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QUANTUM-CLASSICAL MOTION OF CHARGED PARTICLES
INTERACTING WITH SCALAR FIELDS

SHAHNAZ FARHAT

ABSTRACT. The goal of this article is to investigate the dynamics of semi-relativistic or non-
relativistic charged particles in interaction with a scalar meson field. Our main contribution is
the derivation of the classical dynamics of a particle-field system as an effective equation of the
quantum microscopic Nelson model, in the classical limit where the value of the Planck constant
approaches zero (h — 0). Thus, we prove the validity of Bohr’s correspondence principle, that
is to establish the transition from quantum to classical dynamics. We use a Wigner measure
approach to study such transition. Then, as a consequence of this interplay between classical
and quantum dynamics, we establish the global well-posedness of the classical particle-field
interacting system, despite the low regularity of the related vector field, which prevents the use
of a fixed point argument.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Classical and quantum mechanics may initially appear to be fundamentally different, as clas-
sical mechanics deals with the trajectories of particles while quantum mechanics focuses on wave
functions evolution. Furthermore, quantum mechanics are successful in describing microscopic
objects, whereas macroscopic systems are better described by classical theories like classical
mechanics and classical electrodynamics. The point at which quantum and classical physics are
in accordance is known as the correspondence limit, or the classical limit. The Correspondence
Principle has been introduced to quantum theory in 1920 by Niels Bohr. Such principle em-
phasizes the importance of understanding the relationship between the two theories and how
they converge in specific scaling limits. Bohr proposed that as the quantum numbers increase,
the system behaves more classically and the predictions of quantum mechanics align with those
of classical mechanics. In the mathematical physics literature, the Bohr’s principle is discussed
in different frameworks (quantum mechanics, many-body theory, quantum field theory); and
rigorously proved using mainly the Hepp’s method [21]. However, this method applies only to
a specific selection of density matrices, namely coherent states. In this article, we explore this
principle by studying the convergence from quantum to classical dynamics in a particle-field
interaction model as the value of the Planck constant, denoted by &, approaches zero (see also
[16, 20]).

On the other hand, the interaction between matter and fields has been a subject of great
interest in recent decades. Here, the focus is on exploring the dynamics of charged particles
and a scalar meson field interacting according to the Yukawa theory. Recall that the Yukawa
theory models the strong nuclear force as an interaction between nucleons (non-relativistic or
semi-relativistic particles) and mesons (fields). It is known that, despite the ability of classical
mechanics in resolving many physical problems, there are still some phenomena that can not be
explained by classical laws alone. Here, the low regularity of the vector field associated to the
interacting system makes it difficult to construct global solutions using standard arguments. To
overcome this issue, we use the quantum-classical transition of the Yukawa theory. Then, by em-
ploying transition, it becomes possible to construct global solutions for the classical interacting
system. Another recent study [6] has also explored this type of convergence for non-relativistic
particles interacting with the electro-magnetic field, considering the Pauli-Fierz Hamiltonian
which converges to the Newton-Maxwell equation.

From a classical standpoint, in our case the dynamics are governed by a particle-field equation
(1.1), also known as Newton-Klein-Gordon equation, which is a nonlinear system of coupled
PDE-ODEs. Previous studies have examined this type of equation, as demonstrated in the
articles [24, 25, 26]. These works focus on analyzing the long-term behavior of the solutions to a
particle-field equation. Specifically, the authors of these articles introduce a form factor within
the interacting system to ensure that the Hamiltonian remains bounded from below, and they
assume that this form factor is compactly supported. In our investigation, we adopt a more
general framework by imposing less restrictions on this form factor.

From a quantum standpoint, the time evolution is generated by the so-called Nelson Hamil-
tonian (1.5). The Nelson model was first introduced by Edward Nelson in [27, 28] to describe
the interaction between particles (nucleons) and meson field (strong nuclear force). The Nelson
model has been widely studied by many researchers, and a selection of relevant articles includes
1,2, 4, 12, 13, 14, 15, 17, 18, 19, 22, 23, 30).

Our objectives are then:

— Proving the validity of Bohr’s correspondence principle. More precisely, we want to
establish a relationship between quantum and classical dynamics by showing that Nelson
model reduces to the classical particle-field equation in the classical limit A — 0;

— Establishing the global well-posedness of a particle-field equation under weak assump-

tions on the form factor x (see (1.6)) and on the potential V' (see (1.7)).
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The quantum dynamics have a well-defined global behavior. Our method involves transferring
certain quantum regularization effects to the classical dynamics. This leads to the derivation
of the classical dynamics of the particle-field system as an effective equation of a quantum
microscopic dynamical system in the limit 7z — 0.

To achieve this scenario, we investigate the transition using Wigner measures approach in
infinite dimensional bosonic quantum field theory. In recent years, this Wigner measure method
have been used in many-body theory [10] and in quantum field theory [5] with an a priori knowl-
edge of global well-posedness (GWP) for effective equations. Whereas in this work, our strategy
furnishes global well-posedness and convergence at the same time. Usually, this convergence is
non-trivial, and there is no prior guarantee of obtaining unique limits. However, we overcome
this difficulty by relying on our assumptions.

The main results are the classical limit (Theorem 1.1) and the global well-posedness of a
particle field equation (Theorem 1.3). To prove these outcomes, our strategy is summarized in
the steps below:

e We first extract the quantum dynamical system using the family of density matrices
(on)n satisfying (1.8) and (1.9);

e Then, after proving the propagation (uniformly in any compact time interval) of the two
uniform estimates (1.8) and (1.9), we take the limit to obtain the classical dynamics on
the inverse Fourier transform of the Wigner measure. This results in a specific classical
equation which is equivalent to a statistical Liouville equation, thanks to the regularities
associated with the Wigner measure and vector field in this context;

e We employ then measure-theoretical methods [8, 9, 6] which provides us with the al-
most sure existence of global solutions. This requires us to prove the uniqueness of the
solutions to a particle-field equation by using classical tools;

e Finally, we extend the existence result to all initial data. It is important to note, however,
that the associated flow is Borel measurable with respect to initial data and may not be
continuous.

1.1. General framework. This section provides a concrete mathematical description of the
previous introduction. From a classical perspective, the dynamics are governed by a particle-
field equation, as detailed in Paragraph 1.1.1. From a quantum perspective, the dynamics are
governed by the Nelson Hamiltonian, which is explained in Paragraph 1.1.2.

1.1.1. The particle-field equation. Consider n fixed number of classical particles in the config-
uration space R? with d € N*, interacting with field. Let M; be the mass of the jth particle.
The dynamic of the particles is characterized by their momenta p; € R? and their positions
qj € R%. Whereas, the field is described by o : R — C. Let p = (p1,* ,pn), ¢ = (q1,"** 1 qn)
and f; : R? — R, the Hamiltonian of the particle-field system is

Hp.0.0) = 3 f50) + Vian - a0) + [ a0 w(k) (k) di

j:1

+ Z " (k‘) 2mik-q; +(7) 727rik-qj] dk.

\ﬁ

We consider two cases:
— Choosing fj(pj) = 4/ p? + M J2 corresponds to the semi-relativistic case.

— Choosing f;(p;) = p? /2M;; corresponds to the non-relativistic case.

The parameter w represents the dispersion relation defined by w(k) = \/k? +ms? > ms > 0,

where my is the mass of the meson field. The function V' : R — R represents the external
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potential and y : R — R is the form factor. The equation of motion for the particle-field
system is given by

R i / 2rik X [ (k)™ — ak)e™*m ] dk;
qj R
OH
;= @—ij(pj)a (1.1)
) OH =~ x(k) —2mik-q;
oo = — = w(k) a(k) + B
0 = g = (b)) E Ol

To clarify, the interaction term between particles and the scalar field has a specific form which
is: linear in the field (for both semi and non-relativistic case); and in the momentum (only in
the non-relativistic case). The solution u = (p,q,«) to (1.1) belongs to the following classical
space

o._ Rdn % Rdn % g07

where G with o > 0 is the weighted L? lebesgue space endowed with the following norm

lalige = {a, w(-)* @)z = /RdW(k)%\a(k)lzdk = |lw” o[-

We have then for u = (p,q,a) € X7 the following norm

n
lullier = (lg;* + Ipsl*) + lllgo-
j=1
The form factor serves as a way to term the interaction between particles and the field, by
smoothing out the Hamiltonian and ensuring that it is bounded from below under certain as-
sumptions. The magnitude of the coupling between the particles and the field is controlled by
the form factor. We consider the energy space where the Hamiltonian is well-defined, namely
X1/2 but our main results are stated in the spaces X° with o € [%, 1].

1.1.2. The Nelson model. The particle-field equation can be formally quantized to obtain the
Nelson model. The Hilbert space of the quantized particle-field system is

H = L} R™ C) @ I (L*(RE, Q)),
where I's(L?(R¢, C)) is the symmetric Fock space which could be identified with

+oo
I (L*(R{,C @ L*(R?,C)®:™ ~ (P L2(R"™, C)

We denote by F™ := L2(R" C) the symmteric L? space over R™. Let
Xp = (21, ,2pn), dX,=dxy - day,,

1.2
Ky = (k1 km), dKp, =dky---dkny. (12)
Then, the Hilbert space H is endowed with the following norm for all ¥ = {¢™},,,>0
> 1/2
ol 30 [ K X di)
m—0 Rdn JRdm
Let p; and ¢; be the quantized momentum and position operators such that for all j € {1,--- ,n}

The h scaled creation-annihilation operators for the field are defined on I', for any f € L*(R¢, C)
as

= [ @ amds ain = [ 5w ama,



where ap(k) and aj(k) are the creation-annihilation operator-valued distributions defined as
follows

[an(k) @)™ (k1 k) = VA(m A+ 1) "™ (B, k- k) 5
[af, (k) )™ (ky, -+ k) = VR ié(k—k:-) DRy Ry Eom).
’ ’ \/m = J ) s vy )

In our case, we will work with the generalized h scaled creation-annihilation operators. The two
operators ah(G) ‘H — H are defined for

G : I*(R",C) — IL2R¥ C)® L*(RY,C)

v — G .
with
(@ )Xo k) = 3 2B ik x )
Vw(k)
In general, we have
(G) VX" () = VR 1Y [ ML e (g myak: (13)
o1 /R w(k)

[a5(G) w(Xn)]m(Km):\/zZZ X(kj)' e 2k (X ey kg k). (14)

Introduce the second quantization dT'(A) : H — H for the self-adjoint operator A with dT'(A) ¢ =
{[dT'(A) ¥]™ }m>0 and where

dl'(A) ¢ =h e A e .

[dT(A) ] Ywew Ay @@

jth position

The % scaled number operator N = dI'(Id) and the number operator N are defined as follows
[Na )™ =hm o™, [N ™ =my™

The free field Hamiltonian dI'(w) : H — H is defined as follows

[T (w) ¥ = Z 3) V™ (X5 Ko).

Formally, one can express this as:

dl'(w) = / ay (k) w(k) an(k) dk.
Rd
The non-interacting Hamiltonian is defined as follows
Hy = Ho + Hoa,

where we have introduced the two terms f[m and lEIOQ as follows
Ho =) fi(p;),  Hoo = dT(w).

The interaction Hamiltonian H; : H — # is defined in terms of ay, ay as in (1.3)-(1.4) as follows
Hy = an(G) + ;(G).
The Nelson-Hamiltonian takes then the following form

Hy=H = Hy+V(§)+ H. (1.5)
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The inclusion of a form factor x in the interaction term of the particle-field equation ensures
the well-definedness of the corresponding quantum dynamics and leads to a self-adjoint Nelson
Hamiltonian. It has been demonstrated that, under certain mild assumptions on x and the
potential V, the unbounded operator Hj, is indeed self-adjoint (as discussed in [5] and references
therein). In the following, we aim to identify the minimal conditions on x and V' that enable
further analysis.

1.2. Assumptions and main results. We have to impose the following assumptions on the
external potential V : R —— R and the form factor x : R — R with o > 0:

V € (R R), (1.6)
2o
w()277x() € L*(R%R). (1.7)
Note that the following identities hold true:
o If w(-)277x(-) € LAR%R) then x() € L2(R%R);
o If x(-) € L2 (R% R) then for any v > 0, we have w(-) 7x(-) € L>(R%; R).

Let (0n)ne(o,1) be a family of density matrices on H of the particle-field quantum system. The
main assumptions on the family of states (o) he(0,1) are:

3Cy > 0, Yh € (0,1), Tr[op dl(w?)] < Co, (1.8)
30, >0, Yhe (0,1), Tr[on (¢ +p?)] < Cy. (1.9)
Remark that the following identities hold true:
o If Tr[o; dI'(w?)] < cp, then Tr[gy dI'(w)] < ¢ for some cg, ¢y € RY;
e If Tr[g; dT'(w)] < ¢1, then Tr[gp Ny < ¢ for some ¢, ¢} € RY%;
o If Tr[op (2 + %)) < ca, then Tr[oy (Ho + 1)] < ¢ for some ¢z, ¢, € RY.
The first result presented in this section concerns the flow of the particle-field equation.

Theorem 1.1 (Global well-posedness of the particle-field equation). Let o € [%, 1]. Assume
(1.6) and (1.7) hold. Then for any initial condition ug € X there exists a unique global strong
solution u(-) € C(R, X°)NCYHR, X7~ 1) of the particle-field equation (1.1). Moreover, the global

flow map ug — P(ug) = u(t) associated to the particle-field equation (1.1) is Borel measurable.

The above global flow is not constructed from a fixed point argument, whereas it is constructed
by means of statistical arguments. More precisely, we use measure theoritical techniques to
construct this flow. And thus, it is only Borel measurble and not necessarily continuous.
Denote by P(X?) the set of all Borel probability measure over the space X°.

Definition 1.2 (Wigner measures). A Borel probability measure u € P(X?) is a Wigner mea-
sure of a family of density matrices (0p)se(0,1) on the Hilbert space #H if and only if there exists

a countable subset A C (0,1) with 0 € A such that for any & = (pg, g0, ) € X :

lim Tr W(27Tq0,727rp0,\f27ra0)gh} :/ e2miRe(§,u) xo dp(u).
h—0,he A X0

The next result concerns the classical limit which relies on the construction of a Wigner measure

in the context of infinite-dimensional bosonic quantum field theory. This allows us to establish

convergence from the quantum to the classical dynamics. Denote by

M(Qﬁvh € A)a

the set of all Wigner measure associated to the density matrices (o)nea-

Theorem 1.3 (Validity of Bohr’s correspondence principle). Let o € [1,1] and assume (1.6)
and (1.7) hold true. Let (on)ne(o,1) be a family of density matrices on H satisfying (1.8) and
(1.9). Let (hn)nen C (0,1) such that h, — 0 and assume that M(gp,, n € N) = {uo}. Then

n—00
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for all times t € R, there exists a subsequence (hy)gen and a family of Borel probability measure
(t)ter such that

ith it
Me T gy, 7 0 e N) = ),
where p; € P(X0) satisfying
(i) i is concentrated on X7 i.e. pu(X%) =1;
(ii) pe = (Pi)gpo, where ug — P(uo) = u(t) is the Borel measurable global flow of the
particle-field equation (1.1).

The result above indicates that when p; are density matrices on H that approach the Wigner
probability measure p as i approaches zero, the evolved density matrices gp(t) will converge to
pe = (P¢) g po for all times ¢. Here, ®; is the flow that solves (1.1).

To demonstrate the aforementioned results, we adopt the following approach: Firstly, we employ
classical techniques to establish the uniqueness property of the particle-field solutions. Subse-
quently, we establish crucial uniform propagation estimates on the quantum dynamics. Then,
we present a probabilistic representation of measure-valued solutions for the Liouville’s equation
(see [8, 9]). This representation is used to construct a generalized global flow for a particle-field
equation. As a conclusion, we establish by means of Wigner measures the global well-posedness
for the particle-field equation and the Bohr’s correspondence principle for the Nelson model.

2. THE CLASSICAL SYSTEM

This section is dedicated to examining various classical properties of the particle-field equa-
tion. Firstly, in Subsection 2.1, we introduce the particle-field equation as a semi-linear partial
differential equation and establish its interaction representation. In Subsection 2.2, we prove
the uniqueness of the particle-field equation using this representation.

2.1. The interaction representation. The particle-field equation (1.1) takes the following
form
du(t) _
M0 () = £lu(t) + N (ul), -
u(0) = up € X7,
where t — u(t) = (p(t),q(t),(t)) is a solution, L(u) = (0,0, —iwa) is a linear operator such
that £: X° — X°~! and N is the nonlinearity given by
(N(u))]’] = _VQJV(Q) - Vq]-[j(% Oé),

(N (w))g; ==V f;(pj),

(2.1)
W(@)a(k) = —i 3 A oz,
j=1 w(k)
where we have introduced I; : R x L?(R¢,C) —» R
k heas | T —Omikeas
Ii(q,a) == " Xf()(]l) [a(k:)e%”k % 4 afk)e? kq]] dk (2.2)
with
Ve ILi(q, @) :/ 2mik x(k) [a(kz)e%ik'qj —@6_2“"*‘”] dk. (2.3)
’ R w(k)

We consider now the particle-field equation as a non-autonomous initial value problem over the
Hilbert space X7 with
du(t)

= v(t,u(t)), (IVP)

u(0) = ug € X°.
7



The non-autonomous vector field v is defined in terms of the non-linearity N : X — X7 of
the particle-field equation as well as the free field flow <I>{ : X7 — X9 as follows:

o(t,u) = B, o N o @ (u), (2.4)
where we have introduced the free field flow CID{: as follows

ol (p,q,0) = (p.q.e ™ Pa). (2.5)

Lemma 2.1 (Explicit expression for the vector field v). The vector field v : R x X7 — X¢
takes the following explicit form:

(0t w)p, = (N 0 B (w), .
(v(t,u))g, = (N 0 @] (u))
)

; (2.6)
qj
(0(t,w))a(k) = e™®) (N 0 &) (u)) (k).
where U(t7 u) = t((v(tv u))pu ) (U(ta u))Pm (U(tv u))fh’ ) (U(ta u))%m U(t7 u)a) .
Proof. The result follows from direct computations of v using the relation (2.4). O

Proposition 2.2 (Equivalence between (PFE) and (IVP)). Assume (1.6) and (1.7) are satisfied.
Let I be a bounded open interval containing the origin. Then, the statments below are equivalent:

(1) u(-) € CH(I,X°) is a strong solution of (IVP);
(2) u(-) € C(I,X7) solves the following Duhamel formula

u(t) = up + /Otv(s,u(u)) ds, Vtel.

(3) The curvet — (13{ (u(t)) € C(I, X7)NCY(I, X~ 1) is a strong solution to the particle-field
equation (1.1).

Proof. The first two assertions can be proved easily since v is continuous vector field (by Lemma
2.5). Let us now prove the equivalence between (1) and (3). Suppose that u(t) = (p(t), q(t), a(t))
is a solution to (IVP). Require to prove that

a(t) = (3(t), 4(1), (1)) = f (u(t)) = (p(1), a(t), e Pa(t)),
is a solution to (PFE). The first term

Oup; = Oy = (v(t,w))p, = (N 0 ®f (u)) = (w(iD)),.

Py
The second term
9q; = Orq; = V fj(p;) = (W(@))g;-
The third term

We conclude that 4 is a solution to (PFE). Similarly, we can prove the reverse sense. O

Let I be an open interval containing the origin. We are interested in strong solution to the
particle-field equation (PFE) such that

u(-) e C(I, X)nCH(I, X771,
8



and (PFE) is satisfied for all ¢ € I. In particular, from the second assertion of Proposition 2.2,
these solutions satisfy the following Duhamel formula for all ¢ € T

t
u(®) = () + [ B, oN(u(s)) ds. (2.7)
0

where ® (-) is the free field flow defined above in (2.5).
2.2. Properties of the particle-field equation. In this section, we establish various prop-
erties related to the particle-field equation and its time interaction representation. Of most

significance is the recovery of the uniqueness property of solutions to the particle-field equation
(PFE) on the energy space X°. Our approach starts with deriving estimates for V. I;(-).

Lemma 2.3 (Estimates for V. I;). We have the following two estimates.
(i) Assume w'/?x € L*(R%,dk). Then, for all (¢,a) € R™ x L*(R% C), for all j €
{1,--- ,n}, we have the following estimate

Vg Ti(a, )| < 4 [l x| (|- (2.8)
(i) Assume (1.7) is satisfied. Then, for all j € {1,---,n}, for all q1, qo € R™ with
@1 = (q15); and g2 = (q25);, for all a1, as € G7, we have
Vg, Li(q1, 0n) = Vi, I (g2, az))|
< lw!?x e flax — anllz2 +8v2r% w2~ x]L2 lj — az5] [lozlge-
Proof. For (i), by Cauchy-Schwatrz inequality, we have V(g, ) € R™ x L?(R%, C)

27 ik[a(k)e%ik'qj —af )e_zmk'qj] dk:’

‘VQJI q,x

|—)Rdﬁ

<Adr /
Rd

< |rw1/2x||Lz ol

w(k)| lak)| dk

For (ii), by Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and using the estimate |e? — 1| < v/2 |y|, we have
Y(q1,a1), (g2, 0) € R x G7, ¥j € {1,--- ,n} the following estimates

‘qulj(qb al) — qu-[j(q% 042)|

x(k) ik [cr (k)e2™ R0 — a (R)e 2R 0 — g (k)2 s 4 (ke 2Tk 0] dk‘

R \/w(k)

_ ’ / x(k)
Rt \/w(k)
] — a5 4 e — k)

x(k) I
§47r/Rd SOl

< [ |ValR) (8 [Jo k) = 0a(0) + a0V 2k - as; = a2
< 47T/Rd Vo (k) X(k)( :|a1(k:) — aa(k)| +2V2 7|as(k)| w(k) |qi; —q2j|]

3_
< am w22 flo = azllzz + 8v3r? wd e lay; — ) laallor.

27rik[(a1(k) — ag(k))ezmk‘qu + a2(k)(e27rik~q1j _ e?mk-q2j)

|1 (k) — aa(k)| + ‘O@(k) (62”"’“‘(‘11j—q2j) —1) u




The vector field N, which characterizes the nonlinearity of the particle-field equation, possesses
the following properties.

Proposition 2.4 (Continuity and boundedness of N'). Assume (1.6) and (1.7) are satisfied.
Then, the nonlinearity N : X° — X9 is a continuous, and bounded on bounded sets, vector
field.

Proof. Let us prove first that /' : X? — X7 is bounded on bounded sets. Let u € X7 be a
bounded such that |lu||xs < co, for some ¢y > 0. Require to prove |[A(u)|/%. < c¢; for some
c1 > 0. We have first with some ¢y > 0

|(V(w), Vg V(g) = Vg I(g, a)‘

1=|-
J
< WqJV(Q)‘ + ‘qulj(q, 04)‘
< [V, V| oo + 47 [0 X 22 Nl 2

Lemma 2.3—(%

47T ||(,‘_)1/2
m +C

< 8{1111) HquVHLOO + Xllz2 [lellge
j=
4
= ?lzlf HV%VHLOO T m o lw! X[l 2 co := ca.

We also have with some c3, ¢4 >0

(N @), | = [Vs5)| < s Ipj] < e3 o= ea.
Finally, we have with some c5 > 0

IV (W) NGe = llw” (N (), lIZ2

k .
:/ —sz"(k) X( ) 6727Tzk-qj dk
Rd =1 w(k)
< o 2xlf = o5,
where HWJ_%XHLZ is finite since 0 — 2 < 3 — o for o € [,1]. This implies that there exists

c1 > 0 such that
N5 <n (3 +c})+cs5 = ca.

It remains to prove the continuity of the nonlinear term N : X? — X?. Suppose that
Uy = (P&Q&OM) — u= (p7Q7a)) in X7 i.e. ||u€_u||X" — 0.
{—+00 {—+00

Require to prove

N(u) — N(u) in X7 ie. [[N(u) —N(u)||xe — 0.

{—~+o0 {——+o0

Indeed, we have

V)Nl =3 || ae) = V), [

=1

| W) = A0),, [+ -2, -

bj 4;

10



By Lemma 2.3-(ii), we can assert that

(V) = N ()

bj

47 3_,
< ’quV(Qg) - quV(q)’ + o lw x| 2 lae — ellge +8v2r? w2 ™| 12 |aej — g5 llellge

n
47 3_
< Ve, Vg Ve lagr — ap| + m w2 X |2 [lowe — atllge +8v2x w2 x| 12 lge; — g5 lellge
J'=1

n 47 3
< VeV Ve + — [lw'/? 8v2n? w27 . —ul|xe — 0.
< [nj/sgplll g, Vo, Vllz +mfg o' x )l 2 + 8V2m? w2 =X 2 llexllge | [lue — ullx 59

() = ), | < elps = p3] < s = e 2 0.

For the last term we have

_Z'Zwa'(k) X(k) [67271"”{-(][]' o 6727rik-qj] 2

~ N(u 2 _
1(Vua) = V).l /Rd j=1 w(k) dk
:/ —iiw”‘%w x(k) [e2mikae  g=2mikas] * ik,
R4 =

where we have

n
. . 2
_izwo—%(k) X(k) [e—ka-qej _e—2mk~qj] dk < An? Hwa—% XH%Z < +00;

° ‘6—27rik~q” _ e—?m’kqj{ ; 0.
—+00

Hence by Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem, we get

(N () = N () 3 0.

And thus,
IV (ue) = N (w5 — 0.

L—+o0

The above theorem implies the following results on the vector field v.

Lemma 2.5 (Continuity and boundedness properties of the vector field v). Assume (1.6) and
(1.7) are satisfied. Then, the vector field v : R x X7 — X7 is continuous and bounded on
bounded subsets of R x X°.

Proof. This is a consequence of the continuity and boundedness properties of the nonlinear term
N : X% — X7 in Proposition 2.4. O

As a consequence of the above properties, we have the following uniqueness property.

Proposition 2.6 (Uniqueness property). Assume (1.6) and (1.7) are satisfied. Let I be an
open interval containing the origin and let ui,us € C(I,X?) be two strong solutions of the
particle-field equation (PFE) such that ui(0) = u2(0). Then uy(t) = ua(t) for allt € I.

Proof. Note first that using Duhamel formula (2.7) as well as u;(0) = u2(0), we have for all
t>0

t
[Jur(£) — ua(t)] xo S/O IV (u1(s)) = N(uz(s))llxo ds.
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We claim that for all s € [0, ¢], there exists C' > 0 such that
IV (ur(s)) = N(uz(s))llxo < C flur(s) = ua(s)l|xo-

Indeed, by using the Mean Value Theorem for multivariate vector-valued function V4 V', the
first component yields to

| (W (ua(5)) = N(ua(s))),, |

<V Viar(s) = Vi, Viga(s)] + [V, 1i(a1(), a1(s) = Vi Ii(a2(5), 02(5))
<INVl laa(s) = ax(s)] + lr(s) — az(s)lz + laa(s)lg- lar(s) — a2(s)]

Lemma 2.3—(4t)
S lua(s) — ua(s)llxo,
where we have used for some bounded interval J C [

|az(s)]lge < sup |lua(s)||xe < +oo.
sed

The second component yields to
|(NV(ur(s)) = N(ua(s)),, | S Ipr(s) = pa(s)] < llua(s) — ua(s)] xo-
The third component yields to
(N (ui(s)) = N(ua(s))) Iz < lar(s) — a2(s)] < llua(s) — ua(s)]| xo.

Therefore, we get by combining the above three components the following estimate

[[u (8) = w2 ()| xo S/O IV (ur(s)) = N (ua(s))l|xo ds

SCAHM@—WGWW%-

Then, by Gronwall’s Lemma, we get ||ui(t) —u2(t)|| xo = 0. Thus, we get the desired result. O

Remark 2.7 (Local well-posendness in X'/2). Under assumptions (1.6) and (1.7), for all initial
data ug € X2, one can prove the existence of a unique local solution u(-) € C([0,T]; X/?) to
(1.1), where T' € R is small enough. This can be proved by means of standard fixed point
argument.

Remark 2.8 (Global well-posendness in X?). In line with the above remark, one could also
prove the global well-posedness in X? by using Granwall arguements and the conservation of
Hamiltonian.

3. THE QUANTUM SYSTEM

In Subsection 3.1, we prove some quantum estimates, which we then apply in Subsection
3.2 to establish the self-adjointness of the Nelson Hamiltonian using the Kato-Rellich theorem.
Lastly, in Subsection 3.3, we discuss the dynamical equation for the quantum system.

3.1. Quantum estimates. Our initial focus here is on providing the reader with estimates that
are necessary to establish the self-adjointness of the Nelson Hamiltonian. Denote by £(#) the
set of all bounded operator and by £!(#) the set of trace-class operators on H.

Lemma 3.1 (Creation-Annihilation estimates). Let
F e L(L*(R™, dX,), L*(R™, dX,) ® L*(R%, dk)).

1) For every € D N2 , we have
(1) h

~ ~1/2
lan(F)olln < 1Nl 1 Fll e roor2) (3.1)

a7 (Pl < (N + 1203 1Fll 2 L20r2) - (3.2)
12



(ii) For all ¢ € D((Hp2)'/?), we have

(Pl < || =] N2 + 1) s (33)

lai(F)el < | fH (Hoz + 1) 3, + b |17 ([ (3.4)

Proof. Let Kp, and X,, as indicated in (1.2). For (i)-(3.1), we have with |- ||z = || - [ z(z2, 220 L2)
ot FYolf = 3 Lo L e (k)| ax, a,

= Z /Rdn /Rd Admmwm+l(Xn,Km,k)dk‘2 X, dK,,

<|rF||LZ/ Lo v

m2>0

< HFHEZ/d /d( 1) m+1) ‘me(Xmeﬂ)‘ an de+1
R m

VhRm+ 1) ™t Xn,Km,k)’ dk]dX dK

1/2
<||F|% [IV)/

13
For (i)-(3.2), we have

ai(F)¥l13, = (@, an(F)aj(F)v)
= (¢, [[an(F),a;(F)] + aj(F)an(F)]¢)
< RAFIZ 907 + llan(F)wl?
SIFIZ (N +1)12 ).

For (ii)-(3.3), we have

. - A
lan(F) vl = 3 Lo
- (1 oyl 2

0" (X, K| B X,

-2 /R /Rdm [ /R Alm+1) Fﬂ) 8] 0 (X, Ko, B)|dk] K X,
m>0
F

Valm 1) olk) ™ (X, K, k:)rdk:} dk dK,, dX,

2
Vwlle n;)/Rdm [/Rd
F 2 — 9
SHWHE Z/ / h(m +1) w(k) \wm (Xn,Km,k)] dk dK,, dX,,
Rdm JRd

< |1zl ot st

Similar discussion as for (i)-(3.2) works perfectly to prove (ii)-(3.4). O

Lemma 3.2 (Field and number estimates). For all ¢ € D(Hgs), we have
(1) |[Hoz ¥llm > my || N ¢ ]lu;

(2) |(Ny + 1)Vl < e | Npthllge +b(e) ||l for some e < 1 and b(e) < +oc.
13



Proof. For (1), we have

. m 2
| Ho2 wlla—Z/ / Aoz )" (X, b, )| Ao dly -l
Rdn Rdm

- 2
_ Z/ / h Zw(k’l)¢m(Xn,k1,..- ,km)’ dX,, dky---dk,
Rdn JRdAm

m>0 =1

Z’mf
2

> Z/d /d hmmf¢m(Xnvk17"',km)‘ AX,, dkey - dkey

m>0 Ran JRe™

2
>mf2z/d /d P (X, Ky - ,km)‘ dX,, dky---dk,y,
m>0 n JRAm

> mg? || Nas|[3,.

For (2), we have

I(Nw + D013, = (&, (Nn+ Do) = (&, Nugh) + (|93,
< ||¢||H 1Nl + ||w||%

HNWHH +(1+3 ) 113,
This implies that, by choosing appropriate &, there exists ¢ < 1 and b(e) < +oo such that

1N + 1) 29l < & [ Nwlla + ble) [l
O

Below, we give an important inequality between H and H, which is useful for the coming
discussions. Suppose H +a > 0 and Hy + b > 0 with some a,b € R.

Lemma 3.3 (Equivalence between H and Hp). Assume (1.6) and w_%x c L*(R% dk) are
satisfied. Then there exists ¢,C > 0 independent of h such that for all h € (0,1) and for all
¥ € D(Ho)

¢ (0, (H+a) ¥) < (i, (Hy+b) $) <C (4, (H+a) ). (3.5)
In particular, for all ¢ € D((ﬁo)l/Q), we have
¢ |[(H +a)' 9| < ||(Ho +b)' 2y < C ||(H + a)' /2], (3.6)
Proof. Note that first we have the following estimates on V' below

—[WVlizee <V <|Vllzoe = [[Vlzee +V = 0.

We have
(, (H+a) $) = (¢, Ho )+ 0,V 9) + (0, Hi ¢) + ($,a ¥)
< (W, Ho v) +[VIlpe (e, ) + 9]l [ ¢l + (0 v)
< (@, Ho v) + [VI|pe (e, ) + 2w xllg2 9] [(Ho + 1) ¢ll + (%, 0 v)
< (9, Ho 9) + IVllp= (@, %) + ™2 X3 912 + (o + 1) 9| + (v, ¢)
< (@, (280 + V= + ™2 x|3: + 1+ a) ¥)

<c (¥, (Ho+b) ),

where ¢ € R} depends on ||V]|ze, [lw™1/? x||3> and independent on A.
14



On the reverse side, we have

(¢, Ho ) = (¢, Hor ¥) + (¢, Hoz 1)
< (W, (Hor +V + |Vllze) ¥) + (¢, Hoz ).

Then by using Lemma 3.1, we can also assert that for e > 0, there exists ¢. > 0 (depends on
the norm [jw™! x||z2) such that

1, By )] < Xl [20,9) + <, (Hoo +1) )],
This means as quadratic form there exists a constant c¢. € R’ which depends on ¢ such that
Hop + Hy = (1 —¢) Hoy +eHo + Hy
> (1—¢) Hyp — cel
This implies
Hps < % [Hoo + Hi + c.].

We conclude that there exists C' > 0 such that

(, (Ho+b) ) < (¥, (Ho +V +|[V]|z=) ¢) + 1 [H02+H1+cs} ¥)

<C (¥, (H+a) ).
|

3.2. Self-adjointness of Nelson Hamiltonian. We prove here the self-adjointness of the
Nelson Hamiltonian using the estimates provided in the previous section.

Proposition 3.4 (Self-adjointness of the Nelson Hamiltonian). Assume (1.6) and w_%x €
L*(R% dk). Then, the operator H : H — H is self-adjoint operator on D(Hy) = D(H).

Proof. We have first with some C: € R}
113 = Nlan(G)e + a7 (Gl

< lan(G)lln + llan(G)ln
< 2|G (N + 1)l

< 2n|| = [Nl + b(E) 1 13]

& oo vl + Cs 6],

where we have used the estimates in Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2. Choose £ small enough such that
Zon/\@HLQ € < my. We conclude that there exists ¢ < 1 and C. € R such that

| H1¢lln < e | Hozt|la + Ce |9l

The operator H02 is self-adjoint operator and H; is symmteric operator. Thus by Kato-Rellich
theorem, Hos + H; is self-adjoint on D(Hys). Remark also that by (1.6), we have

IVl g2 < efl|Hort|l g2 + b ||| 2-

Then, again by Kato-Rellich theorem, Hy; + V is self-adjoint on D(Hy;) € D(V). We also have

as a consequence of Kato-Rellich theorem that E’m + V > —cl. This means ]3[01 +V+4+cl>0.
15



This gives
| Hoz ¢l3, = (. Hi, ¥)
(W, (Hoz + Ho1 +V + 01)21/1>

<
< ||(Hoa + Ho1 +V + c1)9|3,.

We conclude
| H1||ln < e || (Hoz + Hor + V + )|l + C(e) [|9]|n.

Remar}{ that ﬁm +V —i—Acl commutes Wit}} ﬁog. This means I:Im +V+cl + Hog is self adjoint
in D(Hypy +V 4+ ¢l + Hyp2) = D(Hy1 + Ho2). By Kato-Rellich theorem, H is self adjoint on
D(Ho) = D(H()l + Hoz) = D(H()l) n D(Hog). O

3.3. The dynamical equation. The primary objective of this section is to determine the
dynamical equation of the quantum system. This equation should converge, as h approaches
zero, to a classical dynamical equation that involves the inverse Fourier transform of a specific
Wigner measure. To achieve this, in Paragraph 3.3.1, we derive the Duhamel formula for the
quantum system. Then, in Paragraph 3.3.2, we expand the commutator within this Duhamel
formula.

3.3.1. Duhamel formula. We begin by introducing the Weyl Heisenberg operator, which acts on
the entire interacting Hilbert space # = L?(R, C) ® T'y(G°), as the following map

E=(z,0) e X'=C" g G0 — W(E) = W(z,a) = Wi(2) @ Wa(a) (3.7)
where we have introduced with Sm(z, 'Y =q-p' —p- ¢, ¥(p,q), (¢',¢) € R™ x R™:

- the Weyl operator on the particle variable which is defined, for all (p,q) € R x R
and for z = ¢ + ip € C™", as follows:

Wi(z) = et Smig+ip,z) _ ei(p‘qA—qf)); (3.8)

- the Weyl operator on the Fock space I's(L?(R% C)) which is defined for any a €
L?(R%,C) as follows:

Wa(a) = o vaan(e)Fa;(a)) (3.9)

The above operators satisfy the following commutation relations
Wi(2)Wh(2) = e~ iz Sm(z2) Wiz +2), Vz,2 ecC®, (3.10)
Wa(a)Wa(B) = e 133m@B)2 Wy(a + 8), Va,B € GO (3.11)

Below, we mention several crucial estimates that are necessary to establish a Duhamel formula
for the evolved states of a quantum system. The prove of the following identities requires the
estimates derived in Lemma 3.1, we refer the reader to [6] for more details on the proof.

Lemma 3.5 (Weyl Heisenberg estimates). There exists a constant C' > 0 such that for any
h e (0,1)

(i) for any o € L*(R%, C) and any o € D(Np)
1N Waa) ¢lir, < C (N + 1)V ¢lIr,;
(ii) for any o € GY? and any 1 € D(ﬁo)
1(Ho)"? Wa(a) ¢lir, < C [[(Ho + 1)V 9Ir.;
(iii) for any z € C™ and any v € D((p* + ¢*)'/?)

(6% + G2 Wi(2) Yllpemany < C (5* + 62 + 1) || 2 (gany.-
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The matter here is to understand the propagation of the density matrices g; on the Hilbert
space H. To this end, we define

on(t) = e_l%ﬁgh ei%H and  gp(t) = ei%ﬁmgh(t) e_i%ﬁm. (3.12)

In order to prove the main results Theorems 1.1 and 1.3, it is necessary to identify the Wigner
measures of the evolved state oj(t). However, the complexity inherited from the interaction
between particles and field makes direct identification unfeasible. Instead, we use the interaction
representation gy(t), which helps us overcome several nonlinearities that could lead to imprecise
formulas. Furthermore, recovering the Wigner measures of gp(¢) from those of g;(t) is not
difficult. To this end, we start below derivation of the quantum dynamical system.

Proposition 3.6. Assume that (1.6) and w'/?y € L*(R% dk). Let (0n)ne(0,1) be a family of
density matrices satisfying (1.8) and (1.9). Then for all £ € X'/2, for all h € (0,1) and for all
t,to € R, we have

T Wea0)] = W a)] - ; [ (W s an(s)) ds, (313

to
where ) )
Hi(s) = e'ntlor(H — Hyy) emintoz, (3.14)

Proof. By Duhamel’s formula, we have
t

TWOHO] = TWEOa)] + [ LW o) s

t

We have also

Lx[w(e) au(1)] = im T W(e) (tm_@) - o]

Let S = (Ho + 1)'/2. We start by
W) (an(t) - n(s)) |
=Tr W(f) (ei%ﬁm e_z%ﬁgh eiitl e=iiHoz _ gi5 Ho e_i%ﬁgh il e‘i%ﬁ(ﬂ)}
=Tr _W(g) (ei%ﬁw e_i%ﬁ — €i%f{02 €_i%H> On el%f{ e_i%H02:|

i S [ _iSH ~ it it h iSH _iSEH
—f—TI'[W(f) ezhHog e zﬁH o (ezhH e thOQ _ezhH e zhH02>}

= Tr[S7H W(g) § §71 (el I — eiifle (i) g 5 g7 TR g 571 i e g
+Tr-[W(§) itz ~itH 5 g SA(&%H o—itHoz _ iz H e*’i%f{og)]

Remark that each step makes sense. Indeed, we have that
W(E), entloz o5l g1 ¢inH g g=1 =itz g e £(H), on, on(Ho+1) € LL(H).

We have also

(ei%H o—itHoz _ jisH 64%15102) .
i L, - oy
li S—l — S—l ’LEH H— H —zﬁHog,
i = p 5 (= Ho) e
(ei%HOQ et H _ i3 Hoo 64%19{) )
i Y . . Ny

limS_1 - _ S_l elﬁHOQ H—H e_ZﬁH

s—t t—s A ( 02)
Plugging these limits in the Duhamel’s formula, we get the desired result. O
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3.3.2. The commutator expansion. The aim of this subsection is to expand the commutator
(W(€), Hi(s)] in the above Duhamel formula (3.13) in terms of the parameter & € (0, 1).

Lemma 3.7 (Time evolved equation of H}(s)). For any s € R, the time evolved interaction
term Hy(s) takes the following form

ij i)+ V(4 +Zaf 95(5)) + ax(g;(s)), (3.15)
7j=1
where we have introduced
~ k —2mik-q;+isw
9(s) = g;(s)(q) := M) - amitgy o) (3.16)
w(k)
Proof. We have
H H02 ij Z& gj +(Lh gj)
where the function g; is given by
~ k —2mik-G;
g = g;(q) := X(k) e 2mikdj (3.17)
w(k)

Then, we have with ¢ = (1, ,{n)

n
Hi(s —e’hHOQ(Zf] Z& n(g;) + ag( gj)) —ig Hoz
It is sufficient then to look at the following 1dent1ty

eiillox gl (g;) e~ Hor — ab(g;(s)).

O
Now, since the Weyl operator W(€) is a unitary operator, we have
L), Fi(s)] = 1 (W HHWIE) — Hi(s) ) W(E). (318)

Lemma 3.8 (Expression for the commutators). For any s € R and & = (po, qo, o) € X/2, the
following holds true with qo = (o1, »qon) and po = (Po1,-** ,Pon)

W(&)H; Z Fi(pj — hpoy) + V (§ — o)

+ ; an((s)) + a5(g;(s)) + \Zg (<ao, 3;(8)) 2(ra.cy — (G5 (5), 040>L2(Rd’c)>,

where we have introduced

3i(s) = XB)_ oomik iy iseth) _ ikt g (o) (3.19)
w(k)

Proof. Let ¢; = (G7)y=1,..d and p; = (P )v=1,.4- The results follow from the following identities
Wl(zo) G Wi(z0)" = ¢ — hqp;, (3.20)
W1 (Z()) ﬁjy Wl(Z())* = 13]1/ - ﬁpgj, (3.21)

- o ih
Wa(ao) ai(f) Wala)® = ax(f) + ﬁ@éo,fm, (3.22)

. . . ih
Wa(ao) an(f) Wa(a)® = an(f) — ﬁ@ﬂ @) L2- (3.23)



We start proving the first identity (3.20). Recall from (3.10) that we have
Wi(zg) = e'Pod=a0P) [y (z)* = e #(Pod—a0P)

Define
K(t):=é it(po-G—qo-P) qV e~ it(po-G—qo-p)

Since ¢ and p are self adjoint operators, we claim using Taylor expansions that
K(t) = K(0) + tK'(0). (3.24)
Indeed, we have, using the commutation relation [cj]?7 ]5;’] = ih, that

d R il A s
o K (t)]=0 = it(po-4—qo-p) iltpo-d—qo0-p),q") e it(po-q qop)|t:0 = —Ti gf;.

This implies that K"(0) = 0, for all r > 2. Take t = 1 in (3.24) and since K(0) = ¢j, we get
(3.20). Similarly, we can prove the identity (3.21). Also the two identities (3.22) and (3.23) can
be proved by simiar way using the commutation relations on the Fock space.

K'(0) =

In particular, the identity (3.20) gives

Wi(20) g;(s) Wi(z0)" = g;(s).
O

Lemma 3.9 (The expansion of the commutator). For any s € R and € = (po, qo, o) € X2, we
have the following expansion of the commutator in terms of the semiclassical parameter h € (0,1)

1

=IV(), H1(s)] = (Bo(s. h, ) + hBi (s, h &) )W(E). (3.25)

The two terms By and By are identified as follows

Bo(s, h,§) : vaj pj) - poj — VVI(4) - 4

7j=1

+i&h<§j(8)29j(8)) +d2(93(5);9j(3)> (3.26)

+ Z ( a0, G;(8)) L2(re,c) — <§j(5)7a0>L2(Rd,C))v

Bi(s,h,€) := @1(ﬁ,§) + O2(h,8), (3.27)

where ©1 and Oy are identified below in the proof. Moreover, we have also the following estimates
|(Ho + )7 2Bo(s, 1, &) (Ho + 1)l S (Il + ||V x| ) lellxo,  (328)

I(FHo + 1) *Ba(s, b, &) (Ho + 1)l 22y S 1I€][5o0- (3.29)

Proof. Exploiting Lemma 3.7 and Lemma 3.8 inside (3.18), the commutator expansion becomes

LW, ()] = £ [ D2 (5065 — hwog) — F503)) + V(a — o) — V(@)

j=1

37 (n(3;(9) = 95(9) + 1 (35(5) — 95(5))) (3:30)
j=1

\Z/hi Z <<a07§j(3)>L2(Rd7c) — <§j(8), a0>L2(Rd,C)>] W(f)
j=1
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We start first by expanding the first line and then proving some estimates for the remaining
terms. Let X € RYand Y = (Y3,---,Y;,) € R%. We apply Taylor series to the two functions

t — A(t) := f;(X —t h poy),
t— B(t) ==V (Y —t h qo).

We get
A(t) = A(0) +tA'(0) + / A"(s)(t — s) ds,

0
and

B(t) = B(0) + tB'(0) + /Ot B"(s)(t — s) ds.

Let t = 1 in the above formulas and since p and ¢ are self adjoint operators, we get

1
F3(0; — hpog) = £5(B5) — BN 3(5;) - poj + h? / PL Hy (5 — hpogs) poj (1— s) ds;  (3.31)

=01 (h,€)

1
V(3 — hgo) = V(§) — hVV (@) - qo + /0 4 Hy (G — haos) ao (1 — s) ds, (3.32)

=02 (h,€)

where the notation -7 represents the transpose. Moreover, the two terms H 7, and Hy are
respectively the Hessian matrices related to f; and V. This implies

£i(B; — hpoj) — £i(B;) = —hV f;(B;) - poj + h* ©1(h, ), (3.33)
V(G — hgo) — V(§) = —hVV () - g0 + h* Oa(h, €). (3.34)

And thus, using (3.33)-(3.34), the commutator is expanded as indicated in (3.25). Now, to
obtain the two estimates (3.28) and (3.29), we need first to prove that the function

Fj(h, s) := (3;(s) — g;(s))/h: L*(R?,dz;) — L*(RY,dw;) ® L*(RY, dk)
is bounded uniformly in A € (0,1). Indeed, we have for all ¢ € L?(R%, dx;)

2
1By hs) Wl oz = [ [ (B 0hs) w)Ge ) doy ak

L b

o 2mwik-qo;h 1 2
:/ / X(k) e—27rzk-qj+zsw(k) (i) ¢($1)} dIL‘j dk.
R4 JR4 h

Now, with the aid of Fubini and the estimate |¢® — 1| < /2|y|, we find that

155(1s) 61 oz < 85 Nl / / el [ da; ar

=872 |Ixlg1/2 €150 H?/)Hng-
We get finally, with some C' > 0, that
£ (R, S)H£(L§J_,L§].®Li) < C xllgr2 €l xo- (3.35)

Now, using the estimates in Lemma 3.1 on the creation-annihilation operators together with the

above estimate for F};(h, s), we can easily prove (3.28). It is also not hard to see that (3.29) hold

true as a consequence of the fact that the Hessian matrices of f; and V' are bounded. O
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Our focus is on taking the classical limit 2 — 0. To accomplish this, it is crucial to establish
a uniform bound on the expansion derived in Lemma 3.9, particularly for the remainder term.
Let S = (Hy+ 1)"/2, we have

Tr(l[W(f),PII(s)] éh(s)) = Tr[S*1 Bo(s,h,€) ST SW(E) 57! S @h(ﬁ}

h '
€L(H) €L(H) €LI(H) (3.36)
th Tr[S_lBl(h, 5,6) STLS W(E) S8 Ga(s) S}
EL(H) EL(H) EE?EH)

< Lemma 3.9 assures that the first term in each of the above two lines in (3.36) is bounded.

< The Weyl-Heisenberg operator estimates presented in Lemma 3.5 guarantee that the
bound of the second term in the above two lines in (3.36) holds.

< The bound of the last term in each of the above two lines in (3.36) follows from As-
sumption (1.8) and (1.9) in conjunction with the equivalent relation between H and Hy
outlined in Lemma 3.3.

Our next step is to take the limit in the Duhamel formula (3.13) as h approaches zero. Using
the above arguments, we can disregard the remainder term when passing to the limit 2 — 0 in
the Duhamel formula (3.13). We achieve this in the next section by extracting a subsequence.

4. EXISTENCE OF WIGNER MEASURE

According to Definition 1.2, the Wigner measures of g(t) is obtained by taking limits of the
following map:
&= Tr[W(E) anld)]- (4.1)
Thus, the first task is to verify that the Wigner measure associated to the above map is unique
for all times. It is worth noting that, given our assumptions on the initial states (on)xe(0,1), the
associated set of Wigner measures

M(Qﬁv he (07 1))
is non-empty. To ensure that the sets of Wigner measures
M(Qﬁ(t)v h e (07 1)) and M(éﬁ(t)a h e (07 1))

are also non-empty, it is crucial to demonstrate that assumptions (1.8) and (1.9) can be uniformly
propagated in time by both families of states (05(t))ne(0,1) and (0r(t))ne(0,1)- This is established
in Subsection 4.1. Subsequently, in Subsection 4.2, we prove that the map (4.1) has a unique
limit that holds for all times in compact interval.

4.1. Propagation of assumptions. In order to establish the existence of a unique Wigner
measure that holds for all times, we demonstrate that if an initial state gy is localized uniformly
in A, then it will remain localized uniformly with respect to the semiclassical parameter i € (0, 1)
for all times in compact interval. We prove this result separately for particle operators in
Paragraph 4.1.1 and for field operators in Paragraph 4.1.2. Finally, in Paragraph 4.1.3, we
establish that both families of states (on(t))ne(0,1) and (8r(t))ne(0,1) uniformly satisfy (1.8) and
(1.9) for all times.

4.1.1. Position and Momentum operator estimates. In this part, we prove some uniform esti-
mates (in h) related to the two operators p? and ¢2.

Lemma 4.1 (Position operator’s estimate). Assume that (1.6) and w=/?x € L*(R%, dk). Then,
there exists constants C1,Cy > 0 such that for all i € D(ﬁé/Z) N D(G), all t € R and all
he (0,1):

(e 'ty ¢ ey < O, (Ho+q* +1) ) eI, (4.2)
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Proof. Let O1(t) := <67‘%H1/1, @267i%ﬁ¢>. We have

@1(t) = @1(0) + /: @1(8) ds

Then Stone’s Theorem implies that
. 1 R t A
O1(t) = (e W0, [H, ") e Y,

Now, using some commutation relations, we get

_ZZ fi(D5), 451 = ﬁz [Vfi(B5) - 45 + 45 - V5(55)]-

7j=1

Define 9(t) := e_l%ﬁw. Since ¢; and V f;j(p;) are self-adjoint operators, we have the following
estimates

(W), Vfi(D;)- 45 »(t))

IN

IIij(ﬁj) PO g v@|

< SLIVS:) v + 115 w(0)IP] (43)
= SLIVI) b0 + (0],
(L), - V3(6) w(0) < a5 Ol IV 55 (5y) (o)
%[nwj (5) B + 15 (1)) (1.4)
= 3LV b(0)IP + (e,

where we have used the identity 2a-b < a?+b?. At this stage, we have to consider separately the
two cases: the semi-relativistic and the non-relativistic case since the function V f; is bounded
in the first case and not in the second one.

For semi-relativistic case:

Note that V f;(p;) is a bounded operator. This implies that for some ¢; > 0, we have

IV £ (Bs) w@)I* < erllw]*.

This gives
t
@1(t) < @1(0) + Cl<w,’(/)> t—i—/() @1(5) ds

Now using Gronwall’s lemma and the estimate te! < e for some ¢ > 0, we find with some
Cl, CQ >0

O1(t) < [01(0) + c1 (1, 9) t] el < CL{p, (@ +1) ) O < O, (Ho+ ¢+ 1) ) 21,

For non-relativistic case:
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We have V f;(p;) = p;/M;. This implies (4.3) and (4.4) become

(), VIiB;) - 45 ¥@)) <

IN

(1), 4;-VIip;) @) <

IA
<
=
=
<
=
+
|
D
=

By Lemma 3.3, we have
(e My, Ho e ' 1710) S (e M, (H +1) e 3714) = (, (H +1) ) S (b, (Ho +1) ¥).
This leads with some c; € R to the following inequality

@1(t) < @1(0) +CQ<¢, (ﬁo + 1) @D) t+ /Ot @1(8) ds.

Now using Gronwall’s Lemma and the estimates te® < eclt, we find with some C7, Cy > 0
O1(1) < [01(0) + ea(ws, (Ho+1) ¥) ] o < C1(w, (Ho +* + 1)) eV
< C1{(, (Ho+ G+ 1)) eIl
O
Now, we give some uniform estimates for the momentum operator just in the semi-relativistic

case: fj(p;j) = 1/gf)? +M]2.

Lemma 4.2 (Momentum operator’s estimate). Assume that (1.6) and w'/?y € L*(RY,dk).
F1/2

Then, there exists constants C1,Ca > 0 such that for ally € D(H,"") N D(p), all t € R and all
he(0,1):
(e My, 7 e ) < Culy, (Ho+p* +1) ) e, (4.5)
Proof. Define
A _itH
Oa(t) := (¥(t), p* $(1) ), () =€ .

We have that the map t — ©(¢) is differentiable with

) i o

Oa(t) = 5 (V(1), [H, 5] ¥(t))-

Then, Duhamel formula implies that
t
@g(t) = @2(0) —l—/ @2(8) ds.
0

Let us compute first the explicit expression for the function ©4(t). To do that, we need first to
deal with the commutator [H, p?]. Indeed, we have

[H,p%] = [d0(w) + Y /D2 + M2+ V(§) + Hy,p’]
j=1

= [V(@):0] p+D [V(4), 5] + [Hr, p] p+ p [H1,p].
Recall that .
4G =S akg(@),  g@ k) =L -2iva
7=1
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We can then assert that

X omik-G; A - A
G) = G ap(k) dk =: B;
) Z: R \/ﬁ € ar( ) Z J(q])
727rzk -G A* dk _ B*
-3 [ >
where ¢; — Bg (gj) is analytic function. We know that for any analytic function F'
JN . 0F(q;)
F(q5),py) = ih — =,
This gives
V(@).5] 5= ih Vg,V () b,
7j=1
D V(@) 0] =) il ;- Ve, V(),
j=1
A SN N 9Bi(G)
[an(G),p] p = [ Bj(qj),p] = Zlh 8]( i) j = Zm an(g;) - by,
j=1 j=1 9 j=1
p [an(G),pl =D ih p; - an(d;),
j=1
i oINS ey o N OBIG) N
@i(G).p) =Y Bj(@),p] p=D ih — == ;=) iha4(g;) by,
j—l j=1 4 j=1
D Zzh Dj - ar( g]

where we have introduced the term g; as follows

g] e 727_[_7/]{: X(k) 6—271’7:](}'(}]'.
w(k)

This implies that
= ih Z 55 (T4, V(@) + an@5) + 3(37)) + (Yo, V(@) + anld) + i (35)) - 5.

We conclude that

n

(W), 55 (T4, V(@) + () +7(3)) 0(0)
7=1

(), (Vo, V(@) +an(@5) + i(35) - by @)
We estimate now each part. Indeed, we have
(W), bj -V, V(@) (1)) = (B (), Vg;V(q) ¥(1))
< |1p; @I 1V, V(@) v(@)]]
<153 @O Vg, Vize [14]

1 .
< 5 1V Vil | 165 w(@)11* + ||¢||2]-
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Similarly, we have

(W), Vo V(@) b5 00} < 5 190,V e [I85 60 + ]

We have also using Lemmas 3.1 and 3.3

(W), an(3;) - 55 w(0) = (@r(3;) B(8), by b(®)
< Iy 0O 1555) ¥
< [dllze + V6 xlze] a5 @I 1oz + 1)V ()
S[IIXHLerIIfoILz]\ SO I + 1)1 w(t)]
< [z + IV xlzz] 11p; v ICH +a)2 (e)]
S [hellze + 1V xlze] 185 v I + )72 o
S [z + IV xlze] 1oy w1 1o + 1)V ¥
S [hellze + Ve xlzz] (125 @I + 11 (o + 1)1 w]2]-

Similarly, we have
W(e), 1(3) 55 90 S Ixllze [y 912 + 11 (Ho + 1)V 9]
W(e), b5 (@) w0) < Iz (15 912 + 1 (Fo + 1)V w2,
wi), 55 @) v0) < (Il + V& xlzz] 15 @I + 1o + 172 w)?].

We get at the end that there exists some C' € R depending on the quantities ||x|/z2, ||[vw x| 2
and ||V, Ve such that

Ou(t) < C[(v, (Ho+1) ¥) + (1)
We find then .
Oy(t) < O3(0) + C (¢, (Hy+1) ¥) t+/0 O (s)ds.

This implies using Gronwall’s Lemma that there exists C1,Cy > 0 depend on the quantities
Ixlz2s [V x|z and [[Vg; V[ such that

Oa(t) < C1 (¢, (Ho+ P> +1) ) e,
And thus the result follows. O

4.1.2. Field operator’s estimates. Below, we give some estimates for the field operator dI'(w??).
Let T'f;, be a dense subspace in the Fock space. Let ¢ € D(Hy) and define

O(t) = (1), dD(w™) e WD g(t)), p(t) = T o,

Note that d['(w?) e=94I“*") i a bounded and positive approximation of dl'(w?7) that strongly
converges monotonically to it. The quantity O3(t) is well-defined for each t € R and § > 0. In
addition, the map ¢t — ©3(t) is differentiable with

. 7/ A~ _ 20

Os(t) = 7 (¥(#), [H, dl(w™) e PINI] (t)).
Lemma 4.3. Assume (1.6) and w"_%x € L*(R%, dk). For o € [1/2,1], there exists C > 0 such
that for all § > 0, for all h € (0,1) and for all ¢, 1 € C°(RI™) @ T 44, -

(o, [H,d0(w?) e TE] 4)] < € o~ Exl 2 9] 14030 + ] laT(w?)Fo].
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Proof. Let us deal first with the term
[dD(w?7) e 2™ [ = [dD(w?) 2™ 1y
= [d0(w?) e ™) 0,(G) +
= dl(w™) [, an(G)] +
+dT (@) [T a1 (G)] +
We also have
(i) [dL(w??),an(G)] = —h an(w* @),
i) [dr(w?), a5(G)] = h a;(w* G),
(iii) [e79 ™) a,(G)] = 6—6dF(w2‘7) an(BGQ), B=1—edhe®
(iv) [e70M@™ ) ax(G)] = a(—B G) e 0 W) B=1— 0 h ¥
Using (i)-(ii)-(iii) and (iv), we get
[dD (w?) e ddr(W?7) H] = h(B1 + By + B3>,

(i

where we have introduced the three terms By, Bs and Bj as follows
B = [ah( @) — ap(w 2"G)] e*‘;dr(w%),
By = dI'(w%) e~ 0dl (@) dh(%)?
Bs = dI'(w%) &*(ﬂ) e 0dr(?7),
We get then

T, (B dD(@P7) TN ) = i (6, (By+ By + B) )

—i(¢, B1 )+ —i(¢, By 1p) +—i(p, Bs ).
(a) (®) (©)

For (b), we have
(6, B ¥)| = | (¢, dT(w?) e ) (=) w)

= [(¢,0 dI (@) e7* T ah(ﬁ) ¥

o 3am(@2r) = ay (28
1 G
2ol (55 .

where in the last line we have used the fact that supss g ||6dT(w?) e 0dl@*)|| < 1/e. Remark
also that we have with K, and X,, as in (1.2)

||ah wnH Z/Rd /Rdm

m>0
N Z /lq‘dn /:Rﬂ7n

1—e 00 w? o 2
J Z Vil 1) W) gomikts g1 (X, K )| 1, dX,
Rd
<
B W%%Adn /1{dm

IN

IN

2
zp]m(Xn,Km)‘ dK,, dX,

w(k)
20 X(K)  onikeg, m+1 2
Z\/h(m—kl)w () 2mikds (Xn,Km,k)dk’ dEK,y, dX,
R “
7=1

w(k)
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n o 2
B Z/ / ‘/ S wr 3 (k) x(k) VA(m A1) W (k) D wm“(Xme»’f)dk‘ Ay dXo
m>0 Rdn JRdm RA =1
1
=i g Y [

m>0" R
< n? w77 |3 [l (W) 2|12

. /Rd [/Rd h(m + 1) w? (k) ‘wm“(Xn,Km,k)fdk}de X,

Using the above estimates, we find that
n o—1 o
(¢, Bawh)| < = [lw”72 X2 [|4] 1T (@?7)/24) |34

For (c), remark first that we have

_ _w20'
@), a(“) = i (<),
and
@), a (9] = arewy a(0) —a(2G) are)

This implies that

AT (@) @}(—5—) = @ =™  G) +aj(—7—) dT(w™).
Then, we have
20 - G 20
(&, Bs )| < [(6 a3 ( —w™ B G) 7T 4| + (9, d;;(BT) dU (W) ¢ 30 )

_1 .
S w7 iz 9]l 140 (@) 2 ¢lls,

where in the last line, we have used the same tricks as before as well as the fact that || < 2 and
e~ 0 d@*) ¢ £(H) with [|e=® «*)|| < 1. Similarly for (a), we can have by same techniques
that

(9. 65,(w*G) e T )| = [(an(w*G) ¢, €T 4]

o1 o
< w2 X2 ] 14T (@?) 28]

A

For the other term in (a), note that
(e8I 4 (20 QY] = e 00 4B (203,
This implies that
an(W¥ G) eT0ME) = o0 g, (1 - B) W G).
Then, using the above equality, we get
(6, an(@? G) e D )| S w2 xlla l@l] (1D (@) 2]l
We conclude that
(6, B )] < 1w 2 Xlla {l] a0 (@?) 2]l + 16 Hdl“(w%)l/?wHH]
And thus, the final result follows. O

Lemma 4.4. There exists Cq, Co € R’ such that

O3(t) < Cy (i, (dT(w?) e 0™ 4 1) gy C2ll,
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Proof. Use the previous Lemma 4.3 with ¢ = ¢ = 1(t), we get that

O3(t) = 5 (V(), [H, dD(w*) e ] y(n))
S 1w Xl [ 14T @) 200l
S ™% xllz (gl | [d0(w?)e =T 2y )

o—1 o\ ,— w?9)11/2
< 7%l [0l + N [d0(@2)e ) 2 1) ]
S oy, ) + ¢ O3(t).
And thus the result follows by applying the Gronwall’s Lemma. U

Lemma 4.5 (Field estimate). Assume that (1.6) and w"_%x € L?(RY,dk). Then, there erists

constants C1,Cy > 0 such that for all vy € D(ﬁé/2)ﬂD(dF(w2")1/z), allt e R and allh € (0,1):

(e e, dT (W) eIty < O, (dT(W™) + 1) v) 2l (4.6)

Proof. 1t is a consequence of the previous Lemma 4.4. Indeed, the approximation map
e ddw*7) (T (w2?) converges strongly to dI'(w2?). This leads to

H(dr(wQU))l/Q ?l}(t)\|2 _ %li% H(e—(SdF(wQa) dF(WQU))l/Q Tll(t)||2
S lim Cy (7T dr(w) 4+ 1)1/2 g2 2l
%
= O [|(dT(w) + 1)V2 > =21
And thus, we achieve the desired result. O

4.1.3. Propagation of estimates uniformly for all times. As a consequence of the previous esti-
mates, the uniform bound on the initial states (o) he(0,1) Propagates in time.

Lemma 4.6 (Propagation of the assumptions (1.8) and (1.9) in time). Assume (1.6) and
w2y € L*(R%,dk). Let (0n)he(0,1) be a family of density matrices satisfying (1.8) and (1.9).
Then, the family of states (on(t))ne(0,1) and (0n(t))re(o,1) satisfy the same assumptions (1.8) and
(1.9) uniformly for any t € R in arbitrary compact interval.

Proof. Before we begin the proof, remark that by spectral decomposition, we have

on="3_ Au(m) e iy (m)) (e (m)),

meN

where \;(m) are the eigenvalues and 5 (m) are their related eigenfunctions. Let J be a compact
interval. Then for all ¢ € J:

e We have with some ¢ € R, the following uniform estimate
Tr[on(t) p°] = Tr [ei%ﬁoz on(t) o~ it Hoz e
= Tr[ox(t) §°]
= Z An(m) ||p e—i%Hwh(m)w

meN
=" Au(m) (e Tyy(m), 57 e F Ty (m))
meN
<C1 Y An(m) (Wa(m), (Ho+p + 1) yu(m)) e < ¢,
meN

where we have used Lemma 4.2 as well as assumptions (1.8) and (1.9).
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e We have with some ¢ € R¥ the following estimate
Te ) 7] = Ttk (1) eibn g2
= Tr[on(t) ¢°]
= >~ nlm) [lg e F Ty (m)|

meN
=" alm) (e i yy(m), @ e gy (m))
meN
<C1 Y An(m) (Wa(m), (Ho+ G +1) yn(m)) e < ¢,
meN

where we have used Lemma 4.1 as well as assumptions (1.8) and (1.9).
e We have for some ¢’ the following uniform estimate

Te[an(t) dU(w?)] = Te[eiihoz gy (1) ¢~ hFox ar(w?)]
= Tr[on(t) dI'(w*)]
= 3" Aulm) A0 (@) e T gy (m) |2

meN
= 3" Au(m) (e i Tyy(m), d0(w) e iy (m))
meN
<O Y Anlm) (Wn(m), (dD(@*) + 1) n(m)) el < ¢
meN

where we have used Lemma 4.5 as well as assumptions (1.8).
]

4.2. Existence of unique Wigner measure. In this section, we prove that for any family of
states (0n)ne(o,1) Which satisfies (1.8) and (1.9) and for any sequence %, — 0, we can extract a
subsequence h,, — 0 such that the set of Wigner measure

M(2h,,(t), £ € N)
is singleton. The main results are stated below:
Proposition 4.7 (Existence of unique Wigner measure fi; for all times). Assume that (1.6)
and (1.7) hold true. Let (on)ne(0,1) be a family of density matrices satisfying (1.8) and (1.9).

For any sequence (hyp)nen in (0,1) such that hy, — 0, there exists a subsequence (hy,)en and a
family of probability measures (fir)ier such that for allt € R,

M(an,, (1).£ € N) = {fu}.

Moreover, for every compact time interval J there exists a constant C' > 0 such that for all times
ted,

/ lul%e dii(u) < C. (4.7)
XO

Proof. We prove the above proposition in two steps. Step 1 is dedicated to the extraction of a
unique Wigner measure at fixed times. Step 2 generalizes for all times. To establish Step 1, it
is necessary to recall the following result from [10, Theorem 6.2].

Proposition 4.8 (The set of Wigner measure is not empty). Let (on)ne(o,1) be a family of
density matrices satisfying (1.8) and (1.9). Then for all sequences (hy)pnen with lim h, = 0,
n—oo

there exists a subsequence (hy,)ien with Klim hn, = 0 such that
— 00

M(en,, L € N) = {u}.
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Moreover, we have
[ B dut) <400 [ ulBe dutu) < +oc. (4.8)
X0 X0

Step 1: Extraction of a unique Wigner measure at fixed times.

Let s € R be a fixed time. Let h, — 0. Then, by Proposition 4.8, there exists a subsequence

n—o0

(he)eeN = (Pn, )een such that iy — 0 and a probability measure jis € P(X°) such that

f—00
M(@n,, (5).¢ € N) = {jis}.

Moreover, we have the following integrability formula

[l dnut) = [ @+ 5 all3e) dia(p..0) < oo, (19)

The above integrability formula is a consequence of the following implications proved in [11,
Lemma 3.12] for some C' > 0:

(i) If Tr[on Nyl < C =V € M(op;hi € (0,1)), [yo o dp < C;

(ii) If Trlop dT'(w??)] < C = Vu € M(op; h € ( 0 1), [xo Hoz||gcr d,u<C

(iii) If Trlon (§* + p?)] < C = Vu € M(on; h € (0, 1 ), [xo(d®+p?) du < C.
Now, by the help of uniform estimate in Lemma 4.6, we have the two family of states (o4(t))ne(0,1)
and (0n(t))re(o,1) satisfy uniformly the bounds of (i)-(ii)-(iii), one obtains then that (4.9) holds
true as a consequence of (4.7) in Proposition 4.8.
Step 2: Generalization for all times.
Claim first that we have for all times ¢t € R

M(an (), € N) = {jir}. (4.10)

Let us now prove the integrability formula in Proposition 4.7. Recall that our density metrices
(0n)he(0,1) satisfies the assumptions (1.8) and (1.9). And, by Lemma 4.6, the family of states
(0n(t))he(o,1) satisfies the same assumptions uniformly in any compact time interval J. Then,
using (4.8), for all t € J, we have (4.7). we come back now to prove the claim (4.10). Let (;)jen
be a countable dense set in R. We have by Step 1 that

e for t1, for h,, — 0, there exists a subsequence Ay —> 0 such that
n—r00 {—00

M(éﬁz(t1)>€ € N) = {ﬂtl}‘
o for ¢y, for (hg)een, there exists a subsequence (fg,¢))ren C (fir)ren such that

M(§ﬁ¢2(5) (t2)’€ € N) = {ﬂtz}'
o for t3, for (Ay,(r))een, there exists a subsequence (g, 1)) een C (fig,e))een such that
M(@hqb?)(g) (t3)’£ € N) = {ﬂtg}‘

e And so on, for tj, for (Rg, ,(r))een, there exists a subsequence (hg; (1) )een C (g, (¢))eeN
such that

M(@hy 0 (8), € € N) = {fir; }-

By diagonal arguments, we extract the subsequence (fg, ;)¢ denoted by () for simplicity such
that for all j € N, we have

M(on,(t), ¢ € N) = {fir; }.
The above formula implies that for all £ = (pg, go, @) € X9 and € = (—2mqo, 27po, V2mag)

Jm Tr[W(E) an, ()] = /xo ?TRAGI X0 iy (u) (4.11)
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We have
[ Tl diin ) < o
X()

The above formula implies that the set of Wigner measure {fi;; }jen is tight in P(X 0). This
implies that according to Prokhorov’s theorem in Lemma A.1, for all £ € XY, there exists a
subsequence still denoted by ¢; and a probability measure fi; € P(X ) such that fit; converges
weakly narrowly to fi;. This gives since the function e2miRe(€u)x0 ig hounded that

2miRe(€,u) vo g5 2miRe(E,u) o g
/e 0 d () =, [ e % dfiy(u)

Now, we need to prove that

/ o2miRe(€,u) xo djig; () — lim Tr[W(f) o, (1)) (4.12)
X0

tj—t —oo

We start by
‘/ eQm’?Re(i,wXO dﬂtj (u)
X0

< ‘/ e2miRe(€,u) xo dfiy; (u) — th Tr[W(é) éﬁe(tj)]’ (1) (4.13)
X0 —00

lim Te[W(E) a1, ()]

l—o0

_l’_

lim Tr[W(E) an,(t;)] — lim Tr[W(E) éhz(t)]‘ e (2)

{—00 {—00
The quantity (1) is zero by (4.11). The quantity (2) is zero by using the following estimates:
(i) For £ € XY, for all t,tg € J where .J is compact interval, we have

T [W(©) (@1(0) — anlt0)) || 5 1t = tol €lxo [I€lx0 + l1xIz2 + xllgo]

(i) For all &1,& € X, for all t € J where J is compact interval, we have

Te[(Wien) - W) an0)] | S N6 = &allxo [llnll o + ol +1].
For (i), we exploit (3.13), we have with S = (Hy + 1)!/2

T [ W) (an(t) — an(t0))]| < 1t~ tol || (B +1B1) 57 o

swes™| . ||sa®)

E(H)H L(H) H

Now using Lemma 3.5, the two estimates (3.28) and (3.29) and the two assumptions (1.8) and
(1.9), we get the desired result.

For (ii), we have

Tr | (W(&2) = W(&2)) an(1)]| < || (&) —Wie) W+ 1772 R+ 1) 2an(0)

L (H)

<oo by (1.8)

And thus, using following the same computations as in [10, Lemma 3.1], the result follows. O

5. DERIVATION OF THE CHARACTERISTIC EQUATIONS

Subsection 5.1 focuses on investigating the convergence of the quantum dynamics towards
the evolution of the particle-field equation. In Subsection 5.2, we derive the characteristic
equation that the Wigner measure satisfies. Finally, in Subsection 5.3, we demonstrate that this
characteristic equation is equivalent to a Liouville equation.
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5.1. Convergence. In this section, we take the classical limit /,, — 0 as £ — oo in the Duhamel
formula (3.13) to derive the characteristics equation satisfied by the Wigner measure (fi¢)ieRr.

Lemma 5.1 (Convergence). Assume (1.6) and w'/?y € L>(RY, dk). Let (0n)re(o,1) be a family
of density matrices satisfying (1.8) and (1.9). Then for all £ = (20, a0) € X° and all t, ty € R,,
the Duhamel formula (3.13) converges to the following characteristics equation

t
/ QW diiy(u) = / QW) dpy (u) —i / / b(s, €) eQEW dfiy(u) ds (5.1)
X0 X0 to J X0

with
Q& u) = i9mz, %) + V2iRe(ao, ), €= (20,00), u=(20), (52)
and where we have introduced
= Vfips) - poj — Z * qoj
j—l =1
1
+ Z Nz + B(s), adie) + 5 (00, g5(s)) 12 — (g5 (s). @0)2).
The function b?(s) is such that b?(s) = b?(s)(pj, q;) is defined as follows
k) .
B(s) = ik - go; XEL 2k istt 5.3
2(s) o 5.3

Proof. From the Definition 1.2 of Wigner measure, we have
lim_THV(E) 2, (o)) = [ e di(w).
{—~00 ¢ X0
We plug (3.25) in the Duhamel’s formula (3.13), we get
¢
/ QW diiy(u) = / eQ&w) dfig,(u) — z/ lim Tr[Bo(s, in,, §) W(E) 0n,,(s)] ds.
X0 X0 to £—00

We have to prove then

Jim Te[Bo(s, fin, . €) W(E) dn,, (5)] = / b(s, &) Q) djig(u).

——400 X0
We start with

TI'[B()(S, hne ) ‘5) W(é) éhnz (8)]

= — Z Tl"[ij(ﬁj) - Poj W the Z Tr V V * qoj W(&) @hné (S)}
jfl
+ Z Trfa,, ( g >hn 9:65)) yy(e) Bhn, (5)] + Trla;, (W) WI(E) on,,,(5)]

¥ Z 5 (T00.35(5) 2.0 W) B, (9] = THG5(6): 20) gm0 WE) i, ()]

Let us start with the first two terms. We have

Jlim TV £(5;) - poj W(E) dn,, (5)] = /X QY f5(05) - poj diis(u), (5.4)
Jim Te[V, V(@) - qoj W(E) dn,, (5)] = /X e V() - qoj ds(u), (5.5)

32



where we have used in the above two lines the convergent results in [6, Lemma B.1] since
(p)) "'V fi(pj) - poj € L™ and (q) "'V, V(q) - qoj € L. Let us deal now with the second line.
The goal is to prove the following limit:

lin T {agnz(W) W(E) an,, (5)] = /X e (0, b(5) 2 dfia(u).

We start then with

nlar,, (222 wig) i, )] - [

I, X0

< o, (222 56) wie) an, 0|

L

Q&) (a, bg-)(S»L? dfis (u)’

(1)
e[, (309) WO 2, 0)] = [ e (b0} 2 difa) |

where

s k o
b(s) := 2mik - qo; ME) ik tisath) (5.6)
For (1), let S = (Hy + 1)"/2, we have

mefa,, (22295 o) wie) an,, (9)]

hnZ
- H%[ j(s)h;gj(s) _z;g.(s)} Hc@w@m 1S W(E) Sz Hs @h(s)‘ .
—0
£—o00

The above convergence follows from dominated convergence theorem and our assumptions.

For (2), according to the expression (5.6), we have
B(s) = e 2D 05 (h),

for some ¢; € L*(R%). Hence, applying Lemma C.2 in the appendix, we conclude that (2)
converges to zero as £ — oo. Similar discussions lead to

tim Tr(ay,, (2= 90)y vy 5, (5] = [ 2 480s), )2 ds(w)

{— 00 hné XO
We deal now with the last line
Tr[(, g;(s )>L2 W(S) Ony, (8)]

1.

o X(]Zzi ciselb) gamikantog oW (- 2mk,0) W(E) dn,, ()] db
R 4

Q

0 isw(k) 627ri1<:~qoji'inZ Tr[e—2m'k:~tjj W(ﬁ) éh‘ne (8)] dk

d w(k

)

:/ ao(k X(k‘) eisw(k) p2mik-qojhn, Tr[W( _ 27Tk:,0,0) W(E) on, (s)] dk
Rd w(k) ¢
. , —ihny o .
:/ ao(k X(k) e?5 k) 2tk dojling Ty[e—g - SM2rk90+i00) Wi(po — 27ke;, o, o) Gn, (s)] dk.
Rd w(k) ¢
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We conclude
lim Tr[{ao, gj(s))rz W(E) on,,(s)]

L—+o0

k) . _
:/ ao(k,‘)7X( ) %) Lim Tr[W(py — 27k, qo, o) Ony,, ()] dk
Rd w(k) f—400

:/ Oéo(k‘) X(k) eisw(k) e—27rik-qjeQ(§,u) dﬂs(u)dk‘
R w(k) X0

By Fubini, we get
lim Tr[(co, gj(s)) 2 W(E) on,, (s)]

l——+oo

:/ eQ(g,u)/ oo () x(k) e=2mikatisok) gk dn ()
X0 RY w(k)

= [ €6 (o, 0y(5) 12 (.

Similar discussions also work to prove

lim To((3,(s),00) 2 W(E) G, (9] = [ tay(s). 0} @€ dfi).

L—~+00

O

5.2. The characteristic equation. Below, we derive the final form of the time-evolution equa-
tion satisfied by the Wigner measure ji;.

Corollary 5.2 (Characteristic equation). Assume (1.6) and w'/?>y € L*(R%,dk). Then, the
charactristic equation (5.1) can be further reduced to the following form

/ eQiﬂ'?Re(y,u)Xa dﬂt(u) _ / ezm%)%(y,u)xo dﬂto (u)
X0 X0

¢ _ (5.7)
+ 27ri/ / 2RV X Re (u(s, 1), y) xo diis(u) ds,
to J X0

forallt,to € R and y € X°.
Proof. Define

i

20 Qg

2171’ fﬂ
b(s, &) = —2rRe(v(s,u), £) xo

= (=, —) e X% with &= (2,a9) € X°.

We claim that

Indeed, we first remark that

—2mRe(v(s, 1), ) xo = —2mRe((v(s, ), =) —2Re((v(s, 1)), %)LQ .
1) (2)
For (1), we have
—2rRe{(v(s, u))s, 2%) = —Sm{(v(s,u))s, 20)
=- Z (05w, - poj = (0(s, )y, - a0s)
VR - Y VY@ qoj+Z 8))12 + (B(s), @) 2),
j=1 =1

where recall that v(s,u) is as in (2.6) and b?(s) is as in (5.3).
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For (2), we have
o

E>L2

n k 4 .
= —V2Re(~iy X(,(u&c)e2“'“'qf“s“<’“>,ao>m

—2mRe((v(s, u))a, = —V2Re((v(s,u))a, ) 12

j=1
= \@i SIm(g;(s), o) 2.
=1
where g;(s) is as in (3.16).]On the other hand, we have
= (0.5, e = las(s).00) o)
= —V2Sm(ao, g;(s)) 2 (ra,c) = V2Sm(g;(s), a0) 12 (Ra.c)-

And, thus combining the above arguments, we prove the claimed results. The Characteristic
equation (5.1) becomes then

t ~
/ QW diiy (u) —/ eQEw dﬂto(u)+27ri/ / Q& Re(v(s,u), €) yo djis(u) ds.  (5.8)
X0 X0 to J X0
We have, with Q(§,u) as in (5.2), that
Q(&,u) = 2miRe(, u) xo. (5.9)
We have also for all y = (p,q,«) € X% and all £ = (p, ¢, w??a) € X° that
Re(y, u) xo = Rel€, u) yo,
(y,u)x (&5 u)xo N (5.10)
Re(v(s, u),y) xo = Re(v(s, u), &) xo

By this way, plugging (5.9)-(5.10) in (5.8) gives that (5.7) is valid for all y € X?°. The latter
could be extended to all y € X by dominated convergence theorem and the bound (5.12). O

5.3. The Liouville equation. In this part, we relate the characteristic equation (5.7) satisfied
by the set of Wigner measures (fi;)icr to a special Liouville equation. To do that, we need
to have some integrability condition of the vector field v of (IVP) with respect to this Wigner
measure and some regularities of the latter measure.

Lemma 5.3 (Integrability of the vector field v). Assume (1.6) and (1.7) hold true. Then, there
exists a constant C > 0 such that for all u = (p,q,a) € X7,

ot w)lxe < C(lluldo +1). (5.11)

Moreover, for any bounded open interval I,
// ot )| xo djie(u) dt < +o0. (5.12)
I o

Proof. The non-autonomous vector field v is defined in terms of the nonlinearity A as indicated
in (2.6). Then it is not hard to see by looking at the proof of Proposition 2.4 that

e in the semi-relativistic case, since the function V f;(p;) is bounded, we get

ot wlxe < C(llali2s + 1), (5.13)
e in the non-relativistic case, we get
lo(t, w)llxe < C(llallze + p]* +1). (5.14)
Thus, both inequalities (5.13) and (5.14) lead to (5.11). Now, the integrability condition (5.12)
is a consequence of (4.7) in Proposition 4.7. O

We establish now some regularity of the Wigner measures (fi¢),.g With respect to time.
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Lemma 5.4 (Regular properties of the Wigner Measure fi;). The Wigner measures (fit),cg
extracted in Proposition 4.7 satisfy

(i) fix concentrates on X7 i.e. fiy(X?)=1;
(i) R >t +— iy € P(X?) is weakly narrowly continuous.

Proof. For the first assertion (i), we have from Proposition 4.7 that

/X Nl3e dputu) < €.

And, from the Markov’s inequality, we have

- I
iu({ue X7 lullxe > e}) < 5 fulllullx-)-

Let ¢ — 0o, we get

fi({ue X% u ¢ X)) =0.
Hence, we get that the measure fi; is concentrated in X . The second assertion (ii) is proved in
a similar fashion as in [6, Lemma 5.5] using Prokhorov’s Theorem. O

In the coming discussions, for more details, we refer the reader to Appendix A in [6]. Let I be
an open bounded interval. Define the space of smooth cylindrical functions on I x X7, denoted

by Cg%.,i (I x X7), as follows

CotI X X7):= {6 T x X7 = Rs 0(t,u) = w(t,m(u)), ¥ € CF(I x RY),
7 X° S RY eN},

where 7 : X7 — R¥ is a projection of the form 7 : u — 7(u) = (Re(u, e1)xo,- -, Re(u, eg) xo ),
with (eq,- -+, eq) is an arbitrary orthonormal family of X7.

Proposition 5.5. The family of Wigner measures (fiz):cr defined in Proposition 4.7 is a weakly
narrowly continuous solution to the following Liouville equation

[ [ @00 + Re(u(t,w), Vott, ) xe i) dt =0, (LE)

for any bounded open interval I containing the origin with ¢ € Cgfcyl(l x X7).

Proof. 1t is a direct consequence of Lemma B.1 by selecting H = X which is a Hilbert space.
More precisely, all the prerequists of Lemma B.1 are satisfied. Indeed, we have

e from Corollary 5.2 that the set of Wigner measures {fi;}tc; solves the characteristic
equation (5.7);

e from Lemma 5.4, we have checked that fi; € P(X?) is a weakly narrowly continuous;

e from Lemma 5.3, we have checked the integrability condition of v with respect to fi.
And thus the result follows. O

6. PROOF OF THE MAIN RESULT

In order to prove the main Theorems 1.1 and 1.3, we must establish some identities. It is
important to note that the statement of Theorem 1.1 is not related directly to the quantum
dynamics and does not require any restrictions on it. Therefore, our plan is to ensure that
the assumptions (1.8) and (1.9) are applied to a specific class of density matrices, namely the
coherent states. To achieve this, we must first define the coherent states for the particle and field
components separately, and then generalize to the entire interacting space since we are dealing
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with an interaction between particles and field. Let ug = (20, ag) € X° and consider the family

of coherent states
V2 V2 V2 V2
Caluo) = Wi (S-20)ur @ Wz(%ao)ﬂ><wl(ﬁzo)w ® Wa(-a0)2
where we have introduced

— the coherent vector: Wl(gz())w, centered on zg € C¥ where 1 (z) = (h) /4 ¢=7*/2h ¢

LQ(Rd”, dzx) is the normalized gaussian function on the particles related to the particle
space L*(R", C).

— the coherent vector: Wz(%ao)ﬁ in the Fock space, for a € G° and € is the vacuum

vector on the fock space.

It bears noting that these family of coherent states gives rise to a family of density matrices
satisfying the assumptions (1.8) and (1.9).

Lemma 6.1 (The family of coherent states). The family of coherent states (Cp(uo))ne(o,1)-
satisfies

M(Ch(uo), hr € (0,1)) = {duy }
where 6., is the Dirac measure centered on ug. Moreover, if ug = (20, 0) € X7, then (Cr(uo))ne(o,1)
satisfies (1.8)and (1.9).
Proof. We have

Tr(Cr(uo) dL'(w*”)) = [l

Tr(Ch(uo) %) = (¥, p°) — 2p}

Tr(Ch(uo) ¢°) = (¥, ¢*¢) — 245

U

Below, we give useful lemma which relates the Wigner measure ji; to p; in terms of the free field
flow @{ .

Lemma 6.2 (Relations between the sets of Wigner measure). Let (05)ne(0,1) be a family of
density matrices satisfying (1.8) and (1.9). Define

on(t) == ei%dl“(w) on e—z%df(w).

Then, we can assert that
(1) the family of states (On(t))ne(o,1) satisfies (1.8) and (1.9);
(2) for all sequences (hyp)nen with hy, — 0, there ezists a subsequence hy, with hy,, — 0 such
that
M(81,,(8),0 € N) = {(®L )y p € M(an, . £ € N)},

where <I>{ is the free field flow as in (2.5) .

Proof. The first assertion is a consequence of Lemma 4.6. Let p € M(op,,f € N) and fi; €
M(01,(t),2 € N). On one hand, we have

li;n Tr[on, (t) W(E)] = li?n Tr | on, e*i%dr(“’)W(f) ei%dF(‘“)] = liﬁn Tr | on, W(@{(ﬁ)) ]

f f
X0 X0 X0

On the other hand, we have

i T 2, (6) WO)] = [ @) diu(w).

We conclude then that

fig = (‘I)]it)ﬁﬂ-
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Below, we start the proof Theorems 1.1 and 1.3.
Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let up € X7 and defines the density matrices for all & € (0,1) as follows

on = Cr(up).

Then since ug € X7, we can assert by Lemma 6.1 that the family of density matrices (o) he(0,1)
satisfies (1.8) and (1.9). Thus, with this choice of density matrices and using the arguments

of Proposition 4.7, we can assert that for each sequence (h,)nen with A, — 0, there exists a
n—oo

subsequence (fin,)en with 7, — 0 and a family of Borel probability measure {fi;}icr in X 0
l—o0
such that
it dr it f it H  —i—t—dD(w
M(elhnl (UJ) e Zﬁne Cﬁne (UO) elh,n[ e Zh’"e ( )7£ c N) — {[Lt}

Now, on one hand , we do have from Proposition 5.5 that {/i;}+cr is weakly narrowly continuous
solution to the Liouville equation (LE); from the other hand, from Lemma 5.3 , we can assert
that all the prerequists to apply Theorem B.2 are in our hand. To recover the proof of Theorem
1.1, we follow the steps below.

<4 We apply Theorem B.2 with the measure fi; obtained above, we get the global well
posedness of the initial value problem (IVP) fip-almost all initial data in X7 as well as
the existence of a generalized Borel measurable global flow ®; as follows
ét : @ — XU
uyg —  u(t),

where & is the ensemble of initial data obtained from Theorem B.2.
< Let up € X?. From Lemma 6.1, we have fig(®) = d,,(®) = 1. This implies ug € &;

< Use the equivalence between the solution to (IVP) and (1.1), we can show the existence
and uniqueness of the solution of (1.1) with a generalized global flow

D (ug) = ®f 0 &, (up),

where <I>{ is the free flow and ®; is the generalized flow of (IVP);

Proof of Theorem 1.3. We have here to prove the validity of Bohr’s correspondence principle.
Assume (gp);, is a family of density matrices satisfying the Assumptions (1.8) and (1.9). Then,

using Proposition 4.7, we can assert that for each sequence (hy,)nen with A, — 0, there exists a
n—oo

subsequence (hy,)en With ,,, — 0 and a family of Borel probability measures {fi;}1er in X 0
{—00

such that
M(n,, (1), £ € N) = {ji}.
By Lemma 6.2, we have
M(on,, (£),£ € N) = {(®])yjies jir € M(@n,, (1).£ € N)}.
This implies that
Men,, (). € N) = {u} = {(2])sfu}
From (ii) in Porbabilistic representation, we can assert that for any bounded Borel functions
Yv: X7 =R
P(u) diie(u) = [ (es(uo, ul-))) dnuo,ul-))-
X Fi
Since, we have the generalized global flow ®; to (IVP), we get

et(uo, u(-)) = ®¢(eo(uo, u(-))) = P (uo).
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This gives
P(u) dig(u) =/ o dy(eo(uo,ul-)) dnug,u(-)) = | 3o Py(u) djio(u).
Xe XoxC(1,X7) Xe
We conclude that fi; = (fl:)t)ﬁ/lo. This implies that:

pe = ())efie = (B 0 By)sfio = (D¢)zfio = (Pe)shto
and where we have used [ip = uo as a consequence of

01n(0) = 01(0) = on.

APPENDIX A. PROKHOROV THEOREM

Let X be separable metric space. The proof of the following result is proved in [3, Theorem
5.1.3].

Theorem A.1 (Prokhorov Theorem). If a set K C P(X) is tight i.e.
Ve >0, 3K, compact in X such that p(X \ K;) <e, Yu € K,
then K is relatively compact in P(X).

APPENDIX B. USEFUL RESULTS

The following results relate the Liouville equations and the Characteristic equations satisfied
by a family of Wigner measures. For more details, we refer the reader to [29, Proposition 4.2].
Let H be a Hilbert space.

Lemma B.1 (Equivalence). Let v : R x H — H be a continuous vector field such that it is
bounded on bounded sets. Let I >t — p; a weakly narrowly continuous curve in P(H) such that
we have the following integrability condition

// v(t, w)||m due(u) dt < +oc.
IJH

Then, the following statements are equivalent:

(i) {uttier is a solution of Liouville equation (LE);
(ii) {ut}eer solves the characteristic equation (5.7) for all t € Tand for all y € H.

The subsequent outcomes illustrate how to build the global solution to the (IVP) utilizing
measure-theoretical approaches and certain probabilistic representations of the measure-valued
solutions for the Liouville equation. Additional information on the topic can be found in [7] or
in the Appendices of [6].

Theorem B.2 (Global flow of the initial value problem). Let v : R x X% — X be a continuous
vector field bounded on bounded sets. Assume
e it € R — iy € P(X?) a weakly narrowly continuous solution to (LE) satisfying the
integrability condition (5.12) on I;
e There is at most one solution of the initial value problem (IVP) over any bounded open
interval I containing the origin .

Then for fig-almost all initial conditions ug in X7, there exists a unique global strong solution
to (IVP). In addition, the set

& = {up € X7 : Ju(-) a global strong solution of (IVP)
with the initial condition ug},
is Borel subset of X7 with fig(®) = 1 and for any time t € R the map ug € & — ®;(ug) = u(t)

is Borel measurable.
39



Proposition B.3 (Superposition principle). There exists n € P(X° x C(I, X?)) satisfying:
(i) n(Fr) =1 where
Fr = {(uo,u(-)) € X7 xC(I,X%): u(-) satisfies (IVP) on I with uo}
(it) fig = (er)yn, Vt € I, where the map
et (ug,u(+)) € X7 xC(I,X%) — u(t) € X7

is the evaluation map.

APPENDIX C. TECHNICAL RESULTS ABOUT CONVERGENCE
Finally, we prove two technical lemmas which are useful for the study of the quantum-classical

convergence in Subsection 5.1. We denote by F the Fourier transform on R

Lemma C.1. Let (Qh)he(oyl) be a family of density matrices on the Hilbert space H satisfying
(1.8)-(1.9) for o = 3. Assume that for some sequence (h¢)een C (0,1), hy — 0, there exists a
(unique) Borel measure i € P(X°) such that

M(Qhevg € N) = {M}
Then for any p € L2(RY), B € F(L'(RY)) and £ € XV, j =1,--- ,n,

lim Tr[ﬁ(fij)%(%@)w(f) th] = /Xoﬂ(qy‘)<90,a)L2(Rd) e dpu(u)

L—o0

lim Tr [,3((}]) &Zz((p) W(§) Qhé] = /XO ,3((]j)<04, (p)Lz(Rd) Q&) du(u),

L—o0
with u = (p,q,a) € X° and Q(-,-) is the phase given in (5.2).

Proof. The two limits are similar. By linear combinations one can use instead the fields operators

dnlp) = alP) + anlp) anl) = () — i)

7 and NG
So, it is enough to show
Jim Tr | 6(d) bn, (2) W(E) en,| = V2 /X Blag)Refo @) ey X€0 duw). (C1)

Our goal is to prove (C.1). Since 3 = F(g) for some g € L'(R%), one can write

T 8(d5) bn, (2) WIE) on, | = / 9(y) Tr |27 Gy, () W(E) o, | dy. (C2)
R

Furthermore, dominated convergence applies to the right hand side of (C.2) thanks to the
assumptions (1.8)-(1.9) and the estimates in Lemma 3.1. Thus, the limit (C.1) reduces to

lim Tﬁ“[e_Q”iy"jj Oy () W(E) Qhe} =2 . e 2T Re(a, ) p2(pay €SV du(w). (C.3)

{—o0
Now, applying [6, Lemma B.2], we obtain (C.3) for all y € R since
e ITVBW(E) = Wi(=2my,0) W(E) = W(=2my,0,0) W(E) = e™™PW(E)

with € = (—27y,0,0) + & and € = (po, qo, ). Recall that the Weyl-Heisenberg operator Wi (-) is
given in (3.10) while W(-) is defined by (3.9)-(3.7). O
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Lemma C.2. Let (0n)ne(0,1) be a family of density matrices on the Hilbert space H satisfying
(1.8)-(1.9) for o = 3. Assume that for some sequence (h¢)een C (0,1), hy — 0, there exists a
(unique) Borel measure i € P(X°) such that

M(Qheve € N) = {:U}
Then for any ¢ € LQ(Rg),g eX%andj=1,---,n,

elim Tr [dhe(e*%ik"fi ) W(E) th} = / (e 2mikdj . Q) [2(R3) QW) dp(u),
—00 X0

Jim T (a7, (e 2 F Do) W) o] = [ (o, e T D) oy €€ du(u),
l—o0 X0 k

with u = (p,q,a) € X° and Q(-,-) is the phase given in (5.2).

Proof. According to Definition 1.2 of Wigner measures and [10, Theorem 6.2 and Proposition
6.4], we deduce that

MOV(E)an. £ € N) = {QE) 1}

Here, we have used the extension of the notion of Wigner measures to trace-class operators
which are not necessary non-negative nor trace normalized (see [10, Proposition 6.4]). Let
{em}men be O.N.B of the Hilbert space L?(Rg). The two limits are similar (almost conjugate)
and it is enough to explain the argument for the second one. We denote gy, (&) := W(§)on, and
b(G;) = e~ *™*4ip. We have

Tr (a7, (6(d))) 0n,(€)] = [ e®©" (a,b(g))) 2 dp(u)
o] -

X0

g‘Tr[(am zR: i soem](}')) thg(f)H

m=1

(1)

R
+ 3| faf e Floenl(@) )] = [ X6 emhinFlienl(a;) dutu)

@)

R
+] [ et (3t embuaFloenllar) — (o blapia) dutw)]
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®)

Using estimates as in Lemma 3.1 and assumptions (1.8)-(1.9), one proves

R
(1)2 S H<x>—1<e—27rzk~a:<p o Z em<em,e—27rzk-xs0>L2(R
m=1

[e.e]

S sup S (@) fems e ) Loy
zeR4 m=R+1

Z)) HLoo(Rg,LQ(Rg))

2

So, thanks to a further localization argument in the variable z combined to Dini’s theorem, one
concludes that (1) converges to zero uniformly in i € (0,1) as R — oco. Similarly, using the
pointwise convergence for any z € R%,

R

(o, em) 2 F[plm](x) — (a,e 2™ %) 12— 0,
R—o0

m=1
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and dominated convergence, one concludes that (3) converges to zero as R — oo. Now, applying
Lemma C.1 with 8 := F[pén] € F(L'(R?)), we obtain that (2) converges also to zero for any

fixed R € N as iy — 0. Hence, using an £/3-argument we prove the claimed statement. O
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