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ABsTRACT. In this paper, we rewrite the time-dependent Bogoliubov—de Gennes
equation in an appropriate semiclassical form and establish its semiclassical limit
to a two-particle kinetic transport equation with an effective mean-field background
potential satisfying the one-particle Vlasov equation. Moreover, for some semi-
classical regimes, we obtain a higher-order correction to the two-particle kinetic
transport equation, capturing a nontrivial two-body interaction effect. The conver-
gence is proven for C? interaction potentials in terms of a semiclassical optimal
transport pseudo-metric. Furthermore, combining our current results with the re-
sults of Marcantoni et al. [arXiv:2310.15280], we establish a joint semiclassical and
mean-field approximation of the dynamics of a system of spin-% Fermions by the
Vlasov equation in some negative order Sobolev topology.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. The time-dependent Bogoliubov—de Gennes equation. We consider the time-
dependent Bogoliubov—de Gennes (BdG) equation, sometimes referred to as the
generalized Hartree—Fock equation or the Hartree—Fock—Bogoliubov equation. It
describes the time evolution of generalized one-particle reduced density operators,
which are self-adjoint operators I' acting on b & b, satisfying the operator bound
0 <T' < 144y, and having the form

(7 o«
(1.1) F_<_a 1_7>,

where b = L%(R¢, C) denotes the one-particle state space, A represents the operator
whose integral kernel is the conjugate of the kernel of the operator A. Here, the
bounded linear operators ~y and « acting on h are called, respectively, the one-particle
density operator and the pairing operator. It follows from properties of I that v and
« satisfy

(1.2) 0<y<1, o' =-a ~a=a7, and [0 <~(1-7),
where |A| = VA*A.

The BAG equation models many-body dynamics with an interparticle interaction
potential U, which we assume to satisfy, for some constant C' > 0, the conditions

(1.3)  U(x) =U(-x), UcLi.(RY), and U*<C(1-A).

loc

Let p = —ihV, denote the momentum operator with 4 = h/(27), where h is the
Planck constant, and define the Hartree—Fock Hamiltonian associated with ~y by the
operator

2
In the above expression, V/, is the multiplication operator by the mean-field potential
defined by

+V, = X,.

Vi) = U x diag()(x) = [ Ule =) v(y,9) dy
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and X, is the exchange operator defined through its integral kernel

Moreover, we define the generalized Hartree—Fock Hamiltionian acting on h & b by

the matrix operator
_ (B X
Hl" — < XZ —H,Y ) .
Then the BAG equation reads
(1.4) ih o' = [Hp, 17,

where [A, B] := AB — BA is the operator commutator. Equivalently, Equation (1.4)
can be written as the following coupled system of equations

(1.52) ihdy = [Hy, 7] + Xe 0" — a Xy,
(1.5b) ihdja=H,a+aH, + X, (1 —7%) —vX,.
Notice that if o = 0, then 7 solves the Hartree—Fock equation
(1.6) ihdry = [Hy,].

This justifies the claim that the BAG equation is a generalization of the Hartree—
Fock equation with a non-zero pairing operator. Observe also the fact that the
self-adjointness of I' and 0 < I' < 1y are preserved under the BdG dynamics, in
particular the Properties (1.2) remain true along the dynamics. We refer to [7] for
discussions regarding the well-posedness and additional properties of the equation. In
fact, Conditions (1.3) are taken from [7], which guarantees the global well-posedness
of solutions.

1.2. Semiclassical regimes and classical phase space dynamics. The purpose of
this paper is the study of the BdG equation (1.4) in the semiclassical regime, that is
on space-time scales where the Planck constant 2 becomes negligible. To make con-
nection with earlier studies on the effective approximation of many-body interacting
fermionic systems (see Section 4), we set N = Tr(y) and write

U(e) = K (@)

where K : R? — R is independent of IV and / and satisfies Conditions (1.3), and the
factor N~! is the mean-field coupling constant.
In the context of the semiclassical limit, it is convenient to define the rescaled
operator
1

1.7 = —
( ) p Nhd e

sothat h Tr(p) = 1. We will call positive operators verifying this trace normalization
density operators and denote this class of operators by P(h). We also define the
semiclassical Schatten norms, which are quantum analogues of the Lebesgue norms
on the phase space, by

(1.8) 1ol = RV (Tx(|p[P)" /7.
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These norms are helpful in identifying the necessary scaling of quantum objects that
will lead to a nontrivial semiclassical limit.
In the case of zero pairing, we see that the scaling (1.7) leads to rewrite Equa-
tion (1.6) as follows
p|”

(1.9) ihowp =y, p]  with H, = Z-+V, - hiX,

where V,, = K * p(x) and p(z) is the spatial distribution of particles defined by
(1.10) o(x) = diag(p) () := h? p(z, )

and the exchange operator X, has the integral kernel

(L.11) Xp(r,y) = K(x —y) plz,y) .

Furthermore, with this scaling, it is known that in the semiclassical limit 4 — 0 one
can recover classical phase space dynamics from the Hartree—Fock dynamics (see
e.g. [38, 6, 35]). More precisely, one obtains as the semiclassical approximation of
Equation (1.9) the Vlasov equation

(112) O f +&-Vyf +E;-Vef =0 with  f(0,x,8) = f"(x.£) >0,

where f is a time-dependent probability density on R*! = RY xR{, Ey = —VV} is the
self-consistent force field associated to the mean-field potential V(x) = (K*pf)(t,x)
with p; the spatial density defined by

pr(t) = [ F(tx.€) .

In this work, we want to extend the above result to the case of the BdG equation
(1.5), with a non-zero pairing operator ««. To this end, we define the two-particle
operator

(1.13) Po = Aayal

as the orthogonal projection in h ® b onto the function defined by (z,y) — a(z,y),
and where A > 0 is chosen so that 12 Tr(p,,) = 1. This allows us to rewrite the BdG
equation (1.5) in the equivalent form (2.7), as shown in Section 2.1, and compare it
with its classical analogue

(1.14&) 8tf+£-VXf+Ef~V5f:O
1
(114b) 8tF + 512 . VX12F + E12 . V&QF = N VK(Xl — Xz) . (V& - V&) F

where F'(z15) = F(z1, 23) is the two-particle distribution function defined on R?¢ x
R, 12 := (X1, X2) € R2, &1 := (&1, &) € RE and Eyp := (Ef(x1), Er(x2))-

Notice that System (1.14) is well-posed. Indeed, being that Equation (1.14a) is a
Vlasov equation with smooth interaction /, it is well-posed by standard techniques
(see e. g. [14]). Given f, a solution of equation (1.14a), and the corresponding vector
field Fo, equation (1.14b) is simply a linear transport equation with smooth vector
field, which is well-posed by standard characteristics methods.
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1.3. Semiclassical optimal transport pseudo-metric. We now introduce the tools
that we will use in our main theorem to prove the semiclassical limit of the BdG
equation (2.7).

Denote z = (x, &) € R?. Let f be a probability density function on R?? and
p € P(h). A coupling of f and p is a measurable function 7 : z — ~(z) defined for
almost all z € R?? with values in the space of bounded linear operators acting on b
such that, for almost all z € R??, we have that ~(z) > 0 and it satisfies the conditions

(1.15) W Try(v(2) = f(2) and /Rw'y(z)dz:p.

The set of all couplings of f and p is denoted by C(f, p). Next, we define the
semiclassical optimal transport pseudo-metric by

2
1.16 W = inf h* T d
(116 o) = (i [0 el ) )
with the cost function ¢(z) defined by the unbounded operator whose action on test
functions ¢ gives

(e(2)¢)(@) = Ix = 2f” p(z) + € — pI” p(2)

and p = —ihV,. The notation Try(c~y) should be understood as Try(c/2 v ¢!/?) in
general if ¢~y is not trace class. The above semiclassical optimal transport pseudo-
metric between density operators and classical phase space functions was first in-
troduced in [19]. It can be viewed as an intermediate notion between the classical
Monge—Kantorovich distance (Wasserstein distance) of exponent 2 on the space of
Borel probability measures and the quantum optimal transport pseudo-metric on the
space of density operators defined in [18]. The properties of these pseudo-metrics
can be found in [19, 22, 8, 33].

Likewise, for any two-particle probability density function F'(zy,25) on R2? x
R?? and two-particle density operator p, € P(h ® b)), we denote by Wy ;(F, p,)
their semiclassical optimal transport pseudo-metric, defined in the same way with b
replaced by h ® b and R?? replaced by R?? x R??,

1.4. Main results. We are now ready to state our main results. In our first theorem,
we will be concerned with the limit to the following classical equations corresponding
to Equations (1.14a)—(1.14b) with N = oo.

Ohf+E&-Vyf+E;-Vef =0,

OF +&9 -V, F+Ep- Ve , F=0.

Theorem 1.1. Let d > 3 and assume Nh > C where C does not deper/zg’ on N and
h, K be an even, real-valued function such that V*K € L®(R? R*), K € L'(R?)
and x — |z| K(z) € L™®(R?). Let (v, ) be a solution of the BdG equations (1.5)

and let p and p,, be their rescaled versions defined in (1.7) and (1.13) with initial
data (p™, p*) € P(h) x P(h*?) such that

he Tlr(pirl |p\4) : he Tlr(pirl \x|4) and ‘

(1.17)

in

P

Ed
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are uniformly bounded in h. Let (f, F') be the solutions of the system (1.17) with
initial conditions (f™, F™), which are probability density functions defined on R*
and R?* x R?? respectively, and such that

/R2d 12]? f™(2)dz < 00 and //R2de2d (|21|2 + |22|2)Fin(z1,22) dzpdze < 0.

Then there exist a constant C dependent on || K|| . and the semiclassical Schatten
norms of p™ but independent of N and h, such that for any t > 0
(1.18)

Wan(f, p)? + Wan(F, p,)° < (Wz,h(fm, P+ Wos(F™, pit)? + h) ec e,

Remark 1.1. The optimal transport pseudo-metrics that are used in the above theorem
are not distances since Wo(f,p) > dh (see [22]). However, they still imply
convergence in the semiclassical regime h — 0. More precisely, introducing the
Wigner transform

(1.19) fo ) = [ e plx+ 4= B dy,

and the Husimi transform f,, = g, * f, with gi(2) = (wh) ™ e 1#°/h it holds (see [19,
Theorem 2.4])

Wa(f, fp)z < Wou(f, p)2 +dh

and so convergence of Wy 1,(f, p) to 0 implies the convergence of the Husimi transform
of p (and so also its Wigner transform, see [38]) to f. On the other hand, the
right-hand side of Inequality (1.18) is also small initially and, if the operator p is
sufficiently regular, f, is close to f, as follows from the following inequality which
follows from [33, Theorem 1.1] and [21, Theorem 3.5]

Wau(f, p) < Wa(f, f,) + Vdh+ D,k

where D, = ||V f /5|l 1224y is proportional to the Wigner—Yanase skew information
of p.

Remark 1.2. The double-exponential growth on the right-hand side of (1.18) is due
to the propagation of the Schatten norm L% for p. We can get a better bound in
terms of time dependence in the regime where Nh% is of order 1. Indeed, in this case
pll s« < 1 and then the ¢ <“* can be replaced by a function of the form e*® for
some polynomial function A.

In this next theorem, we consider semiclassical regime which allows us to obtain a
nontrivial order 1/N two-body interaction effect correction to the dynamics of F.

Theorem 1.2. Under the same assumptions as in Theorem 1.1 but with Nh — 0
and (f, F) solutions of the system (1.14), let ||a™|| ;2 < CNh. Then there exists T
and Cr, independent of h and N but dependent on |V*K||, .. and the semiclassical
Schatten norms of p™, such that for any t € [0, T),

(1.20) Wou(f, p)*+Waou(F, p,)?* < Cr (th(fm, P+ Wy (F™ p)? + h) :
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Remark 1.3. As an immediate consequence of Theorem 1.1 and the main result
of Marcantoni et al. in [39, Theorem 3.3], we establish a global-in-time joint

. . . . . .1
semz'classzc.al and n'wan—ﬁe{d' approximation of the dynamics of a s?/stem Qf spin-3
fermions with quasi-free initial data that are close to Slater determinant-like states
by solutions of the Vlasov equation. In particular, we establish the convergence in

some negative Sobolev space. See Theorem 4.2 in Section 4.

1.5. Previously known results. As the BdG equation (1.5) can be seen as a general-
ization of the Hartree—Fock equation, we briefly review the literature concerning the
semiclassical limit from the Hartree—Fock equation to the Vlasov equation. Equa-
tion (1.12) can be seen as the semiclassical approximation of a system of many
interacting quantum particles, as pointed out in the pioneering works by Narnhofer
and Sewell [41] and by Spohn [45] where the Vlasov equation was obtained directly
from the many-body Schrodinger equation with smooth interaction in the combined
mean-field and semiclassical regime. This has been reconsidered in [23] and more
recently in [11, 9], where the case of the Coulomb potential with a N dependent cut-
off has been addressed. Moreover, a combined mean-field and semiclassical limit for
particles interacting via the Coulomb potential has been treated in [20] for factorized
initial data whose first marginal is given by a monokinetic Wigner measure (that can
be seen as the Klimontovich solutions to the Vlasov equation), which leads to the
pressureless Euler—Poisson system.

Most of the above mentioned works rely on compactness methods that do not allow
for an explicit bound on the rate of convergence, which is essential for applications.
For this reason the Hartree equation (1.9) has been considered as an intermediate step
to decouple the problem into two separate parts, namely to prove the convergence of
the mean-field limit from the many-body Schrédinger equation towards the Hartree
equation, and then the semiclassical limit from the Hartree equation to the Vlasov
equation. In this paper, we are interested in the latter problem, that has been largely
studied in different settings. It was first proven by Lions and Paul in [38], and later
in [40, 16], that the Wigner transforms of the solutions of the Hartree equation (1.9)
converge in some weak sense to solutions of the Vlasov—Poisson equation. Quanti-
tative rates of convergence were then obtained, first in the case when the Coulomb
potential is replaced by a smoother potential, in Lebesgue-type norms [2, 3, 1, 6]
and in a quantum analogue of the Wasserstein distances [19]. The case of singular
interactions was then treated in [31, 32] with the same quantum Wasserstein distances,
and in [42, 43, 35] in Lebesgue-type norms. In particular, for KX = |:)3|_1, the explicit
rate has been established in [31, 30] for the weak topology and in [43, 35] for the
Schatten norms.

In a different setting, the semiclassical limit has also been studied for local pertur-
bations of stationary states in the case of infinite gases in [37].

The BdG equation is known to offer a self-consistent field description of a system
of fermionic particles (See [13]). The global well-posedness in the energy space of
the time-dependent BAG equation in R3, with potential U including the Coulomb
potential and A fixed, can be found in [7]. This result was subsequently improved
in [15] to include positive singular potentials up to and including U (z) = |z| >, for
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0 < € < 2, via techniques from dispersive PDE theory. In fact, well-posedness and
finite-time blowup of solutions to the BdG equation in energy space with a pseudo-
relativistic kinetic energy were discussed prior in [27, 36]. For completeness, let us
also mention the fact that the well-posedness theory of a related system of coupled
equations, also called the time-dependent Hartree—Fock—Bogoliubov equations in the
“spinless bosonic” setting was first studied locally in time in [24, 25, 26] for the pure
state case and improved to global-in-time results along with obtaining global-in-time
dispersive estimates in [10, 12, 29]. The equations were also studied in the mixed
state case in [4].

It is also worth mentioning that the Hartree—Fock—Bogoliubov equations were
recently obtained in [39] as the mean-field approximation of a system of /V interacting
fermions with initial state close to quasi-free states with non-zero pairing operator.
For the associated equilibrium problem, namely the study of the Hartree—Fock—
Bogoliubov functional and its connection to BCS theory of superconductivity and
superfluidity, we refer to the review papers [5, 28] and references therein.

1.6. Plan of the paper. The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2
we present the outline of the proof, give a useful equivalent formulation of the BdG
equation and present some preliminary estimates. Section 3 is devoted to the proof
of the main results, while Section 4 provides an application of Theorem 1.1 in the
setting of the work [39] about mean-field theory for interacting fermionic systems
with non-zero pairing.

2. THE STRATEGY: SEMICLASSICAL BOGOLIUBOV—DE (GENNES EQUATION

In this section, we present the strategy of the proof, that relies on an ad hoc
rewriting of the BdG equation (1.5) in the form (2.7), representing the main novelty
of our approach.

We first recall that the case of the zero pairing relies on the correspondence
principle. It is indeed easy to see that the Vlasov equation (1.12) can be written
in terms of Poisson brackets as 0,f = {Hy, f}, where H; = % + V; and the
braces denote the Poisson brackets. Then, the correspondence principle of quantum
mechanics, together with the observation that the exchange term (1.11) vanishes
as h — 0, implies that the Hartree—Fock evolution (1.9) converges to the Vlasov
dynamics (1.12) for i small.

In the case of non-zero pairing, the semiclassical approximation of the BdG equa-
tion is less clear. The main difficulty comes from the fact that the correspondence
principle of quantum mechanics is not immediately applicable to the pairing operator.
Our strategy consists in recasting the problem for v and « in terms of the positive
self-adjoint density operators p and p, and consider their time evolution.

2.1. Scaling the BAG equation. To study the semiclassical limit of the pairing
operator, we start by noticing from Conditions (1.2) that it follows

1
2.1) b= = Tr(lof*) < 1— Nh[|p||2 € [0,1).
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To better understand «, it is more natural to consider its integral kernel and view
the kernel as a two-particle wave function. Hence, assuming o # 0, we define the
normalized pairing wave function as

1
—— a(xy, 29) .
el -
Following our scaling convention of v and Identity (1.2), it is suggestive to consider
the rescaled projection operator acting on f ® h and its normalization

1

U, (21, 29) =

and p, = h 2 |U NT,|.

Clearly, A, = 0,p,, and p,, satisfies the normalization h* Tr(p,) = 1.

To make connection with classical phase space dynamics, we need to recast the
BdG equation in terms of the rescaled operators p and p,,. Define X, by Expression
(1.11) and notice that X,, a* = Nh?¥0,, Try(K12p,,), which then implies

(23) Xa Oé* - axz = Nh2d9a Tr2([K127 pa]) = theoz [K127 pa]:l .

Here, Try(-) denotes the partial trace with respect to the second Hilbert space and
K5 denotes the operator of multiplication by K (z; — x2) on h ® h. Hence, we see
that Equation (1.5a) has the form

ihOp = [Hy, p| + 0 {%Ku’ Pa}zl

where H,, is as defined in Equation (1.9).
To rewrite Equation (4.19b), we view o = «(x1, z2) as a two-body wave function
as opposed to it being a Hilbert—Schmidt operator. Then the equation has the form

ih Oy, ) = (_§Am1 — h—;Am + %K(ml — xg)) a(xy, o)
[ =) + Ky = 22)) ply.y) alar,22) dy
— it [ (@1 = y) + K(y = 2)) plar.y) aly, 22) dy

— 1t [ (@1 = y) + K(y = 22)) plaa.y) alen, ) dy

(2.4)

or more compactly
2.5) ihdha = (Hia + % Kiz) a — h piy K1z

where p, = p®1+1®pandHpy :=H,®1+1®H,.
To make connection with classical mechanics, it is better to consider the two-
particle operator A,, instead of . Using Equation (2.5), it follows that A, satisfies

thOA, = [Hu + %Klz (1 - thpu) 7ACV} — ¢ (K12, p12) Aa -

Since 6, = h*? Tr(A,), taking the trace of the above equation yields

o d
(2.6) ih &Qa = —h*([K12, pra])a,
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where (B) , := h**Tr(AB) if A and B are operators acting on L?(R??). Finally,
summarizing the above discussion and using the fact that A, = 6,p,, we obtain the
equations

: Oa
(2.72) ihdyp = [Hy, p] + N (K12, pol
(2.7b) ihoip, = [le + v K1 (1 - thp12) 7Pa}

+h ([Kl2> 1o — (K12, p12]>pa) Pa -

In particular, the trace of p and p,, are conserved.

Now, by the correspondence principle, one can expect, at least in the case when K
is a sufficiently regular potential, that F'(z12) = F'(z1,22) := F),_(21, 22) defined on
R24 x R?? solves in the limit 4 — 0 and N — oo

(2.8) OF +&12- Vi, F+E9- Ve, ,FF=0
where &0 = (&1,&2) and Eyp := (E¢(x1), Ef(x2)) with
Bi(0) = =VV; and V(0 = [[ | K(x=xa)f(a) dar.
In fact, if Nh¢ < 1, then, to the order 1 /N, we expect to have
ihdp = [Hp, p| + eﬁa (K12, Po)q
ihop, = [le + + Ko, Pa}

as the leading order dynamics, that is formally, when 2 — 0 we have that
O
(293) 8tf + 5 : VXf + Ef . ng = N ‘/de VK(X - Xg) . VSF(Z, 22) dZQ s

1
(29b) 8tF + 512 . VX12F + E12 . V&QF = NVK(Xl — X2) . (Vgl - V&) F .

Remark 2.1. As already pointed out in Remark 1.1, estimates in the semiclassical
optimal transport distance give accuracy up to h since Wy (f, p)* > dh. In partic-
ular, the terms on the right hand side of Equations (2.9) with the 1/N in front are
meaningful only if h < 1/N, which is allowed from some semiclassical regime but
does not include for instance the regime N h¢ = 1.

2.2. Conservation laws and a priori estimates. As indicated in the previous dis-
cussion, if (p, p,,) solves System (2.7), then it follows that

(2.10) e Try(p) =1 and A% Tryey(p,) = 1

hold for all ¢ > 0 provided the equalities hold at initial time. Define the one-particle
density operator (first marginal) associated to p,, by

1
— pd *(2
(2.11) P = hTra(p,) = NI, la*|" > 0.

In light of the semiclassical scaling, the last inequality in Formula (1.2) gives

(2.12) N hep* + 0o poy < p,
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which is preserved by the BdG dynamics. As an immediate consequence, we have

1
2.13 <O0,p.,.1<p<—1.
( ) 0— pa.l—p—th

Moreover, since p, = h=2¢|¥, XV, is a rank one operator, it verifies 0 < p, <
h~241. The right-hand side inequality is sharp and more generally ||p, | ., = h=2%/7".
As proved for instance in [7], the following energy functional is conserved
h2d

1 0
gd 2 4 B a 7 2d
2.14) E:=h Tr(\p\ p) + 5 /Rd Vo p -5 Tr(X, p) + N = Tr(Ki2 p,) -

In particular, if K € L* and the energy is initially bounded uniformly in 7, then the
kinetic energy of p is bounded uniformly in A and time and more precisely

@15)  WTr(Iplp) < E+ (1+ %) 1Kl < E+2[ K|y = Cex.

Moments of order 2 of p,.; are also bounded uniformly in 4 and time by the energy
since by Formula (2.13)

0, h? Tr(pa:1 |p|2) < p? Tr(p |p|2) <Cek.

For the two-particles density operator p,,, this can be written 724 Tr ( P Py |2) < Cex
where p, is the momentum operator acting on the first variable. By symmetry, the
same is true by replacing p; by p, and so we deduce that

0ul® Tr(p (Ip1 + IPf*)) < Cec-

We can propagate higher order moments. In our case, it will be sufficient to propagate
order 4 moments, as shown in the following proposition.

Proposition 2.1. Let (p, p,,) be a solution of the BAG equation (2.7) and
M, :=h'Tr(p|p|") and N, :=h'Tr(p|z|")

denote the velocity and position moments of order n € N of the operator p. Then for
anyt > 0,

My(t) < Ce i My(t)Y? < My(0)V2 + Cre t
3
No(t)'/2 < Np(0)M2 + Celict - Na()/" < Ny(0)Y* + C Pt + C (My(0)M/2 + )

where Cx = 3 (h |AK || ;o +2||VK]| 1/057]{) and C' only depends on d and
Ck.

Proof. To simplify the computations, we write the evolution equation for p given by
Equation (2.7a) in the form

| 1 .
ihop =3 Ipl* o] + [Kupl,  with = p™ (1= Xi2) + G,

where X, is the operator that exchanges the first and the second coordinate, that is
X2 (21, 22) = @(x2,x1). Observe that p is self-adjoint. Then it follows from the
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cyclicity of the trace that
. d
ih 4 M, = W2 Trgos (K, g [py[*) = B2 Tryez (g [|py |, Koo ) -

By the Leibniz formula for commutators, [4%, B] = A [A, B] + [A, B] A, and since
p is self-adjoint, it gives

d
h aMél = 2 h* Im Trye: (,u, p,|° “pl\z : K12D :
Since [py, K12] = —ih VK12, where V K5 denotes the operator of multiplication by

VK (x1 — xs), it follows that
[|P1‘27K12} = —ih(p, - VK12 + VK1 - py) = —I° AK13 — 2ihVKyy - py

and so it follows from the cyclicity and Holder’s inequality for the trace that

d

2
@16) My < 20 AR e 191 oy + A IVE o 21121

Now we decompose p into the three terms that define it and use the triangle inequality
for the trace norm. Notice indeed that for the first term, we get

‘ 2

£(he?

PPy oy = 011 < IVBI 2 [VRIRI = 20
P72 X pi | ooy = P72 1P s oy = [0 PP < 227
palPi| 1 ooy < VP4l | VPa i o = 1 (Trgez (pa \p1|4))% < a2 M}

where the last inequality follows from Inequality (2.13). Similarly, for the second term
of the right-hand side of Inequality (2.16) use the fact that for v = p®2, v = p®?X,,
orv =40,p,

2 2 1/2 4 ,1/2
HP1V|Pl| ‘El(h@,g) < ||P1V||c2(h®2) ’V|P1| £2(592) < M2/ M4/

and this gives finally, since N > 1, 0, < 1 and M, < Cg g,

CMy <6 (RIAK | + 2 |V K /o) /M

from which the result follows by Gronwall’s Lemma.
The propagation of position moments follows just by writing forn = 2 orn = 4

ih V= To([lpl* o] [e7) = 5 T [l 117

Therefore, since - {|:17|" : |p|2} =2(z-p+p-x), it follows from the Holder’s in-
equality for Schatten norms that

%]\@ =2ReTr(pz - p) < 2My/° N,/

which yields the inequality for N, by Gronwall’s Lemma. On the other hand, it
follows from [32, Lemma 3.2] that

d
&Nzl = 2ReTr(p|a:|2(:): -p—l—p-x)) < C(Mi/4Nf/4+hN2).
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By Holder’s inequality for Schatten norm, the fact that Ny = 1 and Young’s inequality
for the product, h Ny < hN41 2 < B34 Nf it gives a differential inequality for
y(t) = Ny(t) of the form 3y’ < C (Mi/4 + h3) y*/4, which again leads to the result
by Gronwall’s Lemma. 0

In the remainder of the section, we obtain uniform-in-# estimate for the semiclas-
sical Schatten norms for p along the BdG dynamics in the case of bounded potential
K for different semiclassical scaling regimes.

Proposition 2.2. Let K € L. Suppose p = p(t) is a solution to Equation (2.72)
with p(0) = p™ € LP. We have the following.

(i) In a regime where Nh > C holds for some fixed C' > 0, independent of N
and h, then there exists Ci > 0, dependent only on K, such that we have the
estimate

Cit

ol < 07, e

(ii) If ™ < C N h*¥/? for some constant C' independent of h, then there exists
C > 0 independent of h such that for any t € [0,T] with T = C h*~%/?,

(2.17) lpll, <C  and 6, < C N K*P,

Proof. By Equation (2.7a), we have

1d, , htd 2 iy o
(2.18) ];&Hpﬂﬁp:?&rfr(pp):NthmTr(pp Xaa).

Therefore, by Holder’s inequality, we obtain the bound
4

d s .
R e A o

Now it follows from the formula

Xa:/ f(\(w)ewae_wdw
Rd

where e,, is the operator of multiplication by the function e, (x) = e~2"“ that

(2.19) Xall gz < Ck llall gz

where Cx = ||K|| 1. Therefore, by Definition (2.11), and Inequality (2.13), we get
. — < —— 10aPoillrp & —1 »

2.20) Nl < S Wapaalles < Sl

and Part (i) follows from Gronwall’s lemma.

To prove Part (ii), we will also need to study the size of 6, along the BAG dynamics.
By Equation (2.6), cyclicity of the trace, symmetry of p,, and K5, and Equation (2.3),
we have

d 8rhd-1
EQ(X = WT ImTr(p X, ™).
Again, using Holder’s inequality and Inequality (2.19), we get that
d 4 Ck 2 _
@21) L0 < el < 87 Crh T Ol oo 1l
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Applying the Schatten space embedding inequality

||pa21||£P S h—d/p ||pa:1||£1 = h—d/p’

to the first inequality in Formula (2.20) and to Inequality (2.21) yields the following
system of differential inequalities

u < Aw,

v < auwv

where u(t) = ||p(t)||,» and v(t) = 6,(t) with A = % large and a =
87 C h?/P=! small. Setting U(¢) = u(t/a) and V(t) = 2 v(t/a), it can be written
U <V,
VI <UV.

It implies, for instance, that
(2 4+V) =30V <UP 42V <2 (0” + V)™
Hence (U(t)2 + V(£))"* > (U(0)2 + V(0))"/* — ¢, that is
[o™ 2, + Abi/a
— (I, + Avja) P ar)
and Formula (2.17) follows from the fact that 4 = 2 N h2d/p. 0]

Ipl%, + A, )a <

3. PROOF OF THE MAIN RESULTS

In this section we prove Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2 and so we shall estimate the
semiclassical optimal transport pseudo-metric between solutions of the BdG equation
(2.7) and the corresponding proposed classical coupled equations (1.17) or (1.14).

3.1. A dynamics for the couplings. A coupling associated to F' and p,, is a mea-
surable function Y : (21, 29) +— Y (21, 2) defined for almost all (21, 25) € R?¢ x R??
with values in the space of bounded linear operators acting on h ® b such that for
almost all (2, 22) € R* x R??, Y (2, z) > 0 and

B2 Trogy (X (21, 22)) = F(21,2) and // Y(z1,29)dz1dzg = p,, .
R2d xR2d

Then the semiclassical optimal transport pseudo-metric between F' and p,, is
(3.1)

Wgﬁ(F, pa) = < inf /A@%@RM h Tl"h®h(C(Zl, 2’2) T(Zl, 22)) le d22>

YEC(F\py)

=

where C/(z1, 22) == ¢(21) ® 1 + 1 ® ¢(z7) that is
C(21,2)¥(w1,75) = (o — 21 + |6 = po ) W1, 2)
+ (|X2 — 2o’ +1& —P2|2) (1, 22).
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For all 4'* € C(f™, p™) and Y™ € C(F'™, p't), let (v, Y) be the solution to the
Cauchy problem

1
G20 Oy = {Hyyh+ o o)+ 0 [ Tog([Kn, Y1, 22)]) 2

and

(3.2b) 9, Y = {Hf127 T} + %VK(XI - X2) ) (vﬁl - v§2> T

d
+ % |:Hp12 + K2 (% - hdpm) ,T} + ?_h ([K12,p12] - <[K12=P12]>pa) T

with (v(0), Y(0)) = (v™,X™) and n € {0,1}. More precisely, we will set ) = 0
to prove Theorem 1.1 and = 1 to prove Theorem 1.2. Notice that, in complete
analogy with the well-posedness theory for the system (1.14a)—(1.14b), one deduces
the existence of the coupling dynamics (7, Y'). It is then not difficult to see that with
the above equations, the property of being a coupling is kept along the dynamics.

3.2. Estimating the semiclassical optimal transport pseudo-metrics. Let us now
define the quantities

(3.3) E,(t) == /R T (e(z1) (1)) da

(34) gr(t) = //]RMX]RM h2d Trlg(C(Zl, 22) T(Zl, 2’2)) le d22 5

where Tr; = Try and Tris = Trygy. Since (v, Y) is a solution to the coupling
Cauchy problem (3.2), one obtains the following equations

(3.52) - /R T ({e(z), Hy} (=) da
1
(3.5b) +— /de WO ([e(z), Pl + V] v(=1)) day
hd
(3.50) — % » h* Try([e(z1), X, ¥(z1)) dz
(35(1) 'LhN /,/]RMX]RM 2d Tl'lg([ (Zl) &® 1 Klg] T(Zl, 22)) le ng

and, using the fact that

C(z1, 22) [K12, p1o) — [C (21, 22), K12p15] = C (21, 22) p1g K12 — K12 p1p C(21, 22)



16 J.J. CHONG, L. LAFLECHE, AND C. SAFFIRIO

we can write

dé~ (t

(3.6a) :irt( ) _ //RMRM W Trio({C(21, 22), Hpp } X (21, 22)) d21 dzy

1
(3.6b) + E /‘/R2d><R2d h2d Trlg([C(Zl, 2’2), Hpm} T(Zl, 2’2)) le d22
(3.6¢) - % //R?d . 4 Tr19(Ve,, C(21, 22) - VEy,, X (21, 22)) d21 dag

X
1
(3.6d) t oy //R2d . W2 Tria([C (21, 22), K12] X (21, 22)) dz1 dzo
X

2 hd 24

(3.66) — T Im //R2d 2 h TI‘12(K12 P12 C(Zl, 22) T(Zl, 2’2)) le d2’2
X

hd

(3.6f) — (K12, p12]) p, //R2d><R2d h?? Tr19(C (21, 22) Y (21, 22)) 21 d2s .

3.2.1. Estimates for £,. To estimate the right-hand side of Identity (3.5), let us focus
on Term (3.5¢) since the first two terms are already handled in [19, Theorem 2.5].
For Term (3.5¢), we notice that

I =2, X, (2,9) = § K@ — ) (e = y) = 2(x = 9)) - (x —y) p(x, )

which yields the estimate

(3.7 ‘E /Rw h Tl"l(“Xl — ,Xp} 'y(zl)) dz
< Ch I E Ol e N, 2]l e + CROTHIK | e N[, ) 2 &5
Next, to estimate the part involving “5 — p\2 , Xp} , recall the identity
Ip =& Xp] = (P = &) - [P Xp] + [P Xp] - (P =€)

=(p—§)- X[p,p] + X[p,p} -(p—¢),

and the fact that for any p € P(h) and A, B are self-adjoint possibly unbounded
operators, we have that

Te((AB + BA) p) < Tr((A*+ B%) p) .
Then it follows that

h p )
%/Rmh Trl(“& —p| ,Xp]fy(zl)) dz

By Inequality (2.19), Holder’s inequality, and the semiclassical Schatten space em-
bedding inequality, we have that
RHS(3.8) < Ch*2 | K|[% [P, plllz~ + C &

< 20502 | py/pllp |Ipll o + C &,

< 205h* 78 |py/pllpa llpll 2o + C &5

< 2RI (T (1 plpl”))" llpl27 + C &y

(3.8) < O Xy o+ C 8,

3.9
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We proceed similarly to estimate |||z, p]|| .- in Inequality (3.7), that is we write

G10) [ plll e < OO (10T (2 plaf?)) ol 2

Now, combining Inequalities (3.7) and (3.9), we obtain the following bound

3.50)| < Cc B (My + Ny)'2 | o7
+Cxc (L4 (M + N lpll22) &,
where M, = Tr(p |p|4) and N, = Tr(p |:13|4).
Next, notice that
(3.11) % [c(z1) ®1, K1) = (§1 —p1) - VK12 + VKip - (6 — py),

where x5 is viewed as a constant, then we can rewrite Term (3.5d) as follows
3.5d)] = == Re / /R T ((6 = ) - VR Y (21, 2)) do day

(3.12a) < Na //RR B Ters (60— Py X (21, 22)) dzn s

(3.12b) + % //dexw BT (VK ol Y (21, 20)) dzy s,

Itis clear that Term (3.12a) is bounded by E~x. For Term (3.12b), we use the fact that
V K5 is a bounded multiplication operator of norm ||V Ks||; ., Holder’s inequality,
and the fact that h? Tri5(Y (21, 20)) = F(z1,20) has integral one on R?¢ x R*

to deduce that Term (3.12b) is bounded by ||VK|[5.. %« Hence combining our
calculations with the result in [19], we obtain the bound

de
(3.13) 1 < (O + Ch® DMy 4+ N2 [lpl2) € + % Ex
+ O |VE |2 + Crch®=D72 (M, + N2 (| pl22

where C); depends on the uniform bound of V2K

3.2.2. Estimates for Ex. To estimate the right hand side of Equation (3.6), we need
the following identities

(3.14) {C(21,22), Hp, } = {c(z1), Hy(21)} @ 1+ 1@ {c(22), Hy(22)}
(3.15) [C(21,22), Hp,, | = [e(21), Ho] @ 1+ 1@ [e(22), H, ),

and

(3.16)  [C(z1, 22), K12p1o] = [e(21) @ 1, K1o] pyy + [1 © €(22), K1a] pyy
+ Kz ([e(z1), p] @1+ 1@ [e(22), p]) -
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For the first term, we see that

|3.62)] = / /RR W2 Tryo(({e(z1), He(21)} @ 1) X (21, 22)) A2y dzy
+ //RR W2 Tryp (1 ® {e(z2), Hy(22)}) Y (21, 22)) dz1 dzy

—9 /R Ty ({e(2), Hy(2)} Y (2)) dz
where
Yo(n) = /[R R Tra(Y (21, 20)) d2s
Then using the same argument as in [19], we obtain the bound

3.60)| <2 <1 + max (4 |2k .. 1>) [ W Tra(e(2) Y a(2) dz

=21+ max (4 |V 1)) Exlr).

A similar argument holds for Term (3.6b) with minor modification for the term thp
as seen in above estimate for Term (3.5¢).

Terms (3.6¢) and (3.6d) follows the same argument as in the case of Term (3.5d),
that is,

13.60) + (3.6d)] < %//

R2d xR2d

1
* N /‘/]Rdedeh’zd Tl"12(‘£2 - p2|2 T(Zl, ZQ)) le dZ2

1
+ N /,/]RQdX]Rthzd Trlg(‘VKlg -1 VKX12‘2 T(Zl, ZQ)) le ng .
If n = 1, then we use the fact that
2
VE (21— 22) = VK (i = xo)” < 2| VK| (Jo1 = xal* + 2 = xof)

to obtain

h,2d TI'12(|§1 — p1|2 T(Zl, 22)) le d22

2max (|| V2K , 1)
(3.6¢) + (3.6d)| < = Ex(t).

If n = 0, then we use instead the fact that V K5 is a bounded multiplication operator
to get

1
|(3.6¢) + (3.6d)| < N (Ex(t) + IVK]| ) -
For Term (3.6f), we notice that
(K12, pr]),, | = [H2 iz ([Kaz, p12] po)| < C I e [10]] e
then this yields the bound
|3.60) < Ch* [|K|| oo [|0]] e Ex (1) -
Finally, to handle Term (3.6e), we start by expanding the expression

K12 p1y C(21, 22) = K12 (py €(21) + ¢(21)py + prc(22) + pyc(22)) -
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where p, = p® 1 and p, = 1 ® p. It suffice to consider the first two terms in
the above expansion since the others are handled in the exact same manner, i.e. we
estimate

hd
(3173) % Im //]RM pad h2d Tl'lg(Km P1 C(21> T(Zl, 22)) le ng s
X

hd
(317b) % Im //R2d><R2d h2d Tl'lg(Km C(Zl) P2 T(Zl, 22)) le ng .

In the first case, notice that
hd 2d 2
(3183) % Im /,/]RM g2d h TI'12 (K12 P1 |X1 — I‘l‘ T(Zl, 22)) le dZQ
X
hd
= E Im //de R h2d Tl'lg(Km [1’1, pl] . (X1 — 1’1) T(Zl, ZQ)) le ng
X

hd
+ = Im// R Tr o (Ko py(xa — 1) Y (21, 22) - (x1 — 1)) dzy dzs
deXde
from which it follows
|3.182)| < CR™ || K| o [, Pl poe Ex° + CRH K e |19 o E
<Ok WD NP2 p) 28+ C (14 B K o (1]l 2 ) Exs

where the second inequality follows the same argument as in (3.9). Similarly, we see
that

hd
(318b) % Im /,/]RMX]RM h2d TI'12 (K12 P1 |£1 — p1‘2 T(Zl, 22)) le ng

hd
=& Im //RMRM h?4 Tryo(Kia[py, p1] - (€1 — p1) Y(21, 22)) dz1 dzy
- hd Re // h2d Trlg(VKlgpl . (61 — pl) T(Zl, 2’2)) le de
R2d xR2d
hd
+4 Im// h* Trio (Ko py (€1 — 1) Y (21, 22) - (6 — py)) dzr dzo
R2d xR2d
then, by a same argument as Inequality (3.9), we have that

|(3.18b)| < CRCDM | K|, |l 2 My ey
+ CR VK| oo [|p]l oo EX° + CRETH K 1 [10]] oo Ex -

This completes the estimate for Term (3.17a).
To estimate Term (3.17b), we follow a similar idea as above. We write

hd
(3193) % Im /,/]RM Rad h2d TI'12 (K12 ‘Xl - l’1|2 Po T(Zl, 22)) le dZQ
X

hd
= % Im /,/R2d><[[g2d h2d TI'12(K12 p2<X1 — 1’1) T(Zl, 22) . (X1 — 1’1)) le dZQ
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which leads to
3.192)] < Ch* M | K| oo |0l poo Exx -

Next, we have
hd 2d 2
(319b) f Im //]RMX]RM h TI'12 (K12 |§1 — p1| p2 T(Zl, 22)) le d22

hd
=5 Im //wau@d W24 Trip(Kiz po(ér = p1) X (21, 22) - (& — py)) dz1 dzo
— hd Re // h2d Tl"lg(VKlg P - (61 — pl) T(Zl, Zz)) le de
R2d xR2d
which yields

(3.190)] < ChU || K| e (1]l g Ex + ChY [ VK| e [lpl] e £

Hence we obtain the following bound

3.60) < C (14 h" [ K |l g + 1 [VE o 0] o) Ex
+ Cic (M llpll e + B (N, 4 M)V ] 22)

Finally, combining the above estimates, we see that there exists a constant C,
dependent on K, such that we have the following inequality

d , _ _
(3.20) —Ex(t) < Cjc (1+ A D2+ N)Y2 |l + 1" [l ) Ex(8)

1 —
O (S5 ol + B2 (N4 ) ).

In the case when Nh is bounded from below by a constant independent of /N and
h, then it follows from the last inequality in Formula (2.13) that
1

3.21 hi=! o < —
is bounded uniformly in # and N. Moreover, by Proposition 2.1 and Proposi-
tion 2.2 (ii), we see that ||p|| .o , M4, and N4 are propagated uniformly in N and h.
Then, by Inequalities (3.13) and (3.20), we see there exists a constant C'k ,, depend
on K and p, such that

d

7 (&) +Ex (1) < Ccp (1 + A2 (M, + N4)1/2) (E4(t) + Ex (1))

+ Clcph (%52 + RO (N, + M,)Y?)
< Crpgi(t) (E4(t) + Ex(t)) + Crphgo(t),

where g;(t) > 14+hi+34=9/2 (N, + M,)"/?. Recalling the definitions (1.16)and (3.1),
we conclude the proof of Theorem 1.1 by Gronwall’s lemma.
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In the case when Nh < 1, " < C' N h?¥/? and ||p™|| ., < C for some constant
C independent of A, then it follows from Proposition 2.2 that there exists C' > 0
independent of 7 such that for any ¢ € [0, 7] with T = C h'=/P,

_ 4 _1
Wl <07 el < C-

The moments also remain propagated uniformly in 2 and N in this case. Then, by

Inequalities (3.13) and (3.20), we see there exists C' ,, depending on K and || p|| ;4.

such that

d

37 (60 +Ex(1) < Oy (1 + hBED2 (M 4 N4)1/2) (E4(t) + Ex (D))

+ Clcph (L + A2 (N + M,)'?)
< Ckp01(t) (E5(1) + Ex (1) + Clc p hogol(t)

where g;(t) > 1 + hiTG4=9/2 (N, + M,)"? for i € {0,1}. Notice that the last
inequality is possible since 6, /(N h) < Chon [0, T]. Again, we conclude the proof
of Theorem 1.2 by Gronwall’s lemma.

4. APPLICATION TO THE EFFECTIVE APPROXIMATION OF QUANTUM SYSTEMS

In this section, we combine the result from the previous section and the result
in [39]. To avoid a substantial detour from the goal of the paper, we will provide a
concise introduction on the method of second quantization, covering only the essential
definitions necessary for stating the main result of [39, Theorem 3.3]. Also, in this
section, we assume the scaling NV ht =1 withd = 3.

4.1. Quasi-free approximation of interacting spin-% fermions. Let $ denote the
complex Hilbert space L?(X) where X = R¢ x {1,]}. The elements of X are
expressed as ordered pairs x = (z,7) where * € R? is the spatial variable and
7 € {*, |} iscalled the spin label. Notice we have the identification $ = L?(R¢)®C?.
Let H\" := H A - - - A $) denote the n-fold anti-symmetric tensor product. We define
the fermionic Fock space F over §) to be the closure of algebraic direct sum

4.1) FU5(5H) =Ca PH'™"

n=1

with respect to the norm ||-|| » induced by the endowed inner product

(4.2) (U] @) = O @ 4+ 3 (™ ’ o) >5~,®n 7
n>1

for any pair of vectors U = () ™ . )and & = (0@, oM .. ) in F8(H). A
normalized vector W in F is called a Fock state or a pure state. The vacuum, defined
by the vector 2 = (1,0,0,...) € F, describes the state with no particles.

For every x € X, we define the corresponding creation and annihilation operator-
valued distributions, denoted by a} and ax, acting on F by their actions on the
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n-sector of F as follows

(a \D)( n = Z :L' - xj) 5T,Tj @b(n_l)(zn\j)v
(ax W)™ (x,) == Vi + 19 (x, x,,),
where x,, := (X1,...,X,), X\ ; = (X1,---,Xj, ..., Xy,), and d,, is the Kronecker

delta. Moreover, the action of the annihilation operator on the vacuum of F is defined
to be ay (2 = 0. Then, we extend the operators linearly to the whole F. It can easily
be checked that the collection of creation and annihilation operators on F satisfies
the canonical anti-commutation relations

4.3) lax, ay], = 6(z — )01, lax, ax] . = [ay, al], =0

forall x,x’ € X where [A, B], = AB+ BAis the anti-commutator of the operators
A and B. Another useful operator is given by the number operator

N — @ n ].ﬁ/\n
n=1
which counts the number of particles in each sector.

Consider the fermionic Fock state ¥ € F with an expected number of particles
equals to N, ie. (V|N V), = N. We define its one-particle reduced density
operator p and its pairing operator « to be the operators with integral kernels
(4.4a) p(x;y):= < al ax \If>,

y

1
(4.4b) a(x,y) = (Y]ayax V), p,o(Xi2;yi2) = e a(x1;%2) a(y1;y2),

where 0y = + g |5 = [|ovw |32 € [0, 1] is such that h Tr(pa&,) = 1. Notice, we

have that h? Trg(p) = 1 while Trg (o) = 0. Moreover, since we are in the case of
fermions, it follows from Properties (4.3) that 0 < p < 1 and « is anti-symmetric.
More compactly, we introduce the generalized one-particle density operator acting
on §) & $ by
—( P o

(4.5) F‘I"_<a* 1—?)’
which satisfies 0 < I' < 1g44.

We say that W is a quasi-free pure state if

<\I; 12 ... ﬁ2z1\I,> 0

ey Oy g4
and
‘ ‘
g2 L g _ w(2j—1) Br(2))
<\Ij‘ Oy, Axy Axsy ‘II> - Z Sgn(ﬂ-) H< (axﬂ(% 1) axfr(ZJ) \I]>
WGPQ( J=1

for all ¢ € N, where af denotes either «* or @ and Py is the set of pairings, that is, the
subset of permutations of 2/ elements satisfying

m(2j—1) <m(2j) Vj=1,....0 and w(2j—1) <m(2j+1) Vj=1,... (1.
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In other words, observables associated with product of creation and annihilation
operators of a quasi-free state are completely characterized by p and o. Moreover, if
U is quasi-free, then ['y is a projection operator, or more precisely

(4.6) 0<p<1l a'=-a pa=ap, and |o*]>=p(l-p).
Conversely, if I' is of the form (1.1) satisfying Conditions (4.6) and + is a trace
class operator, then there exists a quasi-free pure state W such that I'y = I (cf.
Chapter 10 or Appendix G in [44]). Furthermore, if ¥ is a quasi-free pure state
with finite expected number of particles, then there exists a unitary transformation R,
parameterized by p and a, such that ¥ = R()z. R is a Bogoliubov transformation
(cf. [44]).

Let K(x) be a spin-independent radial function. Define the Hamiltionian in the
Fock space by

1
_ * _ﬁ T - * %k
Hy = /X a ( 5 Az) ax pu(dx) + 5N Jxx K(z — y) ajajayax pu(dx) p(dy),

where 4 is the tensor product of the Lebesgue measure on R? and the counting
measure, and consider the time-dependent Fock state W(¢) = U given by

(47) U — e—i’HNt/h \I]in — 6—iHNt/h RinQ}_

where U™ is some quasi-free state such that p™ := pyim and o™ := ayin satisfy the
following conditions

4.8) M Trg(p™) =1 and Gy < C N3,

Then it was proved that the quadratic in creation and annihilation operators observ-
ables of the state W, are well-approximated by the BdG dynamics (1.5) (with spins)
in norms. More precisely, the main result in [39] states the following.

Theorem 4.1 (Theorem 3.3 in [39]). Assume K € L*(R%) and K(¢) (1 + [¢]) €
LY(RY). Assume the initial data V'™ is a quasi-free state, with p™ = pyim and
a'™ = qugin, satisfying Conditions (4.8). Furthermore, assume p™ and o™ satisfy the

following commutator bounds: there exists C' > 0 such that

1 €@ _in C in C
@9 sup |l < 7 ([9067] s S

Suppose V is given by Expression (4.7) and let (p,«) be a solution of the BdG
dynamics (1.5) with initial data (p™, o). Then there exists k1, ko > 0, independent
of N, such that we have the estimates for any t > (),

9.0

c2’

1

.10) 4 Pllesy < —r explis explra ).
1

(4.11) law = af g2 < Vi exp(r exp(kat)) .

where Ez(ﬁ) denotes the rescaled Hilbert—Schmidt norm for operators on $), also
given in terms of the integral kernel by ||p]|ig(m =1 [ x P, ¥ p(dx) p(dy).

The £%($)) estimates on « in the above theorem imply £'($)) estimates for p,, ;.
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Corollary 4.1. For any t > 0, we have the estimate

2 2Ck hid—1y¢ ) 4 ¢Cx hd—1y¢
4.12 =P e — e N — A
@12) oasa = Paa gy < T O NoAR

where C;/ V'N is the constant appearing on the right-hand side of Inequality (4.11)
and Ck = || K|| . Similarly, we also have

d—1
echh tCt

(4.13) |Pa = Pal =1 Tr|pyy — pal <

Hence, if O, > N~ withc € [1/3,1],

L1(H%?)

< 4 62CK hi—1¢ Ct
LYH) — N(1—c)/2

Proof. Since Nh? = 1, it holds 6, p,., = |a*|°. Hence

(4.14) |Paws = Pac

Hpa’m a po“l‘ cim) = e\ppa’qjﬂe_ o M H Po,w: 1’ £1(s)
¢ L)
< 7 (sl - *W‘%D
< o (g — a2 + 2105 — all g ol + 16— 0.
Since HO‘*Hi2 = ||Oé||iz =6, and

105 — 0| = T (Jaw | — of?) < [law — a2 + 2[low — a2 /e
it yields

1Pt = Pt IMJMw+J—MwaM»

Li®) — 6’
To finish the proof, notice first that by Equation (2.6)

d
(4.15) 30 <2 RHK | oo 12| poo 00 < 2Cxc K10,

hence e~ 2Cxh*" 1 .. < @, and use the previous theorem. The proof of Inequal-
ity (4.13) is similar. UJ

4.2. SU(2) invariance. The presence of spin labels in the BAdG equation complicates
our studies of its semiclassical limit. To overcome this difficulty, we need to isolate out
the spin labels from the BdG equation (c.f. [5]). We start by noting the isomorphism
LA(R4x{1,1}) = L?(R?)®C?. Inparticular, we have the identification B(L?(R?x {1
1) = B(LA(RY)) ® Myy»(C) between the two spaces of bounded operators, i.e. a
bounded operator T acting on L?(R? x {1, ]}) is identify with the matrix

Ty T
4.16 7 (T u)
@10 (Tm Ty
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where T, are bounded operators acting on L2(R¢). To factor out the spins, we
further restrict ourselves to the class of I" operators satisfying the following SU(2)
invariance condition in the spin space: for every S € SU(2), we have that

e (S 0
S*TS =1 where S_<O §>'

In terms of p and «, the SU(2) invariance reads
S*pS=p and S*aS=a.

By means of elementary linear algebra, we have that p is a scalar multiple of the
identity matrix and « is a scalar multiple of the second Pauli matrix

0 —i
o) _
=)

@417 pla, ;2,7 = p(x,2") 0 and oz, 7,2, 7) = as(x, 7)o

or, equivalently, we have that

2)

77!

By the Pauli exclusion principle, we must have that «; is symmetric, i.e. ag(z, 2') =
ags(2’,x). We also write p = p, ® I where [ is the 2 x 2 identity matrix and
a = a, ® c?@. Also, notice, by Expressions (4.17), the last identity of Conditions
(4.6) now reads

(4.18) az]* = p, (1—p,) -

The physical meaning of the SU(2) invariance is discussed in [28].
By Expressions (4.17), we write

Ho= (2 12K # ou(x) — 1%, )@ T = H, ® 1 and  X,a® = (X,,a3) @ 1.

Qs s

Then this yields the spinless equations

(4.19a) ihoip, = [Ho,, po] + Xa, T — 0 Xz,

(4.19b) ihOras = Hp a5 + aH, + b (Xo, (1= D,) — pXa,) s
or, equivalent, in matrix form

(4.20) ih0l's = [Hr,, ']

d
r,= <@Z L gsﬁ) and Hp, = < hI;l)Q;S h_%(:‘j ) .
Notice 0 < T'y < 1 is self-adjoint and T'? = T',.

Notice the form of Equations (4.19) is almost identical to that of Equations (1.5)
(except for the fact that s is symmetric and that there is a 2 in front of K * o). In
particular, we could reuse the argument in Section 2 to obtain a semiclassical limit for
Equations (4.19) since the discussion in Section 2 is independent of the fact whether

where
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« 1s a symmetric or anti-symmetric function. In short, Theorem 1.1 remains true for
p, and a,. Moreover, Inequalities (4.10) and (4.14) now read

Cexp(ky exp(kat))
L£1(H®2) N(1=c)/2 )
if the initial state is SU(2) invariant.

||p\I/ ps®l||£2(f_) S \/—_ (Hl eXp(H2 t))7
<

Hpa\ll pas®j‘

4.3. The joint mean-field and semiclassical limit. It follows from Theorem 4.1
and our main result Theorem 1.1 that one can obtain a joint limit from the many
body model described above to the Vlasov equation. Indeed, we start by defining the
(matrix-valued) Wigner transform for an operator 7' of the form (4.16) by

fr(x, ) = /Rd eI (x+ 4, x — §)dy,

i.e. take the Wigner transform of each entry of 7" (cf. [17]). Then it follows from
[33, Corollary 1.1] that

HERR

=2 Hf - fps H—1(R2d)
<2Wau(f, p,) +2 (1 + \/g) Vh

where f,_is the Wigner transform of p, and f is the solution of the Vlasov equation.
If ¥y, o1 denotes the Wigner transform of p, ; ® I, i.e. F, o7 is a2 X 2 matrix
with entries being functions of 4d variables, then it also follows that

|FeI-F, of =2||F-F,,

H*l(R2d)®(C2X2

H—l(R2dXR2d)®C2x2 Hfl(R2dXR2d)

<2Wau(F, p,,) +2(1+V2d) Vh
On the other hand, Theorem 4.1 implies an estimate in H ~* for the Wigner trans-

forms since the Wigner transform is an isometry from £? to L?, and then by the
continuous embedding L? C H~!, we have that

prw fpS®IHH 1(R24)@C2X2 = CHfP fp.or ] 2x) = Cllew = pe @ Hlxs) -

Similarly, by the isometry property of the Wigner transform and the quantum Sobolev
inequality (see [34, Theorem 1]), we have that

[Fo. = Fo ol

Let us summarize the result in the following theorem.

H- G(RdeRQd)®<C2x2 - Hpa‘l’ Pas @1 LY (H©H)

Theorem 4.2. Let K satisfies the conditions of Theorem 1.1 and Theorem4.1. Assume
the initial data have the forms p™ = p" ® I and o' = oi® @ 0@ satisfying
Conditions (4.8). Furthermore, assume p'™ and '™ satisfy the following commutator
bounds: there exists C' > 0 such that

<
£2 —

|[v.2"]

[0

o

r2’

G T in C
s gl el < 77
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and Q,in > N~¢with ¢ € [1/3,1]. Let (f, F) be the solutions of the system (1.17)
with initial conditions (f™, F'™) satisfying the conditions of Theorem I.1. Then there
exists constant C, Ky, k3 > 0 and a polynomial function \(t), independent of N, and
such that we have the following estimates

exp(k1 exp(kat))
prqf -fe® IHH71(R2d)®C2x2 <C N1/2

+ (W2,h(fin, ") + Wy (F™, pi) + \/ﬁ) M)

o exp(r1 exp(kat))
H~6(R2d xR2d)@C2%2 — NQQ=c)/2

+ (W2,h(fin, p") + Wy (F™, pi) + \/ﬁ) AW

HFM ~F® IH
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