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ON PROPAGATION OF INFORMATION IN QUANTUM
MECHANICS AND MAXIMAL VELOCITY BOUNDS

ISRAEL MICHAEL SIGAL AND XITAOXU WU

ABSTRACT. We revisit key notions related to evolution of quantum information
in quantum mechanics and prove uniform bounds on the maximal speed of
propagation of quantum information for states and observables with exponential
error bounds. Our results imply, in particular, a quantum mechanical version
of the Lieb-Robinson bound, which is known to yield various constraints on
propagation of quantum information. We propose a novel approach to proving
maximal speed bounds.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Problem and results. Study of evolution of information in condensed mat-
ter physics is an active, robust area of research with many profound results. At
the same time, perhaps, due to difficulty of experimental implementation, with
exception of a few works on quantum open systems ([8,9]), this fundamental issue
was not tackled in the original setting of quantum mechanics, i.e. at zero particle
density. In this paper, we address this subject in a systematic way.

Investigation of propagation of quantum information has begun in the context
of condensed matter physics with the discovery ([7,[14]28-32,[45,/47]) that the
Lieb-Robinson bound obtained for lattice spin systems in statistical mechanics
can be used to derive general constraints on propagation of quantum information.
Time bounds on quantum messaging, creation and propagation of corrections and
entanglement, state transport and control, quantum simulation algorithms believe
propagation raised in these papers were improved and extended significantly in
6], (1T, (121, T4H20), 22] 24) 25| [36-42, [44], [46], 48-52], 54], 56, 59] 6TH66], see the survey
papers [425,[51] and brief reviews in [18][19,138].

A different approach was introduced in [58] and extended in [1H3]23]33}35, 55,
b57.60]. Dealing originally with scattering theory in quantum mechanics, it was
extended to many-body systems proving light-cone bounds on the propagation in
bose gases ([18,19,42,59]), the problem which was open since the groundbreaking
work of Lieb and Robinson ([43]).
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In this paper, we consider the evolution of states and observables in the quantum-
mechanical context and prove the uniform maximal velocity bound with exponen-
tial tails yielding existence of the effective light cone (LC) (modulo exponentially
small leakage) in quantum mechanical systems. In particular, we prove the Lieb-
Robinson bound implying the simultaneous measurability of evolving observables
as long as their light cones do not intersect.

1.2. Setup. Consider a quantum system with a state space H and a Hamiltonian
H, a self-adjoint operator on H. We suppose that H = L?(A), where A is either
R™ or Z™ or a bounded subset (box) in R™ or Z™. To fix ideas, in what follows,
we take A = R™.

A specific operator H we have in mind is the Schrodinger-type operator

H =w(p) + V(x), (1.1)

where w(k) is a real smooth positive function, p := —iV is the momentum operator
and the potential V(x) is a real function s.t. H is self-adjoint on the domain of
w(p), i.e. V(x) is w(p)-bounded with the relative bound < 1.

One can recognize information by the properties that it is transmittable, deletableﬂ,
localizable and measurable (or at least detectable).

For quantum mechaniccal systems, the second property requires extending the
state space H to the space, S, of positive, trace-class operators, p, acting on H.
The original state space H is identified with the subspace of rank one projections.
Quantum information related to a given system is encoded in density operators
describing it.

The evolution of density operators, is given by the von Neumann equation (vNE)
(here and in the rest of this section we set h = 1)

%
ot
This equation preserves the rank of projections and, when reduced to the rank-one
projections, is equivalent to the Schrodinger equation.
The initial value problem (I.2]) has a unique solution which generates the auto-
morphism on S} :

o(p) = e Hpetflt, (1.3)

This formula allows one reduce many results on propagation of states and observ-
ables to estimates on the Schrodinger evolution e~ ¢,

However, the framework of the vNE is much broader and entails a different take
on the evolution problem (i.e. the semiclassics for the vNE leads to Liouville’s
equation, rather than Newton’s one), and it is foundational for the theory of open
quantum dynamics.

= —i[H, p], with pi—o = po. (1.2)

LOne should be able to erase parts of information one processes (i.e. irrelevant or inaccessible
parts)
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1.3. MVB. We begin with a key result concerning the propagator e~ which
implies a variety of bounds on propagation of quantum information.

In what follows, we always assume (without specifying this) that the quantum
Hamiltonian H we deal with is self-adjoint. For self-adjoint operators on L*(R"),

we use the notation sup A = sup  {(u, Au)y. For families of bounded operators,
ueD(A), |u]=1

we use the notion of analyticity in the sense of Kato (resolvent sense, see [53],
Section XII).

Let T¢ be the unitary operator of multiplication by the function e~%®. For a self-
adjoint operator H on L*(R"), we introduce the operator family H := TgHTS_l.
Now, we assume

(A) The family He := T¢H Tgl, ¢ € R, has an analytic continuation in &

from R" to S in the sense of Kato and for this continuation ImH, =
5 (He — HY), ¢ € Sy, are bounded operators.

We fix p € (0,a) and define the number

ci= sup  sup(ImHeyi)/ 1. (1.4)
£eRn, beSn—1
In what follows, X and Y denote open subsets of R”, X¢:=R" — X, dxy, the
distance between X and Y and xx, the characteristic function of X, as well as the
operator of multiplication by this function. Moreover, depending on the context,
| - | stands either for the norm in L?*(R™), or the operator norm on L?(R"). We
have the following result:

Theorem 1.1 (Light cone (maximal propagation velocity) bound). Let Condi-
tion (A) hold and let pn € (0,a). Then, for any p' € (0, 1) and for any two disjoint
sets X and 'Y in R", we have,

Ixx ety | < Cetdxy=cith, (1.5)

where ¢ = %, with ¢ giwen in Eq. (L4), and C > 0 is a constant depending on

5—1,u and n.

This theorem is proven in Section 2l We call inequality (LH) the wuniform
mazimal velocity bound (uMVB).
Condition (A) implies that for any a’ € [0, a),

sup sup ImH, < o0. (1.6)
CES:/

Indeed, since ImH¢ ¢ = TCImHngl V¢ e R"and ¢ € S, we have that sup sup ImH,
Ces,
is independent of Re ( and therefore

sup supImH, = sup supImH, < . (1.7)
CesT, Im¢e[0,a’]™
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For the Schrodinger-type operator (L) on L?*(R™), Assumption (A) follows
from the following condition

w(k) has an analytic continuation (w(¢)) from R" to the polystrip Sy, L3
for some a > 0, and Imw(() is a bounded function on S (18)

Note that the Schrodinger operator H = —A + V' does not satisfy the second
part of Condition (L8] since Im(p + ¢)? = 2p - Im( is not bounded. On the other
hand, the semi-relativistic Hamiltonian

H=vV-A+m?+V

obeys Condition (L.8) with a = m.
Earlier, state-dependent, power-decay MVB were proven, in connection with
quantum scattering theory, in [2,[33]34158,60].

1.4. Localization. A key notion in analysis of evolution of quantum information
is that of localization. It is reasonable to consider states localized in bounded sets,
say, states created in an apparatus in a lab. With this motivation, we say that

e a state p is localized in X, if in p, the probability for the system to be in
X is equal to 1:
Tr(xxp) =1 or  Tr(xxep) =0. (1.9)

Remark 1.2. By linearity, this notion could be readily extended to the one of
locally perturbed states.

1.5. Light cone for evolution of states and observables.

Corollary 1.3. Suppose Condition (A) holds. Then, for any density operator pg
localized in X, the probability that its evolution p, = o (po) is localized in a disjoint
set'Y is bounded as

Te(xy () < CeHdxr=0), (1.10)
where u,c, ', ¢ are as in Theorem[11 and C = C(ﬁ —1,u,m) > 0.

This corollary says that the probability that p; spills outside the light cone
Axc:={(z,t) : dx(z) < ct} (1.11)

of X is exponentially small.

The second key ingredient in the general theory is the notion of observables.
These are operators on H representing actual physical quantities and their prob-
ability distributions. An average of a physical quantity (say, momentum) repre-
sented by an observable A (say, p = —iV) in a state p is given by Tr(Ap). There
is a duality between states and observables given by the coupling

p(A) = Tr(Ap), (1.12)
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which can be considered as either a linear, positive functional of A or a convex
one of p. In what follows, we identify density operators p with linear positive
functionals p: A — p(A) := Tr(Ap).

The evolution of observables is determined by the Heisenberg equation

OA = i|H, Ay (1.13)
Given initial conditions A;|;—g = A, (L.I3) generates the (Heisenberg) automor-
phism

A = ay(A) = e Ae™H (1.14)
The Heisenberg equation (or representation) is equivalent to the vNE and, since

observables form C* algebra, often, is more convenient to work with. The duality
between states and observables extends to respective evolutions

Tr((A)p) = Tr(Aa)(p)). (1.15)
It is natural to have observables which act locally, i.e. in some set, but leave
states outside this set unchanged. Thus, we introduce

e an observable A acts on X iff it is of the form
A= xxAxx + Xxe, (1.16)

where, recall, xx and xx. stand for multiplication operators by the corre-
sponding cut-off functions (so that xx + xxc = 1).

As suggested by the term, (LI6) implies that xxcA® = xxctp and Ay =
Axxv¥ + xx<¥. Note that if A and B act on X and Y, respectively, then

[A,B] =0, whenever X nY = . (1.17)

We call the smallest set on which an observable A acts the action domain of
this observable and denote it by actA. Many notions related to and statements
about evolution of quantum information can be formulated in parallel for states
and observables.

The next useful result on localization of the Heisenberg evolution parallels Corol-
lary [L3l It shows that the evolution A; = ay(A) acts, up to exponentially small
tails, within the light cone of its initial action domain of A.

We define an approximation of the evolution A; = a;(A) in the set U as

A = xvAixu + Xue- (1.18)

Clearly, A, act on the set U. For a subset X < R", let X, be the n-neighborhood
of X :

X, ={reR" : dx(z) <n}. (1.19)

Theorem 1.4 (Light cone approximation of Heisenberg evolution). Suppose the
Condition (A) holds. Then there exist ¢ > 0 and C = C(e,n) > 0 s.t. for any
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(=]

n = 1 and every open set X and every operator A acting on X, the evolution
Ay = oy (A) satisfies

| A = Apx, | < Cem =] Al (1.20)

This theorem is proven in Section [l It says that, up to exponentially small
tails, the evolution of an operator acting on X acts inside the c-light cone of X.

One can also define the localization of the evolution A; to a set U as A,y =
e™u Ae=#Hu a5 an evolution of A with a Hamiltonian Hy; supported in U, but
the proof of this version is more involved.

Our next result has no parallel for quantum states and is an analogue of one of
the key results of quantum information theory.

Theorem 1.5 (Quantum-mechanical Lieb-Robinson bound). Suppose Condition (A)
holds and let X, Y < R™ with dxy > 0. Then, there exist ¢ > 0 and C' = C(n,c) >

0 s.t. for every pair operators A and B acting on X and Y, respectively, we have
the following estimate

[ee(A), B]| < Ce =< A]|| B]. (1.21)

A proof of Theorem is given in Section We call (L21)) the quantum-
mechanical Lieb-Robinson bound (LRBgm). Recall that the physical importance
of commuting quantum observables is that they can be measured simultaneously.

Theorem [[H yields that, for any state p and for all |t| < dxy/c,

[p(lae(A), B])| < C[|A]| Blje#(®xy =<, (1.22)

to == 2\3‘\:\\‘%&&\\\\; *****

\\\\\§ o

X Y

R’n

FiGUure 1. Light cone diagram of A and B

Estimate ([.22]) shows that, with the probability approaching 1 exponentially, as
t — oo, an evolving observable A; = a;(A) commutes with any other observable
acting outside the light cone

{(z,t) |dist(z,actA) < ct},
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).

), B]?p) is called the out-

t
[A(t), BI?) < |[A(t), B]|?

of actA, where actA is the smallest set on which A acts (see Fi
Recall that the expectation —p([A(t), B]?) = — tr([A(
of-time-order correlations (OTOC). The inequality —p(

and Theorem imply

Corollary 1.6 (OTOC estimate). Suppose the Condition (A) holds and let u and
¢ be as in Theorem[LA. Then OTOC —p([A(t), B]?) satisfies the estimate

UQ

—p([A(t), B]?) < Ce 2B =(| A]| B])>. (1.23)
Estimate ([23)) extends an estimate of OTOC in the finite dimensions,

1

5 tr([A(t), B]?), (1.24)

where D = dim H, see e.g. [38], to the infinite-dimensional case.

In Appendix [A] we extend our approach to differentiable deformations He ob-
taining power bounds on the error terms. We expect that it could be extended to
open quantum systems, where estimates of evolving states and observables can-
not be reduced to estimate of the Schrodinger evolution and one has to estimate
instead the von Neumann-Lindblad semigroup, e!) see [§], and to many-body
(condensed matter) systems as suggested by our results on N-particle Schrodinger
dynamcis presented in Section [Bl

This paper is organized as follows. Theorems [IL.I], .4 and are proven in
Sections 2 @ and B, respectively. In Appendices [Al and [B] we present extensions
of our technologies to differentiable families H¢ and to N-particle systems.

Notation. We use the abbreviation | - || for both | - | z2®r) and | - | z2@n)—r2®n)-
Throughout this paper, C' will denote a constant and may vary from one line to
another. We write < or 2 whenever A < CB or CA > B for some constant
C>0. Wewrite A S, Bor A2, Bif A<C,B or C,A > B for some constant
C, > 0 which depends on parameter a.

As usual, 09 = [] 27, for a = (aq, -+, ), o = (21, -+ ,2,) and |a] = Y] a;.

j=1 '

In what follows, C' stands for a generic constant which changes from equation to
equation and are independent of variable parameters, such as distances between
sets and their sizes, etc.

2. PROOF OF THEOREM [I.1]

Proof of Theorem[IL1. Let n > 2. Given b € S"1, we define the subspace R =
bt ={keR" : k-b=0}and the map o, : C x R — C" as

op(2, kh) = 2b + k*. (2.1)
Thus, points k of R™ are parameterized by (\, k) € R x Ri-. We have

Lemma 2.1. Let n > 2. Under Assumption (A), for any b e S™™', the function
wp has the range in S and is analytic in z. Moreover, w o py has an analytic
continuation in z from R x Ry to S, x Ri-.
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Proof. ¢ is clearly analytic in z. Let k* = (2, k) := zb + k*, or in coordinates

k¥ = 2bj + ki, j = 1,--- ,n. We have [Imk}| = |Imz||b;| < [Imz|. Hence, z € S,
implies k* € 8" and therefore w(k*) = w(py(), k1)) has an analytic continuation
from R x Ry to S, x Ry l

A = \b + &4 gives a parameterization of £ € R™ by (A, &) € R x Ry, For
notational convenience, we extend the definition of
£ = py(z, €)= 2b + &4 (2.2)

to n = 1, by setting in this case b = 1 and &+ = 0, i.e. & = py(z,6L) = 2. In
what follows, b is a vector in S"! forn > 1 and b =1 for n = 1.
Recall the n-parameter unitary group

Te = e ™t ¢ e R, (2.3)
and introduce the transformation

Ue = Tee ™M (2.4)
By the unitarity of 7, we have

Upe = e et where He := TeHT, . (2.5)

Proposition 2.2. Under Assumption (A), the operators Uy ¢ and Uy ex have an-
alytic continuations in & and A from R™ to S} and from R to S,, as bounded
operators.

Proof. By Assumption (A), H¢ has an analytic continuation in £ from R" to S7,
in the sense of Kato, and the operator ImH, = %(Hg‘ — HY) is bounded for every
¢ € S7. Hence, the relations H. = H, + iH;, where H, = Re H; and H; = ImH,
and

~1
(He —iN)"\ = (H, + iH; —i\)"' = B2 [R}/QHTR}/Q - z] R’ (2:6)

(2

where R; = (A — H;)™', imply that o(—iH;) = {¢ € C" : |[Re¢| < C}, V(e ST,
for C' = |ImH;| > 0, and, for any A € C with |Re \| > C, we have the estimate

|(He =i\ < (|ReA| — [ImHe-[)) ™. (2.7)

Hence, by the Hille-Yosida theorem, H, generates the bounded evolution U;, =
e~*Hct t € R, which is analytic as an operator-function of ¢ € 8", by a standard
theory. O

Let U; = e ™ and Uy ¢ := TgUtTgl. We have
Lemma 2.3 (Key lemma). Under Condition (A), we have
XxUxy =xxT ' UpTexy, V(e s, (2.8)
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Proof. Using the invertibility of T, and the definition U, = T:U,T, 5_1, we rewrite
xxUixy as

XxUxy =xxT¢ "TeUT Texy = xxTe ' UreTexy, VEeR™ (2.9)

The right-hand side of Eq. (2.9) has an analytic continuation in ¢ from R" to S
and is independent of £ € R". Hence, its analytic continuation is independent of

¢ € S} and (28) follows. O
Relation (2.8 implies, for ¢ € S,
ex Uy | < Ixx T MU lxy Te - (2.10)
Let ¢ =&+ iub, £€R™, ue (0,a) and be S* 1. Then estimate (2.I0) implies
IxxUsxy| < e =Ty | (2.11)
where
ry 1= ZIEJ.}I/)[) -y and ry:= ;E)f(b:n (2.12)

We can cover X and Y by small balls. Hence, we begin with Y = B, (yo) and
X = B, (o) with r = Sdxy for some yp € Y, 1o € X and e € (0,1).

Translate both balls by yy to place yy at the origin and z¢ at o — yo. Let Sy,
denote the corresponding shift operator. Then we have

S?JOXXUtXYSyT)I = SpoXSyT)ISyOUtS;)ISyOXYS;)l = XXvo UtyOXYyOu (213)

where X% = X — yo = B,(xg — yo), Y =Y —yo = B,(0) and U} := SyOUtS;)l.
Thus, it suffices to estimate the right-hand side of Eq. (2.13)).

Now, we skip the superindex 7o, so we are back to Eq. (2.8), but with X =
B, (xg — o) and Y = B,(0).

Let ¢ = & + iub, where b = ﬁ (For each pair of points zp € X and yp € Y,
we choose a different analytic deformation b.) Since |zg — yo| = dxy, by the
definition of rx and ry, we have

rx =1y = (1= €)|vg — yo| = (1 — €)dxy. (2.14)
Egs. (2I0) and (2.14) yield
IxxUpxy | <|[Usc|le0= om0, (2.15)

Note that the complex deformation U, ¢ of the evolution operator changes from
one pair of balls to another. The next proposition provides a uniform estimates
of various such deformations.

Proposition 2.4. Let Assumption (A) be satisfied, and let p and ¢ be as in
Eq. (L4). Then we have the estimate

U eipn] < e, VE&eR™ (2.16)
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Proof of Proposition[2.7 Take g € L*(R"). We denote g;¢ := U ¢g,¢ € 87, and
compute

Oilgecl? = = igre, (He — HE)gre) = 2guc, AmHe) goc)- (2.17)

For ¢ = € + ipb, by Eq. (L4), we have, ImnH, < pc.
This together with Eq. (2.17) 1mphes

[0ullge.c || <2uc]gec]®. (2.18)

Since g ¢|i—o0 = g, this gives ||g.¢|| < [g[le”" yielding (2.16]). O
Egs. (2.13) and (2.16]) yield

IxxUnxy| < ete =9 %om, (2.19)

Now, we return to arbitrary disjoint sets X and Y. We cover X and Y by the
balls, BJX = B.(zj),j=1,--- ,Ny and B} = Bi(ys),k = 1,--- , Ny, in R" of the
radius r = Sdxy, centered at x; and y, respectively. Ny and Ny could be either
finite or infinite. With this cover, we associate partitions of unity

N1 Na
Xx = Z X; and xy = Z Xks (2.20)
j=1

k=1

where y; and yy, satisfy supp(x;) € B,(x;) and supp(xx) < By (yx), j =1,--- , Ny
and k =1,---, No. For each g € L?*(R"), we estimate, using Eqs. (2.20),

N N1 /N 2
—itH 2 - —1Ht 2 < - - —tHt & 291
Iexe ™ xvgl? = Y e xval? < D D0 e gl | - (2:21)

k=1 k=1 \j=1

By (2.19), we have
Ixxe " xyg|? <Ce**M(g), (2.22)

where M (g) is given by, with ¢/ = u(1 —€),

M) =Y (Ze IX]9|>

k=1
N1 Nz Na

=21 2 et g, (2.23)

k=1j=11=1

To estimate M(g), we use arithmetic mean inequality to obtain

N1 Nz N2 o .all2 v 2
2226 W (g ) (!xygl ;!x:gl ) (2.24)

=1j5=11=1
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By the symmetry with respect to j and [ in the right-hand side of (2.24)), (2.24))
implies

N1 NQ NQ N2
M(g) < 303 D¢ o e g2 = 3 5,1 (225)
k=1j5=11=1 j=1
where
N1 No
CXY = Z Z 6_Nl(dwkyj+dxkyl)‘ (226)
k=11=1

First, we sum over . To this end, for each k, we decompose R into the spherical
shells

( ) {Jf : Tm = xwk < Terl}u (227)

where m =0, -+, r,, = ro + medxy, with rg = (1 — €)dxy. We sum first over the
balls covering a given shell and then over the shells. Each shell Ay () is covered
by at most N,, balls B}, with N,, = C,,r"! for some constant C,, > 0. This gives

Cxy < Z Z Cyrite# opuytrm), (2.28)

k=1m=0
To evaluate the sum over the shells, we use that

o0 o0
_ ! _(1_ /
,r,;zl 16 Wrm <C Z e (1—€/2)p'rm

m=0 m=0

<Ce U=¢/2u'ro _ crp=(—¢/2)(A-e)'dxy (2.29)
We conclude that there is a C, ¢ ,» > 0 depending on n, € and p/, s.t.

C’X,Y neu Z dee d dxkyj-i_dxy)- (230)

Next, to estimate the sum over x;, we introduce the spherical shells centered at
Yj

Ap(yj) ={z @ T < day; < Tmyr}, (2.31)
where r,, = ro + medxy,m = 0,---, with 7o = (1 — €)dxy. Similarly, follow-
ing (2.30), we obtain

Oxy < C2 diy Ve 2 dxr, (2.32)

This, together with Eqs. (2.25]) and (2.26]), implies
M(g) < C7 . pd35 e || (2.33)
Therefore, using (2.22)), and (2.33)), we conclude that with u” = (1 — 2¢)pu,
Ixxe ™ Xy g| < CpewC. e ™ Vg, (2.34)
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where C), = supu" e~ Estimate (2.34) yields
u=0
PexUner| < Cent =0, = (1= 20, & = (2.35)
—2¢

with the constant C' depending on € = 1 — “7”, n and p. This implies (5. O

3. LOCALIZATION OF OBSERVABLES AND PROOF OF THEOREM

We introduce a mathematically convenient notion of localized observables. We
say that an observable A is localized in X if

Axxe = xxcA=0, or A= xyxAxx. (3.1)
Since yxe = 1 — xx, Eq. (LI6]) implies, for any operator A acting on X,
A=Ay +1, where Ay = yxAxyx — Xx. (3.2)
By the definition, the observable Ay is localized in X.

Proof of Theorem ; Since A and B act on X and Y, respectively, by B2), they
are of the form A = Ax + 1 and B = By + L, where A)g and By are localized in
X and Y, respectively. Let A, = oy(A) and Ay x = oy(Ax). Then A, = A, x + 1
and

[A;, B] =[A, x, By]. (3.3)
Using that Ay = yxAxxx and By = yy By xy and using Theorem [}, we obtain

I[Acx, Byl <|Axxxe™ ™ xy By | + | Byxve xx Ax|

<Ce M=) Ay Bx]|. (3-4)

Since X¢ # & and since |Au| = |u| for u supported in X¢, we have |A] > 1.
Hence,

[Ax| < IxxAxx] + Ixxl < Al +1 < 2[4 (3.5)

and similarly for B. These inequalities together with (34) yield
I[Arx, By]| < Cem = Al B]. (3.6)
Relations (3.3) and (3.6 yield (L2T]). O
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4. MVB FOR EVOLUTION OF OBSERVABLES: PROOF OF THEOREM [I.4]

Proof of Theorem[I.4) Since A acts on X, by (3.2)), it can be be written as A =
Ax + 1, where the operator Ay is localized in X, i.e. satisfies Ay = XXAXXX
Hence the operator family A, x, defined in (LI8) can be written as

A x, = XX,70%(1‘~1)()>()<,7 + 1. (4.1)

By the definition, A, x, acts on X,,. To prove (L.20), we use that A, = at(flx+]l) =
ai(Ax) + 1, to write

Ay — At,X7, :at(AX) - XXnO‘t(AX)XXn
:XXnat(AX)XX,g + XX;Oét(AX)- (4.2)
Using this relation and Theorem [[I] we arrive at (L.20). O

Remark 4.1. Theorem [[4] yields a natural (but slightly longer) proof of Theo-
rem [L5 A x, commutes with B as long as n < dxy and therefore [As, By] =
[R{, B], where R{* = A, — A, x,» which leads to an estimate of [A;, B;] through
an estimate of the remainder R{.
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APPENDIX A. DIFFERENTIABILITY AND POWER ESTIMATES

In this appendix, we consider a self-adjoint operator H on L*(A) under a weaker
assumption than the analyticity assumption (A) of Introduction.

With the definition (2.3) and He = T H Ts_l, ¢ € R, we assume

(Diff) The family H¢, & € R”, is m times differentiable, with all derivatives
yielding bounded operators.
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Given b € S"1 and z = A+ip and recalling the notation £* = zb+£&* (see ([2.2)),
we define the number ¢:

o1

¢ = Z — Re(ip)*! sup sup(b- Ve)* Her. (A1)
— ]f' beSn—1

Theorem A.1. Suppose that Assumption (Diff) hold for some m = n and let X

andY be two bounded, disjoint sets. Then, for every ¢ > ¢, there exists a constant

C > 0, depending on & — ¢ and n, such that

Ixx e x| < CtM(dxy —t&)™™ 17, (A.2)
for all1 <t < dxy/c, where constant M is given by
M:=1+ bs;lpl (b V)™ He|. (A.3)
eSn—

Remark A.2. For Hamiltonians of form (LII), condition (Diff) follows from the
condition

|0% (k)| S 1for 1< |a] <m+1 for some m > 1. (A4)
The proof of Theorem [A.T]is based on the following proposition.

Proposition A.3. Let X = B,(x9) and Y = B,(yo) with r = €/2,¢ € (O, 1), and
let € = 2b+ &L (see (BI6)) with z = A +ipe CT and b = pr i Sn=1. For H,
m + 1 times boundedly differentiable, instead of (2.8), we have for all u € (0,1)

and dyyy, — € —tc = 0,

xxUixy = XXTszlﬁt’SZTszXY + Rem, (A.5)
where Uy ¢- is the almost analytic extension of U,¢- defined as
Uy = e Met (A.6)
where
— 1

and Rem is a bounded operator satisfying
tM

R < A8
H em“ ~ K (dxoyo —e— té)m_,_la ( )
with ¢ and M defined in Eqs. (A1) and (A.3), respectively.
Remark A.4. (i) For He- given by (A7), we have
Im [
¢ = sup sup e (A.9)

beSn—1
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(ii) For u € (0,1) sufficiently small, £* = 2b + £+ with z € C* and b € S™!, we
have

¢ = sup sup (b- VeHg) + O(p). (A.10)
besSn—1

(iii) We can also consider the speed &(b) = sup(ImHe:)/p in a direction b e S*~1.
We derive this proposition from the following two lemmas.

Lemma A.5. Let f(z) be a differentiable function in the strip S,, for some a,
which is independent of Re z. Then

£(2) = fla) - f " f) (@ + is)ds, (A11)

0
where z = x + y.

Proof. Let z = x + iy. By the fundamental theorem of Calculus, we have

y
f(z)zzf(x)——iJ‘(ayf)tr—%is)ds. (A12)
0
Furthermore, since f(z) is independent of x, we have J, f(z + iy) = 0. These two
relations and the definition 0, = 0, + id, imply (A.1T]). O
Lemma A.6. For any f € C™"(R), define an almost analytic extension of f as
; N (iy)"*
ey = X 10 (A13)

where f*) = ;i—kkf and z = x +iy. Then f satisfies the estimate
= = 1
0:f(2)] < ;5¢f“”+”($)HyV”- (A.14)

Proof. Eq. (A.13) follows from the straightforward computation. With 0. =0y +
i0y, 0. f(2) reads

5 (o) = 30 per @) S i(iy)*
ozf(z)—;of(k @) +Z];1f(’“’(fv)(k_1>!

= F @) ) (A15)

which gives (A.14]). O

Proof of Proposition[4.3 Recall that X = B.(xg — y9) and Y = B,(0), where
r =¢/2. Now, let g(\) = XXnglf(A)T@Xy, where f(A) := Up¢r. We define

9(2) = xxTe=" f(2)Te=xy, (A.16)
where f(z) is the almost analytic extension of f(\) in A constructed in Eq. (A.6).
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To compute 0,g(z), we note that, by Lemma [A6]
A 7 1 m - \m
aszz = %0/\ +1H§A(Z,U/) . (Al?)
This and the Duhamel principle yield

—q i .~ — o~ .77
32./:(2) :EZ' J;) 671H5z (tfs)aszzeszgzsds

L 3 ;
=— ZJ e Hez (=) gL pr s e~ Hes s (i)™, (A.18)
0
Since yx7." and Tg-xy are analytic in z, we have, by the Leibnitz rule and

Eq. (AI8), that
0:9(2) =xxTg'0-f (2)Te=xy

. i
_Z _ . m
:_‘XXT zlf Rt,s(z)(z,u) dS, (Alg)
m! 0
where, with z = \ + ipu,
Riu(2) = XXngle*mfz (tfu)af\nHH@e*mﬁZ“ngxy. (A.20)
Next, we claim that §(z) is independent of Re z. Indeed, we have
9(2) = xx T T, Ty f(2) T, T Tes (A.21)
where = ab € R" with a € R. Using that 7, commutes with J¢, we find
T, Ho T, " = [T Ho T, ' = Y Herva,  k=0,--- ,m. (A.22)

This, together with Eqs. (A7), (A8) and f(z) = Uye-, yields that Tnf(z)Tn*1 —

f(z+ ). The last relation, together with (A.21)) and the group property T, T¢- =
Tg-+o, implies

9(z) = g(z + ), VaeR, (A.23)

which shows that g(z) is independent of Re z. Hence, Lemma [A.5] applies to g(z)
and yields

g(A) = g(\) = g(2) + Rem, (A.24)
where, by (A.19),

Ko
Rem :=if (0.9)(x + is)ds
0

wort
_ L J f Ruu(\ + is) (is)" duds. (A.25)
m- 0 0

Our next goal is to estimate this reminder.
To estimate Ry, (A + is), we proceed as in Proposition [2.4] to obtain

et < ot (A.26)

e
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where y1 = Imz and the constant ¢ is defined in Eq. (AJ). Next, from Eq. (A20)
we find,

I Ru(h 4+ i8)] <l Tbal e s o3 He oo

||T£/\+isXY||.
(A.27)

Proceeding as (2.10)-(2.15), using (A.26]) and (A.3]) and assuming dyy —e—t¢ = 0,

we obtain
|Rew(X + is)|| < e *@movo <=t pr, (A.28)

This together with Eqs. (A.20) and (A.25) and estimates (A.28) and, for all |zo —
Yo| —e—1té¢ > 0and pe (0,1),

L 5 1
- —5(dagyo —€—t¢) mds < A.29
yields
tM
| Rem| S, (A.30)

(dyyyo — € — &)™+’

where M is given by ([A.3]), and subsequently
9(A) = g(2) + Rem, (A.31)

with Rem satisfying ([A.30), yielding (A.5)-(A.S). d

Proof of Theorem[A 1. Let X,Y and b be the same as in Proposition[A.3] We esti-
mate the first term on the right-hand side of (A.H]) as in the proof of Theorem [LT]
Similarly to (ZIH), we find

IXx T U Tee x| < ([ Ugs e omo, (A.32)
with €2 = 20+&+ (see 22)), b = FrE Uy ¢- defined in Eq. (A6) and i/ = (1—¢)p.
Next, applying (A206) and setting & = ¢/(1 — €), we conclude that

||XXT5§11~]L§ZT€ZXYH < e M (degyy—C't) (A.33)
Eq. (A3F), together with estimate (A.33)), yields

; tHyM
U, < o (I=e)p(dagyg—Et) + < . A.34
||XX tXYH ~ M € (dxoyo — € — t&)m+1 ( )
We take p = % Then, for 1 <t < d””EL,yO, ¢ = ¢+ 2e > ¢, we have
, tM
Myl S A.35

Now, we return to general compact sets X and Y. Covering X and Y with
balls B,(x;), j = 1,---, Ny, and B,(yx),k = 1,---, Ny and proceeding as in
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(m-(m and U.Sing (m’ we obtain

No
Ixxe ™ xygl? < C Y PMP|R9)°Cxy,  Vge LX(R"), (A.36)
j=1
where
B N1 N
Cxy 1= 2. (dayy, — &) dyyy, — t&) ™" (A.37)
k=11=1
Using the shell argument, as in (2.27)-(2.32), we arrive at
Ixxe™ ™ xygl? Sn M (dxy —t&) 72202 g%, (A.38)
which yields (A-2)). O

APPENDIX B. N-PARTICLE DYNAMICS

For the N-particle problem, consider the quantum Hamiltonian for N identical
bosons

N

1
Hy = Z(wl(pj) +v(x;)) + 5210(:51 — ;) (B.1)
j=1 i
on L2, (R™), where L2, (R*) is either bosonic space of symmetric functions of
ferminoic one associated with certain representations of the symmetric group Sy
of permutations of N indices (see e.g. [20]).

The operator Hy is of the form (ILT), with

w(k) = Zwl(kj) and V(x) = Z v(x;) + %Zw(m, — ), (B.2)

1#£]
and x = (21, - ,2y) € RN k= (ky, -+ ky) € R®. Now, we define yx(z) as
the characteristic function of the set XV := X x --- x X:
[ —
N-fold product

Xx () = xxen (@) i= | ] xx (). (B.3)

—

Jj=1

Theorem B.1. Let Hy be as in Eq. (Bl and letwy and V' ( defined in Eq. (B.2))
satisfy Condition (LY) (with n =d). Let X andY be two disjoint sets. Then, for
any ' € (0, p), we have

¥ xe AN gy | < Cem#Nldxy—at), (B.4)
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where X is the multiplication operator by the function xx(z) in (B3), C > 0 is a

constant depending on € = 1 — %, d,N and p, with ¢, = - and
| + b
¢ = sup ey (€ + ipb) < (B.5)
&eR4, beSe-1 2

Eq. (B.4) is one of the simplest many-body estimates. More refined and more

difficult estimate to prove would be one with yx(z) and xy(y) replaced in (B.4)
I

k

by X (x) = xx(z) = [T xx(;) and W(y) = xyily) = [T (u), with 1 <
Jj= Jj=

k<l <N.

Proof of Theorem [B1. We follow the proof of Theorem [T, with the following
modifications:

52 (51)"' agN) ERdN? 5] ERda b= (bla"' 7bN>ab] € Snil? V]? (B6)

N
C= (G ) eR™ G =& +ipby, pe (0,a), b-x = > bj-a;. (B.7)

J=1

As in the proof of Theorem [[L1, we reduce proving Eq. (B.4) for disjoint sets
N

X and Y to Eq. (B.4) for the polyballs X = [[ X,, X; := B.(zo; — Yo;) and
=1

J

N
Y = [[ Y, Yo := B.(0), with r = Sdxy, with zo; € X and yo; € Y, Vj, and

j=1
ee(0,1).
Similarly to ([2I1]) and (2.I6), we have
[Rxe gy | < eHrx )t (B3)
with
1 N
c=— sup sup Imz w(& +iub;), (B.9)
N EERdN 1
be® Sd—1 J
1
ry =supb-y, rx =infb-x. (B.10)
yeYy zeX
Let b= (by, -+ ,by), with b; = %,j =1,---,N. We claim that
N
ry —ry = (1—€) ). |zo; — Yo = (1 — ) Ndxy-. (B.11)

j=1
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Indeed, by the definitions of X and Y and Eq. (B:I0), we have

ry < Z|y] < —dXY

and
N
rx =JZ=15' (Zoj = ¥oj) + mE b (= (wo; — Yo;))
ol €
2;(|$0j — Yoj| — §dXY>~
Hence,
N N
rx —ry = > (Jvo; — yoj| — edxy) = (1—¢) Z|!L"0j—y0j|,
i=1 j=1
as claimed.

Furthermore, we compute
c=— Z sup  Imwy(& + ipb;) = Ney,
/"L j:1 ijR%bjESdil
where, recall,

wi (A +iub)
cl = sup .
AeR™, beSn—1 1%

Combining (B.8§)), (B.11)) and (B.15]), we arrive at

H)ZXeiitHNXYH < 67u(175)N(defc’1t)

where ¢} = %-, which implies, with p" = (1 — €)p,

H)ZXeiitHNXYH < e*,U«HN(dXY*C’lt)’

(B.12)

(B.13)

(B.14)

(B.15)

(B.16)

(B.17)

(B.18)

N N
with X = [[ X}, X := B.(xg;) and Y = [] Y0, Yo := By.(vo;), where r = Sdxy,

J=1 J=1

for some zo # yo, with zo; € X and yo; € Y, Vj, and € € (0,1).

Proceeding

as in (Z20)-(237) in each variable z; € RY j = 1,--- | N, we arrive at (LH) by
taking 1/ = p(1 — 2¢) for any € € (0,1), and the constant C in (B4) depends on

€= 1—%’,d,N and .

U
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