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NORM CONVERGENCE OF CONFINED FERMIONIC SYSTEMS AT

ZERO TEMPERATURE

ESTEBAN CÁRDENAS

Abstract. The semi-classical limit of ground states of large systems of fermions was
studied by Fournais, Lewin and Solovej in (Calc. Var. Partial Differ. Equ., 2018). In
particular, the authors prove weak convergence towards classical states associated to the
minimizers of the Thomas-Fermi functional. In this paper, we revisit this limit and show
that under additional assumptions–and, using simple arguments–it is possible to prove
that strong convergence holds in relevant normed spaces.

1. Introduction

In this article, we study a system of N identical fermions that move in Euclidean space
R
d, where d > 1 is the spatial dimension. We assume that the particles interact through

a two-body potential V px ´ yq, and move under the action of an external trap Upxq.
Neglecting spin variables, the Hamiltonian of the system takes the form (in appropriate
units)

HN ”
Nÿ

i“1

~
2p´∆xi

q `
Nÿ

i“1

Upxiq ` λ
ÿ

iăj

V pxi ´ xjq . (1.1)

Here, ~ ą 0 plays the role of Planck’s constant, and λ is the interaction strength. The
Hilbert space of the system corresponds to the subspace hN ” L2

apRdN q of functions in L2,
that are antisymmetric with respect to the permutation of their variables. Namely

L2

apRdN q “ tΨ P L2pRdN q : Ψpxσp1q, . . . , xσpNqq “ sgn σΨpx1, . . . , xN q @σ P SNu , (1.2)

where SN stands for the permutation group of N elements.

In this work, we are interested in the case in which the external potential Upxq acts as
a trap, and focus on the associated ground state problem. Indeed, our focus here will be
on the ground state energy, for large number of particles N > 1, and on which the scales
of the system are semi-classical, and the interaction is of mean-field type. In other words,
we consider

EpNq ” inf σpHNq for ~ ” 1

N1{d
and λ ” 1

N
. (1.3)

In this situation, the Fermi momentum is of Op1q and, consequently, the energy per particle
is Op1q as N Ñ 8. Thus, it makes mathematical sense to analyze the asymptotics of the
ratio EpNq{N , describing the average energy per particle in the system.
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1.1. Thomas-Fermi theory. Heuristically, in the large N limit one is able to introduce
a mean-field description by means of the Thomas-Fermi energy [8, 23]. In this theory, one
replaces the N -particle wave function ΨN P hN in the energy functional, with its average
over the positions

ρΨN
pxq ”

ż

RdpN´1q

|ΨN px, x1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , xN´1q|2dx1 ¨ ¨ ¨ dxN´1 , x P R
d . (1.4)

In this approximation, the leading order term of EpNq{N is then expected to be described
in terms of the Thomas-Fermi functional

Epρq ” d

d ` 2
CTF

ż

Rd

ρpxq1` 2

ddx`
ż

Rd

Upxqρpxqdx ` 1

2

ż

R2d

ρpxqV px ´ yqρpyqdxdy (1.5)

where ρpxq denotes the number density of the particles at the point x P Rd, and CTF “
4π2pd{|Sd´1|q2{d stands for the Thomas-Fermi constant. The first term in (1.5) corresponds
to the kinetic energy of the system after taking into account Pauli’s Exclusion Principle,
and is sometimes referred to as the quantum pressure; the second and third terms on
the other hand correspond to the one- and two-body potential energies, respectively. The
variational problem now reads

eTF ” inf
!
Epρq : 0 6 ρ P L1 X L1`2{dpRdq, }ρ}L1 “ 1

)
. (1.6)

The analysis of the relationship between EpNq{N and eTF has been the focus of exten-
sive research. In particular, it has been proven under general assumptions on the interaction
potentials that

lim
NÑ8

EpNq
N

“ eTF . (1.7)

The first rigorous derivation of (1.7) goes back to the works of Lieb and Simon [17, 18]
for Coulomb systems, and has been recently revisited by Fournais, Lewin and Solovej [9,
Theorem 1.1] for more general models.

On the other hand, one may also study the problem of convergence of the spatial
distributions of the particles, as N Ñ 8. In other words, here one is interested in proving
the following convergence statement for the position densities

lim
NÑ8

ρΨN
“ ρTF , (1.8)

where ΨN is extracted from the many-body Hamiltonian, and ρTF is the minimizer of
eTF . The first result in this direction was again proven by Lieb and Simon [18, Theorem
III.3] for Coulomb systems, where convergence holds in the weak-L1 sense. Since then,
convergence has been further improved and understood. For instance, more recently, the
authors in [9] have proven convergence in the weak-L1`d{2 sense, for a significantly larger
class of potentials. In a similar spirit, Gottschling and Nam [12] have proven convergence
of the energy functionals in the sense of Gamma-convergence. See also the work of Nguyen
[19], where convergence is understood in the context of Weyl’s semiclassical law, starting
from the Hartree-Fock functional.
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1.2. Convergence of states. While the analysis of the limit of the spatial distribution
ρΨN

has received considerable attention in the literature in the last few decades, the ques-
tion of convergence of states has only recently started to be the focus of mathematical
research. Note that the interest in the former arises in the context of Density Functional
Theory and its applications to quantum chemistry, where one is interested in determining
the static electronic structure of many-body ground states.

Let us further explain and, at the same time, fix the notation that we use in the rest of
this paper. Namely, let us consider a sequence of normalized states ΨN P hN that satisfies

xΨN , HN ,ΨNyhN “ EpNq
`
1 ` op1q

˘
N Ñ 8 . (1.9)

We shall refer to ΨN as an approximate ground state. We define its one-particle reduced
density matrix as the trace-class operator on L2pRdq with kernel

γΨN
px, x1q ” N

ż

RdpN´1q

ΨNpx, x1, . . . , xN´1qΨNpx1, x1, . . . , xN´1q dx1 ¨ ¨ ¨dxN´1 , (1.10)

for px, x1q P R2d. In particular, TrγΨN
“ N and 0 6 γΨN

6 1 due to Fermi statistics.
Because all particles are identical, the operator γΨN

contains all the “one-particle” infor-
mation of the system, i.e. expectation values of one-particle observables can be written
in terms of traces over γΨN

. Furthermore, for weakly interacting systems, higher-order
reduced density matrices (containing information about particle correlations) can be ex-
pected to be written in terms of γΨN

plus an error that vanishes in the limit N Ñ 8.1

Thus, it is natural to study the limit of γΨN
for large N in order to understand the physical

behaviour of the system.

Since our scaling regime is of semi-classical type ~ “ N´1{d, we shall analyze the asymp-
totics of γΨN

by looking at its Wigner function

fΨN
px, pq ”

ż

Rd

γΨN

ˆ
x` y

2
, x´ y

2

˙
e´i y¨p

~ dy , (1.11)

where px, pq P R2d should be regarded as varying over macroscopic scales. With the present
definition, it follows from ~

dN “ 1 that the following normalization holds

1

p2πqd
ż

R2d

fΨN
px, pqdxdp “ 1 . (1.12)

While the previous equation suggests that one could regard p2πq´dfΨN
px, pq as a classical

state (i.e. a probability measure on R2d), it is well-known that in general it is not positive,
and may take on negative values. On the other hand, its associated Husimi measure, is a
well-defined measure on phase space. Here, we adopt the following definition

mΨN
” fΨN

˚ G~ (1.13)

1This approximation can be justified for instance in Hartree-Fock theory, where ΨN is an N -particle
quasi-free state, i.e. a Slater determinant. Higher-order particle distributions are written in terms of γΨN

thanks to Wick’s theorem.
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where G~pzq ” ~
´2dG1pz{~q is a mollifier with Gaussian profile G1 P L1pR2dq, at scale ~ ą 0.

In particular, the following holds for the Husimi measure

0 6 mΨN
px, pq 6 1 and

1

p2πqd
ż

R2d

mΨN
px, pqdxdp “ 1 , (1.14)

see for reference [9, Section 2]. The first inequality is nothing but the Pauli Exclusion Prin-
ciple, whereas the second identity is a normalization condition. Let us remark here that,
at least formally, these two functions have the same limit: limNÑ8 mΨN

“ limNÑ8 fΨN
.

Hence, it is convenient to study them simultaneously.

The question that one now may ask is what the asymptotics of fΨN
is, for large N . In

order to motivate this limit, we observe that one may re-write the energy functional EpNq
in terms of reduced density matrices, and then in terms of the Wigner function. In the
limit, one formally obtains the Vlasov energy

Vpfq ” 1

p2πqd
ż

R2d

p2fpx, pqdxdp `
ż

Rd

ρf pxqUpxqdx ` 1

2

ż

R2d

ρfpxqV px ´ yqρfpyqdxdy ,
(1.15)

where ρfpxq ” p2πq´d
ş
Rd fpx, pqdp is the associated position density of f . The minimiza-

tion is carried out over all functions in L1, complying with the Pauli Exclusion Principle
0 6 f 6 1. The connection between the Vlasov and Thomas-Fermi energies can be under-
stood as follows. Let ρ P L1pRdq be a position density and define the classical state

fρpx, pq ” 1p|p|2 6 CTFρpxq2{dq, px, pq P R
2d . (1.16)

Then, there holds Vpfρq “ Epρq. Note that (1.16) is nothing but a local version of a Fermi-
Dirac distribution at zero temperature: at position x P Rd all the electrons momenta
accomodate in order to fill a ball of radius pF pxq „ ρpxq1{d. Letting ρTF be the minimizer
of eTF , we can then expect the relevant classical state to be fTF ” fρTF

.

With the above notations, we are now ready to state the main question of interest in
this work. Namely:

Assuming that ΨN is an approximate ground state of HN , in what sense can we prove
that its Wigner function fΨN

converges to the state fTF?

1.3. Our contribution. Recently, Fournais, Lewin and Solovej [9, Theorem 1.2] have
studied this problem in great generality. In our context, their most notable result is the
fact that convergence holds in a weak sense, even without requiring the uniqueness of the
minimizers. More precisely, it is shown that there exits a probabilty measure P over the
set M of all minimizers of the Thomas-Fermi functional, such that the following limit holds
(up to the extraction of a subsequence)

ż

R2d

fΨN
px, pqϕpx, pqdxdp ÝÑ

ż

M

ˆ ż

R2d

fTF px, pqϕpx, pqdxdp
˙
dPpρq (1.17)

for all test functions ϕ with bounded first derivatives. Their main ingredient is a fermionic
version of the de Finetti–Hewitt–Savage theorem for classical measures–see their Theorem
2.7. Let us note that their results also include convergence for Husimi measures (in a
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stronger mode of convergence), as well as for higher-order density matrices, and additional
analysis in the unconfined case (i.e where some particles may be lost in the limit).

The work of [9] motivated later studies on the semi-classical limit of similar fermionic
systems. For instance, the case of positive temperature has been considered by Lewin,
Madsen and Triay in [14]. Most notably, strong convergence in L1 is proven for Husimi
measures, and analogous weak convergence results are proven for Wigner functions and
higher-order density matrices. Here, the additional assumption of minimizers being unique
is made. Three-dimensional systems in the presence of a homogeneous magnetic fields were
studied by Fournais and Madsen [22] where various scalings for the strength of the magnetic
field are considered. Girardot and Rougerie [11] have also analyzed the semi-classical limit
of fermionic anyons. Here, analogous results on the weak convergence of states is proven
for k-particle Husimi measures. Finally, let us mention that the study of convergence of
states of large quantum-mechanical systems in the style presented above was first analyzed
for bosons. See e.g. the work of Lewin, Nam and Rougerie [15].

The main contribution of this article is to revisit the convergence (1.17) assuming zero

magnetic fields and V̂ > 0 (in particular, minimizers of eTF are unique). We summarize
our main results as follows.

(1) In Theorem 1 we prove that the Husimi measure converges strongly in Lp for all
p P r1,8q, and the Wigner function converges strongly with respect to certain Fourier-
based norms, which include the negative Sobolev space Hs for every s ă 0. The latter
Fourier-based norms have been previously considered in the derivation of the Vlasov
equation from many-body systems (see e.g. [4, Theorem 2.5]), as well as in the analysis
of the space homogeneous Boltzmann equation [24].

(2) While we are not able to prove in full generality that fΨN
converges strongly to fTF

in Lp spaces, in Theorem 2 we provide additional conditions under which convergence
holds. Most notably, we show that L2 convergence holds if the sequence ΨN consists of
Slater determinants (i.e. Hartree-Fock states). Additionally, we prove that whenever
the system has uniform moments in phase-space, then strong convergence in Lp holds
for additional values of p ă 2. This condition on the moments is verified for the
harmonic trap Upxq “ x2.

(3) In Theorem 3 we investigate the convergence of higher-order distribution functions, first
established by the authors in [9] in a weak sense. Here, we show that Lp convergence
can be extended to the Husimi functions to all p P r1,8q. For Slater determinants, we
show that the Wigner functions converge strongly in Hs for all s ă 0, but not in L2.

The reader may wonder if upgrading the mode of convergence has value beyond pure
mathematical interest. It turns out this question has its motivation in the quantitative
derivation of effective equations for large systems of interacting fermions. Indeed, here one
considers an externally prepared system of inital data, that converges with respect to some
norm, as N Ñ 8. Subsequently, one wishes to prove (and, quantify) that convergence
is propagated at later times along the solutions of the equations under consideration; see
e.g [3, 4, 5, 10] and the references therein. In this context, our main result provides
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examples of initial data for the derivation of effective equations, which converges with
respect to appropriate norms. Most importantly, these examples stem from states at zero
temperature and include the orthogonal projections (i.e. the Slater determinants). In
particular, one must be careful with the choice of norm in this situation, since regularity
of the limiting function is not abundant–the functions fρ introduced in (1.16) are only of
bounded variation.

2. Main results

In this section, we state the main results of this article. Namely, Theorem 1 and 2.
First, we fix the assumptions on the potentials that we work with, as well as fixing the
notation to be used throughout this paper.

2.1. Assumptions, definitions and notations. We will work with the following set of
assumptions. These are taken from [9] up to the following modifications. First, we take

A ” 0. Second, we assume V̂ > 0.

Assumption 1. U : Rd Ñ R and V : Rd Ñ R satisfy the following conditions.

(1) U´ P L1`d{2pRdq ` L8
ε pRdq and U` P L1

loc
pRdq, lim|x|Ñ8 U`pxq “ `8 .

(2) V is even, V P L1`d{2pRdq ` L8
ε pRdq, and V̂ > 0.

Remark 2.1. Given p, q P r1,8s, we write U P Lp ` Lq
ε if the following is satisfied: for all

ε ą 0 there exists U1 P Lp and U2 P Lq such that U “ U1 ` U2 and }U2}Lq 6 ε.

Remark 2.2. Under these conditions, there always exists a minimizer of the Thomas-Fermi
funtional. In addition, thanks to V̂ > 0, the functional Epρq is strictly convex in ρ. Hence,
the minimizer is unique and is denoted by ρTF .

Remark 2.3. The additional conditions A “ 0 and V̂ > 0 can be relaxed. Namely, as
long as the Thomas-Fermi functional has a unique minimizer, then Theorem 1 and 2 still
hold. These have only been included here for notational convenience and simplicity of the
exposition. The only result that makes explicit use of these additional conditions is Lemma
4.1 (see Remark 2.9 below), although we believe the result of the lemma is still true for

potentials A and V̂ verifying the more general assumptions considered in [9].

States. Let pΨNqN>1 be a sequence of approximate ground states satisfying (1.9). We
let γΨN

be its one-particle reduced density matrix, fΨN
its Wigner function and mΨN

its
Husimi measure. In order to simplify the notation, here and in the sequel we write for all
N > 2

fN ” fΨN
, mN ” mΨN

, γN ” γΨN
, and f ” fρTF

, (2.1)

where ρTF is the unique minimizer of eTF and f is defined through (1.16).

Weak convergence. Let us denote xϕ, gy “
ş
R2d ϕpzqgpzqdz. Then, with the above

notation, it follows from [9, Theorem 1.2] and uniqueness of the Thomas-Fermi minimizer
that

lim
NÑ8

xϕ, fNy “ xϕ, fy (2.2)
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for all test functions ϕ with ϕ, ∇ϕ P L8pR2dq. On the other hand, for the Husimi measures

lim
NÑ8

xϕ,mNy “ xϕ, fy (2.3)

for all test functions ϕ P L1pR2dq ` L8pR2dq. Let us note that the original result in [9]
includes extraction of a subsequence via a compactness argument. Since the limit here is
unique and independent of the subsequence, convergence holds for the whole sequence.

Wigner transform. We denote by W ~ : L2

x,x1pR2dq Ñ L2
x,ppR2dq the linear map

W ~rγspx, pq ”
ż

Rd

γ
´
x´ y

2
, x` y

2

¯
e´ ip¨y

~ dy , px, pq P R
2d (2.4)

which we refer to as the Wigner transform. We abuse notation and identify Hilbert-
Schmidt operators with their L2 kernels. In particular, fN “ W ~rγN s. The map W ~ is an
L2-isomorphism, and the normalization is chosen so that }W ~rγs}L2 “ p2π~qd{2}γ}L2. See
e.g [7, Proposition 13].

Fourier-based norms. Let n P N. Throughout this article, we let xζy ” p1 ` ζ2q 1

2 be the
Japanese bracket, and ĝpζq “ p2πq´n{2

ş
Rn e

´iζ¨zgpzqdz the Fourier transform of g.

Definition 1. Let s P R and q P r1,8s. We denote by Hs,qpRnq the space of tempered
distributions g P S 1pRnq whose Fourier transform is regular ĝ P L1

loc
pRnq, and for which the

norm

|g|s,q ” } xζys ĝ}LqpRnq (2.5)

is finite.

We will use these spaces only in the case of negative order s ă 0.

Remark 2.4. A few comments are in order regarding the Fourier-based spaces Hs,q.

(1) For all s ă 0 there holds |g|s,2 6 }g}L2 and |g|s,8 6 }g}L1.
(2) For q “ 2, Hs,2 “ Hs is the standard Sobolev space of order s P R.
(3) For q “ 8, the spaces Hs,8 are quite useful in the study of fermionic systems. Namely,

for the Fourier transform of fN the following formula holds, sometimes known as Groe-
newold’s formula:

f̂N pζq “ 1

N
Tr

”
Oξ,ηγN

ı
, ζ “ pξ, ηq P R

2d . (2.6)

Here, Oξ,η ” exppiξ ¨ x̂ ` iη ¨ p̂q is a semi-classical observable, with x̂ and p̂ ” ´i~∇x

the standard position and momentum observables on L2pRdq. In particular, while the
L1 norm of fN cannot be controlled by trace norms of γN , it follows easily from (2.6)
that

|f̂Npζq| 6
1

N
}Oξ,η}BpL2q TrγN 6 1 , ζ “ pξ, ηq P R

2d . (2.7)

Consequently, |f |s,8 6 1 for all s 6 0. These uniform bounds will replace the possible
lack of L1 boundedness in our analysis.
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Slater determinants. We say that Φ P hN is a Slater determinant if there exists an
orthonormal set pϕiqNi“1

Ă L2pRdq such that

Φpx1, . . . , xNq “ 1?
N !

det
16i,j6N

”
ϕipxjq

ı
, px1, . . . , xNq P R

dN , (2.8)

and we write Φ “ ϕ1 ^ ¨ ¨ ¨ ^ ϕN . In particular, Φ is a Slater determinant if and only if its
one-particle reduced density matrix is an orthogonal projection, i.e. if γ2N “ γN .

2.2. Main results. We are now ready to state our main result, which is the content of
the next theorem. Here, we make no additional assumptions on the sequence ΨN under
consideration. The proof, given in Section 3, uses only elementary Lp inequalities and
contains the main idea of the paper. Namely, that weak convergence can be improved to
strong convergence, using the fact that the limiting function solves the equation f 2 “ f .

Theorem 1 (Norm convergence). Let fN , mN and f be as in (2.1), and let Assumption 1
hold. Then, the following statements are true.

(1) The sequence mN converges to f strongly in LppR2dq for all p P r1,8q.
(2) The sequence fN converges to f strongly in Hs,qpR2dq for all q P r2,8s and s ă 0.

Remark 2.5 (k-particle functions). Originally, the authors in [9] proved that (2.2) and (2.3)
hold for higher-order Wigner and Husimi functions. Hence, the reader may wonder if the
content of Theorem 1 extend to these functions. The answer to this question is rather
subtle and is explained further in Section 5.

Remark 2.6 (Positive temperature). Note that the equation f “ f 2 holds only at zero
temperature, because f is a characteristic function of the phase-space. In particular, the
proof of Theorem 1 does not apply directly to the positive temperature setting [14].

Remark 2.7 (Position densities). Let ρTF be the unique minimizer of the Thomas-Fermi
functional eTF . Then, Theorem 1 implies that

ż

Rd

mN p¨, pqdp Ñ ρTF strongly in L1pRdq . (2.9)

On the other hand, for the position density ρN pxq “
ş
Rd fNpx, pqdp defined initially in

terms of ΨN as (1.4), we have

ρN Ñ ρTF strongly in Hs,8pRdq (2.10)

for all s ă 0. This follows from ρ̂N pξq “ f̂N pξ, 0q and xξy´s
6 xζy´s for ζ “ pξ, ηq P R2d.

A natural question is if the Wigner function fN converges to f in any Lp space. We
are not able to prove this statement in the most general case, but we are able to show
convergence under additional assumptions on the sequence ΨN . The first result in this
direction establishes Lp convergence whenever the sequence fN is known to verify a uniform
smoothness assumption. We record this in the following corollary.
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Corollary 2.1. Under the same conditions of Theorem 1, assume additionally that there
exist r ą 0, p P r1,8q and q P r1,8s such that

lim
NÑ8

›››}fN ´ fNp‚ ` ~zq}Lp

|z|r
›››
Lqpdzq

“ 0 , (2.11)

then fN converges to f strongly in LppR2dq.
Remark 2.8. The condition given in (2.11) can be interpreted as smoothness of the sequence
that is uniform with respect to the number of particles N. For illustration, we consider
two situations have been considered in the literature.

(1) Assume that supN>1 }∇fN}L1 ă 8. The Taylor formula fpz`~z1q´fpzq “ ~z1
ş
1

0
∇fpz`

t~z1qdt and a change of variables z ÞÑ z ´ t~z1 implies for r “ 1, p “ 1 and q “ 8

sup
z1PR2d

1

|z1|

ż

R2d

|fNpz ` ~z1q ´ fN pzq|dz 6 ~}∇fN}L1, (2.12)

which yields L1 convergence. The condition supN }∇fN}L1 ă 8 has been previously
considered in the derivation of mean-field dynamics for fermionic systems, see e.g [4,
Theorem 2.5] and the remark after the theorem.

(2) Given z0 “ px0, p0q P R2d, it is possible to verify the following relation between trans-
lations in phase-space distributions, and on quantum density matrices

}fN ´ fNp‚ ` ~z0q}L2 “ p2π~qd{2}rOp0,´x0
, γNs}HS . (2.13)

In particular, if γN satisfies the commutator estimates

}rOp,x, γNs}2HS 6 CN~|z| , @z “ px, pq P R
2d (2.14)

then fN satisfies (2.11) for p “ 2, q “ 8 and r “ 1{2, and yields L2 convergence.
Estimates of the form (2.14) (as well as their stronger trace-class variants) arise in
practice for initial data in the derivation of effective dynamics for fermion systems
[3, 4, 5, 10], and have been shown to be satisfied in a few special cases [2, 21].

In practice, verifying the smoothness condition (2.11) is a challenging task. Our next
result brings an alternative. Namely, if one assumes that ΨN is a Slater determinant, then
L2 convergence is immediate. Further, we show that uniform control on the moments of
the system yields Lp convergence for smaller values of p.

Theorem 2 (Slater determinants). Under the same conditions of Theorem 1, assume
additionally that ΨN is a Slater determinant for all N > 1. Then, the following holds.

(1) The sequence fN converges to f strongly in L2pR2dq.
(2) (Moments) If there exists m ą 0 such that

sup
N>1

}p|x| ` |p|qmfN}L2 ă 8, (2.15)

then fN converges to f strongly in LppR2dq for all p P r1, 2s X p 2

1`2m{d
, 2s.
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Remark 2.9 (The harmonic trap). For the external potential Upxq “ x2 we verify in Section
4 that the bounds on the moments (2.15) hold for m “ 1, under Assumption 1. In
particular, this yields

fN Ñ f strongly in LppR2dq for

$
’&
’%

p P r1, 2s if d “ 1 ,

p P p1, 2s if d “ 2 ,

p P p6{5, 2q if d “ 3 ,

(2.16)

for Slater determinants. We would like to note that for d “ 3 our assumptions include
systems that interact through repulsive Coulomb potentials V pxq “ λ|x|´1 with λ ą 0.

Remark 2.10. The L2 convergence result does not apply to the higher-order Wigner func-

tions f
pkq
N (see (5.1) for a definition). In particular, we prove in Section 5 that for Slater

determinants

lim inf
NÑ8

}f pkq
N ´ fbk}L2 > p2πq dk

2

´?
k! ´ 1

¯
@k > 2 (2.17)

even though convergence f
pkq
N Ñ fbk holds in HspR2dkq for all s ă 0.

The last of our main results is the following interesting corollary. Here, we derive an
equivalent formulation of convergence in Lp norm for Slater determinants.

Corollary 2.2. Assume that ΨN is a Slater determinant for all N > 1, and let p P r1, 2s.
Then, fN converges to f in LppR2dq if and only if

lim
NÑ8

}fN}Lp “ p2πqd{p . (2.18)

3. Proof of the main results

In this section we prove our main results, Theorem 1 and Theorem 2.

3.1. Proof of Theorem 1. The heart of the proof of Theorem 1 has as a starting point
the modes of convergences (2.2) and (2.3), proven in [9]. We establish strong convergence
by making heavy use of the identity f 2 “ f , which follows from the fact that f is a
characteristic function. In particular, it holds that fp1´fq “ 0, i.e. we regard f and 1´f

as orthogonal projections.

It turns out that the proof can be formulated using rather general arguments, and
is independent of the fact that fN is extracted from an N -body quantum system. For
transparency, we prove the following abstract lemma which may be of interest in its own
right. To the authors best knowledge, this result (as well as its application to fermion
systems) is new. Essentially, it states that an appropiate notion of weak convergence
towards a characteristic function can always be upgraded to strong convergence in Lp.

Lemma 3.1. Let pX,F , µq be a measure space. Consider a sequence pFnq8
n“1 of non-

negative functions Fn in L1pXq X L8pXq that satisfies

0 6 Fn 6 1 µ-a.e and lim sup
NÑ8

ż

X

Fndµ “ 1 . (3.1)
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Let F P L1pXq X L8pXq be a non-negative function satisfying

0 6 F 6 1 µ-a.e and

ż

X

Fdµ “ 1 , (3.2)

and assume that for all φ P L1pXq ` L8pXq
lim
nÑ8

xφ, Fny “ xφ, F y . (3.3)

Then, if F “ F 2 µ-a.e., there holds

lim
nÑ8

}Fn ´ F }Lp “ 0 @p P r1,8q . (3.4)

Proof of Lemma 3.1. First, we prove the case p “ 2. Then, we prove the case p “ 1. Every
other case p P p1,8q then follows from the p “ 1 case, and uniform L8 bounds.

Let us prove the p “ 2 case. Since the L2 norm is generated by an inner product, we
find that

}Fn ´ F }2L2 “ }F }2L2 ` }Fn}2L2 ´ 2 xF, Fny . (3.5)

For the first term in the right hand side of (3.5), we may use F “ F 2 and calculate

}F }L2 “ 1. For the second term, we use the upper bound }Fn}L2 6 }Fn}1{2
L8}Fn}1{2

L1 .
Hence, lim supnÑ8 }Fn}L2 6 1. For the third term, we note that since the limiting function
F is in L1 we may use the test function φ “ F and conclude that

lim
NÑ8

xF, Fny “ xF, F y “ 1 . (3.6)

Thus, we put everything together to find that

lim sup
NÑ8

}Fn ´ F }2L2 6 2 ´ 2 lim
NÑ8

xFn, F y “ 0 . (3.7)

This finishes the proof of the p “ 2 case.

Let us prove the p “ 1 case. In view of the identity F p1´F q “ 0 and the non-negativity
of Fn and 1 ´ F we may consider the following decomposition

}Fn ´F }L1 “ }F pF ´Fnq}L1 ` }p1´F qFn}L1 6 }F }L2}F ´Fn}L2 ` x1 ´ F, Fny . (3.8)

The first term in the right hand side of (3.8) is controlled by the difference in L2 norm,
analyzed above. For the second term, we use again weak convergence with the test function
φ “ 1 ´ F P L8. It suffices now to take the n Ñ 8 limit, which finishes the p “ 1 case.

Let us prove the p P p1,8q case. For all such p, we use the fact that }Fn ´F }L8 6 2 to
find that

}Fn ´ F }pLp “
ż

|Fn ´ F |pdµ “
ż

|Fn ´ F | |Fn ´ F |p´1dµ 6 2p´1}F ´ Fn}L1 . (3.9)

Because of the p “ 1 case, the right hand side now vanishes in the limit n Ñ 8. This
finishes the proof of the lemma. �
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Let us now turn to the proof of our main result, Theorem 1. The proof of its first part
is a direct application of Lemma 3.1. The proof of the second part analyzes the difference
between fN and mN .

Proof of Theorem 1. Let mN , fN and f be as in the statement of the theorem.

(1) It suffices to use Lemma 3.1 with X “ R2d, F the Borel sets and µ the 2d-
dimensional Lebesgue measure. We consider the functions FN pzq “ mN pp2πq1{2zq and
F pzq “ fpp2πq1{2zq. In particular, (3.1) and (3.2) are readily verified after a change of
variables thanks to (1.14) and (1.16). The weak convergence follows from (2.2) and (2.3),
proven in [9].

(2) Let |g|s,q be the norm introduced in (2.5). First, we prove the q “ 8 case. Second,
we prove the q “ 2 case. Every other q P p2,8q then follows by interpolation.

The q “ 8 case. Let s ă 0. We use the triangle inequality together with the elementary
bound | ¨ |s,8 6 } ¨ }L1 to find that

|fN ´ f |s,8 6 |fN ´ mN |s,8 ` }mN ´ f}L1 (3.10)

The second term in (3.10) converges to zero, in view of part (1) of the Theorem. Thus, it
suffices to analyze the first term in (3.10). In particular, we consider only the case |s| P
p0, 1s, since otherwise we can use |fN´mN |s,8 6 |fN´mN |1,8 in (3.10). To this end, we look
at its Fourier transform at ζ P R2d. Namely, let |g|C0,α “ supζ1,ζ2PR2d |gpζ1q´gpζ2q| |ζ1´ζ2|´α

the Hölder norm of a function g : R2d Ñ C. Then, we find

|pf̂N ´ m̂Nqpζq| “ |f̂N pζq| |1 ´ Ĝ1p~ζq| 6 |f̂N pζq| |Ĝ1|C0,|s|~
|s||ζ ||s| 6 |Ĝ1|C0,|s| ~

|s||ζ ||s| (3.11)

where we used Ĝ1p0q “ 1, together with the uniform bound }f̂N}L8 6 1 (see (2.7)). The
last inequality now implies that

|fN ´ mN |s,8 “ sup
ζPR2d

xζys |pf̂N ´ m̂Nqpζq| 6 |Ĝ1|C0,s~
|s|. (3.12)

This finishes the proof thanks to the fact that |Ĝ1|C0,|s| ă 8 for |s| P p0, 1s.
The q “ 2 case. The proof is identical to the proof of (2), with the following changes. First,
one replaces }mN ´f}L1 with }mN ´f}L2 and uses part (1) for p “ 2. Second, one replaces

the uniform bound } pfN}L8 6 1 with the alternative uniform L2-bound } pfN}L2 6 p2πq d
2 .

The latter bounds follows from the fact that (up to scaling) the Wigner transformation is
a unitary map between L2

x,x1 and L2
x,p. More precisely, in our setting we obtain

}fN}L2 “ p2π~q d
2 }γN}L2 “ p2π~q d

2 }γN}HS 6 p2π~q d
2 }γN}

1

2

Tr
“ p2πq d

2 . (3.13)

In the last two inequalities we used the fact that }γ}HS “ pTrγ˚γq 1

2 6 }γ}
1

2

BpL2q}γ}
1

2

Tr
for

arbitrary trace-class operators on L2, the fact that for fermions 0 6 γ 6 1, and the scaling
Trγ “ N “ ~

´d. �
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Proof of Corollary 2.1. Let p, q and r be as in the statement of the corollary. Then, we
use the triangle inequality to find that

}fN ´ f}Lp 6 }fN ´ mN}Lp ` }mN ´ f}Lp . (3.14)

Thanks to Theorem 1, limNÑ8 }mN ´ f}Lp “ 0. Thus, we only look at the first term. We
write for z “ px, pq P R2d

fNpzq ´ mN pzq “
ż

R2d

`
fN pzq ´ fN pz ´ ~z1q

˘
G1pz1qdz1 . (3.15)

Hence, Minkowski’s and Hölder’s inequality implies

}fN ´ mN}Lp 6

ż

R2d

}fN ´ fNp‚ ` ~z1q}LpG1pz1qdz1

“
ż

R2d

}fN ´ fNp‚ ` ~z1q}Lp

|z1|r |z1|rG1pz1qdz1

6

››››
}fN ´ fNp‚ ` ~z1q}Lp

|z1|r
››››
Lqpdz1q

}|z1|rG1}Lq1 pdz1q (3.16)

where 1{q1 “ 1 ´ 1{q is the dual exponent of q. Note that }|z1|rG1}Lq1 pdz1q ă 8 because G1

is a Schwartz-class function. In view of the assumption of the theorem, it suffices to take
the limit N Ñ 8. �

3.2. Proof of Theorem 2. Recall that in order to prove that fN converges to f in a
Banach space E, it suffices to show that from all subsequences pfNk

qk>1 we can extract
a further subsequence converging to f in E. We shall be using this fact in the proof of
Theorem 2 part (1) with E “ L2 and Corollary 2.2 with E “ L1, but make no explicit
reference to it in order to simplify the exposition.

Proof of Theorem 2. Let γN , fN and f be as in the statement of the theorem.

(1) When γN is a rank-N orthogonal projection, its Hilbert-Schmidt norm can be cal-

culated to be }γN}HS “ pTrγ˚
NγNq 1

2 “ pTrγNq 1

2 “ N
1

2 . Thus, the same reasoning that led
to (3.13) now yields

}fN}L2 “ p2πq d
2 . (3.17)

Thus, we may assume that fN converges weakly in L2. Of course, in view of (2.2), this
limit is given by f . Further, f “ f 2 implies that }f}L2 “ p2πqd{2. This shows that
limNÑ8 }fN}L2 “ }f}L2. Since L2 is a Uniformly Convex Space, we may conclude that
convergence is strong in L2, and this finishes the proof of the first part of the theorem.

(2) Let m ą 0 and p P r1, 2s X p 2

1`2m{d
, 2s be as in the statement of the theorem, and let

us denote by
Km ” sup

N>1

} xzym fN}L2 ă 8 . (3.18)

Let R ą 0 and denote BR ” tz P R2d : |z| 6 Ru and Bc
R ” R2d{BR. We let χR ” 1BR

and
χc
R ” 1 ´ χR.
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The proof starts with the decomposition

}f ´ fN}Lp 6 }χRpf ´ fNq}Lp ` }χc
Rpf ´ fN q}Lp . (3.19)

We estimate each term separately. The first term can be estimated in terms of the L2

norm, using Hölder’s inequality

}χRpf ´ fNq}Lp 6 |BR|
2´p

2p }f ´ fN}L2 . (3.20)

Note that thanks to the first part of the theorem, the right hand side vanishes in the limit
N Ñ 8. For the second term of (3.19), we use the triangle inequality

}χc
Rpf ´ fNq}Lp 6 }χc

Rf}Lp ` }χc
RfN}Lp . (3.21)

Note that f P Lp and so the first term converges to zero as R Ñ 8. In order to control
the second one, we use the moments of fN . Namely, Hölder’s inequality gives

}χc
RfN}Lp “ }χc

R xzy´m xzym fN}Lp 6 }χc
R xzy´m }Lr1 } xzym fN}Lr (3.22)

where 1{p “ 1{r ` 1{r1. We choose r “ 2 and r1 “ 2p{p2 ´ pq. In particular, we observe
that xzy´m P Lr1

. Indeed, this is equivalent to mr1 ą d, which holds for p ą 2{p1 ` 2m
d

q.
To finish the proof, we take the lim supNÑ8 and use the inequalities (3.20), (3.21) and

(3.22) to find that

lim sup
NÑ8

}f ´ fN}Lp 6 }χc
Rf}Lp ` Km}χc

R xzy´m }Lr1 . (3.23)

It suffices to take the limit R Ñ 8. This finishes the proof of the theorem. �

Proof of Corollary 2.2. For simplicity we only present the proof for p “ 1, the other cases
being analogous with only minor modifications. Since one implication is obvious, we only
prove the second one.

We start by using the fact f “ f 2 through the formula fp1 ´ fq “ 0, and estimate the
L1 norm difference as follows

}f ´ fN}L1 “
ż
f |f ´ fN | `

ż
p1 ´ fq|f ´ fN | “

ż
f |f ´ fN | `

ż
p1 ´ fq|fN | . (3.24)

The first term in (3.24) can be estimated in view of the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and
the p “ 2 case established in Theorem 2. Namely

ż
f |f ´ fN | 6 }f}L2}f ´ fN}L2 “ p2πq d

2 }f ´ fN}L2 . (3.25)

The second term in (3.24) is more involved. First, because of L2 convergence, we may
assume that convergence holds pointwise almost everywhere, up to extraction of a subse-
quence (which we do not display explicitly). Hence, Fatou’s Lemma implies that

p2πqd “
ż
f |f | 6 lim inf

NÑ8

ż
f |fN | . (3.26)
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On the other hand, }fN}L2 “ }f}L2 “ p2πq d
2 combined with the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality

implies

lim sup
NÑ8

ż
f |fN | 6 }f}L2 lim sup

NÑ8
}fN}L2 “ p2πqd . (3.27)

Hence, (3.26) and (3.27) imply that limNÑ8

ş
f |fN | “ p2πqd. Thus, going back to (3.24)

we see that
lim sup
NÑ8

}f ´ fN}L1 6 lim sup
NÑ8

}fN}L1 ´ p2πqd . (3.28)

Thus, thanks to the assumption in the statement of the Corollary, we find limNÑ8 }fN}L1 “
p2πqd. Finally, we note that the limit f is independent of the chosen subsequence. Hence,
L1-convergence holds for the entire sequence (see also the comment at the beginning of
Subsection 3.2). �

4. Application: the harmonic trap

Throughout this section, we consider the external potential Upxq “ x2. Using the same
notation as in the previous section, we denote by fN the sequence of Wigner functions
of the approximate ground state ΨN , taken to be a Slater determinant in the context of
Theorem 2. We denote by f “ fTF the classical state determined by ρTF , the minimizer
of eTF .

In the following lemma, we prove that the condition on the moments (2.15) is verified
for m “ 1. Note this is the only point in this article where we make direct use of the
conditions A “ 0 and V̂ > 0. We believe further analysis would show these can be relaxed
to those considered originally in [9].

Lemma 4.1. Assume that ΨN is a Slater determinant for all N > 1. Then, for Upxq “ x2

there holds
sup
N>1

}p|x| ` |p|qfN}L2 ă 8 . (4.1)

Remark 4.1. As it will be clear from the proof, one only needs a lower bound Upxq > Cx2

for the external trap, and the same result is true. For simplicity of the exposition we choose
the harmonic trap Upxq “ x2.

Remark 4.2. The estimate (4.10) contained in the proof of Lemma 4.1 below is borrowed
from the proof of [13, Theorem 3]. Here, the author considers the convergence of the
Wigner transform of the following sequence of one-particle density matrices

ρ~ “ 1p´8,0s

`
p̂2 ` W px̂q

˘
(4.2)

where W : R
d Ñ R is a nice potential chosen so that the spectrum of p2 `W pxq is discrete

in p´8, 0s. These states were first studied in [21] for d > 2 where it is shown that they
satisfy optimal semi-classical commutator estimates.

Corollary 4.1. Under the same assumptions as in Theorem 2 and Lemma 4.1, there holds

fN Ñ f strongly in LppR2dq for p P r1, 2s X
´ 2

1 ` 2{d, 2
ı
. (4.3)
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Remark 4.3 (One-dimensional harmonic oscillator). Let d “ 1 and consider the harmonic
oscillator h “ ´~

2d2{dx2 ` x2 on L2pRq, with spectrum σphq “ Y8
n“0

tEnu where En “
~pn ` 1{2q. Each eigenvalue En is non-degenerate and corresponds to the eigenfunction
ψn being the n-th Hermite function. Since pψnqn is an orthonormal basis for L2pRq, it
is possible to show that the ground state of HN “ řN

i“1
´~

2d{dx2i ` x2i on
ŹN

i“1
L2pRq

corresponds to the Slater determinant

ΨN,0 “ ψ0 ^ ¨ ¨ ¨ ^ ψN´1 , (4.4)

with ground state energy
řN´1

n“0
En. Letting fN,0 be the Wigner transform of the ground

state ΨN,0, Corollary 4.1 implies

fN,0 Ñ fρ0 strongly in L1pR2q . (4.5)

where we denote by ρ0 P L1pRq the minimizer of the Thomas-Fermi functional.

Proof of Lemma 4.1. Let us denote by x̂ and p̂ “ ´i~∇x the standard position and mo-
mentum observables in L2pRdq. We start the proof with the identity

xfN “ p1{2qW ~rx̂γN ` γN x̂s, (4.6)

which follows from the decomposition x “ 1{2px ` y{2q ` 1{2px ´ y{2q, the definition
(2.4) and the relations px̂γqpx, yq “ xγpx, yq and pγx̂qpx, yq “ yγpx, yq. Thus, }W ~rγs}L2 “
p2π~qd{2}γ}L2 implies

}xfN}L2 6 p1{2qp2π~qd{2
´

}x̂γN}L2 ` }γN x̂}L2

¯
. (4.7)

We now calculate the right hand side as follows

}x̂γN}2L2 “ }x̂γN}2HS “ Trpx̂γNq˚px̂γNq “ Tr
´
γN x̂

2γN

¯
“ Tr

´
x̂2γN

¯
, (4.8)

wher we used cyclicity of the trace, and γN “ γ˚
N “ γ2N . The same identity holds for the

second term of (4.7). Thus,

}xfN}2L2 6 p2π~qdTr
`
x̂2γN

˘
. (4.9)

In a similar fashion, the same argument can be repeated for the momentum variable and
can be combined with the last estimate. Thus, the triangle inequality and the scaling
~
d “ N´1 gives

}p|x| ` |p|qfN}2L2 6
C

N
Tr

`
px̂2 ` p̂2qγN

˘
, (4.10)

for a constant C ą 0. It suffices to show that the right hand side of (4.10) is bounded
uniformly in N . To this end, we use two facts: that γN corresponds to an approximate
ground state; and that the two-body interaction is dominated by the kinetic energy. We
do this in the following two steps.
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Step 1. Let ΨN be the approximate ground state under consideration, which we assume
is a Slater determinant. Then, a standard calculation shows that

xΨN , HNΨNyhN (4.11)

“ Tr
`
p̂2 ` x̂2

˘
γN ` N

ż

R2d

ρN pxqV px´ yqρNpyqdxdy ´ 1

N

ż

R2d

V px´ yq|γpx, yq|2dxdy .

where we denote ρNpxq ” 1

N
γNpx, xq. Recall that in Assumption 1 we consider V̂ > 0.

Hence, the second term on the right hand side above is non-negative, in view of the following
representation ż

R2d

ρpxqV px ´ yqρpyqdxdy “
ż

Rd

V̂ pkq|ρ̂pkq|2dk > 0. (4.12)

Therefore, thanks to (4.11), (4.12) and (1.7) we conclude that for N > N0 large enough

Tr
`
p̂2 ` x̂2

˘
γN 6 CNeTF ` 1

N

ż

R2d

V px ´ yq|γNpx, yq|2dxdy . (4.13)

Step 2. Here, we borrow the following estimate from the proof of [9, Proposition 3.1]
ˇ̌
ˇ̌ 1
N

ż

RdˆRd

V px´ yq|γpx, yq|2dxdy
ˇ̌
ˇ̌ 6 εNTr

`
p̂2 ` 1

˘
γN (4.14)

for a sequence of positive numbers εN Ñ 0 as N Ñ 8. Consequently, for N > N0

large enough we may assume εN 6 1{2. In particular, it follows from (4.13), (4.14) and
TrγN “ N that for a constant C ą 0

Trpp̂2 ` x̂2qγN 6 CN
`
eTF ` 1

˘
. (4.15)

The proof is finished once we combine the last inequality with (4.10). �

5. Results on k-particle distribution functions

In this section we address the problem of convergence of higher-order distribution func-
tions, as originally considered by the authors in [9].

5.1. Definitions. Let 2 6 k ă N and denote by ΨN P hN the approximate ground state.
We will work with the following definitions.

(1) Wigner functions. Following [9, Eq. (1.18)] we define the k-particle Wigner function
as follows

f
pkq
N pXk, Pkq ”

ż

R2dkˆRdpN´kq

ΨN

´
Xk` ~

2
Yk, XN´k

¯
ΨN

´
Xk ` ~

2
Yk, XN´k

¯
e´iYk¨PkdXN´kdYk

(5.1)
where pXk, Pkq P R2dk, and we write XN´k “ pxk`1, . . . , xNq P RdpN´kq for the integration
variable. In particular, the normalization is chosen so that

1

p2πqdk
ż

R2dk

f
pkq
N pXk, PkqdXkdPk “ 1 . (5.2)
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(2) Husimi measures. In this article, we define the k-particle Husimi measure as the
convolution

m
pkq
N ” N ¨ ¨ ¨ pN ´ k ` 1q

Nk
f

pkq
N ˚ G

bk
~

(5.3)

where G
bk
~

“ G~b¨ ¨ ¨bG~ is the k-fold tensor product of the one-particle Gaussian mollifier
G~pzq “ ~

´dG1p~´1{2zq. As explained by the authors in [9, Section 2.4], the convolution
(5.3) agrees with their original definition. In particular, we have [9, Lemma 2.2]

0 6 m
pkq
N 6 1 and

1

p2πqdk }mpkq
N }L1 “ N ¨ ¨ ¨ pN ´ k ` 1q

Nk
. (5.4)

(3) Reduced densities. We define γ
pkq
N , the k-particle reduced density matrix, as the

trace-class operator on L2pRdkq with kernel

γ
pkq
N pXk, X

1
kq ” N !

pN ´ kq!

ż

RdpN´kq

ΨNpXk, XN´kqΨNpX 1
k, XN´kq dXN´k (5.5)

where Xk “ px1, . . . , xkq, X 1
k “ px1

1, . . . , x
1
kq P Rdk and we denote XN´k “ pxk`1, . . . , xNq.

In particular, the normalization is chosen so that

Trγ
pkq
N “ N !

pN ´ kq! . (5.6)

Note the definition is not the same as [9], but we take the one from [16] since we shall
borrow a calculation in the proof of Lemma 5.1 below.

5.2. Statements. In [9] the authors prove that the following convergence statement holds
A
ϕ,m

pkq
N

E
Ñ

@
ϕ, fbk

D
(5.7)

for all ϕ P L1pR2dkq`L8pR2dkq, where f “ fρTF
is defined in terms of the unique minimizer

of the Thomas-Fermi functional (1.5). In particular, one may then ask if the results
contained in Theorem 1 and 2 extend to higher-order distribution functions.

We address this question in the next Theorem. While some convergence results are
easily translated into higher-order distribution functions, it turns out that some are not.

Most notably, we prove that for Slater determinants the strong L2 convergence f
pkq
N Ñ fbk

holds only for k “ 1, although convergence holds in Hs for all s ă 0.

Theorem 3 (k-particle functions). Let k > 2. Then, the following statements are true.

(1) The sequence m
pkq
N converges to fbk strongly in LppR2dkq for all p P r1,8q.

(2) The sequence f
pkq
N converges to fbk strongly in Hs,8pR2dkq for all s ă 0.

Additionally, if ΨN is a Slater determinant for all N > 1, the following is true.

(3) The sequence f
pkq
N converges to fbk strongly in Hs,qpR2dkq for all s ă 0 and q P r2,8s.

(4) The sequence f
pkq
N does not converge to fbk strongly in L2pR2dkq. In fact, there holds

lim inf
NÑ8

}f pkq
N ´ fbk}L2 > p2πqdk{2

`?
k! ´ 1

˘
. (5.8)
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Remark 5.1 (Lack of uniform L2 bounds). Note that in item (2) we are not able to obtain
convergence in HspR2dkq, as opposed to the k “ 1 case in Theorem 1. This is a consequence

of our lack of control of the L2 norms of f
pkq
N for k > 2. Recall that for density matrices

γ
pkq
N for k > 2 one does not have operator bounds which are uniform in N . For illustration,

for k “ 2 it is in general known that

0 6 γ
p2q
N 6 pN ´ 1q1 , (5.9)

see e.g [1, Lemma 1] or [20, Theorem 8.12]. In contrast, for the case k “ 1, there holds

0 6 γ
p1q
N 6 1, which implies }f p1q

N }L2 6 p2πqd{2. On the other hand, the operator bound

(5.9) only gives the estimate }γp2q
N }HS 6 }γp2q

N } 1

2 }γp2q
N }

1

2

Tr
6 N3{2, which is not sufficient to

guarantee a uniform L2 bound for f
p2q
N . Let us further make two comments.

(1) In item (3), the uniform L2 bounds are recovered for the Slater determinants, for
which an explicit formula can be given for all k > 2; see Lemma 5.1. This allows for
convergence in the larger class of spaces.

(2) Upon completion of this work, the author became aware of the recent result of Chris-

tiansen [6, Theorem 1]2, where it is proven that }γp2q
N }HS 6

?
5N . The proof by-

passes the operator norm (5.9) and holds for any normalized state ΨN . Consequently,

supN>1 }f p2q
N }L2 ă 8 using the unitarity of the Wigner transform (see also (5.16)).

Hence, we can relax the assumption of ΨN being a Slater determinant in item (3) in

Theorem 3 for k “ 2. In particular, f
p2q
N Ñ f b f in HspR4dq for all s ă 0.

The proof of items (3) and (4) of Theorem 3 are based on the following calculation.
While the result may have been known to experts, we record it here for completeness of
the exposition.

Lemma 5.1. Assume that ΨN is a Slater determinant for all N > 2. Then, for all k > 2

lim
NÑ8

}f pkq
N }L2 “

´
p2πqdkk!

¯ 1

2

. (5.10)

Remark 5.2. The L2 norm of f
pkq
N can be computed explicitly for finite N , see (5.20).

5.3. Proof of Theorem 3. First, we shall give a proof of Theorem 3 which is based on
Lemma 5.1. Then, we prove Lemma 5.1.

Before we turn to the proof of Theorem 3, let us introduce some notation. Namely, it

will be extremely convenient to recast the Wigner function f
pkq
N as the Wigner transform

of the reduced density matrix γ
pkq
N . To this end, we define the following linear map, which

we refer to as the Wigner transform of order k:

W ~

k rγkspXk, Pkq ”
ż

Rdk

γk

´
Xk ` 1

2
Yk, Xk ´ 1

2
Yk

¯
exp

´
´ i

~
Yk ¨ Pk

¯
dYk (5.11)

where γk P L2pR2dkq and pXk, Pkq P R2dk. In particular, the following is true.

2The author would like to thank the anonymous referee that pointed this out
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(i) The map W ~

k is an L2-isomorphism, and with the present normalization

}W ~

k rγks}L2 “ p2π~q dk
2 }γk}L2 , γk P L2pR2dkq . (5.12)

See e.g [7, Proposition 13].

(ii) Starting from (5.1), we use the definition (5.5) of γ
pkq
N , change variables Yk ÞÑ ~

´1Yk
and use the scaling ~

´dk “ Nk to find that

f
pkq
N “ Nk pN ´ kq!

N !
W ~

k rγpkq
N s . (5.13)

Note that limNÑ8 N
k pN´kq!

N !
“ 1.

Proof of Theorem 3. In what follows we fix k > 2 and assume N ą k.

(1) The proof relies on Lemma 3.1. Here, we take FnpZkq “ m
pkq
N pp2πq 1

2Zkq and similarly

F pZkq “ pfbkqpp2πq 1

2Zkq for Zk P R2dk. The bounds (3.1) and (3.2) are straightforward
to verify and follow from (5.4) and

ş
f “ p2πqd{2 and f “ f 2, respectively. The weak

convergence (5.7) has been proven in [9].

(2) Here, we repeat the argument used in the proof of Theorem 1. The proof is identical,

and the only modification comes from justifying the uniform bound }f̂N}L8 6 1. To justify
this in the case k > 2, we note that a calculation using (5.13) and the scaling ~

dk “ N´k

yields the analogous Groenewold’s formula (2.6) for k-particle Wigner functions

y
f

pkq
N pζkq “ pN ´ kq!

N !
Tr

“
O

pkq
ζk
γ

pkq
N

‰
, ζk “ pξk, ηkq P R

dk ˆ R
dk (5.14)

where the trace is over L2pRdkq, and O
pkq
ζk

“ exppipξkX̂k ` ηkP̂kqq is a semi-classical observ-

able in L2pR2dkq. Hence, thanks to (5.6) we find }y
f

pkq
N }L8 6 1.

(3) We repeat the argument used in the proof of Theorem 1. Namely, we prove the q “ 2
case. The only modification comes from the uniform L2 bound }fN}L2 6 p2πqd{2. For k > 2,

this uniform bound is now provided by Lemma 5.1, i.e. there holds supN>1 }f pkq
N }L2 ă 8.

We can then interpolate between q “ 2 and q “ 8.

(4) It suffices to use the triangle inequality, Lemma 5.1 and }fbk}L2 “ }f}k
L2 “ p2πqdk{2

to find that

lim inf
NÑ8

}f pkq
N ´ fbk }L2 > lim inf

NÑ8
}f pkq

N }L2 ´ }fbk}L2 “ p2πqdk{2
´?

k! ´ 1
¯
. (5.15)

This finishes the proof of the theorem. �

Proof of Lemma 5.1. Fix k > 2 and let N ą k. We split the proof into two parts. In the

first part, we calculate a relation between }f pkq
N }L2 and }γpkq

N }HS, which is independent of
ΨN being a Slater determinant. In the second part, we use the fact that ΨN is a Slater

determinant to compute the Hilbert-Schmidt norm of γ
pkq
N .
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For the first part, we use (5.13) and then (5.12) to find that

}f pkq
N }L2 “ Nk pN ´ kq!

N !
}W ~

k rγpkq
N s}L2

“ Nk pN ´ kq!
N !

p2π~q dk
2 }γpkq

N }L2

“ Nk pN ´ kq!
N !

p2π~q dk
2 }γpkq

N }HS (5.16)

where in the last line we used }γk}HS “ }γk}L2.

For the second part, we observe that when ΨN is a Slater determinant, the k-particle

reduced density matrix γ
pkq
N can be calculated explicitly. Namely, assume that

ΨNpx1, . . . , xNq “ 1?
N !

det
16i,j6N

“
ϕipxjq

‰
, px1, . . . , xNq P R

dN . (5.17)

The orbitals pϕiqNi“1
can depend on N but we do not display such dependence in the

notation, for it has no effect in the upcoming calcuation. Next, we note that the kernel of

γ
pkq
N is given by (see for reference [16, Section 3.1.5])

γ
pkq
N px1, . . . , xk, x1

1
, . . . , x1

kq “ k!
ÿ

16ℓ1ă¨¨¨ăℓk6N

1?
k

det
16i,j6N

“
ϕℓipxjq

‰ 1?
k

det
16i,j6N

“
ϕℓipx1

jq
‰
.

Hence, we write in operator form

γ
pkq
N “ k!

ÿ

16ℓ1ă¨¨¨ăℓk6N

|ϕℓ1 ^ ¨ ¨ ¨ ^ ϕℓky xϕℓ1 ^ ¨ ¨ ¨ ^ ϕℓk | . (5.18)

In particular, note that Trγ
pkq
N “ k!

`
N

k

˘
“ N !

pN´kq!
. Furthermore, it follows from (5.18) that

γ
pkq
N γ

pkq
N “ k!γ

pkq
N . Thus, we can compute the Hilbert-Schmidt norm as follows

}γpkq
N }2HS “ Tr

”
pγpkq

N q˚γ
pkq
N

ı
“ k! Trγ

pkq
N “ k!

N !

pN ´ kq! , (5.19)

where we have used self-adjointness of γ
pkq
N .

Let us now put everything together. Namely (5.19) and (5.16) imply

}f pkq
N }L2 “ Nk pN ´ kq!

N !
p2π~q dk

2

´
k!

N !

pN ´ kq!
¯ 1

2

“
´

p2πqdkk!
¯ 1

2

„
Nk

~
dk
2

´pN ´ kq!
N !

¯ 1

2


. (5.20)

It suffices now to use the scaling ~
d “ N´1, take the limit N Ñ 8 and observe that the

factor in squared brackets r¨ ¨ ¨ s in (5.20) converges to 1. �
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ultimately led to the study of the problem in this article. I am also very thankful to D.
Hundertmark for his comments that helped improve an earlier version of this manuscript.



22 ESTEBAN CÁRDENAS
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