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We study the quantum dynamics of a homogeneous ideal Fermi gas coupled to an
impurity particle on a three-dimensional box with periodic boundary condition. For
large Fermi momentum kF, we prove that the effective dynamics is generated by a
Fröhlich-type polaron Hamiltonian, which linearly couples the impurity particle to
an almost-bosonic excitation field. Moreover, we prove that the effective dynamics
can be approximated by an explicit coupled coherent state. Our method is applicable
to two relevant settings: first, an interaction coupling λ = 1 and masses of order 1
for time scales of order k−1

F ; second to the case of λ = k−1
F and a heavy Fermi gas

with masses of order kF for time scales of order 1.
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1. Introduction
The study of impurities in quantum gases has garnered considerable attention due to its rele-
vance in various physical contexts, ranging from solid-state physics to cold atom experiments.
In this context quasi-particles such as polarons stand as intriguing entities emerging from the
interaction of a single impurity particle with a surrounding medium. The concept of a polaron,
originally introduced by Lev Landau to study the motion of an electron in a dielectric crystal
[?], most famously emerges from the celebrated Fröhlich Hamiltonian in second quantization
formalism describing electron-phonon interactions [?]. Subsequently, the polaron concept was
extended to all kind of surrounding media including Bose and Fermi gases. The formation con-
ditions and properties of polarons are believed to play a central role to understand the transport
properties and the effective mass of impurities within the host material.

In this article, we study with mathematical rigor the dynamics of an impurity particle im-
mersed in a dense gas of fermions as surrounding medium. Interactions between fermions
are neglected and we assume that the initial state ψ of the system is a product state be-
tween the impurity state and a filled Fermi ball. This mathematical framework finds reso-
nance with recent experimental and theoretical advancements in the study of ultracold atoms
[SWSZ09, KSN+12, CJL+15]. We show that the effective dynamics of the system is governed by
a Fröhlich-type Hamiltonian, which linearly couples the impurity particle to an almost-bosonic
excitation field. More specifically, the excitations relative to the filled Fermi ball are up to a
constant described by the Hamiltonian

HF = (−∆y) ⊗ 1 + 1 ⊗ DB + Φ(hy) (1.1)

with (−∆y) describing the kinetic energy of the impurity particle, DB describing the kinetic
energy of the excitation field and Φ(hy) := c∗(hy) + c(hy) the linear coupling between impu-
rity particle and excitations. The operators c∗ and c describing this excitation field coincide
with those introduced in a series of pioneering studies on the correlation energy of interacting
fermions [BNP+19, BNP+21a, BNP+21b]. We note that an effective Hamiltonian of a similar
type to (1.1) has recently been derived in another microscopic setting involving a tracer particle
interacting with excitations of a Bose Einstein condensate [LP22, MS20].
Subsequently, we show that the effective time evolved state can be up to a phase factor ap-
proximated by a time-dependent coupled coherent state W (ηt)ϕ ⊗ Ω where W is the Weyl
operator which is simply parameterized by a function ηt. An explicit expression for ηt is derived
which allows for determining the number of collective excitations over time. We believe that
such quantities are in particularly helpful to gain deeper insights into the formation process of
quasi-particles as studied in experiments such as [CJL+16]. Eventually, we show that the linear
coupling term Φ(hy) cannot be omitted in the effective description but adds a leading order
effect to the effective dynamics in our setting.

Our results hold for a variety of time scales and couplings, describing different interaction
strengths and mass ratio, which will be specified in the subsequent section. We note that the
same microscopic model has been studied in [JMPP17, JMP18, MP21] but with very specific
choices of couplings different from ours, leading to an effective decoupling of impurity and gas.

1.1. The microscopic model
We consider an impurity particle interacting with N spinless fermions on a 3-dimensional box
with periodic boundaries described by Λ := T3 := R3/(2πZ3). The system is described by a
state in the Hilbert space L2(Λ,dy) ⊗ H−

N with H−
N = L2(Λ)∧N where y is the coordinate of the

impurity particle and {xi}i=1,...,N are the coordinates of the fermions. The Hamiltonian of the
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system is given by

HN = −β∆y + κ
N∑

i=1
(−∆xi) + λ

N∑
i=1

V (xi − y) (1.2)

and parameterized by the coupling constants β, κ, λ > 0. Note that the different parts of the
Hamiltonian on different tensor components of our Hilbert space writing, i.e. we used the short-
hand notation writing, for example, −∆y ≡ −∆y ⊗ 1 for the Laplacian acting on the impurity
particle. The interaction V is assumed to have a Fourier transform V̂ with compact support
satisfying V̂ (k) = V̂ (−k) for all k ∈ Z3. It is well-known that under this assumption the
Hamiltonian (1.2) defines a self-adjoint operator which generates by Stone’s theorem the unitary
time evolution e−HN t.

We are interested in the dynamics of the system governed by the time-dependent Schrödinger
equation of the form

i
d
dtψt = HNψt, ψ0 ∈ L2(Λ, dy) ⊗ H−

N . (1.3)

Note that the ground state of the non-interacting Fermion system is well-known, non-degenerate
and explicitly given by

Ω0 :=
∧

k∈BF

fk, fk(x) := exp(ikx)
(2π)3/2 ∈ L2(Λ). (1.4)

We choose the initial state to be of product form

ψ0
(
y;x1, . . . xN

)
:= ϕ(y) ⊗ Ω0(x1, . . . xN ), (1.5)

with a general state for the impurity particle i.e. the system is initially prepared in a state
describing the ground state of the ideal Fermi gas which does not interact with the impurity
particle.

Furthermore, we choose the Fermi momentum kF to be our parameter of the system in the
sense that the particle number is defined as

N ≡ N(kF) := |BF|, BF := {k ∈ Z3 : |k| ≤ kF}, (1.6)

i.e. the particle number N of the Fermi gas is chosen such that the Fermi ball is completely
filled. Note that the average density is in this case proportional to the number N of gas particles
due to the following relation

kF =
( 3

4π

)1/3
N

1
3 + O(1) (1.7)

which is a consequence of Gauss’ counting algorithm.

1.2. Scaling regimes
In the following, we present the choices of β, κ and λ we are aiming for, and discuss the physical
meaning of the couplings.

• The coupling λ models the coupling strength between the Fermi gas and the impurity. For
small λ we expect a decoupling between the gas and the impurity in the sense that the time
evolution given by (1.3) does not entangle an initial state of product form ϕ⊗ Ω0. Such a
result was shown in [MP21] with β, κ = 1 and λ = k

−1/2
F ∼ N− 1

6 in three dimensions and
[JMPP17, JMP18] with β = κ = λ = 1 in two dimensions.

• The couplings β and κ determine the order of the kinetic energy of the impurity and Fermi
gas respectively.
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• In addition, it is important to discuss on which time scales results hold. Define τ to be
the relevant time scale for our statements, i.e. our statements A(t) shall be considered for
t ∈ [0, T ] with T ∈ O(τ).

Our results hold for the following set of couplings

S = {(β, κ, λ, τ) : βτ ∈ o(1), κ = λ, λkFτ ∈ O(1)} ⊂ R4
≥0. (1.8)

The physical interpretation can be better understood in the following specific cases:

Fermi time dynamics κ = λ = 1, β = k−b
F with b > −1, τ = k−1

F

In this setting the kinetic energy of the Fermi gas and the interaction term are chosen indepen-
dent of the the Fermi momentum kF and, in particular of the particle number N . In return the
considered time scale is t ∈ O(k−1

F ) and therefore short for large kF. Planck’s constant ℏ is set
to be 1, the Fermion mass is of order 1. For convenience we set m = 1/2 in this case. The mass
mimp = 1

2k
b
F of the impurity particle might depend on kF and represent for b ∈ (−1, 0) and

large kF a light, for b > 0 a heavy or for b = 0 an equally heavy impurity particle in comparison
to the fermions. We remark that the results in [MP21] can be transferred to this setting of
κ = λ = 1, however, allowing only for shorter timescales of τ = k−1−δ

F for a δ > 0. This seems
compatible since we are not interested in a free time evolution of the impurity particle. The
times t ∈ O(k−1

F ) are on the time scale of the fermions near the Fermi surface, which typically
have a momentum of kF.

Heavy fermion regime κ = λ = k−1
F , β = k−b

F with b > 0, τ = 1

In this setting, we identify the couplings κ and β with the masses of the fermions and the
impurity particle, respectively. More concretely, the fermion mass is m = 1

2kF and the mass of
the impurity particle is mimp = 1

2k
b
F where the factor 1

2 is chosen for convenience. Since we are
interested in large kF, this case corresponds to a heavy Fermi gas setting where the impurity
particle has a relative mass ratio of κ/β depending on b > 0. The coupling strength λ between
both impurity particle and gas is weak but much stronger than in the mean-field setting where
one would introduce an averaging factor of λ = N−1 ∼ k−3

F . Planck’s constant ℏ is set to be 1
in this case and is particularly independent of the number of gas particles.

Semiclassical regime κ = λ = k−2
F , β = k−b

F with b > 1, τ = 1

We can also identify the couplings with Planck’s constant ℏ instead of setting it to 1. In this
case, we consider the time evolution governed by the Schrödinger equation

iℏ∂tψt =
(
ℏ2β′(−∆y) + ℏ2

N∑
i=1

(−∆xi) + λ
N∑

i=1
V (xi − y)

)
ψt (1.9)

with ℏ := κ1/2 = λ1/2 = k−1
F . The fermion mass is given by m = 1/2 and mass of the impurity

particle mimp = β′−1 = 1
2k

b′
F with b′ > −1. The time evolution is therefore given by the operator

Ut = e−iHN t/ℏ. Since the time scale τ = 1 is absorbed by the factor t/ℏ is of order kF.1 Since we
are interested in kF ≫ 1, the interpretation is that the system is considered in the semiclassical
regime with ℏ ≪ 1. Such a semi-classical regime with ℏ ≡ k−1

F has been widely studied in the
analysis of Fermi gases, as can be seen for example in [Ben22, Saf23].

From a technical point of view all settings are very similar and our results will apply to all
described cases. We will focus our presentation on the setting with ℏ ≡ 1 and give some remarks
how the results can be translated to the semiclassical setting.

1Note that the effective Hamiltonian is expected to be of order ℏ here such that the exponent of the time
evolution operator is of order 1.
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2. Preliminaries
2.1. Second quantization
It is convenient to consider L2(Λ,dy)⊗H−

N as N -particle sector of L2(Λ)⊗F with the fermionic
Fock space F constructed over L2(Λ). This way, we have access to the powerful formalism of
second quantization with the fermionic creation operator a∗

p creating a particle with momentum
p ∈ Z3 and the annihilation operator ap annihilating a particle with momentum p ∈ Z3. Those
operators satisfy the canonical anticommutation relations (CAR)

∀p, q ∈ Z3 : {ap, a
∗
q} = δp,q, {ap, aq} = 0 = {a∗

p, a
∗
q}. (2.1)

Furthermore we introduce the fermionic number operator N :=
∑

p∈Z3 a∗
pap and the vacuum Ω

satisfying apΩ = 0 for all p ∈ Z3.
We lift our N -particle Hamiltonian HN to Fock space as

H = −β∆y︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:h0

+κ
∑

k∈Z3

|k|2a∗
kak︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:Hkin

+λ
∑

k,p∈Z3

V̂ (k)eikya∗
pap−k︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:V

(2.2)

which agrees to HN if restricted to L2(Λ,dy) ⊗ H−
N . We denote by ⟨·, ·⟩ the inner product on

L2(Λ,dy) ⊗ H−
N and by ∥ · ∥ the induced norm if not stated otherwise.

We will mostly use the abuse of notation A ≡ 1 ⊗ A as operator on L2(Λ) ⊗ F where A acts
as an operator on the Fock space part.

2.2. Particle-hole transformation
In our analysis, a primary objective is to focus on excitations relative to the non-interacting
Fermi ball. In particular, we want to use a description of our fermionic system in which the non-
interacting Fermi ball Ω0 =

∏
k∈BF

a∗
kΩ is mapped to the vacuum. To achieve this, we employ

the particle-hole transformation, which is a specific type of fermionic Bogoliubov transformation
as creation operators are mapped to linear combinations of creation and annihilation operators
while preserving the CAR. The particle-hole transformation is defined as the map R : F → F
satisfying

R∗a∗
kR :=

{
a∗

k , k ∈ Bc
F

ak , k ∈ BF
, RΩ := Ω0 . (2.3)

It is easy to check that the map is well-defined, unitary and satisfies R−1 = R∗ = R.
With this, we can re-write the initial state (1.5) representing a non-interacting impurity

particle and a Fermi gas as

ψ0 = ϕ⊗ Ω0 = (1 ⊗R) (ϕ⊗ Ω) =: Rψ. (2.4)

Later on, we will mostly use the product state ψ = ϕ ⊗ Ω of the impurity and the vacuum
instead of ψ0.
Furthermore, we define

Epw
N := κ

∑
k∈BF

|k|2 = ⟨RΩ, HN , RΩ⟩ (2.5)

to be the energy of the non-interacting Fermi ball.
Of greatest interest is of course the action of the particle-hole transformation on the micro-

scopic Hamiltonian as generator of the dynamics. The conjugation with R of H = −β∆y +
Hkin + V yields
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H0 := R∗HkinR− Epw
N = κ

∑
k∈Z3

|k|2R∗a∗
kRR

∗akR− Epw
N (2.6)

= κ
∑

k∈BF

|k|2aka
∗
k + κ

∑
k∈Bc

F

|k|2a∗
kak − Epw

N (2.7)

=
∑

k∈Z3

e(k)a∗
kak with e(k) :=

{
κ|k|2 , k ∈ Bc

F
−κ|k|2 , k ∈ BF.

(2.8)

Similarly, we can see that

R∗VR = λ
∑

k,p∈Z3

V̂ (k)eikyR∗a∗
pRR

∗ap−kR

= λ
∑

k∈Z3

∑
p−k∈Bc

F,
p∈BF

V̂ (k)eikyapap−k + λ
∑

k∈Z3

∑
p∈Bc

F,
p−k∈BF

V̂ (k)eikya∗
pa

∗
p−k (2.9a)

+ λ
∑

k∈Z3

∑
p∈BF,

p−k∈BF

V̂ (k)eikyapa
∗
p−k + λ

∑
k∈Z3

∑
p∈Bc

F,
p−k∈Bc

F

V̂ (k)eikya∗
pap−k. (2.9b)

For later purposes we shall introduce for φ ∈ l2(Z3) the short-notation

b(φ) :=
∑

k∈Z3

φ(k)
∑

p∈Bc
F,

p−k∈BF

ap−kap, (2.10)

b∗(φ) =
∑

k∈Z3

φ(k)
∑

p∈Bc
F,

p−k∈BF

a∗
pa

∗
p−k. (2.11)

We can then write
R∗HR = −β∆y + H0 + b∗(h̃) + b(h̃) + E (2.12)

with h̃(k) := h̃y(k) := λV̂ (k)eiky and E is given by the terms of (2.9b) since

∑
k∈Z3

∑
p−k∈Bc

F,
p∈BF

V̂ (k)eikyapap−k =
∑

k∈Z3

∑
p̃∈Bc

F,
p̃+k∈BF

V̂ (k)eikyap̃+kap̃

=
∑

k∈Z3

∑
p∈Bc

F,
p−k∈BF

V̂ (k)e−ikyap−kap (2.13)

where we used that V̂ (−k) = V̂ (k).

2.3. Almost-bosonic operators and patch decomposition
Our effective description of the microscopic system described by (1.2) will involve the emergence
of almost-bosonic particles describing pair excitations of the Fermi ball. Those pair excitations
will be delocalized over the Fermi surface in the sense that they correspond to a linear combina-
tion of two fermionic creation operators. As mentioned before the almost-bosonic pair operators
which occur in this article coincide with the ones introduced in the series of seminal works
[BNP+19, BNP+21a, BNP+21b, BPSS23] on the correlation energy of a weakly interacting
Fermi gas. We give a brief introduction to the construction of those operators with the most
relevant properties in the this subsection and in Section A.
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A key ingredient for the approximation of the microscopic fermionic system by almost-bosonic
excitations is the decomposition of the Fermi surface into patches. This will allow to approximate
the fermionic kinetic energy term by a term quadratic in the almost-bosonic pair operators.

Introduce the bisecting subset of Z3 ∩ suppV̂

Γnor :=
{

(k1, k2, k3) ∈ Z3 ∩ suppV̂ : k3 > 0 ∨ k3 = 0, k2 > 0 ∨ k2 = k3 = 0, k1 > 0
}

(2.14)

allowing the decomposition Γnor ⊔ (−Γnor) = Z3 ∩ suppV̂ .
The construction works as follows:

(i). Choose the number M of patches satisfying

N2δ ≪ M ≪ N
2
3 −2δ, δ ∈ (0, 1

6). (2.15)

Equivalently, we can also write the condition as M = N cδ with δ ∈ (0, 1/6) and c ∈
(2, 2

3δ − 2). The lower bound on M is needed to control the number of momenta inside
each patch whereas the upper bound is needed to suppress Pauli’s principle. The choice
of δ and c will be taken later.

(ii). Define equal-area disjoint patches pα centered around ωα ∈ S2 as follows
• p1 is spherical cap of area 4π/M ,
• decompose remaining semi-sphere into

√
M/2 collars,

• leave corridors of width 2R := 2 suppV̂ between adjacent patches,
• define patches of southern semi-sphere by reflection k 7→ −k.

(iii). For given k ∈ Γnor define the index set Ik := I+
k ∪ I−

k consisting of north and south patch
indices

I+
k := {α ∈ {1, . . . ,M} | k · ω̂α ≥ N−δ}, (2.16)

I−
k := {α ∈ {1, . . . ,M} | k · ω̂α ≤ −N−δ}. (2.17)

A thin strip around the equator has to be excluded since the number of momenta per
equator patch is too small. Note that δ > 0 coincides with the parameter in step 1.

(iv). Define the collective almost-bosonic creation operator and its normalization factor as

c∗
α(k) := b∗

α(±k), nα(k) := mα(±k) ⇐⇒ α ∈ I±
k (2.18)

with
b∗

α(k) := 1
mα(k)

∑
p∈Bc

F ∩Bα,p−k∈BF ∩Bα

a∗
pa

∗
p−k (2.19)

being sensitive to being on the north or south hemisphere. The creation operator can be
seen as collective in the sense that it involves a superposition of all possible fermion pairs
with relative momentum k.

Similarly to (2.11) introduced in the previous subsection, we define

c∗(η) :=
∑

k∈Γnor

∑
α∈Ik

ηα(k)c∗
α(k) (2.20)

with inner product ⟨η, φ⟩ :=
∑

k∈Γnor
∑

α∈Ik
ηα(k)φα(k) for all η, φ ∈

⊕
k∈Γnor l2(Ik).

The following statements hold as a consequence of the above construction.

7



• The surface area of a patch satisfies σ(pα) ∈ O(1/M).

• The Canonical Anticommutation Relations (CAR) are satisfied up to an error term (see
[BNP+19, Lemma 4.1]): It holds for all k′, k ∈ Γnor and α ∈ Ik, β ∈ Ik′

[cα(k), cβ(k′)] = [c∗
α(k), c∗

β(k′)] = 0, (2.21)
[cα(k), c∗

β(k′)] = δα,β

(
δk,k′ + Eα(k, k′)

)
(2.22)

satisfying Eα(k, k) ≤ 0, Eα(k, l) = Eα(l, k)∗ and

∀ψ ∈ F : ∥Eα(k, k′)ψ∥ ≤ 2
nα(k)nα(k′)∥Nψ∥. (2.23)

• The almost-bosonic operators change the number operator by two (see [BNP+19, Lemma
2.3]) in the following sense

cα(k)N = (N + 2)cα(k). (2.24)

• The normalization constant satisfies (see [BNP+19, Proposition 3.1])

nα(k)2 = 4πk2
F

M
|k · ω̂α|

(
1 + o(1)

)
. (2.25)

Also note that the summation in the definition of the almost-bosonic operators c∗
α(k) and

cα(k) involves only finite sets. Unlike in the exactly bosonic case our almost-bosonic operators
therefore inherit boundedness from the fermionic constituents which satisfy ∥a∗

k∥ = ∥ak∥ = 1.
Subtle questions about the self-adjointness and domain of the almost-bosonic operators remain
trivial in our case.

2.4. Almost-bosonic coherent state
Since B := c∗(η) − c(η) defines for all η ∈

⊕
k∈Γnor l2(Ik) a bounded operator and satisfies

B = −B∗, the exponential operator eB is well-defined and is unitary.

Definition 2.1. Define for η ∈
⊕

k∈Γnor l2(Ik) the Weyl operator

W (η) := eB := ec∗(η)−c(η). (2.26)

If η ≡ ηy is additionally a bounded multiplication operator for each y ∈ R3, we call W (η)ϕ⊗ Ω
a coupled coherent state with ϕ⊗ Ω ∈ L2(Λ, dy) ⊗ H−

N .

Remark 2.2. If c∗, c would satisfy the CCR without error, one could use the Baker-Campbell-
Hausdorff formula to formally write

W (η)ϕ⊗ Ω =e−∥η∥2/2ec∗(η)ϕ⊗
{

1, 0, . . . , 0, . . .
}

=e−∥η∥2/2ec∗(η)
{
ϕ, 0, . . . , 0, . . .

}
=e−∥ηs∥2/2

{
ϕ, ηϕ,

η⊗2ϕ√
2!
, . . . ,

η⊗nϕ√
n!
, . . .

}
(2.27)

i.e. the coupled coherent state corresponds to a superposition of different particle number. Later
on , the terms c∗(η) and c(φ) with the function (η)α(k) ≡ (ηy)α(k) ≡ eikyφα(k) will take the
role of interaction term with an multiplication operator acting on ϕ. Thus the occurrence of ϕ
in each component of the vector representation stresses the coupling between the L2 function
ϕ and the bosonic n-particle state via the interaction η.
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In the following we show that well-known properties of the Weyl operator (cf. for example
[BPS16, Chapter 3] or [FZ17, Appendix A]) hold up to certain error terms.

Lemma 2.3 (Approximate shift property). Let η, ξ ∈
⊕

k∈Γnor l2(Ik) and Wλ(η) := eλB :=
eλc∗(η)−λc(η) for all λ ∈ [0, 1], then it holds

Wλ(η)∗c(ξ)Wλ(η) = c(ξ) + λ⟨ξ, η⟩ + ⟨ξ,Rλ⟩k,α,

Wλ(η)∗c∗(ξ)Wλ(η) = c∗(ξ) + λ⟨η, ξ⟩ + ⟨Rλ, ξ⟩k,α,

with the short-hand notation

⟨ξ,Rλ⟩k,α :=
∑

k∈Γnor

∑
α∈Ik

ξα(k)∗Rλ
α(k) (2.28)

and a λ-dependent error term Rλ
α(k) :=

∫ λ
0 dτ e−τB (

∑
l∈Γnor ηα(l)Eα(l, k)) eτB with R := R1.

Remark 2.4. We will later give an estimate for R to show that this term corresponds indeed
to a small error. Note that it holds Eα(k, l) = Eα(l, k)∗ for all l, k ∈ Γnor and α ∈ Ik ∩ Il from
Lemma A.3 and therefore

Rλ
γ(l)∗ξγ(l) =

∫ λ

0
dτ e−τB

 ∑
k∈Γnor

Eγ(l, k)ηγ(k)ξγ(l)

 eτB, (2.29)

ξγ(l)Rλ
γ(l) =

∫ λ

0
dτ e−τB

 ∑
k∈Γnor

ξγ(l)ηγ(k)Eγ(k, l)

 eτB. (2.30)

For ξ = η the above equations coincide, i.e.

⟨η,Rλ⟩k,α = ⟨Rλ, η⟩k,α (2.31)

from which it follows immediately that
(
c∗(η)−c(η)

)
Wλ(η) = Wλ(η)

(
c∗(η)−c(η)

)
, i.e. [B,Wλ(η)] =

0.

Proof. The desired statement follows from Duhamel’s formula with the CCR as stated in (2.22)

[cγ(l), eλB] = eλB
∫ λ

0
dτ e−τB[cγ(l), B]eτB

= eλB
∫ λ

0
dτ e−τB

ηγ(l) +
∑

k∈Γnor
ηγ(k)Eγ(k, l)

 eτB

≡ ληγ(l)eλB + eλBRλ
γ(l) (2.32)

Since c(ξ) ≡
∑

k∈Γnor
∑

α∈Ik
ξα(k)cα(k) is linear the result follows from the above identity. ■

The following statement shows that W (η)ϕ ⊗ Ω corresponds to a distribution to the Fock
space with expectation approximately being 2∥η∥2.

Proposition 2.5 (Expectation of the number operator). Let ψ = ϕ ⊗ Ω ∈ L2(Λ,dy) ⊗ H−
N ,

then it holds for all η ∈
⊕

k∈Γnor l2(Ik)

⟨W (η)ψ,NW (η)ψ⟩ = 2∥η∥2 + 4
∫ 1

0
dλ⟨ζ, ⟨η,Rλ⟩k,αζ⟩.
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Proof. Using W ∗W = id yields for all ζ ∈ L2(Λ,dy) ⊗ H−
N with ∥ζ∥ = 1

⟨W (η)ζ,NW (η)ζ⟩ = ⟨W (η)ζ, [N ,W (η)]ζ⟩ + ⟨ζ,N ζ⟩. (2.33)

We use Duhamel’s formula to calculate

[N , eB] = eB
∫ 1

0
dτ e−τB[N , B]eτB

= 2eB
∫ 1

0
dτ e−τB (c∗(η) + c(η)) eτB

= 2eB
∫ 1

0
dτ e−τB (B + 2c(η)) eτB

= 2eBB + 4eB
∫ 1

0
dτ e−τBc(η)eτB (2.34)

where we used [N , c∗
α(k)] = 2c∗

α(k). Therefore

⟨W (η)ζ, [N ,W (η)]ζ⟩ = 2⟨ζ,Bζ⟩ + 4
∫ 1

0
dτ ⟨eτBζ, c(η)eτBζ⟩

= 2⟨ζ,Bζ⟩ + 2∥η∥2 + 4⟨ζ, c(η)ζ⟩ + 4
∫ 1

0
dτ⟨ζ, ⟨η,Rτ ⟩k,αζ⟩ (2.35)

where we used the shift property Lemma 2.3 and that eτB is unitary

⟨eτBζ, c(η)eτBζ⟩ = ⟨eτBζ, [c(η), eτB]ζ⟩ + ⟨ζ, c(η)ζ⟩
= τ∥η∥2 + ⟨ζ, ⟨η,R⟩k,αζ⟩ + ⟨ζ, c(η)ζ⟩. (2.36)

Inserting (2.35) and (2.34) into (2.33) we obtain

⟨W (η)ζ,NW (η)ζ⟩ = 2∥η∥2 + 2⟨ζ, (c∗(η) + c(η)) ζ⟩ + ⟨ζ,N ζ⟩ + 4
∫ 1

0
dτ⟨ζ, ⟨η,Rτ ⟩k,αζ⟩. (2.37)

The desired result holds for ζ ≡ ϕ⊗ Ω since c(η)ϕ⊗ Ω = 0.
■

For later purposes, we can bound the expectation of the number operator in the following
way:

Proposition 2.6 (Stability of the number operator). Let η ∈
⊕

k∈Γnor l2(Ik), there exists a
constant C > 0 such that it holds for all τ ∈ [−1, 1], n ∈ N and ζ ∈ L2(Λ, dy) ⊗ H−

N

⟨eτBζ, (N + 1)neτBζ⟩ ≤ eC∥η∥n|τ |⟨ζ, (N + 3)nζ⟩.

Proof. The proof works analogously to the proof of Proposition 4.1 with a Grönwall argument
and B instead of Heff which is given later. Note that

[N , B] = [N , c∗(η) − c(η)] = 2
∑

k∈Γnor

∑
α∈Ik

ηα(k)
(
c∗

α(k) + cα(k)
)

(2.38)

where we again used (2.24). The result is than obtained by using the same estimates with ∥η∥
taking the role of ∥hy∥. ■

We will later consider time-dependent functions ηt which are differentiable in t with ηt, η̇t ∈⊕
k∈Γnor l2(Ik) for each t ∈ R. In this context, we are interested in the time derivative of the

almost-bosonic Weyl operator W (ηt) which can be calculated by the following statement:
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Lemma 2.7. Let ηt ∈
⊕

k∈Γnor l2(Ik) be differentiable in t with derivative η̇t ∈
⊕

k∈Γnor l2(Ik)
for all t ∈ R. Then it holds for all t ∈ R

∂tW (ηt) = (c∗(η̇t) − c(η̇t) + iIm⟨η̇t, ηt⟩)W (ηt) + 2i
∫ 1

0
dτ W(1−τ)(ηt)Im⟨η̇t,R1−τ ⟩k,αWτ (ηt)

with the shorthand notation Im⟨A,B⟩k,α := − i
2
∑

k∈Γnor
∑

α∈Ik
(A∗

α(k)Bα(k) −B∗
α(k)Aα(k)) .

Proof. For arbitrary s ∈ R it holds

W (ηs)∗∂sW (ηs) = e−τBs∂se
τBs

∣∣∣τ=1

τ=0
=
∫ 1

0
dτ ∂τ

(
e−τBs∂se

τBs

)
=
∫ 1

0
dτ
{

−Bse
−τBs∂se

τBs + e−τBs∂s∂τe
τBs

}
(2.39)

=
∫ 1

0
dτ
{

−Bse
−τBs∂se

τBs + e−τBs∂s

(
Bse

τBs

)}
(2.40)

=
∫ 1

0
dτ
{

−Bse
−τBs∂se

τBs + e−τBs (∂sBs) eτBs + e−τBsBs∂se
τBs

}
(2.41)

=
∫ 1

0
dτ e−τBs (∂sBs) eτBs . (2.42)

Thus

∂sW (ηs) =
∫ 1

0
dτ e(1−τ)Bs (∂sBs) eτBs

=
∫ 1

0
dτ (∂sBs) e(1−τ)BseτBs +

∫ 1

0
dτ

[
e(1−τ)Bs , ∂sBs

]
eτBs (2.43)

= (∂sBs) eBs +
∫ 1

0
dτ

[
e(1−τ)Bs , ∂sBs

]
eτBs . (2.44)

With
∂sBs = ∂s {c∗(ηs) − c(ηs)} = c∗(η̇s) − c(η̇s) (2.45)

from the linearity of c(ηs) it follows[
e(1−τ)Bs , ∂sBs

]
eτBs

=
{

[W(1−τ)(ηs), c∗(η̇s)] − [W(1−τ)(ηs), c(η̇s)]
}
Wτ (ηs) (2.46)

= W(1−τ)(ηs)
{

(1 − τ)⟨η̇s, ηs⟩ − (1 − τ)⟨ηs, η̇s⟩ (2.47)

+ ⟨η̇s,R1−τ ⟩k,α − ⟨R1−τ , η̇s⟩k,α

}
Wτ (ηs) (2.48)

= W (ηs)(1 − τ)2iIm⟨η̇s, ηs⟩ + 2iW(1−τ)(ηs)Im⟨η̇s,R1−τ ⟩k,αWτ (ηs). (2.49)

Inserting the above identity yields

∂sW (ηs) = (c∗(η̇s) − c(η̇s) + iIm⟨η̇s, ηs⟩)W (ηs) + 2i
∫ 1

0
dτ W(1−τ)(ηs)Im⟨η̇s,R1−τ ⟩k,αWτ (ηs).

(2.50)
■

3. Main results
3.1. Effective time evolution
We are now focusing on the effective time evolution of the initial state ψ0 = Rψ ≡ ϕ ⊗ RΩ ∈
L2(Λ,dy) ⊗ H−

N , i.e. a uncorrelated product state with the non-interacting Fermi gas prepared
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as its non-degenerate ground state with no initial excitations. This set-up corresponds to a
system where the impurity does not interact with the cold Fermi gas at time t = 0. Over time,
we expect that the influence of the impurity particle creates and annihilates excitations of the
Fermi ball. Therefore we will use the particle-hole transformation as defined in (2.3) to connect
the microscopic description to the following effective description: Let

Heff := − β∆y +
∑

k∈Γnor

∑
α∈Ik

ϵα(k)c∗
α(k)cα(k) + Epw

N

+ λ
∑

k∈Γnor

∑
α∈Ik

V̂ (k)eikynα(k)
(
c∗

α(k) + cα(−k)
)

(3.1)

be our effective Hamiltonian with ϵα(k) = 2κkF |k · ωα| and Epw
N as defined in (2.5). We

introduce for all k ∈ Γnor and α ∈ Ik

(hy)α(k) := λV̂ (k)eikynα(k). (3.2)

Note that the effective Hamiltonian acts on the components of the Hilbert space L2(Λ,dy)⊗H−
N

in the sense that we can write

Heff = (−β∆y) ⊗ 1 + 1 ⊗ DB + Φ(hy) + Epw
N (3.3)

with Φ(hy) := c∗(hy) + c(hy) and

c∗(hy) :=
∑

k∈Γnor

∑
α∈Ik

(hy)α(k) c∗
α(k), (3.4)

c(hy) :=
∑

k∈Γnor

∑
α∈Ik

(hy)α(k) cα(k), (3.5)

DB :=
∑

k∈Γnor

∑
α∈Ik

ϵα(k)c∗
α(k)cα(k) with ϵα(k) = 2κkF |k · ωα| (3.6)

describing the kinetic energy of the almost-bosonic pair excitations with linear dispersion rela-
tion. Note that by the Kato-Rellich theorem the effective Hamiltonian (3.1) is self-adjoint in its
natural domain and generates a unitary time evolution.

To state an effective description of the time evolution of those excitations we compare particle-
hole transformed microscopic dynamic of R∗e−iHtRψ with the effective time evolution e−iHefftψ
in Hilbert space norm:

Theorem 3.1 (Effective dynamics of the system). Let (β, κ, λ, τ) ∈ S as defined in (1.8) and
ϵ > 0 small. Then it holds for the number of patches M = N2δ−ε̃ with δ = 1

6 − ε̃ for a sufficiently
small ε̃ > 0 and the initial state ψ = ϕ⊗ Ω ∈ L2(Λ,dy) ⊗ H−

N that there is a CV > 0 such that
for all N ∈ N and t ≥ 0

∥R∗e−iHtRψ − e−iHefftψ∥ ≤ CV

(
eCV λkFt − 1

)
k

− 1
4 +ϵ

F .

Remark 3.2. The above result holds also in the semiclassical regime, i.e. for β = k−b
F with b ∈ R

and λ = κ = k−2
F ∈ O(ℏ2), in the form of

∥R∗e−iHt/ℏRψ − e−iHefft/ℏψ∥ ≤ C
(
eCt − 1

)
k

− 1
4 +ϵ

F . (3.7)

That the same estimate is obtained is based on the fact that λkF/ℏ is of order 1 in this case.
Remark 3.3. In fact the result does hold even for a larger set then S.

• One can also choose κ ̸= λ as long as κ/λ+(κ/λ)2 ∈ o(k1/4−ε̃
F ). This includes in particular

the choice of κ ≡ 1 and λ ≳ k
−1/8
F and τ ≲ k

−7/8
F .

• The coupling β can be chosen as β = k−b
F with any b ∈ R without changing the bound.
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3.2. Effective coherent state
Our second result shows how the dynamics can be approximated on the level of states. Consider
now the following state for all times t ∈ R

ψt := eiP (t)W (ηt)ϕ⊗ Ω (3.8)

with P (t) = 2Im(νt) − Epw
N t− Im

∫ t

0
ds⟨η̇s, ηs⟩ (3.9)

with the choices of

(
ηs
)

α
(k) :=

(
ηy

s

)
α
(k) := e−isϵα(k) − 1

ϵα(k) (hy)α(k) = e−isϵα(k) − 1
ϵα(k) λV̂ (k)nα(k)eiky, (3.10)

(
νs
)

α
(k) :=e−isϵα(k) + isϵα(k) − 1

ϵα(k)2 |(hy)α(k)|2 (3.11)

for all k ∈ Γnor, α ∈ Ik. Due to
(
ηs
)

α
(k) = −ie−isϵα(k)/2 sin(ϵα(k)s/2)

ϵα(k)/2 (hy)α(k) and Lemma A.2 the
norm is bounded for all s ∈ R

∥ηs∥ ≡
( ∑

k∈Γnor

∑
α∈Ik

|
(
ηs
)

α
(k)|2

)1/2
≤ min

{√
π∥V̂ (·)1/2∥2κkFs,

√
2π∥V̂ ∥2 log(4κkFs+ 2)

}
(3.12)

as shown later in Lemma 5.1 and similarly

∥νs∥ ≡
( ∑

k∈Γnor

∑
α∈Ik

|
(
νs
)

α
(k)|2

)1/2
. (3.13)

In particular, it holds (η0, ν0) = (0, 0) and limϵα(k)→0(ηs, νs) = (−isφ, 0) and therefore ψ0 =
ϕ⊗Ω. Thus, as mentioned before, η ≡ ηy as defined in (3.10) corresponds to an interaction term
with a bounded multiplication operator acting on L2(Λ,dy). The state ψt = eiP (t)W (ηt)ϕ ⊗ Ω
can therefore be seen as a time-dependent coupled coherent state.

The following theorem states that ψt approximately corresponds to the effective time evolution
generated by Heff.

Theorem 3.4 (Effective coherent dynamics). Let (β, κ, λ, τ) ∈ S as defined in (1.8) and ϵ > 0
small. Consider the initial state ψ = ϕ⊗Ω ∈ L2(Λ,dy)⊗H−

N with
∑3

i=1
(
∥∂yiϕ∥+∥∂2

yi
ϕ∥
)

≤ c <

∞ for a constant c > 0. Then it holds for the number of patches M = N2δ−ε̃ with δ = 1
6 − ε̃ for

a sufficiently small ε̃ > 0 that there exists a constant CV > 0 and a function QV : R≥0 → R≥0
monotonically increasing with QV (0) = 0 such that for all t ≥ 0

∥e−iHefftψ − eiP (t)W (ηt)ψ∥ ≤ CV QV (κkFt) max{κkϵ
F, β}t

with P (t) given by (3.9) and ηt given by (5.16).

Remark 3.5. Note that above upper bound is indeed meaningful in the sense that the bound
is small for (β, κ, λ, τ) ∈ S, i.e. for βt, κkFt ∈ o(1). In particular, this includes the semiclassical
regime for β = k−b

F with b > 1 and κ = λ = k−2
F

∥e−iHefft/ℏψ − eiP (t/ℏ)W (ηt/ℏ)ψ∥ ≤ CV QV (κkFt/ℏ)t/ℏmax{κkϵ
F, β}

Note that also in this case ∥ηt/ℏ∥ is of order 1 due to λkF/ℏ ∈ O(1). Also note that the function
QV is explicitly constructed in the proof.
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Remark 3.6. Note that ψt, as coupled coherent state, does not include the kinetic energy term
β(−∆y) of the impurity particle. This is because β(−∆y) generates non-trivial correlations
making the coherent state form generally inapplicable. However, if β is sufficiently small, the
approximation is expected to be valid. In Lemma 5.4 it is shown that ∥∆yW (ηt)ϕ ⊗ Ω∥ is of
order 1 and therefore β can be chosen to be of much larger order than κ.
Remark 3.7. We emphasize that due to the explicit formulation of the coupled coherent state
provided in (3.10), we can quantify the number of collective excitations over time. More con-
cretely, using Proposition 2.5 the term ∥ηt∥2, which is calculated in Lemma 5.1, represents the
expected number of excitations generated by the interaction with the impurity. Assuming that
the impurity, together with its excitations, can be interpreted as polaron-like quasi-particle, the
quantity ∥ηt∥2 offers insight into the quasi-particle formation process. As displayed in Figure 1
on page 14 the graph shows a parabolic growth followed by a logarithmic increase as qualitative
feature.

Figure 1: Plot of ∥ηt∥2 using Lemma 5.1 with constant V̂ and λ = κ = k−1
F .

Remark 3.8. The proof is based on the following observation: It holds by virtue of Duhamel’s
formula

∥e−iHefftψ − eiP (t)W (ηt)ψ∥

= ∥ψ − eiHeffte−iEpw
N tei2Im(νt)e−iIm

∫ t

0 ds⟨η̇s,ηs⟩W (ηs)ψ∥ (3.14)

= ∥
∫ t

0
ds eiHeffseiP (s)

{(
Heff − Epw

N + 2Im(ν̇s) − Im⟨η̇s, ηs⟩
)
W (ηs)ψ − i∂sW (ηs)ψ

}
∥ (3.15)

≤
∫ t

0
ds∥

(
Heff − Epw

N + 2Im(ν̇s) − Im⟨η̇s, ηs⟩
)
W (ηs)ψ − i∂sW (ηs)ψ∥. (3.16)

If the collective operators c∗
α(k) and cα(k) would be exactly bosonic, i.e. the CCR holds

without error, we can use the shift property Lemma 2.3 of the Weyl operator to commute cα(k)
to the vacuum Ω with the cost of some inner product terms. In this case we observe with the
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short-hand notation c∗c(ϵ) :=
∑

k∈Γnor
∑

α∈Ik
ϵα(k)c∗

α(k)cα(k) and by applying Lemma 2.7 that[
Heff − Epw

N + 2Im(ν̇s) − i {c∗(η̇s) − c(η̇s)}
]
W (ηs)ψ

=
[
h0 + c∗c(ϵ) + c∗(hy) + c(hy) + 2Im(ν̇s) + c∗(−iη̇s) − c(iη̇s)

]
W (ηs)ϕ⊗ Ω

=
[
h0 + c∗(ϵηs) + c∗(hy) + ⟨hy, ηs⟩ + 2Im(ν̇s) + c∗(−iη̇s) − ⟨iη̇s, ηs⟩

]
W (ηs)ϕ⊗ Ω

=h0W (ηs)ϕ⊗ Ω (3.17)

is exactly vanishing up to the kinetic energy term h0 of the impurity particle since ηt as defined
in (3.10) solves the ODE ϵηt + hy = iη̇t and νt as defined in (3.11) absorbs all scalar terms.

Now by virtue of the previous statement we are able to show that the linear coupling term
of the effective Hamiltonian is essential for the effective description and cannot be neglected on
an approximate level.

Let

H̃eff := Heff − c∗(hy) − c(hy) ≡ β(−∆y) +
∑

k∈Γnor

∑
α∈Ik

ϵα(k)c∗
α(k)cα(k) + Epw

N (3.18)

be the effective Hamiltonian without the annihilation term from the linear coupling.

Corollary 3.9. Let (β, κ, λ, τ) ∈ S as defined in (1.8) and T ∈ O(τ). Under the assumptions
of Theorem 3.4, there exists a monotonically increasing function C : R≥0 → R≥0 such that for
all t ∈ [0, T ]

∥R∗e−iHtRψ − e−iH̃efftψ∥ ≥ Cκ,λ(t) − O
(

max{k− 1
4 +ε

F , λkε
F, β}

)
.

In particular it holds Cκ,λ(t) ∈ O(1) for all t ∈ [0, T ] with T ∈ O(τ).

Remark 3.10. The result also holds for the semiclassical regime with κ = λ = k−2
F and t 7→ t/ℏ.

The lower bound Cκ,λ(t/ℏ) in this case is still of order 1.
Remark 3.11. A priori, it is not clear why the linear coupling term cannot be neglected. Consider
the almost-bosonic annihilation operator c(hy), for example, which consists of pairs of fermionic
annihilation operators. Such an operator only gives a non-vanishing contribution when acting on
a state which also contains at least one pair excitation. The occurrence of those pair excitations
is unclear when considering the microscopic Hamiltonian (1.2). In particular, when comparing
the non-bosonizable terms (2.9b) of the microscopic interaction term one might think that those
terms should be generally the bosonizable terms (2.9a). However, the key observation is that
the time evolved state is close to a coupled coherent state as shown in Theorem 3.4 which can
be seen as superposition of product states of pair operators.

4. Proof of Theorem 3.1
In all of our estimates, we need to control the number operator N acting on the time evolved
state ψt = e−iHefftϕ⊗Ω. The following statement shows that the effective time evolution preserves
the order of magnitude the number of excitations:

Proposition 4.1 (Effective time evolution of the number operator). There exists a constant
C(λ, kF) ≡ CλkF such that it holds for all t ∈ R, n ∈ N and ψ ∈ L2(Λ,dy) ⊗ H−

N

⟨e−iHefftψ, (N + 1)ne−iHefftψ⟩ ≤ enC(λ,kF)t⟨ψ, (N + 3)nψ⟩.

Remark 4.2. In the semiclassical regime it holds for λ ≡ k−2
F ∼ N− 3

2 that C(λ, kF) ∼ ℏ and
therefore the exponential bound in

⟨e−iHefft/ℏψ, (N + 1)ne−iHefft/ℏψ⟩ ≤ enC(λ,kF)t/ℏ⟨ψ, (N + 3)nψ⟩

is of order 1 for times t ∈ O(1).
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Proof. We want to use Grönwall’s lemma and therefore estimate the derivative∣∣∣∣i∂t⟨e−iHefftψ, (N + 3)ne−iHefftψ⟩
∣∣∣∣

≤
∣∣∣∣⟨e−iHefftψ,

n−1∑
j=0

(N + 3)j [N ,Heff](N + 3)n−j−1e−iHefftψ⟩
∣∣∣∣

=
∣∣∣∣2 ∑

k∈Γnor

∑
α∈Ik

(hy)α(k)
n−1∑
j=0

⟨e−iHefftψ, (N + 3)j(c∗
α(k) − cα(k)

)
(N + 3)n−j−1e−iHefftψ⟩

∣∣∣∣ (4.1)

We split the difference of
(
c∗

α(k) − cα(k)
)

and consider the term with c∗
α(k) first. Insert

here id = (N + 1)
n
2 −1−j(N + 1)j+1− n

2 between (N + 3)j and c∗
α(k) and use the commutation

N c∗
α(k) = c∗

α(k)(N + 2) to obtain

(N + 3)jc∗
α(k)(N + 3)n−j−1 = (N + 3)j(N + 1)

n
2 −1−jc∗

α(k)(N + 3)
n
2 . (4.2)

We introduce the notation ξj := (N + 1)
n
2 −1−j(N + 3)je−iHefftψ and ξ̃ := (N + 3)

n
2 e−iHefftψ

to estimate ∣∣∣∣ ∑
k∈Γnor

∑
α∈Ik

(hy)α(k)
n−1∑
j=0

⟨ξj , c
∗
α(k)ξ̃⟩

∣∣∣∣
≤

∑
k∈Γnor

∑
α∈Ik

|(hy)α(k)|
n−1∑
j=0

∥cα(k)ξj∥ ∥ξ̃∥

≤Cλ
∑

k∈Γnor
|V̂ (k)|

( ∑
α∈Ik

nα(k)2
)1/2 n−1∑

j=0

( ∑
α∈Ik

∥cα(k)ξj∥2
)1/2

∥ξ̃∥

≤CλkF
∑

k∈Γnor
|V̂ (k)|

n−1∑
j=0

∥N 1/2ξj∥ξ̃∥

≤CλkF∥V̂ ∥1

n−1∑
j=0

∥(N + 1)ξj∥ ∥ξ̃∥

≤CnλkF∥V̂ ∥1⟨e−iHefftψ, (N + 3)ne−iHefftψ⟩ (4.3)

where we used Lemma A.4 and Lemma A.1 in the fourth line and the operator inequality
N 1/2 ≤ (N + 1) in the fifth line. Note that |k| < C for all k ∈ Γnor.

The second term with cα(k) can be treated by inserting id = (N + 1)
n
2 −j(N + 1)j− n

2 and
using the commutation cα(k)N = (N + 2)cα(k).

(N + 3)jcα(k)(N + 3)n−j−1 = (N + 3)
n
2 cα(k)(N + 1)j− n

2 (N + 3)n−j−1. (4.4)
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We introduce the notation χj := (N + 1)j− n
2 (N + 3)n−j−1e−iHefftψ∣∣∣∣ ∑

k∈Γnor

∑
α∈Ik

(hy)α(k)
n−1∑
j=0

⟨ξ̃, cα(k)χj⟩
∣∣∣∣

≤
∑

k∈Γnor

∑
α∈Ik

|(hy)α(k)|
n−1∑
j=0

∥cα(k)χj∥ ∥ξ̃∥

≤Cλ
∑

k∈Γnor
|V̂ (k)|

( ∑
α∈Ik

nα(k)2
)1/2 n−1∑

j=0

(∑
α

∥cα(k)χj∥2
)1/2

∥ξ̃∥

≤CλkF
∑

k∈Γnor
|V̂ (k)|

n−1∑
j=0

∥N 1/2χj∥ξ̃∥

≤CλkF∥V̂ ∥1

n−1∑
j=0

∥(N + 1)χj∥ ∥ξ̃∥

≤CnλkF∥V̂ ∥1⟨e−iHefftψ, (N + 3)ne−iHefftψ⟩. (4.5)

Altogether it follows with the Grönwall’s lemma that

⟨e−iHefftψ, (N + 3)ne−iHefftψ⟩ ≤ exp
(
CnλkF∥V̂ ∥1t

)
⟨ψ, (N + 3)nψ⟩ (4.6)

which is the desired result with since ∥V̂ ∥1 < C. ■

The following statement shows that the fermionic kinetic energy term (2.8) can be approxi-
mated by the almost-bosonic kinetic energy term.
Proposition 4.3 (Approximation of the kinetic energy). There exists a constant C > 0 such
that it holds for all t ∈ R and ψ ∈ L2(Λ,dy) ⊗ H−

N∣∣∣∥(H0 − DB)e−iHefftψ∥ − ∥(H0 − DB)ψ∥
∣∣∣

≤ C(1 + κλ−1)κN
1
3
(
eC(λ,kF)t − 1

) (
M− 1

2 ∥(N + 3)ψ∥ + kFMN−1+δ∥(N + 3)2ψ∥
)

(4.7)

with C(λ, kF) from Proposition 4.1.
Remark 4.4. Note that in the case of ψ ≡ ϕ⊗ Ω it holds (H0 − DB)ψ = 0 and ∥(N + 3)2ψ∥ =
9 ≤ C. Also note that

(
eC(λ,kF)t − 1

)
= λkFt+ O((λkFt)2).

Remark 4.5. Also here the above inequality holds in the semiclassical regime with λ ≡ κ ≡ k−2
F

in the form of∣∣∣∥(H0 − DB)e−iHefft/ℏψ∥ − ∥(H0 − DB)ψ∥
∣∣∣

≤ C(1 + κλ−1)κN
1
3
(
eC(λ,kF)t/ℏ − 1

) (
M− 1

2 ∥(N + 3)ψ∥ + kFMN−1+δ∥(N + 3)2ψ∥
)

with C(λ, kF)t/ℏ ∼ 1 for times t of order 1.

Proof. It holds∣∣∣∂t∥(H0 − DB)e−iHefftψ∥2
∣∣∣

=
∣∣∣∂t⟨e−iHefftψ, (H0 − DB)2e−iHefftψ⟩

∣∣∣
=
∣∣∣⟨e−iHefftψ, [(H0 − DB)2,Heff]e−iHefftψ⟩

∣∣∣
=
∣∣∣⟨e−iHefftψ,

(
(H0 − DB)[(H0 − DB),Heff] + [(H0 − DB),Heff](H0 − DB)

)
e−iHefftψ⟩

∣∣∣
≤ 2

∣∣∣⟨e−iHefftψ, (H0 − DB)[(H0 − DB),Heff]e−iHefftψ⟩
∣∣∣

≤ 2∥(H0 − DB)e−iHefftψ∥ ∥[(H0 − DB),Heff]e−iHefftψ∥ (4.8)
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and make use of

[(H0 − DB), c∗
α(k)] =: Elin

α (k)∗ − EB
α(k)∗ =: Eα(k)∗, (4.9)

[(H0 − DB), cα(k)] = −Eα(k) (4.10)

to arrive at

[(H0 − DB),Heff] = [(H0 − DB), c∗c(ϵ) + c∗(hy) + c(hy)] (4.11)
= ⟨E, c(ϵ)⟩k,α − ⟨c(ϵ),E⟩k,α + ⟨E, hy⟩k,α − ⟨hy,E⟩k,α (4.12)

with the short notation ⟨A,B⟩k,α :=
∑

k∈Γnor
∑

α∈Ik
A∗

α(k)Bα(k).
Bounds for the error terms are readily provided in Lemma A.5 and Lemma A.6 of the appendix∑

α∈Ik

∥Elin
α (k)ψ∥2 ≤ C

(
κN

1
3M− 1

2
)2

∥(N + 1)
1
2ψ∥2, (4.13)

∑
α∈Ik

∥EB
α(k)ψ∥2 ≤ C

(
κkFMN− 2

3 +δ
)2

∥(N + 1)
3
2ψ∥2. (4.14)

Furthermore use the bounds
∑

α∈Ik
c∗

α(k)cα(k) ≤ N , ϵα(k) ≤ CκkF and that EB
α(k),Elin

α (k), cα(k)
all annihilate exactly two fermions to estimate

⟨e−iHefftψ, (H0 − DB)⟨c(ϵ),Elin − EB⟩k,αe
−iHefftψ⟩

≤
∑

k∈Γnor

∑
α∈Ik

∣∣∣⟨ϵα(k)cα(k)(N + 1)−1/2(H0 − DB)e−iHefftψ,Elin
α (k)(N + 1)1/2e−iHefftψ⟩

∣∣∣
+

∑
k∈Γnor

∑
α∈Ik

∣∣∣⟨ϵα(k)cα(k)(N + 1)−1/2(H0 − DB)e−iHefftψ,EB
α(k)(N + 1)1/2e−iHefftψ⟩

∣∣∣ (4.15)

≤
∑

k∈Γnor

( ∑
α∈Ik

∥ϵα(k)cα(k)(N + 1)−1/2(H0 − DB)e−iHefftψ∥2
)1/2

×


( ∑

α∈Ik

∥Elin
α (k)(N + 1)1/2e−iHefftψ∥2

)1/2
+
( ∑

α∈Ik

∥EB
α(k)(N + 1)1/2e−iHefftψ∥2

)1/2


(4.16)

≤CκkF∥(H0 − DB)e−iHefftψ∥
{
κN

1
3M− 1

2 ∥(N + 1)e−iHefftψ∥ + κkFMN− 2
3 +δ∥(N + 1)2e−iHefftψ∥

}
(4.17)

≤Cκ2kFN
1
3 ∥(H0 − DB)e−iHefftψ∥

(
M− 1

2 ∥(N + 1)e−iHefftψ∥ + kFMN−1+δ∥(N + 1)2e−iHefftψ∥
)
.

(4.18)

Analogously, the term ⟨c(ϵ),E⟩k,α can be treated. The other terms can be estimated similarly
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using |(hy)α(k)| ≤ Cλ|V̂ (k)||nα(k)| and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality with (A.1)

⟨e−iHefftψ, (H0 − DB)⟨Elin − EB, hy⟩k,αe
−iHefftψ⟩

≤Cλ
∑

k∈Γnor
|V̂ (k)|

∑
α∈Ik

∣∣∣⟨nα(k)(H0 − DB)e−iHefftψ,Elin
α (k)e−iHefftψ⟩

∣∣∣
+ Cλ

∑
k∈Γnor

|V̂ (k)|
∑

α∈Ik

∣∣∣⟨nα(k)(H0 − DB)e−iHefftψ,EB
α(k)e−iHefftψ⟩

∣∣∣ (4.19)

≤CλkF∥(H0 − DB)e−iHefftψ∥
∑

k∈Γnor
|V̂ (k)|

{( ∑
α∈Ik

∥Elin
α (k)e−iHefftψ∥2

)1/2
(4.20)

+
( ∑

α∈Ik

∥EB
α(k)e−iHefftψ∥2

)1/2}
(4.21)

≤Cλ∥V̂ ∥1kF∥(H0 − DB)e−iHefftψ∥
{
κM− 1

2N
1
3 ∥(N + 1)

1
2 e−iHefftψ∥ (4.22)

+ κkFMN− 2
3 +δ∥(N + 1)

3
2 e−iHefftψ∥

}
≤CκλkFM

− 1
2N

1
3 ∥(H0 − DB)e−iHefftψ∥

{
∥(N + 1)

1
2 e−iHefftψ∥ (4.23)

+ kFM
3
2N−1+δ∥(N + 1)

3
2 e−iHefftψ∥

}
. (4.24)

Thus we derive

∂t∥(H0 − DB)e−iHefftψ∥

≤CκλkFM
− 1

2N
1
3
(
∥(N + 1)e−iHefftψ∥ + kFM

3
2N−1+δ∥(N + 1)2e−iHefftψ∥

)
+ CλkFκN

1
3
(
∥(N + 1)

1
2 e−iHefftψ∥ + kFM

3
2N−1+δ∥(N + 1)

3
2 e−iHefftψ∥

)
(4.25)

≤Cκ2kFN
1
3
(
eC(λ,kF)t∥(N + 3)ψ∥ + kFM

3
2N−1+δe2C(λ,kF)t∥(N + 3)2ψ∥

)
+ CκλkFN

1
3
(
e

1
2 C(λ,kF)t∥(N + 3)

1
2ψ∥ + kFM

3
2N−1+δe

3
2 C(λ,kF)t∥(N + 1)

3
2ψ∥

)
(4.26)

which corresponds to the integrated version

∥(H0 − DB)e−iHefftψ∥ − ∥(H0 − DB)ψ∥

≤Cκ2λ−1M− 1
2N

1
3
(
eC(λ,kF)t − 1

) (
∥(N + 3)ψ∥ + kFM

3
2N−1+δ∥(N + 3)2ψ∥

)
+ CκM− 1

2N
1
3
(
eC(λ,kF)t − 1

) (
∥(N + 3)

1
2ψ∥ + kFM

3
2N−1+δ∥(N + 1)

3
2ψ∥

)
(4.27)

which yields the desired result. ■

We are now ready to give the proof of the main theorem.

Proof of of Theorem 3.1. We employ Duhamel’s formula

∥R∗e−iHtRψ − e−iHefftψ∥ = ∥Rψ − eiHtRe−iHefftψ∥ (4.28)

= ∥
∫ t

0
ds eiHs(HR−RHeff)e−iHeffsψ∥ (4.29)

≤
∫ t

0
ds ∥(R∗HR− Heff)e−iHeffsψ∥ (4.30)

where we used that R is unitary.
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From our considerations in (2.12) it follows that

R∗HR− Heff = −β∆y + H0 + b∗(h̃y) + b(h̃y) + Epw
N + E − Heff

= H0 − DB + b∗(h̃y) − c∗(hy) + b(h̃y) − c(hy) + E . (4.31)

The interaction terms can be approximated in the sense of Lemma A.7:

∥
(
b∗(h̃y) − c∗(hy)

)
ψ∥ ≤ λ

∑
k∈Γnor

|V̂ (k)| ∥
(
b(k) −

∑
α∈Ik

nα(k)cα(k)
)
ψ∥

≤ CλN
1
3 ∥V̂ ∥1(N− δ

2 +N− 1
6M

1
4 )∥(N + 1)

1
2ψ∥.

Therefore by combining the bounds from Proposition 4.3 with (H0 − DB)ψ = 0, Lemma A.8
with ∥V̂ ∥1 < C and Proposition 4.1 we obtain

∥R∗e−iHtRψ − e−iHefftψ∥

≤
∫ t

0
ds ∥(H0 − DB)e−iHeffsψ∥ +

∫ t

0
ds ∥Ee−iHeffsψ∥

+
∫ t

0
ds ∥

(
b∗(h̃y) − c∗(hy)

)
e−iHeffsψ∥ +

∫ t

0
ds ∥

(
b(h̃y) − c(hy)

)
e−iHeffsψ∥

≤ C(1 + κλ−1)κN
1
3
(
M− 1

2 ∥(N + 3)ψ∥ + kFMN−1+δ∥(N + 3)2ψ∥
) ∫ t

0
ds
(
eC(λ,kF)t − 1

)
+ Cλ

∫ t

0
ds ∥N e−iHeffsψ∥

+ CλN
1
3 (N− δ

2 +N− 1
6M

1
4 )
∫ t

0
ds ∥(N + 1)

1
2 e−iHeffsψ∥

≤ C(1 + κλ−1)κλ−1N
1
3
(
k−1

F M− 1
2 ∥(N + 3)ψ∥ +MN−1+δ∥(N + 3)2ψ∥

) (
eCλkFt − λkFt− 1

)
+ Ck−1

F ∥(N + 3)ψ∥
(
eCλkFt − 1

)
+ Ck−1

F N
1
3 (N− δ

2 +N− 1
6M

1
4 )∥(N + 3)

1
2ψ∥

(
eCλkFt − 1

)
≤ CC̃∥(N + 3)2ψ∥

(
eCλkFt − 1

)
. (4.32)

The prefactor is given by

C̃ = max
{

(1 + κλ−1)κλ−1k−1
F N

1
3
(
M− 1

2 + kFMN−1+δ
)
, k−1

F , k−1
F N

1
3 (N− δ

2 +N− 1
6M

1
4 )
}

(4.33)

= N− δ
2 +N− 1

6 + a
4 δ

where we used κ ≡ λ and M = Naδwith 2 < a < 2
3δ − 2 and δ ∈ (0, 1

6). It holds C̃ ≤ N− 1
12 +ε

for δ = 1
6 − ε̃, a = 2 + ε̃ with a sufficiently small ε̃ > 0. ■

5. Proof of Theorem 3.4
We first collect some useful observations on the function ηs in the following statement:

Lemma 5.1. Let ηs be defined as in (3.10) for N2δ ≪ M ≪ N
2
3 −2δ, then it holds for all s ∈ R

∥ηs∥2 = πλ2

κ2

∑
k∈Γnor

V̂ (k)2

|k|
{log(2κkF|k|s) − Ci(2κkF|k|s) + γ}

×
{

1 + g(κkF|k|s) O
(
M

1
2N− 1

3 +δ +N−δ
)}

.
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where g : R → R≥0 is a function independent of kF and monotonically increasing.
Furthermore, define f : R × R → R by (y, x) 7→ fy(x) := min{ebyx, (4x + 2)ay} with a :=√
2π∥V̂ ∥2, b :=

√
π∥V̂ (·)1/2∥2. Then there exists a C > 0 independent of kF such that for

λ = κ, c0 > 0 and kF sufficiently large

∥ηs∥ ≤ log (f1(κkFs)) ,
ec0∥ηs∥ ≤ fc0(κkFs).

Remark 5.2. Note that fy is for all y ≥ 0 monotonically increasing with fy(0) = 1. The same
bounds hold also for ηs/ℏ in the semiclassical regime with λ = k−2

F .

Proof. Recall that by definition it holds

∥ηs∥2 =
∑

k∈Γnor

∑
α∈Ik

|
(
ηs
)

α
(k)|2 = λ2 ∑

k∈Γnor
|V̂ (k)|2

∑
α∈Ik

∣∣∣∣nα(k)
sin
(
ϵα(k)s/2

)
ϵα(k)/2

∣∣∣∣2︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:Sk

(5.1)

with ϵα(k) = 2κkF |k · ωα|. We will first approximate Sk and then give a upper bound.
Firstly, we approximate the α-sum Sk by an integral by identifying

nα(k)2 = k2
F|k|σ(pα)uα(k)2

(
1 + O(M

1
2N− 1

3 +δ)
)

(5.2)

with cos θα := |k̂ · ω̂α| ≡ uα(k)2 analogously to Lemma A.1. Thus, we calculate the half-sphere
integral as approximation for Sk

Sk = 1
κ2|k|

∫ 2π

0
dφ
∫ π/2

0
dθ sin(κkF|k|s cos θ)2

cos θ sin θ + E

= 2π
κ2|k|

∫ 1

0
dusin(κkF|k|su)2

u
+ E

= π

κ2|k|
{log(2κkF|k|s) − Ci(2κkF|k|s) + γ} + E (5.3)

with total error E = E1 + E2 + E3 consisting three terms: the error E1 from (5.2), the error E2
from approximating the discrete variables θα by continuous θ given by

E2 =
∣∣∣∣∣
∫

pα

dσ sin(κkF|k|s cos θ)2

cos θ − σ(pα)sin(κkF|k|s cos θα)2

cos θα

∣∣∣∣∣
≤ sup

ω̂(θ,φ)∈pα

∣∣∣∣∣ d
dθ

sin(κkF|k|s cos θ)2

cos θ

∣∣∣∣∣ sup
(θ,φ)∈pα

|θ − θα|σ(pα)

≤ C(κkF|k|s)2M− 3
2 (5.4)

and the error E3 from the patch construction which is given by

E3 = sup
ω̂(θ,φ)∈pα

∣∣∣∣∣sin(κkF|k|s cos θ)2

cos θ

∣∣∣∣∣
∣∣∣∣∣∣σ
( ⋃

α∈Ik

pα

)
− σ(S)

∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ CκkF|k|s
(
N−δ +M

1
2N− 1

3
)
. (5.5)

Thus with the triangle inequality∣∣∣∣Sk − π

κ2|k|
{log(2κkF|k|s) − Ci(2κkF|k|s) + γ}

∣∣∣∣
≤ C

κ2|k|

{
M

1
2N− 1

3 +δ + (κkF|k|s)2M− 3
2 + κkF|k|s

(
N−δ +M

1
2N− 1

3
)}

. (5.6)
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—
We will now give an estimate for Sk by approximating

sin(αx)2

x
= 1

2
1 − cos(2αx)

x
≤
{
α2x , 2αx ∈ [0, π/2]
1
x , 2αx > π/2

where we used 1 − x2/2 ≤ cos(x) for all x ∈ [0, π/2]. Therefore

2π
κ2|k|

∫ 1

0
dusin(κkF|k|su)2

u

≤ 2π
κ2|k|

∫ 1

0
du

{
(κkF|k|s)2u χ(2κkF|k|su ≤ π/2) + 1

u
χ(2κkF|k|su > π/2)

}
≤ 2π
κ2|k|

∫ 1

0
du

{
(κkF|k|s)2u χ

(
u ≤ π

4κkF|k|s

)
+ 1
u
χ
(
u >

π

4κkF|k|s

)}
= 2π
κ2|k|

{1
2(κkF|k|s)2

( π

4κkF|k|s

)2
− log

( π

4κkF|k|s

)}
χ
(
1 > π

4κkF|k|s

)
+ 2π
κ2|k|

1
2(κkF|k|s)2 χ

(
1 ≤ π

4κkF|k|s

)
= 2π
κ2|k|

{
π2

32 − log(π) + log(4κkF|k|s)
}
χ
(
κkF|k|s > π

4
)

+ 2π
κ2|k|

1
2(κkF|k|s)2 χ

(
κkF|k|s ≤ π

4
)

≤ 2π
κ2|k|

min
{1

2(κkF|k|s)2, log(4κkF|k|s+ 1)
}
. (5.7)

Note that log(4κkF|k|s+ 1) ≤ log(4κkFs+ 1) + log |k| using 1
2x

2 ≤ log(4x+ 1) for all x ≤ 2 and
|k| ≥ 1 for all k ∈ Z3

∗. Thus, for λ = κ

∥ηs∥2 ≤ 2π
∑

k∈Z3
∗

|V̂ (k)|2 min
{

(κkFs)2

2 |k|, log(4κkF|k|s+ 1)
|k|

}

≤ 2πmin
{

∥V̂ (·)1/2∥2
2(λkFs)2/2, ∥V̂ ∥2

2 (log(4κkFs+ 1) + 1)
}
. (5.8)

Thus by using
√
x+ y ≤

√
x+ √

y and
√

log(x+ 1) ≤ log(x+ 2) we obtain the desired

∥ηs∥ ≤ min {bκkFs, log(4κkFs+ 2)a + a} , (5.9)

ec0∥ηs∥ ≤ min
{
ec0bκkFs, ec0a(4κkFs+ 2)c0a

}
(5.10)

with a :=
√

2π∥V̂ ∥2, b :=
√
π∥V̂ (·)1/2∥2. ■

Lemma 5.3. It holds for all s ∈ R, n ∈ N, ψ ∈ F

(i).
∑

k∈Γnor ∥|k|nηs(k)∥l2 ≤ C∥ηs∥,

(ii). ⟨ηs, |k|nηs⟩ ≤ C∥ηs∥2,

(iii). ∥c∗(|k|nηs)ψ∥ ≤ C∥ηs∥ ∥(N + 1)1/2ψ∥.

Proof. For the inequalities, we observe that for n ∈ N0 it holds

∑
k∈Γnor

∥|k|nηs(k)∥l2 ≡
∑

k∈Γnor
|k|n

( ∑
α∈Ik

|(ηs)α(k)|2
)1/2

= λ
∑

k∈Γnor
|k|n|V̂ (k)| (Sk)1/2 . (5.11)
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Since by assumption ∥(·)nV̂ ∥1 is bounded for each n ∈ N, the first statement follows. The
second statement simply follows from the same calculation and recalling that ⟨ηs, |k|nηs⟩ ≡∑

k∈Γnor
∑

α∈Ik
|k|n|ηα(k)|2. The third statement follows from Lemma A.4 and

∥c∗(|k|nηs)ψ∥ ≤
∑

k∈Γnor
∥
∑

α∈Ik

|k|nηα(k)c∗
α(k)ψ∥ ≤

∑
k∈Γnor

∥|k|nηs(k)∥l2∥(N + 1)1/2ψ∥. (5.12)

■

We will now give the proof of the second main theorem.

Proof of Theorem 3.4. We use the approach as sketched in 3.8. Since the bosonic property only
holds only with an error, the equality (3.17) holds only approximately:

∥e−iHefftψ − eiP (t)W (ηt)ψ∥ ≤
∫ t

0
ds∥h0W (ηs)ϕ⊗ Ω∥ + Error1 + Error2. (5.13)

We will first estimate the error terms and then subsequently treat the h0 term in a separate
lemma. We give an explicit expression for the first error term using Lemma 2.3 on the approx-
imate shift property applied to cα(k) in the c∗c(ϵ), c(hy) and c(iη̇s) terms. Thus, the error of
(3.17) is given by

Error1 :=
∫ t

0
ds

∑
k∈Γnor

∑
α∈Ik

{
ϵα(k)c∗

α(k) + (1 − eisϵα(k))(hy)α(k)
}
W (ηs)Rα(k)ψ. (5.14)

The second error term is given by Lemma 2.7 on the time derivative of the almost-bosonic Weyl
operator and therefore

Error2 := −2i
∫ t

0
ds
∫ 1

0
dτ W1−τ (ηs)Im⟨η̇s,R1−τ ⟩k,αWτ (ηs)ψ

≡2
∫ t

0
ds
∫ 1

0
dτe(1−τ)B

{ ∑
k∈Γnor

∑
α∈Ik

eisϵα(k)(hy)α(k)R1−τ
α (k)

+
∑

k∈Γnor

∑
α∈Ik

R1−τ
α (k)∗e−isϵα(k)(hy)α(k)

}
eτBψ. (5.15)

Firstly, we show that the term Rλ
α(k)ψ =

∫ λ
0 dτ e−τB (

∑
l∈Γnor ηα(l)Eα(l, k)) eτBψ as defined in

Lemma 2.3 constitutes indeed a small error. We estimate∑
l∈Γnor

∑
γ∈Il

∥Rγ(l)ψ∥2

≤
∑

l∈Γnor

∑
γ∈Il∩Ik

( ∑
k∈Γnor

|ηγ(k)|
∫ 1

0
dτ∥Eγ(k, l)eτBψ∥

)2

≤ C
(
MN− 2

3 +δ(eC∥ηs∥ − 1)∥(N + 3)ψ∥
)2

(5.16)

where we used
∑

α∈Ik

(∑
k∈Γnor |ηα(k)|

)2
≤
∑

k′,k∈Γnor ∥η(k)∥l2∥η(k′)∥l2 ≤ C∥η∥2 by Lemma

5.1 and∫ 1

0
dτ∥Eγ(k, l)eτBψ∥ (5.17)

≤
∫ 1

0
dτ⟨eτBψ, |Eγ(k, l)|2eτBψ⟩1/2 ≤ CMN− 2

3 +δ
∫ 1

0
dτ⟨eτBψ,N 2eτBψ⟩1/2 (5.18)

≤ CMN− 2
3 +δ

∫ 1

0
dτeC∥ηs∥τ ∥(N + 3)ψ∥ ≤ C∥ηs∥−1(eC∥ηs∥ − 1)MN− 2

3 +δ∥(N + 3)ψ∥ (5.19)
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which follows from eτB is unitary in the first inequality, Lemma A.3 in the second inequality
and Proposition 2.6 in the third inequality.

Secondly, we estimate∑
k∈Γnor

∑
α∈Ik

∥c∗
α(k)eBRα(k)ψ∥

≤
∑

k∈Γnor

∑
α∈Ik

∫ 1

0
dτ∥c∗

α(k)e(1−τ)B

 ∑
l∈Γnor

ηα(l)Eα(l, k)

 eτBψ∥

≤
∫ 1

0
dτ

∑
k,l∈Γnor

∑
α∈Ik∩Il

|ηα(l)| ∥c∗
α(k)Eα(l, k)eτBψ∥

+
∫ 1

0
dτ

∑
k,l∈Γnor

∑
α∈Ik∩Il

|ηα(l)| ∥[c∗
α(k), e(1−τ)B]Eα(l, k)eτBψ∥

≤ C∥ηs∥MN− 2
3 +δ

∫ 1

0
dτ
(

∥(N + 1)
3
2 eτBψ∥2

)1/2
+ C∥ηs∥2MN− 2

3 +δ
∫ 1

0
dτ (1 − τ)∥N eτBψ∥

+
∑

k∈Γnor
∥ηs∥

∫ 1

0
dτ
( ∑

l∈Γnor

∑
α∈Ik∩Il

∥Rα(k)Eα(l, k)eτBψ∥2
)1/2

≤ CMN− 2
3 +δ(eC∥ηs∥ − 1)∥(N + 3)

3
2ψ∥ + CMN− 2

3 +δ(eC∥ηs∥ − C∥ηs∥ − 1)∥(N + 3)ψ∥

+ CM
3
2N− 2

3 +δ(eC∥ηs∥ − 1)2∥(N + 3)2ψ∥

≤ CM
3
2N− 2

3 +δ(eC∥ηs∥ − 1)∥(N + 3)2ψ∥. (5.20)

where we used [c∗
α(k), eλB] = −ληα(k)eλB − eλBRα(k) from Lemma 2.3, the Cauchy-Schwarz

inequality for the α-summation, Lemma A.3 in the third inequality and in the fourth inequality
we used Proposition 2.6 and (5.16).

In total by combining (5.16) and (5.20) we end up with the following estimate

∥Error1∥ ≤
∫ t

0
ds

∑
k∈Γnor

∑
α∈Ik

∥
{
ϵα(k)c∗

α(k) + (1 − eisϵα(k))(hy)α(k)
}
eBRα(k)ψ∥

≤ CκkF

∫ t

0
ds

∑
k∈Γnor

∑
α∈Ik

∥c∗
α(k)eBRα(k)ψ∥

+ Cλ

∫ t

0
ds

∑
k∈Γnor

|V̂ (k)|
∑

α∈Ik

∥nα(k)eBRα(k)ψ∥

≤ CκkF

∫ t

0
ds

∑
k∈Γnor

∑
α∈Ik

∥c∗
α(k)eBRα(k)ψ∥

+ CλkF

∫ t

0
ds∥V̂ ∥2

( ∑
k∈Γnor

∑
α∈Ik

∥Rα(k)ψ∥2
)1/2

≤ CκkFMN− 2
3 +δ

∫ t

0
ds (eC∥ηs∥ − 1)∥(N + 3)2ψ∥

+ CλkFMN− 2
3 +δ

∫ t

0
ds (eC∥ηs∥ − 1)∥(N + 3)ψ∥

≤ C (fC(κkFt) − 1)(λ+ κ)kFtMN− 2
3 +δ∥(N + 3)2ψ∥. (5.21)

where we used (A.2) and eB unitary in the third inequality and Lemma 5.1 in the last line.
Using the choices of κ = λ and ψ = ϕ⊗ Ω we obtain the desired bound.

Similarly, we obtain an estimate for the second error term using Cauchy-Schwarz, (5.16) and
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Proposition 2.6

∥Error2∥

≤2
∫ t

0
ds
∫ 1

0
dτ

∑
k∈Γnor

∑
α∈Ik

{
∥(hy)α(k)R1−τ

α (k)eτBψ∥ + ∥R1−τ
α (k)∗(hy)α(k)eτBψ∥

}

≤2λ
∫ t

0
ds
∫ 1

0
dτ

∑
k∈Γnor

∑
α∈Ik

|V̂ (k)nα(k)|
{

∥R1−τ
α (k)eτBψ∥ + ∥R1−τ

α (k)∗eτBψ∥
}

≤C
∫ t

0
ds
∫ 1

0
dτ λkF∥V̂ ∥2

{( ∑
k∈Γnor

∑
α∈Ik

∥R1−τ
α (k)eτBψ∥2

)1/2
+
( ∑

k∈Γnor

∑
α∈Ik

∥R1−τ
α (k)∗eτBψ∥2

)1/2}

≤CλkFMN− 2
3 +δ

∫ t

0
ds
∫ 1

0
dτ (eC∥ηs∥(1−τ) − 1)∥(N + 3)eτBψ∥

≤CλkFMN− 2
3 +δ

∫ t

0
ds
∫ 1

0
dτ (eC∥ηs∥ − eC∥ηs∥τ )∥(N + 5)ψ∥

≤C(fC(κkFt) − 1)λkFtMN− 2
3 +δ∥(N + 5)ψ∥. (5.22)

Again, using the choice of κ = λ and ψ = ϕ⊗ Ω we obtain the desired bound.
With the subsequent Lemma 5.4, we can conclude with a bound on h0 of the form∫ t

0
ds∥h0W (ηs)ϕ⊗ Ω∥ ≤ Cβ

∫ t

0
ds
{

(∥ηs∥ + ∥ηs∥4)(eC∥ηs∥ + 1)
}

≤ Cβt
{

log [f1(κkFt)] + log [f1(κkFt)]4
}

{fC(κkFt) + 1} . (5.23)

Together together with (5.21) and (5.22) inserted in (5.13), we obtain the desired result. ■

Lemma 5.4. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3.4, it holds that for all t ≥ 0

∥∆yW (ηt)ϕ⊗ Ω∥ ≤ C(∥ηt∥ + ∥ηt∥4)(eC∥ηt∥ + 1)

for C > 0 independent of kF.

Proof. We explicitly calculate the action of the Laplacian on the coupled coherent stateW (ηs)ψ =
eBψ i.e.

−∆yW (ηs)ψ = −
(
∆yW (ηs)

)
ψ − 2β∇yW (ηs) · ∇yψ −W (ηs)∆yψ. (5.24)

In total we expect, that all terms can be bounded by assumption on the initial condition on ϕ.
We will first focus on the term ∆yW (ηs). It holds

W (ηs)∗∂yiW (ηs) = e−τBs∂yie
τB
∣∣∣τ=1

τ=0
=
∫ 1

0
dτ ∂τ

(
e−τB∂yie

τB
)

=
∫ 1

0
dτ
{

−Be−τB∂yie
τB + e−τB∂yi

(
Bse

τB
)}

=
∫ 1

0
dτ e−τB (∂yiBs) eτB. (5.25)

With

∂yiBs =∂yi {c∗(ηs) − c(ηs)} = c∗(∂yiηs) − c(∂yiηs), (5.26)

∂yiηs =e−isϵα(k) − 1
ϵα(k) λV̂ (k)nα(k)ikie

iky = ikiηs (5.27)

25



it follows analogously to Lemma 2.7 that

∂yiW (ηs) =
∫ 1

0
dτ e(1−τ)Bs (∂yiBs) eτBs

= (c∗(ikiηs) − c(ikiηs) + iIm⟨ηs, ikiηs⟩)W (ηs)

+ 2i
∫ 1

0
dτ W1−τ (ηs)Im⟨ikiηs,R1−τ ⟩k,αWτ (ηs). (5.28)

And repeating the differentiation with

∂yiWτ (ηs) = τ (c∗(ikiηs) − c(ikiηs) + iτ Im⟨ηs, ikiηs⟩)Wτ (ηs)

+ 2i
∫ τ

0
dσ W1−σ(ηs)Im⟨ikiηs,Rτ−σ⟩k,αWσ(ηs) (5.29)

yields

∆W (ηs) =
3∑

i=1
∂2

yi
W (ηs)

=
(
c∗(k2ηs) − c(k2ηs) + iIm⟨ηs, k

2ηs⟩
)
W (ηs) + 2i

∫ 1

0
dτ W1−τ (ηs)Im⟨k2ηs,R1−τ ⟩k,αWτ (ηs)

+
3∑

i=1
(c∗(ikiηs) − c(ikiηs) + iIm⟨ηs, ikiηs⟩) ∂yiW (ηs)

+ 2i
3∑

i=1

∫ 1

0
dτ Im⟨ikiηs, ∂yi

{
W1−τ (ηs)R1−τ

α (k)Wτ (ηs)
}

⟩k,α (5.30)

=
(
c∗(k2ηs) − c(k2ηs) + iIm⟨ηs, k

2ηs⟩
)
W (ηs) + 2i

∫ 1

0
dτ Im⟨k2ηs,R1−τ ⟩k,αWτ (ηs)

+
3∑

i=1
(c∗(ikiηs) − c(ikiηs) + iIm⟨ηs, ikiηs⟩) ×

×
{

(c∗(ikiηs) − c(ikiηs) + iIm⟨ηs, ikiηs⟩)W (ηs) + 2i
∫ 1

0
dτ Im⟨ikiηs,R1−τ ⟩k,αWτ (ηs)

}
+ 2i

3∑
i=1

∫ 1

0
dτ Im⟨ikiηs, ∂yi

{
W1−τ (ηs)R1−τ

α (k)Wτ (ηs)
}

⟩k,α (5.31)

=:I1 + I2 + I3 + I4

with

I1 :=
(
c∗(k2ηs) − c(k2ηs) + iIm⟨ηs, k

2ηs⟩
)
W (ηs)

−
3∑

i=1
(c∗(ikiηs) − c(ikiηs) + iIm⟨ηs, ikiηs⟩) (c∗(ikiηs) − c(ikiηs) + iIm⟨ηs, ikiηs⟩)W (ηs),

(5.32)

I2 := 2i
∫ 1

0
dτ W1−τ (ηs)Im⟨k2ηs,R1−τ ⟩k,αWτ (ηs), (5.33)

I3 := 2
3∑

i=1
(c∗(ikiηs) − c(ikiηs) + iIm⟨ηs, ikiηs⟩)

∫ 1

0
dτ iW1−τ (ηs)Im⟨ikiηs,R1−τ ⟩k,αWτ (ηs),

(5.34)

I4 := 2i
3∑

i=1

∫ 1

0
dτ Im⟨ikiηs, ∂yi

{
W1−τ (ηs)R1−τ

α (k)Wτ (ηs)
}

⟩k,α. (5.35)
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We show that each term can be bounded here by a constant at most of order 1.
For I1, we can treat all c∗(· · · ) and c(· · · ) terms with Lemma 5.1. Furthermore we use that

cα(k)N = (N + 2)cα(k) to estimate

∥I1ψ∥ ≤ C∥ηs∥ ∥(N + 1)1/2W (ηs)ψ∥ + C(∥ηs∥2 + ∥ηs∥4)∥W (ηs)ψ∥ + C∥ηs∥2∥(N + 3)W (ηs)ψ∥
≤ C(∥ηs∥ + ∥ηs∥2)eC∥ηs∥∥(N + 5)ψ∥ + C(∥ηs∥2 + ∥ηs∥4) (5.36)

where we used Proposition 2.6.
For I2, we use a similar approach to (5.16) to obtain

∥I2ψ∥ ≤ C∥ηs∥MN− 2
3 +δ

∫ 1

0
dτ (eC∥ηs∥(1−τ) − 1)∥(N + 3)Wτ (ηs)ψ∥

≤ C∥ηs∥MN− 2
3 +δ

∫ 1

0
dτ (eC∥ηs∥e(C̃−C)∥ηs∥τ − eC̃∥ηs∥τ )∥(N + 5)ψ∥

≤ CMN− 2
3 +δeC∥ηs∥(eC∥ηs∥ − 1)∥(N + 5)ψ∥. (5.37)

For I3, we first observe that for n ∈ N

∥N nRµ
β(k)ψ∥ ≤

∫ µ

0
dτ ∥N ne−τB

 ∑
l∈Γnor

ηβ(l)Eβ(l, k)

 eτBψ∥

≤
∫ µ

0
dτ eC∥ηs∥τ

∑
l∈Γnor

|ηβ(l)| ∥Eβ(l, k)(N + 3)neτBψ∥

≤ C

∫ µ

0
dτ eC∥ηs∥τ

∑
l∈Γnor

|ηβ(l)| MN− 2
3 +δ∥N (N + 3)neτBψ∥

≤ C∥ηs∥−1(eC∥ηs∥µ − 1)MN− 2
3 +δ

∑
l∈Γnor

|ηβ(l)| ∥(N + 5)n+1ψ∥. (5.38)

We use a similar approach to (5.20) and insert the above inequality (5.38) to obtain

∥I3ψ∥ ≤ C∥ηs∥
∑

k∈Γnor

∑
α∈Ik

∫ 1

0
dτ ∥

(
∥ηs∥(N + 1)1/2 + C∥ηs∥2

)
W1−τ (ηs)R1−τ

α (k)Wτ (ηs)ψ∥

≤ C∥ηs∥2 ∑
k∈Γnor

∑
α∈Ik

∫ 1

0
dτ ∥NW1−τ (ηs)R1−τ

α (k)Wτ (ηs)ψ∥ + C∥ηs∥2∥I2ψ∥

≤ C∥ηs∥2 ∑
k∈Γnor

∑
α∈Ik

∫ 1

0
dτ eC∥ηs∥(1−τ)∥N R1−τ

α (k)Wτ (ηs)ψ∥ + C∥ηs∥2∥I2ψ∥

≤ C∥ηs∥2MN− 2
3 +δ

∫ 1

0
dτ eC∥ηs∥(eC∥ηs∥(1−τ) − 1)∥(N + 5)2ψ∥ + C∥ηs∥2∥I2ψ∥

≤ C∥ηs∥MN− 2
3 +δeC∥ηs∥(eC∥ηs∥ − 1)∥(N + 5)2ψ∥

+ CMN− 2
3 +δ∥ηs∥2eC∥ηs∥(eC∥ηs∥ − 1)∥(N + 5)ψ∥

≤ CMN− 2
3 +δ(∥ηs∥ + ∥ηs∥2)eC∥ηs∥(eC∥ηs∥ − 1)∥(N + 5)2ψ∥. (5.39)

For I4, we first calculate

∂yi

{
W1−τ (ηs)R1−τ

α (k)Wτ (ηs)
}

=
∫ 1

τ
dσ ∂yie

(1−σ)B

 ∑
l∈Γnor

ηα(l)Eα(l, k)

 eσB +
∫ 1

τ
dσ e(1−σ)B

 ∑
l∈Γnor

ikiηα(l)Eα(l, k)

 eσB

+
∫ 1

τ
dσ e(1−σ)B

 ∑
l∈Γnor

ηα(l)Eα(l, k)

 ∂yie
σB (5.40)

=: I4,1 + I4,2 + I4,3 + I4,4 + I4,5
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with

I4,1 =
∫ 1

τ
dσ (1 − σ) (c∗(ikiηs) − c(ikiηs) + i(1 − σ)Im⟨ηs, ikiηs⟩)

× e(1−σ)B

 ∑
l∈Γnor

ηα(l)Eα(l, k)

 eσB, (5.41)

I4,2 = 2i
∫ 1

τ
dσ
∫ 1−σ

0
da e(1−a)BIm⟨ikiηs,R1−σ−a⟩k,αe

aB

 ∑
l∈Γnor

ηα(l)Eα(l, k)

 eσB, (5.42)

I4,3 =
∫ 1

τ
dσ e(1−σ)B

 ∑
l∈Γnor

ikiηα(l)Eα(l, k)

 eσB, (5.43)

I4,4 =
∫ 1

τ
dσ e(1−σ)B

 ∑
l∈Γnor

ηα(l)Eα(l, k)

σ (c∗(ikiηs) − c(ikiηs) + iσIm⟨ηs, ikiηs⟩) eσB,

(5.44)

I4,5 = 2i
∫ 1

τ
dσ e(1−σ)B

 ∑
l∈Γnor

ηα(l)Eα(l, k)

∫ σ

0
da e(1−a)BIm⟨ikiηs,Rσ−a⟩k,αe

aB. (5.45)

We approach each term similarly to (5.16).
For I4,1, it holds

∥I4,1ψ∥

≤ C
∑

l∈Γnor
|ηα(l)|

∫ 1

τ
dσ (1 − σ)∥

(
∥ηs∥ ∥(N + 1)e(1−σ)BEα(l, k)eσBψ∥ + C∥ηs∥2∥Eα(l, k)eσBψ∥

)
≤ C∥ηs∥

∑
l∈Γnor

|ηα(l)|
∫ 1

τ
dσ (1 − σ)∥

(
eC∥ηs∥(1−σ)∥(N + 3)Eα(l, k)eσBψ∥ + C∥ηs∥ ∥Eα(l, k)eσBψ∥

)
≤ C∥ηs∥MN− 2

3 +δ
∑

l∈Γnor
|ηα(l)|

∫ 1

τ
dσ

(
(1 − σ)eC∥ηs∥(1−σ) + C∥ηs∥

)
∥(N + 3)2eσBψ∥

≤ C∥ηs∥MN− 2
3 +δ

∑
l∈Γnor

|ηα(l)|
∫ 1

τ
dσ

(
(1 − σ)eC∥ηs∥(1−σ) + C∥ηs∥

)
eC̃∥ηs∥σ∥(N + 5)2ψ∥

(5.46)

≤ CMN− 2
3 +δ

∑
l∈Γnor

|ηα(l)|
(
(1 − τ)eC∥ηs∥(1−τ) + C∥ηs∥eC∥ηs∥

)
∥(N + 5)2ψ∥ (5.47)

where we used Lemma A.4 and Lemma 5.1 in the first inequality, Lemma A.3 in the third
inequality and Proposition 2.6 in the second and forth inequality. Therefore using

∫ 1
0 (1 −

τ)ey(1−τ)dτ = y−2 ((y − 1)ey + 1) yields∫ 1

0
dτ ∥ηs∥

√ ∑
k∈Γnor

∑
α∈Ik∩Il

∥I4,1ψ∥2 (5.48)

≤ CMN− 2
3 +δ

(
(∥ηs∥3 + ∥ηs∥ − 1)eC∥ηs∥ + 1

)
∥(N + 5)2ψ∥ (5.49)

where we used
∑

α∈Il

(∑
l∈Γnor |ηα(l)|

)2
≤
∑

l′,l∈Γnor ∥η(l)∥l2∥η(l′)∥l2 ≤ C∥η∥2 by Lemma 5.1.
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For I4,2, it holds

∥I4,2ψ∥

≤ C∥ηs∥MN− 2
3 +δ

∑
l∈Γnor

|ηα(l)|
∫ 1

τ
dσ
∫ 1−σ

0
da ∥(N + 3)eaBEα(l, k)eσBψ∥

≤ C∥ηs∥
(
MN− 2

3 +δ
)2 ∑

l∈Γnor
|ηα(l)|

∫ 1

τ
dσ
∫ 1−σ

0
da eC∥ηs∥a∥(N + 5)2eσBψ∥

≤ C
(
MN− 2

3 +δ
)2 ∑

l∈Γnor
|ηα(l)|

∫ 1

τ
dσ(eC∥ηs∥(1−σ) − 1)eC̃∥ηs∥σ∥(N + 8)2ψ∥

≤ C∥ηs∥−1
(
MN− 2

3 +δ
)2 ∑

l∈Γnor
|ηα(l)|eC∥ηs∥(1−τ)∥(N + 8)2ψ∥ (5.50)

where we used Cauchy-Schwarz with (5.16) and Lemma 5.1 in the first inequality, Proposition 2.6
and Lemma A.3 in the second inequality. Therefore it follows∫ 1

0
dτ ∥ηs∥

√ ∑
k∈Γnor

∑
α∈Ik∩Il

∥I4,2ψ∥2

≤ CM2N− 4
3 +2δ(eC∥ηs∥ − 1)∥(N + 8)2ψ∥ (5.51)

The term I4,3 is estimated similarly to (5.16) by

∥I4,3ψ∥ ≤ C∥ηs∥−1MN− 2
3 +δ

∑
l∈Γnor

|ηα(l)|(eC∥ηs∥ − eC∥ηs∥τ )∥(N + 3)ψ∥ (5.52)

and therefore ∫ 1

0
dτ ∥ηs∥

√ ∑
k∈Γnor

∑
α∈Ik∩Il

∥I4,3ψ∥2 ≤ CMN− 2
3 +δ∥(N + 3)ψ∥. (5.53)

Similarly for I4,4, we estimate

∥I4,4ψ∥

≤ CMN− 2
3 +δ

∑
l∈Γnor

|ηα(l)|
∫ 1

τ
dσ σ∥N (c∗(ikiηs) − c(ikiηs) + iσIm⟨ηs, ikiηs⟩) eσBψ∥

≤ C(∥ηs∥ + ∥ηs∥2)MN− 2
3 +δ

∑
l∈Γnor

|ηα(l)|
∫ 1

τ
dσ σ∥(N + 1)2eσBψ∥

≤ C(∥ηs∥−1 + 1)MN− 2
3 +δ

∑
l∈Γnor

|ηα(l)|
(
eC∥ηs∥ + (1 − C∥ηs∥τ)eC∥ηs∥τ

)
∥(N + 3)2ψ∥

≤ C(∥ηs∥−1 + 1)MN− 2
3 +δ

∑
l∈Γnor

|ηα(l)| eC∥ηs∥∥(N + 3)2ψ∥ (5.54)

using
∫ 1

τ dσ σeyσ = y−2 ((y − 1)ey − (τy − 1)eyτ ) and therefore∫ 1

0
dτ ∥ηs∥

√ ∑
k∈Γnor

∑
α∈Ik∩Il

∥I4,4ψ∥2

≤ CMN− 2
3 +δ(∥ηs∥ + ∥ηs∥2)eC∥ηs∥∥(N + 1)2ψ∥. (5.55)
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For I4,5, we estimate

∥I4,5ψ∥ = ∥2i
∫ 1

τ
dσ e(1−σ)B

 ∑
l∈Γnor

ηα(l)Eα(l, k)

∫ σ

0
da e(1−a)BIm⟨ikiηs,Rσ−a⟩k,αe

aBψ∥

≤ CMN− 2
3 +δ

∑
l∈Γnor

|ηα(l)|
∫ 1

τ
dσ
∫ σ

0
da ∥N e(1−a)BIm⟨ikiηs,Rσ−a⟩k,αe

aBψ∥

≤ C∥ηs∥MN− 2
3 +δ

∑
l∈Γnor

|ηα(l)|
∫ 1

τ
dσ
∫ σ

0
da eC∥ηs∥(1−a)

( ∑
α∈Ik

∥(N + 3)Rσ−a
α (k)eaBψ∥2

)1/2

≤ C∥ηs∥M2N− 4
3 +2δ

∑
l∈Γnor

|ηα(l)|
∫ 1

τ
dσ
∫ σ

0
da eC∥ηs∥(1−a)(eC∥ηs∥(σ−a) − 1)∥(N + 8)2eaBψ∥

≤ C∥ηs∥M2N− 4
3 +2δ

∑
l∈Γnor

|ηα(l)|
∫ 1

τ
dσ
∫ σ

0
da eC∥ηs∥eC′∥ηs∥σe−C′′∥ηs∥a∥(N + 10)2ψ∥

≤ C∥ηs∥−1M2N− 4
3 +2δ

∑
l∈Γnor

|ηα(l)| (eC∥ηs∥ − eC∥ηs∥τ )∥(N + 10)2ψ∥. (5.56)

where we used (5.38) in the third inequality. Therefore we obtain∫ 1

0
dτ ∥ηs∥

√ ∑
k∈Γnor

∑
α∈Ik∩Il

∥I4,5ψ∥2 ≤ CM2N− 4
3 +2δ∥(N + 10)2ψ∥. (5.57)

Taking the five bounds together we finally obtain

∥I4ψ∥ = ∥2i
3∑

i=1

∫ 1

0
dτ Im⟨ikiηs, ∂yi

{
W1−τ (ηs)R1−τ

α (k)Wτ (ηs)
}

⟩k,αψ∥

≤ C

∫ 1

0
dτ

5∑
n=1

∥ηs∥
( ∑

k∈Γnor

∑
α∈Ik∩Il

∥I4,nψ∥2
)1/2

≤ CMN− 2
3 +δ

(
(∥ηs∥3 + ∥ηs∥ − 1)eC∥ηs∥ + 1

)
∥(N + 8)2ψ∥ (5.58)

Combining (5.36), (5.37), (5.39) and (5.58) with ψ ≡ ϕ⊗ Ω yields the desired final result of

∥
(
∆yW (ηs)

)
ψ∥ ≤ C(∥ηs∥ + ∥ηs∥4)(eC∥ηs∥ + 1). (5.59)

Similarly to (5.36) and (5.37), we further estimate the second term of (5.24)

∥∇yW (ηs) · ∇yψ∥

=∥
3∑

i=1

{
(c∗(ikiηs) − c(ikiηs) + iIm⟨ηs, ikiηs⟩)W (ηs)

+ 2i
∫ 1

0
dτ Im⟨ikiηs,R1−τ ⟩k,αWτ (ηs)

}
∂yiψ∥

≤C
(
(∥ηs∥ + ∥ηs∥2)eC∥ηs∥ + (∥ηs∥2 + ∥ηs∥4)

) 3∑
i=1

∥∂yiϕ∥ + CMN− 2
3 +δeC∥ηs∥(eC∥ηs∥ − 1)

3∑
i=1

∥∂yiϕ∥

≤ C(∥ηs∥ + ∥ηs∥4)(eC∥ηs∥ + 1)
3∑

i=1
∥∂yiϕ∥. (5.60)

Therefore in total for all t ∈ R

∥∆yW (ηt)ϕ⊗ Ω∥ (5.61)

≤ C

{
(∥ηs∥ + ∥ηs∥4)(eC∥ηs∥ + 1) +

3∑
i=1

(
(∥ηs∥ + ∥ηs∥4)(eC∥ηs∥ + 1)∥∂yiϕ∥ + ∥∂2

yi
ϕ∥
)}

. (5.62)

■
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6. Proof of Corollary 3.9
Proof of Corollary 3.9. We observe that by the inverse triangle inequality it holds

∥R∗e−iHtRψ − e−iH̃efftψ∥

≥ ∥eiP (t)W (ηt)ψ − e−iH̃efftψ∥ (6.1a)

− ∥e−iHefftψ − eiP (t)W (ηt)ψ∥ − ∥R∗e−iHtRψ − e−iHefftψ∥. (6.1b)

The second line (6.1b) is be bounded from below by bounds of order o(1) from Theorem 3.1
and Theorem 3.4. Therefore it is sufficient to show that the first line (6.1a) is large.

The first line (6.1a) can be explicitly estimated by the same approach as in the proof of
Theorem 3.4. That is use Duhamel’s formula, commute all cα(k)-operators with W (ηs) and
collect the error terms via Lemma 2.3:(

eiH̃effteiP (t)W (ηt) − 1
)
ψ

= i

∫ t

0
ds eiH̃effseiP (s)

{(
H̃eff − Epw

N + 2Im(ν̇s) − Im⟨ηs, η̇s⟩
)
W (ηs)ψ − i∂sW (ηs)ψ

}
(6.2)

= i

∫ t

0
ds eiH̃effseiP (s)

{(
h0 − c∗(hy) − c(hy)

)
W (ηs)ψ + Error

}
(6.3)

= i

∫ t

0
ds eiH̃effseiP (s)

{
−W (ηs) (c∗(hy) + ⟨ηs, hy⟩ + ⟨hy, ηs⟩)ψ + h0W (ηs)ψ + Ẽrror

}
(6.4)

with
∫ t

0 ds Error = Error1 + Error2 from (5.13) and where we also commuted c∗(hy) and c(hy)
with W (ηs) such that the new error term is of the form

Ẽrror :=
∑

k∈Γnor

∑
α∈Ik

(
ϵα(k)c∗

α(k) − eisϵα(k)
)

(hy)α(k)W (ηs)Rα(k)ψ

−
∑

k∈Γnor

∑
α∈Ik

W (ηs)Rα(k)∗(hy)α(k)ψ

− 2i
∫ 1

0
dτ W1−τ (ηs)Im⟨η̇s,R1−τ ⟩k,αWτ (ηs)ψ (6.5)

Note that Ẽrror is s-dependent even though we did not include the dependence explicitly in the
notation.

We employ the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, insert our previous finding with the triangle in-
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equality and use that e−iH̃effs is unitary to estimate

∥eiP (t)W (ηt)ψ − e−iH̃efftψ∥

= ∥
(
eiH̃effteiP (t)W (ηt) − 1

)
ψ∥ ≥

∣∣∣∣⟨ψ, (1 − eiH̃effteiP (t)W (ηt)
)
ψ⟩
∣∣∣∣

=
∣∣∣∣∫ t

0
ds⟨e−iP (s)e−iH̃effsψ,

(
H̃eff − Epw

N + 2Im(ν̇s) − Im⟨ηs, η̇s⟩
)
W (ηs)ψ − i∂sW (ηs)ψ⟩

∣∣∣∣
≥
∣∣∣∣∫ t

0
ds⟨ψ, eiH̃effseiP (s)W (ηs) (c∗(hy) + 2Re⟨hy, ηs⟩)ψ⟩

∣∣∣∣
−
∫ t

0
ds
∣∣∣∣⟨e−iP (s)e−iH̃effsψ, Ẽrror + h0W (ηs)ψ⟩

∣∣∣∣ (6.6)

≥
∣∣∣∣∫ t

0
ds⟨ψ,

(
1 + eiH̃effseiP (s)W (ηs) − 1

)
(c∗(hy) + 2Re⟨hy, ηs⟩)ψ⟩

∣∣∣∣
−
∫ t

0
ds
{

∥Ẽrror∥ + ∥h0W (ηs)ψ∥
}

(6.7)

≥
∣∣∣∣∫ t

0
ds {⟨ψ, c∗(hy)ψ⟩ + 2Re⟨hy, ηs⟩}

∣∣∣∣
−
∣∣∣∣∫ t

0
ds⟨
(
eiH̃effseiP (s)W (ηs) − 1

)∗
ψ, (c∗(hy) + 2Re⟨hy, ηs⟩)ψ⟩

∣∣∣∣
−
∫ t

0
ds
{

∥Ẽrror∥ + ∥h0W (ηs)ψ∥
}

(6.8)

≥ 2
∣∣∣∣∫ t

0
ds Re⟨hy, ηs⟩

∣∣∣∣− (
∥c∗(hy)ψ∥ + 2 sup

s∈[0,t]
|Re⟨hy, ηs⟩|

) ∫ t

0
ds∥

(
eiH̃effseiP (s)W (ηs) − 1

)
ψ∥

− t sup
s∈[0,t]

{
∥Ẽrror∥ + ∥h0W (ηs)ψ∥

}
(6.9)

where we used ⟨ψ, c∗(hy)ψ⟩ = 0 since c(hy)ϕ⊗ Ω = 0.
The three parts of the above inequality (6.9) can be bounded in the following:
Firstly, the error term can be bounded with (5.23) and analogously to (5.21) and (5.22):

sup
s∈[0,t]

{
∥Ẽrror∥ + ∥h0W (ηs)ψ∥

}
≤ CλkFMN− 2

3 +δ(fC(κkFt) − 1) + Cβ
(
log [f1(κkFt)] + log [f1(κkFt)]4

)
(fC(κkFt) + 1)

≤ CQV (κkFt) max{λkFMN− 2
3 +δ, β} =: d ∈ O(max{λkϵ

F, β}) (6.10)

using that for all t ∈ [0, T ] with T ∈ O(τ) it holds κkFt ∈ O(1).
Secondly, the prefactor of the integral term is bounded by Lemma A.4

∥c∗(hy)ψ∥ + 2 sup
s∈[0,t]

|Re⟨hy, ηs⟩|

≤ ∥hy∥∥(N + 1)1/2ψ∥ + 2 sup
s∈[0,t]

∑
k∈Γnor

∑
α∈Ik

1 − cos(sϵα(k))
ϵα(k) |(hy)α(k)|2 (6.11)

≤ ∥hy∥ + 2
κkF

∥hy∥2 ≤ CλkF
(
∥V̂ ∥ + κ−1λ∥V̂ ∥2) =: α. (6.12)
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Thirdly, we want to show that the remaining term |
∫ t

0 dsRe⟨hy, ηs⟩| is large:∣∣∣∣∫ t

0
dsRe⟨hy, ηs⟩

∣∣∣∣ =

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0
ds Re

∑
k∈Γnor

∑
α∈Ik

e−isϵα(k) − 1
ϵα(k) |(hy)α(k)|2

∣∣∣∣∣∣
=

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0
ds Re

∑
k∈Γnor

λ2V̂ (k)2 ∑
α∈Ik

e−isϵα(k) − 1
ϵα(k) nα(k)2

∣∣∣∣∣∣
= πλ2k2

F
κkF

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0
ds Re

∑
k∈Γnor

V̂ (k)2 e
−i2κkF|k|s − 1

2κkF|k|s

∣∣∣∣∣∣
{

1 + O
(
M

1
2N− 1

3 +δ +N−δ
)}

(6.13)

where we used that the sum over α is approximated similarly to (A.2) by integrating over the
half sphere∑
α∈Ik

e−isϵα(k) − 1
ϵα(k) nα(k)2 = 2π

∫ π/2

0
dθ e

−is2κkF|k| cos θ − 1
2κkF|k| cos θ cos θ sin θ

{
1 + O

(
M

1
2N− 1

3 +δ +N−δ
)}

= i
2πk2

F
2κkF

e−i2κkF|k|s − 1
2κkF|k|s

{
1 + O

(
M

1
2N− 1

3 +δ +N−δ
)}

. (6.14)

Therefore we obtain∣∣∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0
ds Re

∑
k∈Γnor

V̂ (k)2 e
−i2κkF|k|s − 1

2κkF|k|s

∣∣∣∣∣∣ =

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑

k∈Γnor
V̂ (k)2

∫ t

0
ds1 − cos(2κkF|k|s)

2κkF|k|s

∣∣∣∣∣∣ . (6.15)

Note that it is well-known that for all x > 0 it holds cos(x) < 1−4x2/π2 and thus 1−cos(x) ≥
4x2/π2 for all x ∈ (0, π/2) . Also it holds for all x > π/2 that∫ x

π
2

1 − cos y
y

dy = ln(x) − ln(π2 ) + Ci(π2 ) − Ci(x) ≥ ln(x) − ln(π2 )

since Ci(π/2) > 0 and Ci(π/2) ≥ Ci(x) for all x ≥ π/2. Thus we obtain∫ x

0

1 − cos y
y

dy ≥ χ(x > π

2 )
{∫ π

2

0

4y
π2 dy +

∫ x

π
2

1 − cos y
y

dy
}

+ χ(x ≤ π

2 )
∫ x

0

4y
π2 dy (6.16)

= χ(x > π

2 )
{1

2 + ln(x) − ln(π2 )
}

+ χ(x ≤ π

2 )2x2

π2 (6.17)

which is a differentiable lower bound.
Therefore we find

2
∣∣∣∣∫ t

0
ds Re⟨hy, ηs⟩

∣∣∣∣
≥ 2πλ2k2

F
κkF

∑
k∈Γnor

V̂ (k)2

2κkF|k|

(
χ(2κkF|k|t > π

2 )
{1

2 + ln(2κkF|k|t) − ln(π2 )
}

+ χ(2κkF|k|t ≤ π

2 )2(2κkF|k|t)2

π2

){
1 + O

(
M

1
2N− 1

3 +δ +N−δ
)}

=: bt + td (6.18)

with d ∈ O(MN− 2
3 +δ) defined in (6.10) and

ḃt = πλ2k2
F

κkF

∑
k∈Γnor

V̂ (k)2
(
χ(2κkF|k|t > π

2 ) 1
2κkF|k|t

+ χ(2κkF|k|t ≤ π

2 )8κkF|k|t
π2

)
− d > −d.

(6.19)
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In total, we can re-write the inequality (6.9) for gt := ∥
(
eiH̃effteiP (t)W (ηt) − 1

)
ψ∥ as the

following integral inequality
gt ≥ bt − α

∫ t

0
dsgs (6.20)

with bt and α defined in (6.18) and (6.12), respectively.
Claim. We can bound gt from below for all t ≥ 0 by a differentiable map ht which obeys the
initial value problem

ht = bt − α

∫ t

0
dshs with h0 = 0. (6.21)

Proof of claim. Assume for the proof by contradiction ∃t0 > 0 : ht0 > gt0 and set I ⊆ R>0 as
largest open interval satisfying t0 ∈ I and ht > gt for all t ∈ I. Note that since ht is differentiable
such an open interval exists. It holds t1 := inf I > 0 since h0 = 0 = g0 and for all t ∈ I

ġt ≥ ḃt − αgt > ḃt − αht = ḣt

and therefore ∫ t0

t1
ġsds >

∫ t0

t1
ḣsds =⇒ ht1 − gt1 > ht0 − gt0 > 0.

Thus we obtain the desired contradiction to t1 being the inf of the largest set satisfying ht >
gt. ■

The solution of the initial value problem (6.21) is uniquely given by

ht = e−αt
∫ t

0
ḃse

αsds. (6.22)

Consequently it holds by inserting (6.19)

ht = e−αt
∫ t

0
ḃse

αsds

= πλ2k2
F

κkF

∑
k∈Γnor

V̂ (k)2e−αt
∫ t

0

(
χ(2κkF|k|s > π

2 )eαs 1
2κkF|k|s

+ χ(2κkF|k|s ≤ π

2 )eαs 8κkF|k|s
π2

)
ds+ d(e−αt − 1) (6.23)

≥ πλ2kF
κ

∑
k∈Γnor

V̂ (k)2
{
χ(|k|t ≤ π

4κkF
)8κkF|k|
α2π2

(
e−αt + αt− 1

)
+

+ χ(|k|t > π

4κkF
)8κkF|k|
α2π2

(
e−απ/(4κkF|k|) + απ

4κkF|k|
− 1

)}
+ d(e−αt − 1)

(6.24)

≥ λ2k2
F

α2π

∑
k∈Γnor

V̂ (k)2|k| min
{
f(t), f

( π

4κkF|k|
)}

+ d(e−αt − 1) (6.25)

with f(t) :=
(
e−αt + αt− 1

)
defining a non-negative monotonically increasing function. Since

d ∈ O(MN− 2
3 +δ) we obtain the desired result that (5.20) has a lower bound of order 1. ■
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A. Estimates within the bosonization framework
In this section we collect all relevant estimates of the bosonization framework which was first
developed in [BNP+19, BNP+21a, BNP+21b, BPSS23] in the semiclassical regime. In addition
to the references we provide brief proof sketches in order to stress the dependence of the coupling
constants.

Lemma A.1 (Approximation of nα(k), [BNP+21b, Lemma 5.1]). For N2δ ≪ M ≪ N
2
3 −2δ and

k ∈ Γnor, α ∈ Ik it holds

nα(k)2 = 4πk2
F

M
|k · ω̂α|

(
1 + o(1)

)
.

Note that |k · ω̂α| > N−δ by construction of Ik.

Lemma A.2 (Approximation of
∑

α∈Ik
nα(k)2). For N2δ ≪ M ≪ N

2
3 −2δ and k ∈ Γnor it holds∑

α∈Ik

nα(k)2 = k2
F|k|π

{
1 + O

(
M

1
2N− 1

3 +δ +N−δ
)}

.

Proof. It holds from [BNP+19, Proposition 3.1]

nα(k)2 = k2
F|k|σ(pα)uα(k)2

(
1 + O(M

1
2N− 1

3 +δ)
)

with cos θα := |k̂ · ω̂α| ≡ uα(k)2. Choose φα for the azimuth angle of ωα. We estimate the α-sum
by an appropriate surface integral over the patch pα∣∣∣∣∫

pα

dσ cos θ − σ(pα) cos θα

∣∣∣∣ ≤ sup
ω̂(θ,φ)∈pα

∣∣∣∣ d
dθ cos θ

∣∣∣∣ sup
(θ,φ)∈pα

|θ − θα|σ(pα)

≤ CM− 3
2

where we used |θ − θα| ≤ CM− 1
2 and σ(pα) ≤ CM−1 by the patch construction. Note that the

integral over S̃ :=
⋃

α∈Ik
pα which excludes a collar of width N−δ can be approximated by an

integral over the half-sphere S∣∣∣∣∫
S̃

dσ cos θ −
∫

S
dσ cos θ

∣∣∣∣ < C
(
N−δ +M

1
2N− 1

3
)

which can be calculated explicitly∫
S

dσ cos θ = 2π
∫ π/2

0
dθ cos θ sin θ = π.

Thus in total we obtain with the triangle inequality and |k| < C∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑

α∈Ik

nα(k)2 − k2
F|k|π

∣∣∣∣∣∣ =

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑

α∈Ik

nα(k)2 − k2
F|k|

∫
S

dσ cos θ

∣∣∣∣∣∣
≤ Ck2

F|k|
(
M

1
2N− 1

3 +δ +M− 1
2 +N−δ +M

1
2N− 1

3
)

≤ Ck2
F|k|

(
M

1
2N− 1

3 +δ +N−δ
)
.

■
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Lemma A.3 (Estimates on the CAR error term, [BNP+21b, Lemma 5.2]). For k′, k ∈ Γnor

and α ∈ Ik, β ∈ Ik′ the error term Eα(k, k′) as defined in (2.22) satisfies Eα(k, k′) = Eα(k′, k)∗,
commutes with N and for all γ ∈ Ik ∩ Ik′ it holds for all ζ ∈ F

|Eγ(k, k′)|2 ≤
∑

γ∈Ik∩Ik′

|Eγ(k, k′)|2 ≤ C
(
MN− 2

3 +δN
)2
,

∑
γ∈Ik∩Ik′

∥Eγ(k, k′)ζ∥ ≤ CM
3
2N− 2

3 +δ∥N ζ∥.

Lemma A.4 (Pair operator bounds, [BNP+21b, Lemma 5.3]). It holds for all k ∈ Γnor and
ψ ∈ F , f ∈ l2(Ik):

(i).
∑

α∈Ik
∥cα(k)ψ∥2 ≤ ∥N

1
2ψ∥2

(ii).
∑

α∈Ik
∥cα(k)ψ∥ ≤ M

1
2 ∥N

1
2ψ∥

(iii).
∑

α∈Ik
∥c∗

α(k)ψ∥ ≤ M
1
2 ∥(N +M)

1
2ψ∥

(iv).
∑

α∈Ik
∥c∗

α(k)ψ∥2 ≤ ∥(N +M)
1
2ψ∥2

(v). ∥
∑

α∈Ik
fαc

∗
α(k)ψ∥ ≤ ∥f∥l2∥(N + 1)

1
2ψ∥

(vi).
∑

α∈Ik
c∗

α(k)cα(k) ≤ N

Lemma A.5 (Error of linearized of kinetic energy, [BNP+21b, Lemma 8.2]). It holds for k ∈
Γnor, α ∈ Ik and all ψ ∈ F

[H0, c
∗
α(k)] = 2κkF|k · ω̂α|c∗

α(k) + Elin
α (k)∗

with ∑
α∈Ik

∥Elin
α (k)ψ∥2 ≤ C

(
κN

1
3M− 1

2
)2

∥(N + 1)
1
2ψ∥2

∑
α∈Ik

∥Elin
α (k)ψ∥ ≤ CκN

1
3 ∥N

1
2ψ∥.

Proof. Observe that

[H0, c
∗
α(k)] = 1

nα(k)
∑

p∈Bc
F∩Bα,p−k∈BF∩Bα

∑
l∈Z3

[
e(l)a∗

l al, a
∗
pa

∗
p−k

]
= 1
nα(k)

∑
p∈Bc

F∩Bα,p−k∈BF∩Bα

(e(p) + e(p− k)) a∗
pa

∗
p−k

= 2κkF|k · ω̂α|c∗
α(k) + Elin

α (k)∗

One makes the identification Elin
α (k) ≡ cg

α(k) representing a weighted operator with

g(p, k) = e(p) + e(p− k) − 2κkF|k · ω̂α| = κ|p|2 − κ|p− k|2 − 2κkF|k · ω̂α|

= κ
(
2k · (p− kFω̂α) − |k|2

)
where we used e(p) as defined in (2.8). The bound follows from [BNP+21b, Lemma 5.4] which
depends on ∥g∥l∞ . This can be estimated by using diam(Bα) ≤ CN

1
3M− 1

2 such that |g(p, k)| ≤
CκN

1
3M− 1

2 . ■
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Lemma A.6 (Error of bosonized kinetic energy, [BNP+21b, eq. (8.6)]). It holds for k ∈ Γnor,
α ∈ Ik and all ψ ∈ F

[DB, c
∗
α(k)] = 2κkF|k · ω̂α|c∗

α(k) + EB
α(k)∗

with ∑
α∈Ik

∥EB
α(k)ψ∥2 ≤ C

(
κkFMN− 2

3 +δ
)2

∥(N + 1)
3
2ψ∥2,

∑
α∈Ik

∥EB
α(k)ψ∥ ≤ CκkFM

3
2N− 2

3 +δ∥(N + 1)
3
2ψ∥,

Proof. It holds EB
α(k) = 2κkF

∑
l |l · ω̂α|E∗

α(l, k)cα(l)χ(α ∈ Il) and therefore∑
α∈Ik

∥EB
α(k)ψ∥2

≤
∑

α∈Ik∩Il

( ∑
l∈Γnor

||2κkF|l · ω̂α|E∗
α(l, k)cα(l)ψ∥

)2
≤ CκkF

∑
α∈Ik∩Il

( ∑
l∈Γnor

||E∗
α(l, k)cα(l)ψ∥

)2

≤ CκkF
∑

α∈Ik∩Il

( ∑
l∈Γnor

CMN− 2
3 +δ||N cα(l)ψ∥

)2

≤ CκkF
(
CMN− 2

3 +δ
)2 ∑

α∈Ik∩Il

∑
l∈Γnor

∑
l′∈Γnor

∥cα(l)(N − 2)ψ∥ ∥cα(l′)(N − 2)ψ∥

≤ CκkF
(
CMN− 2

3 +δ
)2

∥(N + 1)
3
2ψ∥2

where we used in the second line l ∈ Γnor bounded, Lemma A.3 in the third line, N cα(l) =
cα(l)(N − 2) in the fourth line and Cauchy-Schwarz and Lemma A.4 in the last line.

The second statement simply follows from Cauchy-Schwarz. ■

Lemma A.7 (Approximation of patch decomposed operators). It holds for all k ∈ Γnor

∥
(
b(k) −

∑
α∈Ik

nα(k)cα(k) + h.c.
)
ψ∥ ≤ C(N

1
3 − δ

2 +N
1
6M

1
4 )∥(N + 1)

1
2ψ∥.

Proof. We show that the inequality derived in [BNP+21b, eq. (4.10)] holds here independent
of our adjustments. The proof in [BNP+21b, eq. (4.10)] makes use of a decomposition of the
uncovered Fermi surface

U :=
(
Bc

F ∩ (BF + k)
)

\
⋃

α∈Ik

(
Bα ∩ (Bα + k)

)
into Y = {p ∈ U : e(p) + e(p − k) ≤ 4κN

1
3 −δ}. Although the decomposition depends on the

kinetic energy the final bound is independent of the kinetic energy coupling κ. The condition
e(p) + e(p− k) ≤ 4κN

1
3 −δ is chosen to imply p̂ · k̂ ≤ CN−δ due to |p| ∼ N1/3 and |k| ∼ 1. Thus,

one derives |U\Y | ∈ O(N1/3M1/2) which gives the bound on U\Y with Cauchy-Schwarz. For
the bound on Y insert the bound (see [BPSS23, eq. (4.10)])∑

p∈Bc
F∩(BF+k)

1
e(p) + e(p− k) ≤ Cκ−1N

1
3

into ∑
p∈Bc

F∩(BF+k)
1 =

∑
p∈Bc

F∩(BF+k)

4κN
1
3 −δ

e(p) + e(p− k)

canceling the κ-dependence. In total we end up with the same inequalities. ■
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Lemma A.8 (Estimate of non-bosonizable terms, [BNP+21a, eq. (4.6)]). It holds for E as
defined in (2.9b) the following estimate for all ψ ∈ F

∥Eψ∥ ≤ Cλ∥V̂ ∥1∥Nψ∥.
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