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ON PROPAGATION OF INFORMATION IN QUANTUM

MECHANICS AND MAXIMAL VELOCITY BOUNDS

ISRAEL MICHAEL SIGAL AND XIAOXU 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, 11, 12, 14–20, 22, 24, 25, 36–42, 44, 46, 48–52, 54, 56, 59, 61–66], see the survey
papers [4, 25, 51] and brief reviews in [18, 19, 38].

A different approach was introduced in [58] and extended in [1–3, 23, 33, 35, 55,
57, 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 “ L2pΛq, where Λ is either
Rn or Zn or a bounded subset (box) in Rn or Zn. To fix ideas, in what follows,
we take Λ “ Rn.

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

H “ ωppq ` V pxq, (1.1)

where ωpkq is a real smooth positive function, p :“ ´i∇ is the momentum operator
and the potential V pxq is a real function s.t. H is self-adjoint on the domain of
ωppq, i.e. V pxq is ωppq-bounded with the relative bound ă 1.

One can recognize information by the properties that it is transmittable, deletable1,
localizable and measurable (or at least detectable).

For quantum mechaniccal systems, the second property requires extending the
state space H to the space, S`

1 , of positive, trace-class operators, ρ, 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 ~ “ 1)

Bρt
Bt “ ´irH, ρts, with ρt“0 “ ρ0. (1.2)

This equation preserves the rank of projections and, when reduced to the rank-one
projections, is equivalent to the Schrödinger equation.

The initial value problem (1.2) has a unique solution which generates the auto-
morphism on S`

1 :

α1
tpρq :“ e´iHtρeiHt. (1.3)

This formula allows one reduce many results on propagation of states and observ-
ables to estimates on the Schrödinger evolution e´iHt.

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.

1One 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´itH , 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 L2pRnq,
we use the notation supA “ sup

uPDpAq,}u}“1

xu,Auy. For families of bounded operators,

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

Let Tξ be the unitary operator of multiplication by the function e´iξ¨x. For a self-
adjoint operator H on L2pRnq, we introduce the operator family Hξ :“ TξHT

´1
ξ .

Now, we assume

(A) The family Hξ :“ TξHT
´1
ξ , ξ P Rn, has an analytic continuation in ξ

from Rn to Sn
a in the sense of Kato and for this continuation ImHζ “

1
2i

pHζ ´ H˚
ζ q, ζ P Sn

a , are bounded operators.

We fix µ P p0, aq and define the number

c :“ sup
ξPRn, bPSn´1

suppImHξ`iµbq{µ. (1.4)

In what follows, X and Y denote open subsets of Rn, Xc :“ Rn ´ X , dXY , the
distance between X and Y and χX , 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 L2pRnq, or the operator norm on L2pRnq. We
have the following result:

Theorem 1.1 (Light cone (maximal propagation velocity) bound). Let Condi-
tion (A) hold and let µ P p0, aq. Then, for any µ1 P p0, µq and for any two disjoint
sets X and Y in Rn, we have,

}χ
X
e´iHtχ

Y
} ď Ce´µ1pdXY ´c1|t|q, (1.5)

where c1 “ µc

µ1 , with c given in Eq. (1.4), and C ą 0 is a constant depending on
µ

µ1 ´ 1, µ and n.

This theorem is proven in Section 2. We call inequality (1.5) the uniform
maximal velocity bound (uMVB).

Condition (A) implies that for any a1 P r0, aq,
sup
ζPSn

a1

sup ImHζ ă 8. (1.6)

Indeed, since ImHζ`ξ “ TζImHξT
´1
ζ @ ξ P Rn and ζ P Sn

a , we have that sup
ζPSn

a1

sup ImHζ

is independent of Re ζ and therefore

sup
ζPSn

a1

sup ImHζ “ sup
ImζPr0,a1sn

sup ImHζ ă 8. (1.7)
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For the Schrödinger-type operator (1.1) on L2pRnq, Assumption (A) follows
from the following condition

ωpkq has an analytic continuation (ωpζq) from R
n to the polystrip Sn

a ,

for some a ą 0, and Imωpζq is a bounded function on Sn
a .

(1.8)

Note that the Schrödinger operator H “ ´∆ ` V does not satisfy the second
part of Condition (1.8) since Impp` ζq2 “ 2p ¨ Imζ is not bounded. On the other
hand, the semi-relativistic Hamiltonian

H “
?

´∆ ` m2 ` V

obeys Condition (1.8) with a “ m.
Earlier, state-dependent, power-decay MVB were proven, in connection with

quantum scattering theory, in [2, 33, 34, 58, 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

‚ a state ρ is localized in X , if in ρ, the probability for the system to be in
X is equal to 1:

TrpχXρq “ 1 or TrpχXcρq “ 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 ρ0
localized in X, the probability that its evolution ρt “ α1

tpρ0q is localized in a disjoint
set Y is bounded as

TrpχY α
1
tpρ0qq ď Ce´µ1pdXY ´c1tq, (1.10)

where µ, c, µ1, c1 are as in Theorem 1.1 and C “ Cp µ

µ1 ´ 1, µ, nq ą 0.

This corollary says that the probability that ρt spills outside the light cone

ΛX,c :“ tpx, tq : dXpxq ă ctu (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 “ ´i∇) in a state ρ is given by TrpAρq. There
is a duality between states and observables given by the coupling

ρpAq “ TrpAρq, (1.12)
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which can be considered as either a linear, positive functional of A or a convex
one of ρ. In what follows, we identify density operators ρ with linear positive
functionals ρ : A Ñ ρpAq :“ TrpAρq.

The evolution of observables is determined by the Heisenberg equation

BtAt “ irH,Ats. (1.13)

Given initial conditions At|t“0 “ A, (1.13) generates the (Heisenberg) automor-
phism

At ” αtpAq “ eitHAe´itH . (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

TrpαtpAqρq “ TrpAα1
tpρqq. (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

‚ an observable A acts on X iff it is of the form

A “ χXAχX ` χXc , (1.16)

where, recall, χX and χXc stand for multiplication operators by the corre-
sponding cut-off functions (so that χX ` χXc “ 1).

As suggested by the term, (1.16) implies that χXcAψ “ χXcψ and Aψ “
AχXψ ` χXcψ. Note that if A and B act on X and Y , respectively, then

rA,Bs “ 0, whenever X X Y “ H. (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 1.3. It shows that the evolution At “ αtpAq acts, up to exponentially small
tails, within the light cone of its initial action domain of A.

We define an approximation of the evolution At “ αtpAq in the set U as

At,U :“ χUAtχU ` χUc . (1.18)

Clearly, At,U act on the set U . For a subset X Ă R
n, let Xη be the η-neighborhood

of X :

Xη “ tx P R
n : dXpxq ă ηu. (1.19)

Theorem 1.4 (Light cone approximation of Heisenberg evolution). Suppose the
Condition (A) holds. Then there exist c ą 0 and C “ Cpc, nq ą 0 s.t. for any
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η ě 1 and every open set X and every operator A acting on X, the evolution
At ” αtpAq satisfies

}At ´ At,Xη
} ď Ce´µpη´ctq}A}. (1.20)

This theorem is proven in Section 4. 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 At to a set U as At,U “
eitHUAe´itHU as an evolution of A with a Hamiltonian HU 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 Ă Rn with dXY ą 0. Then, there exist c ą 0 and C “ Cpn, cq ą
0 s.t. for every pair operators A and B acting on X and Y , respectively, we have
the following estimate

}rαtpAq, Bs} ď Ce´µpdXY ´ctq}A}}B}. (1.21)

A proof of Theorem 1.5 is given in Section 3. We call (1.21) the quantum-
mechanical Lieb-Robinson bound (LRBqm). Recall that the physical importance
of commuting quantum observables is that they can be measured simultaneously.

Theorem 1.5 yields that, for any state ρ and for all |t| ă dXY {c,
|ρprαtpAq, Bsq| ď C}A}}B}e´µpdXY ´ctq. (1.22)

light cone
of A (or X)

space-time
dynamics of B

(or Y )dXY ´ ct0

X

t

Y
R

n

t0

Figure 1. Light cone diagram of A and B

Estimate (1.22) shows that, with the probability approaching 1 exponentially, as
t Ñ 8, an evolving observable At “ αtpAq commutes with any other observable
acting outside the light cone

t px, tq | distpx, actAq ď ctu,
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of actA, where actA is the smallest set on which A acts (see Fig. 1).
Recall that the expectation ´ρprAptq, Bs2q ” ´ trprAptq, Bs2ρq is called the out-

of-time-order correlations (OTOC). The inequality ´ρprAptq, Bs2q ď }rAptq, Bs}2
and Theorem 1.5 imply

Corollary 1.6 (OTOC estimate). Suppose the Condition (A) holds and let µ and
c be as in Theorem 1.5. Then OTOC ´ρprAptq, Bs2q satisfies the estimate

´ρprAptq, Bs2q ď Ce´2µpdXY ´ctqp}A}}B}q2. (1.23)

Estimate (1.23) extends an estimate of OTOC in the finite dimensions,

1

D
tr

`

rAptq, Bs2
˘

, (1.24)

where D “ dimH, see e.g. [38], to the infinite-dimensional case.
In Appendix A, we extend our approach to differentiable deformations Hξ 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 Schrödinger evolution and one has to estimate
instead the von Neumann-Lindblad semigroup, eLt, see [8], and to many-body
(condensed matter) systems as suggested by our results on N -particle Schrödinger
dynamcis presented in Section B.

This paper is organized as follows. Theorems 1.1, 1.4 and 1.5 are proven in
Sections 2, 4 and 3, respectively. In Appendices A and B, we present extensions
of our technologies to differentiable families Hξ and to N -particle systems.

Notation. We use the abbreviation } ¨ } for both } ¨ }L2pRnq and } ¨ }L2pRnqÑL2pRnq.
Throughout this paper, C will denote a constant and may vary from one line to
another. We write . or & whenever A ď CB or CA ě B for some constant
C ą 0. We write A .a B or A &a B if A ď CaB or CaA ě B for some constant
Ca ą 0 which depends on parameter a.

As usual, Bα
x “

n
ś

j“1

Bαj
xj , for α “ pα1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , αnq, x “ px1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , xnq and |α| “

n
ř

j“1

αj .

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 1.1

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let n ě 2. Given b P Sn´1, we define the subspace RK
b “

bK “ tk P R
n : k ¨ b “ 0u and the map ϕb : C ˆ RK

b Ñ C
n as

ϕbpz, kKq :“ zb ` kK. (2.1)

Thus, points k of Rn are parameterized by pλ, kKq P R ˆ RK
b . We have

Lemma 2.1. Let n ě 2. Under Assumption (A), for any b P Sn´1, the function
ϕb has the range in Sn

a and is analytic in z. Moreover, ω ˝ ϕb has an analytic
continuation in z from R ˆ RK

b to Sa ˆ RK
b .
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Proof. ϕ is clearly analytic in z. Let kz ” ϕbpz, kKq :“ zb ` kK, or in coordinates
kzj “ zbj ` kK

j , j “ 1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , n. We have |Imkzj | “ |Imz||bj | ď |Imz|. Hence, z P Sa

implies kz P Sn
a and therefore ωpkλq ” ωpϕbpλ, kKqq has an analytic continuation

from R ˆ RK
b to Sa ˆ RK

b . �

ξλ “ λb ` ξK gives a parameterization of ξ P Rn by pλ, ξKq P R ˆ RK
b . For

notational convenience, we extend the definition of

ξz “ ϕbpz, ξKq “ zb ` ξK (2.2)

to n “ 1, by setting in this case b “ 1 and ξK “ 0, i.e. ξz “ ϕbpz, ξKq “ z. In
what follows, b is a vector in Sn´1 for n ą 1 and b “ 1 for n “ 1.

Recall the n-parameter unitary group

Tξ “ e´ix¨ξ, ξ P R
n, (2.3)

and introduce the transformation

Ut,ξ :“ Tξe
´itHT´1

ξ . (2.4)

By the unitarity of Tξ, we have

Ut,ξ “ e´iHξt, where Hξ :“ TξHT
´1
ξ . (2.5)

Proposition 2.2. Under Assumption (A), the operators Ut,ξ and Ut,ξλ have an-
alytic continuations in ξ and λ from R

n to Sn
a and from R to Sa, as bounded

operators.

Proof. By Assumption (A), Hξ has an analytic continuation in ξ from Rn to Sn
a ,

in the sense of Kato, and the operator ImHζ “ 1
2i

pHζ ´H˚
ζ q is bounded for every

ζ P Sn
a . Hence, the relations Hζ “ Hr ` iHi, where Hr “ ReHζ and Hi “ ImHζ ,

and

pHζ ´ iλq´1 “ pHr ` iHi ´ iλq´1 “ R
1{2
i

”

R
1{2
i HrR

1{2
i ´ i

ı´1

R
1{2
i , (2.6)

where Ri “ pλ ´ Hiq´1, imply that σp´iHζq Ă t ζ P Cn : |Re ζ | ď C u, @ ζ P Sn
a ,

for C “ }ImHζ} ą 0, and, for any λ P C with |Reλ| ą C, we have the estimate

}pHζ ´ iλq´1} ď p|Reλ| ´ }ImHξz}q´1. (2.7)

Hence, by the Hille-Yosida theorem, Hζ generates the bounded evolution Ut,ζ “
e´iHζt, t P R, which is analytic as an operator-function of ζ P Sn

a , by a standard
theory. �

Let Ut ” e´itH and Ut,ξ :“ TξUtT
´1
ξ . We have

Lemma 2.3 (Key lemma). Under Condition (A), we have

χXUtχY “χXT
´1
ζ Ut,ζTζχY , @ ζ P Sn

a . (2.8)
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Proof. Using the invertibility of Tξ and the definition Ut,ξ “ TξUtT
´1
ξ , we rewrite

χXUtχY as

χXUtχY “χXT
´1
ξ TξUtT

´1
ξ TξχY “ χXT

´1
ξ Ut,ξTξχY , @ ξ P R

n. (2.9)

The right-hand side of Eq. (2.9) has an analytic continuation in ξ from Rn to Sn
a

and is independent of ξ P Rn. Hence, its analytic continuation is independent of
ζ P Sn

a and (2.8) follows. �

Relation (2.8) implies, for ζ P Sn
a ,

}χXUtχY } ď }χXT
´1
ζ }}Ut,ζ}}χY Tζ}. (2.10)

Let ζ “ ξ ` iµb, ξ P Rn, µ P p0, aq and b P Sn´1. Then estimate (2.10) implies

}χXUtχY } ď e´µprX´rY q}Ut,ζ}, (2.11)

where

rY :“ sup
yPY

b ¨ y and rX :“ inf
xPX

b ¨ x. (2.12)

We can cover X and Y by small balls. Hence, we begin with Y “ Brpy0q and
X “ Brpx0q with r “ ǫ

2
dXY for some y0 P Y , x0 P X and ǫ P p0, 1q.

Translate both balls by y0 to place y0 at the origin and x0 at x0 ´ y0. Let Sy0

denote the corresponding shift operator. Then we have

Sy0χXUtχY S
´1
y0

“ Sy0χXS
´1
y0
Sy0UtS

´1
y0
Sy0χY S

´1
y0

“ χXy0U
y0
t χY y0 , (2.13)

where Xy0 “ X ´ y0 “ Brpx0 ´ y0q, Y y0 “ Y ´ y0 “ Brp0q and Uy0
t :“ Sy0UtS

´1
y0
.

Thus, it suffices to estimate the right-hand side of Eq. (2.13).
Now, we skip the superindex y0, so we are back to Eq. (2.8), but with X “

Brpx0 ´ y0q and Y “ Brp0q.
Let ζ “ ξ ` iµb, where b “ x0´y0

|x0´y0|
. (For each pair of points x0 P X and y0 P Y ,

we choose a different analytic deformation b.) Since |x0 ´ y0| ě dXY , by the
definition of rX and rY , we have

rX ´ rY ě p1 ´ ǫq|x0 ´ y0| ě p1 ´ ǫqdXY . (2.14)

Eqs. (2.11) and (2.14) yield

}χXUtχY } ď}Ut,ζ}e´µp1´ǫqdx0y0 . (2.15)

Note that the complex deformation Ut,ζ 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 µ and c be as in
Eq. (1.4). Then we have the estimate

}Ut,ξ`iµb} ď eµtc, @ ξ P R
n. (2.16)
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Proof of Proposition 2.4. Take g P L2pRnq. We denote gt,ζ :“ Ut,ζg, ζ P Sn
a , and

compute

Bt}gt,ζ}2 “ ´ ixgt,ζ, pHζ ´ H˚
ζ qgt,ζy “ 2xgt,ζ, pImHζq gt,ζy. (2.17)

For ζ “ ξ ` iµb, by Eq. (1.4), we have, ImHζ ď µc.
This together with Eq. (2.17) implies

|Bt}gt,ζ}2| ď2µc}gt,ζ}2. (2.18)

Since gt,ζ|t“0 “ g, this gives }gt,ζ} ď }g}eµct yielding (2.16). �

Eqs. (2.15) and (2.16) yield

}χXUtχY } ď eµcte´µp1´ǫqdx0y0 . (2.19)

Now, we return to arbitrary disjoint sets X and Y . We cover X and Y by the
balls, BX

j “ Brpxjq, j “ 1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , N1 and BY
k “ Bkpykq, k “ 1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , N2, in Rn of the

radius r “ ǫ
2
dXY , centered at xj and yk, respectively. N1 and N2 could be either

finite or infinite. With this cover, we associate partitions of unity

χX “
N1
ÿ

j“1

χ2
j and χY “

N2
ÿ

k“1

χ̃k, (2.20)

where χj and χ̃k satisfy supppχjq Ă Brpxjq and supppχ̃kq Ă Brpykq, j “ 1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , N1

and k “ 1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , N2. For each g P L2pRnq, we estimate, using Eqs. (2.20),

}χXe
´itHχY g}2 “

N1
ÿ

k“1

}χke
´iHtχY g}2 ď

N1
ÿ

k“1

˜

N2
ÿ

j“1

}χke
´iHtχ̃jg}

¸2

. (2.21)

By (2.19), we have

}χXe
´itHχY g}2 ďCe2µctMpgq, (2.22)

where Mpgq is given by, with µ1 “ µp1 ´ ǫq,

Mpgq :“
N1
ÿ

k“1

˜

N2
ÿ

j“1

e´µ1dxkyj }χ̃jg}
¸2

“
N1
ÿ

k“1

N2
ÿ

j“1

N2
ÿ

l“1

e´µ1pdxkyj
`dxkyl

q}χ̃jg}}χ̃lg}. (2.23)

To estimate Mpgq, we use arithmetic mean inequality to obtain

Mpgq ď
N1
ÿ

k“1

N2
ÿ

j“1

N2
ÿ

l“1

e´µ1pdxkyj
`dxkyl

q

ˆ}χ̃jg}2 ` }χ̃lg}2
2

˙

. (2.24)
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By the symmetry with respect to j and l in the right-hand side of (2.24), (2.24)
implies

Mpgq ď
N1
ÿ

k“1

N2
ÿ

j“1

N2
ÿ

l“1

e´µ1pdxkyj
`dxkyl

q}χ̃jg}2 “
N2
ÿ

j“1

}χ̃jg}2CXY , (2.25)

where

CXY :“
N1
ÿ

k“1

N2
ÿ

l“1

e´µ1pdxkyj
`dxkyl

q. (2.26)

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

Λmpxkq “ tx : rm ď dxxk
ă rm`1u, (2.27)

where m “ 0, ¨ ¨ ¨ , rm “ r0 `mǫdXY , with r0 “ p1´ ǫqdXY . We sum first over the
balls covering a given shell and then over the shells. Each shell Λmpxkq is covered

by at most Ñm balls BY
l , with Ñm “ Cnr

n´1
m for some constant Cn ą 0. This gives

CX,Y ď
N1
ÿ

k“1

8
ÿ

m“0

Cnr
n´1
m e´µ1pdxkyj

`rmq. (2.28)

To evaluate the sum over the shells, we use that
8
ÿ

m“0

rn´1
m e´µ1rm ďC

8
ÿ

m“0

e´p1´ǫ{2qµ1rm

ďCe´p1´ǫ{2qµ1r0 “ Ce´p1´ǫ{2qp1´ǫqµ1dXY . (2.29)

We conclude that there is a Cn,ǫ,µ1 ą 0 depending on n, ǫ and µ1, s.t.

CX,Y ď Cn,ǫ,µ1

N1
ÿ

k“1

dn´1
XY e

´µ1pdxkyj
`dXY q. (2.30)

Next, to estimate the sum over xk, we introduce the spherical shells centered at
yj

Λmpyjq “ tx : rm ď dxyj ă rm`1u, (2.31)

where rm “ r0 ` mǫdXY , m “ 0, ¨ ¨ ¨ , with r0 “ p1 ´ ǫqdXY . Similarly, follow-
ing (2.30), we obtain

CX,Y ď C2
n,ǫ,µ1d

2pn´1q
XY e´2µ1dXY . (2.32)

This, together with Eqs. (2.25) and (2.26), implies

Mpgq ď C2
n,ǫ,µ1d

2pn´1q
XY e´2µ1dXY }g}2. (2.33)

Therefore, using (2.22), and (2.33), we conclude that with µ2 “ p1 ´ 2ǫqµ,
}χXe

´itHχY g} ď Cn,ǫ,µ1C 1
n,ǫ,µe

µcte´µ2dXY }g}, (2.34)
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where C 1
n,ǫ,µ :“ sup

uě0

upn´1qe´ǫµu. Estimate (2.34) yields

}χXUtχY } ď Ce´µ2pdXY ´c2tq, µ2 “ p1 ´ 2ǫqµ, c1 “ c

1 ´ 2ǫ
(2.35)

with the constant C depending on ǫ “ 1 ´ µ2

µ
, n and µ. This implies (1.5). �

3. Localization of observables and proof of Theorem 1.5

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

AχXc “ χXcA “ 0, or A “ χXAχX . (3.1)

Since χXc “ 1 ´ χX , Eq. (1.16) implies, for any operator A acting on X ,

A “ ÃX ` 1, where ÃX “ χXAχX ´ χX . (3.2)

By the definition, the observable ÃX is localized in X .

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Since A and B act on X and Y , respectively, by (3.2), they

are of the form A “ ÃX ` 1 and B “ B̃Y ` 1, where ÃX and B̃Y are localized in
X and Y , respectively. Let At “ αtpAq and Ãt,X “ αtpÃXq. Then At “ Ãt,X ` 1

and

rAt, Bs “rÃt,X , B̃Y s. (3.3)

Using that ÃX “ χXÃXχX and B̃Y “ χY B̃Y χY and using Theorem 1.1, we obtain

}rÃt,X, B̃Y s} ď}ÃXχXe
´itHχY B̃Y } ` }B̃Y χY e

itHχXÃX}
ďCe´µpdXY ´ctq}ÃX}}B̃X}. (3.4)

Since Xc ‰ H and since }Au} “ }u} for u supported in Xc, we have }A} ě 1.
Hence,

}ÃX} ď }χXAχX} ` }χX} ď }A} ` 1 ď 2}A} (3.5)

and similarly for B̃. These inequalities together with (3.4) yield

}rÃt,X, B̃Y s} ď Ce´µpdXY ´ctq}A}}B}. (3.6)

Relations (3.3) and (3.6) yield (1.21). �
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4. MVB for evolution of observables: Proof of Theorem 1.4

Proof of Theorem 1.4. Since A acts on X, by (3.2), it can be be written as A “
ÃX ` 1, where the operator ÃX is localized in X , i.e. satisfies ÃX “ χXÃXχX .
Hence the operator family At,Xη

defined in (1.18) can be written as

At,Xη
:“ χXη

αtpÃXqχXη
` 1. (4.1)

By the definition, At,Xη
acts onXη. To prove (1.20), we use that At “ αtpÃX`1q “

αtpÃXq ` 1, to write

At ´ At,Xη
“αtpÃXq ´ χXη

αtpÃXqχXη

“χXη
αtpÃXqχXc

η
` χXc

η
αtpÃXq. (4.2)

Using this relation and Theorem 1.1, we arrive at (1.20). �

Remark 4.1. Theorem 1.4 yields a natural (but slightly longer) proof of Theo-
rem 1.5: At,Xη

commutes with B as long as η ă dXY and therefore rAt, Bts “
rRA

t , Bs, where RA
t “ At ´ At,Xη

, which leads to an estimate of rAt, Bts through
an estimate of the remainder RA

t .
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Appendix A. Differentiability and power estimates

In this appendix, we consider a self-adjoint operator H on L2pΛq under a weaker
assumption than the analyticity assumption (A) of Introduction.

With the definition (2.3) and Hξ “ TξHT
´1
ξ , ξ P Rn, we assume

(Diff) The family Hξ, ξ P Rn, is m times differentiable, with all derivatives
yielding bounded operators.
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Given b P Sn´1 and z “ λ`iµ and recalling the notation ξz “ zb`ξK (see (2.2)),
we define the number c̃:

c̃ :“
m
ÿ

k“1

1

k!
Repiµqk´1 sup

bPSn´1

suppb ¨ ∇ξqkHξλ . (A.1)

Theorem A.1. Suppose that Assumption (Diff) hold for some m ě n and let X
and Y be two bounded, disjoint sets. Then, for every c̃1 ą c̃, there exists a constant
C ą 0, depending on c̃1 ´ c̃ and n, such that

}χ
X
e´iHtχ

Y
} ď CtMpdXY ´ tc̃1q´m´1`n, (A.2)

for all 1 ď t ď dXY {c̃1, where constant M is given by

M :“ 1 ` sup
bPSn´1

}pb ¨ ∇ξqm`1Hξ}. (A.3)

Remark A.2. For Hamiltonians of form (1.1), condition (Diff) follows from the
condition

|Bαωpkq| . 1 for 1 ď |α| ď m` 1 for some m ě 1. (A.4)

The proof of Theorem A.1 is based on the following proposition.

Proposition A.3. Let X “ Brpx0q and Y “ Brpy0q with r “ ǫ{2, ǫ P p0, 1q, and
let ξz “ zb` ξK (see (2.16)) with z “ λ` iµ P C

` and b “ x0´y0
|x0´y0|

P Sn´1. For Hξ,

m ` 1 times boundedly differentiable, instead of (2.8), we have for all µ P p0, 1q
and dx0y0 ´ ǫ ´ tc̃ ě 0,

χXUtχY “ χXT
´1
ξz Ũt,ξzTξzχY ` Rem, (A.5)

where Ũt,ξz is the almost analytic extension of Ut,ξz defined as

Ũt,ξz “ e´iH̃ξz t, (A.6)

where

H̃ξz “
m
ÿ

k“0

1

k!
pb ¨ ∇ξqkHξλpiµqk, (A.7)

and Rem is a bounded operator satisfying

}Rem} .µ

tM

pdx0y0 ´ ǫ´ tc̃qm`1
, (A.8)

with c̃ and M defined in Eqs. (A.1) and (A.3), respectively.

Remark A.4. (i) For H̃ξz given by (A.7), we have

c̃ “ sup
bPSn´1

sup
ImH̃ξz

µ
. (A.9)
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(ii) For µ P p0, 1q sufficiently small, ξz “ zb ` ξK with z P C` and b P Sn´1, we
have

c̃ “ sup
bPSn´1

sup
`

b ¨ ∇ξHξλ

˘

` Opµq. (A.10)

(iii) We can also consider the speed c̃pbq “ suppImH̃ξzq{µ in a direction b P Sn´1.

We derive this proposition from the following two lemmas.

Lemma A.5. Let fpzq be a differentiable function in the strip Sa, for some a,
which is independent of Re z. Then

fpzq “ fpxq ´
ż y

0

pB̄zfqpx` isqds, (A.11)

where z “ x ` y.

Proof. Let z “ x` iy. By the fundamental theorem of Calculus, we have

fpzq “ fpxq ´ i

ż y

0

pByfqpx` isqds. (A.12)

Furthermore, since fpzq is independent of x, we have Bxfpx` iyq “ 0. These two
relations and the definition B̄z “ Bx ` iBy imply (A.11). �

Lemma A.6. For any f P Cm`1pRq, define an almost analytic extension of f as

f̃pzq “
m
ÿ

k“0

f pkqpxqpiyqk
k!

, (A.13)

where f pkq “ dk

dxk f and z “ x` iy. Then f̃ satisfies the estimate

|B̄zf̃pzq| ď 1

m!
|f pm`1qpxq||y|m. (A.14)

Proof. Eq. (A.13) follows from the straightforward computation. With B̄z “ Bx `
iBy, B̄zf̃pzq reads

B̄zf̃pzq “
m

ÿ

k“0

f pk`1qpxqpiyqk
k!

` i

m
ÿ

k“1

f pkqpxq ipiyqk´1

pk ´ 1q!

“ 1

m!
f pm`1qpxqpiyqm, (A.15)

which gives (A.14). �

Proof of Proposition A.3. Recall that X “ Brpx0 ´ y0q and Y “ Brp0q, where
r “ ǫ{2. Now, let gpλq “ χXT

´1

ξλ
fpλqTξλχY , where fpλq :“ Ut,ξλ . We define

g̃pzq “ χXT
´1
ξz f̃pzqTξzχY , (A.16)

where f̃pzq is the almost analytic extension of fpλq in λ constructed in Eq. (A.6).
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To compute B̄zgpzq, we note that, by Lemma A.6,

B̄zH̃ξz “ 1

m!
Bm`1
λ Hξλpiµqm. (A.17)

This and the Duhamel principle yield

B̄zfpzq “´i
m!

ż t

0

e´iH̃ξz pt´sqB̄zH̃ξze
´iH̃ξz sds

“ ´ i

ż t

0

e´iH̃ξz pt´sqBm`1
λ Hξλe

´iH̃ξz sdspiµqm, (A.18)

Since χXT
´1
ξz and TξzχY are analytic in z, we have, by the Leibnitz rule and

Eq. (A.18), that

B̄zg̃pzq “χXT
´1
ξz B̄zfpzqTξzχY

“´i
m!
χXT

´1
ξz

ż t

0

Rt,spzqpiµqmds, (A.19)

where, with z “ λ ` iµ,

Rt,upzq :“ χXT
´1
ξz e

´iH̃ξz pt´uqBm`1
λ Hξλe

´iH̃ξzuTξzχY . (A.20)

Next, we claim that g̃pzq is independent of Re z. Indeed, we have

g̃pzq “ χXT
´1
ξz T

´1
η Tηf̃pzqT´1

η TηTξzχY , (A.21)

where η “ αb P Rn with α P R. Using that Tη commutes with Bξ, we find

TηBk
λHξλT

´1
η “ Bk

λrTηHξλT
´1
η s “ Bk

λHξλ`a, k “ 0, ¨ ¨ ¨ , m. (A.22)

This, together with Eqs. (A.7), (A.6) and f̃pzq “ Ũt,ξz , yields that Tηf̃pzqT´1
η “

f̃pz`αq. The last relation, together with (A.21) and the group property TηTξz “
Tξz`α, implies

g̃pzq “ g̃pz ` αq, @α P R, (A.23)

which shows that g̃pzq is independent of Re z. Hence, Lemma A.5 applies to g̃pzq
and yields

gpλq “ g̃pλq “ g̃pzq ` Rem, (A.24)

where, by (A.19),

Rem :“i
ż µ

0

pB̄zg̃qpx` isqds

“ 1

m!

ż µ

0

ż t

0

Rt,upλ ` isqpisqmduds. (A.25)

Our next goal is to estimate this reminder.
To estimate Rt,upλ ` isq, we proceed as in Proposition 2.4 to obtain

}e´iH̃ξz t} ď eµtc̃, (A.26)
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where µ “ Imz and the constant c̃ is defined in Eq. (A.1). Next, from Eq. (A.20)
we find,

}Rt,upλ ` isq} ď}χXT
´1

ξλ`is}}e´iH̃
ξλ`ispt´uq}}Bm`1

λ Hξλ}}e´iH̃ξzu}}Tξλ`isχY }.
(A.27)

Proceeding as (2.10)-(2.15), using (A.26) and (A.3) and assuming dXY ´ǫ´tc̃ ě 0,
we obtain

}Rt,upλ ` isq} ď e´spdx0y0´ǫ´tc̃qM. (A.28)

This together with Eqs. (A.20) and (A.25) and estimates (A.28) and, for all |x0 ´
y0| ´ ǫ ´ tc̃ ą 0 and µ P p0, 1q,

1

m!

ż µ

0

e´spdx0y0´ǫ´tc̃qsmds .µ

1

pdx0y0 ´ ǫ´ tc̃qm`1
, (A.29)

yields

}Rem} .µ

tM

pdx0y0 ´ ǫ´ tc̃qm`1
, (A.30)

where M is given by (A.3), and subsequently

gpλq “ g̃pzq ` Rem, (A.31)

with Rem satisfying (A.30), yielding (A.5)-(A.8). �

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.5) as in the proof of Theorem 1.1.
Similarly to (2.15), we find

}χXT
´1
ξz Ũt,ξzTξzχY } ď }Ũt,ξz}e´µ1dx0y0 , (A.32)

with ξz “ zb`ξK (see (2.2)), b “ x0´y0
|x0´y0|

, Ũt,ξz defined in Eq. (A.6) and µ1 “ p1´ǫqµ.
Next, applying (A.26) and setting c̃1 “ c̃{p1 ´ ǫq, we conclude that

}χXT
´1
ξz Ũt,ξzTξzχY } ď e´µ1pdx0y0´c̃1tq. (A.33)

Eq. (A.5), together with estimate (A.33), yields

}χXUtχY } .µ e
´p1´ǫqµpdx0y0´c̃tq ` xtyM

pdx0y0 ´ ǫ ´ tc̃qm`1
. (A.34)

We take µ “ 1
2
. Then, for 1 ă t ă dx0y0

c̃1 , c̃1 “ c̃` 2ǫ ą c̃, we have

}χXe
´itHχY } .

tM

pdx0y0 ´ tc̃1qm`1
(A.35)

Now, we return to general compact sets X and Y . Covering X and Y with
balls Brpxjq, j “ 1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , N1, and Brpykq, k “ 1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , N2 and proceeding as in
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(2.20)-(2.26) and using (A.35), we obtain

}χXe
´itHχY g}2 ď C

N2
ÿ

j“1

t2M2}χ̃jg}2C̃XY , @ g P L2pRnq, (A.36)

where

C̃XY :“
N1
ÿ

k“1

N2
ÿ

l“1

pdxkyj ´ tc̃1q´m´1pdxkyl ´ tc̃1q´m´1. (A.37)

Using the shell argument, as in (2.27)-(2.32), we arrive at

}χXe
´itHχY g}2 .n t

2M2pdXY ´ tc̃1q´2m´2`2n}g}2, (A.38)

which yields (A.2). �

Appendix B. N-particle dynamics

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

HN :“
N
ÿ

j“1

pω1ppjq ` vpxjqq ` 1

2

ÿ

i‰j

wpxi ´ xjq (B.1)

on L2
sympRdN q, where L2

sympRdNq is either bosonic space of symmetric functions of
ferminoic one associated with certain representations of the symmetric group SN

of permutations of N indices (see e.g. [26]).
The operator HN is of the form (1.1), with

ωpkq “
N
ÿ

j“1

ω1pkjq and V pxq “
N
ÿ

j“1

vpxjq ` 1

2

ÿ

i‰j

wpxi ´ xjq, (B.2)

and x “ px1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , xN q P RdN , k “ pk1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , kNq P RdN . Now, we define χXpxq as
the characteristic function of the set XN :“ X ˆ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˆ X

loooooomoooooon

N-fold product

:

χ̃Xpxq ” χXN pxq :“
N

ź

j“1

χXpxjq. (B.3)

Theorem B.1. Let HN be as in Eq. (B.1) and let ω1 and V ( defined in Eq. (B.2))
satisfy Condition (1.8)(with n “ d). Let X and Y be two disjoint sets. Then, for
any µ1 P p0, µq, we have

}χ̃Xe
´itHN χ̃Y } ď Ce´µ1NpdXY ´c1

1
tq, (B.4)
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where X is the multiplication operator by the function χXpxq in (B.3), C ą 0 is a

constant depending on ǫ “ 1 ´ µ1

µ
, d, N and µ, with c1

1 “ c1
1´ǫ

and

c1 :“ sup
ξPRd, bPSd´1

Imω1pξ ` iµbq
µ

ă 8. (B.5)

Eq. (B.4) is one of the simplest many-body estimates. More refined and more
difficult estimate to prove would be one with χXpxq and χY pyq replaced in (B.4)

by χ
pkq
X pxq ” χXkpxq “

k
ś

j“1

χXpxjq and χ
plq
Y pyq ” χY lpyq “

l
ś

j“1

χY pyjq, with 1 ď
k ď l ă N.

Proof of Theorem B.1. We follow the proof of Theorem 1.1, with the following
modifications:

ξ “ pξ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , ξNq P R
dN , ξj P R

d, b “ pb1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , bN q, bj P Sn´1, @ j, (B.6)

ζ “ pζ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , ζNq P R
dN , ζj “ ξj ` iµbj , µ P p0, aq, b ¨ x “

N
ÿ

j“1

bj ¨ xj. (B.7)

As in the proof of Theorem 1.1, we reduce proving Eq. (B.4) for disjoint sets

X and Y to Eq. (B.4) for the polyballs X “
N
ś

j“1

Xj , Xj :“ Brpx0j ´ y0jq and

Y “
N
ś

j“1

Y0, Y0 :“ Brp0q, with r “ ǫ
2
dXY , with x0j P X and y0j P Y, @ j, and

ǫ P p0, 1q.
Similarly to (2.11) and (2.16), we have

}χ̃Xe
´iHN tχ̃Y } ď e´µprX´rY qeµtc, (B.8)

with

c “ 1

µ
sup

bP
N
Â

1

Sd´1

sup
ξPRdN

Im
N
ÿ

j“1

ωpξj ` iµbjq, (B.9)

rY “ sup
yPY

b ¨ y, rX “ inf
xPX

b ¨ x. (B.10)

Let b “ pb1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , bNq, with bj “ x0j´y0j
|x0j´y0j |

, j “ 1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , N . We claim that

rX ´ rY ě p1 ´ ǫq
N
ÿ

j“1

|x0j ´ y0j | ě p1 ´ ǫqNdXY . (B.11)
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Indeed, by the definitions of X and Y and Eq. (B.10), we have

rY ď
N
ÿ

j“1

|yj| ď ǫN

2
dXY (B.12)

and

rX “
N
ÿ

j“1

b ¨ px0j ´ y0jq ` inf
xPX

b ¨ px ´ px0j ´ y0jqq

ě
N
ÿ

j“1

p|x0j ´ y0j| ´ ǫ

2
dXY q. (B.13)

Hence,

rX ´ rY ě
N
ÿ

j“1

p|x0j ´ y0j| ´ ǫdXY q ě p1 ´ ǫq
N
ÿ

j“1

|x0j ´ y0j|, (B.14)

as claimed.
Furthermore, we compute

c “ 1

µ

N
ÿ

j“1

sup
ξjPRd, bjPSd´1

Imω1pξj ` iµbjq “ Nc1, (B.15)

where, recall,

c1 :“ sup
λPRn, bPSn´1

ω1pλ ` iµbq
µ

. (B.16)

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

}χ̃Xe
´itHN χ̃Y } ď e´µp1´ǫqNpdXY ´c1

1
tq, (B.17)

where c1
1 “ c1

1´ǫ
, which implies, with µ2 “ p1 ´ ǫqµ,

}χ̃Xe
´itHN χ̃Y } ď e´µ2NpdXY ´c1

1
tq, (B.18)

with X “
N
ś

j“1

Xj , Xj :“ Brpx0jq and Y “
N
ś

j“1

Y0, Y0 :“ Brpy0jq, where r “ ǫ
2
dXY ,

for some x0 ‰ y0, with x0j P X and y0j P Y, @ j, and ǫ P p0, 1q. Proceeding
as in (2.20)-(2.35) in each variable xj P Rd, j “ 1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , N , we arrive at (1.5) by
taking µ1 “ µp1 ´ 2ǫq for any ǫ P p0, 1q, and the constant C in (B.4) depends on

ǫ “ 1 ´ µ1

µ
, d, N and µ. �
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Ann. Henri Poincaré 3 (2002), 107–170.



22 I. M. SIGAL AND X. WU

[24] M. Gebert, B. Nachtergaele, J. Reschke, and R. Sims, Lieb-Robinson bounds and strongly

continuous dynamics for a class of many-body fermion systems in Rd, Ann. Henri Poincaré
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