e dgdp |p|>m "N, (. )
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< C(1+t%),

where we make use of the symmetry of mg\]fl’?vz)t in the second equality. Using a similar strategy, we have:

k
- k0 - - -
/(dqdp)(gk(dqd@@e Z |Qj|m§v1}v27t(Q1ap17 co 9 qkyPkyq1,P1y - - - qfapl)
j=1

B Ny—=1) - (Ny—k+1)Ny-o (Ny— £ +1
:(27T)3(k 1+f)k( 1 ) ( 1 ) 2 ( 2 )//dqdp |q|m§\1lfj)\[2,t(%p)

Nk—1 N¢
<C+t).

By reversing the roles of the two species, we also obtain:

- - - K0 - - - -
/(dqdp)(gk(dqd@@é('qél + |pf|2)m§\[1,3V2,t(Q1apl7 <39k, Pk, 91,015 - - - 7q€7pf) S C(l + t3)

As a result, we have successfully shown what we aimed to prove. O

3 Constructing BBGKY Hierarchy

In this section, we construct the two-species BBGKY Hierarchy for the (k,¢)-particle Husimi measure for
multi-species fermions. To accomplish this, we initially observe that m(9 can be represented in terms
of m™MY) and m(?9 | incorporating certain error terms. Subsequently, an iterative process will allow us to
express each m(*9 in terms of m®*+t1.0) and m(*Y with the inclusion of error terms. Furthermore, we
demonstrate the approximate representation of m®*® in terms of m®*+1 and m®*+1)  In the upcoming
sections, we provide the smallness of the error terms.

In the following two propositions, we only consider (1, 0)- and (k, 0)-particle Husimi measures. Regarding
the investigation of the dynamics inherent in the (0, ¢)-particle Husimi measure, where 1 < ¢ < Ny, it’s
noteworthy that we can switch the roles of the two species in these propositions,

taking advantage of their equivalent status. This reciprocal role exchange paves the way for a streamlined
derivation of the ensuing dynamics.

Therefore, in the proposition afterward, we will exclude this particular scenario for general (k,£) with
1§I€§N1 andlSéSNg

Proposition 3.1. Suppose U, n,+ € éNl) ® ]-",5 is (N1, Na)-particle state satisfying the Schrédinger

equation in (L2)). Moreover, if V(—x) = V(x) then we have the following equation for k =1 and £ =0,

Nz)

1,0 1,0
3tm§v1,N2,t(Q1,p1) +p1- V(Ilmg\fl,])\fg,t(qlvpl)

1
- (27r)3v1”1 ' // dgadpoVVii (a1 — a2)m 'y, 4 (41, 2. p1.p2)
—1 7 dn- ~ (1,1) ~ ~
+ (271')3 vpl' d(hdprVu (ql - ql)le,Nmt(qlapla qlvpl)

+Vy Ri+V, - R+ Yy, - Rig,
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where the remainder terms R1 and ﬁl, are given by

Rl :=hIm <Vq1a(fq17pl \IJNl,Ng,tu q1 pl)\I]leNQx >7
ﬁu :: //dwdu//dydv //dqupg/ ds
V¥ (Su + (1 - S)w y) q1,p1 (w) q1,p1 (u) (Z,pz (y) (Z,pz (U) <ayaw\I}N1,N2,t7 avau\IINl,Nz,t>

1
- (2—3vp1 // dg2dp2VVii(q1 — (J2)m§\27f1)v2,t(Q1,Q2ap1,p2)

Saimghy [ s 5 [

VV12 (Su + (1 - S)w y) q1,p1 (’LU) q1 ,pl( ) G1,p1 (N)f; D1 (A) <awb17\IJN17N27t7 aubﬁ\PNlJ\bJ»

- (27T)3 //d/qvldﬁlvv]‘Q(ql - gl)mgvi73v2)t(Q1,p1,61,51).

(3.2)

Proposition 3.2. For every 1 <i,j < k and q;,p; € R?, denote qr, = (q1,...,qx) and pr = (p1,--.,DPk)-
Under the assumption in Proposition [31], we have the following equation for 1 < k < Ny,

k,0 k,0
atmg\]17])\[27t(q17p17 .. '7qk7pk) + Pk vqkmgvl)])vz) (q17p17 .. '7qk7pk)

1
- (2w)3vpk // gt 1dpist VVi1 (6 = Q) miy, Ny s (@1:P1s - Qis 1 Dit)
—1 - m. ~ ~
+ (271')3 Vpk ' //dqldpl v‘/IQ( | ql)’rn',(l\/'l7 ,Z)V2 (qlapla .. '7qkapkaq17pl)
+ Va, " Rik + Vp, - 7511,1@ + Vp, - 7512,k + 7€11,k7 (3.3)

where the remainder terms R i, 75111;6, 75121;C and 7%111;C are given by
h h h
Rl)k ':hIm <VCIk (a’(qu,pk) T a’( ql,pl))qlexN27t7 a/(qu,pk) T a’( q1, pl)\I]leNQ; > ?

Ry =g [ @) [y [ asVistons 40— opwy )] (5, 070) "

0

5 -
// dgk+1dpr+1 f(Ik+11Pk+1( )/d’l) Qko+1,Pk+1 (v) {Quw, - “ Oy, Gy W Ny Nyt Oy, - .a’ula/'U\IlexN%t>

k+1,0
T @np // dgr+1dprt1 VVia(g; — Qk+1)m§V17N2,)t(QIapla cee s Q1 Ph1);s

Ruzay =gy [ [ [ [ as Wiatons + (1 = opws 9] (18, 175 1) "

0

//daldﬁl fi?l Pl( )/d’l} flfl Pl( )<b Gy, = Gy YNy Nyt b, "'aullllNl,N27t>

//dQIdpl v‘/l2 —Q1)m§v{)])\72 (q17p17"'7qk7pk7§1751)7

Rtk :—/ (dwdu) ®kZ {Vn i —ui) = Vir(w '_wz)]
J#i
5  \®k
(fq,p(w)f(;b,p(u>) <awk T aw1WN17N2,ta Quy, ** 'auquleN2,t> : (34)
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Proposition 3.3. Under the assumption in Proposition [31], then for all 1 < k < Ny and 1 < ¢ < Ny, we
have the following hierarchy

k.l ~ ~ ~ ~
atmg\[h])v%t(ql;pla «++»qk,Pk,491,P1, - - 'aqfapl)

k.l ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ k.t ~ ~ ~ ~
+pk'vqkms\[h?\[27t(qlapl7"'7qk7pk7q17p17'"7q€7pf)+pé'vagmg\]bj)\[mt(qluplu'"7qk7pk7qlap17"'7qf7p€)

1 ot o
= Tvp,c '//dq;c+1dpk+1VV11( —Qk+1)m§v1 N2) (@1, P15+ > Akt 1 Pk415 Q15 P15 - - > G2, Do)

1 i~ k,o+ ~ ~

+ vak : // dge+1dpe+1VVia(g; — (Je+1)m§v1 N2) (q1sP1, -+ Qs Ph» Q15 D1y« - -5 Qot1, Pe1)
1 ~\(kF1,0) ~ ~

+ va : dgr+1dpe+1VVi2(qk+1 — @My, N, 4 (q1, P15+ -+ Gt 1, P15 1 D1y - - -5 Ge, Do)
1 ~ ~ (k,0+1) ~ ~

+ (27T)3v52 ’ dqe1dpes 1V Var (g5 — Qe+1)mN17N27t(q1,p1, oy @k Py Q15 D1y - -+ 5 Qo1 Deg1)

+ Vg, " Rike+ Vg, - Roke+ Vp, - Ritke + Vp, - Ri21,ke + Vi, - Ri22k,6 + Vi, - Rozk
+ Ritke + Raz ke + Rizke,

where the remainder terms are denoted as
Rl,k,l :h1m<b( 1?2;172) o b( ahlxﬁl)vqk (a’( (Zmpk) T CL( lZ,Pl))\IJvaN%t’
b( qﬁl;ﬁe) o b( qﬁlﬁl)a( t?k,?k) T CL( IZ7P1)\IJN17N2¢> ?
Rkavl ::h1m<vf~le (b(fl?e,ﬁe) o b( ‘Z;Pl)a( ‘Zc)pk) T 0’( IZ7P1))\I/N17N2¢’
b( qﬁf,ﬁe) o 'b( ahlxﬁl)a(fgkapk) T a’(f;blym)\PvaN%» ’

(Ruvny =g [ (@) @iy [ ay [/1dsvvu<suj (- sy y>]

_  \®k -
h ﬁ ~
( Q)p(w) lip(u)) ( ZIZD fl?p // dgr+1dpr+1 ka+17:Dk+1( )/dv Qk+1,Pk+1 (U)

(b - - b, Gy * Ay Ay W Ny No it D - by Gy, Qg G W Ny N 1)

1 - - -~
W // qu-‘rldpk-‘rl VVll((Jg - qk+1)m§\];j:]1\;f?t(qlaplu coo s Qk+15Pk+1,91,P15 - - - qfapé)u
~ 1 o _ 1
(Ri2,1,k,6); ::W /(dwdu)‘gk(dwdu)@e/dy [/ ds VVia(su; + (1 — s)w; —@]
h T, ®k T ~
(fq,p(w) q,p(u)> ( 7.5t fqp // dge1dpes fqe+1 Pet1 M)/ q/z+1 P+ )

<bﬁe e b151 bﬂawk oy YNy Nyt bﬁtz T bﬁlbiauk e .aul‘IJN1>N27t>

1 . ~ ke t+1 ~ ~
2np //quldszVVlz((Jj - (Je+1)m§vl,1v2,)t(ql,p1, e s Qs Phy QU5 D1y - - - Qo 1, Det1),s

(Ri2.2.6.0); ;=(271T)3 /(dwdu)‘@k(dwda)@f/dx [/1(15 VVia(st; + (1 — s)w; —x)}

__ \ ®k N
h - ~
( Q;P(w) lip(u)) ( QID flfp // qu+1dpk+1 ka+1 Pk+1( )/d’U (;ik+1;pk+l(v)

<b717@ T bﬁlawk T aw1a$WN1;N27t7 bﬂe T bﬂlauk T aulaU\I]Nth, >

1
27T) // qu""ldpk""l vle(qu,-l - q])mg\]?:Nz) (q17p17 <o Q415 P41, qluplu R qfapé)
(Rzz k,t)j 3 / (dwdu)®*( dwdu)w/dﬂ [/0 ds VVaa(su; + (1 — s)w; — @]
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( Z;;(WW)M( F(w f;;g //dwﬂdpéﬂ fqe+1 Fean 7/ qu Bt G

(b, - b, b, *+* Qw, YNy Nt ba,z b bian, o au UN N )

1 . ~ ke t+1 ~ ~
2np //quldszVsz((Jj - (Je+1)m§vl,1v2,)t(ql,p1, e s Qs Phy QU5 D1y - - - Qo 1, Det1),s

.\ ®k
Rll k. =—/ (dwdu)®* (dwda) ®€Z |:V11 i — i) — Vi (w; —wz)} ( Zp(w) gfp(u))
J#i
ooy i)
( qﬁﬁ(w)faﬁ(u» (b, - by Gy Gy YNy Na oty Dty - - - Dty G+ Gy U Ny Not) s
5 32 k(3 ©F - ~ ~ A A
Riz ke :=ih /(dwdu)® (dwdu)® ZZ |:‘/12(’U/j —u;) — Via(wj — wi)] ( ap(W) ;ﬁp(u))
j=1i=1
ooy )
( qﬁﬁ(w)faﬁ(u» (b, - by Gy Gy YNy No sty Dty - - - Dty G+ Gy U Ny Nost) s
. ih2 o o L — \®Fk
Roao ke = /(deu)®k(dwdu)®l Z {‘/22(%‘ —U;) — Vag(w; — wl)} ( ;:p(w) qh,p(u))
A

—\®
( gﬁ(w)qu‘ﬁ(u)) (b, -« by Gy, Quy YNy Nosts Oty « - - bty Gy, Gy YNy Nt ) -

Remark 3.1. Although it is not explicitly stated in the proposition, when k = 1, the sum Ef #i is an empty
sum, and by natural convention, the sum is 0. In other words, when k = 1, Ry1 1, = 0. Similarly, when
(=1, Ros e =0.

Remark 3.2. Since the proofs for Propositions Bl B2 and B3] are quite similar, we focus on detailing the
proof for the more complex one, Proposition [3.3] within the main text to save space.

Proof of Proposition[3]l First, let’s consider taking the time derivative on the Husimi measure and utilizing
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the Schrodinger equation (L.2). We have
: 1,0
2ih (9tm§\,17])v2)t(q1 ,D1)

= <h2 / dwdudz f1 (W) fE () (Un, Ny 1, 0500V} Veae U, N, )
—h2/dwdudxm (Z@ (u) <\I]N1)N2)t,Vma/;vmamaza/w\IIN1,N2,t>)
+ (;; /dwdudxdy - pl(w)m<‘1’1v1,zv2,t7v11($ — Y) s, 000050y 0V N, Ny )
]1V dwdudzdy i (@) f* (u )<\1/N1,N2,t,vu(x_y)a;a;ayaza;awq/m,m,g>

2 RN * * 7%
+ (N /dwdudxdy & (w) (?17171 (u) <\I/N11N27t, Via(x — @awauambg bgaz\I/leN21t> 56
3.6

- = /dwdudxdy m 517171 (u) <‘I’N1,N2,t, Vig(x — @aibébgaw%aw‘l’wvz,ﬁ)
+ (hQ/dwdud:C o (w)m<\I]N1,N2,t7a*wauvfb%vaE\IINl,NQ;t>

— K2 /dwdudxm ‘val (w) (TN, Ny s vib%vibiazaw\IIN1,N2,t>>
+ (% /dwdudidﬂ fE o @) R () (W Nyt Voo (T — §)ag,aubsbl bybs U, Ny i)

1 ~ 1~ "pE 7 N * 1%
- N/dwdudxdy fh o (w) z,pl(u) <\I/N11N27t,V22( — y)bzb; bybza aw‘I’Nl,N2,t>>
=00 + Y1+ N2 + Ha + Voo

Since only the first species is actually involved in J#; and ¥i1, they are similar to the one-species case [13].
So we have

<J£f1+%1>+p1 Vo x, .o (a1, 1)

1

e
= val // dg2dp2VVii(q1 — QQ)mg\?fj)v%t(QMf]z,pl,pz) + Vg Ri+Vy, - Rin.

For part %, we interchange w and u in the second line. Using the commutation relation (23)), then the
second line is just canceled by the first line. So we get J# = 0. For the same reason, we know that #52 = 0.
For part 712, we also interchange w and u in the second line. Then we observe that

* * 7% * 7% * _ * * 7
Ay O @3 b5 bgay — az by bgayay,ay = (Ou=z0y, 0z — Sw=x0ya04)b5 by

Therefore, we have

2 Tr * *
Ne = /dwdudy 4o (W), (W) (O, s 1, Via (u = §)ag,auby by Y, N, 1)
S — /dwdudy g (O fB L (u Fi () (O, Na s Viz(w — 9) @by by Uy N, 1) (3-8)

= —/dwdudy q, p1( ) q1, p1( )(Vlz(u—M) ‘/12(’[1} @) <\IIN17N2¢,a;aub%bg\IJNth)O.

Then we use the mean value theorem

Vis(u — ) — Via(w — §) = /0 ds VVia (s(u— ) + (1 — s)(w — 7)) - (u— w). (3.9)
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Note that due to the property Vi (s(u — ) + (1 — s)(w — §)) = Viz(su+ (1 — s)w — ), we can derive the

following from (B.8)):

%2 = — /dwdudy q1 pl( ) q1,p1 (U)

0

2ih ! .
= Ji/' dwdudy / ds VVia (su +(1-9s)w-— y)
0
Vi, ( 51,1)1 (w) 1?17171 (u)) <\I/N17N2wt’atuaubrjbﬂq/Nl,N2,t>
2ih ! —
-~ dwdudy / ds VVia(su+ (1 — s)w —7)
0

Vpl (f;bl,pl (w)f(?l,pl (’U,)) <awbl7 \I/N17N2,ta aubﬂ WN11N27t> )
where we use the fact that
- i -
Vou (s )T (W) = =0 =)+ £ ()T ).

Applying the following identity

1 ~ 1~ | 4R
(27Tﬁ)3 /dq2dp2 ’f§2152 q2, 102’ =1,

onto by YN, N, ¢, We get

1
bgjqle,Nmt - (27Th) /dqupz fq2 D2 g)/d’l} f(;:b p2 )b~\I/N1 Nt

Putting this back into ([310) and using h3 = N~ we get the following
2ih

Y2 =Gy

1
/ dwdudy dvdgadp, / ds VVia(su+ (1 — s)w — 3)
0

Vo (s ()T ) £ DT 520) {00big Wy oyt b v )

Therefore, we have

Y2 1 ! ~
— = —— [ dwdudy dvdq;d d 1-— —
ST (%)3/ wdudy dvdgy p1/0 s VVig(su+ (1 - s)w — )

Vs (F g )T @) 2 52 GITE 5, ) (@b U N s Bubs Wi )

Therefore, we divide (3.0) by 2if and have

1,0 :
O le J)V2 (q1,p1) +p1 - V(Ilmg\/l z)v2 (q1,p1)

=Vq - hIm<Vq1a( q1,p1 ‘I]leNzﬂﬁ fq1 p1)\IJN1xN27 >

i s f [

v‘/ll (Su + (1 - S)w y) q1 ;01 w) 1?1 ,P1 (u) q2,p2 (y) 1?2 D2 (U) <ayaw\IjN17N2,t7 avau\I]Nl,Nz,t>

a5 |

v‘/12 (S’LL =+ (1 - S)UJ y) q1,P1 (U}) g,pl( ) q1,p1 (N)f;ll P1 (~> <awb§qjN17N27t7 a’ubﬁqleyN21t> .

16

(/ ds VVis (su +(1-s)w-— §)> (u—w) <\I/N11N21t, a*waubrjbg\I/NlﬁN%Q

(3.10)

(3.11)

(3.12)

(3.13)

(3.14)

(3.15)



Thus, we obtain the desired equation for mg\}l’?])v27t(q1, P1). O

Proof of Proposition[3.2. Similar to the proof in Proposition Bl when considering the time derivative of
the Husimi measure involving only one species of particles, the term hy within the Hamiltonian Hy exhibits
no influence. In accordance with the demonstration found in [I3], Proposition 2.2], we obtain

2ih3tm§\l?1’?1)v2,t(Q1,p1, e Qs PE) = Kk + Ve + Nk (3.16)

__ \®Ek
Kk = ( h? /(dwdu)@)k ( qp(w) z?,p(u)> AI<\IJN17N2,t7a*wl' awkauk' 'aula;aI\IINl,N27t>

— \®k
41 [ uwdu)®* (42, T00) " AalWx 0 a}a,a, ) -am\PNl,N2,t>>

o et

<\IJN1 Na,t, @ wl T Oy Qg aulaz yaya$¢N17N27t>
k
(dwdu)®* [ [ dazdy Vi;(z — )
wdu) zdy Vi1 (z — y) (w) q,p(u)
*
<\IJN1,N2¢7 mayauawawl" awkauk' 'au1WN17N27t>)

Yok i= < / (dwdu)®* // dedy Viz(z —y) (ff,p(w)m) -

<\IJN1 Na,ts rul T Oy Quy, * aula;bzbﬂam‘PNl,Nzﬂ
®k -\ "
N (dwdu) // dzdy Via(z —9) ( ( ) q7p(u))
<\IJN1,N27t7a b by Az @ "'a*wkauk "'aulqle,N27t>)'
Similarly as the proposition before, for J#; , and #11 1, the analysis is exactly the same as in [I3]. We have

. k,0
K = — 2ihpy - qumgv171{/27t(Q1,p1a <+ s Qks Dk)

. (3.17)
+ 2ih? Im <Aqk (a( (Z)pk) . IZJ)I))\I’Nl,Ng,tu a(f;;,pk) e a(f;,pl)‘l’Nl,Nz,t> )
and
2h o . !
_ ®
Nk =@ N Z/(dwdu) /dy [/0 ds VW1 (suj + (1 — s)w; y)]
N -
'ij ( q,P q,P // dgr+1dpr+1 ka+1 :Dk+1( )/dv Qk+1,Pk+1 (U)
<awk e awlaU\I]Nl,Ng,tu auk e aul aUqJNl,Ng,t> (318)
1
-+ [ dwaue g Vot = ) = Van ;=)
JF

- k
( (Zp(w) (?,p(u)) <awk T awlqle,Nzﬂf? Ay~ " aulqle,N27t> .
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The only new term is #12 . We have

CL,TUI -.-az)ka, "'aula*bzbgam
= (- 1)4k *b*b~ama ..a*wkauk Gy,
k
— iy | S (1) Gamy g g | Bibyaa 5.19)
J=1
i —_—
+ azbiby Z(—Uaam:wja;l cag, | uy e au,,
j=1

where the hat, ~, indicates the exclusion of that element. So we get

//dxdﬂVlz(x—@(afvl- Ay, Gy, Aoy A3 DTOF AL

* 7 % *
— azbgbgacay,, - ay, Qu, Ay, )

k
_ Z(_l)j /dg |:V12(Uj — ), Ay Gy Gy Gy DDA,

j=1

(3.20)

P e *
— ‘/'12( A,)a b ~a . a/:;j . a/wka/uk e aul

_Z/dy Vig(uj —9) — Viz(w; — ¥))ay,, awkbyb Aoy, Oy -

In the last equality, we have employed the commutation relation (23]). By following the steps from equation

B3) to equation ([BI4]), we arrive at

Viop = (22:;3 /(dwdu)®k/dg [/1dSVV12(Suj+(1—S) -—@] (£, ) 7)™

0 (3.21)
//dqldpl fq1 P M) /d’U f;”l P ) <b Oy, * awlq]Nth»t?bﬁauk R aul\I]leN27t> .
By substituting equations BI7), 318), and (2ZI) into (BI6), we complete the proof. O

Proof of Proposition[Z:3 For convenience, we rewrite (Z12)) as

k.0 ~ ~ ~ ~
ms\[l}\f%t(QIupla ~o oy 4k, Pk, q1,P15 - - - 7q€7pf)

Qk &
— [ (wda)*F @@ (12, )T, @)  (FADT@) (3.22)
X <\I/N1,N2,t7 arul ’ awkbtul e b%gbﬁe e 'b171 Quy, ** 'aul‘IJNl,N2,t>'
Then by taking the time derivative on the Husimi measure, we have
2iﬁ8tm§5{?v2,t(th,p1, s Qs Py Q15 D1y 5 Qe D) = K ke + N1 ke + K2 ke + Vo2 k0 + N2 ke (3.23)

where

S = <_ 2 / (dwdu)** (i)™ d (£, ()T, () (S50

* * * ~ PR ~ PR *
X A$<\I]N1,N2,t7 Aoy awkbwl : 'bﬂ?@bue bulauk Quy amaI\I]Nl,N27t>
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~ o~ ®k =\ ®L
+h2/(dwdu)®k(dwdu)®g( Zp(w) qyp(u)) ( gﬁ(w)fgﬁ(u))
X A (W Ny Np it Qg oy, -~ G, b, -~ B, by -+ Dy gy - - aul‘PNl,Nz,t>>

A = (3 [lawanaaan [[ sy vista =) (st 0i70@) " (p@7m) "

* * 7k * * ok
X <\IJN17N27757 Aoy =" Qo bﬁl o 'bﬁgbﬁz T bﬂlauk T amayayaI\I]Nl,N27t>

1 . —\ ®k =\ ©f
- [@wdn s [[ oty Vst - o) (2, @)T0) " (@) 7@)
X <\IJN17N2¢7 a’;a’za’yamaz}l o 'afukbfm T bfﬁgbﬁe o 'bﬁl Quy = ° a’ulqlequyt>)

Hos = (— 2 / (dwdu) ** (Ad) % (£, (w) T3, () ®k( gﬁ(w)m)w

* * * * *
X A5<\I/N11N21t’ Aoy *° 'a’wkbﬁl T bﬁgbﬁe e 'bﬁl Quy, * a’ulbibi\l/leNmﬁ

1 B2 / (dwdu)m(dmda)@f( Zp(w)m) ®k( gﬁ(w)m) ®e

X A5<\I/N1,N2,ta b;%bi@ful e 'a;kbtﬁl e .b;%gbal T b171 Quy, ** 'au1WN17N2,t>>
1 o o ~ __ \®k _ —\ ®¢
Voo = (N [(wawaan® [ [ dwagvaa( -5 (12,@)750) " (#2@)705m)

* * 1k * * 7%
X <\IJN17N2¢7 Aoy =" Qo bﬁl e 'b@gbﬁtz T b171auk e 'aulbibﬂbﬂbin17N2,t>

-+ v @z [[ awagvai - (5,05w) " (LoTm@)

* 1% * * 7k *
X <\IJN17N2¢7 bfb'y'bﬂb’iawl T a’wk bﬁl o 'b@gbﬁl T bﬁla’uk o 'aU1WN17N2,t>

Vigos = (% / (dwdu)®* (didi) > / / dady V12(x—@( Zp(w)m)®k( gﬁ(a)%)w

* * 7%k * * 7k
X <\IJN17N2¢7 Aoy =" Qo bﬁl e 'b@gbﬁtz e b171auk e .aulawbgbgam\I}leNzyt>

— = [ (dwdu)®* (didin)®* / / dadjj Via(e = §) (f1,(w)F5, () (f2s(0)725@)
X (U N, No.ts a;b%bgazaz}l cee akab%l b, b, by Gy, aulxl/NhN%g).
Since the Hamiltonian h; acts only on the first species, While the terms %] 1 ¢ and #11 ¢ contain b and b*,

we can still apply the analysis for a single species to them. By utilizing the commutation relation ([Z3]) and
treating the expression by, - - - bz, W, ..+ as a unified entity, we obtain the following result

Hipe = / (@ad0)*!de (12,0 @)

\ ®k
[— h2/(dwdu)®k ( Zp(w) (Zp(u))
X A1<(bﬁz o 'bﬂlqle,Nzﬂf)? arul T a*wk Quy, = ° aula;aw (bﬁz T bﬂllllNl,Nz,t» (324)

e / (dwdu)®* ( ZAw)W) -

X A1<(bﬁz o 'bﬂlqle,Nzﬂf)? a;aiarul o 'atukauk Crr Oy (bﬁz T bﬂllllNl,Nz,t» .
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The part within the square brackets exhibits the same structure as J# ;. Applying equation (BIT) to it
yields
. (k,0) - .
t%/l,k,f = - 21hpk . vqkle)N27t(q17p17 vy Qs PEyq1,P15 - - - 7q€7pf)
20 T (A (b(FL )b 5)a(Fh )+l ) Wt (3.25)

b(fqﬁfﬁe) —o b qﬁhﬁl )a(ft?kﬁpk) T a’(f;blﬁpl)qlevN%» :
Similarly, we have

Nk = 2 2h)3N Z/ dwdu) ®k(deU)®€/dy [/1 ds VVip(suj + (1 — s)w, y)]

.\ ®k & -
Vo, (1@ T) " (@ T®) [ [ dandvns £ ) [0 T @

<bﬁtz . bﬁ1awk U a’wla’y\IJNl N2t bﬁtz . bﬁlauk e 'au1av\IIN1,N27t>

1
-5 (dwdu)®* (dwdu)®* Z [Vu u;) — Vi (wj — wi)]
J#i
——\ ®F =\ ®f
( Zp(w) z?,p(u)) ( Z?,ﬁ(w) qftﬁ(u)) <bﬁz "'bﬂﬁawk "'awllllNth,tvbﬁz "'bﬁlauk "'aullllN17N2,t>'

(3.26)
For the same reasons as discussed at the beginning of this section, we can deduce the following results

regarding the second species by interchanging the roles of the two species:

P k.l ~ ~ ~ ~
%,k,f:_21hpf'vagms\[l}\]%t(qlapla"'7qkapk7q17p17"'7qf7p€)

+ 212 Im (Ag, (0(fL 5.) b2 S )a(fE ) - alff ,))On Nae, (3.27)
b(fqﬁfﬁe) - b( qﬁhﬁl Ja( ‘Zc;pk) o a(f,i,pl)\PNl,N2,t> )
and
2ih ok qaam® [ ai | [
Voo kot :m Z (dwdu)®” (dwdu) dy ds VVaz(su; + (1 — s)w; — 9)
j=1
n )T Vs, (£ dGe+1dp,
! (fq,p(w)fq,p(u)) D (fqp qe+14Pe+1 fqg+17pg+1 g) qe+1 Pe+1
<b@z .. -bﬁ1b17awk s aleN17N27t, bw .. -bulbvauk cr Oy \I/Nl,Ng,t>
¢
1 ~ ~ ~
-+ [(wdn @z S [Vl ) - Vaa(ay — 1)
J#i

Ny e Sl S R
(fq,p(w)fq,p(u)) ( a,ﬁ(w)fqﬂﬁ(u)) <b15£ s bﬁ1awk o 'aw1WN17N2,ta bﬁtz s b171 Quy, "~ 'au1WN17N2,t> :

(3.28)
Then we consider part ¥z ¢ of (3:23),
2 k(1174 ~ h h—®k h~?®é
o =5 [ (dwdu)® (divdi) dady Via(a _g)( n(w) W(u)) ( (@) fﬁ(u))
X AUN, Nt Gy, " gy, b, - -b*~ ba, -+ bary oy, - - aulamb T30V N, Nt
2 ok ®€ h = Rk T (274
- [ (dwdw® @idi)® [ [ dadi Via(a = §) (£, (@)  (£250)2@)
<\IJN17N2¢7 ambﬂbyaI wy wkb:ul ’ .b;%gbal T bﬁlauk e GUI\I/quN21t>'
(3.29)
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Observe that we have

* * * * * 7 %
aw1 ‘e Qkaﬁl e b’wgbué ‘e bul auk ‘e aulamb,’gbyaz

A(k+2L)  * 7% * * 1k *
=(-1) (k+ )%[,771)77%%11 ceal, b b by, by Gy Gy
k
* * * * j —~ *
—al, ral, by bk by, by, E (1) Gy @y, Gy Q| D3bGOG
Jj=1

* % * * * : g i
— a’ma’w1 . a/wkbﬁl . bﬁe E (_1) 5§:ﬁj bﬂe . bﬂj . bﬁl Gy~ " Quyy bga/w

Jj=1

¢
RpE Kk 1V~ BE . hE bt S
+azbiay, ---ay, E (=1)05—a, b5, bﬁj b5, | ba, -+ bz, Guy, -+ Gy O
j=1

k
+albiby [ D (1) 0umw,aly, - afy, ---ak, | b, e b ba, b Gy Gy (3.30)
j=1
From (B.29), we have that

// dady Viz(z — y)(ay, - ay, b, - 05, ba, - - ba, G, - - - Ay aybsbya,

* 1% * * * *
— albibgagal, - al, b bl ba, by Gy Guy)
k
- 1) m - gt bE L bE b b e * b
= E (-1) /dy |:V12(’U/] Y)ayy, Uy b b by -+ by Gy Gy Gy b
=1
, * bibea ---ar ---a* b - b% by by
= Viz(w; — Y)ay, bybgas,, -+ ay, - aqy, by, -+ b5, by, - by, ay, aul}

¢
— Z(_l)j /d:z: [Vu(a: —Uj)agal, - al, by b by, by, g au, - Gy by, ag

j=1

~ * 7 % * * * o * 7 ~
— Via(x — wj)ambajawl ey, b, ~bu~)j b, b, by Gy, aulaz]

=3 [ 47 |Viatuy = i, -+, Vs, bbb, b

i=1
* * * * *
— Vig(w; — G)bibgas,, -+ al, bl -+ bl by, -+ b,y - .aul]
¢
~ * % * * *
+ E /d:z: [Vlg(:z: — U ) Ay gy b b by o b Gy - Gy A
i=1

~ * % * * *
— Via(x — wj)agay, - ay, by, b5, ba, -+ ba, 4w, - -aulaw]

= 71+ P (3.31)
We use CAR to obtain

k
p2 =Z/d§(V12(uj — ) = Via(w; — ))ag,, - ak, bib -+ bl by, - by, byau,, - - Gy,
=1
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E o0
+Y > (1) /dz7V12(uJ' — Y) 0=ty Gy, Oy, b, -+ 05, by - - by -+ by by -+ Gy
j=1i=1
kol ‘ .
_ Z Z(_l)z /dﬂVlg(wj _ @517:@@:11 .. .a;kb%bgl oo b;%i .. .b%lbm ce by Gy Gy
j=1i=1
k
ZZ/@(VM(%‘ —y) = Via(wj — 9))ay, -~ an, bbi, - b, ba, -+ b, byaw, -+ au,
j=1
— Z /dﬂ(Vlz(uj — ;) — Vig(wj — wy))ay, - ay, b, -+ 05, ba, - b, Guy, - Gy -
j=1i=1
For another part, we have
rak, eeal, by bl ba, o ba Gy Gy .

14
So= 3 [ @nVite ) Vista — By, -at,
=1

Thus we have
2 oh (et [N ho ) o
Ve =~ [ (dwdw)*(@@dD)® [ dj Y (Vis(u; = §) = Vizlw; = 7)) (1, () F7, ()
j=1
ooy i)
( (w)fqiﬁ(u)) (b, -- @, by, -+ Gy YNy Nyt b - by Dy, - - Guy N, o )

4P

+2 / (duwdu) ** (A7) / da g(vu(x )~ Vil — ) (f2, )T w)

—\ ®¢
( qﬁ,ﬁ(w)fgﬁ(u)) <b717@ “ by Gy, - Gy G VNG No it by - by Gy, - - Gy aI\Ile,N27t>
k 4
h

-2 / (duwodun) ®* (AT / 0 33 WVialy — i) — Viaw, — ) (£, ()T ()

j=1i=1

_ —\ ®¢

( qﬁ,ﬁ(w)fgﬁ(u)) (b, -+ by Gy * Qg YNy Nt bz~ by Qg+ - Gy Uy N )

ok 1

2ih e - —\ ®F

=20 [wdFaam® [y [ s Viiatsu; + (0 su; = 5)- 9y, (£, )T, )
=1 0

o) ¢
( qﬁ,ﬁ(w)fgﬁ(u)) (b, - -+ b by, =+~ Gw, YNy No st bi, + Oy by, -+ Gy YNy No 2)
. £ 1

2ih S ~ ~ —\ ®k
+ = / (dwdu)®* (dada)®* / da /0 ds VVia(si; + (1 — )@ — x) - (f;p(w) fgp(u))

=1
ooy i)

Vﬁj ( ‘7:17(w)f‘1~»5(u)> <b@£ by Quy Qg AU Ny NGt Dy by Gy 'aulaIWN17N2,t>

k¢
Z/(dwdu)(@k(d@da)@é/dg(‘/ig(u] — ’(71) — Vlg(’wj — ﬁz)) ( Zp(’LU) Zp(u)>
=1

QL
<b717@ o .b"jla’wk © Quy \I]Nth,tv bﬁz o 'bﬁlauk o 'aulqjN17N2,t>'
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We apply the projection (Z2]) and get

®k

"//121;614—2”12/ (dwdu)®* (dwda) ®€/dy/ ds VVia(su; + (1 = s)w; —y) - Vp, (fqp( w) fr,(u ))

—\ ®f
( ﬁ~(w)fq”hﬁ(u)) (b, -+ + by by, -+ Ay YNy No 5 bz, = - by Lo, -+ Guy YNy No t)

q,p

— \®k
2mZ/ (dwdu)®* (dwdu ®Z/dx/ ds VVia(su; + (1 — s)w; — x) - ( ;ﬁp(w) ;fp(u))
—\ ®
vﬁj ( qp( )fqp( )) <b717@ "'bﬁlawk "'awlaI\IINl,Nzﬂf?bﬂe"'bﬂlauk "'aulllai\lel,N27t>
2 § ok ®¢ N (£ (o )
N Z Z (dwdu)®” (dwdu) dy (Viz(uj — ;) — Vig(wj — w;)) ( 2p(W) qyp(u))

—\®
t?ﬁ(w) Ey(”)) <bﬁz U bﬁlawk o 'awllllNl,Nz,tv bﬁz U bﬂlauk T Gy \I]Nl,Nz,t>

__2ih i/ dwdu)®* (dwda)® /dy/ ds VVia(su; + (1 — s)w; —7) - Vy, ( Zp(w)m>®k

(27
( fq~~ //dQZ-Hde-H qul B ( / qu,le NG

<b717@ T bﬁlbyawk o 'awllllNl,Nz,tv bﬁz T bﬂlb~auk o .a/ulqjNhN% >

2ih é/ dwdu)®k(dwdu ®€/dx/ ds VVia(su; + (1 — s)w; — z) - ( Zp(w)m>®k

+

(2r
( qE f~~ //dq]€+1dpk+1 ka+17:Dk+1( )/dv Qk+1;Pk+1(U)

<b717@ T bﬁlawk T aw1a$WN1;N27t7 bﬂe T bﬂlauk T aulaU\I]N17N2,t>

kL
— %Z Z /(dwdu)(@’f(dﬁdﬂ)@f/dﬂ (Viz(uj — w;) — Vig(w; — w;)) ( ‘ip(w)—gp(uD ®k
j=1i=1

q.p

The proof is completed by substituting (3:28), 326), (27), (328), and B32)) into E23)). O

( ﬁy(w) gﬁ(u)> <bﬁz T bﬁlawk o 'awllllNl,Nz,tv bﬁz T bﬂlauk Crr Oy \I]Nl,Nz,t>' (332)

4 Bounds of errors

Throughout this section, we provide bounds on the errors in a weak sense, which is why we use test functions.
In each proposition, ¢, @, ¢, ¢ will denote test functions. Moreover, k, £ are non-negative integers.

4.1 Rl,k,Z and R27k75
Recall the remainder terms in Proposition [3.3] i.e.,
’ b( qﬁlyﬁl)v‘Ik (CL( ;;mpk) o 'a( ;,Pl))\IIleNQvt’
h h h
b( qquﬁe) o 'b( 1717;51)(1( Qk;pk) o a( Q1,p1)\IlevN2x >’
Rkavl :=hIm <V~ (b(fqz pe) o 'b( qﬁhﬁl ))a( t;lk,pk) T a(fli pl)\IJNl,N2,t7

h h h
b( q~£;5£)" b( Q17P1)a( Qk;pk)'.'a'( Q1,P1)\IJN1 Na,t >

Rl k.t r=hIm <b( qe, Pe)

(4.1)
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Proposition 4.1. Under Assumption[d, we have: for 1 <k < Ny and 0 < £ < Ny

~ oY, ~ o~ ~ o~ 1
/dq®kdp®kda®édﬁ®é ¢®k¢®k@®é¢®quk . Rl,k,é(qlaph vy QqksPEyq1,P15 - - - 7q€7pf) S Cth2 ) (42)

and for 0 < k< Ny and1 </l < N,

~ oY, ~ o~ ~ o~ 1
/dq®kdp®kda®gdﬁ®g @®k¢®k@®é¢®gvag . R2,k,€(q17p17 vy Qs PEyq1yP1y - - - 7q€7pf) S Cth27 (43)

where C' depends on ¢, ¢, p, 5, f kL.

Remark 4.1. The following proof, as well as the subsequent proofs of Proposition 42 B3] 14 and [4.35]
actually only deal with the errors given in Proposition B3] that is, the most complex situation where
k,£ > 1. For the control of the errors given in Propositions B and 3.2, that is, the case where one of k
and [ is 0, the calculation has been included in the most complex case. Finally, the proofs of the following
propositions will not involve simplified cases.

Proof of Proposition [{-d] For 1 < j <k, the j-th component of R1 ¢ is given as

(Rlvkvf)j ::hIm<(b( t?eﬁ/z) ’ ( q1, pl)vqja( k> pk) - a( thl))\Ilvaszh

h h h h
b( Zie@z) o b( q1, p1)a( qk,pk) o .a(fq11pl)\I]N1>N27t> .

So we have
/dpl .. dpk?dﬁl .. dﬁé ’(Rl k:é) (Q17p17 .o '7qk7pk7§17517 e 76@75?)’
<h / dpi ... dprdpy - AP [[b(fL 5,) -+ b(f 5)Va;a(fh ) - - a(f s p )Ny Mot
”b( e, ;D/z) o b( ‘Zpl)a/( tzmm) o -a( q1, pl)\I]leNzﬂf”

< [Fﬂ/dpl...dpkdﬁl...dﬁg<b(fq%@)--- b(f2 5 )Vgalfl ) alfl L )VUN Nt

Nl=

) 8T )Vl ) o)) |

1

2

X |:/dpl-'-dpkdﬁl'-'dﬁmel,Ng,t(qlapla"'7qk7pk7/qvluﬁlu'"76@75?)]

= (27)2 {hQ /dp1 ..dprdpy ... d@<b(f£@) e b(fE SOV alfh L) alfl )TN e,

2

h 3 ~ ~
b( ‘727251) . (fq1 pl)qua( Qk;Pk) . a( q17p1)\I]N17N2, >:| p]2\]17N2,t(q17'"7qk7q17"'7qf)

= (2n)2 [hz‘(“@ / dpy ... dppdpi ... dpy / dwy ... dwpduy . .. dugddy . .. dwedd . . . dig

<gf ( \/_ﬁ ) <Ul\/_ﬁql) eiﬁPi.(Miﬂi)) (quf <wj\/_ﬁ%> Vo f (uj\/_ﬁqj) e%Pj'(wjuj)>
(17 (252 (258) )

1
* * * b1 ~ ~
X <\I!N17N27t,aw1 ey, b UG b, by, ..auk\IfN17N2,t>] le’Nz’t(ql, ey Qhs Qs - -+ Ge)
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1

2 2
2 5 ~ =~ - wj — 45 Wi — i
< (2m)30ttt3) h“g(’““)/dwl...dwkdwl...dwg VS (#) f( )
¢ 2 3
ai_gi * * * 3
H f < NG ) <\IJN17N27t,awl Oy, U, U5, by by, ..auk\I/NhN21t>‘| p]2\,17N27t(q1, cees Qk)
=1
2 2
— (27)3k++3) ;3 (14+3k+3¢) /dw  dwed@s .. di, B3k v (wj—‘Jj) (wi_Qi>
(2m) 1 rdwy . 0 f 7 g f 7
¢ AL 3
_3 [ 7 * * *
h 2€H f ( 7 )' <\I]N1,N2,t7aw1' awkbwl' 'bi;ebﬂl by, ...auk\I/Nl,N27t>]
i=1

pjz\/'l,N27t(q15' "7Qkaalv" 752)

This implies, by using Holder inequality, that
/d(h .. dggdq - . -daé‘ /dpl —..dprdpy - .. dpk [(Rak.e)i(q1, p1s - - - > Qs PE> @1, D1 7q~e7/]5£)w

< (2m)3(k+tt2) 3 (143k+30) [/dql...qudq~1...d&gdwl...dwkdﬁl...dﬁg (Hh‘g ’f (wz

(5] )
(ﬁ_ v < ﬁi%>

4 4 ~ ~ 4
_3 Wj; — g4
J J * * * *
h™2 (7) <\I/N11N27t,awl...awkaﬁl...a@agl ...amaul...auk\I/NlﬁN%Q
J.I:Il NG

X [/dfh---d%dal ---dQNZPNl,Ng,t(QIa---aq}’canla'--aaé)]

1
< Gl R3O |7 £y | FIIAH 7 (W, Na s NENS Oy v, ) 2

< Oth§(1+3k+3€)N1§ NQ% < O3 HBEE30 N EEE o 3 (143k30) — § (k0)

=

= C,he.

In the above estimate, we utilized the bounded nature of ||pn, N,

el which can be constrained by the
kinetic energy through the fundamental kinetic energy inequality [31]. Additionally, we acquire

‘ /dq®kdp®kda®édﬁ®é @®k¢®k¢®g¢®é qu : Rl,k,f(qlvplv <+ +y 4k, Pk, 515515 .

.- aafaﬁl)
k ~
dq®kdp®kda®ed ®k¢®k¢®l¢®f (lef) (Q17p17"'aqupkvglaﬁla"'vglvﬁf)
k k 4
< S IVelle@ lolE G, ( [aataz®| [ aar ([Town) (] o)
= i=1 i=1

(Rl ké) (q17p17" '7qk7pk7§17517'

k
< 3 IVl el IOl ( JR

.. 76@723@)

)

L (R3) dp®*dp® (Ruke); (a1, p1, - -
Jj=1

. 7qk7pkuzjlaj517" '7@75@)
< Cyh3.

)

By interchanging the roles of the two species, we can get ([{3]) correspondingly.
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4.2 Ruike Rigke, and Rog e

Recall the remainder terms in Proposition 3.2 i.e.,
~ 1 o 1
(Ra1,k¢); ::W /(dwdu)‘@k(dwdu)@é/dy [/ ds VW11 (su; + (1 — s)w; y)]
.\ ®k
( lip(w) lip(u)) ( 5:0 // ko+1dpk+1 ka+17pk+1( )/dv dk+1:Pk+1 (U)

(b, - - - b, Gy, - - -awlay‘I’Nl,Ng,ta ba, - - - by Gy, *++ Auy G U Ny Ny )

1 -~ -~
W // qu-‘rldpk-‘rl VVll((Jg - qk+1)m§\];j:]1\;f?t(qlaplu co s Qk+15Pk+1,491,P15 - - - qfapé)u
~ 1 o _ 1
(Ri2,1,k,6); ::W /(dwdu)‘gk(dwdu)@e/dy [/ ds VVia(su; + (1 — s)w; —@]
o T INe)
(fq’p(w) q’p(u)> ( ‘“” fqp // dge+1dpet fqe+1 Pet1 M)/ q/z+1 Pet1 )

<bﬁe U b151 bﬂawk o y YNy Nt bﬁtz T bﬁlbiauk e 'au1WN17N27t>

25 // dgeq1dper1VVia(g; — q~e+1)m§5{€ztf2l,)t(%,p1, e s Qs Phy QU5 D1y - - - Qo 1, Det1),s
~ 1 1
(Ra2,2,k,0) ::W /(dwdu)‘gk(d@dﬂ)@e/dx L/ ds VVia(su; + (1 — s)w; — x)}
0
.\ ®k .\ .
()" (A @Tm@) " [ dsadns £,y @ [ a0 T 0

<b717@ T bﬁlawk T aw1a$WN1;N27t7 bﬂe T bﬂlauk T aulaU\I]N17N2,t>

1 - - - -~
@np //ko+1dpk+1 VVia(qrs1 — qj)m%ﬂ\}f,)t(thl, o s QRt 1y PR 1, Q15 D1y - - - Gt D)
R 1 ®k ( 175177\ ©F ~ ! ~ ~
(Ra2,k.¢); ::W (dwdu)®” (dwdw) dy ds VVaa(su; + (1 — s)w; — 7))
)T (fE (@) dioer 5
( p(W) q,p(u)> ( 7.5t qe+14Pe+1 fqe+1 Pes1 (©) q/z+1 Pes1 )

<b717@ s bﬁlbgawk o 'awllllNl,Nz,tv bﬁz s bﬂlb‘ﬁa/uk o 'aulqjN17N27t>
1 ~ ~ -~ (k,04+1) ~ -~
W dqf+1dpf+1v‘/722(qj - qe+l)le7N2,t(Q17plu c o 59k, Pkyq1,P1y - - -y qf-‘rlapé-‘rl)'

Proposition 4.2. Under Assumption[d, for arbitrary small § > 0, we have: for 1 <k < N1, 0 < £ < Ny,
and1<j <k

’ /dq®kdp®kda®édﬁ®é s0®k¢®kg’5®€$®év (Rll k @) (Q17p17 <34k, Pk, /qvluﬁlu e 76@75@) S Ch%_é (44‘)

and for 0 < k< N, 1<l <Ny, and1<j</

~0 T = ~ o~ ~ o~ 1_
‘ /dq®kdp®kda®édﬁ®é ¢®k¢®k@®g¢®évﬁj : (RQQ,k,l)j (qlapla «s4qk,Pkyq1,P1y - - - qfapl) S Ch?2 65 (45)

where C depends on ¢, ¢, P, 5, fk, L.

Proof. For the sake of convenience, let us denote the left-hand side of the inequality ([@4]) we aim to control
as Pi1,k¢,;. Subsequently, we can express this as:

Pii ke
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/dq®kdp®kd§®ed ®k¢®k&®55®fvpj.

1 _ _ 1
<(27T)3 /(dwdu)®k(dwdu)®e/dy {/ ds VVii1(su; + (1 — s)w; y)}
) YRGS T E—
(f 1P(w)qup(u)) ( q,P fqp // quJrldkarl qu+1 Pk+1( )/d’U f(Ik+11Pk+1 (’U)
(b, - by Gy -+ Gy Gy U Ny Nots by - - b2ty Qg+ Gy G U N, N 2)

1 k41,0 ~ o~
- W // dgr+1dpr+1 VVii (g — Qk+1)m§V17N27)t((J1,p1, e s Qkt15 P41, Q15 D1y - - - e, Dr)

dq®kdp®kda®ldf)®l @®kvpj¢®k¢®lg®f . /(dwdu)®k(d{5dﬂ)®e // dydv // dge41dprst

@n)?
- k I 14 -
()T @) (2@ TE@) s s ) Trr e @)

/0 ds [VVii(suj + (1 = s)wj —y) — VVi1(q5 — qrt1)]

[u

<bﬁtz i bﬁ1 Ay, "~ 'awlay\IIleNmt’ bﬁtz s bﬁ1 Quy, "~ 'aulaUWN17N27t>

(2 ) dg®rdp®rdg® dp®t p®F VY, pPr PPt . / (dwdu)®* (dwdu)®* / / dydv / / dgrs1dprs1
™

k —\® - —
(f " fqp )® (;5(@),%5@))@ eﬁpkﬂ-(y—v)f <y \/C%c-i-l)f(’v \/q?/;ﬂ)

1
/ ds [VVai(su; + (1 — s)w; —y) — VVii(g5 — qrs1)]
0

<bﬁz s b"jla/wk o 'awla’y\I]Nth,t? bﬁz s bﬁlauk o 'aulaU\IjN17N27t>

/dq®kdp®kda®fdﬁ®f w@kvquy@k@'@@(;@f /(dwdu)(@k(dﬁd:ﬁ)@ﬁf/dy/qu+1

()™ (o 7m) " Jr (2=

/ ds [VVas (st + (1 — s)w; — 1) — YVt (g — ausn)]

— B3

wtz bw1 Ay, * 'awlay\IIleNmt’ bﬁtz s bﬁ1 Quy, "~ 'aulayWN17N2,t>

3

where we have applied the h-weighted Dirac-delta function 6, (v) = ﬁ J dpria enPe+1-(U=v) in the last
equality. To control the difference in the brackets, we use Assumption [Tl that VV7; is Lipschitz continuous
and get

|V Vi (su; + (1 = s)w; —y) = VVi1 (g5 — 1) | < O|(suy + (1 — s)wj —y) — (¢ — qrr)|

(4.6)
<C(Juj — g;| + lw;j — gj|) + Cly — qr11]-

In accordance with Assumption [I} the support of f (y_q%) is contained within Br,. Consequently, we
establish the inequality |y — qry1| < VAR;. Similarly, employing the definitions of f(Z, »; (wj) and f(Z_ 1, (U5)
as provided in (7)), we deduce that |uj — g;| + |w; — ¢;| < V/AR;, following the same rationale. So we have

Py e < Ch? / dg®Fdg®* / (dwdu)®* (dwdu)®* / dy / dqii1
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L

()]

~ - k I
[ 2,0 5 (1, ) (0T

<bﬁe .- 'bﬁl Ay, awlayWN11N27t7 bﬁe - 'b171 Ay~ aulayWN11N27t> .

Then we split the space by

k £
= H ( (wn—un)E(Q2f)e + X(wn—un ey ) H ( (We—1x)€(QF)° + X(ﬁﬁ—ﬁ,i)eﬂ‘;f) (47)

k=1

Where
B S R . max < h
{"E <j<3 |$]| — }

Then for all a € (1,1), we have

Prii ke,

< Ch? / dg®*dg®* / (dwdu)®* (dwdua)®* / dy / dqpi1

/dp®kdﬁ®f w@kvpv¢®k§5®€($®f
i

k 14

H ( (wn—1n)E(Q2)e +X(w”—un)eﬂ%) H (X(wﬁ—uN Ye(Qp)e +X({EN—’EN)EQ%)

(stotoTE) " (saom)” [ ()|

<bﬁtz s b'wla’wk e 'awlay\IINlﬁNzﬁt’ bﬁtz s b171auk to aulayWN17N2,t>

3
—_

®¢

/ dp®k dﬁ®l(p®k vpj ¢®k¢'®€¢®l

< opr 30 [max, / dg®*dg®* / (dwdu)®* (dwdu)®* / dy / dgri
0=(=¢

[X(wlful)eﬂgf w Xy~ )€ X(wy 1wy 4 1)E(Q)e 'X(wkfuk)e(ﬂ‘;b‘)c}

[X@lfm)en:; X (@ 1) € X (B g1 —Tie1) () mem)e(n;;)c}

k 2
Em 1Pm- (wnl um +l 25:1 50'(wv_av) ( (wn — qn) (un — n)) ‘ ( qk—"_l)’
eﬁ h
I (s 7)) f

n=1

4 ~ ~ ~ ~
Wk — 4k Uk — 4k
H <f < \/ﬁ > f < \/ﬁ >) <b@£"'b@1awk "'aw1ay\I/N11N21t’bﬁtz"'b171auk "'aulayWN17N2,t> :

In the last inequality, we expand the product into a sum of 2¥*¢ terms and select the one that maximizes the
corresponding component. To illustrate this point, we choose a specific term enclosed within the brackets
without loss of generality.

We aim to simplify our computation by focusing on a specific component of the integral. In particular,
we will examine the integral concerning p®* and p®¢. According to [I3| Lemma 2.5] and the boundness of

k=1
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o, (;NS, v, and @, we have the following relation:

’/dp®kdﬁ®gvpj¢®k¢®é(p®k¢®é'X(wu+1uu+1)€(9‘§)‘:x(wkuk)G(Qg)C

i k . _ i £ DA —T
(e —aeane@p)e Xa—ane(ag)eeh 2ommt Pr(0m=tm) i 2oy Po (e =)

k
II </dme<wm—um>e<ns>c€%p’"'(w”‘“m)%(l)m)) /dpj"(wj—uj)e(ﬂ%)cvpj¢a‘(Pj)

m#j (4.8)
¢

eFPi(wj—u;) H (/dpoX(ma—HU)E(Q%)CG%@’.(EUﬂg)ga(ﬁa))

o=(+1

P RS
£ Y pm-(Wm—tum)+1 Y Po-(Wo—Ts) ~ B
/dp®”dp®<eh =1 = $O¥ B B

< Csh(l—a)(k—i-f—u—()s

where the in the last line, s is any fixed s € N and Cj is a constant depending on s.
On the right-hand side of the equality above, we assume that j > v, as otherwise ¢; is part of ¢®, and it
doesn’t introduce any additional complexity. Upon substituting this estimate back into Piq ¢ j, we obtain:

ﬁll,k,f,j < Cs Orélaé(k h27%(k+€)+(1fa)(k+ffu7§)s /dq®kd’d®l /(dwdu)®k(d@dﬂ)®e
0<¢<e

/dy/koJrlX(wl—ul)ng o X, —u) €02 X (@~ )eQg * X (e —aie) eQ

T () o () o () T (2 s ()

<bﬁtz s b'wla’wk e 'awlay\IINlﬁNzﬁt’ bﬁtz s b171auk e 'aulayWN17N2,t>

2 /L

I1

v=1

<, Oréla'é(k h27%(k+€)+(1fa)(k+ffu7§)s /dq®kd(j®l /(dwdu)®k(d,{b’d:ﬁ)®f
0<(<t

/dy/dq’““X(wl—uﬂe@% e Xy —u ) e X(@ - ey (@ —ac)e0q

I (2 ) (o (e ) T () o ()
D, - - by Gy, Gy YNy N 1], (4.9)

n=1

where we utilize the Schwarz inequality, focusing solely on the w part due to its symmetry with the u part.
Concerning the integrals with respect to u; for 1 < i < v, we ascertain that

/duix(wifui)eﬂg

f (“\/_ﬁq)’ <0, / AUiX (s —uycs < CoB5. (4.10)

This same analysis extends to the second set of variables, u; for 1 < i < (. For the remaining w; for
v+ 1< i<k, we perform a variable substitution, replacing u; with vAu; + ¢;, which results in

/dui f (“\/_ﬁq)‘ = K /dui|f(ul-)| = Ch?. (4.11)
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This substitution also applies to @; for ( +1 <4 < £. For the integrals involving ¢; for 1 < j < k, we employ
a similar variable substitution, replacing g; with \/ﬁqj -+ w;, which leads to the following:
w; — q; R R
(™ J)\—m/dqnf(an—cnz. (4.12)

Jawi (7

This computation is equally applicable to gx1 and g; for 1 < j < ¢. Subsequently, we substitute (@10,

(@10, and (A12) into (L9). Consequently, we obtain

fa1ke‘ < C max 23 k+O+1—a)(ktl—v—0)s+3a(v+0)+§ (k—v+—C)+§ (k+1+0)
kil = 0<v<k
0<¢<e

@k 1.~®¢
/dw dw /dy (b, - by Gy, Ay Ay YNy Nyt D - - - Dy Qg+ * QG Gy U Ny Not)

—C max h%+«1—aﬁ+%ﬂk+@+(—ﬂ—aﬁ+3a—%ﬂu+o
0<v<k
0<¢<e

(UNy Nty NN = 1) - (N = B)Na(N2 = 1) - (N2 — €4+ 1)U, N, 1)

< C max hET((A=@)st8)(HO+(—(1—a)s+3a—3) (+0) prh+1 prt
= 7 0<v<k 1 2
0<¢<e
< C max hEt((A=a)st8)(ktO+(—(1—a)s+3a—3) (+0) prh+e+1
—  0<v<k
0<(¢<e
—C' max h%+«1faﬁ+%)GH%)+C{lfah+3a7%)OH{)7Mk+E+D
0<v<k
0<¢<e
—C max h%+((17a)sf%)(k+£7v7g‘)+(3a73)(u+<)'

0<v<k
0<¢<e

Now, we choose

-

Thus, we can select an appropriate o € (%,1) to achieve the desired result:
Pry e < ChatBa=3)(ktlov=O+Ba=8)(40) — Cpat3la-1k+) < Ofz—9,

By reversing the roles of the two species, we can derive the corresponding inequality (@5l). O

Proposition 4.3. Under Assumption[d, for arbitrary small § > 0, we have: for 1 <k < N1, 0 < £ < Ny,
and 1< j <k

‘ /dq®kdp®kda®gdﬁ®é w@k¢®k&®[5®[vp]‘ : (ﬁ12,1,k,f)j (q17p17 <y 4k, Pk, glaﬁla e aqfvﬁf) S Oh%_é
(4.13)
and for 0 <k < Ny, 1 <l < Ny, and 1 <j </
' /dq®kdp®kda®gdﬁ®g ¢®k¢®k§5®é($®gvﬁj . (75'12,2,7%@).7 (q17p17 <oy qk, Pk, /qvluﬁlu e 7&@75?) S Ch%_éu
(4.14)

where C depends on ¢, ¢, P, 5, fk, L.
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Proof. Controlling V,,. - (7%1271,;%@) 4, which involves interactions between two species, closely resembles the
single-species case. Therefore, we primarily follow the proof outlined in Proposition 2] avoiding the redun-
dancy of details that are largely consistent with the previous analysis. Instead, we focus on highlighting the

distinctions.
For ease of reference, we denote the left-hand side of the inequality (£I13]), which we seek to manage, as

ﬁ12117k7g7j. Subsequently, we can express it as follows:
Pioige, = ’/dq(@kdp@kd@@édﬁ@é (p®k¢®ks5®e5®évpj.
1 ok gqrgoe [~ | [
o (dwduw)®* (dwdu) dy ds VVia(suj + (1 — s)w; — )
T @) (@ @) [ idpins 1 @ [T ®
q4.p q4,p q,p qp Qe+19Pe+1 TGy poga Y qu,le

<b@[ T bﬁlbgawk T awlqjNth,tv bﬁz o .bﬁlbgauk T a/ullllleN27t>

1 - . - -~ - ~
W // dqg+1dpe+1VV12(Qj - QZ+1)m§v1’ NQ) (Q1,p17 -y qkyPkyq1,P15 - - - ,(Je+1,pz+1)> ‘

— s

( Zp(w)m)m( gﬁ(@)f— }f( qu) ‘2
(
®

/dq®kdp®kda®ldﬁ®l sp®k¢®k<5®f(;®lvpj X (dwdu)®k(d@dﬂ)®e/dﬂ/d&@.l

1
/ ds [VVia(su; + (1 = s)w; — ) — VVia(q; — Geva)]
0

W+ - bﬁlbﬂawk “ Gy YNy Np s by - bﬂlbﬂauk T Gy \I]N17N2,t> :

By leveraging Assumption [I] that V2 is Lipschitz continuous and considering the support of f, we arrive
at the following result:

[VViz(su; + (1 = s)w; — §) = VVia(gj — Ges1)| < Clluy — g5 + [w; — g5]) + Clg — Gesa| < CVR. (4.15)

Continuing further, we meticulously proceed through the proof of Proposition 2], methodically applying
the space split (7)), and drawing upon [13, Lemma 2.5], for any positive integer s, which leads to:

ﬁl2,l,k,é,j
< ChR2—3(k+0) Olilféck/dq®kd§®5/(dwdu)®k(d{5dﬂ)®z/dg/d?jgﬂ /dp®kdf)®z¢®kvpj¢®k@®eg®z
0<¢<e

{le—ul)eﬂ% Xy —u) €2 X(wy 11— 1) €(@Qf)° T X(wk—uk>6<ﬂ%>°}

{meal)esz;: o X (@ i) € X (D1 —Teg1) €(Q)° " 'X(i)e*ﬂe)G(Q?)c}

k 2
EYE L p (w4 S P (@~ ) ( (u) (u,,_ ))’ ( —qe+1)’
e

II (s 7 ) f

n=1

4 ~ ~ ~ ~

W dr Uk — Gk
H (f ( N ) f ( NG )> (b, - - - b by, =+~ Gw, YNy No it b - - - Dy by, + - Gy YNy No t)
k=1

< C max R2-3kHO+HA—a)(ktl—v=Q)s / dg®*kdg®* / (dwdu)®* (dwdu)®*
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/ / Qo1 X (wy —up) e X(w, —u,)eQo X (@, —my)eqs * X(@, — ) e

< <)o (el (SR ML (55 ()

| .b@lbgﬁwk .'.a"JJl\I/Nl N2, t”

< C max h3H((1=0)s+3) (k+0+(~(1-a)s+3a—3) (+()
- 0<v<k
0<¢<e

/dw®’fdw®4/dg<b@ e b Dy, - Gy YN, Nty D, - - Dy by, -+ - Gaoy U Ny Nt

— O max h3+H((=a)s+3)(k+0)+(-(1—-a)s+3a—3) (v+¢)
0<v<k
0<¢<e

<\I/N1 N2, tle(Nl _1) ( k+1)NQ(N2_1) (NQ_K)WN11N27t>

< C max hET((=@)s=3)(kHt—v=—O+Ba=3)(+0) < op3—o
—  0<v<k
0<¢<e

n=

where we choose the values of s and « in accordance with our earlier selection.
The bound in [@I4)) can be easily obtained by interchanging the roles of the two species. O

4.3 Ruiike, Rigke, and R p
Recall the remainder terms in Proposition 3.2 i.e.,

k

Rak !=§ /(dwdu)w(d@da)@ez {Vll(uj u;) = Vir(w; —wz)} ( ZAw)W)m

J#

&L
( qﬁ,ﬁ(w)fgﬁ(u)) <b717@ oo by Gy, Gy YN Nt b - b G aulqle,N27t> )

k

~ — \ ®k
Rlzykyg ::iﬁ2 /(dwdu)®k (duf\}/dﬂ)‘ge Z Z |:V12(Uj - ’(71) - V12(’LUj - sz):| ( Zp(w) gp(u))
j=1i=1 (4.16)
by TR )
( a,ﬁ(w)f,j,ﬁ(u)) (O, - - - by Qwy, ** Quwy YNy Noot by - by Q- Gy NG No )
N ih2 o o o __ \®k
Rzzykyg ::7 /(dwdu)®k (dwdu>®f Z |:‘/22(uj — ul) — ‘/QQ(U)j - wz):| (fgp(w)f;jp(u))

J#

®4L
( q,p( )f,;bp( )) <bﬁe oo by Ay e QYN Ny s bay - D Gy au1\IJN1,N27t> :

Proposition 4.4. Under Assumption, for arbitrary small 6 > 0, we have: for 1 <k < Ny, 0 < £ < Ny

o~ ~ = ~ o~ ~ o~ 5_
’/dq®kdp®kd§®edz3®e<p®k¢®ks0®l¢®e7€u,k,e(q1,pl,---,qk,pk,ql,pl,---,qe,pe) < Chz~? (4.17)

and for 0 < k< Ny, 1 <l < Ny

~0 T = ~ o~ ~ o~ 5__
‘ /dq®kdp®kda®edﬁ®e ¢®k¢®k@®l¢®e7€22,k,l(qlapla « s 4k, Pkyq1,P1y - - - qfapl) S Ch2 65 (418)

where C' depends on ¢, ¢, p, 5, fk, L.
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Proof. We designate the left-hand side of inequality (£17) as 161171@75. Certain aspects of its structure resemble

those of ]5117;67“. Consequently, we can incorporate elements from the proof of Proposition With the
Assumption [l that VV7; is bounded, we get

Vi1 (uj — ;) = Vin(wj — wi)| < Cl(uy — u;) — (wy — wy)]
=C|((uj — qj) — (wj — g5)) — ((wi — @;) — (Wi — q;))| < C(luj — g;| + [wj — gj| + |wi — qi| + |wi — gil).

Since f is compactly supported, following the same analysis as in the proof of Proposition [4.2] we have
Via (uj — w;) = Via (w; — w;)| < OV
This leads to the following result:
P 11,k,0
— ‘ /dq®kdp®kda®édﬁ®é @®k¢®k&®é$®é

ih2 k ok

5 (dwdu)®k(d@dﬁ)®e Z [Vn(uj —u;) — Vi (w; — wz)] ( (Zp(w)m)

J#i

o~ o  \®k
/dq®kdp®kda®édﬁ®é w®k¢®k<p®é¢®6/(dwdu)®é (ftip(w) gfp(U))

—  \®/
fqﬁ,ﬁ(w)fgﬁ(u)) <b15£ .- 'bﬁlawk o 'aw1WN17N2,ta bﬁf s b171 Quy, "~ 'au1WN17N2,t>

/dq®kdp®kd§®edﬁ®e s0®k¢®k<5®fg®f /(dﬁd:ﬁ)®f

k ¢
H (X(wnfun)e(ﬂg)c + X(wnfun)eﬂ‘;:) H (X(wfum)e (Qg)e + X(wfum)em>

n=1

-\ ®k [ ®€
f(?,p(w) (?,p(u)) ( gﬁ(w)qutﬁ(u)) <b15£ "'b'wla’wk "'awlq/Nl,Nz,tabﬁz "'b171auk "'au1WN11N21t>

< Chgfg(kq%) Orélafk/(dwdu)(gk /dq®kdp®kd§®edﬁ®e ¢®k¢®k&®65®f/(dﬂv}dﬂ)®f

0<¢<e

[X(wlful)eﬂg w X(wy —un )€ X (wy 41—y 4 1)E(QR)E 'X(wkfuk)e(ﬂ‘;b‘)c}
[X@lfm)em = X(aﬂrﬂoemX(uﬁulfﬂcﬂ)e(m)c = mem)e(n;;)c}

E Pm- wm_um)-i- E Do (Wo—T0s) I I Wn, Qn) (un Qn)>
eh =1 o=1

n=1

4 ~ ~ ~ ~
Wg — Gk Uy — 4k
H <f < \/ﬁ > f < \/ﬁ >) <b@z"'bﬁ1awk o Quwy YNy Nyt b, - Dy "'au1WN17N2,t> ) (4'19)

where we employ the space split (7)) in the last equality. Next, we apply the control described in (3]
Given the absence of V. in the current case, the analysis is further simplified, jinyeopcfor any positive
integer s, yielding:

k=1

Pii e
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< Coglagkh%—%<’f+f>+<1—a><k+f—”—<>s / (dwdu)®* / dg®kdg®* / (dwdu)®*
0=(=e

X(wy —un)eQg = X(w, —u,)€Qe X(wy ity )eQg = X(we —iic)€Qg
k ¢ -~ -~ o~
Wp — 4n Un — Gn Wy — Qo Uy — Qo
H f< \/ﬁ >f< \/ﬁ > H f< \/ﬁ >f< \/ﬁ )‘||b15£"'bﬁ1awk"'awl‘IJNl,Nmt”Q
n=1 v=1
< C max fis 3 kHOFA=a) (btl-v=0Os+3a(v+0)+3 (k—v+=0)+3 (k+0)

0<v<k
0<¢<e

<\I/N1,N2,t;N1(N1 — 1) s (Nl —k+ 1)N2(N2 — 1) s (NQ — {4+ 1)‘IJN1,N2,t>

In the preceding computation, we make use of ([@I0), (@ITl), and (EI2), while ensuring that our choice of
values for s and « aligns with our previous selection.
By exchanging the roles of the two species, we can establish the corresponding inequality (£I18). O

Proposition 4.5. Under Assumption[d], for arbitrary small § > 0, we have: for 1 <k < Np, 1 <L < Ny
‘ /dq®kdp®kda®édﬁ®é ¢®k¢®k¢®€$®éﬁ12,k,f(qlvp17 <+ +y 4k, Pk, 515515 e afqvfaﬁZ) S Oh%_é (420)

where C' depends on ¢, ¢, p, 5, f kL.

Proof. The proof strategy for inequality (#.20) is largely similar to that of Proposition 4 with our main
focus on the distinguishing aspects. We designate the left-hand side of inequality [@.20) as P 1 ¢. With the
Assumption [l that VVis is bounded, we get

Viz(uj — ui) = Viz(wy — ws)| < Cl(u; — ;) — (w; — w;)|

< C(|luj — q;] + lwj — g + @ — @l + |@: — @) < CVh.

This leads to the following result:
1612,/@,@ — ’ /dq®kdp®kda®ed]3®é w®k¢®k¢®€5®é

ih? / (dwdu)®* (dwdu)®*

k ¢
j=

Z [Vm(uj — ;) — Vig(w; — @)} (f;fp(w)m) !

14i=1

—\ ®¢
( qﬁ,ﬁ(w)fgﬁ(u)) <b1?z oo b Gy, Gy ONG Nt b - - by Gy, 'au1WN17N2,t>

~ 7 ~ g~ -\ %k
/dq®kdp®kd§®éd]5®é @®k¢®k¢®g¢®6/(dwd“)®g( Zp(w) 2 ))

S

< Ch3 / (dwdu)®*

—\ ®¢
( gﬁ(w)fgﬁ(u)) by - - by Gy, Quwy YN, Nosts bty - - - bty Gy, Gy $Ny Not) |-

The right-hand side of the inequality is identical to the right-hand side of the first inequality in (£I9]), which is
used to bound Py; 1 ¢ and is bounded by Ch2 . Consequently, we immediately obtain Pjg ., < Ch2 9. [
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5 Proof of the Main Results
0

Proof of Theorem[I.1l We apply the Dunford-Pettis theorem to derive the weak convergence of mg\lfl Noot
as N — oo, as demonstrated in the proof of Proposition 2.7, [13]. More precisely, Lemma 21] ensures the
uniform L'-boundedness of mg\l,ﬂl’gj)vz .. For arbitrary € > 0, by taking § = ¢, then for all E € R6*+6¢ with

Vol(E) < 4, it holds the uniform absolute continuity:

k4 k0
[ [ < o Vol < ¢

Furthermore, note that the first moment of mg\l?f])\b , is uniformly bounded by Lemma 21 For any € > 0,

by takeing r = e~ 1(2m)3kT3¢C(t), we can deduce the tightness:

1 k(s 0L, (kL
(27_‘_ 3k+3¢ // /~ _ (dqdp)® (dqdﬁ)@) mg\/l,?\fg,t
lak|+IPk|=7 Y [Ae|+IPe| =7

j
1 1 ~ ~ ~ k.0
g | -+ [ () QTR faul + el + [l + Bel) i, < ¢

Together, these conditions are equivalent to the uniform integrability, and allow us to invoke the Dunford-
Pettis theorem. As a result, it ensures the existence of a convergent subsequence of mg\l,cfj)vz)t, as N — .

Additionally, Cantor’s diagonal procedure shows that we can take the same convergent subsequence of
mg\];fj)vmt for all k,¢ > 1. Then by the error estimates obtained in Proposition[£.IH4.5] we can obtain that the
limit satisfies the infinite Vlasov hierarchy (L.9) in the sense of distribution, by directly taking the limit in the

weak formulation (B)) and (B3]). The uniqueness of this solution will be established later in Proposition 5.1}

which implies that the sequence mg\]ff])vz)t itself converges weakly to the solution of the infinite hierarchy. [

~X

Proof of Theorem[I.2. Assuming the initial data is factorized as m?k ® m?l, we denote the solutions of the
coupled Vlasov equations with initial data m; and msg as m; ; and ms ;. These solutions satisfy

Ormi+(q,p) +p-Vemii(q,p) = Vg (Vi1 % p14)(q) + (Viz * p2,.)(q)) - Vi +(q,p)
Oima ¢ (q,D) + D - Vama(q,0) = Vg ((Vaz * p2,0)(@) + (Va1 * p1,1)(q)) - Vima,(q,D)-
This implies that
d¢ (mym3y)

K ¢
k-1 -1 .
= Z (m(ﬁ,(g )m%) dma+(g;,p5) + Z (m?ffm?i )) Oyma,¢(qi, i)

j=1 i=1

k
=> (m%k%)m?f) (=pj - Vgyma,i(aj,p5) + Vo (Vi % pre)(a5) + (Viz * p2,)(q5)) - Vemae(g;,p5))

+ > (mEEmEE V) (<5 Vaymaa(@,5y) + Vg, (Vaz * p2.0)(@) + Vot # pr) @) - Vi, o (@5:55) -

By the definition of pg;, we have that (Vo *pg.i)(g;) = ﬁ [ dg;dp;Vag(q; — 4;)Ma,i(qi, pi). Then we have

k. ®F _ o
00 (mEtmED) + (b Vo + B Va) (mEim)
k
: kt1
= @n)? vaj // dgr+1dpe+1V Vi1 (g5 — qrt1) (m% + )m%)
J

1
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K
1 7 n ~
* T 2 Ve / / i i VVia(g, — i) (mEmS (D)
=1
1 4
= k1
+ @2n7 va)j // dgr+1dpr+1VVar (gr+1 — G5) (mfg + )mgf)
=1
L L
Ge+1dp, g — q ®(e+1
MICEE 2o, // dge+1dpe1 VVaz (4 — Ge41) (m?’;m2§ ! )> :
=1

This is a specific form of the infinite hierarchy ([C9). Since the limit mé’i’g , is the unique solution of the

hierarchy, it implies that m_*"*) m1 tm2 “for all (k, £) € NxN\{(0,0)}. Note that [|m$¥m} t||L1(R3kae) =

00,00,t T
n¥n%. Combining this result with |44, Theorem 7.12], we deduce that m(1 O])V 4 and mg\?llj)v2 , converge to the
solutions my ; and ma, in the 1-Wasserstein distance. O

(k)

To ascertain the uniqueness of the infinite hierarchy, we adopt the approach outlined in [34]. Let p15. 5 4

be the characteristic function for the probability measure (27)~ (]”‘é)n Ny m(()O i)o , on RO x RO as

k.l =~ o~ T~ o~
:U’(()o,o)o,t(é.lvnlv s 5516577]675157717 s 75@5775)

1 k.l - - ey (SR I 6 (Fs o~ (5.1)
N W/dm‘()oqo)o,t(qlapla'"aqupkaqlvplv"'7qlvpf)el(zﬂ1(§7p3+n3q7)+zj1(§]p]+n7qﬂ))

ij,nj,gj,ﬁj € R3. We denote IA/QB to be the Fourier transform of V,g for each «, 8 € {1,2} according to
the convention that Vog(z) = [ deaﬁ p)eP*. Then we have the following proposition:

Proposition 5.1. Assume ‘A/ag € Cy for all o, B € {1,2}. Then the two species Viasov hierarchy (L3) has
a unique solution.

Proof. We reformulate the Vlasov hierarchy in interaction representation. Thus, we start by defining

iy = {Ngw)

to be the sequence of characteristic functions, related to fioo,00,+ by the formula

(k,0) e Nx N\ {(0,0)}}

(ke k.0 ~ ~
at = Mﬁo,;,t(ﬁl—mt,m,---,ék—nkt,mw&—77115,771,---,&—77@,77@);

and then note that the Vlasov hierarchy (I3)) is equivalent to the equation
¢
e = fio +/ dt1 K (t1)fuey (5.2)
0
where
(K (1) i)™ (s ki €157, - €0, 02)

k
= Z/dnkﬂ Vi (1) Me41 (65 = 15t)
_(k+1,0)

X Mt (5177717' 76_] +77k+1t777j +77/€+17' .. 7§k7nk7_nk¢+lt7 —77k+1a§177717- "76@777@)

+na Z / i1 Viz (Te1) e (& — mjt)
=1
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_(k,0+1 ~ ~ =~ o~ T~ o~ ~ ~
X /1‘1(6 )(6177717 cee 75_] +77f+1t777j +77f+17 cee 75/6777/“5177717 e 75@777@7 —77£+1t7 _77€+1)

¢
+m1y / At Va1 (k1) et 1 (&5 — 751)
j=1
_(k+1,0) ~ = ~ ~
X [ig (Emiy s & My =M1ty =M1, 61,715 -+ 5 &G+ M1 615 + ety - - e, Me)
¢
+na Z / dije+1 Vaz (Te+1) M1 (&5 — 15t)
j=1

_(k,0+1 T o~ = ~ ~ ~ T o~ ~ ~
X /141(5 )(6177717 cee 761(7777]@75177717 ey 75] +77f+1t777j +77£+17 o '5@777@7 —77£+1t7 _77@-1-1)-

For any given L > 0, a straightforward iteration of (2] yields the formula

L-1 ¢ ti—1
ﬂt:ﬂo"rZ/ dtl"-/ dth(tl)...K(tj)ﬂo-f—ALﬂt (5.3)
= 7o 0
where

t tr—1
ALIL_Lt = / dt1~-~/ dtLK(tl)...K(tL)ﬂtL. (54)
0 0

Now we can write (0.4]) differently as follows: First, we define operator 6, ;(£,n) on the functions on
(R3)2k x (R3)% with (&,7) € (R*)? and k > j such that

(el,a(fan)f) (5177715' s agkankvglaﬁlv" '7&555)

o (5.5)
= f(glunlw"agj _5777] _777"'7§k777k7§177717"'7§f777f)

and operator 6 ;(£,7) on the functions on (R?)%* x (R)2 with (¢,7) € (R%)? and ¢ > j such that
(92,](5 77)][) (5177717 e 7§k7nkugla7717 e 7@7771?) (56)

= f(glvnla'"7§kank7§17771;"'a€j _gaﬁj_ﬁv"'aé.bﬁ[)'

The integral in Equation (5.2]), depending on the specific values of a, 8 in V3, can be categorized into
four branches. For the sake of clarity, we aim to represent these four branches uniformly. To do so, we
introduce some notations and functions: &1 ; 1= &, &2 :=¢&;, s1(k,0) ==k, sa(k,0) =10, &, :=2—q, 1, :=
a—1, K=Y 0 s, Lni=> 00 Ig, for a, Bq € {1,2}. With these definitions, we can obtain:

(K(t) ﬂt)(kﬁz) (5177717 oo 75/6777/@7&77717 e 7@75@)
El(k,f)

~

=—-n Z /dnl,sl(k,6)+1d§1,51(k,6)+15(§1,51(k,£)+1 — M0y (k) +18) Vi1 (=100 (k) +1) T, 51 (ky0)+1 (§1,5 — M1,5t)
J=1

(ke 04T > >~
X 917_7(61,51(16,2)4»17nl,ﬁl(k,f)+1)ﬂg ! 1)(5177717 e 75/6-‘1-?1777/@4-?175177717 cee 75@4‘[1777@4-[1)
51(]6,2)
— g /d772,52(k,e)+1d§2,52(k,z)+15(§2,52(k,e)+1 = 12,85 (k,0)+18) V12 (=12 05 (k,0)+1) M2,50(k,0)+1 (§1,5 — M1,5t)
j=1
(kg 041 > .
X 01,5(&2,55 (k,0)+15 772,52(k,e)+1)#§ 2R (€1, ks Tt €1, 7T - €0ty Tt )
52(]{},@)
-y /d771,51<k,e>+1d§1,51<k,e>+15(€1,sl<k,é>+1 = Msa (k)+18) Va1 (=111,50 (k,0)+1) M50 (k)1 (E2,5 — 72,51)
j=1
(kg 0+ > .
X 92,j(§1,51(k,é)+17771,51(19,@)+1)/L§ ! 1)(5177717 s a§k+?1ank+f1a€15nla s 7§5+[17772+[1)
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52 k[
— g Z /dnz 02 (k,0)+1982 65 (6,00 +10(§2,60 (k,0)+1 — 12,55 (k) +11) Vaa (=1 82k, 0)+1) M2,55 (k,0)+1 (62,5 — T2,5t)

(k+t2,6+12) (

X b J(§2 s2(k,0)+15 112,85 (K, Z)-l—l) § m,... a§k+325nk+f2a§15 m,... 7§5+[27772+[2)

5o (k,0)
Z ng Z /dnﬁ,sg(k 04198855 (k,0)+10(88,55 (k,0)+1 — 18,55 (k,0)+11)
a,Be{1,2} J=1

Vaﬁ(_nﬁ,sg(k,é)—i-l) NB,55 (kL) +1(§a i~ Na,j )

X o (68,85 (ky0) 415 MB,55 (ky0)+1) i ) (g  Ektns Moty 1T+ - Eetins Tty )-
With this result, we have that:
(ALfie)®O (€0, M,y s ies €1, 700 -, €0, T0)
Saq (k,0) sayp (k+Rr—1,0+L0-1) ¢ tr—1
D DR SR Y 3 /dtl... / dty
Ot1,ﬂ1€{1,2} aL,,@LE{l,2} Ji1=1 Jjr=1 0 0

-

Ang,., 55, (et fom b+ ) DB 55, (kb om0+ 0O (E B 55, (hrk- R £+ L) — M55, (BB 4 L) b))

m=1

— =
8 )

By (=81 55, (kt- 8 0+-21)) M1, (kS €1) ot — Man i 1)y 1 (€155, (k81,04 21)2 M1 55, (+81,0+21))

-~

Voo (081,55, (k+8e0+20)) M85, (b+8p,0+20) Earrie — Nar,jetr)0ar,in (€ar ss, (b+80,04+20) L85, (ktRe,b+21))

_(k+RL 4+ L T~ = ~
/141(5 r L)(é-lanla"'7§k+ﬁL7nk+ﬁL7€17nlu'"76@-‘,—21,777@-‘,-21,)}-

(5.7)
Due to the complexity of the symbols, for a better understanding of the above expression, we will select the
first branch, a., = 8,, = 1, at each step to obtain a sub-branch, which will be demonstrated as a special
case as follows:

tr—1

k +L-1 ¢
Z Z /dtl / dtr H A1t A€k 0 (Ertm — Mhtmtm)
0

J1=1 jr=1 m=1

_ (5.8)
{Vu(—??kﬂ) M1 (&5 — M50 1)01 5, (Err 1, Met1) - Vir (=) Met£ (&5 — M5tL)01,5, (EktLy ML)

—(k+L,0) s T o~

Mi(f (6177717"'7§/€+L777/€+L7€177717"'76@777@)}'
This term is the same as the results obtained for the case with only one species of particles [34]. Using
equations (5.5) and (B.06]), it can be obtained that the quantity inside the braces in equation (B.7) is equal to

Valﬁl (_nﬂl,sgl (k+ﬁ1,€+£1)) 773175;31 (k+£1 ,€+21)(§O¢1,j1 — Nai,j1 tl)

~

Vs Bs (<182, (k+82.04£2)) M55y (k+ 82,04 £2) (Easiz — Naz,iat2 = Oaras0jija (681,55, (kt-fr.0+21) — M6y .55, (ht R, 0+21)E2))

o VaLﬂL (_nﬁL,EBL (k+ﬁL,f+£L)) 776L,55L (k+8RL,0+LL)
L—1
(Car.jr — Napjute — Z Oarmar Ojmir (& s (kt- R lt L) — Moy, (- - E0) L))
m=1
[0041 ,J1 (661,531 (k:-i-ﬁl ,f-‘rgl)? 7761,531 (k:-i-ﬁl ,f+21)) e oﬂtL ,JL (6,8[,,53[‘ (k-‘r.ﬁL,é-i-}:L)) nﬂL,SﬁL (k-‘r.ﬁL,é-i-SL))

(k48 042 ~ ~ -
/L§ ‘ L)(glanla' --7§k+ﬁu77k+ﬁu§177717-- -,€£+£L,7’]2+£L)}- (59)

Since /ZEIHRL #HLL) s a characteristic function, the absolute value of the expression inside the brackets in

(E9) cannot exceed 1. Additionally, the presence of the Dirac delta functions in (B.7]) enables us to substitute
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EBrmosp, (kb R b+ S) WItH 18 oo (kg @y, 042, Ems for m < L, within (B3J). As a result, the modulus of the
expression in (B3] is restricted by

Valﬁl (—77/31,531 (k+ﬁ1,€+21)> 7761,551 (k+R1,0+£1) (gal,jl - Ual,jltl)’

~

az B2 (_7762,552 (k+ﬁ2,4+22)) nﬁ2,552(7€+ﬁ2,4+22) (gaz,jz — Naz,j2 o + 50¢10¢2 5j1j2 77517551 (k+ﬁ175+£1)(t2 - tl))

~

\VarBe(=N8ps, (k+80,04+25)) MB1 55, (k+8Re,4L1)

L—1
(é.OLL,jL - naLijtL + Z 50¢m0¢L 5jmjL NBum .55, (k—i—ﬁm,é—i-L‘m)(tL - tm))"
m=1
(5.10)
Given the assumptions on V,g, we can define finite constants as A := sup [nV,s(n)|, B = sup{|n||n €
supp Vag}, € 1= max {[&1l,.., &l &l .- &l }, and D = max {[ml,... el il .. [iie }. Considering

~

that the volume of supp V' is constrained by %T&'BS and employing (5.10), following some straightforward
computations, we obtain:

_(k,e T o~ T~ o~
‘AL:u’i(f )(5157717"'75]67771655157715'"75@5775)’

L
< (4 : ngBA) ((C + D|t|)(k + 0)((C + DIt|)(k + ) + (k + £+ 1)BJt|)

/|
- (C+Dlth)(k+0)+(k+L+L— 1)B|t|)%.

Therefore, we can establish that as L tends to infinity, ALﬂgk’e) (&,m, - - ,fk,nk,gl,ﬁl, . ,Eg,m) con-
verges to zero. This holds for all (&1,71,..., & Mk, &1, 71, - -+, &0, 7e) € (R?)2F x (R®)2¢ and [t| < 7, where

: -1/
7 is chosen to be (%WB“A) . As a result, for [t| < 7, the equation (5.2]) admits a unique solution,
represented by:

0 .t t—1
ﬂt:ﬂ0+2/ dtl"'/ dtj K(tl)...K(tj)ﬂo. (511)
= o 0

Since the value of 7 does not depend on [ig, we can similarly establish the uniqueness of p;, and
consequently, of fico oot (And Moo 0ot Simultaneously) over successive time intervals [n7, (n + 1)7] and
[-(n 4+ 1)7,—n7] for all n € N. This, in turn, allows us to assert that the hierarchy (L9) possesses a
unique global solution. O
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