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Effective Polaron Dynamics of an Impurity
Particle Interacting with a Fermi Gas

Duc Viet Hoang* Peter Pickl

June 13, 2024

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 kg, we prove that the effective dynamics is generated by a
Frohlich-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 A = 1 and masses of order 1
for time scales of order kp L. second to the case of A = kp 1 and a heavy Fermi gas
with masses of order kr 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 Frohlich 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 1 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 Frohlich-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

H' = (-A,) ® 1+ 12 Dg + &(h,) (1.1)

with (—A,) describing the kinetic energy of the impurity particle, D describing the kinetic
energy of the excitation field and ®(hy) = ¢*(hy) + c(hy) the linear coupling between impu-
rity particle and excitations. The operators ¢* and ¢ describing this excitation field coincide
with those introduced in a series of pioneering studies on the correlation energy of interacting
fermions [BNPT19, BNPT21a, [BNP'21b]. We note that an effective Hamiltonian of a similar
type to 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(n;)¢ ® Q where W is the Weyl
operator which is simply parameterized by a function 7. An explicit expression for n; 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 ®(h,) 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 [JMPPI17, [JMPI8, IMP21] 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 A := T3 := R3/(27Z3). The system is described by a
state in the Hilbert space L%(A, dy) ® Hy with Hy = L2(A)*Y where y is the coordinate of the
impurity particle and {x;};=1,. n are the coordinates of the fermions. The Hamiltonian of the



system is given by

N N
Hy = —5Ay+nZ(—A$i)+)\ZV(1‘i —v) (1.2)
i=1 i=1

and parameterized by the coupling constants 3, k, A > 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, —A, = —A, ® 1 for the Laplacian acting on the impurity
particle. The interaction V is assumed to have a Fourier transform V with compact support
satisfying V (k) = V(—k) for all k € Z3. Tt is well-known that under this assumption the
Hamiltonian defines a self-adjoint operator which generates by Stone’s theorem the unitary
time evolution e Hn?,

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

i—1y = Hyiy, Yo € L*(A, dy) @ Hjy- (1.3)

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

_exp(ikz)

— : 2
keBp
We choose the initial state to be of product form
Yo(yi o1, .. on) = d(y) © Qo(z1, ... TN), (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 kg to be our parameter of the system in the
sense that the particle number is defined as

N = N(kp) == |Bp|, Bp:={keZ®:|k| <kp}, (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 IV of gas particles
due to the following relation

47

which is a consequence of Gauss’ counting algorithm.

kp = (3)1/3Né +0(1) (1.7)

1.2. Scaling regimes

In the following, we present the choices of 3, x and A we are aiming for, and discuss the physical
meaning of the couplings.

e The coupling A models the coupling strength between the Fermi gas and the impurity. For
small A we expect a decoupling between the gas and the impurity in the sense that the time
evolution given by does not entangle an initial state of product form ¢ ® €2g. Such a
result was shown in [MP21] with 8,k =1 and A = ky Y2 _ N=% in three dimensions and
[JMPP17, [IMP18] with 8 = k = A = 1 in two dimensions.

e The couplings 5 and x determine the order of the kinetic energy of the impurity and Fermi
gas respectively.



e In addition, it is important to discuss on which time scales results hold. Define 7 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(1).

Our results hold for the following set of couplings
S={(B,r,A\,7): BT €0(1), k=X, MkpT € O(1)} C Réo. (1.8)

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

Fermi time dynamics k = A =1, § = kgb with b > -1, 7 = kb?l

In this setting the kinetic energy of the Fermi gas and the interaction term are chosen indepen-
dent of the the Fermi momentum kg and, in particular of the particle number N. In return the
considered time scale is t € O(kp') and therefore short for large kp. Planck’s constant 7 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 = %k% of the impurity particle might depend on kr and represent for b € (—1,0) and
large kr 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
k = A = 1, however, allowing only for shorter timescales of 7 = kg 1=9 for a § > 0. This seems
compatible since we are not interested in a free time evolution of the impurity particle. The
times t € O(kp!) are on the time scale of the fermions near the Fermi surface, which typically
have a momentum of kp.

Heavy fermion regime x = \ = kF_l, = k:gb with b >0, 7=1

In this setting, we identify the couplings x and [ with the masses of the fermions and the
impurity particle, respectively. More concretely, the fermion mass is m = %k‘p and the mass of
the impurity particle is mjyp = %k% where the factor % is chosen for convenience. Since we are
interested in large kg, this case corresponds to a heavy Fermi gas setting where the impurity
particle has a relative mass ratio of /5 depending on b > 0. The coupling strength A 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 A = N~ ~ kg 3. Planck’s constant £ is set to be 1
in this case and is particularly independent of the number of gas particles.

Semiclassical regime xk = \ = k;g, = kF_b withb>1,7=1

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

N N
ihoypy = <h2ﬁ/(_Ay) + 02 (=Ag) A V(wi - y)) Wb (1.9)
i=1 =1

with h = k12 = \1/2 = kp ! The fermion mass is given by m = 1 /2 and mass of the impurity
particle mimp = 4 -1 = %k:%l with & > —1. The time evolution is therefore given by the operator
U, = e *Hnt/h_ Since the time scale 7 = 1 is absorbed by the factor t/h is of order kF Since we
are interested in kg > 1, the interpretation is that the system is considered in the semiclassical
regime with A < 1. Such a semi-classical regime with h = kg ! 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 7 = 1 and give some remarks
how the results can be translated to the semiclassical setting.

Note that the effective Hamiltonian is expected to be of order % here such that the exponent of the time
evolution operator is of order 1.



2. Preliminaries

2.1. Second quantization

It is convenient to consider L?(A,dy) ® Hy as N-particle sector of L?(A) ® F with the fermionic
Fock space F constructed over L%(A). This way, we have access to the powerful formalism of
second quantization with the fermionic creation operator a; 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)

Vp,q € Z° : {ay, ag} = dpg; {ap,aq} = 0= {a,,a,}. (2.1)

Furthermore we introduce the fermionic number operator N := >_pezs apap and the vacuum €2
satisfying a,2 = 0 for all p € Z3.
We lift our N-particle Hamiltonian Hy to Fock space as

H=-pA,+k Z \k2afar, + A Z V(k)eikya;ap,k (2.2)
:":ho kez3 k,pez?
=:Hkin =V

which agrees to Hy if restricted to L?(A,dy) ® Hy. We denote by (-,-) the inner product on
L%*(A,dy) ® Hy and by || - || the induced norm if not stated otherwise.

We will mostly use the abuse of notation A = 1 ® A as operator on L?(A) ® 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 Q¢ = [[cp, a;f? 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
* c
‘AR = {a’f KREBE  po . (2.3)
arp ,k € Bp
It is easy to check that the map is well-defined, unitary and satisfies R~! = R* = R.
With this, we can re-write the initial state representing a non-interacting impurity
particle and a Fermi gas as

ho=020 = (10 R)(¢0Q) = Ry. (2.4)

Later on, we will mostly use the product state ¢ = ¢ ® Q of the impurity and the vacuum
instead of 1)y.
Furthermore, we define
EX =k > |k]> = (RQ, Hy, RQ) (2.5)
keBrp

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 = —8A, +
HK® +V yields



Ho = R'H"R - EYY =k 3 [k"R"aj RR"ar.R — EY (2:6)

kez3
=r Y |kPParaj +r > |k[Pajar — EY' (2.7)
ke Bg ke Bg,
k> ke B¢
= Z e(k)ajay with e(k) == {Iﬂ | ) F (2.8)
hens —kl|k|* ,k € Bp.
Similarly, we can see that
R'VR=X Y V(k)e™R*a;RR a,_ 1R
k,peZ3
=A Z Z V(k)e*aya, 1, + A Z Z V(k)eikya;a;_k (2.9a)
kez3 p—keBg, keZ3 pEBE,
pEBF p*k)EBF
A Y V(k)eikyapa;,k A Y V(k)eikya;ap_k. (2.9b)
keZ3® pEBr, kez3 peBg,
p—kEBr p—keBE

For later purposes we shall introduce for ¢ € I2(Z3) the short-notation

b(p) = Z m Z Ap—jQp, (2.10)

kez3 PEBE,
p—k€EBp
)= 3 elk) Y atal (2.11)
kez3 pEBE,
p—kEBF
We can then write . .
R*HR = —pBAy + Hy + b"(h) + b(h) + & (2.12)

with h(k) = hy (k) = AV (E)e™* and £ is given by the terms of (2.9b)) since

Z Z V(k)eikyapap,kzz Z V(k)e*as rap

kez3 p—keBg, keZ3 pEBE,
PEBR p+kEBr
_ 9 —iky
= Z Z V(k)e "™a,_rayp (2.13)
kez3 peBE,
p—kEBp

where we used that V(—k) = V (k).

2.3. Almost-bosonic operators and patch decomposition

Our effective description of the microscopic system described by 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
[BNPT19, BNP"21a, BNPT21b, 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]



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 N suppV

rnor .— {(kl,k'g,kg) €73 NsuppV 1 ks >0V ks =0,ks >0V ks =kz =0,k > 0} (2.14)

allowing the decomposition I'°" Lj (—I'"°T) = Z3 N suppV.
The construction works as follows:

(i). Choose the number M of patches satisfying

Ly, (2.15)

N¥ « M < Ni 2 §¢ (0, ;

Equivalently, we can also write the condition as M = N with § € (0,1/6) and ¢ €
(2,4 — 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 § and ¢ will be taken later.
(ii). Define equal-area disjoint patches p, centered around w, € S? as follows
o p; is spherical cap of area 4w /M,
o decompose remaining semi-sphere into v/ M /2 collars,
¢ leave corridors of width 2R := 2 suppV between adjacent patches,
¢ define patches of southern semi-sphere by reflection k& — —k.
iii). For given k € I'™" define the index set Zj, := Z;” UZ; consisting of north and south patch
k k
indices
IF={ac{l,...,M} | k& > N7, (2.16)
I, ={ac{l,...,M} | k-&y < —N"°}. (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 § > 0 coincides with the parameter in step 1.

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

(k) = b5 (£k), na(k) =ma(£k) <= a €I (2.18)
with 1
b (k) = > aray_y, (2.19)

ma (k) PEBSNBap—keBpNBa

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

()= D D nalk)cy(k) (2.20)

kelmor el

with inner product (n,¢) == Y geruor Yaer, Ma(k)pa (k) for all n, o € Bpepnor 1*(Zi).
The following statements hold as a consequence of the above construction.



o The surface area of a patch satisfies o(p,) € O(1/M).

o The Canonical Anticommutation Relations (CAR) are satisfied up to an error term (see
[BNPT19, Lemma 4.1]): It holds for all ¥,k € T"" and o € Iy, B € Iy

[ca(k), ca(K)] = [c4(k), 5 (k)] = 0, (2.21)

[Ca(k‘), ck (k/)] = 5&,,3 (5k,k/ + 5a(]€, k/)) (222)

satisfying &, (k, k) <0, E4(k, 1) = Ea(l, k)* and

2

Yy € F: \|5a(k7k/)¢H < m

N3] (2.23)

o The almost-bosonic operators change the number operator by two (see [BNPT19, Lemma
2.3]) in the following sense

ca(K)N = (N +2)cq (k). (2.24)

o The normalization constant satisfies (see [BNP™19, Proposition 3.1])
Ak? .
ne(k)? = TF’k - @al(1+0(1)). (2.25)

Also note that the summation in the definition of the almost-bosonic operators ¢} (k) and
¢o (k) involves only finite sets. Unlike in the exactly bosonic case our almost-bosonic operators
therefore inherit boundedness from the fermionic constituents which satisfy |la;| = ||ax| = 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*(n) — ¢(n) defines for all n € @jepnor 1>(Zx) a bounded operator and satisfies
B = —B*, the exponential operator e? is well-defined and is unitary.

Definition 2.1. Define for n € @jcpnor [?(Z);) the Weyl operator

W(n) =eP = ¢ m—c(n), (2.26)
If n = 7Y is additionally a bounded multiplication operator for each y € R?, we call W (n)¢ ® Q
a coupled coherent state with ¢ @ Q € L?(A,dy) @ Hy.

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

Wn)e @ Q = IP2e g o {1,0, 0. }

:€||n2/26c*<n>{¢, 0,...,0,... }

77®2¢ n®n¢ }
\/ﬁ,...,m,...

i.e. the coupled coherent state corresponds to a superposition of different particle number. Later
on , the terms c¢*(n) and c(p) with the function (1)a(k) = (n¥)a(k) = e* ¥, (k) will take the
role of interaction term with an multiplication operator acting on ¢. Thus the occurrence of ¢
in each component of the vector representation stresses the coupling between the L? function
¢ and the bosonic n-particle state via the interaction 7.

:e—llnsll2/2{¢, ne, (2.27)



In the following we show that well-known properties of the Weyl operator (cf. for example
[BPS16l, Chapter 3] or [FZ17, Appendix A]) hold up to certain error terms.

Lemma 2.3 (Approximate shift property). Let 1,6 € @pernor 2(Z) and Wy(n) = e*B =
A=A for all X € [0, 1], then it holds

W) e(§)Wa(n)
Wi(n)" e (E)Wa(n)

c(€) + A& m) + (€. RN ka,
(&) + M, &) + (RY, Epa

with the short-hand notation

ERMpa= D D &lk) (2.28)

keTmor aeT,,
and a \-dependent error term R\ (k) == fo/\ dr e ™8 (X cpner N0 (D)Ea(l, k) e with R == R

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 &, (k,l) = &, (I, k)* for all [,k € T™°" and « € Z N Z; from
Lemma [A:3] and therefore

A
l):/o dr e ™8 (Z E (1, k)n, (k gw()) B (2.29)

kel"nor
A
Al = / dre ™ > &) & (K, 1) (2.30)
0 kel"nor
For £ = 7 the above equations coincide, i.e.
0, RMka = (RY M ka (2.31)

from which it follows immediately that (¢*(n)—c(n))Wa(n) = Wi(n)(c*(n)—c(n)), i.e. [B,Wx(n)] =
0.

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

[CV( )\B /\B/ dr e B ), ] TB

= e)‘B/D dr e 7B (nv(l)—k Z ny(k)gy(k:,l)) e™B

keFﬂO!’
= My (1)er? + AP R(1) (2.32)
Since ¢(§) = Y pernor Yonez,, Eal(k)ca(k) is linear the result follows from the above identity. W

The following statement shows that W (n)¢ @ Q corresponds to a distribution to the Fock
space with expectation approximately being 2||n]|?.

Proposition 2.5 (Expectation of the number operator). Let ¢ = ¢ ® Q € L?(A,dy) ® Hy,
then it holds for all n € @pernor *(Zy)

W ) AW ) = 20l +4 [ GNG (1, R a)



Proof. Using W*W = id yields for all ( € L*(A,dy) ® Hy with ||¢[| =1

(WS NW (0)¢) = (W), IV, W(n)]Q) + (¢, NC). (2.33)

We use Duhamel’s formula to calculate
N, eB] = eP /1 dr e BN, Ble™
= 2¢8 /dTGT (n) +¢(n)) e™?
= 2e / dr e ™8 (B + 2¢(n)) e™®
= 2¢PB + 4eP /0 dr e ™ Be(n)e™ (2.34)

where we used [NV, ¢ (k)] = 2¢%, (k). Therefore

WG, IV WJe) =206, BO) +4 [ ar (e elmper™¢
= 2(C,BO) + 2l + 4G, en)Q) +4 [ drlG, (R eal) (235)

where we used the shift property Lemma and that e”? is unitary

(e78¢,e(n)e™P¢) = (€7P¢, [e(n), e™P1C) + (¢, e(n)C)
= TH77H2 + <<7 <777 R>k,a€> + <C7 C(TI)Q (236)

Inserting (2.35]) and ( into ( we obtain
1
(WmCGNWm)C) = 2]nl? +2(¢, (" (n) + e(m) ¢) + (¢, NC) + 4/0 dr(¢, (1, R")k.aC)- (2:37)

The desired result holds for ( = ¢ ® Q since ¢(n)¢p @ Q = 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 n € @jcpnor 12(Zk), there exists a
constant C' > 0 such that it holds for all T € [—-1,1],n € N and ¢ € L*(A,dy) ® Hy

(€™B¢, (N + 1)me™Be) < eClmiiTlic (N + 3)7¢).

Proof. The proof works analogously to the proof of Proposition [£.1] with a Gronwall argument
and B instead of H* which is given later. Note that

N, B] = [N, c*(n) 1=2 > > nalk)(ci(k) + calk)) (2.38)

kemor o7y,

where we again used (2.24)). The result is than obtained by using the same estimates with [|n]|
taking the role of || hy||. [ |

We will later consider time-dependent functions 7; which are differentiable in t with n;, 7, €
@Djcrnor 12(Zy;) for each t € R. In this context, we are interested in the time derivative of the
almost-bosonic Weyl operator W (n;) which can be calculated by the following statement:

10



Lemma 2.7. Let 0y € @jcpnor 12(Zk) be differentiable in t with derivative 1y € @jepnor 12 (Zi)
for all t € R. Then it holds for allt € R

O () = (") i) + iTmin, ) W) +2 [ d7 Wiy oy ()l R W)

with the shorthand notation Im(A, Bk o == —% 3 pcpmor >oaet, (An(k)Ba(k) — By (k) Aa(k)) -
Proof. For arbitrary s € R it holds

T=1 1
W(ns)*0sW (ns) = e "B:9,e™5s 0= / dr 0, (67T35856T35>
= 0
1
= / dr {—Bse_TBSaseTBS + e_TBsasaTeTBS} (2.39)
0
1
= dr{ —Bse "B50,e™Bs + ¢ B9, ( Bye™Ps 2.40
o (B.7)} (2.40)
1
= / dr {—Bse_TBSé?seTBS +e TBs (0sBs) e Bs 4 e_TBSBsaseTBS} (2.41)
0
1
_ / dr e~ 755 (9,B,) e™Px. (2.42)
0
Thus

1
W (ns) = / dr e(1-7)Bs (05 Bs) o7 Bs
0

1 1
= / dr (0sBs) 1= BsomBs | / dr [e(l_T)BS, 8SBS} e Bs (2.43)
0 0
1
= (9:B,) P + / dr =75 9B, | 7P, (2.44)
0
With
0sBs = 0s{c"(ns) — c(ns)} = " (ns) — c(s) (2.45)

from the linearity of ¢(ns) it follows

{e(l_T)BS, 3533} o™ Bs

= { W1y (06, € ()] = (W) (ms), €)] } Wi (ms) (2.46)
— Wl (ns){(l ) s 1s) — (1= 7) (s ) (2.47)

(10 R — <R“,m>k,a}WT<ns> (2.48)
= W(ns) (1 — 7)2iIm(is, 0s) + 20W (1 _py () I (s, RY e a W (105). (2.49)

Inserting the above identity yields

O (1) = (¢ () = )+ il 1)) W () 21 [ dr Wy i RA )W)

(2.50)
|

3. Main results

3.1. Effective time evolution

We are now focusing on the effective time evolution of the initial state ¥g = Ry = ¢ ® RS} €
L2(A,dy) ® Hy, 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

T BA+ S S alk)h(K)ealk) + BRY

kernor CYGIk

+A Y > Vik)eMng (k )<c;(k)+ca(—k)> (3.1)

kermor ocTy,

be our effective Hamiltonian with e, (k) = 2kkp|k - wo| and EY" as defined in ([2.5). We
introduce for all £ € I'™°" and o € 7,
(hy)a(k) = AV (k)e*n, (k). (3.2)

Note that the effective Hamiltonian acts on the components of the Hilbert space L?(A, dy) QHy
in the sense that we can write

H = (—B8A,) @1+ 1D + &(h,) + EY (3.3)
with ®(hy) = c*(hy) + c(hy) and

S Y (hyalk) cik), (3.4)

kermor ey,

Z Z W ca(k), (3.5)

kermor qeTy,

Z Z ea(k)cs(k)ca(k)  with eq(k) = 26kp|k - wa (3.6)

kermor o7,

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 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~ " Ry with the effective time evolution e_iHthl/J
in Hilbert space norm:

Theorem 3.1 (Effective dynamics of the system). Let (8,k,\,7) € S as defined in (L.8)) and
€ > 0 small. Then it holds for the number of patches M = N?0~¢ with § = %—5 for a sufficiently
small € > 0 and the initial state 1 = ¢ ® Q € L*(A,dy) @ Hy that there is a Cy > 0 such that
forall N e Nandt >0
. e _1.,
HR*esztRw _ o~ ﬁtwu <Oy (ecv)\kpt _ 1) kF it )

Remark 3.2. The above result holds also in the semiclassical regime, i.e. for § = ky b with b € R
and A = k = ki € O(h?), in the form of

. e _1.,
| B R — e < O (9= 1) e (3.7)

That the same estimate is obtained is based on the fact that Akp/h 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 k # A as long as k/A+ (k/\)? € o(kzl/4 5) This includes in particular
the choice of Kk =1 and A 2 k;l/g and 7 < kzlj/

o The coupling § can be chosen as 3 = kg b 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

P = ePOW(n)e 0 Q (3.8)
with P(t) = 2Im(v¢) — ER't — Im /t ds(ns, ns) (3.9)
0
with the choices of
e—isea(k) -1 e—isea(k) ~1 "
(ns)a(k) 3:(773)@<k) = W(%)a(k) = W)\V(k)na(k)ez Y, (3.10)
e (k) 4 jse, (k) —
(1,0 = S O = o (3.11)

for all k € T"", a € Ty Due to (ns) (k) = —ie‘i“a(k)m%(%)a(k‘) and Lemma [A.2| the
norm is bounded for all s € R

1/2 . R
= (X X 10 WF ) < min { VAT OM ankes, VER V2 log(rkes +2)}
kelmor aeTy,
(3.12)

as shown later in Lemma [5.1] and similarly

1/2
= X % I, 0F) (3.13

kcmor o ey,

In particular, it holds (no,v0) = (0,0) and lim,_)—0(ns,vs) = (—isp,0) and therefore 1y =
¢ ®€). Thus, as mentioned before, n = 7Y as defined in corresponds to an interaction term
with a bounded multiplication operator acting on L?(A,dy). The state ¢y = ¢"OW ()¢ @ Q
can therefore be seen as a time-dependent coupled coherent state.

The following theorem states that v; approximately corresponds to the effective time evolution
generated by Hef,

Theorem 3.4 (Effective coherent dynamics). Let (3, k,\,7) € S as defined in and € >0
small. Consider the initial state 1) = ¢@Q € L2(A, dy) @Hy with 33— (||0y, 6 + 107.0]]) < ¢ <
oo for a constant ¢ > 0. Then it holds for the number of patches M = N2°=¢ with § = % — ¢ for
a sufficiently small € > 0 that there exists a constant Cyy > 0 and a function Qv : R>og — R>q
monotonically increasing with Qv (0) = 0 such that for all t > 0

ety — e POW (]| < Cyv Qv (kpt) max{rkf, B}t

with P(t) given by (3.9) and n; given by (5.16]).

Remark 3.5. Note that above upper bound is indeed meaningful in the sense that the bound
is small for (B, k, A\, 7) € S, i.e. for t, kkpt € o(1). In particular, this includes the semiclassical
regime for § = k:gb withb>1and kK = A = k1§2

e~y — PN (1, )| < Cy Qv (rket /B)t/hmax{kk, 5}

Note that also in this case ||, /3| is of order 1 due to Akp/h € O(1). Also note that the function
Qv is explicitly constructed in the proof.
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Remark 3.6. Note that 1, as coupled coherent state, does not include the kinetic energy term
B(—=Ay) of the impurity particle. This is because S(—A,) generates non-trivial correlations
making the coherent state form generally inapplicable. However, if 5 is sufficiently small, the
approximation is expected to be valid. In Lemma it is shown that ||A,W (n)¢ ® Q|| is of
order 1 and therefore 8 can be chosen to be of much larger order than k.

Remark 3.7. We emphasize that due to the explicit formulation of the coupled coherent state
provided in , we can quantify the number of collective excitations over time. More con-
cretely, using Proposition the term ||n;|%, which is calculated in Lemma 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 ||7¢]|? offers insight into the quasi-particle formation process. As displayed in Figure
on page [14] the graph shows a parabolic growth followed by a logarithmic increase as qualitative
feature.

70 4

60+

50 +

40 -

30 4

204

10 A

Figure 1: Plot of |1 using Lemma H with constant V and A\ = x = ket

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

—iHef i
le™ ey — e POW ()|
= || — BT it il [ dsio )y Yy | (3.14)
t 1 HIE 3 W . . .
= || [ ds e e {(HT  BRY <+ 21m(i) — i, n)) W (1) = 0W (v } || (3.15)

t
< [ dsl (5 — BRY + 2tm(52) — I 1) W ()0 = 0. ()] (3.16)

If the collective operators ¢ (k) and c,(k) would be exactly bosonic, i.e. the CCR holds
without error, we can use the shift property Lemma of the Weyl operator to commute ¢, (k)
to the vacuum €2 with the cost of some inner product terms. In this case we observe with the
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short-hand notation c*c(€) = Y pcrnor Dqe7, €a(k)cy(k)ca(k) and by applying Lemma [2.7| that

(BT — ER + 20m (i) — i {¢" (1) — () } ] W (ns)0
=lho + c"c(€) + c* (hy) + c(hy) + 2Im(vs) + c*(—ins) — c(ins) | W (ns)¢ @ Q
:[ho + ¢ (ens) + ¢ (hy) + (hy,ns) + 2Im(vs) + c*(—ins) — (in)s, 773>]W(775)¢ ®
=hoW (n;)¢ © €2 (3.17)
is exactly vanishing up to the kinetic energy term hg of the impurity particle since 7; as defined
in solves the ODE en; + hy = i1; and v, as defined in 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

Heff = HET — ¢ (hy) — c(hy) = B(=Ay) + > 3 ealk)ch(k)calk) + ERY (3.18)
kermor aeT,
be the effective Hamiltonian without the annihilation term from the linear coupling.
Corollary 3.9. Let (8,k,A\,7) € S as defined in (1.8) and T € O(1). Under the assumptions

of Theorem@ there exists a monotonically increasing function C' : R>g — R>o such that for
allt € 10,7

. N Tof _l
|R*e¢ ™ Rep — et > Cpon(t) — O <max{kF Y ﬁ}> '

In particular it holds Cy; \(t) € O(1) for all t € [0,T] with T € O(T).

Remark 3.10. The result also holds for the semiclassical regime with Kk = A = kg Zand t — t/h.
The lower bound Cj; x(t/h) 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 ¢(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 . In particular, when comparing
the non-bosonizable terms of the microscopic interaction term one might think that those
terms should be generally the bosonizable terms . However, the key observation is that
the time evolved state is close to a coupled coherent state as shown in Theorem 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
eff . . . .

state ¥y, = e H T p@0). 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 (X kr) = CXkp such that it holds for allt € R,n € N and ¢ € L*(A,dy) @ Hy

(7, (W 1yme By < enCORR (g (N 4 3)").

Remark 4.2. In the semiclassical regime it holds for A = k:}?2 ~ N73 that C(A\ kp) ~ h and
therefore the exponential bound in

<€—iHeﬂt/hw, (N + 1)ne—iHeﬂt/hw> < enC’(A,lﬁ:F)t/ﬁ<¢7 (N + 3>nw>
is of order 1 for times ¢t € O(1).
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Proof. We want to use Gronwall’s lemma and therefore estimate the derivative

i0y (e ) (N + 3)"e—iHe“t¢>‘
n—1
<[(e ™, YTV 4 BY N ET W 4 3)r ey
7=0
n—1
=12 37 3 (hy)alk) D (e, (N +3)7 (k) — calk)) (N + 3)" T Lem MMty (41)
kel'mor aeldy, 7=0

We split the difference of (cf(k) — cqo(k)) and consider the term with ¢ (k) first. Insert

here id = (M + 1)2 "7 (W + 1)7H173 between (N 4 3)7 and ¢ (k) and use the commutation
Nk (k) = ¢(k)(N + 2) to obtain

(N + 35 (k)N +3)" 71 = (N + 3 (N + 1) 51 (k) (N + 3)%. (4.2)

We introduce the notation &; == (N +1)2 1I(NV + 3V e~ H ) and € := (N + 3)ze~H ™ty
to estimate

S hath) e )
7=0

kelmor aeTy,

<D Dy !ZHCa &1 €l

kermer acTy,

. 1/2n—1 12
<on Y v<k>|<zna<k>2) S (X leabigsl?) 1)
kel'mor a€Ly 7=0 “a€Iy
n—1
<CNer 3 [V(R)| 3 INY2gIE]
kernor j=0

n—1
<CNeg ||V Y- IV + Dl €]
j=0

<Cnkp ||V |1 (e H (N + 3)me gy (4.3)

where we used Lemma and Lemma in the fourth line and the operator inequality
N2 < (N +1) in the fifth line. Note that |k| < C for all k € [™r.

The second term with co(k) can be treated by inserting id = (M 4 1)2 /(N + 1)~ 2 and
using the commutation cq (k)N = (N + 2)cq (k).

(N +3)ca(k)N +3)" 77 = (N +3)3cq(B)(N + 1) 2 (N + 3)" 7L, (4.4)
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We introduce the notation x; = (N 4 1)772 (N + 3)n—i—le— My,

n—1
Do D (ylalk) D€ calk)xs)
7=0

kermor el

-y ¥ r<hy>a<k>r”i leat) 1 €]
=0

kermor qeTy,

1/2n-1

<on 3 VWi X nah?) Z(Z||ca<k>xj-||2)l/2||é||

keDnor €Ty, j=0 N o

n—1
<Cxep S (VRIS N2 €]
keTnor =0
n—1

<OV Y- IV + Dl €]l
j=0

<Cnkp || V|1 (e By, (W + 3)re B0y, (4.5)

Altogether it follows with the Gronwall’s lemma that
(e_iHeﬂtw, N+ 3)”e_iHEHt¢) < exp (CnAke||V]18) (¢, (N + 3)") (4.6)
which is the desired result with since |[V|); < 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 allt € R and ¢ € L*(A,dy) ® Hy

[1(Ho — D)e™ ™™g — (B — D)
< C(1+rAT)RNT (CORI 1) (M7E (W + 3)yl| + ke MN (W +3)%0)  (47)

with C(\, kg) from Proposition [{.1]
Remark 4.4. Note that in the case of ¥ = ¢ ® Q it holds (Hy — Dp)y = 0 and ||(N + 3)%¢|| =
9 < C. Also note that (ec()"kF)t - 1) = Mkpt + O((\kpt)?).

Remark 4.5. Also here the above inequality holds in the semiclassical regime with A =k = kg 2
in the form of

(B0 — Dp)e=""thy) — | (Eo ~ D)y
< C(1+ KA DN ( COkR)E/h _ ) (M—% (N + 3)8[| + kp MN 1N + 3)%;])
with C'(\, kp)t/h ~ 1 for times t of order 1.
Proof. 1t holds
00(Bly — D)™™y |2
_ ‘at<e*iHeﬁf¢, (Ho — Dg)2e "ty
= (e My, [(Ho — Dp)2, BTy
= [(e 7"y, ((Ho — Dp)[(Ho — D), HM] + [(Ho — D), H(Hy — D) ) e~ 1))
< 2|(e”™"*y, (Ho - Dp)[(H — Dp), He~™"y)|
2]|(Ho — D)™™ || |[[(Ho — Dp), HTe 7ty (4.8)

IN
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and make use of

[(Ho — D), c; (k)] = €3 (k)" — €Z(k)* = €a(k)*, (4.9)
[(Ho — Dp), ca(k)] = —€a(k) (4.10)
to arrive at
[(Ely — D), B = [(Ho — D), ¢*c(e) + " (hy) + c(hy)] (4.11)
= <€a C(E)>k,o¢ - <C(6)7 6>k,oz + <€7 hy>k,a - <hfy7 €>k,a (412)

with the short notation (A, Bk = > pernor 2onez, An(k)Ba(k).
Bounds for the error terms are readily provided in Lemma[A 5and Lemma[AZ6 of the appendix

3 e Emwl? < ¢ (sN3AE) W+ 12, (4.13)
a€Ty
S I€BmWIP < € (rheMN75) N + 1) 30 (4.14)
€Ty

Furthermore use the bounds Y-, 7, ¢ (k)ca(k) <N, eq(k) < Crkp and that eB(k), €lin(k), co (k)
all annihilate exactly two fermions to estimate
<€fiH°fftw, (HO _ DB)<C(€), @lin _ €B>k7a67iH°Ht¢>
<2 X !<ea<k>ca<k></v + 1)72(Hy — Dg)e ™y, @ (k) (N + 1)1/ 2T )|

kelmor aeTy,

+ 30> [(ealk)calR)WN + 1) 72 (Hy — Dg)e ™y, @B (k) (N + 1)1/2e )| (4.15)
keInor oeTy,
- 1/2
< 3 (S lealBealm)+ 172 (B — B)e )

kel"nor aEIk

1/2
x{(eresg“(k)(NH)”%“HF%HZ) (3 e+ 1y e Ty }

a€cly a€ly
(4.16)
<Cribpl|(Ho — Dp)e = | { N3 M3 ||(W + 1)e | + nke MN 3| +1)2e g}
(4.17)
<Cr N3 |(Ho — Dp)e ™™ || (MW + D)e ™ )| + ke MN T +1)2 7y
(4.18)

Analogously, the term (c(e), €)j o can be treated. The other terms can be estimated similarly
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using |(hy)a (k)| < CA[V (E)||na(k)| and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality with (A1)

<€—iHeﬂtw’ (HO _ DB><€HH o @B’ hy>k;7a€_iHeﬁtw>
<CA Z ‘V(kﬂ Z ‘<na(/€)(HO _ ]D)B)eﬂ'HCH,%p7 @gn(k)efiHCHtwﬂ

kel nor OZEZk
N A
kel'mor Q€T
SO |[(Ho = De)e™ 9 |v<k>l{(Z||e;n<k>e—z vI?)
keInor acly

’ ( 2 “€5<k>eiﬂ°ﬁtwii2)u2}

a€Ty

<ON|[V|| 1| (Bl — DB)eiH"“twu{ﬁMéNé IV + 1) 3 ey
-245 3 _iHeff
+ ke N 4 1)he ) |
—1art —iHef 1 —iHeft
<CrAkpM™2N3||(Hp — Dp)e YIS [NV +1)2e Y|
3 Ar—146 3 —iHeT
+ kpM2 NN +1)2e wu}.

Thus we derive

0/l (Ho — D)e~ Mty
<CrApM 2N ([|(V + 1>e—iHe“w|| + ke M2 N7 (W 4 1)2eH )
+ ONeprN T ([N + 1) 2e | 4 g MEN TN 4 1) 2y
<CRpNG (ORI (W 4 3)]| + kp M2 N~IHOCNR (A7 4 3)2y] )
+ CrAkp NS (e3CM (W 4 3) 200 + ke MNP0 OOR (A 1 1)39)])
which corresponds to the integrated version
1(Ho — Dg)e™ || — ||(Ho — Dp)w|
<CRAATIMTENT (COM 1) ([ + 3)l| + kM2 NIV + 3)2])
+ CRM 3N (COMI 1) (N +3) 298| + kM2 N~ (W + 1)2 9]
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

HR*efthRw . e*iHeﬂth — ”Rw _ ethRefiHeﬁtwu
¢ .
iy / ds ¢ (HR — RH)e~E sy
0
t -
< [ ds [(RER - BT 5y
0

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

RHR — H = —BA, +Hy + b*(hy) + b(h,) + EX' + & — HH

=Hp — Dg + b*(hy) — c*(hy) + b(hy) — c(hy) +E. (4.31)
The interaction terms can be approximated in the sense of Lemma [A 7}
(6" (hy) = c*(hy)) el < X3 (VR [(b(R) = D na(k)ealk)]
keenor a€Ty,

< OANF||[V[1(N~% + N~ M3 (N + 1)39]].

Therefore by combining the bounds from Proposition with (Hy — Dp)Y = 0, Lemma
with ||[V|1 < C and Proposition 4.1/ we obtain

”R*ef’thRw _ e*iHCffth
¢ —iHefTs ! —iHes
< [ ds 8 —Dp)e =) + [ ds ey
t %7 * —iHeftg t 7 —iHeffs
 [as (5 ) = ) =l 4 [ ds | (bly)  clhy) e o)
0 0
t
<C(1+rAN VNS (M—%|y(/\/+3)¢u+kFMN—1+5H(N+3)2¢H)/ ds (O 1)
0
t e
—l—C’)\/ ds [N e H sy
0
1 ) 1 1 t 1 mreff
+ CANs (N2 +N’€MZ)/ ds [|[(N + 1)2eH 5qp|
0
<O+ kATYRATING (k' M2 [V + 3)yl| + MN T (W + 3)20][) (e“M! — Akt — 1)
+ Ch |V + 3)y| (Mt - 1)
+ Chg ' NS(N™3 4 NTEMD) | +3) 20 (¢ 1)
< CC||(N + 3)%| (GCW - 1) . (4.32)
The prefactor is given by

¢ = max {(1 + A D EA kg I NE (M—% T kFMN—1+5) kgt kg NS (N73 4+ N—%M%)}
(4.33)
— N3+ N5+

where we used k = A and M = N¥with 2 < a < Z —2and 6 € (0,%). It holds C < N-1te
for § = % — &,a = 2 + £ with a sufficiently small & > 0. |

5. Proof of Theorem 3.4
We first collect some useful observations on the function 7, in the following statement:
Lemma 5.1. Let 1, be defined as in (3.10) for N < M < N%_%, then it holds for all s € R

2 _ TN V(k)*
”nSH - I€2 Z |]€|

kel'nor
x {1+ g(rkelkls) O (MEN=3%0 4 N2) 1.

{log(2kkp |k|s) — Ci(2kkpk|s) 4~}
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where g : R — R>q s a function independent of kr and monotonically increasing.

Furthermore, define f : R x R — R by (y,x) — fy(z) == min{e®?, (42 + 2)%} with a =
V2r|Va,b = /&||[V()Y?||o. Then there exists a C > 0 independent of kg such that for
A=kK,co > 0 and kp sufficiently large

1nsl] <log (f1(rkrs)),
ecolnsll < r. (kkps).

Remark 5.2. Note that f, is for all y > 0 monotonically increasing with f,(0) = 1. The same
bounds hold also for 7,/ in the semiclassical regime with A = kg 2,

Proof. Recall that by definition it holds

N sin (eq(k)s/2
Il = > 3 1), B =X X VR na<k>(()p> (5.1)
kelmor o €T, kgInor a€Ty €a
=5k
with €, (k) = 2kkp|k - wa|. We will first approximate Sy and then give a upper bound.
Firstly, we approximate the a-sum Si by an integral by identifying
na(k)? = kE|klo (pa)ua(k)? (1+ O(MEN"34)) (5.2)

with cos 0y = |k - &u| = ua(k)? analogously to Lemma Thus, we calculate the half-sphere
integral as approximation for Sy

2 Tr/2 sm (kkp|k|scosf)? |
Sk = /<;2‘/€’/ dcp/ cos 6 sinf ¢

sin(kkp|k|su)?
/€2|]€| 0 u

{log(2kkr|k|s) — Ci(2kkp|k|s) + v} + & (5.3)

+&

o
 k2k]

with total error €& = & + & + &3 consisting three terms: the error & from (j5.2)), the error &
from approximating the discrete variables 8, by continuous 6 given by

sin(kkp|k|s cos 0)2 sin(kkp|k|s cos0,)2
&= / do ( Cos|9 ! —(Pa) ( c|os|9 :
: 2
< sup d sin(kkp|k|s cos6) sup 10— 0a] o (pe)
(6,0)po | 40 cos § (0.9)€pa
< C(kkp|k|s)2M ™3 (5.4)

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

AU ) ot

a€ly

sin(kkp|k|s cos 0)?

£ = sup < Crkplkls (N + MENT3). (5.5)

Thus with the triangle inequality

T .
Sk — peral {log(2kkp|k|s) — Ci(2kkrp|k|s) + ’y}’

C

S {MzN—§+5 + (kkp|k|s)2M ™2 + kkp|k|s (N—fS + M%N—%)} _ (5.6)
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We will now give an estimate for Si by approximating

sin(az)? 11— cos(2az) < {ozzzr ,2ax € [0,7/2]
=71
20 > /2

x 2 T L
X

where we used 1 — 22/2 < cos(z) for all z € [0, 7/2]. Therefore

27 /1 dusin(mkp\k|su)2
0

K2 || u
271' 1 9 1
< w2k du § (rkelkls)*u x(2kkp|klsu < 7/2) + —x(26ke|k|su > 7/2)
0
< 2m 1du {(K,k? |k:\s)2u (u < L) + 1 (u > W)}
~ w2[k[ Jo : X\ = Akkp|k|s u X 4rkp|k|s
2w 1 e 2 T T
= 2 I ks (— ) tog (— )V (1> T
"12“{?| {2(H F’ ‘8) (4/{',]43F|]€|S) 08 <4f€]€pk|8)} X( > 4/€kF|]€’S)
2 1 T
—— —(kkplk|$)? x(1 < ————
T e 2 helkls) K _4nkp|k|s)
2 2 T
— 2TF] {32 — log() +log(4/<;k:plk|s)} X(Fakp|k:|s > Z)
2 1 9 T
+ g ke lkls)? x (ke lkls < )
21 . 1 9
< 7/£2|k| min 5(!‘6]{3F|/€|5) Jog(4kkplk|s +1) ¢ . (5.7)

Note that log(4kkp|k|s + 1) < log(4kkrs+ 1) + log |k| using $2* < log(4z +1) for all z < 2 and
|k| > 1 for all k € Z3. Thus, for A = x

Ins)> < 27 >~ [V (k)[* min
kez3

< 2mmin {[[V()/2[(Nkrs)?/2, [V (log(drkes + 1) + 1)} (5:8)

(kkps)? k log(4kkr|k|s + 1)

Thus by using /= +y < v/ + /y and \/log(z + 1) < log(z + 2) we obtain the desired

Ins]| < min {brkps, log(4rkes +2)* + a} (5.9)
ccollns|l < min {eCOkaFS7 €% (4rkps + 2)coa} (5.10)
with a = V27| V|2, b := /7| V (-)1/?|o. .

Lemma 5.3. It holds for all s e R, ne N, ¢ € F
(i) Lernor I1E["ns(k) |z < Cllns|l,

(ii). (ns, |k["ns) < Cllns|?,

(idi). || ([k["ns)pll < Cllns|| [V + 1)

Proof. For the inequalities, we observe that for n € Ny it holds

S k@l = Y B Ima®R) =X T k@IS0 (541)

keI'mor keImor a€ly kel'mor
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Since by assumption ||(-)"V||; is bounded for each n € N, the first statement follows. The
second statement simply follows from the same calculation and recalling that (ns,|k|"ns) =
S kernor Saet, |E["|na(k)|?. The third statement follows from Lemma and

e (M)l < >0 1 Y0 KM na(k)ea ()l < 32 Ik nsB) |V + DY) (5.12)

ker‘nor O(GIk kel"nor

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

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

e . t
e~y — POV ()| < / ds||hoW (1s)¢ @ Q| 4+ Error; + Errors. (5.13)
0

We will first estimate the error terms and then subsequently treat the hg term in a separate
lemma. We give an explicit expression for the first error term using Lemma on the approx-
imate shift property applied to cq(k) in the c¢*c(e), c(hy) and c(in),) terms. Thus, the error of

is given by
Error; —/ ds > > {ea +(1_ez‘sm(k))m} W(ns)Ra (k). (5.14)

kemer a7,

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

t 1
Errorg := —2i/ ds/ dr Wl_T(T]S)ImO?S,R177>k,aWT(175)1/J
0 0

t 1
52/ ds/ dret=7) { Z Z e B (n Y (KYRLT (k)
0 0

kermor oy,

+ Z Z Rl 7' * —ZSEa(k)(hy)a(k)}eTBd}. (515)

kermer a7y,

Firstly, we show that the term R) (k)i = fo’\ dr e B (X crmor Mo (D)Ea(l, k) €™P1 as defined in
Lemma constitutes indeed a small error. We estimate

> 2 IRy

lermor T,

<3 > (3 o 1dr||57<k,Z>eTBw||)2

leTnor yeTyNT, \ kelnor

< 0 (MN=33(Il )| + )’ (5.16)

2
whete we used Yoer, (Seermr 1alB)]) < T sermr (0l ) < Clal? by Lemma
Bl and

1
| drlie; e (5.17)
1 ) 1
< / dr(e™Py, €y (k, D)Pe™Py)/* < CMN—3+ / dr(e Py, N2eBy)!/? (5.18)
0 0

1
< CMN=H [ eI (0 4 3)p] < Cllay| 71! - DMNTERIW + )] (5.19)
0
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which follows from e™? is unitary in the first inequality, Lemma in the second inequality

and Proposition 2.6] in the third inequality.
Secondly, we estimate

> 2 lleatk)ePRak)]

kermor e,

1
<> > dT||cz<k>e<1—T>B(z naa)ea(z,k)) |

kelmor o ey, le'nor

1
< /0 dr 3 )] lleh(k)Eall K)e B

k,lel'mor aeZ NI

s flar TS a0l e, el e

k,leTmor o eTy,NT

1 1/2 )
< N30 [ar (v + 0FerBui?) PN i [ar (- el
0 0

1 1/2
Xl [ar(X X IRamE LR

keI'nor leTmor aeZ, NI
< OMN=3F(CIl 1) ||(N + 3) 29| + CMN3H(CIl — | = DN + 3)
+OMENTSF (M — 1) (A 4 3)%|
< CM2N=39 (Ll — 1)||(\ + 3)20]|. (5.20)

where we used [cf,(k), ] = —An,(k)er? — erMR, (k) from Lemma the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality for the a-summation, Lemma [A-3]in the third inequality and in the fourth inequality

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

|Error; || < /Ot ds Z Z I {ea(k)cZ(k) +(1— eiSea(k))<hy)a<k)} eBR (k)|

keImor oeTy,

< Cky /Otds S S e B)ePRa (R

kermor acTy,

won [ s Y V0] Y Ina(b)ePRa(k)o]

keTmor €Ty

< Oy /Otds S Y e R)ePRa (R

kermer a7y,

; A 1/2
worke [[astVi( XX IRathy?)

kermor ey,
9 t
< CﬁkFMN*W/ ds (€Il — )|V + 3)29)|
0
2 t
+ CAkFMN—§+5/ ds (Sl 1)) (W + 3)|
0
< C (fo(kkpt) — 1)\ + &)kpt MN 30 ||(N + 3)2]|. (5.21)

where we used (A.2) and e” unitary in the third inequality and Lemma in the last line.
Using the choices of k = A and ¥ = ¢ ® 2 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]

||Errors||

< [as[lar > % {H FaWEIRE ™ ()P + R ()" (oK)

kemor acTy,

<o [ as / ar 3 U {HR1 (k >eTBw||+uRa-T<k>*eT%r}

kcmor o ey,

gC/Otds/()ldT )\kF||VH2{< O3 IRE TBw|2> < S Y R (k) TB¢||2)1/2}

kernor oeT;, kernor e,
t 1
gCAk:FMN_%H/ ds/ dr (ecHﬁsH(l—T) _1)|’(N+3)€TB¢||
0 0
t 1
<CAkpMN—3+9 / ds / dr (€Il — Clnslmy (A + 5)y|
0 0
C(fokkpt) — DMkt MN =349 (N + 5)5). (5.22)

Again, using the choice of kK = X\ and ¥ = ¢ ® Q0 we obtain the desired bound.
With the subsequent Lemma we can conclude with a bound on hg of the form

[ asthawio@ ol < €8 [ ds {(ml+ Inl e + 1)}
< OBt {log [f1 (skwt)] + log [fi (wkwt)]* } { fo(rkut) + 1} (5.23)
Together together with and inserted in , we obtain the desired result. |
Lemma 5.4. Under the assumptions of Theorem[3.4), it holds that for all t > 0
1A, W ()¢ @ QU < C(llmell + [l ) (717 +- 1)
for C' > 0 independent of kr.

Proof. We explicitly calculate the action of the Laplacian on the coupled coherent state W (ns)y =
eBa ie.
—AyW(ns)p = —(AyW(ns)) b — 28VyW(ns) - Viyth — W(ns) Ayr). (5.24)

In total we expect, that all terms can be bounded by assumption on the initial condition on ¢.
We will first focus on the term A, W (7). It holds

o7 [ ()

= [[ar{-Be R0, 1 00, (B

W(Us)*ayiw("?s) = e_TBsayieT

1
= / dr e"8(9,,Bs) ™. (5.25)
0
With
Oy; Bs =0y, {c"(ns) — c(ns)} = ¢ (9y,1ms) — c(9y,ms); (5.26)
6—isea(k) -1
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it follows analogously to Lemma [2.7] that

0 W (n) = [ dr 0P (5, B,) 7P
= (c"(ikins) — c(ikins) + iIm(ns, ikins)) W (ns)
+ 24 /0 1 dr W1 (ns)Im(ikins, RV k.o Wr (1) (5.28)
And repeating the differentiation with
9y, Wr(ns) = 7 (" (ikins) — c(ikins) + itIm(ns, ikins)) Wr(ns)
+2i [ do Wiz g ()i, R™)1.aWa(n.) (5.29)

yields

3
AW (ns) = Z 5§iW(T}s)

=1

1
= (C*(k2778) - C(k'2778) + ilm(ns, k2775>) W(ns) + Qi/o dr WlfT(nS)Im<k2778»Rl_T>k,aWT(778)

3
+ Z (c*(ikins) — c(ikins) + ilm(ns, ikins)) 8in(775>
=1 , 1
20 [ dr Gk, 0y (War () RY ()W () P (5.30)

1
= () = e(kPn,) + ilm{n, K2n)) Wn) + 2 [ dr Tm(kn, RI7)1alVs (n)
0
3
+ D (¢ (ikins) — c(ikins) + ilm(ns, ikis))
=1

1
y {(c*(ik:ms) — c(iking) + iTm{ns, ikins)) W(n) + 2i / dr Im(ikms,Rl_Uk,aWT(ns)}
0

3.1
+2i 3 [ dr tm(ikane, 0 {Wioe (1)RY T ()W (1) P (5.31)

=+ + 13+ 14
with

I = (C*(k:2775) — c(k*ns) +i1m<775,k2773>) W (ns)

3
Z (ikins) — c(ikins) + ilm(ns, ikins)) (c*(ikins) — c(ikins) + ilm(ns, ikins)) W (ns),

i=1
(5.32)
1
Iy :=2¢ | dr Wl_T(ns)Im<k2773,leT)kﬂWT(T]s), (5.33)
0
3
I3 = QZ (ikins) — c(ikins) + ZIH1<T]5,Z]€1775 / dr iWq— T(ns)Im@kzns;R a >k,aWT(nS)7
(5.34)
3 1
I4 = 222/0 dr Im(zk‘ms, Oyi {Wl—f(nS)Ré_T(k)WT(ns)}>k7a‘ (535)
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We show that each term can be bounded here by a constant at most of order 1.
For I;, we can treat all ¢*(---) and ¢(---) terms with Lemma Furthermore we use that
Ca(K)N = (N + 2)cq (k) to estimate

1)l < Cllngll 1N+ 1)Y2W ()b l| + Cllmsl® + s IIW (s)ll + Cllas 1IN+ 3)W (95)0 |
< Cllmsl + llnsl?)e“ A+ 5) | + C(llmsl® + s | *) (5.36)

where we used Proposition
For I, we use a similar approach to ([5.16) to obtain

1
6] < Cllne|MN54 [ ar (€102 1) |+ 3)W, (v

1 . 5
< CHUSHMN%M/O dr (6Cllnslle(C—C)llns||T _ BCHnSHT)||(/\/’+ 5)1||

< CMN—33LImsll (Clinsll — 1)||(N + 5)2p]. (5.37)

For I3, we first observe that for n € N

leror

RG] < [ dr e ( > w(ws,@(z,m) P

< [Mar TS )] (RN + )|

lanOr
w
<C [Mdr T S )] MNTHOINN + 3|
0 lerner
< Cllns|| 71 (€CMele — 1) MNTEF ST (s ()] [N +5)" ). (5.38)

lel"nor
We use a similar approach to ([5.20) and insert the above inequality (5.38) to obtain

1
[l < Clndl 3 30 [ dr | (InallOV + )12 + Clnal2) Wi ()R (R)W- ()

kcmor ocT,

1
<Clnsl® Z/O dr [NWi—r(n5)Re (k)W (ns) ]| + C s L2/

kermor o ey,

1
<Ol Y 3 [ dr IO DN RE T W ()] + Cln P 220

kelmor ey,
< O|n|PM N5+ / i Ol (IO 1)+ 52 + Cll P Fat]
< Ol | MN 5Ll Clnsl — 1) (A + 5)%y|
+ CMN5|p, |[2eClmell (Cmall — 1)|| (A + 5)p |
< CMNT5H(|[nal| + [0 |2)eC 1IN — 1) | + 5)24]. (5.39)
For I, we first calculate

Dy AW ()R ()W (ms) }

1 1
= / do 8,,e1=7)8 ( > na(l)é’a(l,k)) B+ / do e1=9)B ( > z‘kma(l)é'a(l,k)) B

lermor lelmor

+ / "o e-)B ( 3 na(l)é,’a(l,k)> e’ (5.40)

lernor
= Iy1+Iyp+Is3+ 144+ 145
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with

s = [ do (1= 0) (€ kiny) — clihon,) + i(1 — o) Imn ikin.)

o(1-0)B ( S nall ) oB (5.41)

lel“nor
l—0o
Iy = 22/ da/ da (1~ “)Blm@kms,Rl 7 ka€ Z Na (1 B, (5.42)
lermor
1
Iz = / do 1798 ( > ikma(l)é’a(l,k)) e’B, (5.43)
T leInor

1

I4,4 = / do e(l_a)B ( Z na(l)goz(lv k)) g (C*(ikins) - C(ikins) + i01m<nsvikins>) eaB’
T leI'nor

(5.44)

1 o
Ips = 2i / do e1=9)B ( > na(l)ga(l,k)> / da e YPIm(ikin,, RO pae®.  (5.45)
T 0

ZEI“nor

We approach each term similarly to (5.16)).
For 14’1, it holds

| L]
<C Y () / do (1= o)|| ([lmsll [N + 1)e=DPEa(l k)P + Clng|2l|€all k)P )
lglmor
< Clnsll Y na()] / do (1= o) (CI =W 4 3)Ea(l, k)e™ P | + Clins|l 1L, k)e Py )
lernol‘
< CllaMNE S ga@] [ do (1= )10 4 ) [N +8)% P
lel"nor
< Clln NS )] [ o (1= )10 4 Ol ) A7+ 52
lgImer
(5.46)
_2 _r
< CMN=H 37 fna )] (1 = 7)eCIm10=7) 4 Oyl | + 5)2| (5.47)
lgImer

where we used Lemma [A4] and Lemma in the first inequality, Lemma in the third
inequality and Proposition in the second and forth inequality. Therefore using fol(l —
NeVI=7dr = y=2 ((y — 1)e¥ + 1) yields

[ariml [& % Il (5.48)

kel'mor aeZ NI

< CMN5 (sl + il = DVl 1) (W +5)%)] (5.49)

2
where we used cr, ( Srervor 10)1) < S gepwe [0 1n(@) < Clal* by Lemma
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For 14, it holds

a0
1 1—0o

< Clln MNT3 S o] [ do [ da OV 4 3)ePEq (L ke )|
T 0

e nor

2 2 1 1—0o
< Cns|| (MN*gH) > \na(l)l/ do’/o da eClnslla|| (A 4 5)2e7By|

lel"nor

2 1 -
<C (MN_§+5)2 Z |na(l)|/T dg(eCllnsll(l—U) _ 1)60||ns||0”(/\/+ 8)24||

e nor

< Ol (MNF9)" 3 a1V +8)29 (5.50)

ler‘nor

where we used Cauchy-Schwarz with (5.16)) and Lemmain the first inequality, Proposition
and Lemma in the second inequality. Therefore it follows

1
Larind [ 3 sl

kelmor aeT; NI

< CM2N=3+2(Llnsl — 1)||(W + 8)2| (5.51)

The term 14 3 is estimated similarly to (5.16|) by

2
a9l < Cllns| " MNT5H 37 [na (D)](e17 1 — M) (A + 3)9| (5.52)
lel"nor

and therefore

1 2
Larind [ ¥ % vl < NN+ 3. (5.53)

kelmor aeT;, NI,

Similarly for I4 4, we estimate

[ 1149l

1
< CMN—3t+0 > \na(l)|/ do o|NV (c*(ikins) — c(ikins) + ioTm(ns, ikins)) e Py
lel"nor T

1
_2 u
< C(llnall + lInaP)MN5 3" |na (D) / do o|(N +1)2e7 By
leI'nor T

- _2 ,
<Ol + DMNTI ST na(@)] (M0 4 (1= Clng|7)eMI7) |V + 3)%0
el nor

< C(ns] 7 + DMNT5H ST na ()] eIl (A + 3)2 (5.54)
lgrnor

using le do oe¥? =y~ 2 ((y — 1)e¥ — (ty — 1)e¥") and therefore

1
Larimd [ ¥ 3 vl

kernor oeT,NT,

< OMN TS (s + sl )N + 120 (5.55)
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For I 5, we estimate

1 o
50| = |23 / do =77 ( > namsa(z,k)) / da =PI (ikin,, R7 ) ac Py
T 0

lel“nor

1 o
<CMN73 S [na ()] / do / da |N "B Im(ikins, R7 g ac Py
T 0

lernor
2 1 o 1/2
< Ol N H S (na(0)] [ do [ da 100 (50 7+ 3)RE (et P
lelnor T 0 €l
k
1 o
< Clln | MNH2 57 o) [ do [ da eIl 0= ((Clnllo= 10 4 82|
leTmor T 0
1 g ’ 1
< Clln AN S fna(0)] [ do [ da el mlreC il 1 10)2)
Jelmor T 0
< Cllnsl| 7P MENTEFE S [ ()] (€Nl — €Ty (A + 10)20|. (5.56)
ZGFHOI’
where we used ([5.38) in the third inequality. Therefore we obtain
1 4
/0 drlmsll, | D Y Hasll? < CMPNT5F2 (N 4 10)%p||. (5.57)

kel'mor aqeZ, NI

Taking the five bounds together we finally obtain

3 M
sl = 1213 [ dr tm{ikine, 8y {War R (R)Wo () Pt
i=1

1 5 ) 1/2
<offer Sl £ 5 i)

kelmor aeT;, NI,

< CMNTE ((|ln|® + [lns]| = DIl 1+ 1) |V + 8)%0| (5.58)
Combining (5.36)), (5.37), (5.39)) and (5.58)) with 1) = ¢ ® €2 yields the desired final result of
1AW () ¥l < ClImsll + llnsll*) (eIl 4 1), (5.59)

Similarly to (5.36]) and (5.37)), we further estimate the second term of ([5.24)
IVyW(ns) - Vyt|

3
=11’ { (" kams) — c(iking) + T, iking)) W (n,)
=1
1
420 [ dr (il R aWs (n) 0,01
0

3 3
_2
<C ((HnsH + [Ims])eClmsl 4 (|l ] + HnsH“)) S 110y 8l| + CMN=F+0Clnl (Clnsll — 1) S 13, 6

i=1 i=1
3
< C(lInsll + Insl*) (€Ml 4+ 1) S 10y, 61l- (5.60)
i=1
Therefore in total for all £ € R
A, W ()¢ @ Q (5.61)

3
<C {(Hnsll sl Nl 4+ 1) + 37 ((Ulms | + Il ) ¥V + 1) 10y, 1] + !3§i¢>ll)} - (5.62)
i=1
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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*efl'HtRw _ e*iHthwH

> (| POW () — e HE | (6.1a)
— [le= Ty — POW ()| — || R*e T Ry — e . (6.1b)

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

The first line can be explicitly estimated by the same approach as in the proof of
Theorem That is use Duhamel’s formula, commute all ¢, (k)-operators with W (ns) and
collect the error terms via Lemma

(e OW ()~ 1)

-if s TP (B - BRY 4 2m(vy) — (e, )W (n ) — 0V ()} (62)
= z'/ot ds eiﬁ‘“‘?fseip@{(ho — *(hy) — c(hy) )W (ns)Y + Error} (6.3)
=Y /0 " ds eiﬁevﬁseip@{ — W (ns) (¢*(hy) + (M, hy) + (hyy1s)) ¥ + hoW (ns) + EL?&} (6.4)

with [ ds Error = Errory 4 Errory from (5.13) and where we also commuted ¢*(hy) and c(hy)
with W (ns) such that the new error term is of the form

Errori= 3 > (ca(k)eh (k) — e ®) y)a(BJW (ng)Ra (k)

kermor acTy,

= 3 Y W) Ralk)* (hy)alk)

kel"nor ozEZk

1
9 /0 dr Wiy () Im (s, RY )5 o Wi () (6.5)

Note that Error 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~ iHefs g unitary to estimate

HeiP(t)W( )w — eiiﬁ;&twu
H( iHef Pt )W(Ut) _ 1)¢” > ‘<¢’ (1 _ eiHeﬁteiP(t)W(nt))¢>‘

—| [ astertrre oy, - B+ 2m(02) ~ Tan{g, 1)) W ()00 = 20,1V (n.)0)

/ dS zHeHseiP(s)W(nS) (C*(hy) + 2Re<hy, 775>) ¢>‘

¢
f/ds
0

(14 S PO () 1) (¢ (1) + 2Rehys 1)) )

(e—iP(E) =5y, o hOW(ns)w‘ (6.6)

t —_ T —
— [ s {Exvor]| + 1hoW (n.)v1} (67)
> | [ as 10t + 2Refng

=[O ) = 1), () + 2Rely ) )|

~ [ s {iBmorl -+ how (o} (6.5)

t
> 2 '/ ds Re(hy,ns)
0

=1 )0l 2 s [Reli ) sl ) ~ 1)

s€[0,t]

~t s {[1Exror|| + [[hgW (n) ]|} (6.9)
se|0,

where we used (¢, ¢*(hy)¥) = 0 since c(hy)p ® Q = 0.
The three parts of the above inequality 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 {|[Exror| + [lhoW ()¢ }

s€[0,t]
< CXep MN =5 (fo (kkpt) — 1) + OB (log [f1 (sket)] + log [f1 (skrt)]*) (fo(khpt) + 1)
< CQy (kkpt) max{\kp MN 370 B} = d € O(max{ k&, 5}) (6.10)

using that for all ¢ € [0,T] with T' € O(r) it holds kgt € O(1).
Secondly, the prefactor of the integral term is bounded by Lemma [A.4]

l¢"(hy)ll +2 sup [Re(hy, ns)]

s€[0,t]

1 — cos(seq(k))

< IV + D)2 +2 sup >0 - - |(hy)a (k) (6.11)
SE[O,t] keTmor o eTy, 60‘( )
2 L
<yl + %thIIQ < Ok ([IV]+ s IV]?) = o (6.12)
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Thirdly, we want to show that the remaining term | [J ds Re(hy, ns)| is large:

:/dsReZZ

kermor qeTy,

—zsea( ) _ 1
[(hy) ()|

t
/ dsRe(hy,ns)
0

e—is€a (k) _ 1

= / dsRe > NV(k)? > Wna(k)Q

keImor a€l,

—iQHkF\k\s -1

ds R Vik)}—————
/ s e Z 2kkp|k|s

keTnor

7r)\2kF

hr {1roQuiN=ET 4 N))

(6.13)

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

6—isea (k) _ 1
€a(k)

/2 e—is2mkp|k|c059 -1

2 _ . 1 1.5 _s
na (k) —271'/0 de Skl cos 0 cosGsmG{l—i—(’)(MUV 370+ N )}

271']{?2 —i2kkplk|s __ 1 1 1
= 1 MzN~3t 4 N0 L 14
2/{kp 2kkp|k|s { +0 ( TR )} (6.14)

Therefore we obtain

—iQHkF|k|S _ 1

ds R V - | =
/ s e Z 2kkp|k|s

keTmor

(6.15)

/ ds 1 — cos(2kkr|k|s)
2kkyp|k|s '

Note that it is well-known that for all # > 0 it holds cos(x) < 1—4x?/7? and thus 1—cos(z) >
4z% /72 for all x € (0,7/2) . Also it holds for all z > 7/2 that

T 1—cosy . T
/ﬂ 2 ay = nx) - (%) + Ci(5) - Ci(z) = In(z) — In()

2

since Ci(7/2) > 0 and Ci(n/2) > Ci(x) for all z > 7/2. Thus we obtain

1 —cosy T 2 4y 1 —cosy T, [T 4y
/0 Tdy > x(z > 5) {/0 ﬁdy+ /1 Tdy + x(z < 5)/0 pdy (6.16)
T

™ CC2
{5+ -1} +xz <)

which is a differentiable lower bound.
Therefore we find

t
2 / ds Re(hy,n3>

= x(x >

277)\2kF 1 T
(2 — 4+ 1In(2 —In(=
275 S |k( ket > ) {2 + (ke ble) ~ 1n(F) |
(2kkrp|k|t)? N5 o
(2/<;kp\k|t<2)w>{1+0( ENTEY 4 N
— by +td (6.18)

with d € O(MN~3+9) defined in (6.10) and

. TA%kR 1 T SKkF\k\t
- V() (x(2rkplklt > T)———— + x(2skg|k]t < T) LR
T 2, V0 (el > 55 el < 505 -

d> —d.

(6.19)
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In total, we can re-write the inequality for g; == ||(e™ e POW (1) — 1)3| as the
following integral inequality

t
gr > by — a/ dsgs (6.20)
0

with b; and « defined in (6.18]) and (6.12]), respectively.

Claim. We can bound g; from below for all £ > 0 by a differentiable map h; which obeys the
initial value problem

t
hy = by — a/ dshs  with hg = 0. (6.21)
0

Proof of claim. Assume for the proof by contradiction 3ty > 0 : hyy, > g4, and set I C Ryq as
largest open interval satisfying tg € I and hy > g; for all t € I. Note that since h; is differentiable
such an open interval exists. It holds t; :=inf I > 0 since hg =0 = gg and for all t €

gtzbt_agt>i)t_aht:ht
and therefore

to to .
A gsds > ; hsds — ht1 — Gt > hto — Gty > 0.
1 1

Thus we obtain the desired contradiction to ¢; being the inf of the largest set satisfying h; >
gt |

The solution of the initial value problem (6.21)) is uniquely given by
t,
hy = e_at/ bse**ds. (6.22)
0

Consequently it holds by inserting (6.19))

¢
hy = e_at/ bse“®ds
0

TAZEE Ao ot 1 7r 1
= —= Vk)e @ 2kkp|k —)e* ————
kkp ke;” (k)%e /0 (X( tok|Fls > 2)6 2kkp|k|s
kp|k
+ x(2kkp ks < g) < Brike| ’5>d Fd(e ot — 1) (6.23)
2
A Zkp m  8kkplk| /1 _ ..
> (|k|t @ t—1
Con ; {||_4/€k‘)a2772 (7 +at=1)+
T 8kkplk| _or/(ank am -
klt o ar/(4kkg|k|) _1} d at _q
X(I&] >4/<ckp) a?7? (e +4ﬁkp\k| )y +de )
(6.24)
> WF Y Vi \k|m1n{f(t) - )}+d(eat—1) (6.25)
- & ’ 4H/€F|k" ’
EFHOT
with f(t) = (e7* + at — 1) defining a non-negative monotonically increasing function. Since

de OMN _%M) 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 [BNPT19, BNP™21a, BNPT21bl [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 n,(k), [BNP¥21b, Lemma 5.1]). For N¥ < M < N3=2 gnd
keI a ey it holds

Ak

na(k)? = =Lk - @l (14 0(1)).
M

Note that |k - &o| > N9 by construction of Ty,.

Lemma A.2 (Approximation of ¥gcz, na(k)?). For N% < M < N5~ and k € T™" it holds

> na(k)? = kg[klr {1+0 (MaN"5+ 4 N7O) L.
a€ly

Proof. Tt holds from [BNPT19, Proposition 3.1]
na(k)? = k¢ |klo (pa)ua(k)? (1+ O(MEN"34))

with cos 8, = |];‘ - Do | = ua(k)?. Choose @, for the azimuth angle of w,. We estimate the a-sum
by an appropriate surface integral over the patch p,

do cosf — o(pa)cosby| < sup d cos@| sup |0 — 60, 0(pa)
Po @(9780)61704 (G,CP)GPQ
<OM™3

where we used [0 — 0,] < CM~3 and 0(pa) < CM~! by the patch construction. Note that the
integral over S := (J,ecz, Pa Which excludes a collar of width IV —% can be approximated by an
integral over the half-sphere S

‘/da cos@—/da cosf
S S

which can be calculated explicitly

<C (N—‘s + M%N—%)

w/2
/da (3089:271/ df cosfsinf = .
S 0

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

> na(k)* = kilklr
a€Ty

Z na(k)? —k:%]k\/do cos 0
S

a€Ty

< Chplk| (MEN=3H 4 M2 4 N7 4 MEN5)

< CkR|k| (M%N*%” + N*é) .

35



Lemma A.3 (Estimates on the CAR error term, [BNP'21b, Lemma 5.2]). For k',k € T°*
and o € Ty, 8 € Iy the error term Eq(k, k') as defined in (2.22) satisfies Eo(k, k') = Ea (K, k)*,
commutes with N and for all v € Ijy N Iy it holds for all ( € F

2
&K< S (&K < C(MNTEHN),
YELRNLy,

S & (R K)C] < CMENTENC.

YELKNLys

Lemma A.4 (Pair operator bounds, [BNP™21b, Lemma 5.3)). It holds for all k € T™" and
YveF,felP(Ty):

() Caez, lealR)p]? < N2

(ii). Saez, lca(k)ell < Mz|IN 2y
(if1). Yaer, a0 < MEW + M)y
(iv): Caez, lles (002 < |V + M)2y|?

(V) | Saez, fach @Yl < [ fllz| WV + )29
(V). Yaer, chlk)ca(k) <N

Lemma A.5 (Error of linearized of kinetic energy, [BNPT21b, Lemma 8.2]). It holds for k €
I, a€Zy and allp € F

[Ho, ¢ (k)] = 2kkp|k - Qalch (k) + €R(k)*

with
. 1 1\ 2 1
S e el? < ¢ (sNIMTE) [V + 1)Fy|?
a€Ty
S € (k)p| < CrNF N 2.
a€Tly

Proof. Observe that

. ()] = 5 > 3 [eaian ata; ]

n
pEBENBa,p—k€BrNBa 1€Z3

1 k ok
= n (k‘) Z (e(p) + €(p - k)) aplp_k
A\ peBENBag,p—k€BrNBa

= 2%kp|k - Qo (k) + € (k)*

One makes the identification &"(k) = ¢4 (k) representing a weighted operator with
9(p, k) = e(p) + e(p — k) — 2xke|k - Qa| = Klp* — Klp — k|* — 2kke|k - &al
=5 (2k- (p — keda) — [K[?)

where we used e(p) as defined in (2.8). The bound follows from [BNP™21b, Lemma 5.4] which
depends on ||g||;e<. This can be estimated by using diam(B,) < CN3M~2 such that lg(p, k)| <
CrkN3M~2. n
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Lemma A.6 (Error of bosonized kinetic energy, [BNPT21b, eq. (8.6)]). It holds for k € T,
a €Ty and ally € F

[Dg, ¢ (k)] = 2kkp|k - Qo (k) + €B(k)*
with

S Il €B k)l < ¢ (rkeMN=3)" (W + D,

a€Ly

37 1€B(k)|| < CrkeMzN"SH|(N + 1) 24|,

a€Tly

Proof. Tt holds €B(k) = 2kkp 3, |l - ©a|EX(L, k)ca()x(a € Z;) and therefore

> e u?
a€Ty
2 2
< X (X kel -galestRel) <0nke 3 (X i bl
a€ZNZ; ~lelmor a€ZNZ; ~lelmer

2
<ot Y (X oMN NG 00])

aGIkﬂIl leT'nor

< Orby (CMNT) S S flealDW — 2] lea)N — 20|

€Ty NI leDnor [/grnor
~244)2 302
< Crkp (CMN73)7||(W +1)29)|
where we used in the second line [ € I'™" bounded, Lemma [A.3] in the third line, N'c(I) =

ca(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 € T'™°"

[(bk) = 3 nalk)ea(k) + he)b] < CQVS™2 + NEMT)|(W + 1)2].
aGZk
Proof. We show that the inequality derived in [BNP"21bl eq. (4.10)] holds here independent

of our adjustments. The proof in [BNPT21bj eq. (4.10)] makes use of a decomposition of the
uncovered Fermi surface

U= (Bin(Br+k)\ |J (Ban(Ba+k))
a€ly

intoY ={peU:elp +elp—k) < 4/-@]\7%75}. Although the decomposition depends on the
kinetic energy the final bound is independent of the kinetic energy coupling k. The condition
e(p)+elp—k) < 4kN'379 is chosen to imply p-k < CN~° due to Ip| ~ N'/3 and |k| ~ 1. Thus,
one derives |U\Y| € O(NY3M'/?) which gives the bound on U\Y with Cauchy-Schwarz. For
the bound on Y insert the bound (see [BPSS23| eq. (4.10)])

Z ;k < C:‘Q_lN%
pEBEN(Br+k) e(p) +e(p—k)
into o
4kN3~
o= ¥ L}C
pEBRN(Br+k) pEBLN(Br+k) e(p) +e(p—k)
canceling the x-dependence. In total we end up with the same inequalities. [
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Lemma A.8 (Estimate of non-bosonizable terms, [BNP"21al eq. (4.6)]). It holds for £ as
defined in (2.9b)) the following estimate for all 1 € F

I€L] < CAIV 1IN
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