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Derivation of Vlasov Equations for Multi-Species Fermions

Hongshuo Chen∗ Li Chen† Jinyeop Lee‡§ Zhiwei Sun¶

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 ~ = N

−1/3. 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 Schrödinger 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 [11, 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,t(q, p) and f2,t(q̃, p̃), respectively, where these densities are defined
at a specific point (q, p) or (q̃, p̃) within the phase space R3 ×R

3 at a given time t in R. It is known that the
dynamics of f1,t(q, p), f2,t(q̃, p̃) ∈ L1(R3 × R

3) are governed by the Vlasov equations:

∂tf1,t(q, p) + p · ∇qf1,t(q, p) = (n1(∇V11 ∗ ̺1,t)(q) + n2(∇V12 ∗ ̺2,t)(q)) · ∇pf1,t(q, p)

∂tf2,t(q̃, p̃) + p̃ · ∇q̃f2,t(q̃, p̃) = (n2(∇V22 ∗ ̺2,t)(q̃) + n1(∇V21 ∗ ̺1,t)(q̃)) · ∇p̃f2,t(q̃, p̃),

where V11, V22, and V12 = V21 describe the interactions within and between the species, while ̺1,t and
̺2,t are the spatial density distributions of the species, respectively, i.e., ̺α,t(q) = (2π)−3

∫
dp fα,t(q, p) for

α = 1, 2. Moreover, n1 and n2 denote the fraction of the first and the second species, respectively.
For notational simplicity, we define m1,t := n1f1,t, m2,t := n2f2,t, ρ1,t(q) := n1̺1,t(q), and ρ2,t(q) :=

n2̺2,t(q). Then we have

∂tm1,t(q, p) + p · ∇qm1,t(q, p) = ((∇V11 ∗ ρ1,t)(q) + (∇V12 ∗ ρ2,t)(q)) · ∇pm1,t(q, p)

∂tm2,t(q̃, p̃) + p̃ · ∇q̃m2,t(q̃, p̃) = ((∇V22 ∗ ρ2,t)(q̃) + (∇V21 ∗ ρ1,t)(q̃)) · ∇p̃m2,t(q̃, p̃).
(1.1)

Note that, in this form, the information of the fraction of each species n1 and n2 is embedded in (1.1) such
that ‖ρ1,t‖ = n1 and ‖ρ2,t‖ = n2.

Our goal is to rigorously derive the above Vlasov equations (1.1) from a high-dimensional (many-body)
Schrödinger 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:
{
i~∂tΨN1,N2,t = HN1,N2ΨN1,N2,t,

ΨN1,N2,0 = ΨN1,N2 ,
(1.2)

where the mean-field Hamiltonian of the system has the form

HN1,N2 =
~
2

2

( N1∑

j=1

(−∆x1j ) +

N2∑

j=1

(−∆x2j )

)

+
1

N

( ∑

1≤j<k≤N1

V11(x1j − x1k) +
∑

1≤j<k≤N2

V22(x2j − x2k) +

N1∑

j=1

N2∑

k=1

V12(x1j − x2k)

) (1.3)

where ~ = N−1/3 with N = N1 + N2. Here, we have used xαk to denote the position variable of the k-th
particle of the α-th species.

Note that, since we are considering a fermionic system, ΨN1,N2,t is in the partially anti-symmetric sub-
space L2

a(R
3N1)⊗ L2

a(R
3N2) of L2(R3(N1+N2)).

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

ΨN1,N2 =
2∏

α=1

1√
Nα

det{eαi(xαj)}Nα

i,j=1 (1.4)

where {eαj}Nα

j=1 is a family of orthonormal bases in L2(R3) for each α = 1, 2.

Given that ΨN1,N2,t belongs to the space L2
a(R

3N1) ⊗ L2
a(R

3N2) and mα,t is an element of L1(R6), a
transformation of ΨN1,N2,t is required to establish a relationship between these two functions. To draw
a comparison between the solutions derived from the Schrödinger equation and the Vlasov equations, we
introduce the (k, ℓ)-particle reduced density matrix. The integral kernel of this matrix is defined as follows:

γ
(k,ℓ)
N1,N2,t

(x1, . . . , xk, x̃1, . . . , x̃ℓ; y1, . . . , yk, ỹ1, . . . , ỹℓ)

:=
N1!N2!

(N1 − k)! (N2 − ℓ)!

∫

R3(N1−k)×R3(N2−ℓ)

dZdZ̃

ΨN1,N2,t(y1, . . . , yk, Z, ỹ1, . . . , ỹℓ, Z̃)ΨN1,N2,t(x1, . . . , xk, Z, x̃1, . . . , x̃ℓ, Z̃).

(1.5)

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

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

m
(k,ℓ)
N1,N2,t

(q1, p1, . . . , qk, pk, q̃1, p̃1, . . . , q̃ℓ, p̃ℓ)

:=

∫
(dwdu)⊗k(dw̃dũ)⊗ℓ

(
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k (
f~

q̃,p̃(w̃)f
~

q̃,p̃(ũ)
)⊗ℓ

× γ
(k,ℓ)
N1,N2,t

(u1, . . . , uk, ũ1, . . . , ũℓ;w1, . . . , wk, w̃1, . . . , w̃ℓ)

(1.6)

where the coherent state f~
q,pis defined as

f~

q,p(y) := ~
− 3

4 f

(
y − q√

~

)
e

i
~
p·y (1.7)

with some real-valued normalized function f in an appropriate Hilbert space.

Now, we aim to demonstrate that the expression m
(k,ℓ)
N1,N2,t

adheres to the two-species Vlasov hierarchy in
the large N1, N2 limit. To accomplish this, we make the following assumptions:
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Assumption 1.

1. (Interaction potential) For α, β ∈ {1, 2}, V̂αβ ∈ C0 and Vαβ(x) = Vαβ(−x).

2. (Coherent state) f ∈ H1(R3) ∩ L∞(R3) satisfies ‖f‖2 = 1, and has compact support in BR1 for a given
R1 > 0.

3. There exist n1, n2 > 0 with n1 + n2 = 1 such that
∣∣∣∣
Nα

N
− nα

∣∣∣∣→ 0 as N := N1 +N2 → ∞

for α = 1, 2.

4. (Initial data) m
(1,0)
N1,N2

converges weakly to m1 in L1(R6) and m
(0,1)
N1,N2

converges weakly to m2 in L1(R6).
Furthermore, they satisfy

∫
dqdp ( |p|2 + |q| )m(1,0)

N1,N2
(q, p) <∞

∫
dq̃dp̃ ( |p̃|2 + |q̃| )m(0,1)

N1,N2
(q̃, p̃) <∞

(1.8)

uniformly for all N1, N2.

Remarks 1.

1. In Assumption 1.1, the condition V̂αβ ∈ C0 is utilized to establish the uniqueness of the infinite
hierarchy which is only used in the proof of Proposition 5.1. For those interested in addressing more
general potentials, we recommend referring to, for example, [42].

2. It is likely that Assumption 1.2 can be extended to a larger class of functions. Specifically, by decom-
posing f = fχ|x|≤R + fχ|x|>R, carrying out the same proof for fχ|x|≤R, and using the “smallness” of
the tail fχ|x|>R, it is conceivable that the same result can be achieved.

Theorem 1.1. Consider the many-body Schrödinger equation (1.2) with initial data ΨN1,N2 , yielding the

solution ΨN1,N2,t at time t. Define the (k, ℓ)-particle Husimi measure m
(k,ℓ)
N1,N2,t

associated with ΨN1,N2,t

as per (1.6). Assuming Assumption 1, there exists a subsequence such that the two-species Husimi measure

m
(k,ℓ)
N1,N2,t

weakly converges in L1(R6k×R
6ℓ), as N → ∞, to m

(k,ℓ)
∞,∞,t, the unique weak solution of the following

infinite Vlasov hierarchy in the distributional sense:

∂tm
(k,ℓ)
∞,∞,t(q1, p1, . . . , qk, pk, q̃1, p̃1, . . . , q̃ℓ, p̃ℓ)

+ pk · ∇qk
m

(k,ℓ)
∞,∞,t(q1, p1, . . . , qk, pk, q̃1, p̃1, . . . , q̃ℓ, p̃ℓ)+p̃ℓ · ∇q̃ℓ

m
(k,ℓ)
∞,∞,t(q1, p1, . . . , qk, pk, q̃1, p̃1, . . . , q̃ℓ, p̃ℓ)

=
1

(2π)3

k∑

j=1

∇pj
·
∫∫

dqk+1dpk+1∇V11(qj − qk+1)m
(k+1,ℓ)
∞,∞,t (q1, p1, . . . , qk+1, pk+1, q̃1, p̃1, . . . , q̃ℓ, p̃ℓ)

+
1

(2π)3

k∑

j=1

∇pj
·
∫∫

dq̃ℓ+1dp̃ℓ+1∇V12(qj − q̃ℓ+1)m
(k,ℓ+1)
∞,∞,t (q1, p1, . . . , qk, pk, q̃1, p̃1, . . . , q̃ℓ+1, p̃ℓ+1)

+
1

(2π)3

ℓ∑

j=1

∇p̃j
·
∫∫

dqk+1dpk+1∇V21(qk+1 − q̃j)m
(k+1,ℓ)
∞,∞,t (q1, p1, . . . , qk+1, pk+1, q̃1, p̃1, . . . , q̃ℓ, p̃ℓ)

+
1

(2π)3

ℓ∑

j=1

∇p̃j
·
∫∫

dq̃ℓ+1dp̃ℓ+1∇V22(q̃j − q̃ℓ+1)m
(k,ℓ+1)
∞,∞,t (q1, p1, . . . , qk, pk, q̃1, p̃1, . . . , q̃ℓ+1, p̃ℓ+1).

(1.9)
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Theorem 1.2. Under the assumptions previously in Theorem 1.1, we additionally consider the factorization
of the initial data, i.e., for all (k, ℓ) ∈ N× N \ {(0, 0)},

‖m(k,ℓ)
N1,N2

− nk
1n

ℓ
2m

⊗k
1 ⊗m⊗ℓ

2 ‖L1 → 0, as N → ∞, (1.10)

the (1, 0)-particle Husimi measure m
(1,0)
N1,N2,t

and the (0, 1)-particle Husimi measure m
(0,1)
N1,N2,t

associated with
ΨN1,N2,t converge in the 1-Wasserstein distance to the solutions m1,t and m2,t of (1.1)

with initial data m1,0 = m1 and m2,0 = m2, 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 → ∞.
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 → ∞ and fixing ~ = 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 [18] for fixed values of ~, 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 [6, 8]. 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 ~ → 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
in [32]. Notably, the Wigner transform of the Hartree (or Hartree-Fock) equation aligns in structure with
the Vlasov equation, as seen in [10, 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 [17]. 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 (1.1) from the N -body Schrödinger equation
(1.2) 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 ~ = 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 ~ = 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
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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, [13] achieved convergence results for regular potentials. Recently, [15] 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 Schrödinger 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, ℓ)-particle Husimi
measure, intricately linked to the two-species wave function. Subsequently, we present properties of the (k, ℓ)-
particle Husimi measure and offer bounds on the number operator and kinetic energy operator at time t for the
wave function ΨN1,N2,t. In Section 3, we establish the two-species Bogoliubov–Born–Green–Kirkwood–Yvon
(BBGKY) hierarchy of (k, ℓ)-particle Husimi measures. Leveraging the tools developed in Section 2, we
prove the smallness of errors as N → ∞ in Section 4. The final section, Section 5, is dedicated to proving the
two main theorems, including the uniqueness of the two-species BBGKY hierarchy of (k, ℓ)-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 Fa =

⊕∞
n=0 L

2(R3)⊗an:

F (N)
a = 0⊕ · · · ⊕ 0⊕ L2(R3)⊗aN ⊕ 0⊕ · · · ⊂ Fa.

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

For f ∈ L2(R3), we denote creation and annihilation operators for the first species to be a∗(f) and a(f),
respectively on Fa such that

(
a(f)Ψ

)(n)
:=

√
n+ 1

∫
dx f(x)ψ(n+1)(x, x1, . . . , xn),

(
a∗(f)Ψ

)(n)
:=

1√
n

n∑

j=1

f(xj)ψ
(n−1)(x1, . . . , xj−1, xj+1, . . . , xn).

Here, ψ(n) denotes the n-th particle sector of Ψ = {ψ(n)}n≥0 ∈ Fa. Following the notations from [9], we will
use the operator-valued distributions a∗x and ax, to represent the creation and annihilation operators:

a∗(f) =

∫
dx f(x)a∗x, a(f) =

∫
dx f(x)ax. (2.1)

Note that the operator-valued distribution a∗x formally creates a particle at position x ∈ R
3, whilst the

operator-value distribution ax annihilates a particle at x. For the second species, we denote creation and
annihilation operators to be b∗(f), b(f), respectively.
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The operator-valued distributions within the same species adhere to canonical anti-commutation relations
(CAR) as follows:

0 = {a∗x, a∗y} = {ax, ay} = {b∗x̃, b∗ỹ} = {bx̃, bỹ},
δx=y = {a∗x, ay}, δx̃=ỹ = {b∗x̃, bỹ},

(2.2)

for x, y, x̃, ỹ ∈ R
3, where the anti-commutator is defined as {A,B} = AB + BA. Conversely, for those

between different species, they commute, i.e.,

0 = [a∗x, b
∗
ỹ] = [ax, bỹ] = [a∗x, bỹ] = [b∗x̃, ay], (2.3)

for x, y, x̃, ỹ ∈ R
3, where the commutator is defined as [A,B] = AB −BA.

Following the notation in [9], we can write the corresponding Hamiltonian in terms of the operator-valued
distributions ax, a

∗
x, bỹ, and b

∗
ỹ by

HN =
2∑

α=1

Hα +
1

N

∫
dxdỹ V12(x− ỹ)a∗xb

∗
ỹ bỹax, (2.4)

where

H1 =
~
2

2

∫
dx∇xa

∗
x∇xax +

1

2N

∫
dxdy V11(x− y)a∗xa

∗
yayax,

H2 =
~
2

2

∫
dx̃∇x̃b

∗
x̃∇x̃bx̃ +

1

2N

∫
dx̃dỹ V22(x̃ − ỹ)b∗x̃b

∗
ỹ bỹbx̃.

Next, we let Nα to denote the number of particles of species α, i.e.,

N1 =

∫
dxa∗xax and N2 =

∫
dx̃ b∗x̃bx̃. (2.5)

Then, we define
Ntotal := N1 +N2.

We also define the kinetic energy operators as follows:

K1 =
~
2

2

∫
dxa∗x(−∆)ax and K2 =

~
2

2

∫
dx̃ b∗x̃(−∆)bx̃. (2.6)

Then, we define
Ktotal := K1 +K2.

Moreover, with this second quantization formalism, for ΨN1,N2,t ∈ F (N1)
a ⊗F (N2)

a , we define

γ
(k,ℓ)
N1,N2,t

(u1, . . . , uk, ũ1, . . . , ũℓ;w1, . . . , wk, w̃1, . . . , w̃ℓ)

:= 〈ΨN1,N2,t, a
∗
w1

· · · a∗wk
b∗w̃1

· · · b∗w̃k
bũk

· · · bũ1
auk

· · · au1ΨN1,N2,t〉.
(2.7)

For example, one can express

γ
(1,0)
N1,N2,t

(u;w) := 〈ΨN1,N2,t, a
∗
wauΨN1,N2,t〉 and γ

(0,1)
N1,N2,t

(ũ; w̃) := 〈ΨN1,N2,t, b
∗
w̃bũΨN1,N2,t〉. (2.8)
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2.2 Husimi measure for multi-species fermions

Recall from (1.7) that the coherent state f~
q,p is given by

f~

q,p(y) := ~
− 3

4 f

(
y − q√

~

)
e

i
~
p·y. (2.9)

Then, the projection of a coherent state is given by

1

(2π~)3

∫
dqdp |f~

q,p〉〈f~

q,p| = 1.

For any ΨN1,N2,t ∈ F (N1)
a ⊗F (N2)

a , 1 ≤ k ≤ N1 and t ≥ 0, the k-particle Husimi measure for the first species
is defined as

m
(k,0)
N1,N2,t

(q1, p1, . . . , qk, pk)

:=

∫
(dwdu)⊗k

(
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k

〈ΨN1,N2,t, a
∗
w1

· · · a∗wk
auk

· · ·au1ΨN1,N2,t〉

=

∫
(dwdu)⊗k

(
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k

γ
(k,0)
N1,N2,t

(u1, . . . , uk;w1, . . . , wk),

(2.10)

where we use the short notations

(dwdu)⊗k := dw1du1 · · · dwkduk, and
(
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k

:=

k∏

j=1

f~

qj ,pj
(wj)f~

qj ,pj
(uj).

Intuitively speaking, one can understand that the Husimi measure defined in (2.10) measures how many of
the first-species particles are in the k-semiclassical boxes with a length scale of

√
~ centered at its respective

phase-space pairs, (q1, p1), . . . , (qk, pk). Similarly, for 1 ≤ k ≤ N2, Husimi measure for the second species is:

m
(0,ℓ)
N1,N2,t

(q̃1, p̃1, . . . , q̃k, p̃k)

:=

∫
(dw̃dũ)⊗ℓ

(
f~

q̃,p̃(w̃)f
~

q̃,p̃(ũ)
)⊗ℓ

〈ΨN1,N2,t, b
∗
w̃1

· · · b∗w̃ℓ
bũℓ

· · · bũ1
ΨN1,N2,t〉

=

∫
(dw̃dũ)⊗ℓ

(
f~

q̃,p̃(w̃)f
~

q̃,p̃(ũ)
)⊗ℓ

γ
(0,ℓ)
N1,N2,t

(ũ1, . . . , ũℓ; w̃1, . . . , w̃ℓ).

(2.11)

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

m
(k,ℓ)
N1,N2,t

(q1, p1, . . . , qk, pk, q̃1, p̃1, . . . , q̃ℓ, p̃ℓ)

:=

∫
(dwdu)⊗k(dw̃dũ)⊗ℓ

(
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k (
f~

q̃,p̃(w̃)f
~

q̃,p̃(ũ)
)⊗ℓ

× γ
(k,ℓ)
N1,N2,t

(u1, . . . , uk, ũ1, . . . , ũℓ;w1, . . . , wk, w̃1, . . . , w̃ℓ).

(2.12)

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

Lemma 2.1. Suppose that ΨN1,N2,t ∈ F (N1)
a ⊗ F (N2)

a is normalized for any t ≥ 0. Then, the following

properties hold for m
(k,ℓ)
N1,N2,t

, for 0 ≤ k ≤ N1 and 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ N2 except k = ℓ = 0,

1. (Indistinguishability for each species)

m
(k,ℓ)
N1,N2,t

(q1, p1, . . . , qk, pk, q̃1, p̃1, . . . , q̃ℓ, p̃ℓ)

is symmetric with respect to both non-tilde and tilde variables,
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2. (Passivity and bound)

0 ≤ m
(k,ℓ)
N1,N2,t

(q1, p1, . . . , qk, pk, q̃1, p̃1, . . . , q̃ℓ, p̃ℓ) ≤ 1 a.e.,

3. (L1-norm)

1

(2π)3(k+ℓ)

∫
(dqdp)⊗k(dq̃dp̃)⊗ℓm

(k,ℓ)
N1,N2,t

(q1, p1, . . . , qk, pk, q̃1, p̃1, . . . , q̃ℓ, p̃ℓ)

=
N1(N1 − 1) · · · (N1 − k + 1)

Nk

N2(N2 − 1) · · · (N2 − ℓ+ 1)

N ℓ
,

4. (Recursion formula)

1

(2π)3

∫
dqkdpkm

(k,ℓ)
N1,N2,t

(q1, p1, . . . , qk, pk, q̃1, p̃1, . . . , q̃ℓ, p̃ℓ)

=
N1 − k + 1

N
m

(k−1,ℓ)
N1,N2,t

(q1, p1, . . . , qk−1, pk−1, q̃1, p̃1, . . . , q̃ℓ, p̃ℓ),

1

(2π)3

∫
dq̃ℓdp̃ℓm

(k,ℓ)
N1,N2,t

(q1, p1, . . . , qk, pk, q̃1, p̃1, . . . , q̃ℓ, p̃ℓ)

=
N2 − ℓ+ 1

N
m

(k,ℓ−1)
N1,N2,t

(q1, p1, . . . , qk, pk, q̃1, p̃1, . . . , q̃ℓ−1, p̃ℓ−1).

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 3 and 4 are from ~

3. So it is not Nα but N .

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 (1.2) at a specific time, denoted as t.

According to the following lemma, we can verify that each k-th moment of the number operator acting
on the solution of the Schrödinger equation (1.2) equals Nk.

Because ΨN1,N2,t are the eigenfunctions of the number operators, we have the following lemma:

Lemma 2.2. Let ΨN1,N2,t ∈ F (N1)
a ⊗F (N2)

a be the solution of (1.2) with initial data

ΨN1,N2 = (0, . . . , 0, ψN1 , 0, . . . )⊗ (0, . . . , 0, ψN2, 0, . . . )

where ψNα
∈ L2

a(R
3Nα) for α = 1, 2 and ‖ΨN1,N2‖ = 1. Refer to the number operator Nα defined in (2.5).

Then, for finite 0 ≤ k ≤ N1 and 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ N2, we have

〈
ΨN1,N2,t,

N k
1

Nk
1

N ℓ
2

N ℓ
2

ΨN1,N2,t

〉
= 1.

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

Lemma 2.3. Let α = 1 and β = 2 or vice versa. Assume ∇Vαα and ∇Vαβ are bounded, then the kinetic
energy is bounded such that

〈
ΨN1,N2,t,

Kα

N
ΨN1,N2,t

〉
≤ Cα

〈
ΨN1,N2 ,

Kα

N
ΨN1,N2

〉
+ Cαt

2, (2.13)

where the constants only depend on ‖∇Vαα‖∞, ‖∇Vαβ‖∞.
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Proof. To demonstrate the proof, let’s begin by considering the specific case where α = 1 and β = 2. The
proof for the case when α = 2 and β = 1 can be easily derived by following the steps outlined below:

Starting from the Schrödinger equation, we obtain

i~
d

dt
〈ΨN1,N2,t,K1ΨN1,N2,t〉

= 〈ΨN1,N2,t, [K1,HN ]ΨN1,N2,t〉

=

〈
ΨN1,N2,t,


~

2

2

N1∑

l=1

(−∆x1l
),

1

N

∑

1≤j<k≤N1

V11(x1j − x1k) +
1

N

N1∑

j=1

N2∑

k=1

V12(x1j − x̃2k)


ΨN1,N2,t

〉

=
i~2

N
Im

N1∑

l=1

〈
∇x1l

ΨN1,N2,t,
∑

1≤j<k≤N1

(∇x1l
V11(x1j − x1k))ΨN1,N2,t

〉

+
i~2

N
Im

N1∑

l=1

〈
∇x1l

ΨN1,N2,t,

N1∑

j=1

N2∑

k=1

(∇x1l
V12(x1j − x̃2k))ΨN1,N2,t

〉

=
i~2

N
Im

∫
dxdy 〈ay∇xaxΨN1,N2,t, (∇xV11(x− y)) ayaxΨN1,N2,t〉

+
i~2

N
Im

∫
dxdy 〈bỹ∇xaxΨN1,N2,t, (∇xV12(x− ỹ)) bỹaxΨN1,N2,t〉

(2.14)

Then we have that

1

N

d

dt
〈ΨN1,N2,t,K1ΨN1,N2,t〉

=
~

N2
Im

∫
dxdy 〈ay∇xaxΨN1,N2,t, (∇xV11(x − y)) ayaxΨN1,N2,t〉

+
~

N2
Im

∫
dxdy 〈bỹ∇xaxΨN1,N2,t, (∇xV12(x− ỹ)) bỹaxΨN1,N2,t〉 .

Now, we compute

∣∣∣∣
~

N2

∫
dxdy 〈ay∇xaxΨN1,N2,t, (∇xV11(x− y)) ayaxΨN1,N2,t〉

∣∣∣∣

≤ C~

N2
‖∇V11‖L∞

(∫
dxdy

〈
ΨN1,N2,t,∇xa

∗
xa

∗
yay∇xaxΨN1,N2,t

〉) 1
2
(∫

dxdy
〈
ΨN1,N2,t, a

∗
xa

∗
yayaxΨN1,N2,t

〉) 1
2

≤ C‖∇V11‖L∞

(
~
2

N

∫
dx

〈
ΨN1,N2,t,∇xa

∗
x

N1

N
∇xaxΨN1,N2,t

〉) 1
2
〈
ΨN1,N2,t,

N 2
1

N2
1

ΨN1,N2,t

〉 1
2

≤ C‖∇V11‖L∞

〈
ΨN1,N2,t,

K1

N
ΨN1,N2,t

〉 1
2

.

Similarly,

∣∣∣∣
~

N2

∫
dxdy 〈bỹ∇xaxΨN1,N2,t, (∇xV12(x − ỹ)) bỹaxΨN1,N2,t〉

∣∣∣∣

≤ C‖∇V12‖L∞

(
~
2

N

∫
dx

〈
ΨN1,N2,t,∇xa

∗
x

N2

N
∇xaxΨN1,N2,t

〉) 1
2
〈
ΨN1,N2,t,

N1N2

N2
ΨN1,N2,t

〉 1
2

≤ C‖∇V12‖L∞

〈
ΨN1,N2,t,

K1

N
ΨN1,N2,t

〉 1
2

.

9



Therefore, we get

〈
ΨN1,N2,t,

K1

N
ΨN1,N2,t

〉
≤ C

〈
ΨN1,N2 ,

K1

N
ΨN1,N2

〉
+ C(‖∇V11‖2L∞ + ‖∇V12‖2L∞) t2.

This gives the desired result.

Proposition 2.1. For t ≥ 0, let m
(k,ℓ)
N1,N2,t

to be the (k, ℓ)-particle Husimi measure. Assume ∇Vαβ is bounded
for α, β ∈ {1, 2}. Denoting the phase-space vectors qk = (q1, . . . , qk) and pk = (p1, . . . , pk), we have the
following finite moments,

∫
(dqdp)⊗k(dq̃dp̃)⊗ℓ

(
|qk|+ |pk|2 + |q̃ℓ|+ |p̃ℓ|2

)
m

(k,ℓ)
N1,N2,t

(q1, p1, . . . , qk, pk, q̃1, p̃1, . . . , q̃ℓ, p̃ℓ) ≤ C(1 + t3)

where C is a constant dependent on k,
∫∫

dq1dp1(|q1|+|p1|2)m(1,0)
N1,N2

(q1, p1),
∫∫

dq̃1dp̃1(|q̃1|+|p̃1|2)m(0,1)
N1,N2

(q̃1, p̃1),
and ‖∇Vαβ‖∞ for α, β ∈ {1, 2}.

Proof. For the case of (k, ℓ) = (1, 0), we can apply the findings from [13, Proposition 2.3] and obtain the
following:

〈
ΨN1,N2,t,

K1

N
ΨN1,N2,t

〉
=

1

(2π)3

∫∫
dq1dp1 |p1|2m(1,0)

N1,N2,t
(q1, p1) + ~

∫
dq |∇f (q)|2 (2.15)

and

∂t

∫∫
dq1dp1 |q1|m(1,0)

N1,N2,t
(q1, p1) ≤ (2π)3

(
1 + 2

〈
ΨN1,N2 ,

K1

N
ΨN1,N2

〉
+ Ct2 + C

√
~

)
. (2.16)

Utilizing (2.15) and referencing Lemma 2.3, we can deduce:

1

(2π)3

∫∫
dq1dp1 |p1|2m(1,0)

N1,N2,t
(q1, p1) ≤

〈
ΨN1,N2,t,

K1

N
ΨN1,N2,t

〉
≤ C

〈
ΨN1,N2,

K1

N
ΨN1,N2

〉
+ Ct2

= C

∫∫
dq1dp1 |p1|2m(1,0)

N1,N2
(q1, p1) + C~

∫
dq |∇f (q)|2 + Ct2 ≤ C + Ct2.

(2.17)

Integrate both sides of inequality (2.16) with respect to time t, and we obtain:

∫∫
dq1dp1 |q1|m(1,0)

N1,N2,t
(q1, p1)

≤ (2π)3
(
1 + 2

〈
ΨN1,N2 ,

K1

N
ΨN1,N2

〉
+ Ct2 + C

√
~

)
t+

∫∫
dq1dp1 |q1|m(1,0)

N1,N2
(q1, p1) ≤ C(1 + t3).

(2.18)
By applying Lemma 2.1 (4), we notice that for fixed 1 ≤ k ≤ N1 and 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ N2, the following holds:

∫
(dqdp)⊗k(dq̃dp̃)⊗ℓ

k∑

j=1

|pj|2m(k,ℓ)
N1,N2,t

(q1, p1, . . . , qk, pk, q̃1, p̃1, . . . , q̃ℓ, p̃ℓ)

=

k∑

j=1

∫∫
dqjdpj |pj|2

∫
dq1dp1 · · · d̂qj d̂pj · · · dqkdpk

∫
(dq̃dp̃)⊗ℓm

(k,ℓ)
N1,N2,t

(q1, p1, . . . , qk, pk, q̃1, p̃1, . . . , q̃ℓ, p̃ℓ)

= k

∫∫
dqdp |p|2

∫
(dqdp)⊗k−1

∫
(dq̃dp̃)⊗ℓm

(k,ℓ)
N1,N2,t

(q, p, q1, p1 . . . , qk−1, pk−1, q̃1, p̃1, . . . , q̃ℓ, p̃ℓ)

= (2π)3(k−1+ℓ)k
(N1 − 1) · · · (N1 − k + 1)

Nk−1

N2 · · · (N2 − ℓ+ 1)

N ℓ

∫∫
dqdp |p|2m(1,0)

N1,N2,t
(q, p)
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≤ C(1 + t2),

where we make use of the symmetry of m
(k,ℓ)
N1,N2,t

in the second equality. Using a similar strategy, we have:

∫
(dqdp)⊗k(dq̃dp̃)⊗ℓ

k∑

j=1

|qj |m(k,ℓ)
N1,N2,t

(q1, p1, . . . , qk, pk, q̃1, p̃1, . . . , q̃ℓ, p̃ℓ)

= (2π)3(k−1+ℓ)k
(N1 − 1) · · · (N1 − k + 1)

Nk−1

N2 · · · (N2 − ℓ+ 1)

N ℓ

∫∫
dqdp |q|m(1,0)

N1,N2,t
(q, p)

≤ C(1 + t3).

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

∫
(dqdp)⊗k(dq̃dp̃)⊗ℓ

(
|q̃ℓ|+ |p̃ℓ|2

)
m

(k,ℓ)
N1,N2,t

(q1, p1, . . . , qk, pk, q̃1, p̃1, . . . , q̃ℓ, p̃ℓ) ≤ C(1 + t3).

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

3 Constructing BBGKY Hierarchy

In this section, we construct the two-species BBGKY Hierarchy for the (k, ℓ)-particle Husimi measure for
multi-species fermions. To accomplish this, we initially observe that m(1,0) can be represented in terms
of m(1,1) and m(2,0), incorporating certain error terms. Subsequently, an iterative process will allow us to
express each m(k,0) in terms of m(k+1,0) and m(k,1), with the inclusion of error terms. Furthermore, we
demonstrate the approximate representation of m(k,ℓ) in terms of m(k+1,ℓ) and m(k,ℓ+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, ℓ)-particle Husimi measure, where 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ N2, 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, ℓ) with
1 ≤ k ≤ N1 and 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ N2.

Proposition 3.1. Suppose ΨN1,N2,t ∈ F (N1)
a ⊗ F (N2)

a is (N1, N2)-particle state satisfying the Schrödinger
equation in (1.2). Moreover, if V (−x) = V (x) then we have the following equation for k = 1 and ℓ = 0,

∂tm
(1,0)
N1,N2,t

(q1, p1) + p1 · ∇q1m
(1,0)
N1,N2,t

(q1, p1)

=
1

(2π)3
∇p1 ·

∫∫
dq2dp2∇V11(q1 − q2)m

(2,0)
N1,N2,t

(q1, q2, p1, p2)

+
1

(2π)3
∇p1 ·

∫∫
dq̃1dp̃1∇V12(q1 − q̃1)m

(1,1)
N1,N2,t

(q1, p1, q̃1, p̃1)

+∇q1 · R1 +∇p1 · R̃11 +∇p1 · R̃12,

(3.1)
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where the remainder terms R1 and R̃1, are given by

R1 :=~ Im
〈
∇q1a(f

~

q1,p1
)ΨN1,N2,t, a(f

~

q1,p1
)ΨN1,N2,t

〉
,

R̃11 :=
1

(2π)3
·
∫∫

dwdu

∫∫
dydv

∫∫
dq2dp2

∫ 1

0

ds

∇V11
(
su+ (1− s)w − y

)
f~

q1,p1
(w)f~

q1,p1
(u)f~

q2,p2
(y)f~

q2,p2
(v) 〈ayawΨN1,N2,t, avauΨN1,N2,t〉

− 1

(2π)3
∇p1 ·

∫∫
dq2dp2∇V11(q1 − q2)m

(2,0)
N1,N2,t

(q1, q2, p1, p2)

R̃12 :=
1

(2π)3
·
∫∫

dwdu

∫∫
dỹdṽ

∫∫
dq̃1dp̃1

∫ 1

0

ds

∇V12
(
su+ (1− s)w − ỹ

)
f~

q1,p1
(w)f~

q1,p1
(u)f~

q̃1,p̃1
(ỹ)f~

q̃1,p̃1
(ṽ) 〈awbỹΨN1,N2,t, aubṽΨN1,N2,t〉

− 1

(2π)3

∫∫
dq̃1dp̃1∇V12(q1 − q̃1)m

(1,1)
N1,N2,t

(q1, p1, q̃1, p̃1).

(3.2)

Proposition 3.2. For every 1 ≤ i, j ≤ k and qj , pj ∈ R
3, denote qk = (q1, . . . , qk) and pk = (p1, . . . , pk).

Under the assumption in Proposition 3.1, we have the following equation for 1 < k ≤ N1,

∂tm
(k,0)
N1,N2,t

(q1, p1, . . . , qk, pk) + pk · ∇qk
m

(k,0)
N1,N2,t

(q1, p1, . . . , qk, pk)

=
1

(2π)3
∇pk

·
∫∫

dqk+1dpk+1 ∇V11(qj − qk+1)m
(k+1,0)
N1,N2,t

(q1, p1, . . . , qk+1, pk+1)

+
1

(2π)3
∇pk

·
∫∫

dq̃1dp̃1 ∇V12(qj − q̃1)m
(k,1)
N1,N2,t

(q1, p1, . . . , qk, pk, q̃1, p̃1)

+∇qk
· R1,k +∇pk

· R̃11,k +∇pk
· R̃12,k + R̂11,k, (3.3)

where the remainder terms R1,k, R̃11,k, R̃12,k and R̂11,k are given by

R1,k :=~ Im
〈
∇qk

(
a(f~

qk,pk
) · · · a(f~

q1,p1
)
)
ΨN1,N2,t, a(f

~

qk,pk
) · · · a(f~

q1,p1
)ΨN1,N2,t

〉
,

(R̃11,k)j :=
1

(2π)3

∫
(dwdu)⊗k

∫
dy

[∫ 1

0

ds∇V11(suj + (1− s)wj − y)

] (
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k

∫∫
dqk+1dpk+1 f

~

qk+1,pk+1
(y)

∫
dv f~

qk+1,pk+1
(v) 〈awk

· · · aw1ayΨN1,N2,tauk
· · · au1avΨN1,N2,t〉

− 1

(2π)3

∫∫
dqk+1dpk+1 ∇V11(qj − qk+1)m

(k+1,0)
N1,N2,t

(q1, p1, . . . , qk+1, pk+1),

(R̃12,k)j :=
1

(2π)3

∫
(dwdu)⊗k

∫
dỹ

[∫ 1

0

ds∇V12(suj + (1− s)wj − ỹ)

] (
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k

∫∫
dq̃1dp̃1 f

~

q̃1,p̃1
(ỹ)

∫
dṽ f~

q̃1,p̃1
(ṽ) 〈bỹawk

· · · aw1ΨN1,N2,t, bṽauk
· · · au1ΨN1,N2,t〉

− 1

(2π)3

∫∫
dq̃1dp̃1 ∇V12(qj − q̃1)m

(k,1)
N1,N2,t

(q1, p1, . . . , qk, pk, q̃1, p̃1),

R̂11,k :=
i~2

2

∫
(dwdu)⊗k

k∑

j 6=i

[
V11(uj − ui)− V11(wj − wi)

]

(
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k

〈awk
· · · aw1ΨN1,N2,t, auk

· · · au1ΨN1,N2,t〉 . (3.4)
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Proposition 3.3. Under the assumption in Proposition 3.1, then for all 1 ≤ k ≤ N1 and 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ N2, we
have the following hierarchy

∂tm
(k,ℓ)
N1,N2,t

(q1, p1, . . . , qk, pk, q̃1, p̃1, . . . , q̃ℓ, p̃ℓ)

+ pk · ∇qk
m

(k,ℓ)
N1,N2,t

(q1, p1, . . . , qk, pk, q̃1, p̃1, . . . , q̃ℓ, p̃ℓ)+p̃ℓ · ∇q̃ℓ
m

(k,ℓ)
N1,N2,t

(q1, p1, . . . , qk, pk, q̃1, p̃1, . . . , q̃ℓ, p̃ℓ)

=
1

(2π)3
∇pk

·
∫∫

dqk+1dpk+1∇V11(qj − qk+1)m
(k+1,ℓ)
N1,N2,t

(q1, p1, . . . , qk+1, pk+1, q̃1, p̃1, . . . , q̃ℓ, p̃ℓ)

+
1

(2π)3
∇pk

·
∫∫

dq̃ℓ+1dp̃ℓ+1∇V12(qj − q̃ℓ+1)m
(k,ℓ+1)
N1,N2,t

(q1, p1, . . . , qk, pk, q̃1, p̃1, . . . , q̃ℓ+1, p̃ℓ+1)

+
1

(2π)3
∇p̃ℓ

·
∫∫

dqk+1dpk+1∇V12(qk+1 − q̃j)m
(k+1,ℓ)
N1,N2,t

(q1, p1, . . . , qk+1, pk+1, q̃1, p̃1, . . . , q̃ℓ, p̃ℓ)

+
1

(2π)3
∇p̃ℓ

·
∫∫

dq̃ℓ+1dp̃ℓ+1∇V22(q̃j − q̃ℓ+1)m
(k,ℓ+1)
N1,N2,t

(q1, p1, . . . , qk, pk, q̃1, p̃1, . . . , q̃ℓ+1, p̃ℓ+1)

+∇qk
· R1,k,ℓ +∇q̃ℓ

· R2,k,ℓ +∇pk
· R̃11,k,ℓ +∇pk

· R̃12,1,k,ℓ +∇p̃ℓ
· R̃12,2,k,ℓ +∇p̃ℓ

· R̃22,k,ℓ

+ R̂11,k,ℓ + R̂22,k,ℓ + R̂12,k,ℓ,

(3.5)
where the remainder terms are denoted as

R1,k,ℓ :=~ Im
〈
b(f~

q̃ℓ,p̃ℓ
) · · · b(f~

q̃1,p̃1
)∇qk

(
a(f~

qk,pk
) · · · a(f~

q1,p1
)
)
ΨN1,N2,t,

b(f~

q̃ℓ,p̃ℓ
) · · · b(f~

q̃1,p̃1
)a(f~

qk,pk
) · · · a(f~

q1,p1
)ΨN1,N2,t

〉
,

R2,k,ℓ :=~ Im
〈
∇q̃ℓ

(
b(f~

q̃ℓ,p̃ℓ
) · · · b(f~

q̃1,p̃1
)a(f~

qk,pk
) · · · a(f~

q1,p1
)
)
ΨN1,N2,t,

b(f~

q̃ℓ,p̃ℓ
) · · · b(f~

q̃1,p̃1
)a(f~

qk,pk
) · · · a(f~

q1,p1
)ΨN1,N2,t

〉
,

(R̃11,k,ℓ)j :=
1

(2π)3

∫
(dwdu)⊗k(dw̃dũ)⊗ℓ

∫
dy

[∫ 1

0

ds∇V11(suj + (1− s)wj − y)

]

(
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k (
f~

q̃,p̃(w̃)f
~

q̃,p̃(ũ)
)⊗ℓ

∫∫
dqk+1dpk+1 f

~

qk+1,pk+1
(y)

∫
dv f~

qk+1,pk+1
(v)

〈bw̃ℓ
. . . bw̃1

awk
· · · aw1ayΨN1,N2,t, bũℓ

. . . bũ1
auk

· · · au1avΨN1,N2,t〉

− 1

(2π)3

∫∫
dqk+1dpk+1 ∇V11(qj − qk+1)m

(k+1,ℓ)
N1,N2,t

(q1, p1, . . . , qk+1, pk+1, q̃1, p̃1, . . . , q̃ℓ, p̃ℓ),

(R̃12,1,k,ℓ)j :=
1

(2π)3

∫
(dwdu)⊗k(dw̃dũ)⊗ℓ

∫
dỹ

[∫ 1

0

ds∇V12(suj + (1− s)wj − ỹ)

]

(
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k (
f~

q̃,p̃(w̃)f
~

q̃,p̃(ũ)
)⊗ℓ

∫∫
dq̃ℓ+1dp̃ℓ+1 f

~

q̃ℓ+1,p̃ℓ+1
(ỹ)

∫
dṽ f~

q̃ℓ+1,p̃ℓ+1
(ṽ)

〈bw̃ℓ
· · · bw̃1

bỹawk
· · · aw1ΨN1,N2,t, bũℓ

· · · bũ1
bṽauk

· · · au1ΨN1,N2,t〉

− 1

(2π)3

∫∫
dq̃ℓ+1dp̃ℓ+1∇V12(qj − q̃ℓ+1)m

(k,ℓ+1)
N1,N2,t

(q1, p1, . . . , qk, pk, q̃1, p̃1, . . . , q̃ℓ+1, p̃ℓ+1),

(R̃12,2,k,ℓ)j :=
1

(2π)3

∫
(dwdu)⊗k(dw̃dũ)⊗ℓ

∫
dx

[∫ 1

0

ds∇V12(sũj + (1− s)w̃j − x)

]

(
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k (
f~

q̃,p̃(w̃)f
~

q̃,p̃(ũ)
)⊗ℓ

∫∫
dqk+1dpk+1 f

~

qk+1,pk+1
(x)

∫
dv f~

qk+1,pk+1
(v)

〈bw̃ℓ
· · · bw̃1

awk
· · ·aw1axΨN1,N2,t, bũℓ

· · · bũ1
auk

· · · au1avΨN1,N2,t〉

− 1

(2π)3

∫∫
dqk+1dpk+1 ∇V12(qk+1 − q̃j)m

(k+1,ℓ)
N1,N2,t

(q1, p1, . . . , qk+1, pk+1, q̃1, p̃1, . . . , q̃ℓ, p̃ℓ),

(R̃22,k,ℓ)j :=
1

(2π)3

∫
(dwdu)⊗k(dw̃dũ)⊗ℓ

∫
dỹ

[∫ 1

0

ds∇V22(sũj + (1− s)w̃j − ỹ)

]
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(
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k (
f~

q̃,p̃(w̃)f
~

q̃,p̃(ũ)
)⊗ℓ

∫∫
dq̃ℓ+1dp̃ℓ+1 f

~

q̃ℓ+1,p̃ℓ+1
(ỹ)

∫
dṽ f~

q̃ℓ+1,p̃ℓ+1
(ṽ)

〈bw̃ℓ
. . . bw̃1

bỹawk
· · · aw1ΨN1,N2,t, bũℓ

. . . bũ1
bṽauk

· · ·au1ΨN1,N2,t〉

− 1

(2π)3

∫∫
dq̃ℓ+1dp̃ℓ+1∇V22(q̃j − q̃ℓ+1)m

(k,ℓ+1)
N1,N2,t

(q1, p1, . . . , qk, pk, q̃1, p̃1, . . . , q̃ℓ+1, p̃ℓ+1),

R̂11,k,ℓ :=
i~2

2

∫
(dwdu)⊗k(dw̃dũ)⊗ℓ

k∑

j 6=i

[
V11(uj − ui)− V11(wj − wi)

](
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k

(
f~

q̃,p̃(w̃)f
~

q̃,p̃(ũ)
)⊗ℓ

〈bw̃ℓ
. . . bw̃1

awk
· · · aw1ΨN1,N2,t, bũℓ

. . . bũ1
auk

· · ·au1ΨN1,N2,t〉 ,

R̂12,k,ℓ :=i~2
∫
(dwdu)⊗k(dw̃dũ)⊗ℓ

k∑

j=1

ℓ∑

i=1

[
V12(uj − ũi)− V12(wj − w̃i)

] (
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k

(
f~

q̃,p̃(w̃)f
~

q̃,p̃(ũ)
)⊗ℓ

〈bw̃ℓ
. . . bw̃1

awk
· · · aw1ΨN1,N2,t, bũℓ

. . . bũ1
auk

· · ·au1ΨN1,N2,t〉 ,

R̂22,k,ℓ :=
i~2

2

∫
(dwdu)⊗k(dw̃dũ)⊗ℓ

ℓ∑

j 6=i

[
V22(ũj − ũi)− V22(w̃j − w̃i)

](
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k

(
f~

q̃,p̃(w̃)f
~

q̃,p̃(ũ)
)⊗ℓ

〈bw̃ℓ
. . . bw̃1

awk
· · · aw1ΨN1,N2,t, bũℓ

. . . bũ1
auk

· · ·au1ΨN1,N2,t〉 .

Remark 3.1. Although it is not explicitly stated in the proposition, when k = 1, the sum
∑k

j 6=i is an empty

sum, and by natural convention, the sum is 0. In other words, when k = 1, R̂11,k,ℓ = 0. Similarly, when

ℓ = 1, R̂22,k,ℓ = 0.

Remark 3.2. Since the proofs for Propositions 3.1, 3.2, and 3.3 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 3.1. First, let’s consider taking the time derivative on the Husimi measure and utilizing
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the Schrödinger equation (1.2). We have

2i~ ∂tm
(1,0)
N1,N2,t

(q1, p1)

=

(
~
2

∫
dwdudx f~

q1,p1
(w)f~

q1,p1
(u) 〈ΨN1,N2,t, a

∗
wau∇xa

∗
x∇xaxΨN1,N2,t〉

− ~
2

∫
dwdudx f~

q1,p1
(w)f~

q1,p1
(u) 〈ΨN1,N2,t,∇xa

∗
x∇xaxa

∗
uawΨN1,N2,t〉

)

+

(
1

N

∫
dwdudxdy f~

q1,p1
(w)f~

q1,p1
(u)
〈
ΨN1,N2,t, V11(x − y)a∗waua

∗
xa

∗
yayaxΨN1,N2,t

〉

− 1

N

∫
dwdudxdy f~

q1,p1
(w)f~

q1,p1
(u)
〈
ΨN1,N2,t, V11(x− y)a∗xa

∗
yayaxa

∗
uawΨN1,N2,t

〉)

+

(
2

N

∫
dwdudxdỹ f~

q1,p1
(w)f~

q1,p1
(u)
〈
ΨN1,N2,t, V12(x− ỹ)a∗waua

∗
xb

∗
ỹ bỹaxΨN1,N2,t

〉

− 2

N

∫
dwdudxdỹ f~

q1,p1
(w)f~

q1,p1
(u)
〈
ΨN1,N2,t, V12(x− ỹ)a∗xb

∗
ỹ bỹaxa

∗
uawΨN1,N2,t

〉)

+

(
~
2

∫
dwdudx̃ f~

q1,p1
(w)f~

q1,p1
(u) 〈ΨN1,N2,t, a

∗
wau∇x̃b

∗
x̃∇x̃bx̃ΨN1,N2,t〉

− ~
2

∫
dwdudx f~

q1,p1
(w)f~

q1,p1
(u) 〈ΨN1,N2,t,∇x̃b

∗
x̃∇x̃bx̃a

∗
uawΨN1,N2,t〉

)

+

(
1

N

∫
dwdudx̃dỹ f~

q1,p1
(w)f~

q1,p1
(u)
〈
ΨN1,N2,t, V22(x̃− ỹ)a∗waub

∗
x̃b

∗
ỹ bỹbx̃ΨN1,N2,t

〉

− 1

N

∫
dwdudx̃dỹ f~

q1,p1
(w)f~

q1,p1
(u)
〈
ΨN1,N2,t, V22(x̃− ỹ)b∗x̃b

∗
ỹ bỹbx̃a

∗
uawΨN1,N2,t

〉)

=: K1 + V11 + V12 + K2 + V22.

(3.6)

Since only the first species is actually involved in K1 and V11, they are similar to the one-species case [13].
So we have

1

2i~
(K1 + V11) + p1 · ∇q1m

(1,0)
N1,N2,t

(q1, p1)

=
1

(2π)3
∇p1 ·

∫∫
dq2dp2∇V11(q1 − q2)m

(2,0)
N1,N2,t

(q1, q2, p1, p2) +∇q1 · R1 +∇p1 · R̃11.

(3.7)

For part K2, we interchange w and u in the second line. Using the commutation relation (2.3), then the
second line is just canceled by the first line. So we get K2 = 0. For the same reason, we know that V22 = 0.

For part V12, we also interchange w and u in the second line. Then we observe that

a∗waua
∗
xb

∗
ỹ bỹax − a∗xb

∗
ỹ bỹaxa

∗
wau = (δu=xa

∗
wax − δw=xa

∗
xau)b

∗
ỹ bỹ.

Therefore, we have

V12 =
2

N

∫
dwdudỹ f~

q1,p1
(w)f~

q1,p1
(u)
〈
ΨN1,N2,t, V12(u− ỹ)a∗waub

∗
ỹ bỹ ΨN1,N2,t

〉

− 2

N

∫
dwdudỹ f~

q1,p1
(w)f~

q1,p1
(u)
〈
ΨN1,N2,t, V12(w − ỹ)a∗waub

∗
ỹ bỹ ΨN1,N2,t

〉

=
2

N

∫
dwdudỹ f~

q1,p1
(w)f~

q1,p1
(u)

(
V12(u− ỹ)− V12(w − ỹ)

)〈
ΨN1,N2,t, a

∗
waub

∗
ỹ bỹ ΨN1,N2,t

〉
.

(3.8)

Then we use the mean value theorem

V12(u− ỹ)− V12(w − ỹ) =

∫ 1

0

ds∇V12
(
s(u− ỹ) + (1 − s)(w − ỹ)

)
· (u − w). (3.9)
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Note that due to the property V12
(
s(u − ỹ) + (1 − s)(w − ỹ)

)
= V12

(
su + (1 − s)w − ỹ

)
, we can derive the

following from (3.8):

V12 =
2

N

∫
dwdudỹ f~

q1,p1
(w)f~

q1,p1
(u)

(∫ 1

0

ds∇V12
(
su+ (1 − s)w − ỹ

))
· (u− w)

〈
ΨN1,N2,t, a

∗
waub

∗
ỹ bỹΨN1,N2,t

〉

=
2i~

N

∫
dwdudỹ

∫ 1

0

ds∇V12
(
su+ (1− s)w − ỹ

)

· ∇p1

(
f~

q1,p1
(w)f~

q1,p1
(u)
) 〈

ΨN1,N2,t, a
∗
waub

∗
ỹ bỹΨN1,N2,t

〉

=
2i~

N

∫
dwdudỹ

∫ 1

0

ds∇V12
(
su+ (1− s)w − ỹ

)

· ∇p1

(
f~

q1,p1
(w)f~

q1,p1
(u)
)
〈awbỹ ΨN1,N2,t, aubỹ ΨN1,N2,t〉 ,

(3.10)

where we use the fact that

∇p1

(
f~

q1,p1
(w)f~

q1,p1
(u)
)
=

i

~
(w − u) · f~

q1,p1
(w)f~

q1,p1
(u). (3.11)

Applying the following identity

1

(2π~)3

∫
dq̃2dp̃2

∣∣f~

q̃2,p̃2

〉 〈
f~

q̃2,p̃2

∣∣ = 1, (3.12)

onto bỹ ΨN1,N2,t, we get

bỹ ΨN1,N2,t =
1

(2π~)3

∫
dq̃2dp̃2 f

~

q̃2,p̃2
(ỹ)

∫
dv f~

q̃2,p̃2
(v) bṽ ΨN1,N2,t.

Putting this back into (3.10) and using ~
3 = N−1, we get the following

V12 =
2i~

(2π)3

∫
dwdudỹ dṽdq̃2dp̃2

∫ 1

0

ds∇V12
(
su+ (1− s)w − ỹ

)

· ∇p1

(
f~

q1,p1
(w)f~

q1,p1
(u)
)
f~

q̃2,p̃2
(ỹ)f~

q̃2,p̃2
(ṽ) 〈awbỹ ΨN1,N2,t, aubṽ ΨN1,N2,t〉 .

(3.13)

Therefore, we have

V12

2i~
=

1

(2π)3

∫
dwdudỹ dṽdq̃1dp̃1

∫ 1

0

ds∇V12
(
su+ (1− s)w − ỹ

)

· ∇p1

(
f~

q1,p1
(w)f~

q1,p1
(u)
)
f~

q̃1,p̃1
(ỹ)f~

q̃1,p̃1
(ṽ) 〈awbỹ ΨN1,N2,t, aubṽ ΨN1,N2,t〉 .

(3.14)

Therefore, we divide (3.6) by 2i~ and have

∂tm
(1,0)
N1,N2,t

(q1, p1) + p1 · ∇q1m
(1,0)
N1,N2,t

(q1, p1)

= ∇q1 · ~ Im
〈
∇q1a(f

~

q1,p1
)ΨN1,N2,t, a(f

~

q1,p1
)ΨN1,N2,t

〉

+
1

(2π)3
∇p1 ·

∫∫
dwdu

∫∫
dydv

∫∫
dq2dp2

∫ 1

0

ds

∇V11
(
su+ (1− s)w − y

)
f~

q1,p1
(w)f~

q1,p1
(u)f~

q2,p2
(y)f~

q2,p2
(v) 〈ayawΨN1,N2,t, avauΨN1,N2,t〉

+
1

(2π)3
∇p1 ·

∫∫
dwdu

∫∫
dỹdṽ

∫∫
dq̃1dp̃1

∫ 1

0

ds

∇V12
(
su+ (1− s)w − ỹ

)
f~

q1,p1
(w)f~

q1,p1
(u)f~

q̃1,p̃1
(ỹ)f~

q̃1,p̃1
(ṽ) 〈awbỹΨN1,N2,t, aubṽΨN1,N2,t〉 .

(3.15)
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Thus, we obtain the desired equation for m
(1,0)
N1,N2,t

(q1, p1).

Proof of Proposition 3.2. Similar to the proof in Proposition 3.1, when considering the time derivative of
the Husimi measure involving only one species of particles, the term h2 within the Hamiltonian HN exhibits
no influence. In accordance with the demonstration found in [13, Proposition 2.2], we obtain

2i~∂tm
(k,0)
N1,N2,t

(q1, p1, . . . , qk, pk) = K1,k + V11,k + V12,k, (3.16)

where

K1,k :=

(
− ~

2

∫
(dwdu)⊗k

(
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k

∆x〈ΨN1,N2,t, a
∗
w1

· · · a∗wk
auk

· · ·au1a
∗
xaxΨN1,N2,t〉

+ ~
2

∫
(dwdu)⊗k

(
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k

∆x〈ΨN1,N2,t, a
∗
xaxa

∗
w1

· · ·a∗wk
auk

· · · au1ΨN1,N2,t〉
)

V11,k :=

(
1

N

∫
(dwdu)⊗k

∫∫
dxdy V11(x− y)

(
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k

〈ΨN1,N2,t, a
∗
w1

· · · a∗wk
auk

· · ·au1a
∗
xa

∗
yayaxΨN1,N2,t〉

− 1

N

∫
(dwdu)⊗k

∫∫
dxdy V11(x− y)

(
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k

〈ΨN1,N2,t, a
∗
xa

∗
yayaxa

∗
w1

· · · a∗wk
auk

· · ·au1ΨN1,N2,t〉
)

V12,k :=

(
2

N

∫
(dwdu)⊗k

∫∫
dxdỹ V12(x− ỹ)

(
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k

〈ΨN1,N2,t, a
∗
w1

· · · a∗wk
auk

· · ·au1a
∗
xb

∗
ỹbỹaxΨN1,N2,t〉

− 2

N

∫
(dwdu)⊗k

∫∫
dxdỹ V12(x− ỹ)

(
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k

〈ΨN1,N2,t, a
∗
xb

∗
ỹbỹaxa

∗
w1

· · ·a∗wk
auk

· · · au1ΨN1,N2,t〉
)
.

Similarly as the proposition before, for K1,k and V11,k, the analysis is exactly the same as in [13]. We have

K1,k =− 2i~pk · ∇qk
m

(k,0)
N1,N2,t

(q1, p1, . . . , qk, pk)

+ 2i~2 Im
〈
∆qk

(
a(f~

qk,pk
) · · · a(f~

q1,p1
)
)
ΨN1,N2,t, a(f

~

qk,pk
) · · ·a(f~

q1,p1
)ΨN1,N2,t

〉
,

(3.17)

and

V11,k =
2i~

(2π~)3N

k∑

j=1

∫
(dwdu)⊗k

∫
dy

[∫ 1

0

ds∇V11(suj + (1 − s)wj − y)

]

· ∇pj

(
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k
∫∫

dqk+1dpk+1 f
~

qk+1,pk+1
(y)

∫
dv f~

qk+1,pk+1
(v)

〈awk
· · · aw1ayΨN1,N2,t, auk

· · · au1avΨN1,N2,t〉

− 1

N

∫
(dwdu)⊗k

k∑

j 6=i

[
V11(uj − ui)− V11(wj − wi)

]

(
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k

〈awk
· · ·aw1ΨN1,N2,t, auk

· · · au1ΨN1,N2,t〉 .

(3.18)

17



The only new term is V12,k. We have

a∗w1
· · ·a∗wk

auk
· · · au1a

∗
xb

∗
ỹbỹax

= (−1)4ka∗xb
∗
ỹbỹaxa

∗
w1

· · · a∗wk
auk

· · · au1

− a∗w1
· · · a∗wk




k∑

j=1

(−1)jδx=uj
auk

· · · âuj
· · · au1


 b∗ỹbỹax

+ a∗xb
∗
ỹbỹ




k∑

j=1

(−1)jδx=wj
a∗w1

· · · â∗wj
· · · a∗wk


 auk

· · · au1 ,

(3.19)

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

∫∫
dxdỹ V12(x− ỹ)(a∗w1

· · · a∗wk
auk

· · · au1a
∗
xb

∗
ỹbỹax

− a∗xb
∗
ỹbỹaxa

∗
w1

· · ·a∗wk
auk

· · · au1)

= −
k∑

j=1

(−1)j
∫

dỹ

[
V12(uj − ỹ)a∗w1

· · · a∗wk
auk

· · · âuj
· · ·au1b

∗
ỹbỹauj

− V12(wj − ỹ)a∗wj
b∗ỹbỹa

∗
w1

· · · â∗wj
· · · a∗wk

auk
· · · au1

]

=
k∑

j=1

∫
dỹ (V12(uj − ỹ)− V12(wj − ỹ))a∗w1

· · ·a∗wk
b∗ỹbỹauk

· · · au1 .

(3.20)

In the last equality, we have employed the commutation relation (2.3). By following the steps from equation
(3.9) to equation (3.14), we arrive at

V12,k =
2i~

(2π)3

∫
(dwdu)⊗k

∫
dỹ

[∫ 1

0

ds∇V12(suj + (1− s)wj − ỹ)

] (
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k

∫∫
dq̃1dp̃1 f

~

q̃1,p̃1
(ỹ)

∫
dṽ f~

q̃1,p̃1
(ṽ) 〈bỹawk

· · · aw1ΨN1,N2,t, bṽauk
· · · au1ΨN1,N2,t〉 .

(3.21)

By substituting equations (3.17), (3.18), and (3.21) into (3.16), we complete the proof.

Proof of Proposition 3.3. For convenience, we rewrite (2.12) as

m
(k,ℓ)
N1,N2,t

(q1, p1, . . . , qk, pk, q̃1, p̃1, . . . , q̃ℓ, p̃ℓ)

=

∫
(dwdu)⊗k(dw̃dũ)⊗ℓ

(
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k (
f~

q̃,p̃(w̃)f
~

q̃,p̃(ũ)
)⊗ℓ

× 〈ΨN1,N2,t, a
∗
w1

· · ·a∗wk
b∗w̃1

· · · b∗w̃ℓ
bũℓ

· · · bũ1
auk

· · ·au1ΨN1,N2,t〉.

(3.22)

Then by taking the time derivative on the Husimi measure, we have

2i~∂tm
(k,ℓ)
N1,N2,t

(q1, p1, . . . , qk, pk, q̃1, p̃1, . . . , q̃ℓ, p̃ℓ) = K1,k,ℓ + V11,k,ℓ + K2,k,ℓ + V22,k,ℓ + V12,k,ℓ. (3.23)

where

K1,k,ℓ :=

(
− ~

2

∫
(dwdu)⊗k(dw̃dũ)⊗ℓdx

(
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k (
f~

q̃,p̃(w̃)f
~

q̃,p̃(ũ)
)⊗ℓ

×∆x〈ΨN1,N2,t, a
∗
w1

· · ·a∗wk
b∗w̃1

· · · b∗w̃ℓ
bũℓ

· · · bũ1
auk

· · · au1a
∗
xaxΨN1,N2,t〉

18



+ ~
2

∫
(dwdu)⊗k(dw̃dũ)⊗ℓ

(
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k (
f~

q̃,p̃(w̃)f
~

q̃,p̃(ũ)
)⊗ℓ

×∆x〈ΨN1,N2,t, a
∗
xaxa

∗
w1

· · · a∗wk
b∗w̃1

· · · b∗w̃ℓ
bũℓ

· · · bũ1
auk

· · · au1ΨN1,N2,t〉
)

V11,k,ℓ :=

(
1

N

∫
(dwdu)⊗k(dw̃dũ)⊗ℓ

∫∫
dxdy V11(x− y)

(
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k (
f~

q̃,p̃(w̃)f
~

q̃,p̃(ũ)
)⊗ℓ

× 〈ΨN1,N2,t, a
∗
w1

· · ·a∗wk
b∗w̃1

· · · b∗w̃ℓ
bũℓ

· · · bũ1
auk

· · · au1a
∗
xa

∗
yayaxΨN1,N2,t〉

− 1

N

∫
(dwdu)⊗k(dw̃dũ)⊗ℓ

∫∫
dxdy V11(x− y)

(
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k (
f~

q̃,p̃(w̃)f
~

q̃,p̃(ũ)
)⊗ℓ

× 〈ΨN1,N2,t, a
∗
xa

∗
yayaxa

∗
w1

· · ·a∗wk
b∗w̃1

· · · b∗w̃ℓ
bũℓ

· · · bũ1
auk

· · · au1ΨN1,N2,t〉
)

K2,k,ℓ :=

(
− ~

2

∫
(dwdu)⊗k(dw̃dũ)⊗ℓdx̃

(
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k (
f~

q̃,p̃(w̃)f
~

q̃,p̃(ũ)
)⊗ℓ

×∆x̃〈ΨN1,N2,t, a
∗
w1

· · ·a∗wk
b∗w̃1

· · · b∗w̃ℓ
bũℓ

· · · bũ1
auk

· · · au1b
∗
x̃bx̃ΨN1,N2,t〉

+ ~
2

∫
(dwdu)⊗k(dw̃dũ)⊗ℓ

(
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k (
f~

q̃,p̃(w̃)f
~

q̃,p̃(ũ)
)⊗ℓ

×∆x̃〈ΨN1,N2,t, b
∗
x̃bx̃a

∗
w1

· · · a∗wk
b∗w̃1

· · · b∗w̃ℓ
bũℓ

· · · bũ1
auk

· · · au1ΨN1,N2,t〉
)

V22,k,ℓ :=

(
1

N

∫
(dwdu)⊗k(dw̃dũ)⊗ℓ

∫∫
dx̃dỹ V22(x̃− ỹ)

(
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k (
f~

q̃,p̃(w̃)f
~

q̃,p̃(ũ)
)⊗ℓ

× 〈ΨN1,N2,t, a
∗
w1

· · ·a∗wk
b∗w̃1

· · · b∗w̃ℓ
bũℓ

· · · bũ1
auk

· · · au1b
∗
x̃b

∗
ỹbỹbx̃ΨN1,N2,t〉

− 1

N

∫
(dwdu)⊗k(dw̃dũ)⊗ℓ

∫∫
dx̃dỹ V22(x̃− ỹ)

(
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k (
f~

q̃,p̃(w̃)f
~

q̃,p̃(ũ)
)⊗ℓ

× 〈ΨN1,N2,t, b
∗
x̃b

∗
ỹbỹbx̃a

∗
w1

· · ·a∗wk
b∗w̃1

· · · b∗w̃ℓ
bũℓ

· · · bũ1
auk

· · · au1ΨN1,N2,t〉
)

V12,k,ℓ :=

(
2

N

∫
(dwdu)⊗k(dw̃dũ)⊗ℓ

∫∫
dxdỹ V12(x− ỹ)

(
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k (
f~

q̃,p̃(w̃)f
~

q̃,p̃(ũ)
)⊗ℓ

× 〈ΨN1,N2,t, a
∗
w1

· · ·a∗wk
b∗w̃1

· · · b∗w̃ℓ
bũℓ

· · · bũ1
auk

· · · au1a
∗
xb

∗
ỹbỹaxΨN1,N2,t〉

− 2

N

∫
(dwdu)⊗k(dw̃dũ)⊗ℓ

∫∫
dxdỹ V12(x− ỹ)

(
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k (
f~

q̃,p̃(w̃)f
~

q̃,p̃(ũ)
)⊗ℓ

× 〈ΨN1,N2,t, a
∗
xb

∗
ỹbỹaxa

∗
w1

· · · a∗wk
b∗w̃1

· · · b∗w̃ℓ
bũℓ

· · · bũ1
auk

· · · au1ΨN1,N2,t〉
)
.

Since the Hamiltonian h1 acts only on the first species, While the terms K1,k,ℓ and V11,k,ℓ contain b and b
∗,

we can still apply the analysis for a single species to them. By utilizing the commutation relation (2.3) and
treating the expression bũℓ

· · · bũ1
ΨN1,N2,t as a unified entity, we obtain the following result

K1,k,ℓ =

∫
(dw̃dũ)⊗ℓdx

(
f~

q̃,p̃(w̃)f
~

q̃,p̃(ũ)
)⊗ℓ

[
− ~

2

∫
(dwdu)⊗k

(
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k

×∆x〈(bũℓ
· · · bũ1

ΨN1,N2,t), a
∗
w1

· · ·a∗wk
auk

· · · au1a
∗
xax(bũℓ

· · · bũ1
ΨN1,N2,t)〉

+ ~
2

∫
(dwdu)⊗k

(
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k

×∆x〈(bũℓ
· · · bũ1

ΨN1,N2,t), a
∗
xaxa

∗
w1

· · · a∗wk
auk

· · · au1(bũℓ
· · · bũ1

ΨN1,N2,t)〉
]
.

(3.24)
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The part within the square brackets exhibits the same structure as K1,k. Applying equation (3.17) to it
yields

K1,k,ℓ =− 2i~pk · ∇qk
m

(k,ℓ)
N1,N2,t

(q1, p1, . . . , qk, pk, q̃1, p̃1, . . . , q̃ℓ, p̃ℓ)

+ 2i~2 Im
〈
∆qk

(
b(f~

q̃ℓ,p̃ℓ
) · · · b(f~

q̃1,p̃1
)a(f~

qk,pk
) · · · a(f~

q1,p1
)
)
ΨN1,N2,t,

b(f~

q̃ℓ,p̃ℓ
) · · · b(f~

q̃1,p̃1
)a(f~

qk,pk
) · · · a(f~

q1,p1
)ΨN1,N2,t

〉
.

(3.25)

Similarly, we have

V11,k,ℓ =
2i~

(2π~)3N

k∑

j=1

∫
(dwdu)⊗k(dw̃dũ)⊗ℓ

∫
dy

[∫ 1

0

ds∇V11(suj + (1− s)wj − y)

]

· ∇pj

(
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k (
f~

q̃,p̃(w̃)f
~

q̃,p̃(ũ)
)⊗ℓ

∫∫
dqk+1dpk+1 f

~

qk+1,pk+1
(y)

∫
dv f~

qk+1,pk+1
(v)

〈bw̃ℓ
. . . bw̃1

awk
· · · aw1ayΨN1,N2,t, bũℓ

. . . bũ1
auk

· · ·au1avΨN1,N2,t〉

− 1

N

∫
(dwdu)⊗k(dw̃dũ)⊗ℓ

k∑

j 6=i

[
V11(uj − ui)− V11(wj − wi)

]

(
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k (
f~

q̃,p̃(w̃)f
~

q̃,p̃(ũ)
)⊗ℓ

〈bw̃ℓ
. . . bw̃1

awk
· · ·aw1ΨN1,N2,t, bũℓ

. . . bũ1
auk

· · · au1ΨN1,N2,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:

K2,k,ℓ =− 2i~p̃ℓ · ∇q̃ℓ
m

(k,ℓ)
N1,N2,t

(q1, p1, . . . , qk, pk, q̃1, p̃1, . . . , q̃ℓ, p̃ℓ)

+ 2i~2 Im
〈
∆q̃ℓ

(
b(f~

q̃ℓ,p̃ℓ
) · · · b(f~

q̃1,p̃1
)a(f~

qk,pk
) · · · a(f~

q1,p1
)
)
ΨN1,N2,t,

b(f~

q̃ℓ,p̃ℓ
) · · · b(f~

q̃1,p̃1
)a(f~

qk,pk
) · · · a(f~

q1,p1
)ΨN1,N2,t

〉
,

(3.27)

and

V22,k,ℓ =
2i~

(2π~)3N

ℓ∑

j=1

∫
(dwdu)⊗k(dw̃dũ)⊗ℓ

∫
dỹ

[∫ 1

0

ds∇V22(sũj + (1− s)w̃j − ỹ)

]

·
(
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k

∇p̃j

(
f~

q̃,p̃(w̃)f
~

q̃,p̃(ũ)
)⊗ℓ

∫∫
dq̃ℓ+1dp̃ℓ+1 f

~

q̃ℓ+1,p̃ℓ+1
(ỹ)

∫
dṽ f~

q̃ℓ+1,p̃ℓ+1
(ṽ)

〈bw̃ℓ
. . . bw̃1

bỹawk
· · · aw1ΨN1,N2,t, bũℓ

. . . bũ1
bṽauk

· · ·au1ΨN1,N2,t〉

− 1

N

∫
(dwdu)⊗k(dw̃dũ)⊗ℓ

ℓ∑

j 6=i

[
V22(ũj − ũi)− V22(w̃j − w̃i)

]

(
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k (
f~

q̃,p̃(w̃)f
~

q̃,p̃(ũ)
)⊗ℓ

〈bw̃ℓ
. . . bw̃1

awk
· · ·aw1ΨN1,N2,t, bũℓ

. . . bũ1
auk

· · · au1ΨN1,N2,t〉 .
(3.28)

Then we consider part V12,k,ℓ of (3.23),

V12,k,ℓ =
2

N

∫
(dwdu)⊗k(dw̃dũ)⊗ℓ

∫∫
dxdỹ V12(x − ỹ)

(
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k (
f~

q̃,p̃(w̃)f
~

q̃,p̃(ũ)
)⊗ℓ

× 〈ΨN1,N2,t, a
∗
w1

· · · a∗wk
b∗w̃1

· · · b∗w̃ℓ
bũℓ

· · · bũ1
auk

· · · au1a
∗
xb

∗
ỹbỹaxΨN1,N2,t〉

− 2

N

∫
(dwdu)⊗k(dw̃dũ)⊗ℓ

∫∫
dxdỹ V12(x− ỹ)

(
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k (
f~

q̃,p̃(w̃)f
~

q̃,p̃(ũ)
)⊗ℓ

× 〈ΨN1,N2,t, a
∗
xb

∗
ỹbỹaxa

∗
w1

· · · a∗wk
b∗w̃1

· · · b∗w̃ℓ
bũℓ

· · · bũ1
auk

· · ·au1ΨN1,N2,t〉.
(3.29)
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Observe that we have

a∗w1
· · · a∗wk

b∗w̃1
· · · b∗w̃ℓ

bũℓ
· · · bũ1

auk
· · · au1a

∗
xb

∗
ỹbỹax

= (−1)4(k+ℓ)a∗xb
∗
ỹbỹaxa

∗
w1

· · · a∗wk
b∗w̃1

· · · b∗w̃ℓ
bũℓ

· · · bũ1
auk

· · · au1

− a∗w1
· · · a∗wk

b∗w̃1
· · · b∗w̃ℓ

bũℓ
· · · bũ1




k∑

j=1

(−1)jδx=uj
auk

· · · âuj
· · · au1


 b∗ỹbỹax

− a∗xa
∗
w1

· · · a∗wk
b∗w̃1

· · · b∗w̃ℓ




ℓ∑

j=1

(−1)jδỹ=ũj
bũℓ

· · · b̂ũj
· · · bũ1


 auk

· · · au1bỹax

+ a∗xb
∗
ỹa

∗
w1

· · ·a∗wk




ℓ∑

j=1

(−1)jδỹ=w̃j
b∗w̃1

· · · b̂∗w̃j
· · · b∗w̃ℓ


 bũℓ

· · · bũ1
auk

· · · au1ax

+ a∗xb
∗
ỹbỹ




k∑

j=1

(−1)jδx=wj
a∗w1

· · · â∗wj
· · ·a∗wk


 b∗w̃1

· · · b∗w̃ℓ
bũℓ

· · · bũ1
auk

· · · au1 . (3.30)

From (3.29), we have that

∫∫
dxdỹ V12(x− ỹ)(a∗w1

· · · a∗wk
b∗w̃1

· · · b∗w̃ℓ
bũℓ

· · · bũ1
auk

· · ·au1a
∗
xb

∗
ỹbỹax

− a∗xb
∗
ỹbỹaxa

∗
w1

· · · a∗wk
b∗w̃1

· · · b∗w̃ℓ
bũℓ

· · · bũ1
auk

· · · au1)

= −
k∑

j=1

(−1)j
∫

dỹ

[
V12(uj − ỹ)a∗w1

· · · a∗wk
b∗w̃1

· · · b∗w̃ℓ
bũℓ

· · · bũ1
auk

· · · âuj
· · ·au1b

∗
ỹbỹauj

− V12(wj − ỹ)a∗wj
b∗ỹbỹa

∗
w1

· · · â∗wj
· · · a∗wk

b∗w̃1
· · · b∗w̃ℓ

bũℓ
· · · bũ1

auk
· · · au1

]

−
ℓ∑

j=1

(−1)j
∫

dx

[
V12(x− ũj)a

∗
xa

∗
w1

· · ·a∗wk
b∗w̃1

· · · b∗w̃ℓ
bũℓ

· · · b̂ũj
· · · bũ1

auk
· · · au1bũj

ax

− V12(x− w̃j)a
∗
xb

∗
w̃j
a∗w1

· · · a∗wk
b∗w̃1

· · · b̂∗w̃j
· · · b∗w̃ℓ

bũℓ
· · · bũ1

auk
· · · au1ax

]

=

k∑

j=1

∫
dỹ

[
V12(uj − ỹ)a∗w1

· · · a∗wk
b∗w̃1

· · · b∗w̃ℓ
bũℓ

· · · bũ1
auk

· · · au1b
∗
ỹbỹ

− V12(wj − ỹ)b∗ỹbỹa
∗
w1

· · ·a∗wk
b∗w̃1

· · · b∗w̃ℓ
bũℓ

· · · bũ1
auk

· · ·au1

]

+

ℓ∑

j=1

∫
dx

[
V12(x− ũj)a

∗
xa

∗
w1

· · · a∗wk
b∗w̃1

· · · b∗w̃ℓ
bũℓ

· · · bũ1
auk

· · · au1ax

− V12(x− w̃j)a
∗
xa

∗
w1

· · · a∗wk
b∗w̃1

· · · b∗w̃ℓ
bũℓ

· · · bũ1
auk

· · · au1ax

]

=: J1 + J2. (3.31)

We use CAR to obtain

J1 =

k∑

j=1

∫
dỹ (V12(uj − ỹ)− V12(wj − ỹ))a∗w1

· · ·a∗wk
b∗ỹb

∗
w̃1

· · · b∗w̃ℓ
bũℓ

· · · bũ1
bỹauk

· · ·au1
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+
k∑

j=1

ℓ∑

i=1

(−1)i
∫

dỹ V12(uj − ỹ)δỹ=ũi
a∗w1

· · ·a∗wk
b∗w̃1

· · · b∗w̃ℓ
bũℓ

· · · b̂ũi
· · · bũ1

bỹauk
· · · au1

−
k∑

j=1

ℓ∑

i=1

(−1)i
∫

dỹ V12(wj − ỹ)δỹ=w̃i
a∗w1

· · · a∗wk
b∗ỹb

∗
w̃1

· · · b̂∗w̃i
· · · b∗w̃ℓ

bũℓ
· · · bũ1

auk
· · · au1

=

k∑

j=1

∫
dỹ (V12(uj − ỹ)− V12(wj − ỹ))a∗w1

· · ·a∗wk
b∗ỹb

∗
w̃1

· · · b∗w̃ℓ
bũℓ

· · · bũ1
bỹauk

· · ·au1

−
k∑

j=1

ℓ∑

i=1

∫
dỹ (V12(uj − ũi)− V12(wj − w̃i))a

∗
w1

· · · a∗wk
b∗w̃1

· · · b∗w̃ℓ
bũℓ

· · · bũ1
auk

· · · au1 .

For another part, we have

J2 =
ℓ∑

j=1

∫
dx(V12(x− ũj)− V12(x− w̃j))a

∗
xa

∗
w1

· · · a∗wk
b∗w̃1

· · · b∗w̃ℓ
bũℓ

· · · bũ1
auk

· · · au1ax.

Thus we have

V12,k,ℓ =
2

N

∫
(dwdu)⊗k(dw̃dũ)⊗ℓ

∫
dỹ

k∑

j=1

(V12(uj − ỹ)− V12(wj − ỹ))
(
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k

(
f~

q̃,p̃(w̃)f
~

q̃,p̃(ũ)
)⊗ℓ

〈bw̃ℓ
· · · bw̃1

bỹawk
· · · aw1ΨN1,N2,t, bũℓ

· · · bũ1
bỹauk

· · · au1ΨN1,N2,t〉

+
2

N

∫
(dwdu)⊗k(dw̃dũ)⊗ℓ

∫
dx

ℓ∑

j=1

(V12(x− ũj)− V12(x− w̃j))
(
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k

(
f~

q̃,p̃(w̃)f
~

q̃,p̃(ũ)
)⊗ℓ

〈bw̃ℓ
· · · bw̃1

awk
· · · aw1axΨN1,N2,t, bũℓ

· · · bũ1
auk

· · ·au1axΨN1,N2,t〉

− 2

N

∫
(dwdu)⊗k(dw̃dũ)⊗ℓ

∫
dỹ

k∑

j=1

ℓ∑

i=1

(V12(uj − ũi)− V12(wj − w̃i))
(
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k

(
f~

q̃,p̃(w̃)f
~

q̃,p̃(ũ)
)⊗ℓ

〈bw̃ℓ
· · · bw̃1

awk
· · · aw1ΨN1,N2,t, bũℓ

· · · bũ1
auk

· · · au1ΨN1,N2,t〉

=
2i~

N

k∑

j=1

∫
(dwdu)⊗k(dw̃dũ)⊗ℓ

∫
dỹ

∫ 1

0

ds∇V12(suj + (1− s)wj − ỹ) · ∇pj

(
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k

(
f~

q̃,p̃(w̃)f
~

q̃,p̃(ũ)
)⊗ℓ

〈bw̃ℓ
· · · bw̃1

bỹawk
· · · aw1ΨN1,N2,t, bũℓ

· · · bũ1
bỹauk

· · · au1ΨN1,N2,t〉

+
2i~

N

ℓ∑

j=1

∫
(dwdu)⊗k(dw̃dũ)⊗ℓ

∫
dx

∫ 1

0

ds∇V12(sũj + (1− s)w̃j − x) ·
(
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k

∇p̃j

(
f~

q̃,p̃(w̃)f
~

q̃,p̃(ũ)
)⊗ℓ

〈bw̃ℓ
· · · bw̃1

awk
· · · aw1axΨN1,N2,t, bũℓ

· · · bũ1
auk

· · · au1axΨN1,N2,t〉

− 2

N

k∑

j=1

ℓ∑

i=1

∫
(dwdu)⊗k(dw̃dũ)⊗ℓ

∫
dỹ (V12(uj − ũi)− V12(wj − w̃i))

(
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k

(
f~

q̃,p̃(w̃)f
~

q̃,p̃(ũ)
)⊗ℓ

〈bw̃ℓ
· · · bw̃1

awk
· · · aw1ΨN1,N2,t, bũℓ

· · · bũ1
auk

· · · au1ΨN1,N2,t〉.
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We apply the projection (2.2) and get

V12,k,ℓ =
2i~

N

k∑

j=1

∫
(dwdu)⊗k(dw̃dũ)⊗ℓ

∫
dỹ

∫ 1

0

ds∇V12(suj + (1− s)wj − ỹ) · ∇pj

(
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k

(
f~

q̃,p̃(w̃)f
~

q̃,p̃(ũ)
)⊗ℓ

〈bw̃ℓ
· · · bw̃1

bỹawk
· · ·aw1ΨN1,N2,t, bũℓ

· · · bũ1
1bỹauk

· · · au1ΨN1,N2,t〉

+
2i~

N

ℓ∑

j=1

∫
(dwdu)⊗k(dw̃dũ)⊗ℓ

∫
dx

∫ 1

0

ds∇V12(sũj + (1 − s)w̃j − x) ·
(
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k

∇p̃j

(
f~

q̃,p̃(w̃)f
~

q̃,p̃(ũ)
)⊗ℓ

〈bw̃ℓ
· · · bw̃1

awk
· · ·aw1axΨN1,N2,t, bũℓ

· · · bũ1
auk

· · · au11axΨN1,N2,t〉

− 2

N

k∑

j=1

ℓ∑

i=1

∫
(dwdu)⊗k(dw̃dũ)⊗ℓ

∫
dỹ (V12(uj − ũi)− V12(wj − w̃i))

(
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k

(
f~

q̃,p̃(w̃)f
~

q̃,p̃(ũ)
)⊗ℓ

〈bw̃ℓ
· · · bw̃1

awk
· · · aw1ΨN1,N2,t, bũℓ

· · · bũ1
auk

· · ·au1ΨN1,N2,t〉

=
2i~

(2π)3

k∑

j=1

∫
(dwdu)⊗k(dw̃dũ)⊗ℓ

∫
dỹ

∫ 1

0

ds∇V12(suj + (1− s)wj − ỹ) · ∇pj

(
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k

(
f~

q̃,p̃(w̃)f
~

q̃,p̃(ũ)
)⊗ℓ

∫∫
dq̃ℓ+1dp̃ℓ+1 f

~

q̃ℓ+1,p̃ℓ+1
(ỹ)

∫
dṽ f~

q̃ℓ+1,p̃ℓ+1
(ṽ)

〈bw̃ℓ
· · · bw̃1

bỹawk
· · · aw1ΨN1,N2,t, bũℓ

· · · bũ1
bṽauk

· · ·au1ΨN1,N2,t〉

+
2i~

(2π)3

ℓ∑

j=1

∫
(dwdu)⊗k(dw̃dũ)⊗ℓ

∫
dx

∫ 1

0

ds∇V12(sũj + (1− s)w̃j − x) ·
(
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k

∇p̃j

(
f~

q̃,p̃(w̃)f
~

q̃,p̃(ũ)
)⊗ℓ

∫∫
dqk+1dpk+1 f

~

qk+1,pk+1
(x)

∫
dv f~

qk+1,pk+1
(v)

〈bw̃ℓ
· · · bw̃1

awk
· · ·aw1axΨN1,N2,t, bũℓ

· · · bũ1
auk

· · · au1avΨN1,N2,t〉

− 2

N

k∑

j=1

ℓ∑

i=1

∫
(dwdu)⊗k(dw̃dũ)⊗ℓ

∫
dỹ (V12(uj − ũi)− V12(wj − w̃i))

(
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k

(
f~

q̃,p̃(w̃)f
~

q̃,p̃(ũ)
)⊗ℓ

〈bw̃ℓ
· · · bw̃1

awk
· · · aw1ΨN1,N2,t, bũℓ

· · · bũ1
auk

· · ·au1ΨN1,N2,t〉. (3.32)

The proof is completed by substituting (3.25), (3.26), (3.27), (3.28), and (3.32) into (3.23).

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, ϕ, φ, ϕ̃, φ̃ will denote test functions. Moreover, k, ℓ are non-negative integers.

4.1 R1,k,ℓ and R2,k,ℓ

Recall the remainder terms in Proposition 3.3, i.e.,

R1,k,ℓ :=~ Im
〈
b(f~

q̃ℓ,p̃ℓ
) · · · b(f~

q̃1,p̃1
)∇qk

(
a(f~

qk,pk
) · · · a(f~

q1,p1
)
)
ΨN1,N2,t,

b(f~

q̃ℓ,p̃ℓ
) · · · b(f~

q̃1,p̃1
)a(f~

qk,pk
) · · · a(f~

q1,p1
)ΨN1,N2,t

〉
,

R2,k,ℓ :=~ Im
〈
∇q̃ℓ

(
b(f~

q̃ℓ,p̃ℓ
) · · · b(f~

q̃1,p̃1
)
)
a(f~

qk,pk
) · · · a(f~

q1,p1
)ΨN1,N2,t,

b(f~

q̃ℓ,p̃ℓ
) · · · b(f~

q̃1,p̃1
)a(f~

qk,pk
) · · · a(f~

q1,p1
)ΨN1,N2,t

〉
.

(4.1)

23



Proposition 4.1. Under Assumption 1, we have: for 1 ≤ k ≤ N1 and 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ N2

∣∣∣∣
∫

dq⊗kdp⊗kdq̃⊗ℓdp̃⊗ℓ ϕ⊗kφ⊗kϕ̃⊗ℓφ̃⊗ℓ∇qk
· R1,k,ℓ(q1, p1, . . . , qk, pk, q̃1, p̃1, . . . , q̃ℓ, p̃ℓ)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Ct~
1
2 , (4.2)

and for 0 ≤ k ≤ N1 and 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ N2

∣∣∣∣
∫

dq⊗kdp⊗kdq̃⊗ℓdp̃⊗ℓ ϕ⊗kφ⊗kϕ̃⊗ℓφ̃⊗ℓ∇q̃ℓ
· R2,k,ℓ(q1, p1, . . . , qk, pk, q̃1, p̃1, . . . , q̃ℓ, p̃ℓ)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Ct~
1
2 , (4.3)

where C depends on ϕ, φ, ϕ̃, φ̃, f, k, ℓ.

Remark 4.1. The following proof, as well as the subsequent proofs of Proposition 4.2, 4.3, 4.4, and 4.5,
actually only deal with the errors given in Proposition 3.3, that is, the most complex situation where
k, ℓ ≥ 1. For the control of the errors given in Propositions 3.1 and 3.2, that is, the case where one of k
and l 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 4.1. For 1 ≤ j ≤ k, the j-th component of R1,k,ℓ is given as

(R1,k,ℓ)j :=~ Im
〈(
b(f~

q̃ℓ,p̃ℓ
) · · · b(f~

q̃1,p̃1
)∇qja(f

~

qk,pk
) · · · a(f~

q1,p1
)
)
ΨN1,N2,t,

b(f~

q̃ℓ,p̃ℓ
) · · · b(f~

q̃1,p̃1
)a(f~

qk,pk
) · · · a(f~

q1,p1
)ΨN1,N2,t

〉
.

So we have
∫

dp1 . . . dpkdp̃1 . . . dp̃ℓ
∣∣(R1,k,ℓ)j(q1, p1, . . . , qk, pk, q̃1, p̃1, . . . , q̃ℓ, p̃ℓ)

∣∣

≤ ~

∫
dp1 . . .dpkdp̃1 . . . dp̃ℓ ‖b(f~

q̃ℓ,p̃ℓ
) · · · b(f~

q̃1,p̃1
)∇qja(f

~

qk,pk
) · · ·a(f~

q1,p1
)ΨN1,N2,t‖

× ‖b(f~

q̃ℓ,p̃ℓ
) · · · b(f~

q̃1,p̃1
)a(f~

qk,pk
) · · · a(f~

q1,p1
)ΨN1,N2,t‖

≤
[
~
2

∫
dp1 . . .dpkdp̃1 . . . dp̃ℓ

〈
b(f~

q̃ℓ,p̃ℓ
) · · · b(f~

q̃1,p̃1
)∇qja(f

~

qk,pk
) · · ·a(f~

q1,p1
)ΨN1,N2,t,

b(f~

q̃ℓ,p̃ℓ
) · · · b(f~

q̃1,p̃1
)∇qja(f

~

qk,pk
) · · · a(f~

q1,p1
)ΨN1,N2,t

〉] 1
2

×
[ ∫

dp1 . . . dpkdp̃1 . . .dp̃ℓmN1,N2,t(q1, p1, . . . , qk, pk, q̃1, p̃1, . . . , q̃ℓ, p̃ℓ)

] 1
2

= (2π)
3
2

[
~
2

∫
dp1 . . . dpkdp̃1 . . .dp̃ℓ

〈
b(f~

q̃ℓ,p̃ℓ
) · · · b(f~

q̃1,p̃1
)∇qja(f

~

qk,pk
) · · · a(f~

q1,p1
)ΨN1,N2,t,

b(f~

q̃ℓ,p̃ℓ
) · · · b(f~

q̃1,p̃1
)∇qja(f

~

qk,pk
) · · · a(f~

q1,p1
)ΨN1,N2,t

〉] 1
2

ρ
1
2

N1,N2,t
(q1, . . . , qk, q̃1, . . . , q̃ℓ)

= (2π)
3
2

[
~
2− 3

2 (k+ℓ)

∫
dp1 . . . dpkdp̃1 . . .dp̃ℓ

∫
dw1 . . .dwkdu1 . . . dukdw̃1 . . . dw̃ℓdũ1 . . . dũℓ

(∏

i6=j

f

(
wi − qi√

~

)
f

(
ui − qi√

~

)
e

i
~
pi·(wi−ui)

)(
∇qjf

(
wj − qj√

~

)
∇qjf

(
uj − qj√

~

)
e

i
~
pj ·(wj−uj)

)

(
ℓ∏

i=1

f

(
w̃i − q̃i√

~

)
f

(
ũi − q̃i√

~

)
e

i
~
p̃i·(wi−ui)

)

×
〈
ΨN1,N2,t, a

∗
w1
. . . a∗wk

b∗w̃1
. . . b∗w̃ℓ

bũ1
. . . bũℓ

au1 . . . auk
ΨN1,N2,t

〉
] 1

2

ρ
1
2

N1,N2,t
(q1, . . . , qk, q̃1, . . . , q̃ℓ)
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≤ (2π)3(k+ℓ+ 1
2 )

[
~
2+ 3

2 (k+ℓ)

∫
dw1 . . .dwkdw̃1 . . . dw̃ℓ ~

−1

∣∣∣∣∇f
(
wj − qj√

~

)∣∣∣∣
2∏

i6=j

∣∣∣∣f
(
wi − qi√

~

)∣∣∣∣
2

ℓ∏

i=1

∣∣∣∣f
(
w̃i − q̃i√

~

)∣∣∣∣
2 〈

ΨN1,N2,t, a
∗
w1
. . . a∗wk

b∗w̃1
. . . b∗w̃ℓ

bũ1
. . . bũℓ

au1 . . . auk
ΨN1,N2,t

〉
] 1

2

ρ
1
2

N1,N2,t
(q1, . . . , qk)

= (2π)3(k+ℓ+ 1
2 )~

1
2 (1+3k+3ℓ)

[∫
dw1 . . .dwkdw̃1 . . . dw̃ℓ ~

− 3
2k

∣∣∣∣∇f
(
wj − qj√

~

)∣∣∣∣
2∏

i6=j

∣∣∣∣f
(
wi − qi√

~

)∣∣∣∣
2

h−
3
2 ℓ

ℓ∏

i=1

∣∣∣∣f
(
w̃i − q̃i√

~

)∣∣∣∣
2 〈

ΨN1,N2,t, a
∗
w1
. . . a∗wk

b∗w̃1
. . . b∗w̃ℓ

bũ1
. . . bũℓ

au1 . . . auk
ΨN1,N2,t

〉
] 1

2

ρ
1
2

N1,N2,t
(q1, . . . , qk, q̃1, . . . , q̃ℓ).

This implies, by using Hölder inequality, that

∫
dq1 . . . dqkdq̃1 . . . dq̃ℓ

∣∣∣
∫

dp1 . . . dpkdp̃1 . . .dp̃k
∣∣(R1,k,ℓ)j(q1, p1, . . . , qk, pk, q̃1, p̃1, . . . , q̃ℓ, p̃ℓ)

∣∣
∣∣∣

≤ (2π)3(k+ℓ+ 1
2 )~

1
2 (1+3k+3ℓ)

[∫
dq1 . . . dqkdq̃1 . . . dq̃ℓdw1 . . . dwkdw̃1 . . . dw̃ℓ

(∏

i6=j

~
− 3

2

∣∣∣∣f
(
wi − qi√

~

)∣∣∣∣
4
)

(
~
− 3

2

∣∣∣∣∇f
(
wj − qj√

~

)∣∣∣∣
4
)(

ℓ∏

j=1

~
− 3

2

∣∣∣∣f
(
w̃j − q̃j√

~

)∣∣∣∣
4
)
〈
ΨN1,N2,t, a

∗
w1
. . . a∗wk

a∗w̃1
. . . a∗w̃ℓ

aũ1
. . . aũℓ

au1 . . . auk
ΨN1,N2,t

〉
] 1

2

×
[∫

dq1 . . . dqkdq̃1 . . . dq̃ℓ ρN1,N2,t(q1, . . . , qk, q̃1, . . . , q̃ℓ)

] 1
2

≤ Ct~
1
2 (1+3k+3ℓ)‖∇f‖4‖f‖k+ℓ−1

4

〈
ΨN1,N2,t,N k

1 N ℓ
2ΨN1,N2,t

〉 1
2

≤ Ct~
1
2 (1+3k+3ℓ)N

k
2
1 N

ℓ
2
2 ≤ Ct~

1
2 (1+3k+3ℓ)N

k+ℓ
2 = Ct~

1
2 (1+3k+3ℓ)− 3

2 (k+ℓ) = Ct~
1
2 .

In the above estimate, we utilized the bounded nature of ‖ρN1,N2,t‖ 5
3
, which can be constrained by the

kinetic energy through the fundamental kinetic energy inequality [31]. Additionally, we acquire:

∣∣∣∣
∫

dq⊗kdp⊗kdq̃⊗ℓdp̃⊗ℓ ϕ⊗kφ⊗kϕ̃⊗ℓφ̃⊗ℓ ∇qk
· R1,k,ℓ(q1, p1, . . . , qk, pk, q̃1, p̃1, . . . , q̃ℓ, p̃ℓ)

∣∣∣∣

≤
k∑

j=1

∣∣∣∣
∫

dq⊗kdp⊗kdq̃⊗ℓdp̃⊗ℓ ϕ⊗kφ⊗kϕ̃⊗ℓφ̃⊗ℓ ∇qj · (R1,k,ℓ)j(q1, p1, . . . , qk, pk, q̃1, p̃1, . . . , q̃ℓ, p̃ℓ)

∣∣∣∣

≤
k∑

j=1

‖∇ϕ‖L∞(R3)‖ϕ‖k+ℓ−1
L∞(R3)

(∫
dq⊗kdq̃⊗ℓ

∣∣∣∣∣

∫
dp⊗kdp̃⊗ℓ

( k∏

i=1

φ(pi)
)( ℓ∏

i=1

φ(p̃i)
)

(R1,k,ℓ)j(q1, p1, . . . , qk, pk, q̃1, p̃1, . . . , q̃ℓ, p̃ℓ)

∣∣∣∣∣

)

≤
k∑

j=1

‖∇ϕ‖L∞(R3)‖ϕ‖k+ℓ−1
L∞(R3)‖φ‖k+ℓ

L∞(R3)

(∫
dq⊗kdq̃⊗ℓ

∣∣∣∣∣

∫
dp⊗kdp̃⊗ℓ(R1,k,ℓ)j(q1, p1, . . . , qk, pk, q̃1, p̃1, . . . , q̃ℓ, p̃ℓ)

∣∣∣∣∣

)

≤ Ct~
1
2 .

By interchanging the roles of the two species, we can get (4.3) correspondingly.
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4.2 R̃11,k,ℓ, R̃12,k,ℓ, and R̃22,k,ℓ

Recall the remainder terms in Proposition 3.2, i.e.,

(R̃11,k,ℓ)j :=
1

(2π)3

∫
(dwdu)⊗k(dw̃dũ)⊗ℓ

∫
dy

[∫ 1

0

ds∇V11(suj + (1− s)wj − y)

]

(
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k (
f~

q̃,p̃(w̃)f
~

q̃,p̃(ũ)
)⊗ℓ

∫∫
dqk+1dpk+1 f

~

qk+1,pk+1
(y)

∫
dv f~

qk+1,pk+1
(v)

〈bw̃ℓ
. . . bw̃1

awk
· · · aw1ayΨN1,N2,t, bũℓ

. . . bũ1
auk

· · · au1avΨN1,N2,t〉

− 1

(2π)3

∫∫
dqk+1dpk+1 ∇V11(qj − qk+1)m

(k+1,ℓ)
N1,N2,t

(q1, p1, . . . , qk+1, pk+1, q̃1, p̃1, . . . , q̃ℓ, p̃ℓ),

(R̃12,1,k,ℓ)j :=
1

(2π)3

∫
(dwdu)⊗k(dw̃dũ)⊗ℓ

∫
dỹ

[∫ 1

0

ds∇V12(suj + (1− s)wj − ỹ)

]

(
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k (
f~

q̃,p̃(w̃)f
~

q̃,p̃(ũ)
)⊗ℓ

∫∫
dq̃ℓ+1dp̃ℓ+1 f

~

q̃ℓ+1,p̃ℓ+1
(ỹ)

∫
dṽ f~

q̃ℓ+1,p̃ℓ+1
(ṽ)

〈bw̃ℓ
· · · bw̃1

bỹawk
· · · aw1ΨN1,N2,t, bũℓ

· · · bũ1
bṽauk

· · · au1ΨN1,N2,t〉

− 1

(2π)3

∫∫
dq̃ℓ+1dp̃ℓ+1∇V12(qj − q̃ℓ+1)m

(k,ℓ+1)
N1,N2,t

(q1, p1, . . . , qk, pk, q̃1, p̃1, . . . , q̃ℓ+1, p̃ℓ+1),

(R̃12,2,k,ℓ)j :=
1

(2π)3

∫
(dwdu)⊗k(dw̃dũ)⊗ℓ

∫
dx

[∫ 1

0

ds∇V12(sũj + (1− s)w̃j − x)

]

(
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k (
f~

q̃,p̃(w̃)f
~

q̃,p̃(ũ)
)⊗ℓ

∫∫
dqk+1dpk+1 f

~

qk+1,pk+1
(x)

∫
dv f~

qk+1,pk+1
(v)

〈bw̃ℓ
· · · bw̃1

awk
· · ·aw1axΨN1,N2,t, bũℓ

· · · bũ1
auk

· · · au1avΨN1,N2,t〉

− 1

(2π)3

∫∫
dqk+1dpk+1 ∇V12(qk+1 − q̃j)m

(k+1,ℓ)
N1,N2,t

(q1, p1, . . . , qk+1, pk+1, q̃1, p̃1, . . . , q̃ℓ, p̃ℓ),

(R̃22,k,ℓ)j :=
1

(2π)3

∫
(dwdu)⊗k(dw̃dũ)⊗ℓ

∫
dỹ

[∫ 1

0

ds∇V22(sũj + (1− s)w̃j − ỹ)

]

(
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k (
f~

q̃,p̃(w̃)f
~

q̃,p̃(ũ)
)⊗ℓ

∫∫
dq̃ℓ+1dp̃ℓ+1 f

~

q̃ℓ+1,p̃ℓ+1
(ỹ)

∫
dṽ f~

q̃ℓ+1,p̃ℓ+1
(ṽ)

〈bw̃ℓ
. . . bw̃1

bỹawk
· · · aw1ΨN1,N2,t, bũℓ

. . . bũ1
bṽauk

· · ·au1ΨN1,N2,t〉

− 1

(2π)3

∫∫
dq̃ℓ+1dp̃ℓ+1∇V22(q̃j − q̃ℓ+1)m

(k,ℓ+1)
N1,N2,t

(q1, p1, . . . , qk, pk, q̃1, p̃1, . . . , q̃ℓ+1, p̃ℓ+1).

Proposition 4.2. Under Assumption 1, for arbitrary small δ > 0, we have: for 1 ≤ k ≤ N1, 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ N2,
and 1 ≤ j ≤ k
∣∣∣∣
∫

dq⊗kdp⊗kdq̃⊗ℓdp̃⊗ℓ ϕ⊗kφ⊗kϕ̃⊗ℓφ̃⊗ℓ∇pj
· (R̃11,k,ℓ)j(q1, p1, . . . , qk, pk, q̃1, p̃1, . . . , q̃ℓ, p̃ℓ)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C~
1
2−δ (4.4)

and for 0 ≤ k ≤ N1, 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ N2, and 1 ≤ j ≤ ℓ
∣∣∣∣
∫

dq⊗kdp⊗kdq̃⊗ℓdp̃⊗ℓ ϕ⊗kφ⊗kϕ̃⊗ℓφ̃⊗ℓ∇p̃j
· (R̃22,k,ℓ)j(q1, p1, . . . , qk, pk, q̃1, p̃1, . . . , q̃ℓ, p̃ℓ)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C~
1
2−δ, (4.5)

where C depends on ϕ, φ, ϕ̃, φ̃, f, k, ℓ.

Proof. For the sake of convenience, let us denote the left-hand side of the inequality (4.4) we aim to control

as P̃11,k,ℓ,j . Subsequently, we can express this as:

P̃11,k,ℓ,j
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=

∣∣∣∣
∫

dq⊗kdp⊗kdq̃⊗ℓdp̃⊗ℓ ϕ⊗kφ⊗kϕ̃⊗ℓφ̃⊗ℓ∇pj
·

(
1

(2π)3

∫
(dwdu)⊗k(dw̃dũ)⊗ℓ

∫
dy

[∫ 1

0

ds∇V11(suj + (1 − s)wj − y)

]

(
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k (
f~

q̃,p̃(w̃)f
~

q̃,p̃(ũ)
)⊗ℓ

∫∫
dqk+1dpk+1 f

~

qk+1,pk+1
(y)

∫
dv f~

qk+1,pk+1
(v)

〈bw̃ℓ
. . . bw̃1

awk
· · · aw1ayΨN1,N2,t, bũℓ

. . . bũ1
auk

· · · au1avΨN1,N2,t〉

− 1

(2π)3

∫∫
dqk+1dpk+1 ∇V11(qj − qk+1)m

(k+1,ℓ)
N1,N2,t

(q1, p1, . . . , qk+1, pk+1, q̃1, p̃1, . . . , q̃ℓ, p̃ℓ)

)∣∣∣∣

=
1

(2π)3

∣∣∣∣
∫

dq⊗kdp⊗kdq̃⊗ℓdp̃⊗ℓ ϕ⊗k∇pj
φ⊗kϕ̃⊗ℓφ̃⊗ℓ ·

∫
(dwdu)⊗k(dw̃dũ)⊗ℓ

∫∫
dydv

∫∫
dqk+1dpk+1

(
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k (
f~

q̃,p̃(w̃)f
~

q̃,p̃(ũ)
)⊗ℓ

f~

qk+1,pk+1
(y) f~

qk+1,pk+1
(v)

∫ 1

0

ds [∇V11(suj + (1− s)wj − y)−∇V11(qj − qk+1)]

〈bw̃ℓ
. . . bw̃1

awk
· · · aw1ayΨN1,N2,t, bũℓ

. . . bũ1
auk

· · · au1avΨN1,N2,t〉
∣∣∣∣

=
1

(2π)3~
3
2

∣∣∣∣
∫

dq⊗kdp⊗kdq̃⊗ℓdp̃⊗ℓ ϕ⊗k∇pj
φ⊗kϕ̃⊗ℓφ̃⊗ℓ ·

∫
(dwdu)⊗k(dw̃dũ)⊗ℓ

∫∫
dydv

∫∫
dqk+1dpk+1

(
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k (
f~

q̃,p̃(w̃)f
~

q̃,p̃(ũ)
)⊗ℓ

e
i
~
pk+1·(y−v)f

(
y − qk+1√

~

)
f

(
v − qk+1√

~

)

∫ 1

0

ds [∇V11(suj + (1− s)wj − y)−∇V11(qj − qk+1)]

〈bw̃ℓ
. . . bw̃1

awk
· · · aw1ayΨN1,N2,t, bũℓ

. . . bũ1
auk

· · · au1avΨN1,N2,t〉
∣∣∣∣

= ~
3
2

∣∣∣∣
∫

dq⊗kdp⊗kdq̃⊗ℓdp̃⊗ℓ ϕ⊗k∇pj
φ⊗kϕ̃⊗ℓφ̃⊗ℓ ·

∫
(dwdu)⊗k(dw̃dũ)⊗ℓ

∫
dy

∫
dqk+1

(
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k (
f~

q̃,p̃(w̃)f
~

q̃,p̃(ũ)
)⊗ℓ

∣∣∣∣f
(
y − qk+1√

~

)∣∣∣∣
2

∫ 1

0

ds [∇V11(suj + (1− s)wj − y)−∇V11(qj − qk+1)]

〈bw̃ℓ
. . . bw̃1

awk
· · · aw1ayΨN1,N2,t, bũℓ

. . . bũ1
auk

· · · au1ayΨN1,N2,t〉
∣∣∣∣,

where we have applied the ~-weighted Dirac-delta function δy(v) = 1
(2π~)3

∫
dpk+1 e

i
~
pk+1·(y−v) in the last

equality. To control the difference in the brackets, we use Assumption 1.1 that ∇V11 is Lipschitz continuous
and get

∣∣∇V11(suj + (1 − s)wj − y)−∇V11(qj − qk+1)
∣∣ ≤ C

∣∣(suj + (1− s)wj − y)− (qj − qk+1)
∣∣

≤C(|uj − qj |+ |wj − qj |) + C|y − qk+1|.
(4.6)

In accordance with Assumption 1, the support of f
(

y−qk+1√
~

)
is contained within BR1 . Consequently, we

establish the inequality |y − qk+1| ≤
√
~R1. Similarly, employing the definitions of f~

qj ,pj
(wj) and f

~
qj ,pj

(uj)

as provided in (1.7), we deduce that |uj − qj |+ |wj − qj | ≤
√
~R1, following the same rationale. So we have

P̃11,k,ℓ,j ≤ C~2
∫

dq⊗kdq̃⊗ℓ

∫
(dwdu)⊗k(dw̃dũ)⊗ℓ

∫
dy

∫
dqk+1
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∣∣∣∣
∫

dp⊗kdp̃⊗ℓ ϕ⊗k∇pj
φ⊗kϕ̃⊗ℓφ̃⊗ℓ

(
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k (
f~

q̃,p̃(w̃)f
~

q̃,p̃(ũ)
)⊗ℓ

∣∣∣∣f
(
y − qk+1√

~

)∣∣∣∣
2

〈bw̃ℓ
. . . bw̃1

awk
· · ·aw1ayΨN1,N2,t, bũℓ

. . . bũ1
auk

· · · au1ayΨN1,N2,t〉
∣∣∣∣.

Then we split the space by

1 =

k∏

n=1

(
χ
(wn−un)∈(Ωα

~
)c + χ

(wn−un)∈Ωα
~

) ℓ∏

κ=1

(
χ
(w̃κ−ũκ)∈(Ωα

~
)c + χ

(w̃κ−ũκ)∈Ωα
~

)
(4.7)

where
Ωα

~
:= {x ∈ R

3 : max
1≤j≤3

|xj | ≤ ~
α}.

Then for all α ∈ (12 , 1), we have

P̃11,k,ℓ,j

≤ C~2
∫

dq⊗kdq̃⊗ℓ

∫
(dwdu)⊗k(dw̃dũ)⊗ℓ

∫
dy

∫
dqk+1

∣∣∣∣
∫

dp⊗kdp̃⊗ℓ ϕ⊗k∇pj
φ⊗kϕ̃⊗ℓφ̃⊗ℓ

k∏

n=1

(
χ
(wn−un)∈(Ωα

~
)c + χ

(wn−un)∈Ωα
~

) ℓ∏

κ=1

(
χ
(w̃κ−ũκ)∈(Ωα

~
)c + χ

(w̃κ−ũκ)∈Ωα
~

)

(
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k (
f~

q̃,p̃(w̃)f
~

q̃,p̃(ũ)
)⊗ℓ

∣∣∣∣f
(
y − qk+1√

~

)∣∣∣∣
2

〈bw̃ℓ
. . . bw̃1

awk
· · · aw1ayΨN1,N2,t, bũℓ

. . . bũ1
auk

· · ·au1ayΨN1,N2,t〉
∣∣∣∣

≤ C~2−
3
2 (k+ℓ) max

0≤ν≤k
0≤ζ≤ℓ

∫
dq⊗kdq̃⊗ℓ

∫
(dwdu)⊗k(dw̃dũ)⊗ℓ

∫
dy

∫
dqk+1

∣∣∣∣
∫

dp⊗kdp̃⊗ℓϕ⊗k∇pj
φ⊗kϕ̃⊗ℓφ̃⊗ℓ

[
χ
(w1−u1)∈Ωα

~
· · ·χ(wν−uν)∈Ωα

~

χ
(wν+1−uν+1)∈(Ωα

~
)c · · ·χ(wk−uk)∈(Ωα

~
)c

]

[
χ
(w̃1−ũ1)∈Ωα

~
· · ·χ(w̃ζ−ũζ)∈Ωα

~

χ
(w̃ζ+1−ũζ+1)∈(Ωα

~
)c · · ·χ(w̃ℓ−ũℓ)∈(Ωα

~
)c

]

e
i
~

∑
k
m=1 pm·(wm−um)+ i

~

∑
ℓ
σ=1 p̃σ ·(w̃σ−ũσ)

k∏

n=1

(
f

(
wn − qn√

~

)
f

(
un − qn√

~

)) ∣∣∣∣f
(
y − qk+1√

~

)∣∣∣∣
2

ℓ∏

κ=1

(
f

(
w̃κ − q̃κ√

~

)
f

(
ũκ − q̃κ√

~

))
〈bw̃ℓ

. . . bw̃1
awk

· · · aw1ayΨN1,N2,t, bũℓ
. . . bũ1

auk
· · · au1ayΨN1,N2,t〉

∣∣∣∣.

In the last inequality, we expand the product into a sum of 2k+ℓ 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⊗k and p̃⊗ℓ. According to [13, Lemma 2.5] and the boundness of
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φ, φ̃, ϕ, and ϕ̃, we have the following relation:
∣∣∣∣
∫

dp⊗kdp̃⊗ℓ∇pj
φ⊗kφ̃⊗ℓϕ⊗kϕ̃⊗ℓ · χ(wν+1−uν+1)∈(Ωα

~
)c
χ
(wk−uk)∈(Ωα

~
)c

χ
(w̃ζ+1−ũζ+1)∈(Ωα

~
)c · · ·χ(w̃ℓ−ũℓ)∈(Ωα

~
)ce

i
~

∑
k
m=1 pm·(wm−um)+ i

~

∑
ℓ
σ=1 p̃σ·(w̃σ−ũσ)

∣∣∣∣

=

∣∣∣∣∣
k∏

m=ν+1
m 6=j

(∫
dpmχ(wm−um)∈(Ωα

~
)ce

i
~
pm·(wm−um)φm(pm)

)∫
dpjχ(wj−uj)∈(Ωα

~
)c∇pj

φj(pj)

e
i
~
pj ·(wj−uj)

ℓ∏

σ=ζ+1

(∫
dpσχ(w̃σ−ũσ)∈(Ωα

~
)ce

i
~
p̃σ ·(w̃σ−ũσ)φ̃σ(p̃σ)

)

∫
dp⊗νdp̃⊗ζe

i
~

ν∑
m=1

pm·(wm−um)+ i
~

ζ∑
σ=1

p̃σ ·(w̃σ−ũσ)
φ⊗ν φ̃⊗ζϕ⊗kϕ̃⊗ℓ

∣∣∣∣∣

≤ Cs~
(1−α)(k+ℓ−ν−ζ)s

(4.8)

where the in the last line, s is any fixed s ∈ N and Cs is a constant depending on s.
On the right-hand side of the equality above, we assume that j > ν, as otherwise φj is part of φ

⊗ν , and it

doesn’t introduce any additional complexity. Upon substituting this estimate back into P̃11,k,ℓ,j , we obtain:

P̃11,k,ℓ,j ≤ Cs max
0≤ν≤k
0≤ζ≤ℓ

~
2− 3

2 (k+ℓ)+(1−α)(k+ℓ−ν−ζ)s

∫
dq⊗kdq̃⊗ℓ

∫
(dwdu)⊗k(dw̃dũ)⊗ℓ

∫
dy

∫
dqk+1χ(w1−u1)∈Ωα

~
· · ·χ(wν−uν)∈Ωα

~

χ
(w̃1−ũ1)∈Ωα

~
· · ·χ(w̃ζ−ũζ)∈Ωα

~

k∏

n=1

∣∣∣∣f
(
wn − qn√

~

)
f

(
un − qn√

~

)∣∣∣∣
∣∣∣∣f
(
y − qk+1√

~

)∣∣∣∣
2 ℓ∏

υ=1

∣∣∣∣f
(
w̃υ − q̃υ√

~

)
f

(
ũυ − q̃υ√

~

)∣∣∣∣
∣∣∣∣ 〈bw̃ℓ

. . . bw̃1
awk

· · · aw1ayΨN1,N2,t, bũℓ
. . . bũ1

auk
· · · au1ayΨN1,N2,t〉

∣∣∣∣

≤ Cs max
0≤ν≤k
0≤ζ≤ℓ

~
2− 3

2 (k+ℓ)+(1−α)(k+ℓ−ν−ζ)s

∫
dq⊗kdq̃⊗ℓ

∫
(dwdu)⊗k(dw̃dũ)⊗ℓ

∫
dy

∫
dqk+1χ(w1−u1)∈Ωα

~
· · ·χ(wν−uν)∈Ωα

~

χ
(w̃1−ũ1)∈Ωα

~
· · ·χ(w̃ζ−ũζ)∈Ωα

~

k∏

n=1

∣∣∣∣f
(
wn − qn√

~

)
f

(
un − qn√

~

)∣∣∣∣
∣∣∣∣f
(
y − qk+1√

~

)∣∣∣∣
2 ℓ∏

υ=1

∣∣∣∣f
(
w̃υ − q̃υ√

~

)
f

(
ũυ − q̃υ√

~

)∣∣∣∣

‖bw̃ℓ
. . . bw̃1

awk
· · ·aw1ayΨN1,N2,t‖2, (4.9)

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 ui for 1 ≤ i ≤ ν, we ascertain that

∫
duiχ(wi−ui)∈Ωα

~

∣∣∣∣f
(
ui − qi√

~

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ Cs

∫
duiχ(wi−ui)∈Ωα

~
≤ Cs~

3α. (4.10)

This same analysis extends to the second set of variables, ũi for 1 ≤ i ≤ ζ. For the remaining ui for
ν + 1 ≤ i ≤ k, we perform a variable substitution, replacing ui with

√
~ui + qi, which results in

∫
dui

∣∣∣∣f
(
ui − qi√

~

)∣∣∣∣ = ~
3
2

∫
dui |f (ui)| = C~

3
2 . (4.11)
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This substitution also applies to ũi for ζ +1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ. For the integrals involving qj for 1 ≤ j ≤ k, we employ

a similar variable substitution, replacing qj with
√
~qj + wj , which leads to the following:

∫
dqj

∣∣∣∣f
(
wj − qj√

~

)∣∣∣∣ = ~
3
2

∫
dqj |f (qj)| = C~

3
2 . (4.12)

This computation is equally applicable to qk+1 and q̃j for 1 ≤ j ≤ ℓ. Subsequently, we substitute (4.10),
(4.11), and (4.12) into (4.9). Consequently, we obtain

P̃11,k,ℓ,j ≤ C max
0≤ν≤k
0≤ζ≤ℓ

~
2− 3

2 (k+ℓ)+(1−α)(k+ℓ−ν−ζ)s+3α(ν+ζ)+ 3
2 (k−ν+ℓ−ζ)+ 3

2 (k+1+ℓ)

∫
dw⊗kdw̃⊗ℓ

∫
dy 〈bw̃ℓ

. . . bw̃1
awk

· · · aw1ayΨN1,N2,t, bw̃ℓ
. . . bw̃1

awk
· · ·aw1ayΨN1,N2,t〉

=C max
0≤ν≤k
0≤ζ≤ℓ

~
7
2+((1−α)s+ 3

2 )(k+ℓ)+(−(1−α)s+3α− 3
2 )(ν+ζ)

〈ΨN1,N2,t,N1(N1 − 1) · · · (N1 − k)N2(N2 − 1) · · · (N2 − ℓ+ 1)ΨN1,N2,t〉
≤ C max

0≤ν≤k
0≤ζ≤ℓ

~
7
2+((1−α)s+ 3

2 )(k+ℓ)+(−(1−α)s+3α− 3
2 )(ν+ζ)Nk+1

1 N ℓ
2

≤ C max
0≤ν≤k
0≤ζ≤ℓ

~
7
2+((1−α)s+ 3

2 )(k+ℓ)+(−(1−α)s+3α− 3
2 )(ν+ζ)Nk+ℓ+1

=C max
0≤ν≤k
0≤ζ≤ℓ

~
7
2+((1−α)s+ 3

2 )(k+ℓ)+(−(1−α)s+3α− 3
2 )(ν+ζ)−3(k+ℓ+1)

=C max
0≤ν≤k
0≤ζ≤ℓ

~
1
2+((1−α)s− 3

2 )(k+ℓ−ν−ζ)+(3α−3)(ν+ζ).

Now, we choose

s =

⌈
3(2α− 1)

2(1− α)

⌉
.

Thus, we can select an appropriate α ∈ (12 , 1) to achieve the desired result:

P̃11,k,ℓ,j ≤ C~
1
2+(3α−3)(k+ℓ−ν−ζ)+(3α−3)(ν+ζ) = C~

1
2+3(α−1)(k+ℓ) ≤ C~

1
2−δ.

By reversing the roles of the two species, we can derive the corresponding inequality (4.5).

Proposition 4.3. Under Assumption 1, for arbitrary small δ > 0, we have: for 1 ≤ k ≤ N1, 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ N2,
and 1 ≤ j ≤ k

∣∣∣∣
∫

dq⊗kdp⊗kdq̃⊗ℓdp̃⊗ℓ ϕ⊗kφ⊗kϕ̃⊗ℓφ̃⊗ℓ∇pj
· (R̃12,1,k,ℓ)j(q1, p1, . . . , qk, pk, q̃1, p̃1, . . . , q̃ℓ, p̃ℓ)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C~
1
2−δ

(4.13)

and for 0 ≤ k ≤ N1, 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ N2, and 1 ≤ j ≤ ℓ

∣∣∣∣
∫

dq⊗kdp⊗kdq̃⊗ℓdp̃⊗ℓ ϕ⊗kφ⊗kϕ̃⊗ℓφ̃⊗ℓ∇p̃j
· (R̃12,2,k,ℓ)j(q1, p1, . . . , qk, pk, q̃1, p̃1, . . . , q̃ℓ, p̃ℓ)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C~
1
2−δ,

(4.14)

where C depends on ϕ, φ, ϕ̃, φ̃, f, k, ℓ.
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Proof. Controlling ∇pj
· (R̃12,1,k,ℓ)j , which involves interactions between two species, closely resembles the

single-species case. Therefore, we primarily follow the proof outlined in Proposition 4.2, 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 (4.13), which we seek to manage, as

P̃12,1,k,ℓ,j . Subsequently, we can express it as follows:

P̃12,1,k,ℓ,j =

∣∣∣∣
∫

dq⊗kdp⊗kdq̃⊗ℓdp̃⊗ℓ ϕ⊗kφ⊗kϕ̃⊗ℓφ̃⊗ℓ∇pj
·

(
1

(2π)3

∫
(dwdu)⊗k(dw̃dũ)⊗ℓ

∫
dỹ

[∫ 1

0

ds∇V12(suj + (1− s)wj − ỹ)

]

(
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k (
f~

q̃,p̃(w̃)f
~

q̃,p̃(ũ)
)⊗ℓ

∫∫
dq̃ℓ+1dp̃ℓ+1 f

~

q̃ℓ+1,p̃ℓ+1
(ỹ)

∫
dṽ f~

q̃ℓ+1,p̃ℓ+1
(ṽ)

〈bw̃ℓ
· · · bw̃1

bỹawk
· · · aw1ΨN1,N2,t, bũℓ

· · · bũ1
bṽauk

· · · au1ΨN1,N2,t〉

− 1

(2π)3

∫∫
dq̃ℓ+1dp̃ℓ+1∇V12(qj − q̃ℓ+1)m

(k,ℓ+1)
N1,N2,t

(q1, p1, . . . , qk, pk, q̃1, p̃1, . . . , q̃ℓ+1, p̃ℓ+1)

)∣∣∣∣

= ~
3
2

∣∣∣∣
∫

dq⊗kdp⊗kdq̃⊗ℓdp̃⊗ℓ ϕ⊗kφ⊗kϕ̃⊗ℓφ̃⊗ℓ∇pj
·
∫
(dwdu)⊗k(dw̃dũ)⊗ℓ

∫
dỹ

∫
dq̃ℓ+1

(
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k (
f~

q̃,p̃(w̃)f
~

q̃,p̃(ũ)
)⊗ℓ

∣∣∣∣f
(
ỹ − q̃ℓ+1√

~

)∣∣∣∣
2

∫ 1

0

ds [∇V12(suj + (1− s)wj − ỹ)−∇V12(qj − q̃ℓ+1)]

〈bw̃ℓ
. . . bw̃1

bỹawk
· · · aw1ΨN1,N2,t, bũℓ

. . . bũ1
bỹauk

· · · au1ΨN1,N2,t〉
∣∣∣∣.

By leveraging Assumption 1.1 that ∇V12 is Lipschitz continuous and considering the support of f , we arrive
at the following result:

∣∣∇V12(suj + (1 − s)wj − ỹ)−∇V12(qj − q̃ℓ+1)
∣∣ ≤ C(|uj − qj |+ |wj − qj |) + C|ỹ − q̃ℓ+1| ≤ C

√
~. (4.15)

Continuing further, we meticulously proceed through the proof of Proposition 4.2, methodically applying
the space split (4.7), and drawing upon [13, Lemma 2.5], for any positive integer s, which leads to:

P̃12,1,k,ℓ,j

≤ C~2−
3
2 (k+ℓ) max

0≤ν≤k
0≤ζ≤ℓ

∫
dq⊗kdq̃⊗ℓ

∫
(dwdu)⊗k(dw̃dũ)⊗ℓ

∫
dỹ

∫
dq̃ℓ+1

∣∣∣∣
∫

dp⊗kdp̃⊗ℓϕ⊗k∇pj
φ⊗kϕ̃⊗ℓφ̃⊗ℓ

[
χ
(w1−u1)∈Ωα

~
· · ·χ(wν−uν)∈Ωα

~

χ
(wν+1−uν+1)∈(Ωα

~
)c · · ·χ(wk−uk)∈(Ωα

~
)c

]

[
χ
(w̃1−ũ1)∈Ωα

~
· · ·χ(w̃ζ−ũζ)∈Ωα

~

χ
(w̃ζ+1−ũζ+1)∈(Ωα

~
)c · · ·χ(w̃ℓ−ũℓ)∈(Ωα

~
)c

]

e
i
~

∑k
m=1 pm·(wm−um)+ i

~

∑ℓ
σ=1 p̃σ ·(w̃σ−ũσ)

k∏

n=1

(
f

(
wn − qn√

~

)
f

(
un − qn√

~

)) ∣∣∣∣f
(
ỹ − q̃ℓ+1√

~

)∣∣∣∣
2

ℓ∏

κ=1

(
f

(
w̃κ − q̃κ√

~

)
f

(
ũκ − q̃κ√

~

))
〈bw̃ℓ

. . . bw̃1
bỹawk

· · ·aw1ΨN1,N2,t, bũℓ
. . . bũ1

bỹauk
· · ·au1ΨN1,N2,t〉

∣∣∣∣

≤ C max
0≤ν≤k
0≤ζ≤ℓ

~
2− 3

2 (k+ℓ)+(1−α)(k+ℓ−ν−ζ)s

∫
dq⊗kdq̃⊗ℓ

∫
(dwdu)⊗k(dw̃dũ)⊗ℓ
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∫
dỹ

∫
dq̃ℓ+1χ(w1−u1)∈Ωα

~
· · ·χ(wν−uν)∈Ωα

~

χ
(w̃1−ũ1)∈Ωα

~
· · ·χ(w̃ζ−ũζ)∈Ωα

~

k∏

n=1

∣∣∣∣f
(
wn − qn√

~

)
f

(
un − qn√

~

)∣∣∣∣
∣∣∣∣f
(
ỹ − q̃ℓ+1√

~

)∣∣∣∣
2 ℓ∏

υ=1

∣∣∣∣f
(
w̃υ − q̃υ√

~

)
f

(
ũυ − q̃υ√

~

)∣∣∣∣

‖bw̃ℓ
. . . bw̃1

bỹawk
· · · aw1ΨN1,N2,t‖2

≤ C max
0≤ν≤k
0≤ζ≤ℓ

~
7
2+((1−α)s+ 3

2 )(k+ℓ)+(−(1−α)s+3α− 3
2 )(ν+ζ)

∫
dw⊗kdw̃⊗ℓ

∫
dỹ 〈bw̃ℓ

. . . bw̃1
bỹawk

· · · aw1ΨN1,N2,t, bw̃ℓ
. . . bw̃1

bỹawk
· · · aw1ΨN1,N2,t〉

= C max
0≤ν≤k
0≤ζ≤ℓ

~
7
2+((1−α)s+ 3

2 )(k+ℓ)+(−(1−α)s+3α− 3
2 )(ν+ζ)

〈ΨN1,N2,t,N1(N1 − 1) · · · (N1 − k + 1)N2(N2 − 1) · · · (N2 − ℓ)ΨN1,N2,t〉
≤ C max

0≤ν≤k
0≤ζ≤ℓ

~
1
2+((1−α)s− 3

2 )(k+ℓ−ν−ζ)+(3α−3)(ν+ζ) ≤ C~
1
2−δ,

where we choose the values of s and α in accordance with our earlier selection.
The bound in (4.14) can be easily obtained by interchanging the roles of the two species.

4.3 R̂11,k,ℓ, R̂12,k,ℓ, and R̂22,k,ℓ

Recall the remainder terms in Proposition 3.2, i.e.,

R̂11,k,ℓ :=
i~2

2

∫
(dwdu)⊗k(dw̃dũ)⊗ℓ

k∑

j 6=i

[
V11(uj − ui)− V11(wj − wi)

] (
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k

(
f~

q̃,p̃(w̃)f
~

q̃,p̃(ũ)
)⊗ℓ

〈bw̃ℓ
. . . bw̃1

awk
· · · aw1ΨN1,N2,t, bũℓ

. . . bũ1
auk

· · · au1ΨN1,N2,t〉 ,

R̂12,k,ℓ :=i~2
∫
(dwdu)⊗k(dw̃dũ)⊗ℓ

k∑

j=1

ℓ∑

i=1

[
V12(uj − ũi)− V12(wj − w̃i)

] (
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k

(
f~

q̃,p̃(w̃)f
~

q̃,p̃(ũ)
)⊗ℓ

〈bw̃ℓ
. . . bw̃1

awk
· · · aw1ΨN1,N2,t, bũℓ

. . . bũ1
auk

· · · au1ΨN1,N2,t〉 ,

R̂22,k,ℓ :=
i~2

2

∫
(dwdu)⊗k(dw̃dũ)⊗ℓ

ℓ∑

j 6=i

[
V22(ũj − ũi)− V22(w̃j − w̃i)

] (
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k

(
f~

q̃,p̃(w̃)f
~

q̃,p̃(ũ)
)⊗ℓ

〈bw̃ℓ
. . . bw̃1

awk
· · · aw1ΨN1,N2,t, bũℓ

. . . bũ1
auk

· · · au1ΨN1,N2,t〉 .

(4.16)

Proposition 4.4. Under Assumption 1, for arbitrary small δ > 0, we have: for 1 < k ≤ N1, 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ N2

∣∣∣∣
∫

dq⊗kdp⊗kdq̃⊗ℓdp̃⊗ℓ ϕ⊗kφ⊗kϕ̃⊗ℓφ̃⊗ℓR̂11,k,ℓ(q1, p1, . . . , qk, pk, q̃1, p̃1, . . . , q̃ℓ, p̃ℓ)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C~
5
2−δ (4.17)

and for 0 ≤ k ≤ N1, 1 < ℓ ≤ N2

∣∣∣∣
∫

dq⊗kdp⊗kdq̃⊗ℓdp̃⊗ℓ ϕ⊗kφ⊗kϕ̃⊗ℓφ̃⊗ℓR̂22,k,ℓ(q1, p1, . . . , qk, pk, q̃1, p̃1, . . . , q̃ℓ, p̃ℓ)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C~
5
2−δ, (4.18)

where C depends on ϕ, φ, ϕ̃, φ̃, f, k, ℓ.
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Proof. We designate the left-hand side of inequality (4.17) as P̂11,k,ℓ. Certain aspects of its structure resemble

those of P̃11,k,ℓ,j . Consequently, we can incorporate elements from the proof of Proposition 4.2. With the
Assumption 1.1 that ∇V11 is bounded, we get

|V11(uj − ui)− V11(wj − wi)| ≤ C|(uj − ui)− (wj − wi)|
=C|((uj − qj)− (wj − qj))− ((ui − qi)− (wi − qi))| ≤ C(|uj − qj |+ |wj − qj |+ |ui − qi|+ |wi − qi|).

Since f is compactly supported, following the same analysis as in the proof of Proposition 4.2, we have

|V11(uj − ui)− V11(wj − wi)| ≤ C
√
~.

This leads to the following result:

P̂11,k,ℓ

=

∣∣∣∣
∫

dq⊗kdp⊗kdq̃⊗ℓdp̃⊗ℓ ϕ⊗kφ⊗kϕ̃⊗ℓφ̃⊗ℓ

i~2

2

∫
(dwdu)⊗k(dw̃dũ)⊗ℓ

k∑

j 6=i

[
V11(uj − ui)− V11(wj − wi)

] (
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k

(
f~

q̃,p̃(w̃)f
~

q̃,p̃(ũ)
)⊗ℓ

〈bw̃ℓ
. . . bw̃1

awk
· · ·aw1ΨN1,N2,t, bũℓ

. . . bũ1
auk

· · · au1ΨN1,N2,t〉
∣∣∣∣

≤ C~
5
2

∫
(dwdu)⊗k

∣∣∣∣
∫

dq⊗kdp⊗kdq̃⊗ℓdp̃⊗ℓ ϕ⊗kφ⊗kϕ̃⊗ℓφ̃⊗ℓ

∫
(dw̃dũ)⊗ℓ

(
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k

(
f~

q̃,p̃(w̃)f
~

q̃,p̃(ũ)
)⊗ℓ

〈bw̃ℓ
. . . bw̃1

awk
· · ·aw1ΨN1,N2,t, bũℓ

. . . bũ1
auk

· · · au1ΨN1,N2,t〉
∣∣∣∣

= C~
5
2

∫
(dwdu)⊗k

∣∣∣∣
∫

dq⊗kdp⊗kdq̃⊗ℓdp̃⊗ℓ ϕ⊗kφ⊗kϕ̃⊗ℓφ̃⊗ℓ

∫
(dw̃dũ)⊗ℓ

k∏

n=1

(
χ
(wn−un)∈(Ωα

~
)c + χ

(wn−un)∈Ωα
~

) ℓ∏

κ=1

(
χ
(w̃κ−ũκ)∈(Ωα

~
)c + χ

(w̃κ−ũκ)∈Ωα
~

)

(
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k (
f~

q̃,p̃(w̃)f
~

q̃,p̃(ũ)
)⊗ℓ

〈bw̃ℓ
. . . bw̃1

awk
· · · aw1ΨN1,N2,t, bũℓ

. . . bũ1
auk

· · ·au1ΨN1,N2,t〉
∣∣∣∣

≤ C~
5
2− 3

2 (k+ℓ) max
0≤ν≤k
0≤ζ≤ℓ

∫
(dwdu)⊗k

∣∣∣∣
∫

dq⊗kdp⊗kdq̃⊗ℓdp̃⊗ℓ ϕ⊗kφ⊗kϕ̃⊗ℓφ̃⊗ℓ

∫
(dw̃dũ)⊗ℓ

[
χ
(w1−u1)∈Ωα

~
· · ·χ(wν−uν)∈Ωα

~

χ
(wν+1−uν+1)∈(Ωα

~
)c · · ·χ(wk−uk)∈(Ωα

~
)c

]

[
χ
(w̃1−ũ1)∈Ωα

~
· · ·χ(w̃ζ−ũζ)∈Ωα

~

χ
(w̃ζ+1−ũζ+1)∈(Ωα

~
)c · · ·χ(w̃ℓ−ũℓ)∈(Ωα

~
)c

]

e
i
~

∑k
m=1 pm·(wm−um)+ i

~

∑ℓ
σ=1 p̃σ ·(w̃σ−ũσ)

k∏

n=1

(
f

(
wn − qn√

~

)
f

(
un − qn√

~

))

ℓ∏

κ=1

(
f

(
w̃κ − q̃κ√

~

)
f

(
ũκ − q̃κ√

~

))
〈bw̃ℓ

. . . bw̃1
awk

· · ·aw1ΨN1,N2,t, bũℓ
. . . bũ1

auk
· · · au1ΨN1,N2,t〉

∣∣∣∣, (4.19)

where we employ the space split (4.7) in the last equality. Next, we apply the control described in (4.8).
Given the absence of ∇pj

in the current case, the analysis is further simplified, jinyeopcfor any positive
integer s, yielding:

P̂11,k,ℓ
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≤ C max
0≤ν≤k
0≤ζ≤ℓ

~
5
2− 3

2 (k+ℓ)+(1−α)(k+ℓ−ν−ζ)s

∫
(dwdu)⊗k

∫
dq⊗kdq̃⊗ℓ

∫
(dw̃dũ)⊗ℓ

χ
(w1−u1)∈Ωα

~
· · ·χ(wν−uν)∈Ωα

~

χ
(w̃1−ũ1)∈Ωα

~
· · ·χ(w̃ζ−ũζ)∈Ωα

~

k∏

n=1

∣∣∣∣f
(
wn − qn√

~

)
f

(
un − qn√

~

)∣∣∣∣
ℓ∏

υ=1

∣∣∣∣f
(
w̃υ − q̃υ√

~

)
f

(
ũυ − q̃υ√

~

)∣∣∣∣ ‖bw̃ℓ
. . . bw̃1

awk
· · · aw1ΨN1,N2,t‖2

≤ C max
0≤ν≤k
0≤ζ≤ℓ

~
5
2− 3

2 (k+ℓ)+(1−α)(k+ℓ−ν−ζ)s+3α(ν+ζ)+ 3
2 (k−ν+ℓ−ζ)+ 3

2 (k+ℓ)

〈ΨN1,N2,t,N1(N1 − 1) · · · (N1 − k + 1)N2(N2 − 1) · · · (N2 − ℓ+ 1)ΨN1,N2,t〉
≤ C max

0≤ν≤k
0≤ζ≤ℓ

~
5
2+((1−α)s+ 3

2 )(k+ℓ)+(−(1−α)s+3α− 3
2 )(ν+ζ)Nk+ℓ

= C max
0≤ν≤k
0≤ζ≤ℓ

~
5
2+((1−α)s− 3

2 )(k+ℓ−ν−ζ)+(3α−3)(ν+ζ) ≤ C~
5
2−δ.

In the preceding computation, we make use of (4.10), (4.11), and (4.12), while ensuring that our choice of
values for s and α aligns with our previous selection.

By exchanging the roles of the two species, we can establish the corresponding inequality (4.18).

Proposition 4.5. Under Assumption 1, for arbitrary small δ > 0, we have: for 1 ≤ k ≤ N1, 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ N2

∣∣∣∣
∫

dq⊗kdp⊗kdq̃⊗ℓdp̃⊗ℓ ϕ⊗kφ⊗kϕ̃⊗ℓφ̃⊗ℓR̂12,k,ℓ(q1, p1, . . . , qk, pk, q̃1, p̃1, . . . , q̃ℓ, p̃ℓ)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C~
5
2−δ (4.20)

where C depends on ϕ, φ, ϕ̃, φ̃, f, k, ℓ.

Proof. The proof strategy for inequality (4.20) is largely similar to that of Proposition 4.4, with our main

focus on the distinguishing aspects. We designate the left-hand side of inequality (4.20) as P̂12,k,ℓ. With the
Assumption 1.1 that ∇V12 is bounded, we get

|V12(uj − ũi)− V12(wj − w̃i)| ≤ C|(uj − ũi)− (wj − w̃i)|
≤ C(|uj − qj |+ |wj − qj |+ |ũi − q̃i|+ |w̃i − q̃i|) ≤ C

√
~.

This leads to the following result:

P̂12,k,ℓ =

∣∣∣∣
∫

dq⊗kdp⊗kdq̃⊗ℓdp̃⊗ℓ ϕ⊗kφ⊗kϕ̃⊗ℓφ̃⊗ℓ

i~2
∫
(dwdu)⊗k(dw̃dũ)⊗ℓ

k∑

j=1

ℓ∑

i=1

[
V12(uj − ũi)− V12(wj − w̃i)

] (
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k

(
f~

q̃,p̃(w̃)f
~

q̃,p̃(ũ)
)⊗ℓ

〈bw̃ℓ
. . . bw̃1

awk
· · · aw1ΨN1,N2,t, bũℓ

. . . bũ1
auk

· · · au1ΨN1,N2,t〉
∣∣∣∣

≤ C~
5
2

∫
(dwdu)⊗k

∣∣∣∣
∫

dq⊗kdp⊗kdq̃⊗ℓdp̃⊗ℓ ϕ⊗kφ⊗kϕ̃⊗ℓφ̃⊗ℓ

∫
(dw̃dũ)⊗ℓ

(
f~

q,p(w)f
~
q,p(u)

)⊗k

(
f~

q̃,p̃(w̃)f
~

q̃,p̃(ũ)
)⊗ℓ

〈bw̃ℓ
. . . bw̃1

awk
· · · aw1ΨN1,N2,t, bũℓ

. . . bũ1
auk

· · · au1ΨN1,N2,t〉
∣∣∣∣.

The right-hand side of the inequality is identical to the right-hand side of the first inequality in (4.19), which is

used to bound P̂11,k,ℓ and is bounded by C~
5
2−δ. Consequently, we immediately obtain P̂12,k,ℓ ≤ C~

5
2−δ.
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5 Proof of the Main Results

Proof of Theorem 1.1. We apply the Dunford-Pettis theorem to derive the weak convergence of m
(k,ℓ)
N1,N2,t

as N → ∞, as demonstrated in the proof of Proposition 2.7, [13]. More precisely, Lemma 2.1 ensures the

uniform L1-boundedness of m
(k,ℓ)
N1,N2,t

. For arbitrary ǫ > 0, by taking δ = ǫ, then for all E ∈ R
6k+6ℓ with

Vol(E) ≤ δ, it holds the uniform absolute continuity:

∫
· · ·
∫

E

m
(k,ℓ)
N1,N2,t

6 ‖m(k,ℓ)
N1,N2,t

‖∞ Vol(E) 6 ε.

Furthermore, note that the first moment of m
(k,ℓ)
N1,N2,t

is uniformly bounded by Lemma 2.1. For any ǫ > 0,

by takeing r = ε−1(2π)3k+3ℓC(t), we can deduce the tightness:

1

(2π)3k+3ℓ

∫
· · ·
∫

|qk|+|pk|>r

∫

|q̃ℓ|+|p̃ℓ|>r

(dqdp)⊗k(dq̃dp̃)⊗ℓm
(k,ℓ)
N1,N2,t

6
1

r

1

(2π)3k+3ℓ

∫
. . .

∫
(dqdp)⊗k(dq̃dp̃)⊗ℓ

(
|qk|+ |pk|+ |q̃ℓ|+ |p̃ℓ|

)
m

(k,ℓ)
N1,N2,t

6 ε.

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 m
(k,ℓ)
N1,N2,t

, as N → ∞.
Additionally, Cantor’s diagonal procedure shows that we can take the same convergent subsequence of

m
(k,ℓ)
N1,N2,t

for all k, ℓ > 1. Then by the error estimates obtained in Proposition 4.1-4.5, we can obtain that the
limit satisfies the infinite Vlasov hierarchy (1.9) in the sense of distribution, by directly taking the limit in the
weak formulation (3.1) and (3.3). The uniqueness of this solution will be established later in Proposition 5.1,

which implies that the sequence m
(k,ℓ)
N1,N2,t

itself converges weakly to the solution of the infinite hierarchy.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Assuming the initial data is factorized as m⊗k
1 ⊗m⊗ℓ

2 , we denote the solutions of the
coupled Vlasov equations with initial data m1 and m2 as m1,t and m2,t. These solutions satisfy

∂tm1,t(q, p) + p · ∇qm1,t(q, p) = ∇q ((V11 ∗ ρ1,t)(q) + (V12 ∗ ρ2,t)(q)) · ∇pm1,t(q, p)

∂tm2,t(q̃, p̃) + p̃ · ∇q̃m2,t(q̃, p̃) = ∇q̃ ((V22 ∗ ρ2,t)(q̃) + (V21 ∗ ρ1,t)(q̃)) · ∇p̃m2,t(q̃, p̃).

This implies that

∂t
(
m⊗k

1,tm
⊗ℓ
2,t

)

=
k∑

j=1

(
m

⊗(k−1)
1,t m⊗ℓ

2,t

)
∂tm1,t(qj , pj) +

ℓ∑

i=1

(
m⊗k

1,tm
⊗(ℓ−1)
2,t

)
∂tm2,t(q̃i, p̃i)

=

k∑

j=1

(
m

⊗(k−1)
1,t m⊗ℓ

2,t

) (
−pj · ∇qjm1,t(qj , pj) +∇q ((V11 ∗ ρ1,t)(qj) + (V12 ∗ ρ2,t)(qj)) · ∇pm1,t(qj , pj)

)

+

ℓ∑

i=1

(
m⊗k

1,tm
⊗(ℓ−1)
2,t

) (
−p̃j · ∇q̃jm2,t(q̃j , p̃j) +∇q̃j ((V22 ∗ ρ2,t)(q̃j) + (V21 ∗ ρ1,t)(q̃j)) · ∇p̃j

m2,t(q̃j , p̃j)
)
.

By the definition of ρβ,t, we have that (Vαβ ∗ρβ,t)(qj) = 1
(2π)3

∫
dqidpiVαβ(qj − qi)mα,t(qi, pi). Then we have

∂t
(
m⊗k

1,tm
⊗ℓ
2,t

)
+
(
pk · ∇qk

+ p̃ℓ · ∇q̃ℓ

) (
m⊗k

1,tm
⊗ℓ
2,t

)

=
1

(2π)3

k∑

j=1

∇pj
·
∫∫

dqk+1dpk+1∇V11(qj − qk+1)
(
m

⊗(k+1)
1,t m⊗ℓ

2,t

)
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+
1

(2π)3

k∑

j=1

∇pj
·
∫∫

dq̃ℓ+1dp̃ℓ+1∇V12(qj − q̃ℓ+1)
(
m⊗k

1,tm
⊗(ℓ+1)
2,t

)

+
1

(2π)3

ℓ∑

j=1

∇p̃j
·
∫∫

dqk+1dpk+1∇V21(qk+1 − q̃j)
(
m

⊗(k+1)
1,t m⊗ℓ

2,t

)

+
1

(2π)3

ℓ∑

j=1

∇p̃j
·
∫∫

dq̃ℓ+1dp̃ℓ+1∇V22(q̃j − q̃ℓ+1)
(
m⊗k

1,tm
⊗(ℓ+1)
2,t

)
.

This is a specific form of the infinite hierarchy (1.9). Since the limit m
(k,ℓ)
∞,∞,t is the unique solution of the

hierarchy, it implies thatm
(k,ℓ)
∞,∞,t = m⊗k

1,tm
⊗ℓ
2,t for all (k, ℓ) ∈ N×N\{(0, 0)}. Note that ‖m⊗k

1,tm
⊗ℓ
2,t‖L1(R3k×Rℓ) =

nk
1n

ℓ
2. Combining this result with [44, Theorem 7.12], we deduce that m

(1,0)
N1,N2,t

and m
(0,1)
N1,N2,t

converge to the
solutions m1,t and m2,t in the 1-Wasserstein distance.

To ascertain the uniqueness of the infinite hierarchy, we adopt the approach outlined in [34]. Let µ
(k,ℓ)
∞,∞,t

be the characteristic function for the probability measure (2π)−3(k+ℓ)n−k
1 n−ℓ

2 m
(k,ℓ)
∞,∞,t on R

6k × R
6ℓ as

µ
(k,ℓ)
∞,∞,t(ξ1, η1, . . . , ξk, ηk, ξ̃1, η̃1, . . . , ξ̃ℓ, η̃ℓ)

:=
1

(2π)3(k+ℓ)nk
1n

ℓ
2

∫
dm

(k,ℓ)
∞,∞,t(q1, p1, . . . , qk, pk, q̃1, p̃1, . . . , q̃ℓ, p̃ℓ)e

i(
∑

k
j=1(ξjpj+ηjqj)+

∑
ℓ
j=1(ξ̃j p̃j+η̃j q̃j))

(5.1)

∀ξj , ηj , ξ̃j , η̃j ∈ R
3. We denote V̂αβ to be the Fourier transform of Vαβ for each α, β ∈ {1, 2} according to

the convention that Vαβ(x) =
∫
dpV̂αβ(p)e

ipx. Then we have the following proposition:

Proposition 5.1. Assume V̂αβ ∈ C0 for all α, β ∈ {1, 2}. Then the two species Vlasov hierarchy (1.9) has
a unique solution.

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

µ̄t :=

{
µ̄
(k,ℓ)
t

∣∣∣∣ (k, ℓ) ∈ N× N \ {(0, 0)}
}

to be the sequence of characteristic functions, related to µ∞,∞,t by the formula

µ̄
(k,ℓ)
t := µ

(k,ℓ)
∞,∞,t(ξ1 − η1t, η1, . . . , ξk − ηkt, ηk, ξ̃1 − η̃1t, η̃1, . . . , ξ̃ℓ − η̃ℓt, η̃ℓ);

and then note that the Vlasov hierarchy (1.9) is equivalent to the equation

µ̄t = µ̄0 +

∫ t

0

dt1K(t1)µ̄t1 , (5.2)

where

(K(t) µ̄t)
(k,ℓ) (ξ1, η1, . . . , ξk, ηk, ξ̃1, η̃1, . . . , ξ̃ℓ, η̃ℓ)

:= n1

k∑

j=1

∫
dηk+1 V̂11(ηk+1) ηk+1(ξj − ηjt)

× µ̄
(k+1,ℓ)
t (ξ1, η1, . . . , ξj + ηk+1t, ηj + ηk+1, . . . , ξk, ηk,−ηk+1t,−ηk+1, ξ̃1, η̃1, . . . , ξ̃ℓ, η̃ℓ)

+ n2

k∑

j=1

∫
dη̃ℓ+1 V̂12(η̃ℓ+1) η̃ℓ+1(ξj − ηjt)
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× µ̄
(k,ℓ+1)
t (ξ1, η1, . . . , ξj + η̃ℓ+1t, ηj + η̃ℓ+1, . . . , ξk, ηk, ξ̃1, η̃1, . . . , ξ̃ℓ, η̃ℓ,−η̃ℓ+1t,−η̃ℓ+1)

+ n1

ℓ∑

j=1

∫
dηk+1 V̂21(ηk+1) ηk+1(ξ̃j − η̃jt)

× µ̄
(k+1,ℓ)
t (ξ1, η1, . . . , ξk, ηk,−ηk+1t,−ηk+1, ξ̃1, η̃1, . . . , ξ̃j + ηk+1t, η̃j + ηk+1, . . . ξ̃ℓ, η̃ℓ)

+ n2

ℓ∑

j=1

∫
dη̃ℓ+1 V̂22(η̃ℓ+1) η̃ℓ+1(ξ̃j − η̃jt)

× µ̄
(k,ℓ+1)
t (ξ1, η1, . . . , ξk, ηk, ξ̃1, η̃1, . . . , , ξ̃j + η̃ℓ+1t, η̃j + η̃ℓ+1, . . . ξ̃ℓ, η̃ℓ,−η̃ℓ+1t,−η̃ℓ+1).

For any given L > 0, a straightforward iteration of (5.2) yields the formula

µ̄t = µ̄0 +

L−1∑

j=1

∫ t

0

dt1· · ·
∫ tj−1

0

dtj K(t1) . . .K(tj) µ̄0 +∆Lµ̄t (5.3)

where

∆Lµ̄t :=

∫ t

0

dt1· · ·
∫ tL−1

0

dtLK(t1) . . .K(tL)µ̄tL . (5.4)

Now we can write (5.4) differently as follows: First, we define operator θ1,j(ξ, η) on the functions on
(R3)2k × (R3)2ℓ with (ξ, η) ∈ (R3)2 and k ≥ j such that

(θ1,j(ξ, η)f) (ξ1, η1, . . . , ξk, ηk, ξ̃1, η̃1, . . . , ξ̃ℓ, η̃ℓ)

:= f(ξ1, η1, . . . , ξj − ξ, ηj − η, . . . , ξk, ηk, ξ̃1, η̃1, . . . , ξ̃ℓ, η̃ℓ)
(5.5)

and operator θ2,j(ξ̃, η̃) on the functions on (R3)2k × (R3)2ℓ with (ξ̃, η̃) ∈ (R3)2 and ℓ ≥ j such that

(
θ2,j(ξ̃, η̃)f

)
(ξ1, η1, . . . , ξk, ηk, ξ̃1, η̃1, . . . , ξ̃ℓ, η̃ℓ)

:= f(ξ1, η1, . . . , ξk, ηk, ξ̃1, η̃1, . . . , ξ̃j − ξ̃, η̃j − η̃, . . . , ξ̃ℓ, η̃ℓ).
(5.6)

The integral in Equation (5.2), depending on the specific values of α, β in Vαβ , 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: ξ1,j := ξj , ξ2,j := ξ̃j , s1(k, ℓ) := k, s2(k, ℓ) := ℓ, kα := 2−α, lα :=
α− 1, Km :=

∑m
d=1 kβd

, Lm :=
∑m

d=1 lβd
for α, βd ∈ {1, 2}. With these definitions, we can obtain:

(K(t) µ̄t)
(k,ℓ) (ξ1, η1, . . . , ξk, ηk, ξ̃1, η̃1, . . . , ξ̃ℓ, η̃ℓ)

= −n1

s1(k,ℓ)∑

j=1

∫
dη1,s1(k,ℓ)+1dξ1,s1(k,ℓ)+1δ(ξ1,s1(k,ℓ)+1 − η1,s1(k,ℓ)+1t) V̂11(−η1,s1(k,ℓ)+1) η1,s1(k,ℓ)+1(ξ1,j − η1,jt)

× θ1,j(ξ1,s1(k,ℓ)+1, η1,s1(k,ℓ)+1)µ̄
(k+k1,ℓ+l1)
t (ξ1, η1, . . . , ξk+k1 , ηk+k1 , ξ̃1, η̃1, . . . , ξ̃ℓ+l1 , η̃ℓ+l1)

− n2

s1(k,ℓ)∑

j=1

∫
dη2,s2(k,ℓ)+1dξ2,s2(k,ℓ)+1δ(ξ2,s2(k,ℓ)+1 − η2,s2(k,ℓ)+1t) V̂12(−η2,s2(k,ℓ)+1) η2,s2(k,ℓ)+1(ξ1,j − η1,jt)

× θ1,j(ξ2,s2(k,ℓ)+1, η2,s2(k,ℓ)+1)µ̄
(k+k2,ℓ+l2)
t (ξ1, η1, . . . , ξk+k2 , ηk+k2 , ξ̃1, η̃1, . . . , ξ̃ℓ+l2 , η̃ℓ+l2)

− n1

s2(k,ℓ)∑

j=1

∫
dη1,s1(k,ℓ)+1dξ1,s1(k,ℓ)+1δ(ξ1,s1(k,ℓ)+1 − η1,s1(k,ℓ)+1t) V̂21(−η1,s1(k,ℓ)+1) η1,s1(k,ℓ)+1(ξ2,j − η2,jt)

× θ2,j(ξ1,s1(k,ℓ)+1, η1,s1(k,ℓ)+1)µ̄
(k+k1,ℓ+l1)
t (ξ1, η1, . . . , ξk+k1 , ηk+k1 , ξ̃1, η̃1, . . . , ξ̃ℓ+l1 , η̃ℓ+l1)
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− n2

s2(k,ℓ)∑

j=1

∫
dη2,s2(k,ℓ)+1dξ2,s2(k,ℓ)+1δ(ξ2,s2(k,ℓ)+1 − η2,s2(k,ℓ)+1t) V̂22(−η2,s2(k,ℓ)+1) η2,s2(k,ℓ)+1(ξ2,j − η̃2,jt)

× θ2,j(ξ2,s2(k,ℓ)+1, η2,s2(k,ℓ)+1)µ̄
(k+k2,ℓ+l2)
t (ξ1, η1, . . . , ξk+k2 , ηk+k2 , ξ̃1, η̃1, . . . , ξ̃ℓ+l2 , η̃ℓ+l2)

= −
∑

α,β∈{1,2}
nβ

sα(k,ℓ)∑

j=1

∫
dηβ,sβ(k,ℓ)+1dξβ,sβ(k,ℓ)+1δ(ξβ,sβ(k,ℓ)+1 − ηβ,sβ(k,ℓ)+1t)

V̂αβ(−ηβ,sβ(k,ℓ)+1) ηβ,sβ(k,ℓ)+1(ξα,j − ηα,jt)

× θα,j(ξβ,sβ(k,ℓ)+1, ηβ,sβ(k,ℓ)+1)µ̄
(k+kβ ,ℓ+lβ)
t (ξ1, η1, . . . , ξk+kβ

, ηk+kβ
, ξ̃1, η̃1, . . . , ξ̃ℓ+lβ

, η̃ℓ+lβ
).

With this result, we have that:

(∆Lµ̄t)
(k,ℓ)(ξ1, η1, . . . , ξk, ηk, ξ̃1, η̃1, . . . , ξ̃ℓ, η̃ℓ)

= (−1)L
∑

α1,β1∈{1,2}
· · ·

∑

αL,βL∈{1,2}

sα1 (k,ℓ)∑

j1=1

· · ·
sαL

(k+KL−1,ℓ+LL−1)∑

jL=1

t∫

0

dt1· · ·
tL−1∫

0

dtL

L∏

m=1

dηβm,sβm (k+Km,ℓ+Lm)dξβm,sβm (k+Km,ℓ+Lm)δ(ξβm,sβm (k+Km,ℓ+Lm) − ηβm,sβm (k+Km,ℓ+Lm)tm)

{
V̂α1β1(−ηβ1,sβ1

(k+K1,ℓ+L1)) ηβ1,sβ1
(k+K1,ℓ+L1)(ξα1,j1 − ηα1,j1t1)θα1,j1(ξβ1,sβ1

(k+K1,ℓ+L1), ηβ1,sβ1
(k+K1,ℓ+L1))

· · · V̂αLβL
(−ηβL,sβL

(k+KL,ℓ+LL)) ηβL,sβL
(k+KL,ℓ+LL)(ξαL,jL − ηαL,jLtL)θαL,jL(ξβL,sβL

(k+KL,ℓ+LL), ηβL,sβL
(k+KL,ℓ+LL))

µ̄
(k+KL,ℓ+LL)
t (ξ1, η1, . . . , ξk+KL

, ηk+KL
, ξ̃1, η̃1, . . . , ξ̃ℓ+LL

, η̃ℓ+LL
)
}
.

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

(−1)
L

k∑

j1=1

· · ·
k+L−1∑

jL=1

t∫

0

dt1· · ·
tL−1∫

0

dtL

L∏

m=1

dηk+mdξk+mδ(ξk+m − ηk+mtm)

{
V̂11(−ηk+1) ηk+1(ξj1 − ηj1t1)θ1,j1 (ξk+1, ηk+1) · · · V̂11(−ηk+L) ηk+L(ξjL − ηjL tL)θ1,jL(ξk+L, ηk+L)

µ̄
(k+L,ℓ)
t (ξ1, η1, . . . , ξk+L, ηk+L, ξ̃1, η̃1, . . . , ξ̃ℓ, η̃ℓ)

}
.

(5.8)

This term is the same as the results obtained for the case with only one species of particles [34]. Using
equations (5.5) and (5.6), it can be obtained that the quantity inside the braces in equation (5.7) is equal to

V̂α1β1(−ηβ1,sβ1
(k+K1,ℓ+L1)) ηβ1,sβ1

(k+K1,ℓ+L1)(ξα1,j1 − ηα1,j1t1)

V̂α2β2(−ηβ2,sβ2
(k+K2,ℓ+L2)) ηβ2,sβ2

(k+K2,ℓ+L2)(ξα2,j2 − ηα2,j2t2 − δα1α2δj1j2(ξβ1,sβ1
(k+K1,ℓ+L1) − ηβ1,sβ1

(k+K1,ℓ+L1)t2))

· · · V̂αLβL
(−ηβL,sβL

(k+KL,ℓ+LL)) ηβL,sβL
(k+KL,ℓ+LL)

(ξαL,jL − ηαL,jL tL −
L−1∑

m=1

δαmαL
δjmjL(ξβm,sβm (k+Km,ℓ+Lm) − ηβm,sβm (k+Km,ℓ+Lm)tL))

[
θα1,j1(ξβ1,sβ1

(k+K1,ℓ+L1), ηβ1,sβ1
(k+K1,ℓ+L1)) · · · θαL,jL(ξβL,sβL

(k+KL,ℓ+LL), ηβL,sβL
(k+KL,ℓ+LL))

µ̄
(k+KL,ℓ+LL)
t (ξ1, η1, . . . , ξk+KL

, ηk+KL
, ξ̃1, η̃1, . . . , ξ̃ℓ+LL

, η̃ℓ+LL
)
]
. (5.9)

Since µ̄
(k+KL,ℓ+LL)
t is a characteristic function, the absolute value of the expression inside the brackets in

(5.9) cannot exceed 1. Additionally, the presence of the Dirac delta functions in (5.7) enables us to substitute
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ξβm,sβm (k+Km,ℓ+Lm) with ηβm,sβm (k+Km,ℓ+Lm)tm, for m ≤ L, within (5.9). As a result, the modulus of the
expression in (5.9) is restricted by

∣∣∣V̂α1β1(−ηβ1,sβ1
(k+K1,ℓ+L1)) ηβ1,sβ1

(k+K1,ℓ+L1)(ξα1,j1 − ηα1,j1t1)
∣∣∣

∣∣∣V̂α2β2(−ηβ2,sβ2
(k+K2,ℓ+L2)) ηβ2,sβ2

(k+K2,ℓ+L2)(ξα2,j2 − ηα2,j2t2 + δα1α2δj1j2ηβ1,sβ1
(k+K1,ℓ+L1)(t2 − t1))

∣∣∣

· · ·
∣∣∣V̂αLβL

(−ηβL,sβL
(k+KL,ℓ+LL)) ηβL,sβL

(k+KL,ℓ+LL)

(ξαL,jL − ηαL,jLtL +
L−1∑

m=1

δαmαL
δjmjLηβm,sβm (k+Km,ℓ+Lm)(tL − tm))

∣∣∣.

(5.10)

Given the assumptions on V̂αβ , we can define finite constants as A := sup |ηV̂αβ(η)|, B := sup{|η||η ∈
supp V̂αβ}, C := max

{
|ξ1|, . . . , |ξk|, |ξ̃1|, . . . , |ξ̃ℓ|

}
, and D := max

{
|η1|, . . . , |ηk|, |η̃1|, . . . , |η̃ℓ|

}
. Considering

that the volume of supp V̂ is constrained by 4
3πB

3 and employing (5.10), following some straightforward
computations, we obtain:

∣∣∣∆Lµ̄
(k,ℓ)
t (ξ1, η1, . . . , ξk, ηk, ξ̃1, η̃1, . . . , ξ̃ℓ, η̃ℓ)

∣∣∣

≤
(
4 · 4

3
πB3A

)L

((C +D|t|)(k + ℓ))((C +D|t|)(k + ℓ) + (k + ℓ+ 1)B|t|)

· · · ((C +D|t|)(k + ℓ) + (k + ℓ+ L− 1)B|t|) |t|
L

L!
.

Therefore, we can establish that as L tends to infinity, ∆Lµ̄
(k,ℓ)
t (ξ1, η1, . . . , ξk, ηk, ξ̃1, η̃1, . . . , ξ̃ℓ, η̃ℓ) con-

verges to zero. This holds for all (ξ1, η1, . . . , ξk, ηk, ξ̃1, η̃1, . . . , ξ̃ℓ, η̃ℓ) ∈ (R3)2k × (R3)2ℓ and |t| ≤ τ , where

τ is chosen to be
(

25

3 πB
4A
)−1/2

. As a result, for |t| ≤ τ , the equation (5.2) admits a unique solution,

represented by:

µ̄t = µ̄0 +

∞∑

j=1

∫ t

0

dt1· · ·
∫ tj−1

0

dtj K(t1) . . .K(tj) µ̄0. (5.11)

Since the value of τ does not depend on µ̄0, we can similarly establish the uniqueness of µ̄t, and
consequently, of µ∞,∞,t (and m∞,∞,t simultaneously) over successive time intervals [nτ, (n + 1)τ ] and
[−(n + 1)τ,−nτ ] for all n ∈ N. This, in turn, allows us to assert that the hierarchy (1.9) possesses a
unique global solution.
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